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Mr. Atis Lejiñß

GREETINGS

Mr. Atis LEJIˆÍ
Director, Latvian Institute of International Affairs

Excellencies, ladies and gentlemen, dear friends
On behalf of the Konrad Adenauer Foundation and the Latvian

Institute of International Affairs it is my pleasure to extend to you a
most cordial wlcome to the fifth Riga conference on Baltic security!

The first conference took place in this very hall five years ago in
December 1994 and we were then honored by the participation of sever-
al very distinguished speakers, including the former Prime Minister of
Sweden Mr. Carl Bildt and the former national security advisor to
President Jimmy Carter Professor Zbigniev Brzezinski.

In 1994 — and succeeding conferences — we focused on the great
issues then facing NATO and the EU, mainly enlargement to the east
and whether the Baltic states would be included in the twin enlarge-
ment processes.

This was the vital question for the future security of the Baltic states
and we closely watched the Transatlantic and European debate on
enlargement while searching for the  answer to the Baltic security 
question.

The NATO Madrid and EU Luxembourg summits are now behind
us and we now know the answer to the questions raised in our previous
conferences.

The Baltic states are included in both enlargement processes but we
now have before us the NATO Washington summit next spring and the
EU Vienna summit only a week away, followed by the German and
Finnish EU presidencies in 1999, the last year in this eventful century.
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Greetings

If we look back at the past seven years — the road travelled by the
Baltic states in seeking the conditions that would “secure the irre-
versibility of restored independence” as elegantly formulated in the
Latvian Foreign Policy Concept, then we can venture to say that in
another seven years the Baltic states surely will be member states of the
European Union.

Surely in another seven years the EU will be ready to accept new
members and the new members will be ready to join the EU. But before
than, accession negotiations with all three Baltic states should be a reali-
ty by the end of 1999. Accession negotiations today are more significant
for the security of the Baltic states than any future date of actual mem-
bership.

I hesitate to predict when the Baltics will join NATO, perhaps also
within seven years when we join the EU. But before then we will have
become de facto members, our officers will have found their places in
the various NATO command structures planning various PfP pro-
grammes and learning the NATO culture. We have, after all, or soon
will have, assets we can contribute to NATO.

A particularly interesting development is the recent British–French
move with regard to the WEU which would create direct links between
the EU and NATO, and which would give the EU a voice in military
affairs for the first time.

BALTBAT, BALTRON, BALTNET are Baltic military assets which
have developed within the spirit of Partnership for Peace, a NATO ini-
tiative, but clearly these assets can have a dual purpose — both to fulfill
NATO peacekeeping tasks and EU peacekeeping, humanitarian, and
rescue operations as defined in the EU Amsterdam Treaty, the Modified
Treaty of Union which will be ratified next year.

The Amsterdam Treaty obliges the EU states to play a military role
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on the EU level.
The reshaping and enlargement of the EU and NATO — I think we

can refer to both organizations as the new EU and new NATO for the
next century — is taking place at the same time as Russia is besett by
political and economic crisis.

Frankly speaking, nobody – anywhere knows how this crisis will be
resolved in the coming years. The importance of Russia, however, espe-
cially in regional cooperation, for the Baltic states need not be empha-
sized here. I refer to cooperation which is particularly important for this
part of Europe, mainly to the Council of Baltic Sea States, and the prom-
ising potential of regional initiatives that have been variously called the
Northern Dimension of the EU, the Northern European Initiative, and to
put it more poetically — the Amber Gateway.

In the light of these developments it is logical that the topic of our
conference this year should be more general — How Secure Are the
Baltic States?

We are honored to have a distinguished group of speakers and com-
mentators give their views and answers to the questions.
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Greetings

Mr. Paulis APINIS
Representative of the Konrad Adenauer Stiftung in the Baltic States

Minister, Excellencies, ladies and gentlemen!
It gives me great pleasure to welcome you once again to the annual

Konrad Adenauer Stiftung and Latvian Institute of International Affairs
Conference on Baltic Security.

This meeting is already the fifth, and this is a strong indication that
our meetings are becoming a regular institution.

The international work of the Konrad Adenauer Stiftung stands
under the motto “For Freedom, Democracy and Justice”. To preserve
peace and freedom, to strengthen democratic constitutions, to combat
poverty and to preserve a natural basis for the lives of future genera-
tions — they are today’s global challenges.

For the Baltic states, after reestablishing independence, the security
aspect played a crucial role. Once again, especially in the past weeks, we
find security questionscoming to the fore. Recently the new Estonian
Foreign Minister Raul Mälk put Estonian integration with NATO as the
country’s top priority in his speech to the parliament. “We await from
the Washington summit a clear message”, Mälk expressed his
Government’s expectations to the Riigikogu (parliament). The message
should be broader than the previous statements that NATO doors
remain open.

The Latvian Foreign minister Valdis Birkavs, opening a seminar on
Latvian domestic and foreign policy in November said: “The first prior-
ity of Latvia is EU integration. The other priority for Latvia is to ensure
her security. We see NATO as the core organisation for Latvian and
European security. Therefor, Latvia is linking itself with those demo-
cratic nations in the Transatlantic space that share the same values”.
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Just a few days ago the Joint Baltic American National Committee
issued a political statement emphasing the need of involving the Baltic
states in Euro–Atlantic structures. This statement gives one answer to
the security of the Baltic states and this is the topic of our conference.
The statement says that among the European countries that have stated
their desire to join NATO, Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania are the least
secure.

We can sum up and conclude “European security depends on Baltic
security”.

The Konrad Adenauer Stiftung will offer a forum for discussions. We
will invite specialists on these questions.

Finally, ladies and gentlemen, let me conclude by wishing you stim-
ulating and perhaps emotional interventions based on objective and
solid argumentation. I wish us a successful conference.
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Dr. Valdis BIRKAVS
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Latvia

I have great pleasure to take part in today’s discussion on the issue
that always has been essential for every country and especially for the
Baltic states. I would like to express my gratitude to the organizers of
this conference - the Latvian Institute of International Affairs and
Konrad Adenauer Foundation for their efforts to gather us every winter
here in Riga, in the heart of the Baltics, where we can discuss, evaluate
and compare our opinions on the Baltic states’ security. I hope we will
continue this tradition and we meet here again next year.

Security is increasingly seen as a multidimensional phenomenon
involving not only military-political but also economic and societal
aspects. In my presentation I shall address Latvia’s security situation in
the context of the foreign policy priorities of the new Latvian
Government. Before going into different areas of security it is necessary
to note that the security challenges as well as the ways to respond to
those challenges have substantially changed during the last decade.
Today terms such as “cooperative security”, “comprehensive security”
and “indivisibility of security” have become an indispensable part of
our vocabulary and thinking. At the same time the old concepts and cal-
culations of balance of power have not completely lost their influence.
All of it affects security in this part of Europe.

Military security and integration into NATO

The ultimate solution to the military security of the Baltic states is
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full-fledged membership in the North Atlantic Alliance that has been
our foreign policy objective for the last five years. Only NATO member-
ship will assure us that every security challenge will be addressed col-
lectively together with like-minded countries. 

We have done well in pursuit of this goal. Last year’s NATO Madrid
Summit effectively recognized Baltic states as candidate countries. The
consistent involvement of the United States in the Baltic region is sym-
bolized through the US-Baltic Charter which affirmed our shared goal
of “full integration of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania into European and
transatlantic political, economic, security, and defense institutions”.
This proves that our quest for NATO membership, although an uphill
struggle, is a possible goal, a goal that is worth the effort. 

Now, as the next round of NATO decision-making in 1999 approach-
es, we in Latvia have reviewed our efforts to prepare for membership.
They are put in a comprehensive way in our NATO Integration Plan.
The ministerial level NATO Integration Council will politically steer the
integration process. 

Our active policy of cooperation with NATO is an essential element
which is strengthening Latvia’s security. We have benefited from the
opportunities provided both by the political framework through EAPC
and Intensified Dialogue sessions and practical mechanisms of PfP, like
the Planing and Review Process or involvement of our officers in NATO
command structures. Next year we are planing to take part in more than
two dozen NATO/ PfP and “in the spirit of PfP” exercises. Through this
cooperation our forces develop interoperability with NATO. 

Latvia together with the other Baltic states continuously demon-
strates her ability to make a good contribution to international security.
Since the start of the IFOR/SFOR operation we have been in Bosnia, and
our BALTBAT personnel is there now. We do participate in other
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endeavors to strengthen the peace in the troubled Balkan region, for
example, through participation in the OSCE verification mission. We
also have shown our readiness to respond to the international commu-
nity’s call for action in Iraq. 

The new security architecture in Europe is being developed and it is
important that in this process the security of the Baltic states is integral-
ly linked to the all-European and Transatlantic security. We must avoid
the arrangements, be it regional pacts or semialliances of the countries
in the region, which bring a risk of fragmentation and isolation of the
Baltic states from the integration processes taking place in Europe. The
opportunity to build a new, inclusive NATO with the Baltic states as a
part of it must be seized.

Viewing the Washington Summit next year we expect further devel-
opment and strengthening of the enlargement process. We expect the
Alliance to recognize clearly and explicitly that NATO’s goals are the
same as those of the Baltic states - to make sure that Estonia, Latvia and
Lithuania are qualified members of the Alliance. 

NATO membership is yet to be achieved but there are other aspects
that influence the military security of our region today. Since the with-
drawal of the Russian armed forces from the territories of the Baltic
states the military security situation has been constantly improving and
today we can conclude that a military threat to the Baltic states is practi-
cally non existent. 

Over the last year we have witnessed such positive developments as
the announcement by the Russian Federation of the reduction of its
armed forces in the region by 40% and the cessation of the Skrunda
ABM radar station operations as a result of the precise and strict imple-
mentation of the bilateral Latvian - Russian agreement. 
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We hope that this trend will continue with the successful adaptation
of the Conventional Forces Treaty in Europe, which is currently under
discussion. Although the Baltic states are not parties to the CFE, we fol-
low with keen interest these discussions, since the Treaty-governed lim-
itations apply also to the regions bordering Estonia, Latvia and
Lithuania. The understanding among the States Parties that limitations
in “flank” should not increase in the adapted Treaty should be carried
through the adaptation process. The present limitations in the flank
zones should be translated into the national and territorial ceilings, but
should not be increased. There is no need for more hardware in the
proximity of the Baltic states, and we are glad that Russia does recog-
nize this.

Defense capabilities of the Baltic states are an indispensable part of
the picture in the military security sphere. Viable defense deters threats
and rises the threshold of risk for potential challengers of a state’s secu-
rity. The development of this capability along with the cooperative
security efforts such as all-European arms control and confidence build-
ing measures strengthen stability in the region. Continuous develop-
ment of our defense system should remain permanently in focus for not
only the Government, but also the Parliament and the society as a
whole. Sufficient defense capacity is also a precondition for NATO
membership. The new Latvian Government recognizes this among its
priorities. Latvia has nearly doubled the defense budget. For the next
year it will be around 1% of GDP and we are committed to reach 2% by
the year 2003. Bringing our defense budgets near the average spending
of European NATO countries is needed to show that we are committed
partners who can play their part in sharing the burdens of Alliance
membership. 
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Economic security and consolidation of society - accession to EU

Let me turn to spheres of political and economic security. Integration
into the EU as the other important priority of Latvia’s foreign policy has
become the main instrument and engine in addressing challenges in
these areas. EU is not about military security, but it is effective in deal-
ing with threats to social and economic stability, threats posed by organ-
ized crime, threats to the well-being of people. Through the Common
Foreign and Security Policy we will be able to play our part in issues of
European importance. 

Political and economic progress achieved by Latvia and the other
Baltic states since the restoration of independence is impressive. We had
to overcome the legacy of the former totalitarian system and develop a
new model of society. What we have now is stable democracy and a
functioning market economy. Our largest trade partner is now the EU,
whose share in our foreign trade is growing. Foreign Direct Investments
last year have been the highest in the region, the GDP growth is also
among the highest in the region, and inflation has dropped below 6%. 

The maturity of our economy is shown by the fact that the crisis in
Russia, although it does have a limited influence on Latvia, does not
affect us more than other Central and Eastern European countries. 

The European Commission’s Progress Report shows that Latvia has
achieved outstanding progress in fulfilling economic and political crite-
ria for EU membership, and in some areas has even exceeded short-term
and medium-term priorities as defined by the Accession Partnership. In
some respects we fulfill the Copenhagen criteria better than some of the
countries that were last year invited to start accession talks. We believe
that these accomplishments cannot be dismissed by the EU member
states. A clear decision must come to start accession talks with Latvia. 
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Along with the development of our economy in accordance with EU
standards, WTO membership is also a means to strengthen our econom-
ic security. Participation in this global trade arrangement opens new
markets, it is an assurance against economic measures used to achieve
political goals. 

The policies of russification and uncontrolled migration during the
50 years of Soviet occupation led to dramatic changes in the demo-
graphic situation. The majority of Soviet-era immigrants have not
learned the Latvian language and have failed to integrate themselves
into the society. This has been a major challenge for Latvia in the sense
of societal security. 

To overcome the Soviet legacy and to build a stable and harmonious
society measures had to be taken in various areas including language
training, education, culture, information and naturalisation. The latest
changes to the Law on Citizenship, approved by referendum, have
demonstrated the political maturity of Latvia’s society and the determi-
nation to resolve this problem. The vote was for both - integration of our
society, as well as Latvia’s integration in the European and Transatlantic
institutions. The integration programme that is being elaborated shows
the continued commitment to the development of an integrated, inclu-
sive society.

Regional cooperation

EU and NATO membership is a goal that all three Baltic states have
set for themselves. Baltic cooperation in the defence area strengthens
our hand in pursuit of NATO membership. The elaborate mechanisms
of the Baltic Council of Ministers help us to discuss issues of common
concern and arrive at joint conclusions. These skills of consensus build-
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ing will be needed once we become members of NATO and EU. The
Baltic cooperation assures our Western partners that we will be con-
structive participants in these institutions. 

Enhanced cooperation within the Baltic Sea area also helps us to pre-
pare for EU and NATO membership. It strengthens stability, fosters the
objectives of these organisations in the region and develops the image of
the Baltic Sea as a place for prosperity and cooperation. Cooperation
among Baltic and Nordic states has become an essential feature of the
region. I would like to see further development of this cooperation and
erasing of differences between 5 and 3.

The security of Europe is indivisible and unseparable from the trans-
Atlantic link. There are no regional solutions to the security of the Baltic
states. The involvement of the United States in Europe in general and in
the Baltic Sea region in particular is of crucial importance. The US-Baltic
Charter, concluded this year, has already been put into practice. The
Partnership Commission met this summer in Riga. The Department of
Defence has developed elaborate advise in the area of defence planning
for all three countries. This study is greatly appreciated, as are the vast
number of military cooperation activities between our countries. 

The United States are also involved, along with Canada and many
European partners, in the Baltic Security Assistance Group. Common
Baltic projects that are being coordinated under the BALTSEA umbrella
show the resolve of our states to jointly develop their defence capabili-
ties. 

The Baltic peacekeeping battalion (BALTBAT) is operational and is
keeping the peace in Bosnia side by side with Danish soldiers. The BAL-
TRON project, with Germany’s experience and support, already con-
tributes to the clearance of mines in the Baltic Sea. The BALTNET proj-
ect steered by Norway, is well underway and will link the air space con-
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trol systems of the Baltic states with those of NATO countries. BALTDE-
FCOL, the military college, will have its first intake of students next fall
and will ensure interoperability in training of Baltic officers.

Involvement of the EU and NATO countries in regional co-operation
reflects the understanding that the Baltic states are part of the indivisible
European and Transatlantic security landscape. We hope that this
involvement grows over time. Germany, as the advocate of the Baltic
states, has been taking an active role in the region, and we hope that
continuity of their foreign policy will express itself also in this respect. 

The Northern Dimension initiative aims at developing a more active
EU policy in our part of Europe in order to promote stability, security
and economic growth. Latvia wants to be a part of this initiative and to
contribute to its development.

The Council of the Baltic Sea States (CBSS) provides good opportuni-
ties for more intensified cooperation on the issues of civic security. Its
Task Force against Organised Crime involves member states’ police
establishments, customs offices and the border guard in joint efforts
aimed against money laundering, illicit arms and drug trafficking, cor-
ruption and other forms of organised crime. The CBSS promotes eco-
nomic cooperation and contributes to a investment friendly environ-
ment. Its cross-border projects facilitate links between border areas of
neighboring countries. Environmental protection and nuclear safety is
another area where the CBSS can address some of the “soft” security
concerns of countries in the region. The decisions of the CBSS Visby and
Riga summits offer a framework for further cooperation among the
Baltic Sea countries in managing new risks and challenges. The CBSS is
also a way of bringing Russia into a cooperative fold. 
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Russia

Russia definitely is a part of the security picture in our region and in
Europe. We do have a strong interest in the development of a democrat-
ic society in Russia, in the development of a market economy and com-
pliance with human rights standards. We are interested in Russia
becoming a reliable and predictable neighbour. Russia cannot and
should not be left out of the European security system. Therefore we do
support development of stable and constructive relations between
Russia, the EU and NATO. And we see ourselves as full participants of
this relationship in a not too distant future. 

Since this spring our relations with Russia have not been particularly
warm. We have repeatedly expressed our readiness for dialogue and a
constructive approach, and this holds true also for the new Latvian
Government. Its declaration calls for a new beginning in relations with
Russia, free of historical and ideological prejudices and biases.

We, on our part, are not afraid to do that as demonstrated by the
results of the recent referendum in Latvia. Thus we are becoming to
view our Eastern neighbour and the future relations with it through the
prism of contemporary European thinking. We hope that Russia will
respond in a similar way. 

Our approach to relations with Russia is based on the principles and
norms of international law and commitments. We will continue to aim
toward the development of good neighbourly relations. We hope that
the Russians will also realize that renewal of dialogue and revitalisation
of the Inter-Governmental Commission is also in their interests. It has to
be understood that the notions of spheres of influence and “red lines”
belong to the past, and that artificial resistance to improvement of rela-
tions will not prevent the Baltic states from joining EU and NATO. 
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The signing of the border agreement could give a strong impetus for
improvement of the relations between our states. As the American poet
Robert Frost once said, “good fences make good neighbors”. And we
want to be good neighbours with all our neighbouring countries. 

Lately, Russia has experienced difficult times. The Latvian
Government has offered and municipalities have already provided
humanitarian assistance to the bordering regions, since stability in our
neighbourhood is in our direct interest. Our contribution may not make
a major difference, but again - we do our part of the wider endeavours
of the international community. This concerted action shows that the
European and Transatlantic community of nations is about cooperation
and not about conflict. And so is our desire to fully become part of this
community. The changed world requires new approaches and Russia
will realise that. 

Conclusion

In the beginning of the decade, when Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania
regained their independence and started rebuilding their states, security
very often was about survival.

Today, being a reliable candidate for EU and NATO membership,
and contributing to the security in the region and Europe in general the
possibility of threats to our vital interests has become more remote. This
conclusion is also supported by public opinion in Latvia. 

The active foreign policies pursued by the Baltic states over the past
years have been successful in increasing their security and stability in
the region, but there still is a room for improvement. Security is like a
bicycle - one has to pedal not to fall down.

We have clearly defined the priorities and directions for strengthen-
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ing our security. But we cannot make it on our own. Be it EU or NATO,
which we want to join, or good neighbourly relations with Russia,
which we want to develop, support and involvement of our Western
partners is indispensable. 

I hope that this conference also makes its contribution to the devel-
opment of a common understanding on how to proceed. I am sure that
the chosen direction is right. 
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Dr. Mart LAANEMÄE
Deputy Under-Secretary of Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
of the Republic of Estonia

The question that we are trying to answer at this conference is “How
secure are the Baltic States?”

The answer depends mainly on how we agree to define security.
If security means that there is no threat from an external aggressor,

then security has never been so good.
If security means having a powerful military, then the Baltic States

have a lot of work to do.  But the most powerful military force that ever
was located in the Baltic States was the Red Army.  Occupation is one
security option that nobody wants.

If security means that the world around you is stable, then we are
just as secure as any other European state: any crisis in the world and
especially in Europe will affect our security immediately.

If instead of looking at the security of the state we look at the securi-
ty of the individual, then our problems are also the same as the prob-
lems of all European states. The population in general does not need to
be afraid of becoming the victim of crime, but everyone would like to
feel more secure in their daily lives. We need to continue the fight
against international organized crime, the smuggling of narcotics as
well as alcohol and tobacco, money laundering and all other kinds of
criminality. 

The state has the duty to take all the necessary steps to increase the
security of the individual and of the country as a whole taking into
account public opinion. In Estonia, a recent sociological study (Andrus
Saar, Postimees, 2.11.98) has shown that security issues are very impor-
tant for the Estonian public  – and they consider important all of the dif-
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ferent aspects of security that I have just mentioned.  They can only see
two possibilities to ensure Estonia’s security: absolute neutrality or
membership in both NATO and the European Union.

Although absolute neutrality is wonderful if you can achieve it,
when we tried neutrality 60 years ago it failed miserably. Fortunately,
we are located in Europe, which has developed efficient security struc-
tures, and this is why we in Estonia have recognized that the most obvi-
ous and simple way to guarantee our security is to be part of that
Europe which is already secure.  We must integrate ourselves fully into
all the structures that integrate Europe – and this means European as
well as Transatlantic organizations.

In addition, our security policy has a second component, which is
that we need good relations with our neighbours.  That is in fact one of
the paradigms that makes today’s Europe different from the Europe of
the past and makes it easier to achieve integration.

Integration into European and Transatlantic structures has actually
been going on since 1991. For example,  Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania
have all become members of the Council of Europe, the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe – and of course the international
organization, the United Nations.   Our contributions within their
framework have in turn helped us to develop.

The important tasks that still remain are accession to NATO and
the European Union.

In the case of NATO, Estonia is currently preparing for the
Washington Summit, which will take place next April.  Decisions made
at the summit will strongly influence the future development of NATO
and for us, now that NATO is set to admit three new members, the most
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important issue is what NATO will decide about future enlargements.
Our position is that the next time NATO invites new members, it

must invite Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania.
If the next enlargement is not decided in Washington, we expect a

clear message that will advance beyond the wording of the Madrid
Summit declaration of 1997, in which NATO said that the ‘the door is
open’ and that enlargement will continue.

In order to make our diplomatic efforts credible, we concentrate on
doing our work at home. In the past year, the Government has created
the necessary structures and framework to co-ordinate the NATO acces-
sion process more effectively, including an Interministerial
Commission.  Estonia will remain an active participant in the
Partnership for Peace Programme and the Euro-Atlantic Partnership
Council.  We will actively develop our bilateral exchange of information
with NATO within the intensified dialogue framework, in the hope that
this dialogue will become even more practical and will clarify, for both
sides, the specific requirements that we must meet in order to be ready
for membership. To improve this dialogue even further we envision the
preparation of a ‘road map’ toward NATO membership for each candi-
date. 

In order to join the European Union, we must have negotiations with
the EU about how and when to make EU legislation a part of Estonian
law and then implement it. The first step of this process is called screen-
ing – we determine what differences exist between Estonian and EU leg-
islation.  Screening already began on 31 March.  The substantive acces-
sion negotiations were opened on 10 November in parallel with the
screening.

As of today, the screening has been successful.  We have reached the
halfway point in the analytical comparison of Estonian legislation and
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institutions with the European Union’s. The final bilateral screening
meeting is scheduled for spring of next year. The screening process has
given us a concrete overview of the amount of reorganisation that is still
necessary on the domestic level prior to our accession.  Thus far we have
made rapid progress, as the European Commission has confirmed in a
report released on 4 November. Nevertheless, in addition to our accom-
plishments, the report also outlines the work that still remains. We
should not allow ourselves to think that Estonia is already practically an
EU member and therefore no longer needs to make an effort. Becoming
a full member depends on following through on our own plans for
domestic reform.   After all, we started the reforms in 1992, when joining
the European Union anytime soon was unthinkable.

It is also necessary to remember that the speed of enlargement does
not only depend on us, but also on the EU and its member states.  The
EU is also going through internal reforms, which must proceed in paral-
lel with the accession process. We are hopeful that the next EU presi-
dencies, starting with Germany, will maintain the momentum of both.

Turning now to relations with our neighbours, geographically we
have four of them: Sweden, Finland, Russia and Latvia.  Two are former
colonial powers, two are former subjects of the same empires, with
which we have ethnic and linguistic ties.  That applies to Latvia as well.
Of course, the only Latvian word that Estonians know,  and I don’t
know the reason why they do, is “saldejums” (ice cream).  But the lin-
guistic ties are closer than most people think.  An Estonian can under-
stand a sentence like “Laiskais muiΩnieks skraapeeja siipolu kasti.”
(Laisk mıisnik kraapis sibula kasti or the lazy lord scraped the onion
box).

Good relations with neighbours need perseverance.  It took 70 years for
Estonia and Latvia to sign a sea border agreement between them.  Estonia



How Secure Are the Baltic States? 25

Dr. Mart Laanemäe

is still negotiating many kinds of agreements with all its neighbours.  
The main difference between Russia and our other neighbours is that

with Russia we need to sign many basic agreements which are neces-
sary for normal everyday relations.  However, we have a good basis for
good relations with Russia.  After Russian troops left Estonia in 1994,
Estonia has been guided by a policy of positive engagement with
respect to Russia. The basic principles of this policy have stood the test
of time.

As Russia’s neighbour, Estonia is able to sense the significance of
events in Russia and their possible repercussions, more immediately
and rapidly than those who are further away. A good neighbour is one
who tries to lend positive support to their partner even in difficult times.
Estonia is ready to be just this kind of neighbour to Russia. 

Today, relations between Estonia and Russia can be characterised as
mostly normal, and in some fields, as good. The political stability of our
relations is starting to be perceived as a value for both countries and has
become the basis for co-operation.  More progress requires perseverance
and attention to detail. Through a number of small steps, trust has
developed between Estonia and Russia. Visits of ministers and parlia-
mentary delegations have become regular. In recent weeks, many
Estonian enterprises have restored their relations with their Eastern
partners.

This year, Estonia and Russia established an Intergovernmental
Commission, which has as its principal aim the strengthening of the
framework of bilateral agreements. Working level contacts between
members of the Commission’s working groups have continued even
during recent political changes in Russia.  After Russia recently appoint-
ed a new co-chairman for the Russian side, Deputy Prime Minister
Valtenina Matviyenko, the first two-day plenary session of the
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Commission ended yesterday in Tallinn.  Two new agreements were
signed yesterday.  We are confident that this step-by-step approach will
continue to be appropriate in the future.

Estonia’s relations with Latvia are based on close bilateral coopera-
tion, but most of that takes place in the framework of Baltic cooperation
between Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania.  We share the same long-term
foreign policy priorities. 

Estonia supports the rapid inclusion of Latvia and Lithuania into the
group of countries engaged in substantive accession negotiations with
the European Union. 

A broad base of agreements has been established between our coun-
tries.  Trade and investment have increased rapidly, and there are
already a number of enterprises that do business in all three Baltic coun-
tries.  Positive steps taken this year include the trilateral agreement to
eliminate non-tariff trade barriers which came into force on 1 July, the
Baltic Agreement on Common Transit Procedures signed on 10 July,
and the Agreement for Common Standards in Secondary Level
Education. 

Although a great deal has been accomplished in our relations with
Latvia and Lithuania, we should make better use of existing opportuni-
ties for developing trilateral co-operation. In particular, all three coun-
tries should fulfil existing agreements. Estonia has been constructive
and willing to comprise in seeking to resolve problems that have arisen
and is doing everything in its power to help ensure that a signal is not
sent to the international community that the Baltic states have given up
on co-operation in favour of individualistic actions.

Further development of Baltic co-operative defence projects is partic-
ularly important to Estonia. Thanks to the combined forces of the three
Baltic countries as well as the substantial support of a large number of
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countries, BALTBAT, BALTRON, and BALTNET are being developed
further. The opening of BALTDEFCOL in Tartu is planned for 1
September 1999. The framework provided by these projects is promot-
ing deeper and more practical Baltic co-operation, and, of course, these
projects are an important part of our preparations for NATO integra-
tion.

Relations with Sweden and Finland are similar to relations with
Latvia in that they are part of broader Baltic-Nordic co-operation.

A solid base of well-functioning agreements underpins Estonia’s tra-
ditionally good relations with the Nordic countries. Our close relations
with the Nordic countries are based on common interests that exist at
many different levels. The start of accession negotiations to the
European Union has added a new dimension to these relations

The importance of the Baltic Sea region will be underlined even more
when the European Union, acting on a Finnish initiative, decides to add
a Northern Dimension to the European Union. We hope to be included
in its execution from the very beginning, along with Latvia, Lithuania
and Poland.

Of course, cooperation with all our neighbours goes even further in
the Council of Baltic Sea States. Estonia is eager to see a development of
pragmatic economic co-operation, especially in the development of
energy networks and transportation corridors, and co-operation to
strengthen non-military regional security, including the fight against
organised crime, within the CBSS framework.

But the most important challenge that faces all of us, not just the
Baltic States or Russia but all of Europe, is the fight against instablity
and crime in all its forms.  Here, the Baltic States are required to con-
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tribute more and more, because no European country can afford any
weak links in the fight against crime. Today, the Council of Baltic Sea
States provides a framework to develop cooperation between individual
countries in the region.  In the long term, two important factors will pro-
vide a strong framework in the fight against instability and crime:  inte-
gration into the European Union and development of civil security.

As we change our policies to conform to European Union require-
ments, we will create the basis for greater stability.  As for development
of civil security, it is best to restate what I said in the beginning in anoth-
er way: Patterns of conflict have changed. In the post-Cold War era,
most security threats are born from within countries, not between coun-
tries as previously. To deal with these new threats, we need a new diplo-
macy and a new understanding of international relations. 

Although the Baltic Sea region is one of the world’s most stable
regions, we should not underestimate the need to develop a compre-
hensive, flexible security concept for modern conditions.  The way to
develop this kind of security concept is to develop partnerships in civil
society. This concept is called ‘civil security’. It requires greater interac-
tion between government and public sectors and it requires that both
governmental and public secotrs are effective. Ideally, this would
reduce our dependence on the military sector, replacing it with new
mechanisms of civilian co-operation based on greater trust between
people across national boundaries.

This is already the practice of EU member states.  Strengthening civil
society strenghtens the observance of common rules, practices and norms
to enhance common understanding and co-operation.  In the Baltic Sea
region, the different countries have developed differently. The spread of
democratic values will help to ensure that all countries in the region will
evolve in a way that will allow them to complement each other.
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There is also a clear economic imperative to strengthening civil soci-
ety. The growth of regional trade and economic interdependence will
deepen economic integration in the region. 

The public sector in the Baltic States has grown remarkably over the
past decade. In fact, we are independent today thanks to what could be
considered non-governmental organizations.  In addition to a thou-
sands of NGOs with international contacts, regional cooperation is
enhanced by twinning of cities and universities.  Positive results are
already apparent.

But there is more work to be done. The functioning democratic sys-
tems of the Baltic states must be enhanced by increased civic initiative.
We need to do our utmost to help to train our NGO leaders and staff
members, but for this we need to continuously improve international
co-operation, support and financial assistance. Just as we need to
improve the administrative capacity of government, we also need to
improve the administrative capacity of NGOs.  Only when we achieve
capable public and government sectors with have close ties with their
counterparts throughout the region will we be sure that we have a level
of integration which ensures continued close relations with our neigh-
bours.

To finish, I hope that subsequent speakers lead us to a better answer
to the question of how secure are the Baltic States.  I would for now
summarize that it depends on us and on the world around us.
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Mr. Rokas BERNOTAS
Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Lithuania

Ladies and Gentlemen,
The end of the millennium is characterized by intensifying political

discussions on international security issues and the emerging new secu-
rity architecture in Europe. The geopolitical changes that are taking
place this decade in Europe will define the shape of the European secu-
rity system of the 21st century. Inevitably, political courage and gen-
erosity are needed to end injustice and uncertainties that have been pre-
vailing in this part of Europe for many years.

With the restoration of independence, Lithuania re-emerged with
loss of lives and with an urgent need to strengthen her security. To
name some of our problems: we had no legally defined borders, alien
troops were present on our soil, but we had no national armed forces.
The economy was highly centralised; trade was 95% orientated towards
the Soviet Union. We faced the challenge of establishing sovereign state
institutions. In the sphere of foreign affairs we had to establish diplo-
matic relations, become members of international organisations, to
develop a diplomatic network, and to join the system of international
conventions and treaties. But simultaneously we had our strengths: the
determination of our people and democracy, the solidarity with the
other two Baltic states — Latvia and Estonia.

Now, after just a few years we can look back and to reflect on our
achievements in developing our security, and to look forward in seeing
how it could be guaranteed.

Today we have border agreements with all our neighbours including
Russia. We do not have problems with national minorities, all inhabi-
tants were granted the right to citizenship. Even more, there are
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state–funded programs granting education for minorities, sometimes
very small ones, helping them to maintain cultural identity. One of our
foreign policy priorities is to develop good–neighbourly relations with
all our neighbours.

First and foremost relations with Poland, the Baltic and Nordic coun-
tries are expanding and strengthening. Lithuania has build an extensive
network of working relations and joint bilateral and multilateral institu-
tions connecting and bridging the Baltic states through Poland to the
rest of Europe. A number of overlapping frameworks for cooperation
have been created: the Baltic Assembly and Lithuanian–Polish
Assembly, the Baltic Council of Ministers and the Intergovernmental
Cooperation Council with Poland, Baltbat and Litpolbat. We are com-
mitted to further development of joint Baltic defence related projects, for
example, using BALTBAT in NATO led peace operations as well as
making it part of our growing defence structures. Lithuania takes the
lead in establishing the BALTNET air surveillance network in the Baltic
states by hosting the regional centre in our country. It will be opera-
tional next year. Poland became the Strategic Partner of Lithuania. Our
joint battalion with Poland — LITPOLBAT — is an important element of
our defence cooperation with a neighbour which soon will become a full
member of NATO.

Very successful Baltic–Nordic cooperation is carried out in the for-
mat 5+3.

Lithuania understands the role of Russia in the future Europe. Russia
is currently living through a complicated period. Our interest is that
Russian people would benefit from democratic and economic reforms to
the same extent as we have. We see that Russia has enormous challenges
ahead. I have in mind not only the recent economic crisis, but also a
more profound and time demanding reform of thinking and values. The
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values of democracy, freedom of the individual, and market economy
could gradually permeate Russian society. Today the people of Russia
have to change the attitude to NATO since they have learned to see it as
an aggressive block for long decades. I believe that the close integration
of Lithuania into the Euro–Atlantic structures will facilitate the consoli-
dation of our relations with Russia and will enhance stability in the
entire region. We would like to have the same good relations with
Russia as Norway, a NATO member, has.

Kaliningrad region plays a particular role in our bilateral relations.
We are interested in the economic development of this district and we
are ready to take part in it. We wish to live next to a reliable and eco-
nomically sound neighbour. Lithuanian companies are actively invest-
ing in the Kaliningrad region.

With regard to our immediate eastern neighbour Belarus, we are
interested in mutually beneficial economic cooperation and trade.
Development of democracy, rule of law, creation of civic society and the
re–establishment of OSCE norms in this country would benefit the peo-
ple of Belarus. Practical initiatives to strengthen regional cooperation
with Belarus include various seminars to acquaint Belarussian represen-
tatives with electoral laws and polling principles; to enhance coopera-
tion in the fields of media and human rights; and to facilitate student
exchanges. Some weeks ago the Presidents of Lithuania and Belarus
confirmed their respect for the right of each state to choose international
political, economic, defense alliances and security arrangements.

Lithuania has gained remarkable achievements from market
reforms. We became one of the fastest growing economies in Central
and Eastern Europe. In 1997 the GDP growth was 6.1%. Based on pre-
liminary estimates GDP for 1st half of 1998 increased by 7.3%. The rate
of inflation in Lithuania is consistently among the lowest in the region
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and reached a record single digit low of 3.7% in October 1998 (annual).
The ministry of Finance forecasts inflation for 1998 to be less than 6%.
Since the beginning of 1995, cumulative FDI grew by 250%, almost dou-
bling each year. With additional investments from infrastructure pri-
vatisation pushing the total to over 1 bn USD in 1998, and a cumulative
FDI of 2.2 bn USD. The major trade partner is the EU with a share of
more than 40% of trade turnover. Diversified trade patterns increase the
economic security of Lithuania and makes the economic system
stronger, more resistant to external shocks. The latest Russian crisis
effected Lithuania in the same extent as any other European country.

Since 1993 Lithuania has two major foreign policy priorities: becom-
ing a member of the EU through the Associated membership and join-
ing to NATO. Significant progress has been made toward attaining
these goals.

The EU plays a significant role in assuring the long–term security
and stability of Lithuania. We are satisfied that the European
Commission recently highly evaluated the progress made by our coun-
try. We expect that in the near future we will be invited to start substan-
tive accession negotiations to the EU.

The long–term security of Lithuania could be guaranteed only by
joining the alliance of collective defense — NATO. Major political par-
ties and the public endorse this political goal at large. Such a unanimous
support springs from our perception that the values of democracy,
human rights, the rule of law and market economy, on which we base
our daily activity, are the principles followed by our partners in the
Euro–Atlantic community. Lithuania is confident that it can guarantee
the viability of these values only through affiliation to their primary
sources. Lithuanians believe that NATO must remain a strong military
alliance, which is capable of achieving rapid consensus for decisive
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action in a crisis. Our history shows us that we cannot alone guarantee
our national security. The success of the Alliance over the past 50 years
in preserving peace in Europe is a solid base for optimism regarding the
chances of future NATO enlargement. The process should also be built
on the achievements reached in Madrid last summer. We have been fol-
lowing the encouraging results of voting on three invited countries’
pre–accession protocols in majority Parliaments, including the U.S. sen-
ate. We look forward to welcome these states, particularly our immedi-
ate neighbour Poland, as full members of the Alliance. These countries
which have gone similar way of liberation to that of Lithuania will make
the enlargement a true by ongoing process.

Currently we are practically preparing for NATO membership. The
rapidly growing economy and political consensus of political parties
allows us to increase spending for defense. This year we allocated 1.5%
of GDP (156 ml USD) to the Ministry of Defense. We plan to rise spend-
ing to 2% of GDP by year the 2001. In 1998 the economy based defense
development plan has been prepared. The following objectives are fore-
seen: 
1. To enhance self–defense capabilities; this includes development of

infrastructure, especially quality of life programmes; establishment
of a new force structure and improvement of force readiness through
training, purchases of new communication equipment and defensive
weapons.

2. To make the armed forces interoperable with those of NATO. This
process is based on implementation of the NATO Planning and
Review Process (PARP).
Simultaneously we are working to build the support for our member-

ship in NATO. The US–Baltic Charter ensures close cooperation with the
United States. Recently, we hosted a large number of Senators from the US.
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Our strategic partnership with Poland is consolidating as it encom-
passes firm support not only in our two countries but also in our com-
munities abroad. A month ago the Polish American Congress passed a
resolution expressing (quote) “strong support for admission of
Lithuania to NATO at the next stage of the Alliance enlargement”, (end
quote) and committing itself to work towards this goal, (quote) “with
the same enthusiasm as it has fought for NATO membership of Poland”
(end quote).

The institutional framework — BALTSEA group — co-ordinates the
assistance for the development of our defense structures. We are deter-
mined to actively use this framework to enhance our preparations.

Moreover Lithuania is striving to be an active stakeholder in the
process of creation of a new, secure and peaceful Europe. For five years
Lithuanian soldiers help to maintain peace in Bosnia Herzegovina and
Lithuania is ready to contribute as a NATO partner in the humanitarian
and peacekeeping efforts in Kosovo. By participating in NATO led
peace keeping operations, Lithuania assumes the burden of hardships
and confirms in practice its position on ensuring common security.

Lithuania expects that in Washington next Spring the Heads of
NATO states and governments will launch a second round of NATO
enlargement and will invite qualified candidates, including Lithuania,
to start accession negotiations. Although, each country will be judged
on its own merits, the opening of the Alliance should maintain a balance
between Southern and Northern Europe in order to send positive sig-
nals in both directions. We think that we are well qualified to be invited
at the next stage of NATO enlargement.

Mr. Chairman,
Lithuania has made remarkable progress on the way from insecurity

to a greater security. But still there is a long road to go.
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I would like to speak briefly about the U.S.–Baltic Charter as a contri-
bution to Baltic security. The Charter represents America’s “core” com-
mitment to the democratic freedom, prosperity, and national security of
the Baltic States. As such, it is the key for a successful practical process of
the broad array of commitments. It is, of course, not America’s only con-
tribution to Baltic security. While the Charter focuses bilateral efforts by
each Baltic state with the United States to work in key areas for integra-
tion with Europe and America, it was never intended to incorporate all
American efforts. It’s not the whole banquet, but it is certainly the cen-
terpiece.

The Presidents of Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and the United States
signed the U.S. Baltic Charter in Washington January 16, 1998. As the
Assistant Secretary of State for European Affairs, Marc Grossman,
described it before the U.S. Senate, the Charter seeks three general goals:

First, it reaffirms the mutual belief that the U.S. and the Baltic States
share a common vision of a community of European and Atlantic
nations that should be nurtured in as many overlapping and reinforcing
institutions as possible.

Second, it seeks to continue the trend toward a Europe without
dividing lines, where the artificial barriers — barriers which tore apart
centuries–old economic, cultural, and political ties — that split Europe
earlier century can continue to be dismantled with no new ones put in
their place.

Third, to manage NATO enlargement to increase security for all
Euro–Atlantic countries, whether they are currently members, aspire to
membership, or will never be members. The Charter works for the secu-
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rity of the Baltics as part of a broader vision of a secure Europe, not at
the expense of any other part of Europe.

In practical terms, the Charter created a Partnership Commission of
the four countries which pledged to meet at least yearly at a high level to
discuss progress toward its goals. The Charter determined that two
working groups — one in economics, one in security — would meet
between the Partnership Commission plenary sessions to address spe-
cific elements of the relationship.

The economic working groups met early in 1998 and determined
four priority areas: energy, telecommunications, transport, the environ-
ment. The security working groups also met in the months after the
signing of the Charter, focusing on assessing the state of the military
forces of the Baltic States and how those forces should be modernized.

I had the privilege of seeing the results of these discussions when
they were reported to the Foreign Ministers of the three Baltic States and
to Strobe Talbott, our Deputy Secretary, at the inaugural meeting of the
U.S.–Baltic Partnership Commission when it met for the first time in this
city in July. Talbott congratulated the Baltic countries for the progress
they had made in such a short time. Ron Asmus, who in many ways is
the architect of American policy in this part of the world, told me how
delighted he was the working groups had gotten off to such a promising
start. For my own part, I too was delighted to take part in the beginning
of a Private Sector Program, where business representatives from all
four countries provided good hard guidance for policy makers on how
to foster better business ties.

The security working groups continued the analysis that had actual-
ly begun even before the Charter was signed. This analysis consisted of
reports by the American military on the defense plans and programs of
the Baltic states, suggesting force modernization plans in the context of
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the new and evolving security situation in post–Madrid Europe. These
studies were kicked off during the brief visit of Secretary of State
Albright to Vilnius in July 1997, and carried out under the able leader-
ship of U.S. General Buzz Kievenaar. The Kievenaar studies, as they
have become known, provided analysis useful to the defense ministries
of the three Baltic states to design longterm strategies and strengthen
self–defense capabilities and the ability to contribute to European secu-
rity and stability. The working groups took this and looked toward con-
fidence building measures and arms control issues in addition to struc-
tural development in their militaries.

The Baltic Charter is thus a useful means for Balts and Americans to
work together to achieve common goals, including regional security in
the Baltic, outreach to neighbours on all sides, tackling the new and dif-
ferent security challenges of our era. What the Baltic Charter is not is
also important: it is not a pre–commitment or a guarantee for NATO
membership. It is, rather, a shared statement — and a mechanism — on
behalf of the common goal of making all the democracies of Europe
safer and more secure. And that goal includes NATO. As President
Clinton said last January 16: “NATO’s door is and will remain open to
every partner nation, and America is determined to create the condi-
tions under which Estonia, Lithuania, and Latvia can one day walk
through that door.”

The Charter is one more means by which the U.S. and the Baltic
countries focus their efforts on the broader task of which NATO
enlargement is just a part: the creation of a stable and peaceful Europe,
in which democratic nations choose their own way of defining their
security, and where that security is not at the expense of others, but in
fact brings greater security to its neighbours as well.

In addition to the Charter, America has launched a broad series of
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projects intended to foster cooperation throughout the Baltic Sea region.
This is the Northern European Initiative, which seeks to pull together
the energies and cooperation of all countries on or around the borders of
the Baltic, from Finland to Poland, from Denmark to Russia, from
Lithuania to Sweden, from Latvia to Germany, from Estonia to Norway.
The Northern European Initiative is not a new organization, but a way
to marshal resources to contribute to existing ones, such as the Council
of Baltic Sea States (or the U.S.–Baltic Partnership Commission, for that
matter). From bilateral links like the Charter, to subregional groupings
like the Barents Council, to the EU Northern Dimension, the Northern
European Initiative seeks to rebuild the web of relations of all kinds that
link the countries of northern Europe across the Baltic sea. Such an ini-
tiative needs the energy of the Baltic Charter and the Commission it cre-
ated, but seeks to place that Commission’s work in the context of region-
al cooperation. For this reason it would be a mistake to view the Baltic
Charter, and its security element, as standing alone, outside other
efforts, as some kind of “going alone” project of the U.S. with the Baltic
states.

The Northern European Initiative is working to link Russia to its
neighbour as well. We believe we can have a “win–win” situation in the
Baltics where secure, democratic Baltic countries make better neigh-
bours for a secure and democratic Russia. We want the activities under-
taken under the U.S.–Baltic Charter to contribute to these good relations
among neighbours. But as the debate over the first round of NATO
enlargement indicated, it may be a while before everyone in Russia sees
it this way.

We believe that our efforts, through the mechanisms of the Baltic
Charter, will contribute to the achievement of real security for the Baltic
States. In doing so, they will contribute to security throughout the region.
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The Security of the Baltic States
Where Do we Stand? Where Do we Go?

Introductory Remark:

It is an honour and pleasure to be here today as a guest of the
Konrad–Adenauer–Foundation whose work in the three Baltic States
under the guidance of Paulis Apinis is highly appreciated by the
German Federal Government and our embassies in the region.

Although I am a member of the German Foreign Ministry where
after more than five years as European Correspondent I am currently
working as Adviser to the Political Director, I am speaking to you today
merely on a personal basis.

I would like to make the following four points:
1. What is new in German Foreign Policy under the new govern-
ment?

– not very much, main message is “continuity” and “predictability”.
– Excerpt from 55-page Coalition Agreement, which has a separate

chapter on European Integration, International Partnership, security
and peace: “The new Federal Government will further develop the basic
guidelines of existing German foreign policy: peaceful cooperation in
partnership with our neighbours, cultivation of transatlantic partner-
ship, deepening and widening of the European Union, pan–European
cooperation with the OSCE, special responsibility for democracy and
stability in Central, Eastern and South East Europe and the promotion of
lasting development in all southern countries. This is founded on a
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respect for international law and a commitment to human rights, readi-
ness for dialogue, renunciation of violence and confidence–building.
The new Federal Government regards international cooperation as a
policy for safeguarding our global future.”
2. What does this mean for the security of the Baltic States?

– German interest in the Baltic states and their integration in
Euro–Atlantic structures remains unchanged.

– The same is true for the principles governing the European securi-
ty framework, i.e.

• no new dividing lines should be created in Europe, no grey areas of
security, there shall be no vacuum of security in Central and Eastern
Europe.

• we reaffirm the basic right of any country to choose on its own
which security organization it wants to be a member of security struc-
tures should be inclusive and cooperative.

• No country fulfilling the established criteria should be excluded
from joining a multilateral organization, if it so wishes.

• the new order of security and cooperation should be established
not against Russia, but including Russia especially the areas around St.
Petersburg and Kaliningrad.
3. The contribution of Germany through its national policy, its
participation in the cooperation in the Baltic Sea region as well as
through a system of mutually reinforcing security institutions, i.e.
OSCE; NATO, WEU, and EU

– The Baltic States have ranked high on Germany’s foreign policy
agenda since the day they regained their independence and sovereignty
in 1991, and they will continue to do so. The traditional meetings of the
German Foreign Minister with all his three Baltic colleagues, started on
the fifth anniversary of the resumption of diplomatic relations in 1995 in
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Leipzig has been continued. The third meeting of this kind was held in
July this year in Nidden (Kurische Nehrung). There are plans to hold a
similar meeting next year although the Minister’s schedule already now
looks very tight.

– The Council of the Baltic Sea States, now officially equipped with a
Secretariat and relying on a more formalized infrastructure, held its
summit meeting here in Riga in January this year. It provided the
Federal Chancellor with a welcome opportunity to gain first hand, on
the spot information which was very helpful.

– Within the framework of the Council of the Baltic Sea States we
find a forum for both integrative and cooperative processes: Poland and
the Baltic states already have the opportunity to discuss many issues,
also on the EU–agenda, in a way as a preparation for their integration
into the EU. With Russia we have this regional forum to focus on many
of the same topics in order to enhance cooperation among competent
authorities and also non–governmantal organisations.

– We support the current Lithuanian presidency in getting our
Russian partners more involved. They should make more use of the
opportunities, especially the regions that border the Baltic Sea. When
these local Russian authorities ask for support from their immediate
neighbours, in order to overcome objective difficulties, measures of
regional solidarity should not be prevented from central bodies. It is in
our common interest that existing development gaps in the region do
not widen up but are being reduced.

– As far as the OSCE is concerned, Germany strongly supports the activ-
ities in the Baltic States focused on reducing tension. We are pleased that the
successful shutting down of the Skrunda radar station was facilitated by the
co-operative attitude of the Latvian and Russian side as well as by the pres-
ence of an OSCE representative in the Joint Skrunda Commission.
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For the year 1999 the OSCE has the adoption of a European Security
Charta on its agenda which would constitute a politically binding docu-
ment that will take also into account the security interests of the Baltic
States by combining three mutually reinforcing objectives:

– to define the role of the OSCE in the overall security architecture
within Europe, against the background of EU enlargement and the
NATO opening process,

– to further develop the principles and obligations enshrined in the
Helsinki Final Act and the Paris Charta, and finally

– to further strengthen OSCE’s capability to act.
The recent Oslo Ministerial was a further step in this direction.
In addition, the OSCE missions in Estonia and Latvia as well as the

High Commissioner on National Minorities will continue their useful
work to which Germany contributes substantially in financial terms as
well as by providing personnel.

– As to NATO, the Federal Government notes with satisfaction that
the Baltic States as founding members of the North Atlantic Cooperation
Council (Dec. 91) which later was transformed into the Euro–Atlantic
Partnership Council (May 97) have successfully used both fora to fur-
ther their specific security interests. We also register the activities of the
Baltic States in the framework of “Partnership for Peace” as well as the
establishment of BALTBAT, a joint Baltic Batallion for peace–keeping
measures, BALTNET (Air Surveillance capability), BALTDEFCOL, the
Baltic defence college set up in Estonia and of course BALTRON, the
Naval unit where Germany has taken on the role of lead nation. On a
bilateral basis, the Baltic States are included in more than 100 German
military training programs.

– As far as NATO’s open door policy is concerned, it was a German
initiative to have last year’s NATO summit to acknowledge the progress
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made by the states in the Baltic region, who are aspiring members,
towards more stability and cooperation and to state that the interest of
the Alliance includes all those who share its values.

Next week’s NATO Ministerial and next year’s summit will — in one
way or the other — reaffirm that message. We are aware of the wishes of
our Baltic friends: they expect a “Madrid–plus–formula” rather than a
mere repetition of the 1997 wording.

– In WEU, the Baltic States as associated partners are now directly
involved in the discussions centering on WEU’s security and defence poli-
cies. The fact that the Permanent Council of WEU meets one week in the
format of the 18, i.e. full members, observers and associated members, and
the next week in the format of 28, i.e. taking on board also the ten Central
and Eastern European associated partners including the Baltic States goes
back to the initiative taken at the time by Germany and France. Germany
has, over time, been increasingly successful in enriching the discussion at
28 in substance and importance. The policy of WEU exercises and the
establishment of a police operation for Albania have both been prepared
and negotiated in the format of the 28. We have also prepared, in 1997
already, ways and means to facilitate the participation of associated part-
ners in the so–called Petersberg tasks of WEU (humanitarian and rescue
tasks, peace–keeping tasks and tasks of combat forces in crisis manage-
ment, including peace making missions) that are now also part of the
Amsterdam Treaty of the EU. We intend to continue on this path during
our WEU presidency in the first half of 1999.

– In the European Union, the Association/Europe Agreements of
June 1995 with the Baltic States finally entered into force on 1 February
of this year and the first Association Council with all three Baltic States
took place in the same month (23 February).

– About a year ago, at last year’s Luxembourg summit, the Heads of
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State and Government invited the Commission to report towards the
end of 1998 on the progress made by the various accession candidates.
The Commission reports of 4 November this year comment favourably
on the progress made in numerous areas by Estonia, Latvia and
Lithuania.

– Provided the speed of the reform process is maintained the
Commission sees a possibility to open access negotiations towards the
end of 1999 also with Latvia. The Commission also acknowledges con-
siderable progress made in Lithuania. It will be up to the Council to take
a decisions on which further candidates may in due course be invited to
negotiations.

– The Northern Dimension of the External Relations of the EU will
become increasingly important in 1999. It is directed toward the Baltic
States, Poland, Iceland, Norway and the Russian Federation and deals
with various areas of cooperation such as energy, nuclear safety and
environment, trade and commerce, telecommunications as well as pub-
lic health.
4. The Way Ahead

– Let me conclude by looking ahead:
Next year, and this is less than four weeks from today, Germany will

hold the Presidency not only in the Schengen Group and the G-8
process, but also within EU and WEU.

As Presidency, Germany will have to deal with a wide ranging inter-
nal and external EU agenda. On the internal side, let me just mention the
pressing need for institutional reform, the implementation of the
Amsterdam Treaty, the introduction of the EURO as a common curren-
cy, the reform of the financial ressources’ system and spending patterns,
i.e. the agricultural policy, the cohesion and structural funds.

On the external part of the agenda, the future relationship towards
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Russia and the Ukraine will rank high. It is clear that we are willing to
support Russia at this difficult stage of its process of political, economic
and social transformation.

On the other hand, Russia has to be reminded of her own responsi-
bilities in handling the crisis. Our readiness and ability to provide sup-
port will be dependent on Russia’s commitment to continue economic
reform, albeit with a strengthened social dimension.

We Europeans are interested in maintaining political dialogue at all
levels, and in keeping Russia engaged not only on European security
issues but also in wider crisis management, e.g. in Kosovo. Conveying
to Russia a sense of being excluded would be counterproductive.

On the other hand, we expect Russia for her part to take the neces-
sary measures, to restore confidence and the foundations for a durable
and lasting partnership that is not over–politicised, rather one which
also reflects the increasing economic dimension of security and our
overall interdependence.

This is not only true for Germany’s and the EU’s relationship with
Russia, and for the relationship of the Baltic States with Russia, but also
for the relationship of Germany and the whole European Union with the
Baltic States and our common security.
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Mr. Peter HESSE
Head, Defence Policy, WEU Secretariat–General

Mr. Chairman,
Ladies and Gentlemen,
I would like to thank the Konrad-Adenauer Foundation for the

opportunity to share with you some of WEU’s recent experiences in the
field of crisis management operations, to which in some cases the Baltic
States are contributing and which need to be seen as a contribution to
European security.

My contribution needs to be seen in the context and as a continuation
of WEU’s presentation by Ms Alyson Bailes at the fourth conference last
year and which is contained in the proceeding at last year’s conference.

My presentation will fall into three parts: first, a short sketch of the
political setting in which WEU’s role as an organization for European
crisis management operations has developed; second, an outline of the
operational capabilities WEU can draw on; third, the operations WEU
has undertaken in former Yugoslavia and its current operation in
Albania.

Allow me at the end of my contribution to add a few considerations
on the role of the Baltic States within WEU.

Political setting

WEU has recently celebrated the 50th anniversary of its founding
treaty.

Although WEU performed a number of useful functions during the
first four decades of its existence, it was only with the end of the Cold
War that the organization came into its own.
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With the end of bi-polar confrontation, the emphasis shifted from terri-
torial and collective defence to the management of crises on the Eastern
and Southern periphery of Europe and to the integration of the Central-
and Eastern-European States, including the Baltic States into the European
security architecture.  Crisis management is a more complex challenge
than collective defence in so far as it requires a more comprehensive and
cooperative approach to security, combining political, humanitarian and
economic means with politico-military capabilities.

At the same time, it became clear that the transatlantic partnership
which had guaranteed the security of Europe during the Cold War
would itself need to be adapted to the changed security environment.
The US signalled - and this was accepted by the European Allies - that
the transatlantic link could only be maintained and strengthened if the
Europeans - and that means us all - were ready to shoulder a greater
part of the burden than they had done in the past.  This meant, in reali-
ty, that the Europeans had to shoulder the primary responsibility for
managing crises in Europe.

This was the dual impetus behind the definition at Maastricht in
1991 of WEU’s role as the defence component of the European Union
and as the European pillar of the Atlantic Alliance.

WEU provides the European Union with access to a politico-military
crisis management capability.  This complements the EU’s existing
options in the politico-diplomatic field-through cooperation in the
framework of the Common Foreign and Security Policy - and in the eco-
nomic field through the instruments of the European Commission.
Credible European crisis management ultimately requires the option of
recourse to military capabilities to underpin shared policies.

In the years from Maastricht to Amsterdam, WEU-EU cooperation
was therefore progressively strengthened.  The close institutional and
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practical links during those years are best illustrated by the EU request
to WEU in October 1993 to examine how WEU could contribute to the
planned EU Administration of the town of Mostar in Bosnia-
Herzegovina.  I shall return to the WEU contribution in more detail.

The Amsterdam Treaty of 1997 strengthened the EU-WEU link fur-
ther by establishing a guideline competence for the EU Council, includ-
ing the WEU crisis management tasks - the so-called Petersberg tasks -
and providing for increasingly close cooperation.  The Amsterdam
Treaty also raised the possibility of the integration of WEU into the EU,
subject to a decision by the EU Council.  At present, the EU can avail
itself of WEU to carry out a mission in support of European interests
and policies.

To prepare for this, a number of concrete steps have already been
taken: the four non-aligned EU members - who are “Observers” in the
WEU system will now as a general rule have full access to WEU opera-
tions carried out on behalf of the EU, but also to those using NATO
assets and capabilities.  WEU and the EU are close to an agreement now
on a modus operandi illustrating the decision-making processes relating
to an EU request.  The sequence and length of Presidencies in both
Organizations have been harmonized.

In the mid-term, closer coordination between the working bodies of
the two Organizations remains a high priority.

Relations with NATO have also developed rapidly, in particular
since the transfer of WEU to Brussels.  Joint meetings of the Councils
and their working groups are held regularly; the Secretariat and
Planning Cell have established close cooperation with the civilian and
military staffs of NATO.

Important decisions were taken in June 1996 regarding the CJTF con-
cept and the development of multinational command arrangements for
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WEU-led operations.  The NATO Summit in Madrid last year concluded
NATO’s internal structural reform, including its European dimension.

The implementation of these decisions is the key to the availability to
WEU of a broad spectrum of effective capabilities for WEU-led opera-
tions.  Here also, we have made good progress; work is proceeding on
the modalities for coordinated planning and decision-making processes
as well as on the transfer of NATO assets for use by WEU.

In short, the pivotal position WEU occupies at the confluence of
European integration through the EU and the transatlantic link through
NATO enables it to harness the best of these two larger organizations
who are presently unable to link up directly.  It is quite conceivable, for
example, that WEU might act at the request of the EU and draw on
NATO assets to carry out a particular mission.  WEU is therefore insti-
tutionally well placed to shoulder the responsibility of a European crisis
management operation.

Operational development

In addition, WEU’s real operational development was from the out-
set of reactivation primarily geared to the crisis management tasks
defined in the Petersberg Declaration.  These are humanitarian and res-
cue tasks; peacekeeping tasks; and tasks of combat forces in crisis man-
agement, including peacemaking.

The decision-making structure of WEU also reflects the particular
requirements of crisis management: political and military representa-
tives meet together from the Council of Ministers down to working
group level.

As a pivot between the EU and NATO, WEU can draw on the respec-
tive political and military power of these two organizations for a
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European operation politically mandated by the EU and military sup-
ported by NATO.  In this perspective, WEU has consolidated the coop-
eration in the format “at 18”, i.e. including the 10 full members, the 5
Observers who - with the exception of Denmark - are EU members only,
and the 3 Associate Members who are NATO members only.  At the
same, time WEU has opened operations to the 28, i.e. including our ten
Central European Associate Partners with the three Baltic States.  The
participation of Associate Partners has in fact become more the rule than
the exception, the police advisory mission in Albania being a case in
point.

WEU missions in former Yugoslavia and in Albania

Let me now turn to concrete examples of WEU crisis management
operations.  WEU mounted three operations in connection with the for-
mer Yugoslavia.  These were:
- the joint WEU/NATO operation in the Adriatic called Operation

SHARP GUARD,
- a sanctions enforcement police and customs operation on the

Danube,
- a police operation in Mostar,
- a police advisory element in Albania.

SHARP GUARD

The joint NATO/WEU operation SHARP GUARD in the Adriatic is
a good example of cooperation between the two organizations.  From
June 1993 to September 1996, the Operation contributed to the enforce-
ment of the arms and economic embargoes on the former Yugoslavia, as
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defined by UN Security Council resolutions.  A fleet of ships operated
under a united command and control system using NATO facilities at
COMNAVSOUTH; it did so on the basis of common tasks, NATO proce-
dures and joint rules of engagement.  In the course of the operation, over
74,000 ships were challenged, 6000 were inspected and 6 violators were
discovered.  This operation was important for WEU-NATO cooperation.

DANUBE

This operation was undertaken to assist the Riparian States in the
implementation of the embargo on the Danube.  A total of 7 WEU mem-
bers contributed to the operation and at its height 250 people were
involved.  They manned a coordination and support centre and three con-
trol areas (Mohacs, Calafat and Ruse).  WEU personnel carried out 6748
inspection checks during the mission, resulting in the discovery of 422
infringements.

The operation formally started in June 1993 and demonstrated to the
international community a degree of active European participation in the
management of the conflict in former Yugoslavia.  For WEU itself, the mis-
sion was a valuable experience since it provided the first opportunity for
concrete practical cooperation between WEU and some Associate
Partners.  It was also a good example of WEU-OSCE coordination.

MOSTAR

As mentioned earlier, in September 1994, WEU responded to a
request from the EU to participate in the planning of the EU civil admin-
istration of Mostar.  This was the first instance of the EU calling on WEU
to carry out a  specific task.
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WEU contributed to the organization and recruitment of a unified
police force for the town.  The aim of the WEU Police Force was to set up
a reliable unified local police force by bringing police contingents from
both the East (Bosnian) side and the West (Croat) side together.

The EU Administration’s mandate ended in July 1996 and an EU
Special Envoy was appointed until the end of the year.  The WEU police
contingent continued to assist him until he transferred his public order
executive powers to the local authorities in October 1996.

ALBANIA

In response to the overall problem in Albania, the General Affairs
Council of the European Union decided on 24 March 1997 to take the
initiative to set up an Advisory Mission to Albania to examine humani-
tarian, economic, political and security related developments in the
country.

The WEU Council approved a mandate for a Multinational Advisory
Police Element which extended to all 28 WEU nations, including the
Baltic States; it invited them to be fully involved and to offer participa-
tion.

The MAPE programme included practical guidance to the authori-
ties on restructuring the Albanian police force; advice on the reorganiza-
tion of the Ministry of Public Order itself and, for the training part of the
programme, train the trainers approach designed to generate a multipli-
er effect.

In the light of recent developments in Kosovo, the WEU Council has
decided to extend MAPE’s advisory role to include advice on police
monitoring and control in the border area as well as limited training to
personnel at border crossing posts.  NATO has, for its part, decided,
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inter alia, to launch NATO-led assistance programme to help Albania
and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia to secure their borders.

I said at the outset that crisis management requires a comprehensive
and cooperative approach to security, combining political, humanitari-
an and economic means with politico-military capabilities.  WEU’s crisis
management operations to date confirm that best results can only be
achieved if a synergy exists between the international organizations
active in a given crisis situation, with each organization contributing in
its specific area of competence and expertise.

Final considerations

For the Baltic nations integrated into WEU, the message has to be
repeated, that WEU will be for these nations what they make of it.

WEU deserves serious attention in the area of European security and in
particular in the context of the “European Security and Defence Identity”.
The Baltic States participate in this process through their contributions in
WEU and in NATO.

Since 1994, the Baltic States, together with the other Central European
States, participate and contribute to WEU as Associate Partners and as
members of its deliberative Council for a wide range of policy and opera-
tional issues, as I mentioned earlier. This gives the Baltic States in practice
an equal say in preparing the WEU’s policy documents on European secu-
rity and in WEU’s role in crisis management.

This allows them to raise, in a friendly, cooperative and highly profes-
sional European forum, their own concerns about Baltic regional security
and assures them of collective European support.  In particular, it enables
them to participate and contribute as appropriate with their own means
and resources.
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Mr. Chairman!
Ladies and gentlemen!
Let me begin by thanking the organizers of this conference - the

Konrad Adenauer Stiftung and the Latvian Institute of International
Affairs for the invitation to participate in this significant event.

It is not a rhetorical question that is indicated in the title of our con-
ference, namely - how secure are the Baltic states? And it certainly con-
cerns Ukraine.

Relations with Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia always have been and will
remain one of the priorities of the foreign policy of Ukraine. That is why
ensuring reliable security of these countries is in accord with the strategic
interests of our country. For this reason we welcome the tangible results
achieved by the Baltic nations in transforming their economic and political
systems, their integration into European structures and institutions.

In this context, the signing in January this year of a Charter of part-
nership between the USA and Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia in Ukraine
was perceived not only as an important step towards strengthening the
security of the Baltic states, but also as a significant contribution to the
building of the new European security architecture as a whole.

The general and universal security model for Europe of the XXI cen-
tury cannot be considered separately from the security of every single
country of the continent, every region of Europe. In other words - the
durability of the European security architecture strictly depends on the
security of every country, which participates in the process of European
integration.

Dr. Mykola Baltazhy
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The substantial geopolitical changes in Europe which have occurred
during last ten years, have enabled the new democratic states to join
actively the European unification processes. One of these states is
Ukraine, which has proclaimed the strategic goal of its foreign policy -
integration into the leading European and Euroatlantic structures.
Having selected a way of returning to the European community,
Ukraine plays a significant role in the development of the new security
architecture in Europe. In our opinion, it should be based on the creation
of a united European area of security, free from dividing lines. We con-
sider that the future European security system should be based on such
basic principles, as indivisibility of security, comprehensive character,
and close interaction of all states and international institutions in this
field. In this respect Ukraine stands for close interaction in development
of the future European security landscape embracing such influential
organizations and structures, as OSCE, NATO, EU, WEU, and the
Council of Europe. As you may see, at the present stage all of these
structures are not capable one by one to resist modern risks and threats
to stability and security. At the same time, each of the mentioned organ-
izations holds its own place in the European security structure, comple-
menting each other. And with all of them Ukraine aspires to develop the
closest relations. The important role in these structures certainly belongs
to OSCE, which makes a strong contribution to the maintenance of sta-
bility and security on the continent. Ukraine actively participates in the
elaboration of the OSCE Charter of European Security, which should
become the determining document for coordination of efforts of all
existing organizations and security structures in Europe. 

Separately I would like to turn your attention to the relations
between Ukraine and NATO in building the new European security
structure. The national interests of Ukraine define the Alliance as play-
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ing a leading positive role in the maintenance of international peace, sta-
bility and security, improvement of the climate of confidence in the
Euroatlantic area, and in the building of the security system in Europe.
Having signed in July 1997 in Madrid the Charter for distinctive part-
nership with NATO, Ukraine has laid one of the most important bricks
at the base of European security. Today the mechanism of cooperation
between Ukraine and NATO, envisaged by the Charter, works in full
capacity. The cooperation at political, military, military-political levels,
including the framework of the “Partnership for peace” program is
actively developing. For coordination of this work in Ukraine the State
Interdepartmental Commission on Cooperation with NATO (SIC) has
been created. Recently the President of Ukraine approved the National
program of cooperation with NATO for the period up to year 2001. At
its presentation at the joint meeting of the SIC and the Political
Committee of the Alliance held last week, the above mentioned docu-
ment was highly appraised by our partners in Brussels. Ukraine has
declared that it does not see any threat from the NATO enlargement to
the East. On the contrary, we consider this process as a restoration of
values, as a strengthening of security and stability in Europe, and we
stand for the expansion of NATO. And this process should not be sus-
pended after “the first wave”. In this respect we support the policy of
“open doors” proclaimed by NATO, considering it as an important
guarantee to avoid new dividing lines on the continent, as well as
involvement in construction of the new European security architecture
of all European democratic states. 

At the same time, Ukraine today is not going to join the North
Atlantic Alliance. Here we follow pragmatism and a realistic evaluation
of the situation. Besides, neither is Ukraine ready to make such step, nor
NATO itself. In our case, only posing a question about Ukraine’s admis-

Dr. Mykola Baltazhy
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sion to the Alliance could cause controversial reaction from some neigh-
boring countries, first of all, the Russian Federation, which might brake
the delicate balance existing between Moscow and Brussels. Thus our
position confirms our responsible attitude towards such a sensitive
issue as security and stability in Europe. 

A significant role in the maintenance of stability in Europe belongs to
the European Union. We consider that the first step in realizing the
strategic goal of Ukraine, which is integration into the EU, is acquiring
associated membership. This is not only as an important factor in fur-
thering economic security and social accord in our state, but also a guar-
antee that Ukraine in the future will not be left outside European devel-
opments.

In this respect I would like to emphasize that one of the main threats
to European security today would be in treating European integration
as a process from which some states are excluded. It is not difficult to
foresee the consequences of dividing European countries as potential
candidates for accession to EU and states that a priori cannot apply for
membership.  It can result in the emergence of new dividing lines in
Europe, and ultimately in threatening the stability and security of the
continent.

It is no coincidence that the term “dividing lines” became an integral
part of the NATO/EU enlargement debate. It is necessary already today
to think about possible negative consequences for Central and East
European states, in particular Ukraine, when Poland, Hungary and
Czech Republic acceed to the Shengen agreement.

Because of the traditionally simplified cross-border procedures with
these states, an introduction of a visa regime would substantially hurt
the strong economic, political and humanitarian ties of Ukraine with its
western neighbors. The paradox is that states which criticized totalitari-
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an regimes for their policy of visa restrictions are now likely to follow a
similar path. This is evidently a return to the past. Actively cooperating
within the framework of “triangles of cooperation”, Euroregions, etc,
Ukraine strongly supports harmonization of various forums such as
CEI, OBSEC, BSSC, etc. In this respect I would like to draw your atten-
tion to the initiative proposed by the President of Ukraine for a Baltic-
Black Sea international conference in Ukraine in September next year.
We hope, that a top level discussion of urgent issues with regard to
European integration can be considered as a logical continuation of the
spirit of Vilnius and will serve as a contribution to the building of a new
European security architecture and an example of effective regional
cooperation development.

Ukraine adheres to the position that its contribution to regional and
all-European security is to further the development of friendly and part-
nership relations with its neighboring countries. This is our way to
Europe. Today we can assert that Ukraine maintains such relations with
all neighbors, developing mutually advantageous cooperation in all
spheres.

Another example of Ukraine’s contribution to strengthening interna-
tional security is our active participation in peacekeeping operations
and efforts under the auspices of the UN and OSCE within the frame-
work of multinational stabilization forces in Bosnia and Herzegovina.
We have recently confirmed also our readiness to participate in the ver-
ification mission in Kosovo. In this respect we welcome the significant
results achieved by the Baltic states in peacekeeping activities. It is
impossible not to mention Ukraine’s voluntary refusal from ownership
of one third of the world’s nuclear arsenal.  These and other examples
clearly demonstrate that Ukraine, as well as the Baltic nations, is not
only a consumer, but also contributor to European security.

Dr. Mykola Baltazhy
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As the Baltic states, Ukraine sees its future in the common European
house. And how can one build a house not having taken care first of its
security?

I am convinced that Ukraine and the countries of the Baltic region are
capable of increasing their contribution to the building of European
security and in becoming full and equal participants of those uniting
processes which will define the Europe of the next century.
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Mr. Gundars ZAÒKALNS
Secretary, Latvian National Security Council
National Security Adviser to the President of Latvia

When we evaluate the security of the Baltic states, we inevitably return
to the issue of EU and NATO. While realistically EU would contribute
more to the overall security of the Baltic States, it is not really the question
of soft security versus hard security but concrete assistance in a time of cri-
sis that makes NATO preferable. There is also certain fear that if EU soft
security is offered first, there will be an assumption in the international
community that NATO membership can be defered. A national, like an
individual, develops a certain psychological mindset based on good or bad
past experiences, and since this mindset is based on perception, objective
facts or information will not alter it. Because of adverse historical experi-
ences with Russia, the Baltic states see Russia as an unpredictable neigh-
bour which under certain conditions, could invade them again. On the
other hand Russia, because it has been in recent times invaded by the West
three times, feels just as apprehensive and sees NATO enlargement as a
prelude to future invasion.

The Cold War has ended but the New World Order has not yet been
defined and the re-emerging democracies in–between a clearly defined
East and West must search for interim security with an eye on NATO but
within existing economic and political capabilities. If indeed the purpose
of NATO enlargement is to create stability and security in Europe, it
would be logical to first admit to NATO the “in–between” states thereby
eliminating potential flash points — admitting Poland, the Czech Republic
and Hungary to NATO enhances real European security very little.

Mr. Gundars Za¬kalns
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Western powers, including the United States, continue to subscribe
to the belief that the collective security of the whole region is contingent
upon development of democratic traditions within Russia and will not
jeopardize this investment by too vehement a support of the Baltic cause
or of their emerging military forces. The many questions facing Russia
today, who speaks for Russia, what is meant for local consumption and
what is served for foreign consumption, plus the classical –  quo vadis
Russia – these questions are still far from resolved and may remain
unresolved even for decades. This forces NATO to hedge, on the one
hand saying the threat of a major war is over and on the other, planning
their forces for the possibility that it is not. In a manner of speaking, the
tenuous democratic and free market tendencies in Russia are detrimen-
tal — and will remain detrimental — to Baltic security and NATO mem-
bership; if Zjuganov were to be elected President, I suspect the Baltic
states would be invited to join NATO very rapidly.

Consistently, Russian politicians and political scientists admit that
since NATO has everything to lose and nothing to gain from attacking
Russia, it poses no military or security threat. After that the argument
gets confusing and goes something like this: we Russians are paranoid
about security, and if pressed too hard, might do something hasty
which all may later regret. We simply cannot accept NATO membership
for the Baltic states due to historical, political and psychological reasons
— we gave them independence and they have not shown their gratitude
by cooperating. During the break after one such presentation, a western
ambassador privately proposed establishing a peace corps of western
psychiatrists for Russia — followed by another who proposed that
lawyers as well be included to simultaneously solve all the problems in
applicable western states as well. Neverthless, this Russian perception
carries political consequences and cannot be ignored if we are looking
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for long term security solutions. Obviously, realpolitik dictates that con-
fidence building measures must be initiated both by NATO and
prospective NATO candidate states to alleviate Russian unfounded
fears. The NATO–Russian Founding Act is one such measure and the
Baltic states must carefully consider some of their own, perhaps in
response to the flurry of Russian bilateral proposals, while careful main-
taining their western political orientation.

When we talk about Baltic security, whether we like it or not, the
three nations are considered a single unit and any decision affecting
one, needs affect them all. This is partially to economize on western
political efforts on behalf of the three states, but also to force upon them
the political reality that, nothwithstanding Estonian ties to the Finns and
Lithuanian ties to the Poles, these three small states can politically and
economically make lasting security progress only as a cooperative unit.

When evaluating the so-called prerequisites for NATO membership,
we have to clearly understand that they are in reality only a menue of
politically expedient excuses to justify, either way, political realities.
These realities are, wheather the candidate states are at least marginally
acceptable to Russia and therefore is the ensuring political damage
worth it, will the voters of candidate states not damage NATO credibili-
ty by their unwilligness or inability to carry out their leaders political
and financial comittment and will NATO state legislatures support the
expenditures associated with the admission of a particular state — espe-
cially the US Congress. Ron Asmus, by his four glass demonstration
indicates such support at present does not exist for the admision of the
Baltic states and to change it, action is required both by the governments
of the Baltic states and by the Baltic–American citizen lobby in USA.

The Baltic charter should form the basis for the required confidence
building measures, but so far Latvia, until 1999, has demonstrated to the

Mr. Gundars Za¬kalns
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US citizens and therefore to the US Congress, their willingnes to pay the
financial price of NATO membership only in words but not in deeds —
only now has the budget targeted 1% GNP for national defence.

Security and economic prosperity are linked and unavoidably inter-
dependent and NATO enlargement has become a double edged sword
— should the Baltic states not be named in the next NATO candidate
group, not only their security will suffer but their economic growth and
future prosperity as well.

I fear that the government and society at large still expect security at
no cost and so far Latvian participation in PfP activities has been mostly
funded by other countries. I feel the path to NATO should first consist
of actual defence capabality development, real military cooperation
among the Baltic states and further military cooperation between the
Baltic states and further military cooperation within the Baltic region.
Other states can encourage and assist, but only the Baltic states, individ-
ually and collectively, can make themselves secure for the foreseeable
future.
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Dr. Tiiu POHL
Head of Department of International Relations,
Tallinn University of Educational Sciences, Estonia

Estonian Defence Problems on the Eve of the NATO Anniversary 

The collapse of the USSR and the end of the Cold War have changed
the existence of the small Baltic states into a contradiction which is char-
acterized on the one hand by the full establishment of them as inde-
pendent states and, on the other hand, by the lack of guarantees  for
their continued sovereignty: the overall uncertainty  of neighboring
Russia’s future may effect indirectly the stability of the whole region.

Nevertheless the circumstances, either positive (independence), or
negative  (possible threat of loosing regained independence), the Baltic
states, including Estonia are interested in furthering their stable exis-
tence by searching for new concepts for security and building new
defence capabilities.

The puzzling word “security”

People tend to prepare for conflicts rather than for co-operation. That
famous acknowledgement of Trygve Lie,  the 1st Secretary General of
the United Nations, has been amazingly accurate not only in the history
of the Cold War but also holds true for the current international situa-
tion. 

We usually talk about a individual security, community security,
security  of nations, regimes, the world environment etc. All together
security is a complicated notion and a puzzling  phenomenon. In theory
security is challenged by two leading and competing concepts  of real-

Dr. Tiiu Pohl



66 How Secure Are the Baltic States?

Comments

ism and idealism (at least in the 20th century) which covers the individ-
ual, and national and international levels of peoples’ safe being.

Nation states’ security  model covers both domestic and internation-
al spheres of activities, and includes  both - soft  and hard security meas-
ures, particularly in economics (primarily the macroeconomic develop-
ment of the country), in politics (democratic stabilization), and in envi-
ronmental protection (the level of pollution) etc. It also involves the
state’s defence that can be analyzed from three partly different and
partly coinciding components with regard to the political,  military and
public   aspects. The military-defence decisions  of a country are usually
made by the political leadership of a state.   The military usually elabo-
rate the general political aims and the politicians again must provide the
financial means   to realize the goals. The general public of the state, its
citizens, should support as goals the means of the defence of their coun-
try.

The dilemmas of Estonia: search for security

Estonia is a classical small state. It has 1.5 million inhabitants. Its ter-
ritory is  45.100 sq. km having  land borders with Russia (290 km) and
Latvia (267 km); sea borders are with Finland and Sweden. The only sig-
nificant raw material is oil-shale. Of the total population 900.000 are
Estonians or of Estonian origin, the rest  -  Soviet immigrants or their
descendants.

The dilemma of a small country like Estonia lies in the following: on
the one hand, “small is beautiful”, but on the other  hand - “small is dan-
gerous”.  The size of a state should make it easier for smaller countries to
progress from totalitarian regimes towards democratic political and eco-
nomic arrangements in comparison with biger ones.  At the same time
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being a small state means also to be an easy target for the bigger and
(territorially) more ambitious countries. Small states are vulnerable to
domestic developments and thus to their constantly changing  position
in the international arena where the international environment starts to
play important role. Being located next to the former superpower which
is also currently a declining world power, Estonia  has reason  to search
for additional security guarantees in addition to her own capabilities.
There are at least two reasons to be cautious.  First, Russia has revital-
ized the geopolitical aspect of foreign policy and, second, it still has
nuclear weapons which might become a great threat in  the hands of a
disaffected military. 

The geopolitical aspect has always dominated Russian history, it was
important for the USSR, and has become one of the key elements in cur-
rent Russia foreign and security policy.

The present  relations between Estonia and Russia can be described
by two  main currently existing   factors: mutual distrust and basic dif-
ferences on future world developments. The relations could be also
characterized as suspicious, which are  caused by  several specific fac-
tors. Russian thinking can be explained by refering to Kissinger: “if a
nation has done something for 400 years, it indicates a certain proclivity;
it means that for 400 years its actions have appeared reasonable to suc-
cessive generations of the leading people of that society”.1 The argument
refers to Russia’s  four centuries of successful expansionist policy
around  its mainland. Estonia as a victim is  distrustful towards Russia
for good reasons.

Russia as one of the biggest nuclear states is definitely a threat and
not only for Estonia but for the world in general.  During the existence of
the Soviet Union about one million people were involved in the  mainte-
nance of the  nuclear arsenal of which some 2000 people knew how to
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design nuclear weapons and 3000-5000 were experienced in plutonium
production and uranium enrichment.2

Since its re-independence in 1991,  Estonia has had in mind two main
organizations which could serve as means security, of namely, NATO
and the EU. In the first years of restored independence Estonia was
seeking membership status in both organizations, but by the mid-1990s
Estonia was faced with the following alternatives: first, to become a
member state of both NATO and the EU; second, being left out of NATO
but becoming a member of the EU and third; being left out of both
NATO and the EU.  Of these options the first was the most optimistic
and the third the most pessimistic.  The third alternative would also cre-
ate a gray zone between Russia and the Western countries in Europe
which in the 1920s and 30s was called a buffer zone and of which all the
three Baltic states were seriously afraid of. Fortunately, the EU
Luxembourg summit in 1997 opened the way for the fulfillment of the
second option. 

Estonian foreign policy expectations

The Estonian new  Foreign Minister Raul Mälk  addressed the
Riigikogu (parliament) on November 26, 1998.3 This was the fundamen-
tal speech of the government before the parliamentary elections in
March 1999. For the past  two years Estonia ranked its primary foreign
policy priorities integration in EU structures and perhaps NATO inte-
gration as the 2nd  objective. In his speech Foreign Minister R. Mälk
announced a change in these foreign policy goals - NATO membership
was now  set as priority number one. In addition Baltic co-operation was
also stressed as a high security priority. The Estonian President Lennart
Meri has continuously stressed another angle (of the triangle) for
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Estonian security besides EU and NATO membership status — good
relations with the only superpower in the world – the USA.  In January
1998 the US, Estonian, Latvian and Lithuanian presidents signed the
Baltic-USA charter on co-operation which includes  specifically the
security aspect although the  document in general is a kind of a security
settlement regardless of its political, economic etc. parts. The first work-
ing session of the charter took place in July 1998 in Riga where the for-
eign ministers of  four participant states convened to discuss existing
Baltic security problems.

To sum up, it has to be noted that Estonia belongs to the biggest group
in the world community states - the class of small countries. Its tiny human
resources, limited geographic space, lack of raw materials, still undevel-
oped industry, limited military capacity all deem the country to be weak
and extremely vulnerable from the security perspective. On the other hand
it is located  next to a country that possesses vast human resources, one of
the biggest landscapes in the world, has many raw materials, extensive
military and has also a vast number of nuclear weapons but  at the same
time finds itself in an overall crises, has an underdeveloped industry, little
experience in democracy, enormous corruption leadership and a territori-
ally expansionist history. Under these circumstances Estonia is seeking not
only soft but also for hard security guarantees, namely NATO member-
ship. Estonia is interested in concrete steps leading towards the actual real-
ization of the NATO “open doors” concept.  

1 Henry Kissinger. “Russian and American  Interests after the Cold War”, in Stephen Sestanovich
(ed.). “Rethinking  Russia’s National Interests”. Center for International and Strategic Studies.
Washington D.C., 1994, p.2.

2 Steven van Evera, “Managing  the Eastern Crisis: Preventing War in the Former Soviet Empire”;
Security Studies, vol.1, no.3, (spring 1992).

3  See: “Estonia’s Main Foreign Policy Priorities”, Address by Raul Mälk, Minister of Foreign Affairs,
for the Government of the Republic at Riigikogu, 26 November 1998. (27.11.98)
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Dr. Algirdas GRICIUS
Ass. Prof., Institute of International Relations and Political Science,
University of Vilnius

We know that issues of security and stability seem to be the most dif-
ficult ones to solve throughout the history of international relations.
While examining the problems of Baltic Statesí external security, it is
necessary to take into account not only the search for their solution
within the framework of relations with the neighbouring states,
European and Euro-Atlantic organisations, but also the impact of deci-
sions made by the mentioned international organisations on the internal
and external security of these states. Unfortunately, a large number of
international and transatlantic organisations existing in Europe today
do not eliminate regional conflicts and are not able to provide long-term
stability in the European continent.

In comparing two studies about the possibility of the Baltic States to
join NATO, which were performed by the Atlantic Council and Rand
Corporation, one can notice that there are different approaches how to
provide security for the Baltic States and stability in the Baltic region.
The Summit of Heads of NATO states in Madrid, which decided to
enlarge the Alliance, held the opinion close to Rand Corporation
approach on security issues in the Baltic Sea region and lacked determi-
nation to name clearly the Baltic States as future members of NATO. The
US State Secretary Ms. Madeleine Albright’s remark, made during her
visit to Vilnius after the Madrid Summit in 1997, that “new NATO mem-
bers must not only be security consumers”, ought to be perceived as a
suggestion that, before becoming full-fledged members, the Baltic States
still have a lot to do in the sphere of defence at home. It can be also
noticed that Atlantic alliance is still not ready to neglect the influence of
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the Russian Federation’s veto right concerning security issues in the
Baltic Sea region. 

Lithuania’s efforts to fulfil her “home work” and join alliance can be
proved by analysing the state budget allocations for defence, which in
1999 will make 1.51 % of GDP and Lithuania’s active participation in
various international organisations dealing with security and stability
issues. 

All states that are aspiring to the European Union and NATO mem-
bership, apparently, have the same objectives: first, to consolidate their
democracy, second, to enhance their well-being, and third, to increase
their security. Expectations of the European Union from the new mem-
bers can also be presented along the same lines: spread of democracy,
expansion of the market and possibilities for investment, enhancement
of security, and avoidance of economic and social instability. The com-
parison of these two objectives allows to draw a conclusion that the
European Union will have less problems related to the above mentioned
issues by allowing new members to join the Union rather than leaving
them outside. Unfortunately one can notice that at present the European
Union is not very enthusiastic about a speedy enlargement process. The
citizens of the EU member states do not show a strong support to accept
the Baltic States into the European Union.  

Expectations of NATO from the new member states are mainly
focused on their eventual contribution to strengthening security and sta-
bility in Europe. When discussing security and stability issues in the
Baltic Sea region, hard and soft security aspects must be taken into
account. The Nordic countries’ position towards the security and stabil-
ity in the region plays an important role to the Baltic States, especially
when we are discussing soft security measures. For instance, the Nordic
countries’ foreign direct investments in Lithuania at the end of 1998
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reached 40 % of total investments. 
Today and perhaps in the nearest future no real threat exists for the

security and independence of the Baltic States. But in the longer-term
perspective, no one can claim that such a danger will not arise to the
Baltic and other European states. This issue could become more acute,
especially after the financial crisis and other latest events in Russia. One
of the means minimising such possibility and providing some soft secu-
rity guaranties is the membership in the European Union or, at least, the
start of accession negotiations with Latvia and Lithuania.

However, as the Baltic States strive for a long term security and sta-
bility in the Baltic region, which could prevent any possibility of danger
to their independence, in parallel with the membership in the EU the
Baltic States are also seeking to join NATO membership. The visits of
American senators and the well known former security advisor to
President Carter Dr. Z. Brzezinski to Lithuania in November 1998 and
meetings with the state officials, in spite of many praising words and
promises of support in strengthening American - Lithuanian relations,
showed that the door of NATO for new members in the nearest future is
open only theoretically. That is why Lithuanian hard efforts to fulfil
requirements for being invited to join NATO seem to be without
response. However, it is difficult to imagine how a regional hard securi-
ty system in the Baltic Sea region could be created without NATO. The
latest statements of the ministers of Foreign Affairs and Defence of the
European Union member states also do not add much hope that
European security architecture could be based on Western European
Union defence alliance. 

In conclusion, it can be stated: first, membership of the European
Union or successful start of accession negotiations with all three Baltic
states would broaden political and economic relations with the EU
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member states and enhance stability in the Baltic Sea area, second,
broader political and economic relations with Western countries or,
even more, a full-fledged membership in the European Union should
provide the so-called soft security guaranties, and third, more successful
economic development would allow the Baltic States to allocate more
financial resources for social and defence purposes, which in its own
turn would enhance the internal security and the possibility to join
NATO in the future.

Dr. Algirdas Gricius
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UZRUNAS

Atis LEJIˆÍ
Latvijas Årpolitikas institüta direktors

Ekselences, dåmas un kungi, dårgie draugi!
Konråda Adenauera fonda un Latvijas Årpolitikas institüta vårdå

man ir liels prieks jüs sirsnîgi sveikt 5. Baltijas droßîbas jautåjumiem
veltîtajå konferencé Rîgå. 

Müsu pirmå konference norisinåjås ßajå paßå zålé tießi pirms 5
gadiem - 1994. gada decembrî. Toreiz müs ar savu klåtbütni pagodinåja
vairåki ievérojami runåtåji, tajå skaitå bijußais Zviedrijas premjermi-
nistrs Karls Bildts un bijußais prezidenta DΩimmija Kartera nacionålås
droßîbas padomnieks Zbigñevs BrΩezinskis. 

Iepriekßéjås konferencés müsu uzmanîbas lokå bija tås nozîmîgås
problémas, kuras toreiz nåcås risinåt NATO un Eiropas Savienîbai -
paplaßinåßanås austrumu virzienå un jautåjums par to, vai Baltijas val-
stis tiks iek¬autas ßajå dubultajå paplaßinåßanås proceså. 

Baltijas valstu droßîbai ßis jautåjums bija vitåli svarîgs, tådé¬ més
rüpîgi sekojåm Transatlantijas un Eiropas dialogam paplaßinåßanås
jautåjumå, un tajå paßå laikå mekléjåm atbildes Baltijas droßîbas jautåju-
mam. 

Ir pagåjusi NATO virsotñu tikßanås Madridé un Eiropas Savienîbas
sanåksme Luksemburgå, un tagad més zinåm atbildi uz müsu
iepriekßéjås konferencés uzstådîtajiem jautåjumiem.

Baltijas valstis ir iek¬autas abos minétajos paplaßinåßanås procesos,
tomér tagad mums jågaida NATO virsotñu tikßanås Vaßingtonå nåka-
majå pavasarî un Eiropas Savienîbas virsotñu tikßanås Vîné nåkamajå
nedé¬å. Pédéjå - 1999., notikumiem pårpilnajå,  müsu gadsimta beidza-
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majå gadå, prezidéjoßo valstu statusu ieñems Våcija un Francija.
Ja més palükojamies uz ce¬u, kuru septiñu gadu laikå Baltijas valstis

ir veikußas, mekléjot iespéjas  “nodroßinåt atjaunotås neatkarîbas neat-
griezenîbu” - kå to skaisti formulé Latvijas årpolitikas koncepcija, tad
més varam uzdroßinåties apgalvot, ka nåkamo septiñu gadu laikå
Baltijas valstis neapßaubåmi k¬üs Eiropas Savienîbas locekles. 

Protams, nåkamajå septiñgadé Eiropas Savienîba büs gatava uzñemt
jaunas dalîbvalstis, un arî potenciålås kandidåtes büs gatavas ieståties
Savienîbå. Tomér lîdz 1999. gada beigåm jånotiek sarunåm par
ieståßanos ar visåm trijåm Baltijas valstîm. Paßreizéjå situåcijå ieståßanås
sarunas Baltijas valstu droßîbai  ir daudz nozîmîgåkas nekå konkréts
ieståßanås datums. 

Es negribétu mé©inåt priekßlaicîgi paredzét dienu, kad Baltijas val-
stis ieståsies NATO, iespéjams, ka tas, gluΩi tåpat kå ieståßanås Eiropas
Savienîbå, notiks septiñu gadu laikå. Tomér  kådu laiku pirms tam més
jau büsim k¬uvußas par de facto loceklém, kuru virsnieki ieñémußi vietu
NATO militårås pavélniecîbas rindås un piedalîsies Partnerattiecîbu
mieram programmu plånoßanå, kå arî apgüs NATO kultüru. Müsu
rîcîbå jau ir vai arî vistuvåkajå laikå büs resursi, kas ¬aus mums dot savu
ieguldîjumu NATO. 

Viens no pédéjå laikå ievérîbu pelnoßiem notikumiem ir
Lielbritånijas-Francijas iniciatîva attiecîbå uz Rietumeiropas Savienîbu.
Íî iniciatîva palîdzétu veidot tießas saites  starp Eiropas Savienîbu un
NATO, tådéjådi sniedzot pirmo reizi Eiropas Savienîbai teikßanu mili-
tåros jautåjumos. BALTBAT, BALTRON, BALTNET ir Baltijas valstu
militårås vértîbas, kas attîstîjußås Partnerattiecîbas mieram garå, tå ir
NATO iniciatîva, bet ir skaidrs, ka ßîm vértîbåm var büt divéjs mér˚is -
gan izpildît NATO miera uzturéßanas uzdevumus, gan Eiropas
Savienîbas miera uzturéßanas, humånås un glåbßanas operåcijas, kå to
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nosaka Eiropas Savienîbas Amsterdamas Lîgums – Modificétais
Savienîbas lîgums, ko nåkoßajå gadå ratificés.

Amsterdamas lîgums paredz, ka Eiropas Savienîbas valstîm jåspélé
militåra loma Eiropas Savienîbas lîmenî. 

Eiropas Savienîbas un NATO - manupråt nåkamajå gadsimtå abas
ßîs organizåcijas varétu saukt par jauno Eiropas Savienîbu un jauno
NATO - pårveidoßana un paplaßinåßana notiek laikå, kad Krieviju plosa
politiskå un ekonomiskå krîze. Atklåti runåjot, nevienam nav îsti
skaidrs, kå turpmåko gadu laikå ßo krîzi iespéjams pårvarét. Tomér
nevajadzétu îpaßi uzsvért Krievijas nozîmi, it îpaßi jautåjumå par
re©ionålo sadarbîbu ar Baltijas valstîm. Es runåju par sadarbîbu, kura ir
îpaßi svarîga ßajå Eiropas da¬å, seviß˚i Baltijas jüras valstu padomei, un
daudzsoloßo re©ionålo iniciatîvu potenciålu, kuru dévé gan par Eiropas
Savienîbas Zieme¬u dimensiju, Zieme¬eiropas iniciatîvu, vai, izsakoties
poétiski - Dzintara vårtiem. Ío notikumu attîstîbas gaismå ß˚iet lo©iski,
ka müsu konferences témai ßogad nåktos büt vispårîgåkai - Cik droßas ir
Baltijas valstis?

Més esam pagodinåti, ka müsu konferencé piedalås grupa ievéroja-
mu lektoru un komentétåju, kuri ir gatavi izteikt  savu viedokli un
sniegt atbildes uz jautåjumiem par konferences tému.
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Paulis Apinis

Paulis APINIS
Konråda Adenauera Fonda Baltijas noda¬as vadîtåjs

Ministra kungs, ekselences, dåmas un kungi!
Man ir liels prieks atkal jüs sveikt ikgadéjå Konråda Adenauera un

Latvijas Årpolitikas institüta organizétajå konferencé, kas veltîta
Latvijas droßîbas témai.

Íî ir jau piektå müsu tikßanås reize, un tas nepårprotami noråda, ka
müsu kopå pulcéßanås reizes iegüst regulåru raksturu. 

Konråda Adenauera Fonda starptautisko darbîbu raksturo moto
“Brîvîbai, demokråtijai un taisnîbai”. Müsu ßodienas globålå méroga
problémas ir miera un brîvîbas saglabåßana, demokråtisko veidojumu
stiprinåßana, cîña pret nabadzîbu un dabîgas vides saglabåßana nåka-
majåm paaudzém.

Péc neatkarîbas atjaunoßanas Baltijas valstîm vissvarîgåkais bija
droßîbas aspekts. Atkal, it seviß˚i pédéjo nedé¬u laikå, no jauna tiek
pievérsta pastiprinåta uzmanîba droßîbas jautåjumiem.  Nesen jaunais
Igaunijas årlietu ministrs Rauls Melks savå runå parlamentå nosauca
Igaunijas integråciju NATO kå valsts galveno prioritåti. “Més gaidåm
no virsotñu tikßanås Vaßingtonå skaidru paziñojumu”, tå Melks izteica
savas valdîbas cerîbas Riigikogu (parlamentå). Íim paziñojumam jåbüt
plaßåkam nekå iepriekßéjiem, kas darîja zinåmu tikai to, ka NATO
durvis ir atvértas. 

Novembrî, atklåjot Latvijas iekßpolitikas un årpolitikas seminåru,
Latvijas årlietu ministrs Valdis Birkavs teica: “Latvijas pirmå prioritåte
ir integråcija Eiropas Savienîbå. Otrå prioritåte ir droßîbas
nodroßinåßana. Més redzam NATO kå galveno Latvijas un Eiropas
droßîbas organizåciju. Tådé¬ Latvija vélas saistîties ar demokråtiskajåm
Transatlantijas telpå mîtoßajåm tautåm, kas dala ßîs kopîgas vértîbas.”  



80 Cik droßas ir Baltijas valstis?

Uzrunas

Tikai pirms daΩåm dienåm Apvienotå Baltijas–Amerikas nacionålå
komiteja izdeva politisku paziñojumu, kurå tika uzsvérta Baltijas valstu
nepiecießamîba tikt iesaistîtåm Eiroatlantijas struktürås.  Íis paziñojums
sniedz vienu  atbildi jautåjumå par Baltijas droßîbu, un tajå paßå laikå ir
arî müsu konferences nosaukums. Paziñojumå teikts, ka no visåm
Eiropas valstîm, kuras izteikußas véléßanos ieståties NATO, Igaunija,
Latvija un Lietuva ir visneaizsargåtåkås. 

Més varam rezumét teikto, apgalvojot, ka “Eiropas droßîba ir atkarî-
ga no Baltijas valstu droßîbas”. 

Konråda Adenauera fonds piedåvås arî diskusijas, kurås més
uzaicinåsim ekspertus ßajos jautåjumos. 

Nobeigumå, dåmas un kungi, at¬aujiet man novélét rosinoßas un
emocionålas, uz objektîviem un pårliecinoßiem argumentiem balstîtas
diskusijas. Lai mums veiksmîga ßî konference!
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Dr. Valdis Birkavs

REFERÅTI

Dr. Valdis BIRKAVS
Latvijas Republikas Årlietu ministrs

Man ir liels prieks piedalîties ßîsdienas diskusijå, jo minétais
jautåjums vienmér ir bijis svarîgs jebkurai valstij – it îpaßi Baltijas val-
stîm. Es vélétos izteikt savu pateicîbu ßîs konferences organizétåjiem -
Latvijas Årpolitikas institütam un Konråda Adenauera fondam, jo viñu
pü¬u rezultåtå més katru ziemu pulcéjamiem ßeit, Rîgå - paßå Baltijas
sirdî, kur varam apspriest, novértét un salîdzinåt savu viedokli  Baltijas
valstu droßîbas jautåjumå. Ceru, ka ßî tradîcija turpinåsies un nåkamgad
més tiksimies atkal.

Droßîbu aizvien vairåk pieñemts uzskatît par daudzdimensiju
parådîbu, kas sevî ietver ne tikai militåri politiskos, bet arî ekonomiskos
un ar sabiedrîbu saistîtos aspektus. Savå runå es pievérsîßos Latvijas
droßîbas situåcijai jaunås Latvijas valdîbas årpolitikas prioritåßu kontek-
stå. Pirms pievérßamies daΩådajåm droßîbas sféråm, jåatzîmé, ka ar
droßîbu saistîtås problémas, gluΩi tåpat kå veidi, kå tås risinåt, pédéjås
desmitgades laikå ir krasi mainîjußås. 

Íodien tådi termini kå “kooperatîvå droßîba”, “visaptveroßå droßî-
ba” un “droßîbas nedalåmîba”  ir k¬uvußi par neatñemamu müsu lek-
sikas un domåßanas  saståvda¬u. Tajå paßå laikå vecie uzskati un spéka
lîdzsvara apré˚ini vél nav pilnîbå zaudéjußi ietekmi. Visam iepriekß
minétajam ir  ietekme uz droßîbu ßajå Eiropas da¬å.

Militårå droßîba un integråcija NATO

Galîgais militårås droßîbas jautåjuma atrisinåjums mekléjams
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Baltijas valstu pilntiesîgå dalîbå Zieme¬atlantijas aliansé. Pédéjo piecu
gadu laikå tas ir bijis müsu årpolitikas mér˚is. Vienîgi dalîba NATO
spés nodroßinåt to, ka jebkura droßîbas probléma tiks izskatîta kopå ar
lîdzîgi domåjoßåm valstîm.

Més esam veikußi lielu darbu, sekojot ßim mér˚im. Pagåjußajå gadå
notikusî NATO virsotñu tikßanås Madridé nepårprotami atzina Baltijas
valstis par kandidåtvalstîm. Nepårtrauktå Savienoto Valstu
piedalîßanås Baltijas re©iona jautåjumu risinåßanå tika apliecinåta ar
ASV - Baltijas hartu, kura apstiprinåja müsu kopîgo mér˚i - “Igaunijas,
Latvijas un Lietuvas  pilnîgu integråciju Eiropas un Transatlantijas poli-
tiskajås, ekonomiskajås, droßîbas un aizsardzîbas struktürås”. Íis fakts
pieråda, ka müsu lügums tikt uzñemtåm NATO ir sasniedzams un pü¬u
vérts mér˚is, lai gan ce¬å mums nåkas pårvarét aizvien pieaugoßas
grütîbas.

Tagad, kad tuvojas nåkamais NATO lémumu pieñemßanas raunds
1999. gadå, més Latvijå no jauna esam pårskatîjußi savus centienus
sagatavoties dalîbai ßajå organizåcijå. Tie ir pilnîbå izklåstîti müsu
NATO Integråcijas plånå. Ministrijas lîmeña NATO integråcijas
padomei ir uzticéta ßî integråcijas procesa politiskå vadîba.

Müsu aktîvå politika sadarbîbai ar NATO ir svarîgs Latvijas droßîbas
stiprinåßanas elements. Més esam daudz guvußi no iespéjåm, ko sniedz
EAPC politiskie ietvari un intensîvås dialogu sesijas, kå arî
Partnerattiecîbu mieram praktiskie mehånismi, pieméram, plånoßanas
un pårskata process, vai arî müsu virsnieku iek¬außana NATO pavél-
niecîbas saståvå. Nåkamajå gadå més plånojam piedalîties vairåk nekå
pårdesmit måcîbu programmås, kuras organizé
NATO/Partnerattiecîbas mieram un “Partnerattiecîbu mieram garå”.
Iepriekß minétie pasåkumi palîdz müsu bruñotajiem spékiem veidot
savstarpéju sadarbîbu ar NATO.



Cik droßas ir Baltijas valstis? 83

Dr. Valdis Birkavs

Latvija kopå ar påréjåm Baltijas valstîm neatlaidîgi pieråda, ka tå
spéj sniegt savu ieguldîjumu starptautiskajå droßîbå. Kopß
IFOR/SFOR uzsåka darbîbu, més esam bijußi Bosnijå, un ßeit arî pat-
laban atrodas müsu BALTBAT kadri. Més aktîvi piedalåmies arî citos
pasåkumos, lai stiprinåtu mieru nemiera pårñemtajos Balkånos,
pieméram, més piedalåmies EDSO pårbaudes misijå. Més esam
apliecinåjußi gatavîbu atsaukties starptautiskajam aicinåjumam
uzsåkt darbîbu Iråkå.

Jaunå droßîbas arhitektüra Eiropå attîstås, un ir svarîgi atzîmét, ka
ßajå proceså Baltijas valstu droßîba ir nesaraujami saistîta ar kopîgo
visas Eiropas un Transatlantijas droßîbu. Mums jåizvairås no
piedalîßanås re©ionåla rakstura paktos vai péc savas bütîbas lîdzîgås
re©iona valstu aliansés, kuras nes sev lîdz Baltijas valstu fragmentåci-
jas vai izolåcijas risku un tådéjådi aizkavé tås piedalîties Eiropå
notiekoßajå integråcijas proceså. Mums jåizmanto iespéja veidot
jaunu NATO, kas sevî ietver arî Baltijas valstis.

Lükojoties uz nåkoßajå gadå gaidåmo virsotñu tikßanos
Vaßingtonå, més gaidåm turpmåku paplaßinåßanås procesa  attîstîbu
un nostiprinåßanu. Més sagaidåm, ka Alianse skaidri un nepårprota-
mi atzîs, ka NATO mér˚i sakrît ar Baltijas valstu centieniem - pår-
liecinåties, ka Igaunija, Latvija un Lietuva ir piemérotas Alianses
dalîbnieces. 

Tomér dalîba NATO vél nav realitåte, toties paståv citi aspekti, kas
paßreizéjå laika posmå ietekmé müsu re©iona militåro droßîbu. Kopß
Krievijas militårie spéki atståja Baltijas valstu teritoriju, militårås
droßîbas situåcija nepårtraukti uzlabojas, un més varam pagalvot, ka
militåri draudi Baltijas valstîm praktiski nepaståv. 

Pédéjå gada laikå més esam bijußi liecinieki tådåm pozitîvåm pår-
maiñåm kå Krievijas Federåcijas paziñojumam par tås bruñoto spéku
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samazinåßanu re©ionå par 40% un Skrundas radiolokatora darbîbas
pårtraukßanu saskañå ar stingri noteikto Latvijas-Krievijas divpuséjo
lîgumu.

Més ceram, ka ßîs tendences turpinåsies, un rezultåtå tiks veiksmîgi
noslégts patlaban apsprießanå esoßais Eiropas Konvencionålo spéku
lîgums. Lai gan Baltijas valstis nepiedalås CFE darbå, més ar patiesu
interesi sekojam tur notiekoßajåm diskusijåm, jo lîguma nosacîtie iero-
beΩojumi attiecas arî uz re©ioniem, kas robeΩojas ar Igauniju, Latviju un
Lietuvu. Dalîbvalstis atzîst, ka attiecîgajå lîgumå ierobeΩojumus “flan-
gos” nevajadzétu palielinåt, bet bütu nosakåms adaptåcijas process.
Patlabanéjie ierobeΩojumi flanga zonås bütu jåattiecina uz nacionåla-
jiem un teritoriålajiem griestiem, bet tos nevajadzétu palielinåt.  Baltijas
valstu tuvumå nav nepiecießama munîcija, un més esam patiesi priecîgi,
ka Krievija atzîst ßo faktu. 

Baltijas valstu aizsardzîbas spéjas ir neatñemama militårås droßîbas
sféras da¬a. Dzîvotspéjîga aizsardzîba aizkavé draudus un paaugstina
risku potenciålajiem valsts droßîbas apdraudétåjiem. Íîs spéjas
attîstîßana kopå ar kooperatîvås droßîbas centieniem, pieméram,
viseiropas ieroçu kontroli un uzticîbas veidoßanas pasåkumiem, stipri-
na stabilitåti re©ionå. Paståvîgai müsu aizsardzîbas sistémas attîstîbai
nepårtraukti jåsaglabåjas ne tikai valdîbas, bet arî parlamenta un visas
sabiedrîbas uzmanîbas centrå. Pietiekoßas aizsardzîbas spéjas ir arî
viens no priekßnoteikumiem dalîbai NATO. Jaunå Latvijas valdîba
uzskata ßo par vienu no savåm prioritåtém. Latvija ir gandrîz divkårßo-
jusi savu aizsardzîbas budΩetu. Nåkamajå gadå tas sasniegs 1% no
nacionålå kopprodukta, un més plånojam, ka lîdz 2003. gadam tas sa-
sniegs 2%. Mums jåtuvina aizsardzîbas budΩets vidéjam Eiropas NATO
valstu budΩetam, lai parådîtu, ka més esam uzticami partneri, kas spéj
sniegt savu ieguldîjumu, dalot Alianses dalîbvalstu kopéjo nastu.
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Ekonomiskå droßîba un sabiedrîbas konsolidåcija - ieståßanås
Eiropas Savienîbå

At¬aujiet man pievérsties politiskås un ekonomiskås droßîbas sférai.
Integråcija Eiropas Savienîbå kå nåkamå svarîgåkå Latvijas årpolitikas
prioritåte ir k¬uvusi par galveno instrumentu un dzinéju problému risi-
nåßanai ßajås sférås. Eiropas Savienîbas jautåjums nav saistîts ar militåro
droßîbu, taçu ßîs organizåcijas spéks atklåjas, ja nåkas saskarties ar
draudiem sociålajai un ekonomiskajai stabilitåtei, organizéto nozie-
dzîbu un, ja ir apdraudéta iedzîvotåju labklåjîba. Ar kopîgås årpolitikas
un droßîbas politikas palîdzîbu més spésim piedalîties svarîgu Eiropas
lîmeña jautåjumu risinåßanå. 

Latvijas un citu Baltijas valstu progress politiskajå un ekonomiskajå
jomå, kas sasniegts gados péc neatkarîbas atgüßanas,  ir patießåm
milzîgs. Mums nåcås pårvarét iepriekßéjås totalitårås sistémas mantoju-
mu un radît pilnîgi jaunu sabiedrîbas modeli. Tagad mums ir stabila
demokråtija un funkcionéjoßa tirgus ekonomika. Müsu lielåkais
tirdzniecîbas partneris ir Eiropas Savienîba, kuras da¬a müsu åréjå
tirdzniecîbå aizvien pieaug. Tießås årvalstu investîcijas pagåjußajå gadå
bija visaugståkås viså re©ionå, nacionålå kopprodukta pieaugums bija
viens no lielåkajiem, bet inflåcija sasniedza lîmeni, zemåku par 6%. 

Müsu ekonomikas briedumu pieråda fakts, ka Krievijå notiekoßå
krîze - lai gan tå zinåmå méra skar Latviju - nespéj müs ietekmét vairåk
kå citas centrålås un Austrumeiropas valstis. 

Eiropas Komisijas progresa ziñojums noråda, ka Latvija ir sasniegusi
vérå ñemamu progresu, ievérojot ekonomiskos un politiskos kritérijus,
kuri nepiecießami dalîbai Eiropas Savienîbå, bet daΩås sférås pat
pårsniegusi îstermiña un vidéjå termiña prioritåtes, kuras nosaka
ieståßanås partnerattiecîbas. DaΩos aspektos més esam sekojußi
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Kopenhågenas kritérijiem veiksmîgåk nekå daΩas no tåm valstîm, kuras
pagåjußajå gadå tika uzaicinåtas såkt ieståßanås sarunas. Més ticam, ka
Eiropas Savienîbas dalîbvalstis pietiekoßi novértés ßos sasniegumus.
Més gaidåm skaidru lémumu, kas apliecinåtu, ka tiks såktas ieståßanås
sarunas ar Latviju.

Müsu ekonomika attîstås reizé ar Eiropas Savienîbas standartiem,
bet tajå paßå laikå arî Rietumeiropas Savienîba ir lîdzeklis, kå stiprinåt
müsu ekonomisko droßîbu. Piedalîßanås ßajå globålajå tirdzniecîbas
organizåcijå atver ce¬u uz jauniem tirgiem un pasargå gadîjumos, kad
politisko mér˚u sasniegßanai tiek lietoti ekonomiska rakstura lîdzek¬i.

Piecdesmit padomju okupåcijas gados realizétå pårkrievoßanas un
nekontrolétås migråcijas politika ir radîjusi såpîgas demogråfiskå stå-
vok¬a izmaiñas. Lielåkå da¬a padomju laikå iece¬ojußo imigrantu nav
apguvußi latvießu valodu un nespéj integréties sabiedrîbå. Sabiedrîbas
droßîbas jomå ßî probléma Latvijai ir vissåpîgåkå. 

Lai pårvarétu padomju mantojuma atståtås sekas un veidotu stabilu
un harmonisku sabiedrîbu, jåsper attiecîgi so¬i valodu apguves,
izglîtîbas, kultüras, informåcijas un naturalizåcijas jomås. Referendumå
apstiprinåtie nesenie grozîjumi pilsonîbas likumå lieliski parådîja
Latvijas sabiedrîbas briedumu un stingo apñémîbu risinåt ßo problému.
Te tika balsots gan par müsu sabiedrîbas integråciju, gan par Latvijas
integråciju Eiropas un Transatlantijas institücijås. Patlaban izstrådåtå
integråcijas programma lieliski atspogu¬o nepårtraukto virzîbu uz inte-
grétu, visaptveroßu sabiedrîbu.

Re©ionålå sadarbîba

Baltijas valstis ir uzstådîjußas sev mér˚i - dalîbu Eiropas Savienîbå
un NATO. Baltijas sadarbîba aizsardzîbas jomå stiprina müsu kopîgås
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püles ce¬å uz NATO. Baltijas ministru padomes izstrådåtie mehånismi
palîdz mums apspriest sasåpéjußos jautåjumus un pieñemt kopîgus
lémumus. Tad, kad més beidzot büsim pilntiesîgas NATO un Eiropas
Savienîbas locekles, ßî prasme panåkt kopîgu vienoßanos büs ¬oti
nepiecießama. Baltijas valstu sadarbîba pieråda müsu rietumu partne-
riem, ka més büsim konstruktîvi domåjoßas NATO un Eiropas
Savienîbas locekles. 

Aizvien pieaugoßå sadarbîba Baltijas jüras re©ionå palîdz mums
sagatavoties un stiprina stabilitåti, veicina NATO un Eiropas Savienîbas
mér˚u realizéßanu re©ionå un veido Baltijas jüras télu kå labklåjîbas un
sadarbîbas vietu. Sadarbîba starp Baltijas valstîm un Zieme¬valstîm ir
k¬uvusi par raksturîgu re©iona iezîmi. Es vélétos redzét ßo sadarbîbu
aizvien pieaugam, un nolîdzinåm atß˚irîbas starp 5 un 3.

Eiropas droßîba nav atdalåma un atß˚irama no Transatlantijas sadar-
bîbas. Baltijas valstu droßîbai nav iespéjams re©ionåla rakstura risi-
nåjums. Seviß˚i svarîga ir ASV iesaistîßanås Eiropas jautåjumu risi-
nåßanå, it îpaßi tås klåtbütne Baltijas valstu problémås. Íajå gadå
noslégtå ASV-Baltijas harta jau darbojas praksé. Íovasar Rîgå tikås part-
nerattiecîbu padome. Aizsardzîbas noda¬a ir izveidojusi konsultåcijas
droßîbas plånoßanas jautåjumos visås trijås Baltijas valstîs. Íis ir patiesi
apsveicams solis, tåpat kå lielais skaits militåras sadarbîbas norißu starp
müsu valstîm. 

Savienotås valstis, tåpat kå Kanåda un daudzas citas Eiropas valstis,
ir iek¬autas Baltijas droßîbas palîdzîbas grupå. Kopîgie Baltijas valstu
projekti, kurus koordiné zem BALTSEA lietussarga, lieliski demonstré
müsu valstu apñémîbu kopîgi attîstît müsu aizsardzîbas spéjas. 

Baltijas miera uzturéßanas bataljons (BALTBAT) ir gatavs darbîbai
un uztur mieru Bosnijå kopå ar Dånijas kareivjiem. BALTRON projekts,
kuru ar savu pieredzi atbalsta Våcija, palîdz neitralizét mînas Baltijas
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jürå. Ir uzsåkts Norvé©ijas vadîtais BALTNET projekts, kas savienos
Baltijas valstu gaisa kontroles sistémas ar lîdzîgåm NATO valstîs.
Militårå koledΩa BALTDEFCOL plåno uzñemt savus pirmos studentus
nåkamajå rudenî. Íî augstskola nodroßinås sadarbîbu Baltijas virsnieku
apmåcîbas jomå.

Eiropas Savienîbas un NATO valstu iesaistîßanås re©ionålajå sadar-
bîbå lieliski atspogu¬o uzskatu, ka Baltijas valstis ir nedalåma Eiropas
un Transatlantijas droßîbas ainavas da¬a. Més ceram, ka laika gaitå  ßîs
saiknes k¬üs aizvien spécîgåkas. Våcija, kura uzskatåma par patiesu
Baltijas valstu aizståvi, aktîvi piedalås re©iona norisés, un més ceram, ka
arî iepriekß minétajå aspektå tå turpinås savu ilgtermiña årpolitiku. 

Zieme¬u dimensijas iniciatîva ir vérsta uz aktîvåkas Eiropas
Savienîbas politikas veidoßanu Baltijas valstu Eiropas da¬å, lai tådéjådi
veicinåtu stabilitåti, droßîbu un ekonomisko izaugsmi. Latvija vélas büt
ßîs iniciatîvas da¬a un dot savu ieguldîjumu tås attîstîbai. 

Baltijas jüras valstu padome (CBSS) sniedz lielisku iespéju intensîvai
sadarbîbai sabiedrîbas droßîbas jautåjumos. Padomes speciålo uzdevu-
mu vienîbas iesaista cîñå pret organizéto noziedzîbu attiecîgas dalîb-
valsts policijas struktüras, muitu un robeΩsardzi, lai kopîgiem spékiem
ståtos pretî naudas atmazgåßanai, nelegålam ieroçu un narkotiku trans-
portam, korupcijai un citåm organizétås noziedzîbas formåm. CBSS
veicina ekonomisko sadarbîbu un atbalsta investîcijåm draudzîgu vidi.
Starpvalstu projekti veicina sadarbîbu starp kaimiñvalstu robeΩu
rajoniem.

Vides aizsardzîba un kodoldroßîba ir vél viena sféra, kur CBSS var
uzrunåt re©iona valstis jautåjumå par “vieglo” droßîbu. CBSS virsotñu
tikßanås laikå Rîgå un Visbijå tika piedåvåts modelis turpmåkai Baltijas
jüras valstu sadarbîbai jaunu risku un problému risinåßanå. CBSS var
palîdzét iesaistît re©ionålajå  sadarbîbå Krieviju. 
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Krievija 

Krievija neapßaubåmi ir da¬a no müsu re©iona droßîbas ainavas
Eiropå. Més esam patiesi ieintereséti demokråtiskas sabiedrîbas attîstîba
Krievijå, kå arî apståklî, lai ßajå valstî veidotos tirgus ekonomika un
tiktu ievérotas cilvéktiesîbas.  Més vélamies redzét Krieviju kå uzticamu
un savu darbîbu paredzoßu kaimiñu. Krieviju nekådå gadîjumå
nedrîkst atståt årpus Eiropas droßîbas ietvariem. Tådé¬ més atbalståm
stabilu un konstruktîvu attiecîbu attîstîbu starp Krieviju, Eiropas
Savienîbu  un NATO.  Tåpat més redzam sevi kå pilntiesîgu ßo attiecîbu
dalîbnieci pavisam tuvå nåkotné.

Kopß ßî pavasara müsu attiecîbas ar Krieviju nav bijußas îpaßi
draudzîgas. Més esam atkårtoti izteikußi gatavîbu uzsåkt konstruktîvu
dialogu, un aizsåkto turpina arî jaunå Latvijas valdîba. Tås deklaråcija
aicina meklét jaunu såkumu attiecîbåm ar Krieviju, kuras bütu brîvas no
véstures un ideolo©ijas aizspriedumiem un tendencém.

Més no savas puses,  kå to pierådîja nesenå referenduma rezultåti,
nebaidåmies to darît. Tådéjådi més esam såkußi skatîties uz savu aus-
trumu kaimiñu un attiecîbåm ar to nåkotné caur müsdienu eiropeiskås
domåßanas prizmu. Més ceram, ka Krievija apskatîs ßis problémas tådå
paßå gaismå.

Müsu pieeja attiecîbåm ar Krieviju tiek balstîta uz starptautisko liku-
mu un saistîbu  principiem un normåm. Müsu mér˚is ir izveidot labas
kaimiñattiecîbas ar Krieviju, un ceram, ka arî Krievijas puse sapratîs, ka
dialoga atjaunoßana un starpvaldîbu komisijas darbîbas
atdzîvinåßana,ir arî paßas Krievijas interesés. Ir pienåcis laiks saprast, ka
tådi jédzieni kå “ietekmes sféras” un “sarkanås lînijas” pieder pagåtnei,
un måkslîga pretoßanås attiecîbu uzlaboßanai nekavés Baltijas valstis
ieståties Eiropas Savienîbå un NATO.
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RobeΩlîguma parakstîßana varétu büt årkårtîgi nozîmîgs solis
attiecîbu uzlaboßanå starp müsu valstîm. Amerikåñu dzejnieks Roberts
Frosts ir teicis “labi Ωogi vérß kaimiñus labos draugos”. Més patießåm
vélamies büt labi kaimiñi ar visåm valstîm, ar kuråm mums ir robeΩas.

Pédéjå laikå Krievija pårdzîvo grütus laikus. Latvijas valdîba ir
piedåvåjusi palîdzîbu un paßvaldîbas ir sniegußas humåno palîdzîbu
robeΩu rajoniem, jo més esam patiesi ieintereséti, lai müsu re©ionå
valdîtu stabilitåte. Müsu ziedojums varbüt nebija visai liels, tomér arî
més tådéjådi esam devußi savu ieguldîjumu starptautiskås sabiedrîbas
centienos palîdzét. Tas pieråda, ka Eiropas un Transatlantijas tautu
sabiedrîba atbalsta sadarbîbu, nevis konfliktus. Müsu patieså véléßanås
ir k¬üt pilntiesîgai ßîs sabiedrîbas da¬ai. Pasaulé notiek pårmaiñas un ßai
jaunajai pasaulei ir nepiecießams jauns skatîjums uz notiekoßo. Krievija
to noteikti sapratîs.

Nobeigums

Desmitgades såkumå, kad Igaunija, Lietuva un Latvija atguva
neatkarîbu un uzsåka no jauna veidot savas valstis, droßîbas jautåjums
visbieΩåk tika saistîts ar izdzîvoßanu. Íodien, kad esam k¬uvußi par
reålu kandidåti dalîbai NATO un Eiropas Savienîbå, un spéjam dot savu
ieguldîjumu droßîbai re©ionå un viså Eiropå kopumå, draudu iespé-
jamîba  müsu vitålajåm interesém ir attålinåjusies. Íådu uzskatu pauΩ
arî Latvijas sabiedrîba.

Aktîvå pagåjußo desmit gadu laikå realizétå Baltijas valstu politika ir
veiksmîgi likusi augt droßîbai un stabilitåtei re©ionå, tomér aizvien vél
var atrast sféras, kurås nepiecießami uzlabojumi. Droßîba ir kå divritenis
- nepårtraukti jåmin pedå¬i, lai nenokristu.

Més esam noteikußi prioritåtes un virzienus droßîbas stiprinåßanai,
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tomér més ceréto nespésim sasniegt bez citu palîdzîbas. Neatkarîgi no
tå, vai més ieståjamies NATO vai Eiropas Savienîbå, veidojot labas
kaimiñattiecîbas ar Krieviju, ko més patiesi vélamies, müsu rietumu
kaimiñu atbalsts un ieinteresétîba ir neatñemama saståvda¬a ce¬å uz
nosprausto mér˚i. 

Es ceru, ka ßî konference palîdzés mums visiem kopîgi  saprast, kåds
ce¬ß mums ejams tålåk. Es esmu pårliecinåts, ka müsu izvélétais virziens
ir pareizs.
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Dr. Marts LÅNEM‰ (Mart Laanemäe)
Igaunijas Årlietu ministrijas Valsts sekretåra vietnieks

Jautåjums, uz kuru més mé©inåsim rast atbildi ßajå konferencé, ir
“Cik droßas ir Baltijas valstis?”

Atbilde galvenokårt ir atkarîga no tå, kådu definîciju més dosim
droßîbas jédzienam. 

Ja droßîba nozîmé situåciju, kad no åréjiem agresoriem nav sagaidå-
mi nekådi draudi, tad jåatzîstas, ka tå nekad nav bijusi tik liela kå patla-
ban. 

Ja droßîba nozîmé varenus militåros spékus, tad Baltijas valstîm ir
daudz daråmå. Sarkanå armija bija visspécîgåkais bruñotais spéks, kåds
jebkad atradies Baltijas valstu teritorijå. Tomér neviens nevélas okupåci-
ju kå droßîbas nodroßinåßanas iespéju.  

Ja droßîba nozîmé apkårtéjås pasaules droßîbu, tad més varam justies
pasargåti tikpat lielå mérå kå jebkura cita Eiropas valsts – ikviena
pasaulé, un it seviß˚i Eiropå  izveidojusies  krîze nekavéjoties ietekmés
müsu droßîbu. 

Ja tå vietå, lai apskatîtu visas valsts droßîbu, més koncentréjam
uzmanîbu uz atseviß˚u cilvéku, tad varam teikt, ka müsu problémas ir
tådas paßas kå visås Eiropas valstîs. Iedzîvotåjiem kopumå nav jåbaidås
k¬üt par noziegumu upuriem, tomér ikviens savå ikdienas dzîvé vélétos
justies daudz droßåk. Mums jåturpina cîña pret organizéto starptautisko
noziedzîbu, narkotiku, alkohola un tabakas kontrabandu, naudas
atmazgåßanu kå arî cita veida noziegumiem. 

Valstij ir pienåkums spert visus nepiecießamos so¬us, lai palielinåtu
katra atseviß˚a iedzîvotåja un visas valsts droßîbu kopumå, ñemot vérå
sabiedrîbas viedokli ßajå jautåjumå. Nesenie psiholo©iskie pétîjumi, kas
veikti Igaunijå (Andrus Sårs, Postimees, 2.11.98.), pieråda, ka iedzîvotåji
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uzskata droßîbas jautåjumus par årkårtîgi bütiskiem. Viñi domå, ka
svarîgi ir visi manis iepriekß nosauktie droßîbas aspekti. Sabiedrîba redz
tikai divas iespéjas, kå nodroßinåt Igaunijas droßîbu – ar pilnîgu neitrali-
tåti vai dalîbu gan NATO, gan Eiropas Savienîbå. 

Pilnîga neatkarîba ir brîniß˚îga, ja vien jüs varat to iegüt. Tad, kad
més mé©inåjåm to izdarît pirms 60 gadiem, més piedzîvojåm pilnîgu
neveiksmi. Par laimi, més atrodamies Eiropå, kurå ir attîstîjußås efektî-
vas droßîbas struktüras, un tießi ßî iemesla dé¬ Igaunija ir nonåkusi pie
slédziena, ka vispaßsaprotamåkais un vienkårßåkais droßîbas garants ir
k¬üt par tås Eiropas da¬u, kura jau jütas droßa. Mums pilnîbå jåintegréjas
visås Eiropas integréjoßajås struktürås - tas nozîmé gan Eiropas, gan
Transatlantijas organizåcijås.

Piedevåm müsu droßîbas politikai ir vél viens komponents: mums
nepiecießamas labas attiecîbas ar müsu kaimiñiem. Íî ir viena no para-
digmåm, kas atß˚ir pagåtnes Eiropu no müsdienu Eiropas un atvieglo
ce¬u uz integråciju. 

Faktiski integråcija Eiropas un Transatlantijas struktürås jau notiek
kopß 1991. gada. Igaunija, Latvija un Lietuva ir k¬uvußas par Eiropas
padomes, Eiropas Droßîbas un sadarbîbas  organizåcijas loceklém,  kå
arî iesaistîjußås starptautisko organizåciju  - Apvienoto Nåciju darbîbå.
Müsu ieguldîjums ßajås organizåcijås, savukårt, ir palîdzéjis attîstîties
mums paßiem. 

Tomér ieståßanås NATO un Eiropas Savienîbå joprojåm ir müsu
svarîgåkie uzdevumi.

Igaunija patlaban gatavojas NATO virsotñu tikßanås reizei
Vaßingtonå, kas gaidåma nåkamajå  aprîlî. Tur pieñemtie lémumi
nopietni ietekmés turpmåko NATO attîstîbu. Tagad, kad NATO ir izlé-
musi uzñemt trîs jaunas dalîbvalstis, mums ir îpaßi svarîgi zinåt, kådi
büs NATO lémumi attiecîbå uz turpmåko paplaßinåßanos. 
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Més domåjam, ka nåkamajå reizé, kad NATO uzaicinås jaunas kan-
didåtvalstis, tåm jåbüt Igaunijai, Latvijai un Lietuvai. 

Ja Vaßingtonå netiks izlemts jautåjums par turpmåko
paplaßinåßanos, més gaidåm nepårprotamu paziñojumu, kuram jåbüt
skaidråk formulétam nekå tas bija Madrides virsotñu tikßanås laikå
pieñemtajå deklaråcijå 1997. gadå, kurå tika paziñots, ka NATO durvis
büs atvértas un paplaßinåßanås process turpinåsies. 

Lai pårliecinåtu sabiedrîbu par müsu diplomåtisko pü¬u nopietnîbu,
més lielåko darba da¬u paveicam måjås. Pagåjußajå gadå valdîba izvei-
doja nepiecießamås struktüras un ietvarus, tajå skaitå starpministriju
komisiju, lai spétu efektîgåk koordinét ieståßanås procesu NATO.
Igaunija turpinås aktîvi piedalîties Partnerattiecîbas mieram program-
mås un Eiroatlantijas partnerattiecîbu padomes darbå. Més aktîvi
attîstîsim divpuséjo informåcijas apmaiñu ar NATO pastiprinåta dialo-
ga ietvaros. Més ceram, ka ßis dialogs iegüs vél praktiskåku raksturu un
ieviesîs skaidrîbu abåm pusém jautåjumå, kådi priekßnosacîjumi mums
îsti jåizpilda, lai k¬ütu par NATO dalîbvalsti. Lai attîstîtu ßo dialogu vél
tålåk, més esam plånojußi izstrådåt katram kandidåtam “ce¬a karti”, kas
palîdzés sasniegt galamér˚i - NATO.

Lai ieståtos Eiropas Savienîbå, mums jårisina sarunas ar ßo organizå-
ciju par to, kå un kad padarît Eiropas Savienîbas likumdoßanu par
Igaunijas likumdoßanas da¬u, un péc tam ßis solis jårealizé. Pirmais
pakåpiens ßajå virzienå ir skrînings - més noteiksim, kådas ir atß˚irîbas
starp Igaunijas un Eiropas Savienîbas likumdoßanu. Skrînigs jau tika
uzsåkts 31. martå. Paraléli tam 10. novembrî såkås sarunas par
ieståßanos.

Lîdz ßim skrînings ir bijis veiksmîgs. Més esam pusce¬å analîtiski
salîdzinot Igaunijas likumdoßanu un institücijas ar Eiropas Savienîbå
pieñemtajåm. Nåkamå gada pavasarî gaidåma divpuséjå skrîninga
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tikßanås. Skrînings mums ir devis lielisku pårskatu pår tiem pasåku-
miem, kuri mums lîdz ieståßanås brîdim vél jåveic valsts iekßiené. Kå to
savå 4. novembra ziñojumå norådîja Eiropas Komisija, lîdz ßim müsu
progress ir bijis patießåm straujß. Tomér, neskatoties uz müsu panåku-
miem, ziñojums noråda, kåds darbs mums vél jåveic. Més nedrîkstam
domåt, ka Igaunija jau praktiski ir Eiropas Savienîbas locekle, un tådé¬
turpmåkas püles nav nepiecießamas. Tas, vai més k¬üsim par pilntiesîgu
Eiropas Savienîbas locekli, büs atkarîgs no valsts iekßiené veiktajåm
reformåm. Més tås aizsåkåm 1992. gadå, kad doma par iespéju kådreiz
ieståties Eiropas Savienîbå ß˚ita pilnîgi nereåla.

Tåpat mums jåatcerås, ka paplaßinåßanås temps nav atkarîgs tikai no
mums vien, bet gan arî no Eiropas Savienîbas un tås dalîbvalstîm.
Patlaban notiek iekßéjas pårmaiñas paßå Eiropas Savienîbå, un tåm
jånotiek paraléli paplaßinåßanås procesam. Més ceram, ka nåkoßås
Eiropas Savienîbå prezidéjoßås valstis, no kuråm pirmå büs Våcija,
saglabås abus ßos momentus.

Ja runåjam par kaimiñattiecîbåm, tad no ©eogråfiskå viedok¬a mums
tådi ir trîs: Zviedrija, Somija, Krievija un Latvija. Divas no tåm ir bijußås
koloniållielvalstis, bet påréjas divas  - ßo paßu impériju pak¬autîbå
bijußas valstis, ar kuråm müs vieno etniskas un lingvistiskas saiknes.
Tas attiecas arî uz Latviju. Vienîgais latvießu vårds, kuru prot igauñi, ir
“saldéjums”, un es pat nezinu, kåpéc tas ir tå, tomér lingvistiskås saites
ir cießåkas, nekå lielåkå cilvéku da¬a domå. Igaunis spéj saprast tådu
teikumu kå “Laiskais muiΩnieks skråpéja sîpolu kasti”. 

Labas attiecîbas ar kaimiñiem ir jåsaglabå un jåuztur. Igaunijai un
Latvijai bija vajadzîgi 70 gadi, lai parakstîtu savstarpéjo jüras robeΩu
lîgumu. Igaunija turpina pårrunåt daΩådus lîgumus ar visåm  savåm
kaimiñvalstîm.

Galvenå atß˚irîba starp Krieviju un citiem müsu kaimiñiem ir tåda,
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ka ar Krieviju mums jåparaksta daudz pamata lîgumu, kådi nepiecießami
normålåm ikdienas attiecîbåm starp valstîm. Tomér mums ir lielisks
pamats attiecîbåm ar Krieviju. Kopß 1994. gada, kad Krievijas karaspéks
atståja Igauniju, müsu valstî valda pozitîvas paplaßinåßanås politika
attiecîbå uz Krieviju. Íîs politikas pamatprincipi ir izturéjußi laika pårbaudi.

Igaunija kå Krievijas kaimiñß spéj daudz åtråk nekå citas, tålåk
esoßås valstis,  izprast, cik nopietna ir Krievijas situåcija, un kådas sekas
tå var izraisît. Labs kaimiñß vienmér mé©inås otram palîdzét. Igaunija
cenßas büt ßåds kaimiñß.

Patlaban Igaunijas un Krievijas attiecîbas pamatå varétu raksturot kå
normålas, bet daΩås sférås pat labas. Müsu attiecîbu politiskå stabilitåte
tiek uzskatîta kå abu valstu ieguvums un veido lielisku båzi turpmåkai
sadarbîbai. Mums jåpievérß lielåka uzmanîba savstarpéjai iecietîbai, kå
arî jåkoncentréjas uz atseviß˚åm deta¬åm. Soli pa solim més esam
panåkußi savstarpéju uzticîbu. Regulåri notiek ministru un parlamentu
delegåciju vizîtes. Pédéjo nedé¬u laikå daudzi Igaunijas uzñémumi ir
atjaunojußi attiecîbas ar saviem sadarbîbas partneriem austrumos.

Íajå gadå Igaunija un Krievija ir izveidojußas starpvaldîbu komisiju,
kura par galveno mér˚i uzskata divpuséjo lîgumu ietvaru stiprinåßanu.
Darba attiecîbu kontakti komisijas darba grupu starpå nepårtrüka pat
neseno politisko pårmaiñu laikå Krievijå. Krievija nesen iecéla savai
pusei  jaunu lîdzpriekßsédétåju, ministra vietnieci Valentînu
Matvijenko. Ar to arî vakar Tallinå beidzås pirmå  divu dienu ilgå
komisijas plenårséde. Vakar tika parakstîti divi jauni lîgumi. Més esam
pårliecinåti, kå ßî pakåpeniskå pieeja nåkotné izrådîsies pareiza. 

Igaunijas attiecîbas ar Latviju balstås uz cießu divpuséjo sadarbîbu,
tomér tås lielåkå da¬a norisinås visas Baltijas ietvaros kå sadarbîba starp
Igauniju, Latviju un Lietuvu. Abåm müsu valstîm ir vienådas ilgtermiña
årpolitikas prioritåtes.
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Igaunija uzskata, ka Latviju un Lietuvu vajadzétu nekavéjoties
iek¬aut to valstu grupå, ar kuråm Eiropas Savienîba ir uzsåkusi paståvî-
gas sarunas par ieståßanos ßajå organizåcijå. 

Müsu valstis ir izveidojußas plaßu savstarpéjo  lîgumu båzi. Strauji
pieaug tirdzniecîba un investîcijas, un jau tagad ir virkne uzñémumu,
kuri veic biznesu visås trijås Baltijas valstîs. Íogad ir veikti tådi apsvei-
cami pasåkumi kå trîspuséjå lîguma noslégßana, beztarifa tirdzniecîbas
barjeru samazinåßana, kas ståjås spékå 1. jülijå, Baltijas lîgums par kopî-
go tranzîta kårtîbu, kuru parakstîja 10. jülijå, un Lîgums par kopîgiem
vidéjå lîmeña izglîtîbas standartiem. 

Lai gan savstarpéjo attiecîbu jomå ar Latviju un Lietuvu ir paveikts
milzîgs darbs, mums vél vairåk jåizmanto iespéjas attîstît trîspuséjo
sadarbîbu. Konkréti runåjot – visåm trijåm pusém ir jåizpilda esoßie
lîgumi. Igaunija risina jautåjumus konstruktîvi un vélas aktîvi risinåt
radußås problémas. Müsu valsts dara visu, kas ir tås spékos, lai starp-
tautiskå sabiedrîba nesañemtu signålus, ka Baltijas valstis ir atmetußas
savstarpéjo sadarbîbu, un tås vietå koncentréjas katra uz savu, indi-
viduålo problému risinåßanu. 

Igaunijai ir årkårtîgi svarîga Baltijas kooperatîvo aizsardzîbas pro-
jektu turpmåkå attîstîba.  Pateicoties triju Baltijas valstu apvienotajiem
spékiem un nozîmîgajam daudzu valstu atbalstam, BALTBAT, BALT-
RON un BALTNET darbîba attîstås aizvien plaßåk. 1999. gada 1. sep-
tembrî Tartu tiek plånots atvért BALTDEFCOL. Ío projektu îstenoßanas
robeΩas nosaka nepiecießamîbu aizvien  padzi¬inåt un praktiski
nodroßinåt Baltijas valstu sadarbîbu. Íie projekti, protams, ir arî nozîmî-
ga sagatavoßanås da¬a müsu integråcijai NATO. 

Igaunijas attiecîbas ar Zviedriju un Somiju ir lîdzîgas müsu
attiecîbåm ar Latviju tådå ziñå, ka tås ir plaßåkas Baltijas-Zieme¬valstu
sadarbîbas da¬a.
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Igaunijas attiecîbas ar Zieme¬valstîm, kas vienmér ir bijußas labas,  ir
balstîtas uz lieliski darbojoßamies lîgumiem un kopîgåm interesém
daΩådos lîmeños. Ieståßanås sarunas Eiropas Savienîbå ir pieß˚îrußas
ßîm attiecîbåm jaunas dimensijas.  

Baltijas jüras re©iona nozîmîba tiks akcentéta vél vairåk, kad péc
Somijas iniciatîvas Eiropas Savienîba nolems pievienot savai struktürai
Zieme¬u dimensiju. Més ceram, ka jau no paßa såkuma kopå ar Latviju,
Lietuvu un Poliju més tiksim  iek¬auti tås îstenoßanå. 

Protams, sadarbîba ar visiem müsu kaimiñiem attîstås vél vairåk,
kopîgi strådåjot Baltijas jüras Valstu padomé. Igaunija ar nepacietîbu
gaida ekonomiskås sadarbîbas attîstîbu, it îpaßi – ener©étikas tîklu un
transporta koridoru pilnveidoßanu, kå arî sadarbîbu nemilitårås
re©ionålås droßîbas jomå, kas ietver sadarbîbu cîñå pret organizéto
noziedzîbu Baltijas jüras valstu padomes ietvaros. 

Tomér vissvarîgåkå probléma, ar kådu jåsastopas ne tikai Baltijas
valstîm un Krievijai vien, bet kas skar arî visas påréjås Eiropas valstis, ir
cîña pret nestabilitåti un noziedzîbu visås tås formås. Íeit Baltijas val-
stîm jådod aizvien lielåks ieguldîjums, jo neviena Eiropas valsts nevar
at¬auties izrådît nespéju ziedot nepiecießamo cîñai pret noziedzîbu.
Íodien Baltijas jüras valstu padome rada ietvarus, kuros tiks attîstîta
sadarbîba starp atseviß˚åm re©iona valstîm. Ilgåkå laika posmå divi gal-
venie faktori - integråcija Eiropas Savienîbå un civilås droßîbas attîstîba
- spés radît stiprus pamatus cîñai pret nestabilitåti un noziedzîbu. 

Més pårveidojam savu politiku tå, lai tå atbilstu Eiropas Savienîbas
prasîbåm, un tådéjådi més radîsim pamatus lielåkai droßîbai. Jautåjumå,
kas skar civilo droßîbu, es gribétu nedaudz pårfråzét to, ko sacîju pirms
brîΩa: konflikta modelis ir mainîjies. Laika posmå, kas sekoja aukstajam
karam, lielåkå da¬a draudu, kas tika radîti droßîbai, veidojås valstu
iekßiené, nevis to starpå kå iepriekß. Lai cînîtos ar ßiem jaunajiem
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draudiem, mums ir vajadzîga jauna diplomåtija un jauna starptautisko
attiecîbu izpratne.

Lai gan Baltijas jüras re©ions ir viens no stabilåkajiem pasaulé, mums
nevajadzétu påråk zemu novértét nepiecießamîbu attîstît jaunajiem
apståk¬iem piemérotu, visaptveroßu, elastîgu droßîbas koncepciju. Íådu
droßîbas koncepcijas veidu varétu attîstît, veidojot partnerattiecîbas
civilajå sabiedrîbå.  Ío koncepciju dévé par “civilo droßîbu”. Tå prasa
dzi¬åku sadarbîbu starp valdîbu un sabiedrisko sektoru, kå arî nosaka
abu ßo struktüru nepiecießamîbu darboties efektîvi. Ideålå gadîjumå tas
samazinåtu müsu atkarîbu no militårå sektora, aizståjot to ar jauniem
civilås sadarbîbas mehånismiem, kas balstås uz lielåku cieñu starp cil-
vékiem påri nacionålajåm robeΩåm.

Eiropas Savienîbas dalîbvalstis jau îsteno ßådu praksi.  Civilås
sabiedrîbas stiprinåßana veicina kopîgo likumu, prakses un normu
ievéroßanu, kas savukårt stiprina savstarpéjo sapratni un sadarbîbu.
Katra Baltijas jüras re©iona valsts ir attîstîjusies citådi. Demokråtisko
vértîbu izplatîba palîdzés nodroßinåt visu re©iona valstu attîstîbu tådå
veidå, kas ¬auj tåm vienai otru papildinåt. 

Arî ekonomiskajai attîstîbai ir liela nozîme civilås sabiedrîbas
stiprinåßanå. Re©ionålås tirdzniecîbas attîstîba un savstarpéjås
ekonomiskås saites padzi¬inås ekonomikas integråciju re©ionå. 

Pédéjås desmitgades laikå Baltijas valstîs ir ievérojami audzis
sabiedriskais sektors. Faktiski ßodien més esam neatkarîgi, pateicoties
institücijåm, kuras varétu dévét par nevalstiskajåm organizåcijåm.
Re©ionålo sadarbîbu veicina gan daΩådu starptautisku kontaktu vei-
doßana starp nevalstiskajåm organizåcijåm, gan sadraudzîbas pilsétu un
universitåßu veidoßana. Més jau varam redzét pozitîvus ßîs tendences
rezultåtus. 

Tomér daråmå vél ir daudz. Paståvoßås Baltijas valstu
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demokråtiskås sistémas jåpilnveido, palielinot sabiedrîbas iniciatîvu.
Mums jåpieliek visas püles, lai palîdzétu apmåcît müsu nevalstisko
organizåciju lîderus un darbiniekus. Lai to paveiktu, mums nepårtrauk-
ti jåattîsta starptautiskå  sadarbîba, jåsniedz atbalsts un finansiålå
palîdzîba. Tießi tåpat, kå mums jåattîsta valdîbas administratîvås spéjas,
mums jåveicina nevalstisko organizåciju administratîvais potenciåls.
Més varésim büt pårliecinåti, ka esam sasniegußi tådu integråcijas
lîmeni, kas nodroßina ilgstoßas un cießas attiecîbas ar müsu kaimiñiem
tikai tad, kad büsim izveidojußi darboties spéjîgus sabiedriskos un
valdîbas sektorus viså re©ionå. 

Nobeigumå es gribétu izteikt cerîbu, ka turpmåkie runåtåji spés dot
precîzåkas atbildes jautåjumå par to, cik droßas ir Baltijas valstis. Es
uzskatu, ka tas ir atkarîgs no mums paßiem un no pasaules ap mums.
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Rokas BERNOTAS
Lietuvas Republikas Årlietu ministra vietnieks

Dåmas un kungi!
Tükstoßgades beigås ir tendence pastiprinåties politiskajåm  diskusi-

jåm  starptautiskås droßîbas jautåjumos  un jaunas Eiropas droßîbas
arhitektüras raßanås jomå. Íajå desmitgadé Eiropå notiekoßås ©eopoli-
tiskås pårmaiñas noteiks 21. gadsimta Eiropas droßîbas sistémas apvei-
dus. Neapßaubåmi, ir nepiecießama politiskå drosme un augstsirdîba,
lai darîtu galu netaisnîbai un neskaidrîbåm, kas daudzu gadu garumå
dominé ßajå Eiropas da¬å. 

Neatkarîbas atjaunoßana Lietuvå maksåja dzîvîbas, un valsts atdzi-
ma no jauna reizé ar steidzamu nepiecießamîbu stiprinåt savu droßîbu.
Es minéßu daΩas no müsu såpîgåkajåm problémåm: mums nebija
juridiski noteiktu robeΩu, müsu zemé atradås sveßzemju karaspéks, un
mums nebija paßiem savu bruñoto spéku. Ekonomika bija centralizéta,
un 95% tirdzniecîbas tika orientéta uz Padomju Savienîbu. Més
nonåcåm grütå situåcijå, kad vajadzéja izveidot paßiem savas suverénas
valsts institücijas. Årpolitikas sférå mums nåcås veidot diplomåtiskås
attiecîbas, no jauna ieståties starptautiskajås organizåcijås, kå arî izvei-
dot diplomåtisko tîklu un pievienoties starptautisko konvenciju un lîgu-
mu sistémai. Tomér tajå paßå laikå mums bija arî savas stiprås puses:
müsu tautas stingrå griba, demokråtija un solidaritåte ar påréjåm divåm
Baltijas valstîm - Latviju un Igauniju. 

Tagad, kad pagåjußi tikai daΩi gadi, més varam palükoties atpaka¬
un pakavéties pie saviem panåkumiem droßîbas attîstîbas jomå, kå arî
palükoties nåkotné, lai redzétu, kå to nodroßinåt vél vairåk.

Íodien mums ir noslégti robeΩlîgumi ar visåm kaimiñvalstîm, tajå
skaitå arî ar Krieviju. Mums nav problému nacionålo minoritåßu
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jautåjumå, visiem iedzîvotåjiem ir garantétas tiesîbas uz pilsonîbu. Vél
jo vairåk, mums ir valsts subsidétas programmas, kuras nodroßina
izglîtîbu minoritåtém, daΩreiz tås ir ¬oti nelielas, tomér tås palîdz
saglabåt kultüras identitåti. Viena no müsu årpolitikas prioritåtém ir
izveidot labas attiecîbas ar visåm müsu kaimiñvalstîm. 

Pirmkårt, jåatzîmé, ka attiecîbas ar Poliju, Baltijas valstîm un
Zieme¬valstîm attîstås un k¬üst aizvien cießåkas. Lietuva ir izveidojusi
plaßu sadarbîbas attiecîbu un kopîgo divpuséjo un daudzpuséjo institü-
ciju tîklu, kas vieno Baltijas valstis un caur Poliju veido tiltu to sadar-
bîbai ar påréjo Eiropu. Ir izveidots liels skaits savstarpéji saistîtu sadar-
bîbas struktüru: Baltijas asambleja un Lietuvas-Polijas asambleja,
Baltijas Ministru Padome un Starpvaldîbu sadarbîbas padome ar Poliju,
Baltbat un Litpobalt. Més esam uzticîgi kopîgu ar Baltijas aizsardzîbu
saistîtu projektu tålåkai attîstîbai, pieméram, izmantojot BALTABAT
NATO vadîtajås miera operåcijås, kå arî padarot to par müsu aizvien
pieaugoßo aizsardzîbas struktüru saståvda¬u. Lietuva atrodas vadîbå
BALTNET gaisa aizsardzîbas tîkla izveidoßanå Baltijas valstîs. Més savå
valstî esam izveidojußi re©ionålo centru, kas viså pilnîbå uzsåks darbîbu
nåkamgad. Polija ir k¬uvusi par müsu straté©isko partneri, un müsu
kopîgi izveidotais bataljons - LITPOBAT ir svarîgs elements, sadarbo-
joties aizsardzîbas jomå ar kaimiñvalsti, par kuru ir zinåms, ka tå k¬üs
par pilntiesîgu NATO locekli. Veiksmîgi tiek îstenota Baltijas un
Zieme¬valstu sadarbîba 5 + 3 formåtå. 

Lietuva lieliski apzinås Krievijas lomu nåkotnes Eiropå. Patlaban
Krievija pårdzîvo sareΩ©îtu periodu. Més patiesi vélamies, lai Krievijas
iedzîvotåji demokråtisku un ekonomisku reformu rezultåtå iegütu tik-
pat daudz, cik guvåm més. Més redzam, ka Krievija atrodas milzîgu
pårmaiñu priekßå. Te es nedomåju tikai neseno ekonomisko krîzi, bet
gan arî reformu, kam nepiecießams daudz vairåk laika - domåßanas  un
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vértîbu reformu. Demokråtijas, cilvéka brîvîbas un tirgus ekonomikas
vértîbas pamazåm pårñems arî Krievijas sabiedrîbu. Íodien Krievijas
iedzîvotåjiem jåmaina sava attieksme pret  NATO, jo gadu desmitiem
ilgi viñi ir pieradußi redzét NATO kå agresîvu militåru bloku. Es ticu
tam, ka Lietuvas integråcija Eiroatlantijas struktürås veicinås müsu
attiecîbu konsolidåciju ar Krieviju un stiprinås stabilitåti viså re©ionå.
Més patiesi vélétos, lai müsu attiecîbas ar Krieviju bütu tikpat izdevußås
kå NATO dalîbvalstij Norvé©ijai. 

Ka¬iñingradas apgabalam müsu divpuséjås attiecîbås ir îpaßa loma.
Més esam ieintereséti ßî re©iona ekonomikas attîstîbå, un esam gatavi
piedalîties ßajå proceså. Més vélamies, lai mums kaimiños atrastos uzti-
cama un ekonomiski droßa valsts. Lietuvas firmas  aktîvi investé
Ka¬iñingradas re©ionå.

Attiecîbås ar müsu austrumu kaimiñu Baltkrieviju, més vélamies
attîstît savstarpéji izdevîgu ekonomisko sadarbîbu un tirdzniecîbas
saites. Baltkrievijas iedzîvotåji noteikti iegüs, ja valstî tiks attîstîta
demokråtija, likuma spéks, tiks izveidota pilsoniska sabiedrîba un iedi-
binåtas EDSO normas. 

Lai stiprinåtu re©ionålo sadarbîbu ar Baltkrieviju ir noorganizéti
daΩådi seminåri, lai Baltkrievijas pårståvjus iepazîstinåtu ar véléßanu
likumiem un sabiedriskås domas aptaujas principiem, paplaßinåtu
sadarbîbu masu informåcijas lîdzek¬u un cilvéktiesîbu jomå, kå arî
veicinåtu studentu apmaiñu. Pirms daΩåm nedé¬åm Lietuvas un
Baltkrievijas prezidenti apstiprinåja, ka jårespekté katras valsts tiesîbas
izvéléties tådas starptautiskås politiskås, ekonomiskås un aizsardzîbas
alianses, kå arî droßîbas pasåkumus, kådus tås uzskata par pareiziem. 

Tirgus reforma ir ievérojami veicinåjusi Lietuvas sasniegumus. Més
esam k¬uvußi par vienu no visåtråk augoßajåm valstîm centrålajå un
Austrumeiropå. 1997. gadå nacionålais kopprodukts pieauga par 6.1%.
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Péc aptuveniem apré˚iniem 1998. gada pirmajå pusé nacionålais koppro-
dukts pieauga par 7.3%. Jau ilgu laiku inflåcija Lietuvå ir viena no
viszemåkajåm viså re©ionå, un 1998. gada oktobrî sasniedza savu rekordu
- 3,7% (gadå). Finansu ministrija prognozé, ka 1998. gadå inflåcijas lîmenis
büs zemåks par 6%. Kopß 1995. gada såkuma kopîgås tießås årvalstu
investîcijas pieauga par 250% , un katru gadu to apjoms pieaug gandrîz
divkårt. Papildu investîcijas, kuras iegütas infrastruktüras privatizåcijas
rezultåtå, palielina kopéjo summu lîdz 1 miljardam ASV dolåru, un tießås
årvalstu investîcijas lîdz 2.2 miljardiem ASV dolåru. Eiropas Savienîba ir
galvenais tirdzniecîbas partneris, kas dod vairåk nekå 40% no kopéjå
tirdzniecîbas apgrozîjuma. DaΩådie tirdzniecîbas mode¬i palielina
Lietuvas ekonomisko droßîbu, kå arî  stiprina  tås ekonomisko sistému un
veicina tås pretestîbu åréjiem triecieniem. Krievijå notiekoßå krîze Lietuvu
neietekmé vairåk kå jebkuru citu Eiropas valsti. 

Kopß 1993. gada Lietuva ir noteikusi divas galvenås årpolitikas prio-
ritåtes:  caur asociétås locekles statusu k¬üt par  Eiropas Savienîbas dalîb-
valsti un ieståties NATO. Ce¬å uz ßo mér˚u îstenoßanu més esam guvußi
ievérojamu progresu.

Eiropas Savienîbai ir nozîmîga loma ilgtermiña droßîbas un stabilitåtes
nodroßinåßanå Lietuvå. Més esam patiesi priecîgi, ka Eiropas Komisija ir
augstu novértéjusi müsu valsts panåkumus. Més ceram, ka visdrîzåkajå
nåkotné müs uzaicinås såkt sarunas par ieståßanos Eiropas Savienîbå. 

Ilgtermiña droßîbu Lietuvå var garantét vienîgi ieståßanås kopîgås
aizsardzîbas aliansé - NATO. Galvenås politiskås partijas un sabiedrîba
pilnîbå atbalsta ßo politisko mér˚i. Íådu vienbalsîgu atbalstu rada müsu
pårliecîba, ka demokråtijas vérîbas, cilvéktiesîbas, likuma spéks un tirgus
ekonomika, kas ir müsu ikdienas darbîbas pamatå, ir tie principi, kuriem
seko müsu partneri Eiroatlantijas kopienå. Lietuva ir pårliecinåta, ka vienî-
gais veids, kå  garantét ßo vértîbu dzîvotspéju, ir pievienoties ßo vértîbu
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pirmavotiem. Lietuvießi uzskata, ka NATO ir jåsaglabå spécîgas militåras
alianses statuss, un krîzes situåcijå kopîgiem spékiem jåspéj pieñemt
nekavéjoßi, izß˚iroßi  lémumi. Müsu vésture liecina, ka müsu valsts viena
pati nespéj garantét savu nacionålo droßîbu. Alianses veiksmîgå darbîba
miera saglabåßanas jomå Eiropå pédéjo 50 gadu laikå ir nopietns pamats
optimistiskam pieñémumam par NATO paplaßinåßanos nåkotné. 

Arî pagåjußajå vasarå  Madridé gütie sasniegumi jåliek turpmåkås
attîstîbas pamatå. Més vérojåm iedvesmojoßos balsoßanas rezultåtus, kad
tika lemts jautåjums par triju uzaicinåto valstu iepriekßéjås uzñemßanas
protokoliem lielåkajå da¬å parlamentu, tajå skaitå arî ASV senåtå. Més
ilgojamies apsveikt ßîs valstis, it îpaßi müsu kaimiñu Poliju, pilntiesîgas
NATO locekles statuså.  Valstis, kas nogåjußas tådu paßu atbrîvoßanås ce¬u
kå Lietuva, padarîs paplaßinåßanos par patiesi turpinoßos procesu. 

Patlaban més veicam praktiskos sagatavoßanås darbus, lai ieståtos
NATO. Strauji augoßå ekonomika un politisko partiju vienpråtîba ¬auj
mums palielinåt aizsardzîbas finanséjumu. Íogad més pieß˚îråm
Aizsardzîbas ministrijai 156 miljonus ASV dolåru, tas ir, 1.5% no nacionålå
kopprodukta. Lîdz 2001. gadam més plånojam palielinåt aizsardzîbas
finanséjumu lîdz 2% no nacionålå kopprodukta. 1998. gadå tika izstrådåts
ekonomiski pamatots aizsardzîbas attîstîbas plåns. Tajå uzstådîti sekojoßi
mér˚i:

1. Palielinåt paßaizsardzîbas spéjas; tas sevî ietver infrastruktüras
attîstîbu, it îpaßi sabiedrîbas attîstîbas programmu kvalitåti, jaunu bruñoto
spéku struktüru izveidoßanu, apmåcîbu un gatavîbas pakåpes
uzlaboßanu, jauna sakaru aprîkojuma un aizsardzîbas ieroçu iegådi.

2. Veicinåt bruñoto spéku  sadarbîbu ar NATO. Íî procesa pamatå ir
NATO Plånoßanas un pårskata procesa (PARP) ievießana. 

Tajå paßå laikå més strådåjam pie atbalsta veidoßanas, kas palîdzétu
îstenot müsu centienus ieståties NATO.  ASV-Baltijas Harta nodroßina
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cießu sadarbîbu ar Savienotåjåm Valstîm. Nesen més uzñémåm ievéroja-
mu skaitu senatoru no Savienotajåm Valstîm. Müsu straté©iskå sadarbîba
ar Poliju aizvien pastiprinås, jo to atbalsta ne tikai abas valstis, bet arî müsu
kopienas årzemés. Pirms méneßa Amerikas po¬u kongress izdeva rezolüci-
ju, kurå izteica sekojoßo viedokli: “stingrs atbalsts Lietuvas ieståjai NATO
nåkoßajå alianses paplaßinåßanås kårtå”, un pilnîga atdeve ßî mér˚a sas-
niegßanai “ar tådu paßu entuziasmu, ar kådu tå cînîjås par Polijas dalîbu
NATO”. 

Organizatoriskie ietvari - BALTSEA grupa koordiné palîdzîbu müsu
aizsardzîbas struktüru attîstîbai. Més esam stingri nolémußi aktîvi izman-
tot ßo struktüru, lai veicinåtu sagatavoßanås darbus. 

Vél jo vairåk, Lietuva pieliek visas püles, lai bütu aktîva dalîbniece jau-
nas, droßas un mierîgas Eiropas radîßanas proceså. Jau piecus gadus lietu-
vießu karavîri palîdz saglabåt mieru Bosnijå Hercegovinå, un Lietuva kå
NATO partnere ir gatava dot savu ieguldîjumu humånås palîdzîbas un
miera uzturéßanas operåcijås Kosovå. Piedaloties NATO vadîtajås miera
uzturéßanas operåcijås, Lietuva uzñemas da¬u grütîbu nastas un praktiski
apliecina savu noståju jautåjumå par kopîgas droßîbas nodroßinåßanu.
Lietuva sagaida, ka nåkamajå pavasarî  Vaßingtonå NATO valstu vadîbas
un valdîbas izsludinås nåkamo NATO paplaßinåßanås kårtu, un uzaicinås
piemérotas kandidåtvalstis, tajå skaitå Lietuvu, uzsåkt ieståßanås sarunas.
Lai gan katra valsts tiks vértéta péc saviem kritérijiem, NATO atvérßanai
bütu jåsaglabå lîdzsvars starp Dienvideiropu un Zieme¬eiropu, sütot poz-
itîvus signålus abos virzienos. Més esam pårliecinåti, ka Lietuva ir
pietiekoßi sagatavota, lai tiktu uzaicinåta ieståties aliansé nåkamajå
paplaßinåßanås kårtå. 

Lietuvas progress ce¬å no nedroßîbas uz droßîbu ir nenoliedzams.
Tomér priekßå vél ir ejams tåls ce¬ß.
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Dr. Kamerüns MUNTERS (Cameron Munter)
ASV Valsts Departamenta Padomnieka izpildasistents 

Es gribétu îsi pievérsties ASV-Baltijas Hartai un raksturot to kå
bütisku piedalîßanos Baltijas droßîbå. Harta ir nopietns Amerikas ie-
guldîjums Baltijas valstu demokråtijas brîvîbå, labklåjîbå un nacionålajå
droßîbå. Tå ir atsléga veiksmîgu plaßa spektra saistîbu realizéßanai prak-
tiskajå jomå.  Harta, protams, nav vienîgais, ko Amerika ir devusi
Baltijas droßîbai. Harta pievérß galveno uzmanîbu katras atseviß˚as
Baltijas valsts divpuséjåm attiecîbåm ar Savienotajåm Valstîm
bütiskåkajos ar Eiropas un Amerikas  integråciju saistîtajos jautåjumos,
taçu tå nebüt necenßas aptvert visu Amerikas veikto. Tå nav goda
mielasts, bet gan tå galvenais rotåjums.

Igaunijas, Latvijas, Lietuvas un Savienoto valstu prezidenti parakstî-
ja ASV-Baltijas Hartu Vaßingtonå  1998. gada 16. janvårî. Valsts
sekretårs Eiropas lietås Marks Grosmans (Marc Grossman), uzståjoties
ASV senåtå, izteicås, ka Hartai ir trîs vispårîgi mér˚i:

Pirmkårt, tå no jauna apstiprina kopîgo uzskatu, ka Savienotajåm
Valstîm un Baltijas valstîm ir vienots skatîjums uz Eiropas un Atlantijas
sabiedrîbas nåkotni, kurå jårada péc iespéjas vairåk lîdzîgu un stipru
institüciju. 

Otrkårt, tå turpina virzîbu uz Eiropu, atmetot noß˚irßanas lînijas, un
aicina nekavéjoties nojaukt måkslîgås barjeras, kas izpostîja gadsimtiem
ilgas ekonomiskås, kultüras un politiskås saiknes un  patlaban sadala
Eiropu, un nepie¬aut jaunu barjeru veidoßanu to vietå. 

Treßkårt, vadît NATO paplaßinåßanos, lai vairotu visu Eiroatlantijas
valstu droßîbu, neatkarîgi no tå, vai ßîs valstis ir Alianses locekles,
cenßas tajå ieståties, vai arî nekad nebüs Alianses saståvå.  Hartas darbî-
ba ir vérsta uz Baltijas kå plaßåkas, droßas Eiropas da¬as télu, un nekådå



108 Cik droßas ir Baltijas valstis?

Referåti

gadîjumå nenozîme, kas ßî droßîba tiktu garantéta uz kådas citas
Eiropas da¬as ré˚ina. 

Praktiskajå aspektå Harta radîja çetru valstu partnerattiecîbu komisi-
ju, kas augstå lîmenî  plåno tikties vismaz reizi gadå, lai pårrunåtu pro-
gresu, kas sasniegts ce¬å uz nospraustajiem mér˚iem.  Harta nosaka, ka
divas darba grupas - ekonomikas un droßîbas jomå - tiksies partnerat-
tiecîbu komisijas plenårséΩu starplaikos un apspriedîs îpaßas
uzmanîbas vértos savstarpéjo attiecîbu elementus. 

Ekonomikas darba grupas tikås 1998. gada såkumå un noteica çetras
prioritårås sféras: ener©étika, telekomunikåcijas, transports un vide.
Droßîbas darba grupas sanåca kopå pavisam drîz péc Hartas parak-
stîßanas un koncentréja uzmanîbu uz Baltijas valstu militåro spéku
novértéjumu un iespéjamo modernizåciju. 

Man bija iespéja iepazîties ar ßo diskusiju rezultåtiem, kad  ar tiem
tika iepazîstinåti triju Baltijas valstu ministri un müsu Sekretåra viet-
nieks Strobs Talbots (Strobe Talbott). Tas notika ASV-Baltijas partnerat-
tiecîbu komisijas inauguråcijas pirmajå sanåksmé jülijå Rîgå. Talbots
apsveica Baltijas valstis sakarå ar îså laika posmå panåkto progresu.
Rons Asmus, kurß daudzéjådå ziñå uzskatåms par ßîs pasaules da¬as
Amerikas politikas arhitektu, ar dzi¬u apmierinåjumu paziñoja man, ka
darba grupas aktivitåßu såkums ir ¬oti daudzsoloßs. Savukårt es perso-
nîgi arî biju patiesi priecîgs par iespéju piedalîties privåtå sektora pro-
grammas sanåksmé, kur visu çetru valstu biznesa pårståvji stingri
paståvéja uz savåm pozîcijåm, norådot politikas veidotåjiem, kå
veiksmîgåk attîstît biznesa kontaktus. 

Droßîbas darba grupas turpinåja analizét pirms Hartas parakstîßanas
uzsåktos jautåjumus. Íî analîze ietver Amerikas militåro speciålistu
ziñojumus Baltijas valstu aizsardzîbas plånu un programmu jomå. Viñi
iesaka bruñoto spéku modernizåcijas plånus jaunas un pieaugoßas
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droßîbas situåcijas kontekstå, kåda veidosies Eiropå péc virsotñu
tikßanås Madridé. Íos pétîjumus uzsåka Valsts sekretåres M. Olbraitas
îsås vizîtes laikå Vi¬ñå 1997. gada jülijå, un tie tika îstenoti pieredzéjußå
Savienoto Valstu ©enerå¬a Buza Kivenara (Buzz Kievenaar) vadîbå.   Íîs
studijas, kas pazîstamas ar Kivenara vårdu, analizé pétîjumus, kas lieti
noder triju Baltijas valstu aizsardzîbas ministrijåm, lai izstrådåtu ilgter-
miña straté©iju un stiprinåtu paßaizsardzîbas spéjas un piedalîßanos
Eiropas droßîbas un stabilitåtes veidoßanå.  Piedevåm savu militåro
spéku strukturålajai attîstîbai, darba grupas ñéma ßos pétîjumus vérå un
apsprieda uzticîbas veidoßanas iespéjas un ieroçu kontroles jautåjumus. 

Baltijas Harta ir noderîgs sadarbîbas lîdzeklis gan baltießiem, gan
amerikåñiem, lai kopîgi sasniegtu nospraustos mér˚us, uzlabotu
re©ionålo droßîbu Baltijå, uzrunåtu savus kaimiñus un rastu risinåjumu
jaunåm un daudzveidîgåm ar droßîbu saistîtåm problémåm. 

Ir svarîgi vérst uzmanîbu arî uz to, ko Baltijas Harta nenodroßina: tå
nav pirmais solis vai garantija, lai ieståtos NATO. Drîzåk tå ir dalîts
apgalvojums un mehånisms, kas radîts kopîga mér˚a vårdå - palielinåt
visu Eiropas valstu droßîbu un likt tåm sajust ßos centienus.

Íis mér˚is ietver NATO. Pagåjußå gada 16. janvårî prezidents
Klintons teica: “NATO durvis va¬å un tås büs atvértas visåm partnerval-
stîm. Amerika ir cießi apñémusies radît tådus apståk¬us, kas kådu dienu
dotu iespéju Igaunijai, Latvijai un Lietuvai ienåkt pa ßîm durvîm.”

Ar Hartas palîdzîbu Savienotås Valstis un Baltijas valstis koncentré
savas püles plaßåkam uzdevumam, un NATO paplaßinåßanås ir tikai
da¬a no tå. Íis uzdevums ir stabilas un mierîgas Eiropas izveidoßana,
kurå demokråtiskas valstis paßas izvélas veidu, kå noteikt savu droßîbu,
un kur ßî droßîba nekådå gadîjumå netiek realizéta uz citu valstu ré˚ina,
tießi otrådi - tå palielina arî kaimiñvalstu droßîbu.  

Amerika ir uzsåkusi arî plaßu projektu realizéßanu, kas paredzéti
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sadarbîbas veicinåßanai Baltijas jüras valstu re©ionå. Tå ir Zieme¬eiropas
iniciatîva, kas vélas apvienot visu valstu ener©iju un sadarbîbas iespéjas
- valstu, kas atrodas pie Baltijas robeΩåm, no Somijas lîdz Polijai, no
Dånijas lîdz Krievijai, no Lietuvas lîdz Zviedrijai, no Latvijas lîdz
Våcijai, no Igaunijas lîdz Norvé©ijai. Zieme¬eiropas iniciatîva nav jauna
organizåcija, bet tå uzskatåma par veidu, kå organizét lîdzek¬us, kurus
varétu pievienot jau esoßajiem, tåda pati kå Baltijas jüras valstu padome
(vai, ßim nolükam,  ASV-Baltijas partnerattiecîbu komisija). Izmantojot
divpuséjas attiecîbas, kådas nosaka Harta, kå arî subre©ionålos grupéju-
mus, kå Barenca padome un Eiropas Savienîbas Zieme¬u dimensija,
Zieme¬eiropas iniciatîva cenßas izveidot visa veida attiecîbu tîklu, kas
vienotu Zieme¬eiropas  valstis påri Baltijas jürai. Íådai iniciatîvai
nepiecießama Baltijas Hartas ener©ija un tås radîtå komisija,  kuras dar-
bam jånotiek re©ionålås sadarbîbas ietvaros. Íî iemesla dé¬ nebütu
pareizi Baltijas Hartu un tås droßîbas  elementus uzskatît par tådiem,
kas atrodas atseviß˚i, årpus påréjiem centieniem, kå projektu -”vien-
pati” Savienoto Valstu attiecîbåm ar Baltijas valstîm.  

Zieme¬eiropas iniciatîva strådå, lai stiprinåtu Krievijas saites ar tås
kaimiñiem. Més ticam, ka  més varam güt dubultîgu uzvaru Baltijå, ka
droßas, demokråtiskas Baltijas valstis ir labi kaimiñi droßai un
demokråtiskai Krievijai. Més vélamies, lai ASV-Baltijas Hartas ietvaros
uzsåktå darbîba veicinåtu labas attiecîbas starp kaimiñiem. Tomér, kå
tås izskanéja debatés, kas sekoja péc pirmå NATO paplaßinåßanås raun-
da, var paiet ilgs laiks, lîdz Krievijå dominés lîdzîga attieksme ßajå
jautåjumå.  

Més ticam, ka ar Baltijas Hartas mehånismu palîdzîbu müsu centieni
spés veicinåt reålas droßîbas nostabilizéßanu Baltijas valstîs. Ja tå notiks,
tad iegüs droßîba viså re©ionå. 
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Dr. Eberhards KOLÍS (Eberhard Kölsch)
Våcijas Årlietu ministrijas Politiskå Direktora padomnieks

Baltijas valstu droßîba
Kur més atrodamies? Uz kurieni més ejam?

Ievada komentåri

Ir liels gods ßodien atrasties ßeit un büt Konråda Adenauera Fonda
uzaicinåto viesu vidü. Íî fonda darbîbu Paula Apiña vadîbå visås trijås
Baltijas valstîs augstu vérté Våcijas federålå valdîba un müsu vést-
niecîbas ßajå rajonå. 

Lai gan es esmu Våcijas Årlietu ministrijas loceklis, kur péc pieciem
Eiropas komentétåja amatå pavadîtiem gadiem es strådåju par politiskå
direktora padomnieku, ßodien es runåju tikai un vienîgi no savåm per-
sonîgajåm pozîcijåm. 

Es gribétu apskatît çetrus jautåjumus: 
1. Kådas jaunås valdîbas noteiktås pårmaiñas sastopamas Våcijas
årpolitikå? 

-    tådu nav daudz, un galvenais uzsvars tiek likts uz “paståvîbu” un
“paredzamîbu”.

-   Fragments no 55. lappußu garå koalîcijas lîguma, kurå ir atseviß˚a
noda¬a veltîta Eiropas integråcijai, starptautiskajåm partnerattiecîbåm
un mieram: “Jaunå federålå valdîba turpinås attîstît patlaban esoßås
Våcijas årpolitikas pamatlînijas; mierpilnu sadarbîbu  partnerattiecîbås
ar müsu kaimiñiem, Transatlantijas partnerattiecîbu veicinåßanu,
Eiropas savienîbas paplaßinåßanu un padzi¬inåßanu, visas Eiropas
sadarbîbu ar EDSO, îpaßas atbildîbas veidoßanu demokråtijas un stabili-
tåtes izaugsmei Centrålajå, Austrumeiropå un Dienvideiropå, un
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ilgstoßas attîstîbas veicinåßanu visås dienvidda¬as valstîs.
Iepriekßminétais ir noteikts, ñemot vérå starptautisko likumdoßanu un
cilvéktiesîbas, gatavîbu veidot dialogu, nepiecießamîbu apkarot vardar-
bîbu un veidot savstarpéjo  uzticîbu. Jaunå federålå valdîba  uzskata
starptautisko sadarbîbu par politiku müsu globålås nåkotnes
sargåßanai.
2. Ko tas nozîmé Baltijas droßîbas kontekstå? 

-   Våcijas interese par Baltijas valstîm un to integråciju Eiroatlantijas
struktürås paliek bez izmaiñåm.

-   Tas pats attiecas arî uz principiem, kas nosaka Eiropas droßîbas
ietvarus, tas ir:

* Eiropå nedrîkst radît jaunas nodalîjuma lînijas un pelékås droßîbas
zonas, Centrålajå un Austrumeiropå nedrîkst büt droßîbas vakuums.

*   Més no jauna apstiprinåm jebkuras valsts pamattiesîbas izvéléties
paßai savu droßîbas organizåciju, kuras dalîbniece tå vélas büt, droßîbas
struktüråm jåbüt ietveroßåm un kooperatîvåm. 

* Nevienai valstij, kura ievéro noteiktos kritérijus, nedrîkst aizliegt
ieståties kådå daudzpuséjå organizåcijå, ja attiecîgå valsts ir izteikusi
ßådu véléßanos. 

* Jånosaka jauna droßîbas un sadarbîbas kårtîba   attiecîbåm ar
Krieviju, iesaistot paßu Krieviju, it îpaßi  rajonus, kas atrodas ap Sankt-
Péterburgu un Ka¬iñingradu.
3. Våcijas ieguldîjums, îstenojot savu årpolitiku, piedalîßanås
Baltijas jüras rajona sadarbîbå, kå arî caur savstarpéjåm droßîbas
institücijåm, tas ir — EDSO, NATO, Rietumeiropas Savienîbu un
Eiropas Savienîbu

-  Kopß 1991. gada, kad Baltijas valstis atguva neatkarîbu, tåm
Våcijas årpolitikas dienas kårtîbå ir ierådîta nozîmîga vieta, un tåda tå
tiks saglabåta. Turpinås tradicionålås Våcijas årlietu ministra tikßanås ar
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visu triju Baltijas valstu årlietu ministriem, kuras aizsåkås piektajå gada-
dienå kopß diplomåtisko attiecîbu atjaunoßanas 1995. gadå Leipcigå. Íî
gada jülijå Nîdenå (Kurische Nehrung) notika treßå ßåda veida tikßanås.
Lai gan ministra noslogojums ir milzîgs, lîdzîga tikßanås tiek plånota arî
nåkamajå gadå. 

-   Baltijas jüras valstu padome, kurai tagad ir paßai savs sekretariåts
un oficiålåka iekßéjå struktüra, ßå gada janvårî organizéja virsotñu
tikßanos Rîgå. Federålajam kancleram tå bija lieliska iespéja uz vietas
iegüt informåciju no pirmavota, kas bija ¬oti svarîgi. 

-  Baltijas jüras valstu padomes ietvaros més esam atradußi forumu
gan integråcijas, gan sadarbîbas procesu realizéßanai: Polijai un Baltijas
valstîm, lai sagatavotos integråcijai Eiropas Savienîbå, jau tagad ir iespé-
ja pårrunåt daudzus jautåjumus, arî tos, kas ir Eiropas Savienîbas die-
naskårtîbå.

Krievijas jautåjumå mums paståv re©ionålais forums, kur mums
jåpievérß uzmanîba lîdzîga rakstura jautåjumiem ar mér˚i veicinåt
sadarbîbu starp kompetentiem varas orgåniem un nevalstiskajåm orga-
nizåcijåm. 

- Més atbalståm paßreizéjo Lietuvas prezidentüru, jo tå palîdz
iesaistît müsu Krievijas partnerus, kam vajadzétu vairåk izmantot
piedåvåtås iespéjas, it îpaßi, ja runåjam par rajoniem, kas robeΩojas ar
Baltijas jüru. Kad ßie vietéjie Krievijas varas orgåni, lai pårvarétu objek-
tîvas grütîbas, lüdz atbalstu saviem tießajiem kaimiñiem, tad centråla-
jiem varas orgåniem nevajadzétu kavét re©ionålo solidaritåti. Müsu
kopîgås intereses nosaka, ka re©ionå izveidojußås plaisas nevajadzétu
paplaßinåt vél vairåk, bet gan péc iespéjas samazinåt.  

- Jautåjumå par EDSO Våcija atbalsta Baltijas valstîs notiekoßos
pasåkumus, kas vérsti uz spriedzes mazinåßanu. Mums ir patiess
prieks, ka veiksmîgo Skrundas radiolokåcijas stacijas slégßanu veicinåja
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Latvijas un Krievijas puses sadarbîba un kopîga pieeja ßim jautåjumam,
tåpat arî EDSO pårståvja klåtbütne apvienotajå Skrundas komisijå. 

EDSO 1999. gada dienas kårtîbå ir Eiropas Droßîbas hartas
pieñemßana. Tas büs politiski saistoßs dokuments, kas ievéros  arî
Baltijas valstu droßîbas intereses un apvienos trîs savstarpéji saistîtus
mér˚us:

-  definét EDSO lomu kopéjå Eiropas droßîbas arhitektürå Eiropas
Savienîbas paplaßinåßanås un NATO atvérßanas kontekstå,

-   tålåk attîstît Helsinku nosléguma aktå un Parîzes hartå noteiktos
principus un saistîbas, un

- vél vairåk nostiprinåt EDSO darbîbas spéjas.
Nesenå ministru tikßanås Oslo bija vél viens solis ßajå virzienå.
EDSO misijas Igaunijå un Latvijå, tåpat arî Augstais komisårs

nacionålo minoritåßu jautåjumos, kas sañem  Våcijas ziedotos finansu
lîdzek¬us un kadrus, turpinås iesåkto darbu.

Jautåjumå, kas skar NATO, federålå valdîba ar dzi¬u apmierinåjumu
var teikt, ka Baltijas valstis kå Zieme¬atlantijas sadarbîbas padomes di-
binåtåjlocekles (1991. gada decembrî), kuru 1997. gada maijå pårveidoja
par Eiroatlantijas partnerattiecîbu padomi, ir veiksmîgi izmantojußas
abus forumus, lai veicinåtu savu droßîbas intereßu îstenoßanu. Tåpat arî
més vérojam  Baltijas valstu darbîbu “Partnerattiecîbas mieram” iet-
varos, BALTBAT izveidoßanu, kopîgu Baltijas bataljona izveidoßanu
miera uzturéßanas mér˚iem, BALTNET (Pretgaisa aizsardzîbas spéjas),
BALTDEFCOL, Baltijas aizsardzîbas koledΩu, kura izveidota Igaunijå,
un, protams, jüras spéku vienîbu, kuras vadîbå Våcija ieñem vadoßu
lomu. Uz divpuséjiem pamatiem Baltijas valstis ir iek¬autas vairåk nekå
100 Våcijas militårås apmåcîbas programmås.

-  Jautåjumå par NATO atvérto durvju politiku gribu teikt, ka Våcija
bija tå, kas ierosinåja sasaukt NATO virsotñu tikßanos pagåjußajå gadå,
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lai apskatîtu Baltijas re©iona valstu sasniegto progresu virzienå uz
lielåku stabilitåti un sadarbîbu, un pateiktu, ka Alianses intereses ietver
visas valstis, kuråm ir kopîgas vértîbas. Nåkoßajå nedé¬å, kad tiksies
NATO valstu ministri un virsotñu tikßanås laikå nåkamajå gadå ßo
véstîjumu noteikti apliecinås vélreiz.  Més apzinåmies müsu Baltijas
draugu vélmes: viñi gaida “Madride-plus-formulu” nevis tießu 1997.
gadå sacîto vardu atkårtojumu.

- Rietumeiropas Savienîbå Baltijas valstis kå asociétås locekles tagad
tießi iesaistås diskusijås, kas veltîtas Rietumeiropas Savienîbas droßîbas
un aizsardzîbas politikas jautåjumiem. Rietumeiropas Savienîbas
paståvîgå padome tiekas reizi nedé¬å “18” formåtå, kas ietver, piln-
tiesîgås dalîbvalstis, novérotåjas un asociétås locekles, un nåkamås
nedé¬as tikßanås iesaista 28 valstis, tajå skaitå arî desmit Centrålås un
Austrumeiropas valstis,  to vidü Baltijas valstis. Íådu kårtîbu savå laikå
ierosinåja Francija un Våcija.

Laika gaitå Våcija ir veiksmîgi bagåtinåjusi 28 valstu formåtå
notiekoßås diskusijas, un to nozîme ir krietni augusi. Rietumeiropas
Savienîbas apmåcîbu politika un policijas operåcijas îstenoßana Albånijå
tika apspriestas 28 valstu klåtbütné. Jau 1997. gadå més sagatavojåm
daΩådas iespéjas, kå veicinåt asociéto partneru dalîbu Rietumeiropas
savienîbas tå sauktajos Petersbergas uzdevumos (humånå rakstura un
glåbßanas uzdevumi, miera uzturéßanas uzdevumi, kaujas vienîbu
uzdevumi krîzes vadîbas situåcijai miera uzturéßanas misiju laikå).
Tagad tie ir iek¬auti Eiropas Savienîbas Amsterdamas lîgumå. Més
ceram turpinåt iesåkto ce¬u savas prezidentüras laikå Rietumeiropas
Savienîbå, kas büs 1999. gada pirmajå pusé.

-  Eiropas Savienîbas 1995. gada jünija  Asociåcijas/Eiropas lîgumi ar
Baltijas valstîm beidzot ståjås spékå ßî gada 1. februårî, un tajå paßå
ménesî (23. februårî) notika pirmå Asociåcijas padome ar visu triju
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Baltijas valstu piedalîßanos. 
- Apméram pirms gada, kad notika virsotñu tikßanås Luksemburgå,

valsts un valdîbas vadîtåji uzaicinåja komisiju sniegt ziñojumu par
ieståßanås kandidåtvalstu progresu, kåds sasniegts 1998. gada beigås.
Komisijas sniegtais ziñojums ßå gada 4. novembrî sniedz labvélîgas
atsauksmes par progresu, kådu Igaunija, Latvija un Lietuva sasniegußas
daudzås nozarés. 

- Ja reformas norités tådå paßå gaitå, komisija uzskata par iespéjamu
såkt ieståßanås sarunas ar Latviju 1999. gada beigås. Komisija atzîst, ka
arî Lietuva ir panåkusi ievérojamu progresu, tomér lémumu
pieñemßana jautåjumå par turpmåko kandidåtvalstu uzaicinåßanu såkt
sarunas paliek padomes ziñå. 

- Eiropas Savienîbas åréjo sakaru Zieme¬u dimensijas nozîme krasi
pieaugs 1999. gadå.  Tå ir vérsta uz Baltijas valstîm, Poliju, Islandi,
Norvé©iju un Krievijas federåciju, un skar vairåkas sadarbîbas sféras, kå
pieméram, ener©étiku, kodoldroßîbu un vidi, tirdzniecîbu, telekomu-
nikåcijas un sabiedrîbas veselîbu.
4. Ce¬ß, kas ejams

-  Es vélétos nobeigt savu uzståßanos ar skatu nåkotné. Nåkamgad,
tas ir mazåk nekå péc çetråm nedé¬åm, Våcija pildîs savus prezidentüras
pienåkumus ne tikai Íengenas grupå un G-8 proceså, bet arî Eiropas
Savienîbå un Rietumeiropas Savienîbå. 

Prezidéjot Våcijai büs jårisina plaßa spektra iekßéja un åréja rakstura
jautåjumi Eiropas Savienîbas dienas kårtîbå. Iekßéjo jautåjumu sakarå es
vélétos minét aküto institucionålås reformas nepiecießamîbu,
Amsterdamas lîguma realizéßanu, EURO kå kopîgas valütas ievießanu,
finansu resursu sistémas un lîdzek¬u reformu, tas ir, lauksaimniecîbas
politiku, kohéziju un strukturålos fondus. 

Åréjå rakstura jautåjumu sakarå es gribétu norådît, ka augsta prio-



Cik droßas ir Baltijas valstis? 117

Dr. Eberhards Kolßs

ritåte tiks pieß˚irta attiecîbåm ar Krieviju un Ukrainu. Més patießåm
vélamies atbalstît Krieviju ßajå grütajå laikå, kad valstî notiek politiskie,
ekonomiskie un sociålie pårveidojumi.

No otras puses, Krievijai jåatgådina, ka tai paßai arî jåuzñemas
atbildîba par krîzes risinåßanu. Müsu gatavîba un spéja sniegt atbalstu
büs atkarîga no Krievijas vélmes turpinåt ekonomiskås reformas par
spîti pastiprinåtai sociålajai dimensijai. 

Müs, eiropießus, interesé, lai visos lîmeños tiktu saglabåts politiskais
dialogs, un lai Krievija iesaistîtos ne tikai Eiropas droßîbas jautåjumu
risinåßanå, bet arî plaßåkås krîzes vadîbas operåcijås, pieméram,
Kosovå. Bütu årkårtîgi nepareizi radît Krievijai priekßstatu, ka tå atståta
årpus notiekoßå. 

Savukårt més sagaidåm, ka Krievija no savas puses spers attiecîgos
so¬us, lai atjaunotu uzticîbu un veidotu pamatus ilgstoßåm, pårlieku
nepolitizétåm partnerattiecîbåm, kas atspogu¬o pieaugoßo ekonomisko
droßîbas dimensiju un savstarpéju sadarbîbu. 

Tas ir svarîgi ne tikai Våcijas un Eiropas Savienîbas attiecîbåm ar
Krieviju un Krievijas attiecîbåm ar Baltijas valstîm, bet arî Våcijas un
visas Eiropas Savienîbas attiecîbåm ar Baltijas valstîm un müsu kopîgås
droßîbas garantijåm.
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Peters HESSE (Peter Hesse)
Rietumeiropas Savienîbas Ìenerålsekretariåta
Aizsardzîbas politikas noda¬as vadîtåjs

Priekßsédétåja kungs, dåmas un kungi!
Es vélos pateikties Konråda Adenauera fondam par iespéju dalîties ar jums

pieredzé, kådu pédéjå laikå Rietumeiropas Savienîba guvusi krîzes vadîbas
operåcijås, kurås savu ieguldîjumu zinåmå mérå ir devußas arî Baltijas valstis.
Íis ieguldîjums jåuzskata par  ziedojumu Eiropas droßîbas veidoßanå. 

Mana uzståßanås jåapskata kontekstå un kå turpinåjums  Rietumeiropas
Savienîbas prezentåcijai, kuru pagåjußajå, ceturtajå konferencé sniedza Elisone
Beilza, un kas ietverta konferences materiålu izdevumå. 

Mana uzståßanås ir veidota no trim da¬åm: pirmkårt, îss politiskås uzbüves
izklåsts, kurå Rietumeiropas Savienîbas kå Eiropas krîzes vadîbas operåciju
organizåcijas loma ir manåmi pieaugusi; otrkårt, Rietumeiropas Savienîbas
darbîbas spéju raksturojums; treßkårt, apskats par Rietumeiropas Savienîbas
uzsåkto darbîbu bijußajå Dienvidslåvijå  un paßreizéjo darbîbu Albånijå.

Noslégumå es gribétu vél piebilst daΩus vårdus par Baltijas valstu lomu
Rietumeiropas Savienîbå. 

Politiskå uzbüve

Rietumeiropas Savienîba nesen svinéja sava dibinåßanas lîguma
piecdesmito gadskårtu. Lai gan savas paståvéßanas pirmås çetrås desmitgadés
Rietumeiropas Savienîba ir veikusi daudz derîga, tikai aukstå kara beigås ßî
organizåcija spéja k¬üt pilnîgi patståvîga. 

Beidzoties bipolårajai konfrontåcijai, uzsvars tika likts gan uz teritoriålo un
kolektîvo aizsardzîbu, gan uz krîzes vadîbu Eiropas austrumu un dienvidu
periférijås, kå arî uz Centrålås un Austrumeiropas valstu, tajå skaitå Baltijas
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valstu,  integråciju Eiropas droßîbas arhitektürå. Krîzes vadîba ir sareΩ©îtåka
probléma nekå kolektîvå droßîba, jo tås îstenoßanai  nepiecießama visaptveroßa
un kooperatîva pieeja droßîbai, kombinéjot politiskos, humånos un
ekonomiskos lîdzek¬us ar politiskajåm un militårajåm iespéjåm.

Tajå paßå laikå k¬uva skaidrs, ka Transatlantijas partnerattiecîbåm, kas
garantéja Eiropas droßîbu aukstå kara gados, pienåcis laiks paßåm pielågoties
jaunajai droßîbas videi. Savienotås valstis deva signålu - un to uztvéra Eiropas
sabiedrotie - ka Transatlantijas saites büs iespéjams saglabåt un stiprinåt tikai
tad, ja Eiropa, tas nozîmé, més visi, büsim gatavi velt plecos lielåku smagumu
nekå tas tika darîts pagåtné. Tas nozîméja, ka uz Eiropas pleciem atradås
primårå atbildîba par krîzes vadîbu Eiropå. 

1991. gadå Måstrihtå dotais Rietumeiropas Savienîbas lomas definéjums
slépa sevî divkårßu attieksmi, jo savienîba tika raksturota gan kå Eiropas
Savienîbas droßîbas komponente, gan kå Atlantijas alianses Eiropas pîlårs. 

Rietumeiropas Savienîba sniedz Eiropas Savienîbai pieeju politiski-militåro
krîΩu vadîbas iespéjåm. Tas papildina Eiropas Savienîbas paßreizéjås iespéjas  -
politiski diplomåtiskajå laukå sadarbojoties kopîgås årpolitikas un droßîbas
politikas ietvaros, un ekonomikas laukå izmantojot Eiropas Komisijas
piedåvåtos lîdzek¬us. Efektîvai  Eiropas krîzes vadîbai galu galå ir nepiecießa-
mas iespéjas vérsties péc militåras palîdzîbas, lai veidotu pamatus kopîgai
politikai. 

Ío iemeslu dé¬ laika posmå starp Måstrihtu un Amsterdamu
Rietumeiropas Savienîbas un Eiropas Savienîbas sadarbîba ievérojami pieau-
ga. Cießås institucionålås un praktiskås saites, kådas paståvéja ßajå laikå, vis-
labåk raksturo Eiropas Savienîbas 1993. gada oktobrî izteiktais  lügums
Rietumeiropas Savienîbai pårbaudît, kå Rietumeiropas Savienîba varétu
piedalîties Eiropas Savienîbas plånotajå Bosnijas Hercegovinas pilsétiñas
Mostaras pårvaldé. Es vélétos pakavéties pie Rietumeiropas Savienîbas ie-
guldîjuma nedaudz rüpîgåk.
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1997. gadå noslégtais Amsterdamas lîgums vél vairåk nostiprinåja saites
starp Rietumeiropas Savienîbu un Eiropas Savienîbu, nosakot darbîbas
vadlînijas Eiropas Savienîbas padomei un krîzes vadîbas uzdevumus
Rietumeiropas Savienîbai - tå sauktos Petersbergas uzdevumus, kå arî nosakot
aizvien cießåkas sadarbîbas veicinåßanu.

Amsterdamas lîgums radîja iespéju Rietumeiropas Savienîbai integréties
Eiropas Savienîbå, kå to noteica Eiropas Savienîbas padomes lémums. Paßreiz
Eiropas Savienîbai Rietumeiropas Savienîba var lieti noderét, jo pédéjå var
palîdzét atbalstît Eiropas intereses un politiku. 

Lai sagatavotos ßim solim, ir veikti attiecîgi pasåkumi:
çetråm nepievienojußajåm Eiropas Savienîbas loceklém, kuras ir novérotå-

jas Rietumeiropas Savienîbas sistémå, kopß ßî brîΩa büs pilnîga pieeja
Rietumeiropas Savienîbas veiktajåm darbîbåm, kuras risinåsies Eiropas
Savienîbas vårdå, kå arî tåm, kurås aizmantoti NATO lîdzek¬i un spéki.

Eiropas Savienîba un Rietumeiropas Savienîba ir tuvu tam, lai panåktu
vienoßanos par modus operandi, kas atspogu¬o lémumu pieñemßanas procesus
saistîbå ar Eiropas Savienîbu. 

Ir saskañota abu organizåciju prezidentüru secîba un ilgums.
Tajå paßå laikå kå prioritåte joprojåm saglabåjas cießåka koordinåcija starp

abu organizåciju varas orgåniem. 
Arî attiecîbas ar NATO ir attîstîjußås ¬oti strauji, it îpaßi kopß Rietumeiropas

Savienîbas pårcelßanås uz Briseli. Regulåri notiek kopîgas padomes un to
darba grupu sanåksmes. Sekretariåts un plånoßanas vienîba ir izveidojusi cießu
sadarbîbu ar NATO civilajiem un militårajiem darbiniekiem. 

1996. gada jünijå tika pieñemti svarîgi lémumi attiecîbå uz CJTF koncepciju
un daudznacionålås pavélniecîbas attîstîbas pasåkumiem Rietumeiropas
Savienîbas vadîtajås operåcijås. Pagåjußajå gadå notikusî NATO virsotñu
tikßanås Madridé noteica NATO iekßéjås strukturålås reformas un tås Eiropas
dimensiju. 
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Ío lémumu realizåcija ir atsléga, kas ¬auj Rietumeiropas Savienîbai piek¬üt
plaßajam efektîvo iespéju spektram, kas liekams lietå Rietumeiropas
Savienîbas vadîtajås operåcijås. Arî ßajå sférå més esam sasniegußi ievérojamu
progresu: darbs turpinås daΩådos virzienos, lai koordinétu plånoßanas un
lémumu pieñemßanas procesus un izmantotu NATO lîdzek¬us Rietumeiropas
Savienîbas darbå. 

Èsumå varétu teikt, ka centrålå pozîcija, kådu Rietumeiropas Savienîba
ieñem Eiropas integråcijas gaitå, pateicoties Eiropas Savienîbai un NATO
Transatlantijas saikném, dod tai iespéju izmantot labåko, ko var güt no ßîm
abåm lielåkajåm organizåcijåm, kuras nespéj viena ar otru saistîties tießi. Ir
skaidri redzams, ka Rietumeiropas Savienîba varétu pildît Eiropas Savienîbas
lügumu un piesaistît NATO lîdzek¬us kådas noteiktas misijas îstenoßanai.
Organizatoriski Rietumeiropas Savienîba  atrodas årkårtîgi piemérotå vietå, lai
sniegtu maksimålu atbalstu Eiropas krîzes vadîbas proceså.

Procesa attîstîba

Rietumeiropas Savienîbas patieså darbîbas attîstîba aizsåkås aktivitåßu
atjaunoßanas såkumå, kas bija pielågotas Petersbergas deklaråcijå noteiktajiem
krîzes vadîbas uzdevumiem. Tie ir humåna rakstura, glåbßanas, miera
uzturéßanas, kaujinieku vienîbu uzdevumi krîzes vadîbas situåcijås, tajå skaitå
arî miera uzturéßanas operåcijas.

Rietumeiropas Savienîbas lémumu pieñemßanas struktüra atspogu¬o
îpaßos krîzes vadîbas nosacîjumus: notiek visu lîmeñu politisko un militåro
pårståvju tikßanås - no ministra lîdz pat ierindas darba grupåm.

Atrodoties vidü starp Eiropas Savienîbu un NATO, Rietumeiropas
Savienîba var piesaistît attiecîgo ßo divu organizåciju  militåro spéku darbîbai
Eiropå, kuru politiski vada Eiropas Savienîba, bet militåri atbalsta NATO. Íådå
perspektîvå Rietumeiropas Savienîba ir konsolidéjusi sadarbîbu “18” formåtå,
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tas nozîme, kas tå ir iesaistîjusi 10 pilntiesîgas locekles, 5 novérotåjas, kuras -
izñemot Dåniju - ir vienîgi Eiropas Savienîbas locekles, un 3 asociétås dalîbval-
stis, kuras ir vienîgi NATO locekles. Tajå paßå laikå Rietumeiropas Savienîba ir
uzsåkusi sadarbîbu ar 28 valstîm, tajå skaitå ar desmit centrålas Eiropas asocié-
tajåm partnerém un Baltijas valstîm. Sadarbîba ar asociétajåm partnerém
drîzåk ir k¬uvusi par likumu, nekå uzskatåma par izñémumu, un ßajå
gadîjumå policijas konsultatîvå misija Albånijå ir lielisks piemérs. 

Rietumeiropas Savienîbas misija bijußajå Dienvidslåvijå un Albånijå

Òaujiet man sniegt konkrétus piemérus, kas lieliski raksturo Rietumeiropas
Savienîbas darbîbu krîzes vadîbas operåcijås. Bijußajå Dienvidslåvijå
Rietumeiropas Savienîba uzsåka trîs operåcijas, tås bija:

-    kopîgå Rietumeiropas Savienîbas un NATO operåcija Adrijå SHARP
QUARD,

-   sankciju pieméroßana un muitas operåcijas uz Donavas,
-   policijas operåcija Mostarå,
-   policijas konsultatîvå darbîba Albånijå.

SHARP QUARD

Kopîgå Rietumeiropas Savienîbas un NATO operåcija SHARP QUARD
Adrijå ir lielisks piemérs sadarbîbai starp divåm organizåcijåm. Laika posmå
no 1993. gada jünija lîdz 1996. gada septembrim, saskañå ar Apvienoto nåciju
droßîbas padomes lémumu,  operåcija kontroléja ieroçu un ekonomisko
embargo, kas bija noteikts bijußajai Dienvidslåvijai. Operåciju veica ku©u
flotile, kas darbojås saskañå ar vienotas pavélniecîbas un kontroles sistému,
izmantojot NATO iekårtas COMNAVSOUTH. Tås darbîbu noteica kopîgi
uzdevumi, NATO rîcîba un kopîgie sadarbîbas noteikumi. Operåcijas gaitå
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tika apturéti 74 000 ku©u, 6000 tika pårmekléti un atklåti 6 pårkåpéji. Íai operå-
cijai bija liela nozîme Rietumeiropas Savienîbas un NATO sadarbîbas vei-
doßanå.

Donava

Íî operåcija tika uzsåkta, lai palîdzétu piekrastes valstîm îstenot embargo
uz Donavas. Operåcijå piedalîjås 7 Rietumeiropas Savienîbas locekles, un
viskarståkajå operåcijas norises mirklî tajå bija iesaistîti 250 cilvéki. Viñi
uzraudzîja koordinåcijas un atbalsta centru, kå arî trîs kontroles rajonus
(Mohacu, Kalafatu un Rusi). Misijas laikå Rietumeiropas Savienîba veica 6748
pårbaudes, kuru laikå tika atklåti 422 pårkåpumi. 

Oficiålais operåcijas såkums bija 1993. gada jünijs, un tå nodemonstréja
starptautiskajai sabiedrîbai aktîvu Eiropas dalîbu konfliktu vadîbå bijußajå
Dienvidslåvijå. Savukårt, Rietumeiropas Savienîbai ßî misija bija lieliska iespé-
ja güt pieredzi, jo tå deva iespéju konkrétai praktiskai sadarbîbai starp
Rietumeiropas Savienîbu un daΩåm asociétajåm partnerém. 

Operåcija bija lielisks paraugs Rietumeiropas Savienîbas un EDSO darbîbu
saskañoßanai. 

Mostara

Kå jau iepriekß minéju, 1994. gada septembrî Rietumeiropas Savienîba
atsaucås Eiropas Savienîbas lügumam piedalîties Eiropas Savienîbas civilås
pårvaldes plånoßanå Mostaras pilsétå. Íî bija pirmå reize, kad Eiropas
Savienîba aicinåja Rietumeiropas Savienîbu veikt ßådu îpaßu uzdevumu.

Rietumeiropas Savienîba piedalîjås vienotu policijas spéku organizéßanå
un iesaukßanå darbam pilsétå. Rietumeiropas Savienîbas policijas spéku
mér˚is bija izveidot uzticamu vienotu vietéjo policijas spéku vienîbu, ievedot
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policijas kontingentu no abåm pusém - no Bosnijas austrumos un Horvåtijas
rietumos. 

Eiropas Savienîbas pårvaldes pilnvaras beidzås 1996. gada jülijå, un tika
nozîméts îpaßs Eiropas Savienîbas véstnieks, kura pilnvaras bija spékå lîdz
gada beigåm. Rietumeiropas Savienîbas policijas kontingents turpinåja sadar-
boties ar véstnieku, lîdz viñß 1996. gada oktobrî nodeva savas izpildu funkcijas
vietéjiem varas orgåniem. 

Albånija

Atsaucoties samilzußajai problémai Albånijå, 1997. gada 24. martå Eiropas
Savienîbas Vispåréjo lietu padome péc savas iniciatîvas  noléma izveidot kon-
sultatîvo misiju Albånijå, lai pårbaudîtu ar humåno, ekonomisko, politisko un
droßîbu saistîto problému attîstîbu valstî

Rietumeiropas Savienîbas padome apstiprinåja daudznacionålås konsul-
tatîvas policijas vienîbas (MAPE) pilnvaras kuras tika pieß˚irtas visåm 28
Rietumeiropas Savienîbas tautåm, tajå skatå arî Baltijas valstîm; tådéjådi tås
tika aicinåtas pilnîbå piedalîties minétajå operåcijå. 

MAPE programma sevî ietvéra praktiskus norådîjumus varas orgåniem
Albånijas policijas spéku pårstrukturéßanå; padomus Sabiedriskås kårtîbas
ministrijas reorganizåcijå un apmåcîbu programmu, kas vérsta uz maksimåli
efektîvu  rezultåtu iegüßanu. 

Sakarå ar nesenajiem notikumiem Kosovå, Rietumeiropas Savienîbas
padome ir nolémusi paplaßinåt MAPE padomdevéjas lomu, kas turpmåk
ietvers konsultåcijas policijas vadîbå un kontrolé robeΩrajonos, kå arî
ierobeΩota apjoma  personåla apmåcîbas robeΩas ß˚érsoßanas posteños. NATO
savukårt ir izlémusi inter alia uzsåkt NATO vadîtu programmu, lai palîdzétu
Albånijai un bijußajai Dienvidslåvijas republikai Ma˚edonijai nodroßinåt savu
robeΩu aizsardzîbu. 
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Dåmas un kungi, es jau minéju, ka sekmîgai krîzes vadîbai nepiecießama
visaptveroßa un kooperatîva pieeja droßîbas jautåjumiem. Te jåapvieno poli-
tiskie, humånie un ekonomiskie  lîdzek¬i ar politiski militårajåm iespéjåm.
Rietumeiropas Savienîbas krîzes vadîbas operåcijas apliecina faktu, ka labi
rezultåti ir sasniedzami tikai tådå gadîjumå, ja starp starptautiskajåm organizå-
cijåm, kas aktîvi darbojas krîzes situåcijå, ir izveidojusies patiesa sapratne, un
katra organizåcija sniedz savu ieguldîjumu tajå laukå, kuru tå pårzina vislabåk.

Nobeiguma komentåri

Es gribétu atgådinåt Baltijas valstîm, kuras ir integréjußås Rietumeiropas
Savienîbå,  ka ßî organizåcija büs tåda, kådu Baltijas valstis to veidos.

Rietumeiropas Savienîbai ir nepiecießama nopietna attieksme Eiropas
droßîbas jautåjumos, un it îpaßi “Eiropas droßîbas un aizsardzîbas identitåtes”
kontekstå. 

Baltijas valstis ßajå proceså piedalås, dodot savu ieguldîjumu
Rietumeiropas Savienîbas un NATO darbîbå. 

Kopß 1994. gada Baltijas valstis kopå ar citåm Centrålås Eiropas valstîm
piedalås Rietumeiropas Savienîbå kå asociétås partneres. Rietumeiropas
Savienîbas padomé, kå es jau minéju iepriekß,  ßîs valstis piedalås plaßa poli-
tiska spektra jautåjumu apsprießanå. Tas dod Baltijas valstîm praktisku iespéju
uz vienlîdzîbas pamatiem piedalîties Rietumeiropas Savienîbas politisko
dokumentu Eiropas droßîbas jautåjumos sagatavoßanå, kå arî lemt par
Rietumeiropas Savienîbas lomu krîzes vadîbå. 

Tas ¬auj Baltijas valstîm draudzîgå, sadarbîbas garå veidotå un augsti pro-
fesionålå Eiropas forumå izteikt savas baΩas Baltijas re©iona droßîbas
jautåjumå, un ir apliecinåjums visas Eiropas atbalstam. Baltijas valstîm ir iespé-
ja piedalîties kopîgajås programmås un péc saviem ieskatiem ziedot ßim
mér˚im lîdzek¬us un resursus. 
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Mikola BALTAÛI (Mykola Baltazhy)
Ukrainas Årpolitikas lietu pårvaldes Politikas analîzes un starptautiskås
informåcijas noda¬as direktors

Priekßsédétåja kungs!
Dåmas un kungi!
Pirms såkt, es vélétos pateikties ßîs konferences organizatoriem -

Konråda Adenauera fondam un Latvijas Årpolitikas institütam par
uzaicinåjumu piedalîties ßajå nozîmîgajå pasåkumå. 

Jautåjums, kas norådîts müsu konferences virsrakstå - cik droßas ir
Baltijas valstis - nebüt nav retorisks. Íis jautåjums, protams, lielå mérå
skar arî Ukrainu. 

Attiecîbas ar Lietuvu, Latviju un Igauniju vienmér ir bijußas viena no
Ukrainas årpolitikas prioritåtém un kå tåda tås saglabåsies arî turpmåk.
Tießi tådé¬ stabilas droßîbas nodroßinåßana ßajås valstîs ir tießå saskañå
ar müsu valsts straté©iskajåm interesém. Més apsveicam rezultåtus,
kurus Baltijas valstis ir sasniegußas, pårveidojot savas ekonomiskås un
politiskås sistémas, kå arî ßo valstu iesaistîßanos Eiropas struktürås un
institücijås. 

Íajå sakarå ßî gada janvårî parakstîtå partnerattiecîbu harta starp
ASV, Lietuvu, Latviju un Igauniju Ukrainå tika uztverta ne tikai kå
nopietns solis virzienå uz Baltijas valstu droßîbas stiprinåßanu, bet arî kå
nozîmîgs ieguldîjums jaunås Eiropas droßîbas arhitektüras veidoßanå
kopumå. 

Eiropas 21. gadsimta vispåréjås un universålås droßîbas modeli nav
iespéjams apskatît atrauti no katras atseviß˚as kontinenta valsts, katra
atseviß˚a Eiropas re©iona droßîbas. Citiem vårdiem sakot, Eiropas
droßîbas arhitektüras müΩs ir tießi atkarîgs no katras atseviß˚as valsts,
kura piedalås Eiropas integråcijas proceså.
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Kardinålås ©eopolitiskås izmaiñas Eiropå, kuras notikußas pédéjo
desmit gadu laikå, ir devußas iespéju jaunajåm demokråtiskajåm val-
stîm aktîvi iesaistîties Eiropas apvienoßanas procesos. Ukraina ir viena
no ßîm valstîm. Par savas valsts årpolitikas prioritåti més esam pasludi-
nåjußi integråciju vadoßajås Eiropas un Eiroatlantijas struktürås.
Ukraina ir izvéléjusies ce¬u, kas to ved atpaka¬ uz piederîbu Eiropas
sabiedrîbai, un tådé¬ mums ir nozîmîga loma jaunås droßîbas arhitek-
türas veidoßanå Eiropå. Müsupråt, tai jåbalstås uz vienotas Eiropas
droßîbas rajonu, kurå nepaståv dalîjums. Nåkotné Eiropas droßîbas
sistémai vajadzétu tikt balstîtai uz tådiem pamatprincipiem kå droßîbas
nedalåmîba, visaptveroßas tendences un cießa savstarpéja visu valstu un
starptautisko institüciju  sadarbîba ßajå jomå. Íajå aspektå Ukraina
atbalsta cießu sadarbîbu nåkotnes Eiropas droßîbas ainavas veidoßanå,
kas aptvertu tådas ietekmîgas organizåcijas un struktüras kå EDSO,
NATO, Eiropas Savienîbu, Rietumeiropas Savienîbu un Eiropas pado-
mi. Kå to lieliski paråda paßreizéjais laika posms, visas ßîs struktüras
nespéj iznîcinåt citu citam sekojoßus draudus un riskus müsdienu stabil-
itåtei un droßîbai. Tajå paßå laikå ikviena no minétajåm organizåcijåm,
viena otru papildinot,  ieñem noteiktu vietu Eiropas droßîbas struktürå.
Ukraina cenßas veidot cießas attiecîbas ar katru no ßîm organizåcijåm.
EDSO, protams, spélé ¬oti nozîmîgu lomu ßajås institücijås. Tå dod
patiesi lielu ieguldîjumu miera un droßîbas saglabåßanå kontinentå.
Ukraina aktîvi piedalås EDSO Eiropas Droßîbas hartas izstrådåßanå.
Íim dokumentam vajadzétu k¬üt par noteicoßo visu paståvoßo organizå-
ciju un Eiropas droßîbas struktüru centienu koordinatoru.

Es gribétu pievérst jüsu uzmanîbu attiecîbåm starp Ukrainu un
NATO, veidojot jauno Eiropas droßîbas struktüru. Ukrainas nacionålås
intereses nosaka, ka Alianse spélé galveno pozitîvo lomu starptautiskå
miera, stabilitåtes  un droßîbas saglabåßanå, palîdz uzlabot uzticîbas kli-
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matu Eiroatlantijas sférå un veido Eiropas droßîbas sistému.  1997. gada
jülijå Madridé, parakstot îpaßo partnerattiecîbu hartu ar NATO,
Ukraina iemüréja Eiropas droßîbas pamatos vienu no bütiskåkajiem
˚ie©e¬iem.  Íodien sadarbîbas mehånisms starp Ukrainu un NATO, kå
to paredz harta, darbojas pilnå sparå. Sadarbîba politiskajå, militårajå
un militåri politiskajå lîmenî, tajå skaitå “Partnerattiecîbas mieram” pro-
gramma aktîvi attîstås. Lai koordinétu ßo darbu, Ukrainå ir izveidota
Valsts Starpdepartamentu komisija darbam ar NATO (SIC). Nesen
Ukrainas prezidents apstiprinåja Nacionålås sadarbîbas programmu ar
NATO laika posmam lîdz 2001. gadam. Ío dokumentu augstu novértéja
müsu sadarbîbas partneri Briselé pagåjußajå nedé¬å, kad tas tika prezen-
téts kopîgå SIC un NATO politiskås komitejas sanåksmé.  Ukraina ir
paziñojusi, ka tå nesaskata nekådus draudus, ko tai varétu radît NATO
paplaßinåßanås austrumu virzienå. Tießi otrådi, més uzskatåm, ka ßis
process palîdz atjaunot vértîbas, tas stiprina droßîbu un stabilitåti
Eiropå, un més patiesi atbalståm NATO paplaßinåßanos. Més uzskatåm,
ka to nedrîkstétu apturét péc pirmås paplaßinåßanås kårtas. Més atbal-
ståm NATO pasludinåto atvérto durvju politiku, kas ir svarîga garanti-
ja, lai izvairîtos no jaunu dalîjuma lîniju veidoßanas kontinentå un
palîdzétu visåm demokråtiskajåm Eiropas valstîm iesaistîties jaunås
Eiropas droßîbas arhitektüras veidoßanå. Tajå paßå laikå Ukraina patla-
ban negatavojas ieståties NATO, jo més vértéjam situåciju reåli. Turklåt,
ßådam solim nav gatava ne Ukraina, ne Zieme¬atlantijas alianse. Müsu
gadîjumå, tiklîdz tiks ierosinåts jautåjums par pievienoßanos aliansei,
més piedzîvosim ¬oti negatîvu reakciju no daΩu müsu kaimiñvalstu
puses. Pirmkårt no Krievijas Federåcijas, kura viegli var saßüpot trauslo
lîdzsvaru, kas paståv  starp Maskavu un Briseli. Tådéjådi müsu noståja
apliecina, ka més pilnîbå uzñemamies atbildîbu tådå årkårtîgi jütîgå
jautåjumå kå Eiropas droßîba un stabilitåte. 
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Eiropas Savienîbai neapßaubåmi  ir nozîmîga loma droßîbas
saglabåßanå Eiropå. Més uzskatåm, ka pirmais solis ce¬å uz Ukrainas
straté©isko mér˚i, kas ir integråcija Eiropas Savienîbå, ir asociétås locek-
les statusa iegüßana. Tas nav tikai svarîgs ekonomiskås droßîbas un
sociålås sféras faktors vien, bet més to uzskatåm arî par garantiju, ka
nåkotné Ukraina netiks atståta  årpus Eiropå notiekoßå. 

Saistîbå ar iepriekß teikto es gribétu uzsvért, ka ßobrîd viens no gal-
venajiem draudiem Eiropas droßîbai bütu situåcija, kad Eiropas integrå-
cijas process tiktu uzskatîts par tådu, no kura daΩas valstis noteikti bütu
izslédzamas. Nav grüti paredzét sekas, kådas rastos, ja més sadalîtu
Eiropas valstis potenciålajås kandidåtvalstîs, un valstîs, kuras a priori
nevar kandidét uz dalîbu Eiropas Savienîbå. Rezultåtå Eiropå var izvei-
doties jaunas dalîjuma kontüras un droßîbai un stabilitåtei kontinentå
var rasties nopietni draudi. 

Tå nav nejaußîba, ka ßis termins “dalîjuma kontüras” k¬uva par
neatñemamu saståvda¬u NATO/Eiropas Savienîbas debatés pa-
plaßinåßanås jautåjumå. Jau ßodien mums vajadzétu domåt par iespéja-
majåm negatîvajåm sekåm, kådas varétu izjust Centrålås un
Austrumeiropas valstis, it îpaßi Ukraina, kad Polija, Ungårija un Çehijas
Republika pievienosies Íengenas lîgumam. Uz ßîm valstîm tika
attiecinåta vienkårßota robeΩu ß˚érsoßanas kårtîba, bet vîzu reΩîma
ievießana nopietni kaités cießajåm ekonomiskajåm, politiskajåm un
humånajåm saitém, kuras Ukrainai izveidojußås ar tås rietumu kaimi-
ñiem. Tas skan paradoksåli, ka valstis, kuras kritizéja totalitåros reΩîmus
par to ierobeΩojoßo politiku vîzu jomå, tagad, ß˚iet, paßas gatavojas iet
ßo ce¬u. Tå ir acîm redzama atgrießanås pagåtné. Aktîvi sadarbojoties
“kooperåcijas trîsstüru” ietvaros, Eirorajoni, tas ir, Ukraina, stingri
atbalsta daΩådu forumu harmonizåciju, kå pieméram, CEI, OBSEC,
BSSC utt. Íajå sakarå es gribétu vérst uzmanîbu uz Ukrainas prezidenta
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izvirzîto priekßlikumu nåkoßå gada septembrî Ukrainå sasaukt Baltijas-
Melnås jüras valstu starptautisko konferenci.  Més ceram, ka diskusijas
augståkajå lîmenî par svarîgiem Eiropas integråcijas jautåjumiem var
uzskatît par lo©isku turpinåjumu gaisotnei Vi¬ñå, un gribas ticét, ka tås
dos ieguldîjumu jaunas droßîbas arhitektüras veidoßanai Eiropå un
kalpos kå efektîvas re©ionålås sadarbîbas attîstîbas piemérs.  

Ukraina atbalsta noståju, ka tås ieguldîjums re©ionålås un visas
Eiropas droßîbas attîstîbå ir saistîts ar draudzîgu un biedrisku attiecîbu
veidoßanu ar tås kaimiñvalstîm. Tas ir müsu ce¬ß uz Eiropu. Íodien més
varam teikt, ka Ukraina saglabå ßådas attiecîbas ar visiem saviem kaimi-
ñiem, attîstot savstarpéji izdevîgu sadarbîbu visås sférås. 

Vél viens piemérs, kas liecina par Ukrainas ieguldîjumu starp-
tautiskås droßîbas stiprinåßanå, ir müsu aktîvå lîdzdalîba miera
uzturéßanas operåcijås Apvienoto Nåciju un EDSO ietvaros daudzna-
cionålo stabilizåcijas spéku saståvå Bosnijå un Hercegovinå. Nesen més
apliecinåjåm gatavîbu piedalîties pårbaudes misijå Kosovå. Més apsvei-
cam Baltijas valstu vérå ñemamo veikumu miera uzturéßanas operåci-
jås. Nedrîkst nepieminét Ukrainas labpråtîgo atteikßanos no vienas treß-
da¬as pasaules kodolarsenåla. Íie un citi pieméri skaidri apliecina, ka
Ukraina, tåpat kå Baltijas tautas, nav tikai patérétåja, bet arî spéj dot
savu ieguldîjumu Eiropas droßîbå. 

Tåpat kå Baltijas valstis, Ukraina redz savu nåkotni kopîgå Eiropas
måjå, bet kå gan lai büvé ßo måju, vispirms neparüpéjoties par tås
droßîbu? Es esmu pårliecinåts, ka Ukraina un Baltijas re©iona valstis ir
spéjîgas dot vél vairåk Eiropas droßîbas veidoßanai. Tås spés k¬üt  piln-
tiesîgas un vienlîdzîgas to vienojoßo procesu dalîbnieces, kas noteiks
kårtîbu Eiropå nåkamajå gadsimtå.
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Ik reizi, kad vértéjam Baltijas valstu droßîbu, més neizbégami
atgrieΩamies pie Eiropas Savienîbas un NATO jautåjuma. Ja més
apskatåm ßo problému reåli, tad Eiropas Savienîba dotu Baltijas valstîm
lielåku vispåréju droßîbu, tomér ßis jautåjums nenoståda  maigo droßîbu
pret cieto droßîbu, bet gan noråda, ka gadîjumå, kad krîzes situåcijå ir
nepiecießama konkréta palîdzîba, priekßroka tomér bütu dodama
NATO.  Paståv baΩas, ka tad, ja Eiropas Savienîba kå pirmo piedåvås
maigo droßîbu, tad starptautiskå sabiedrîba varétu uzskatît, ka lîdz ar to
nav nepiecießams steigties ar dalîbu NATO. Nacionålais koncepts, gluΩi
tåpat kå individuålais, attîstås, veidojot noteiktu psiholo©iskås
domåßanas modeli, kas balstås uz pagåtnes panåkumos vai sakåvés
güto pieredzi.  Íis modelis sakñojas uztveré, un to neizmainîs ne objek-
tîvi fakti, ne informåcija. Bédîgås véstures pieredzes dé¬ attiecîbås ar
Krieviju, Baltijas valstis redz ßo lielvalsti kå neparedzamu kaimiñu, kas,
rodoties piemérotiem apståk¬iem, varétu no jauna okupét Baltijas val-
stis. No otras puses, Krievija, kuru nesenå pagåtné rietumi ir iekarojußi
trîs reizes, ieñem tådu pat nogaidoßu noståju, un uzskata NATO
paplaßinåßanos par såkumu nåkotné iespéjamai invåzijai. 

Aukstais karß ir beidzies, tomér jaunås pasaules kårtîba vél joprojåm
nav definéta. Jaunås, neatkarîbu atguvußås, uz demokråtisku attîstîbu
orientétås valstis, kuras atrodas starp precîzi definétiem austrumiem un
rietumiem, ir spiestas meklét pagaidu droßîbu. Savu paßreizéjo
ekonomisko un politisko iespéju robeΩås tås vérß skatu uz NATO. Ja
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NATO paplaßinåßanås patießåm ir vérsta uz stabilitåtes un droßîbas
radîßanu Eiropå, tad bütu lo©iski, ja NATO pirmkårt uzñemtu “starp-
posma” valstis, tådéjådi palîdzot samazinåt spriegumu potenciålajos
uzliesmojuma punktos. Polijas, Çehijas Republikas un Ungårijas
uzñemßana NATO tikai nedaudz palielina faktisko droßîbu Eiropå. 

Rietumu lielvalstis, tajå skaitå arî ASV, joprojåm atbalsta uzskatu, ka
visa re©iona kolektîvå droßîba ir jåbalsta uz demokråtisku tradîciju vei-
doßanu paßå Krievijå, un nav gatavas pak¬aut ßo noståju briesmåm,
påråk kaislîgi atbalstot Baltijas lietu vai ßo valstu  militåros spékus.
Íodien Krievijai nåkas atbildét uz daudz jautåjumiem, kas raksturo stå-
vokli valstî, kas tiek uzdoti gan paßmåju, gan årvalstu informåciju
vajadzîbåm, tåpat arî klasiskais jautåjums - quo vadis Krievija - atbildes
uz ßiem jautåjumiem nav vél joprojåm, un var gadîties, ka to nebüs arî
tuvåko desmitgadu laikå. Íajå situåcijå NATO ir jåsniedz atbildes
divåm pusém. No vienas puses, alianse apgalvo, ka karß ir beidzies, bet
no otras puses tå plåno savu darbîbu gadîjumå, ja  izrådîtos, ka tas tå
tomér nav. Saskañå ar iepriekß teikto,  våjås demokråtiskås un brîvå tir-
gus tendences Krievijå  nes zaudéjumus Baltijas droßîbai un turpina likt
ß˚érß¬us ce¬å uz NATO. Es esmu pårliecinåts, ka tad, ja prezidenta
amatå tiktu ievéléts Zjuganovs, Baltijas valstis tiktu uzaicinåtas
pievienoties aliansei krietni åtråk. 

Krievijas politi˚i un politikas pétnieki neatlaidîgi apgalvo, ka
gadîjumå, ja NATO uzbruktu Krievijai, alianse  iegütu ¬oti maz, bet
zaudétu visu, tådé¬ tå neapdraud Krieviju ne militårå, ne droßîbas ziñå.
Íî situåcija ir visai mulsinoßa, jo rada pamatu ßådam apgalvojumam:
més, krievi, årkårtîgi såpîgi uztveram droßîbas jautåjumu, un, ja uz
mums izdara påråk lielu spiedienu, més varam steigå izdarît kaut ko
nepårdomåtu, ko vélåk visiem nåksies noΩélot.  Més vienkårßu vés-
turisku,  politisku un psiholo©isku iemeslu dé¬ nevaram pieñemt Baltijas
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valstu dalîbu NATO - més devåm Baltijas valstîm neatkarîbu, un tås
neizråda mums pienåcîgu pateicîbu un nevélas ar mums sadarboties. 

Pårtraukumå péc ßådas prezentåcijas kåds rietumu véstnieks privåtå
kårtå ierosinåja izveidot Krievijas vajadzîbåm miera korpusu, kurå ietilptu
rietumu psihiatri. Íim priekßlikumam sekoja vél viens, kurß paredzéja, ka
miera korpuså tiktu iek¬auti arî juristi, kas spétu vienlaicîgi risinåt problé-
mas attiecîgajås rietumvalstîs. Neskatoties uz visu, Krievijas pieeja ßim
jautåjumam nes lîdzi politiskas sekas, un, ja més mekléjam ilgtermiña
droßîbas risinåjumus, tad nedrîkst izlikties to nepamanåm. Acîm redzami
reålpolitika nosaka to, ka, lai kliedétu Krievijas nepamatotås bailes,  ce¬ß uz
uzticîbas veidoßanu ir jåsåk gan NATO, gan perspektîvajåm NATO dalîb-
valstîm. Viens no ßajå virzienå spertajiem so¬iem ir NATO-Krievijas dib-
inåßanas akts. Baltijas valstîm vajadzétu nopietni apsvért iespéjas spert
paßåm savus, lîdzîgus so¬us, lai atbildétu uz Krievijas nemiera pilnajiem
divpuséjiem priekßlikumiem, un tajå paßå laikå rüpîgi turpinåt orientåciju
uz rietumiem. 

Vai nu mums tas patîk vai né, bet tad, kad tiek runåts par Baltijas valstu
droßîbu, visas trîs tautas tiek uzskatîtas par vienu veselu, un lémumam,
kas skar vienu no tåm, jåietekmé arî påréjås divas. Da¬éji tas ir tåpéc, lai
Baltijas valstu vårdå taupîtu rietumvalstu politiskås püles, bet tas nav
vienîgais iemesls. Íådå veidå Baltijas valstis liek apzinåties politisko rea-
litåti, ka, neskatoties uz to, ka igauñiem ir saikne ar somiem un lietu-
vießiem ar po¬iem, ßîs trîs mazås Baltijas valstis spéj politiski un ekonomis-
ki nodroßinåt ilgstoßu droßîbas attîstîbu tikai tad, ja tås sadarbojas kå
vienots vesels. 

Tad, kad més novértéjam tå sauktos priekßnosacîjumus, kas nepiecießa-
mi, lai ieståtos NATO, mums skaidri jåsaprot, ka faktiski tie nav nekas
vairåk kå tikai politiski izdevîgu ieganstu uzskaitîjums, lai vienå vai otrå
veidå attaisnotu politisko realitåti. Politiskå realitåte ßajå gadîjumå liek
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mums noskaidrot, vai kandidåtvalstis ir vismaz attåli  pieñemamas
Krievijai, un vai nodarîtais politiskais kaitéjums ir tå vérts, vai kandidåt-
valstu vélétåji ar savu nevéléßanos vai nespéju îstenot savu vadîtåju poli-
tiskås un finansiålås saistîbas ar NATO   neapdraudés ticîbu NATO, un vai
NATO valsts likumdevéji - it îpaßi Savienoto valstu kongress,  atbalstîs
izdevumus, kas saistîti ar kådas noteiktas valsts uzñemßanu aliansé. Rons
Asmus noråda, ka patlaban ßåds atbalsts Baltijas valstîm nav sagaidåms.
Radußos situåciju varétu mainît tikai vienlaicîga Baltijas valstu valdîbu un
Baltijas-Amerikas pilsoñu lobistu darbîba.

Baltijas hartas uzdevums ir veidot pamatu nepiecießamajiem uzticîbas
veidoßanas pasåkumiem, bet tajå paßå laikå més redzam, ka lîdz pat 1999.
gadam Latvija bija nodemonstréjusi Savienoto valstu pilsoñiem un arî
Kongresam savu véléßanos maksåt finansiålo ieståßanås maksu NATO
tikai vårdos, nevis darbos, jo tikai paßå pédéjå mirklî nacionålajai
aizsardzîbai paredzétais budΩets tika palielinåts lîdz 1% no nacionålå kop-
produkta. 

Droßîba un ekonomiskå labklåjîba ir cießi saistîtas savå starpå un
neizbégami atkarîgas viena no otras. NATO paplaßinåßanås atgådina
zobenu ar diviem galiem - ja Baltijas valstis netiks nosauktas kå kandidåtes
nåkoßajam NATO paplaßinåßanås raundam, tad no tå cietîs ne tikai ßo val-
stu droßîba, bet arî to nåkotnes labklåjîba. 

Es baidos, ka valdîba un sabiedrîba vél joprojåm lielå mérå gaida, ka
droßîba tiks nodroßinåta par brîvu, un lîdz ßim Latvijas piedalîßanos
Partnerattiecîbas mieram programmås lielåkoties finanséja citas valstis.
Manupråt, ce¬å uz NATO, pirmkårt, jåattîsta aizsardzîbas potenciåls, reåla
militårå sadarbîba starp Baltijas valstîm un turpmåka militårå sadarbîba
viså Baltija re©ionå. Citas valstis var veicinåt ßo virzîbu un palîdzét, bet
tikai Baltijas valstis paßas, katra atseviß˚i un visas kopå tuvåkajå nåkotné
var garantét savu droßîbu.
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Igaunijas droßîbas problémas NATO gadadienas priekßvakarå

PSRS sabrukums un aukstå kara beigas pårvérta Baltijas valstu
paståvéßanu par pretrunu, kuru no vienas puses raksturo to izvei-
doßanås par neatkarîgåm valstîm, no otras – garantiju trükums to turp-
måkai suverénai paståvéßanai: kaimiños atrodoßås Krievijas  nenoteiktå
nåkotne var netießi ietekmét visa re©iona stabilitåti. 

Neskatoties uz to, vai izveidojußies apståk¬i ir pozitîvi (neatkarîba)
vai negatîvi (iespéjamie draudi pazaudét atgüto neatkarîbu), Baltijas
valstis, tajå skaitå arî Igaunija, ir patiesi ieinteresétas attîstît stabilas
paståvéßanas iespéjas, mekléjot jaunas droßîbas koncepcijas un veidojot
jaunas aizsardzîbas potences.

Mulsinoßais vårds “droßîba” 

Cilvéki drîzåk médz sagatavoties konfliktiem nekå sadarbîbai. Íis
populårais Traigva Li (Trigve Lie), Apvienoto Nåciju pirmå
©enerålsekretåra atzinums pårsteidzoßi precîzi raksturo ne tikai aukstå
kara vésturi, bet arî paßreizéjo starptautisko situåciju. 

Més bieΩi runåjam par individuålo droßîbu, sabiedrîbas droßîbu,
tautu, reΩîma un pasaules vides droßîbu. Kopumå ñemot, droßîba ir vis-
nota¬ sareΩ©îts jédziens un mulsinoßa parådîba. Teorétiski droßîbu ietek-
mé divi vadoßi un konkuréjoßi pieñémumi - reålisms un ideålisms (vis-
maz 20. gadsimtå), kuri aptver iedzîvotåju droßas paståvéßanas indi-
viduålo un nacionålo lîmeni. 

Tautas valstiskås droßîbas modelis aptver gan iekßéjås, gan starp-
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tautiskås darbîbas sféras, un ietver sevî “maigås” un “cietås” droßîbas
pasåkumus: ekonomikå (såkotnéji makroekonomikas attîstîbu valstî),
politikå (demokråtijas stabilizåciju) un vides aizsardzîbå (piesårñojuma
lîmeni) utt. Tas ietver arî valsts aizsardzîbu, ko iespéjams apskatît,
ñemot vérå trîs da¬éji atß˚irîgas un da¬éji lîdzîgas iezîmes, kas skar poli-
tiskos, militåros un sabiedrîbas aspektus. Valsts militårås aizsardzîbas
lémumus parasti pieñem tås politiskå vadîba. Militåristi parasti izstrådå
vispåréjos politiskos mér˚us, un politi˚iem savukårt jånodroßina finan-
séjums ßo mér˚u sasniegßanai. Valsts sabiedrîbai un tås pilsoñiem kå
mér˚is jåatbalsta lîdzek¬i, kådus valsts izmanto aizsardzîbai.  

Igaunijas dilemma – droßîbas mekléjumi

Igaunija ir klasisks mazas valsts piemérs, kurå ir 1.5 miljoni
iedzîvotåju. Tås teritorija ir 45.100 kvadråtkilometru, robeΩa ar Krieviju
ir 290 km, ar Latviju 267 km, mums ir jüras robeΩas ar Somiju un
Zviedriju. Vienîgå nozîmîgå izejviela ir naftas slåneklis.  900.000
iedzîvotåju no kopéjå skaita ir igauñu izcelsmes, påréjie ir padomju imi-
granti vai to pécteçi.

Igaunijas kå mazas valsts probléma slépjas sekojoßajå apståklî: no
vienas puses “mazs ir skaists”, bet no otras puses “mazs ir bîstams”.
Salîdzinåjumå ar lielajåm valstîm, mazajåm vajadzétu büt vieglåk sek-
mîgi veikt påreju no totalitåra reΩîma uz demokråtiskiem politiskiem
pårkårtojumiem. Tajå paßå laikå – maza valsts ir lielisks mér˚is teri-
toriålå nozîmé lielai un ambiciozai valstij. Mazås valstis jütîgi uztver
notikumus savå valstî un tåpat arî rea©é uz müΩam mainîgo vietu starp-
tautiskajå arénå, kur nozîmîgu lomu spélé starptautiskå vide. Tå kå
Igaunija atrodas blakus bijußajai superlielvalstij, kuras kå lielvalsts
nozîmé pasaulé patlaban krasi samazinås, mums ir pietiekoßs iemesls
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vél bez savåm iespéjåm  meklét papildu droßîbas garantijas. Ir vismaz
divi iemesli, kas liek mums büt piesardzîgiem. Pirmkårt, Krievija ir
atdzîvinåjusi savas årpolitikas ©eopolitisko aspektu, un, otrkårt,
Krievijai joprojåm ir kodolieroçi, kas nepamierinåtu militåristu rokås
var radît nopietnus draudus.

Ìeopolitiskais aspekts Krievijas vésturé ir dominéjis vienmér, tas
bija svarîgs PSRS un tagad ir k¬uvis par vienu no pamatelementiem
paßreizéjå Krievijas årpolitikå un droßîbas politikå. 

Attiecîbås starp Krieviju un Igauniju patlaban valda divi galvenie
faktori: savstarpéja neuzticîba un krasas atß˚irîbas jautåjumå par
notikumu attîstîbu pasaulé nåkotné. Müsu attiecîbås vérojams aiz-
domîgums, kuru rada vairåki specifiski faktori. Krievijas domåßanas
veidu raksturo KisindΩera teiktais “ja kåda tauta kaut ko ir darîjusi 400
gadu, tas apliecina noteiktu  tendenci; tas noråda, ka 400 gadu garumå
ßajå  valstî îstenotais tås sabiedrîbas vadoñu pécteçiem  ir ß˚itis pieñe-
mams”. Iepriekß teiktais attiecas uz  Krievijas çetru gadsimtu laikå rea-
lizéto veiksmîgo ekspansijas politiku kontinentå.  Igaunijai kå ßîs
ekspansijas upurim ir patiess iemesls neticét Krievijai.

Krievija kå viena no lielåkajåm kodolvalstîm apdraud ne tikai
Igauniju, bet arî visu pasauli kopumå. Padomju Savienîbas
paståvéßanas laikå kodolarsenåla uzturéßanå bija iesaistîti aptuveni
miljons cilvéku, apméram 2000 no tiem zinåja kodolieroçu radîßanas
noslépumu, bet 3000-5000 bija ieguvußi lieliskas zinåßanas plutona
raΩoßanå un uråna bagåtinåßanå. 

Kopß neatkarîbas atgüßanas 1991. gadå Igaunija redz divas organizå-
cijas, ar kuru palîdzîbu varétu nodroßinåt droßîbu valstî - NATO un
Eiropas Savienîba. Pirmajos atjaunotås neatkarîbas gados Igaunija mek-
léja iespéju k¬üt par abu ßo organizåciju dalîbnieci, bet deviñdesmito
gadu vidü Igaunijai nåcås saskarties ar izvéles iespéjåm: pirmkårt, k¬üt
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par NATO un Eiropas Savienîbas dalîbvalsti; otrkårt, palikt årpus
NATO, bet ieståties Eiropas Savienîbå; treßkårt, neieståties ne NATO, ne
Eiropas Savienîbå. No visåm minétajåm iespéjåm pirmå bija visopti-
mistiskåkå, pédéjå - vispesimistiskåkå. Treßå iespéja radîtu peléko zonu
Eiropå starp Krieviju un Rietumvalstîm. Divdesmitajos un trîsdesmita-
jos gados to dévéja par bufera zonu, un no tås baidîjås visas trîs Baltijas
valstis. Par laimi, 1997. gada Luksemburgå notikusî virsotñu tikßanås
pavéra ce¬u otrås iespéjas îstenoßanai. 

Igaunijas årpolitikas cerîbas

1998. gada 26. novembrî jaunais Igaunijas årlietu ministrs Rauls
Melks uzrunåja Riigikogu (parlamentu). Tå bija svarîga valdîbas
uzståßanås pirms parlamenta véléßanåm 1999. gada martå. Pédéjo divu
gadu laikå Igaunija kå savu pirmo årpolitikas prioritåti bija uzstådîjusi
integråciju Eiropas savienîbas struktürås, un kå otro - ieståßanos NATO.
Årlietu ministrs R. Melks savå runå paziñoja par izmaiñåm ßajos årpoli-
tikas mér˚os - integråcija NATO tagad tiek izvirzîta kå pirmå prioritåte.
Arî sadarbîba ar Baltijas valstîm tika nosaukta kå viena no svarîgåkajåm
droßîbas prioritåtém. Igaunijas prezidents Lennarts Meri, blakus
Eiropas savienîbas un NATO dalîbvalstu statusa iegüßanai, visu laiku
pasvîtro vél vienu Igaunijas droßîbas aspektu - labas attiecîbas ar vienî-
go superlielvalsti pasaulé - ASV. 1998. gada janvårî ASV, Igaunijas,
Latvijas un Lietuvas prezidenti parakstîja ASV - Baltijas sadarbîbas
hartu, kas uzsver droßîbas aspektu, lai gan pats dokuments kopumå,
neskatoties uz tå politiskå un ekonomiskå rakstura sada¬åm,  ir sava
veida droßîbas garants. Hartas pirmå darba sesija notika 1998. gada jüli-
jå Rîgå, kur çetru dalîbvalstu årlietu ministri sapulcéjås, lai apspriestu
Baltijas droßîbas problémas. 
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Nobeigumå es vél vélétos piebilst, ka Igaunija pieder lielåkajai
pasaules kopienas valstu grupai - mazo valstu grupai. Tås nelielais
iedzîvotåju skaits, ierobeΩotå ©eogråfiskå teritorija, izejvielu trükums,
nepietiekoßi attîstîta rüpniecîba, nepietiekams militårais potenciåls
nosaka valsts årkårtîgi lielo bütîbu un atkarîbu no droßîbas perspektî-
vas. No otras puses, tå atrodas blakus valstij ar milzîgu iedzîvotåju
skaitu, vienu no lielåkajåm teritorijåm pasaulé, nebeidzamiem izejvielu
kråjumiem un plaßu militåro arsenålu, kas ietver arî kodolieroçus,
tomér patlaban ßî valsts atrodas krîzes situåcijå, tås rüpniecîba nav
pietiekoßi attîstîta, pieredze demokråtijas îstenoßanå ir pavisam neliela,
tås vadoßajos eßelonos valda neaprakståma korupcija, un ßî valsts ir
slavena ar savu ekspansîvo vésturi. Íådos apståk¬os Igaunija meklé ne
tikai “maigås” droßîbas garantijas, bet gan “cietu” droßîbu, kuru tå
saredz, k¬üstot par NATO dalîbvalsti. Igauniju interesé konkréts ce¬ß,
kas ved uz faktisku NATO “atvérto durvju” politikas realizåciju.
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docents

Més zinåm, ka starptautisko attiecîbu vésturé droßîbas un stabilitåtes
jautåjumu risinåßana prasa vislielåkås püles.

Ja runåjam par Baltijas valstu åréjås droßîbas problémåm, tad jåñem
vérå ne tikai droßîbas risinåjumu mekléjumi attiecîbås ar kaimiñvalstîm,
kå arî Eiropas un Eiroatlantijas organizåcijåm, bet arî minéto starp-
tautisko organizåciju pieñemto lémumu ietekme uz ßo valstu iekßéjo un
åréjo droßîbu. DiemΩél liels skaits patlaban Eiropå paståvoßo starp-
tautisko  un Transatlantijas organizåciju nesamazina savus re©ionålos
konfliktus un nespéj nodroßinåt ilgtermiña stabilitåti Eiropas kontinen-
tå.

Salîdzinot divus pétîjumus jautåjumå par Baltijas valstu ieståßanos
NATO (vienu veica Atlantijas padome, otru Rand korporåcija), ir viegli
pamanît, ka abas pieejas jautåjumam par Baltijas valstu un Baltijas
re©iona droßîbas un stabilitåtes nodroßinåßanu  krasi atß˚iras. NATO
valstu vadîtåju tikßanås laikå Madridé, kur noléma paplaßinåt aliansi,
tika atbalstîta Rand korporåcijas noståja Baltijas jüras re©iona droßîbas
jautåjumos. Tomér Baltijas valstis skaidri netika nosauktas kå nåkamås
NATO locekles. ASV valsts sekretåres Madlénas Olbraitas piezîme,
kuru viña izteica savas viesoßanås laikå Vi¬ñå péc Madrides tikßanås
1997. gadå, ka “jaunås NATO dalîbvalstis nedrîkst büt tikai droßîbas
patérétåjas vien”, jåuztver kå ieteikums, ka Baltijas valstîm vél joprojåm
daudz daråms aizsardzîbas jomå paßåm savås valstîs, un tikai tad tås
varés k¬üt pilntiesîgas alianses locekles. Turklåt Alianse vél joprojåm
nav gatava pretoties Krievijas Federåcijas veto tiesîbåm Baltijas jüras
re©iona droßîbas jautåjumos.
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Lietuvas centieni “izpildît savu måjas darbu” un pievienoties
Aliansei ir labi redzami, ja analizéjam valsts budΩetu, no kura 1999.
gadå 1.51% no nacionålå kopprodukta tiek ziedots aizsardzîbai. Tåpat
Lietuva aktîvi piedalås daΩådu starptautisku organizåciju darbå
droßîbas un stabilitåtes jomå.

Visåm valstîm, kuras tiecas k¬üt Eiropas Savienîbas un NATO locek-
les, ir vienådi mér˚i: pirmkårt, demokråtijas konsolidåcija, otrkårt,
labklåjîbas uzlaboßana, un treßkårt, droßîbas stiprinåßana. Eiropas
Savienîbas prasîbas jaunajåm dalîbvalstîm ir lîdzîgas: demokråtijas nos-
tiprinåßanås, tirgus un investîciju iespéju attîstîba, droßîbas attîstîba un
izvairîßanås no ekonomiskås un sociålås nestabilitåtes. Ja salîdzinåm ßos
divus mér˚us, tad varam secinåt, ka Eiropas Savienîbai büs mazåk
problému minéto jautåjumu sakarå, ja tå izß˚irsies uzñemt jaunus
biedrus, nevis atstås tos årpusé. DiemΩél més redzam, ka patlaban
Eiropas Savienîba neizråda îpaßu interesi paplaßinåßanås procesa
paåtrinåßanå. Eiropas Savienîbas dalîbvalstu pilsoñi neatbalsta Baltijas
valstu uzñemßanu Eiropas Savienîbå.

NATO prasîbas jaunajåm dalîbvalstîm galvenokårt koncentréjas uz
to ieguldîjumu Eiropas droßîbas un stabilitåtes stiprinåßanå.  Jautåjumå
par Baltijas jüras re©iona stabilitåtes jautåjumiem jåñem vérå maigås un
cietås droßîbas aspekti. Baltijai ir ¬oti svarîga Zieme¬valstu noståja ßajå
jautåjumå, it îpaßi, ja runåjam par maigås droßîbas pasåkumiem.
Pieméram, 1998. gadå  Zieme¬valstu tießås investîcijas Lietuvå sasniedza
40% no kopéjå investîciju apjoma. Íodien Baltijas valstu neatkarîba un
droßîba nav apdraudéta, un iespéjams, tå netiks apdraudéta arî tuvåka-
jå nåkotné. Tomér neviens nevar garantét, ka  ilgåkå laika posmå Baltijas
un Eiropas valstu droßîbai  briesmas nedraudés. Íis jautåjums var k¬üt
aizvien aktuålåks, it îpaßi péc Krieviju skårußås finansu krîzes un citiem
nesenajiem notikumiem ßajå valstî. Dalîba Eiropas Savienîbå vai vismaz
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ieståßanås sarunu uzsåkßana ar Latviju un Lietuvu ir viens no
lîdzek¬iem, kas var mazinåt ßådu iespéjamîbu un spéj sniegt
Baltijas valstîm droßîbas garantijas.

Tå kå Baltijas valstu centieni ir vérsti uz ilgtermiña droßîbu un
stabilitåti Baltijas re©ionå, kas spétu aizkavét jebkurus draudus
to droßîbai, vienlaicîgi tiecoties péc dalîbas Eiropas Savienîbå,
Baltijas valstis cenßas pievienoties NATO. Neskatoties uz atzinî-
gajiem vårdiem un atbalsta solîjumiem stiprinåt Amerikas-
Lietuvas attiecîbas, kuri tika izteikti Amerikas senatoru apmek-
léjumu un pazîstamå prezidenta Kartera bijußå padomnieka
droßîbas jautåjumos Z. BΩezinska vizîtes laikå Lietuvå 1988. gada
novembrî, kå arî tikßanås ar valsts ierédñiem parådîja, ka jaunåm
dalîbvalstîm nåkotné durvis uz NATO ir atvértas tikai teorétiski.
Í˚iet, ka tådé¬ lietuvießu centieni izpildît visas prasîbas, lai
Lietuva tiktu uzaicinåta såkt sarunas par ieståßanos NATO, ir
palikußi bez atbildes. Tomér ir grüti iedomåties, kå bez NATO
lîdzdalîbas Baltijas re©ionå varétu izveidot re©ionålo cietas
droßîbas sistému. Arî nesenie Eiropas Savienîbas dalîbvalstu
årlietu uz aizsardzîbas ministru paziñojumi neatbalsta cerîbas,
ka Eiropas droßîbas arhitektüru varétu balstît uz Rietumeiropas
Savienîbas aizsardzîbas aliansi.

Nobeigumå varétu teikt, ka: pirmkårt, dalîba Eiropas
Savienîbå vai veiksmîga sarunu uzsåkßana ar visåm trijåm
Baltijas valstîm paplaßinåtu politiskås un ekonomiskås saites ar
Eiropas Savienîbas dalîbvalstîm un stiprinåtu stabilitåti Baltijas
jüras re©ionå; otrkårt, plaßåkåm politiskåm un ekonomiskåm
saitém ar Rietumeiropas valstîm vai vél vairåk - pilntiesîgai
dalîbai Eiropas Savienîbå, vajadzétu nodroßinåt tå sauktås
maigås droßîbas garantijas, un treßkårt, veiksmîgåka ekonomiskå
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attîstîba at¬autu Baltijas valstîm pieß˚irt vairåk finansu resursu
sociålås un aizsardzîbas mér˚iem, kas savukårt palielinåtu to
iekßéjo droßîbu un iespéju nåkotné ieståties NATO.
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