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V. CONCLUSIONS:

Arms Control and Defence Interrslationships

e s+ 62, In sach area of arms control, the Alliance seeks to
enhance stability and security. The current negotiations
concerning strategic nuclear systems, conventional forces and
chemical weapons are, howevaer, independent of one another: the
outcome of any one of these negotiations {8 not contingent on
progress in others. However, they can influence one another:
criteria established and agreements achieved in one area of arms
control may be relevant in other areas and hence facilitate
overall progress. These could affect both arms control
possibilities and the forces needed to fulfil Alliance strategy,
as well as help to contribute generally to a more predictable

military environment.

63. The Allies seek to manage the interaction among
different arms control elements by ensuring that the development,
pursuit and realisation of their arms control objectives in
individual areas are fully consistent both with each other and
with the Alliance's gquiding principles for effective arms
control, For example, the way in which START limits and
sub-limits are applied in detail could affect the future
flexibility of the sub-strategic nuclear forces of members of the
integrated military structure. A CrE agreement would by itself
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make a major contribution to stability. This would be
significantly further enhanced by the achievement of a global
chemical weapons ban. The develepment of Confidence- and
Security-Building Measures could influencs the stabilising
measures being considered in connectiocn with the Conventional
Porces in Europe negotiations and vice versa. The removal of ths
imbalance in conventional forces would provide scope for further
reductions in the sub-strategic nuclear forces of members of the
integrated military structure, though it would not obviate the
need for such forces. Similarly, this might make possible
further arms control steps in the conventional field,




