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A number of Delegations have spoken
convincingly in this respect. They have
clearly demonstrated that it is this asymn-
metry of information on military acivIties
which induces insecurity. Let me repeat an
assertion 1 have made several limes be-
fore: secrecy is the enemy of confidence.

We must face up 10 this state of
affairs. As one of our colleagues put it
sa accu rately, we must try ta, demystify
the issue of military information. 0f
course, it can be argued that in the
lîfe of any State many'areas of military

activity constitute a kind of 'holy of
halles'. There are aspects which any
State does not wish to reveal about its
military affairs. We ail respect these
concerns. But a great deal of military
information on force postures and out-
of-garrison activities could be made
available to other States without
threatening anyone's securlty.

The reluctance to recognize this fact
constitutes in my view the basic asym-
metry here and il res<ults in a unilateral
advantage for one sîde. The Stockholm

Conference presents an opportunity to
set this asymmetry right and to change
a unilateral advantage to a mnutual ad-
vantage. If the resuit of our work were
more openness in military affalirs, ex-
changes of information about these mat-
ters could become a valuable Channel of
East-West cooperation. If our efforts are
successful, the Stockholm Conference
could realize its potential, whlch we
have aIl recognlzed: its potential for
lmproving East-West relations and
advanclng the procese of arme contrai
and disarmament."

Statement of January"29, 1985, on Non-Use of Force

~'My Delegatian welcomes any proposai
which would contribute ta mavlng this
Conference f orward towards ils alm of
i adapting concrete confidence- and
security-building measures designed t0
reduce mîstrust and misurderstanctlng
among the participating States. We shaîl
Study the proposaI juet presented by
the distinguished representative of the
Soviet Union in this spirit, and wlth
,Close attention.

1 am bound ta observe, however, that
initiatives lil<e this one, laaking ta the
warking-out of treaties on the non-use of
force or non-aggression pacte are famil-
iar. History ie replete wlth exampe of
proposais for the promotion of peacefiJi
relations among nations by renounclng

United Nations Declaration on the prin-
ciples guiding friendly relations among
States, and, on a regional European
basis, in the Helsinki Final Act.

Il is not a restatement or a re-worklng
0f the prînciple of non-use of force that is
neecled now. What le needed now, as
confirmed in the mandate of our Con-
ference, is 10 give dynamic expression
and effect ta thîs principle. We need ta
reduce the risk 0f war in Europe by
adopting concrete CBswhich would
make mililtary activities more predictable.
We need to ensure that a conflilt will not

break out because of misperceptian of in-
tentions. This is the purpose of the pro-
posaI submlted by Canada and a number
of other Delegations over one year ago.

As the Canadian Government has
stated in the past, and as my Delegation
has reafflrmed here, we are prepared to

sented bo us. We shall jucige ils mernts
fram the point of view of what contribu-
tion it could nmake to achievnig the aims
af this Conference and Io promotlng the
orocess of vhibearms control. anid


