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evinced, however, a general concern
that the Canadian Government at
present does not appear ta have a
policy framework adequate ta deal with
the growing number af issues affecting
the Canadian Arctic, and a strong feeling
that the Government shouid develop a
comprehensive security policy for the
Arctic.

It was generally agreed that this policy
should include a defence/deterrent com-
panent and a diplomnatic/reassurance
component. As regards the former, a
number of participants feit that Canada
should concentrate its military involve-
ment In the Arctic on activîties which
provide peacetime surveillance and pro-
mate crisis stability, and should resist
invoivemnent in programmes which
assume nuclear war-fighting. As regards
the latter, there was a strong sentiment
that Canada shouid explore arms control
and disarmament measures that would
reduce the need for a Canadian or other
military presence in the Arctic.

Participants offered dlffering
assessments ai the strategic Importance
af the Canadian Arctic, and of the
threats ta Canada in the region. The
potential for increased superpower
military activity in the North was noted,
as was the feot that Canada has littie
contrai over the factors influencing the
Arctics strategîc significance. Neyer-
theless, participants observed that haw
Canada governs the use of its Arctic ter-
rltary will affect bath Canadien and inter-
national security. The Group emphasized
that Cariada's Arctic pallcy shauld strive
ta minimize superpower competition in
the North, and ta enhance stretegîc
stablity.

Towards these ends, the Group agreed
thet Canada should provide a system of
surveillance, monitoring, and early warn-
lng of ettack in its Arctîc airspace. There
was much discussion as ta whether
Canada should limit its activities ta
peacetime surveillance and a limited
cepablity for interception or shauld
pursue a capabllty for comprehensive
air defence. Participants generelly con-
cluded that Canada should avold par-
ticipation in the US Strateglc Defence
and Air Defence Initiatives. The merits
and demerits of Caa0naqusto f

space-based radar were debated. The
Group also, examined the option of
moving ta a unilateral or multilateral air
surveillance system, as opposed ta
maintaining the present NORAD
framework, The negotiation af strict
limits or a ban on air-and-sea-launched
cruise missiles was proposed as an
arms contrai alternative for dealing wîth
the air-breathing threat in the North.

The Consultative Group affirmed the
importance of being able ta, monitor
intrusions into Canada's waters as a
means of contributing to bath Canadian
security and sovereignty. However,
many participants expressed reserva-
tions about the use of nuciear-powered
attack submarines for maritime
surveillance. Passive sonar devices, non-
nuciear-powered submnarines, and under-
water mines were suggested as
alternatives....

The Group urged the Canadian
Government ta explore the possiblity af
increasing collaboration wlth other cir-
cumpolar states on matters of common
concern. It was suggested that Canada
could seek cooperation bilateraily or
through a cîrcumpolar forum. The pros
and cons of a full or partial Arctic
nuclear-weapon-free zone were debated.
As a more feasible option in the near-
term, the Group proposed that Canada
examine potentiel confidence-buildilng
measures for the Arctic that would
reduce the rlsk of crisis and war.

Some concern was expressed durlng
the meeting about the divergence in
opinion between representatives of the
strateglc studies community and
representatives of the peace andi dis-
armament cammunlty. Several par-
ticipants opined, however, that the value
of the Consultative Group les in its posi-
tion as a unique forum in whlch
individuels of different backgrounds and
interests cen exchange ideas and seek
out common ground. The quelity of
presentatlan8 and discours. et this
year's meeting was leuded. It was sug-
gested, however, that certain sectors of
society should b. more fully representeci
at future meetings,

Canadian Industry Tackles
Verification Problem
Over the past severai decades Canada
has acquired considerable experience in
addressing securîty issues in several
multilaterai forums,jncluding thase
dealing specifically with Europe. As the
prospect of a muitilateral agreement con-
cerning conventianal farces in Europe
has increased, sa has the desire on the
part of the Gavernment ta, see Canadian
industry ready to play a part in any
verification arrangements. An industry
round table in February 1988, on
muitilateral armfs contrai verification for
conventional forces, was the fîrst step in
this pracess.

The exercise was sponsored by the
Department af External Affairs through
its Verification Research Programme.
First established in October 1983, the
Programme focuses its efforts on
verificatian issues related ta multîlateral
arms contrai agreements.

A Hypothetical Arms Controi
Agreement

The round table was designed ta
provide senior industry representatives
with a hands-on Introduction ta
the technolagical and operational
requirements of a verifîcatian system. To
give themn a general idea of the com-
piexity ai verification issues, they were
glven a hypotheticai agreement: its pro-
visions and the figures used represented
an approximation of what might happen
in reality. The agreement lncorporated
confidence-building measures similar ta
those discussed et the Conference on
Confidence- and Security-Building
Measures and Disarmament in Europe
(CCSBMDE> and force reductian
measures such as those dîscussed et
the Mutuai and Balanced Force Re-
duction (MBFR) negotiatians and other
associated measures in central Europe.

Meesures in the hypothetîcal agree-
ment were desîgned to reduce surprise
etteck, unîntentional war end intimidation
by increaslng the predlctability of mililtry
activities anrd lmposlng canstreints an
mllîtary forces. They requlred such
obligations as:


