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7. Public debate, rois and legitimnacy of policy: The public needs to know the depth of
the seriousness of the debate. Although it 15 hard to engage the public in slow
elimination, they do support comprehensive efforts as is evidenced in the public support
for the eradication of iandmines. Conrad Wynn said Canadian opinion has an appetite for
ethical decisions but flot anti-Amerlcanism.

Cathleen Fisher, Stimson Center, Washington, DC, articulateci the need to devise

creative solutions such as new agreements on transparency and methods of engaging the

UK and France in the debates. She emphasized that a theological and moral debate
should take place and the need for strong political will and leadership.

Engaging retired, respected military similar to the recent statements by retired
American mllltary and civilian leaders organized by Senator Cranston was seen as a tool
for legitimacy. Alyn Ware, Lawyers Committee on Nuclear Policy, said public opinion
favours the establishment of a Nuclear Weapons Convention, even though governments
do not, and "there is more support for such a convention than for the elimination of
nuclear weapons.N (Ottawa roundtable)

8. No First Use: Even though the agenda is full and opinion diverse, the "no flrst use"
discussion is seen by many as a useful vehicle to open up debate wlthin NATO. For the
upcoming NATO review, Ambassador Tom Graham stated, "NATO should downplay the
significance of nuclear weapons and commit to no-f lrst-use policy .... emerging documents
should not contain language reflecting the status of nuclear weapons as the most
important weapon that NATO possesses, that it is essential to peace or that it is the
mi*ma nua2r2ntea to NATO's securitv..These steps would strengthen the the NPT and

ear weapons,


