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Foreword

FOREWORD

These are the proceedings of the third international
conference on Baltic security organised by the Konrad
Adenauer Foundation and the Latvian Institute of International
Affairs. These conferences have established a tradition in Riga
whereby foreign policy makers and security analysts gather in
the first week of December to assess how the major security
trends in Europe during the previous year effect or may effect
Baltic security.

NATO and the EU are undergoing internal reforms at the
same time as they have committed themselves to admitting the
central and East European states, including the Baltics, seeking
membership in them. But the "opening" of these major - and
very successful - European and Transatlantic institutions has
brought with it a host of problems; Russian opposition to NAIO
enlargement is only one of the causes challenging security
building in the post - Cold War order.

European Monetary Union, the Common Foreign and
Security Policy, the future role of the West European Union, and
financial constraints facing NATO also contribute in
complicating both enlargements and resolving how Europe will
look like in the 21st Century.

These questions are of vital importance for the Baltic states
since the abitity to meet EU and NATO membership criteria are
only part of their problem - and not always the most decisive -
in their efforts to reintegrate with the West.

The three Baltic speakers - Dr. Valdis Birkavs, the

EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States ELt and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States

Atis Lejiryi, Pauls Apinis

l.atvian Foreign Affairs Minister, Dr. Mart Laanemae,
Oounsellor, Estonian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and

Dr. Vygaudas Usackas, Head of the Political Department,
l.ithuanian Foreign Ministry - presented the official positions
of their respective countries: the readers will not be surprised
to learn that all three countries see the security needs in the

same light, mainly, the ultimate guarantor of Baltic security is
rnembership in the EU and NATO.

The terrible experience of the Nazi * Soviet pact of 1939,
lollowed by Yalta and fifty years of Soviet occupation explains

why. EU and NAIO mean stability, democratic development and

lirll membership in the West; the Baltic states would cease to be

rr "buffer zone" between the East and the West.

The foreign speakers - Mr. Robert C. Nurick, RAND
( lo-operation, Dr. Dmitry V. Trenin, Carnegie Moscow Centre,

Moscow, Dr. Karl A Lamers, MP, CDU/CSU faction, Bundestag

irnd Director Jacques Golliet, Robert Schuman Foundation,

lirance, reflected the thinking that in many aspects prevailed in
tlrcir respective countries. Although everybody agreed that the

llaltics will not be admitted to NAIO in the first trance, the

t;ucstion remained unanswered how this may consequently effect
llaltic security. In other words, would Poland's NATO
rrrcmbership increase or decrease Baltic security?

Mr. Nurick spoke of the importance of NAIO sending the

right political signals to all concerned that the door is, indeed,

rrot closed. But this also means making the open door policy
t'r'cdible, and who and how, in fact, will walk through it.

Dr. Trenin, on the other hand, emphasised that NATO
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enlargement could have serious implications both for the
Baltic states and Ukraine. If the Baltics were to be admitted
to NATO, this might provoke a new confrontation between
Russia and NATo. He proposed instead that the new NATO,
working together with Russia and having an enhanced
partnership with the Baltics is the answer to regional stability
and security, especially if the Baltic states were admitted to
the EU.

Mr. Lamers said that the second step of NATO
enlargement should begin already after the NATO summit in
1999- The problem was convincing the Russians that an
enlarged NATO is in Russia's own interests - countries with
stable democratic systems on its western borders would herp
Russia, not hurt it.

Mr. Golliet'pointed out that the EU, in its present form,
cannot guarantee the security of its members states. The Baltics
would get only a moral guarantee of solidarity, but not an
institutional response to the security needs. Nor can the wEU
help in this regard either. There appears to be no credible
alternative to NATo. At the same time the EU while remaining
in the Alliance, must become stronger so that it can ensure its
own security and Russia must be involved as a co-operative
associate of NATO.

The comments by Col. Romuald Ratajcak, Chief of
cabinet of Secretary of State, Ministry of National Defence,
Poland, Mr. Jan Knutsson, Deputy Assistant Under
Secretary, Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Sweden, and Mr. per
Carlsen, Deputy Permanent Under - Secretary of State for

Atis Lejiry|, Pauls Apinis

l)cfence, Denmark, together with the lively debate that
lirllowed helped to contribute to a better understanding of the

llaltic states. NATO and Russia * a debate that will
trndoubtedly continue for several years to come.

Atis Lejins
Director

Paulis Apinis
Representative of the Konrad

Latvian Institute Adenauer Stiftung
of International Affairs in the Baltic states

EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States
EU and I{ATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States
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Mr. Atis LEJryS
Director, Letvian Institute of International Alfairs

Minister, Excellencies, ladies and gentlemen!
Allow me to extend a most cordial welcome on behalf of

the Latvian Institute of International Affairs to the third
international conference on Baltic security in Riga. Together
with the Konrad - Adenauer Foundation we *urrg" these
conferences every December to measure the pulse of the security
debate that has taken place in the transatlantic community during
the year and assess its significance for Baltic security. Now,
when NATO within a few months will decide on the who and
when in the next stage of its enlargement strategy, it is only
appropriate that we should devote this meeting,s theme to the
specific question of future NATO and Baltic relations.

The three Baltic states lie on the same East - west fault

EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States
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linc as does Poland, but a general consensus has emerged that
lrstonia, Latvia and Lithuania will not be in the first enlargement
nrund. This gives rise o a very fundamental question: will
l)oland's admission to NAIO increase or decrease the security of
the Baltic states?

A prominent group of experts has gathered here today to
lddress this question. Dr. Robert C. Nurick became better known
to us after the groundbreaking article in Survival earlier this year
written together with Robert Asmus on NAIO enlargement and
Lhe Baltic states. He is based at the RAND Corporation in Santa
Monica, California and has worked for a number of years with
llaltic security issues. We are grateful that he could cross two
continents and an ocean to be with us for this occasion.

Dr. Dmitry V. Trenin is affiliated with the Carnegie
lindowment for International Peace in Moscow, which is a
branch of the main Carnegie office in Washington. Presently he
is working on a project on future Russian, Baltic and NAIO
rclations.

Dr. Karl A. Lamers is a member of the CDU/CSU Faction
in the Bundestag and co--ordinator of the newly formed CDU
strategic planning Foreign Policy Group. His area of
responsibility in this group is the Baltic states as well as German
relations with Russia. Senator Jacques Golliet, in addition to
being the director of the Robert Schuman Foundation in Paris, is
illso a counsellor to the French Minister of Defence. We are very
pleased that he is here today - this is the first time that we will
hear a French view in our conferences.

We have three distinguished guests to comment the
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presentations: col. Romuald Ratajczak, chief of cabinet of
Secretary of State, Ministry of National Defence, poland;
Mr. Jan Knutsson, Deputy Assistant Under _ Secretary, Ministry
for Foreign Affairs, Sweden, and Mr. per Carlsen, Deputy
Permanent under - Secretary of State, the Danish Ministry of
Defence.

May I use this occasion to congratulate Mr. carlsen on his
appointment as the next Danish ambassador to Lithuania!

I hope very much that the discussions and ideas generated
in this conference will contribute, however modestly, to
enhanced security for the Baltic states in a Europe that will live
at peace with itself in the next century.

I must apologise on behalf of the president of the Republic
of Latvia Mr. Guntis Ulmanis for not being able to ofricially
open this conference as planned. He felr ill yesterday but does
send his best wishes for the success of our deliberations. we
certainly wish him a speedy recovery!

EU and NATO Enlargement * The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States

Paulis Apini,s

Mr. Paulis APINIS
llepresentative of the Konrad Adenauer Stftung
in the Baltic states

Excellencies!
Members of the Parliament and Representatives

of Ministries!
Ladies and Gentlemen!
Dear Guests!

I am glad to open this second international conference
organised by The Konrad - Adenauer Foundation and the
| .atvian Institute of International Affairs. entitled NAIO and the
llaltic states. Quo vadis?

NATO is looking for a new structure: the first enlargement

lrrocess will perhaps take place in 7997, and the Baltic states
have shown great effort and still are hoping to be chosen in the

9
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first group. They are looking for security and NAro is the only
extant organisation that can offer this security. Nobody likes to
live in a so called ..grey zone.,, To live in freedom, peirce,
democracy and justice: that is what this generation of Barts and
their children and grandchildren want.

Germany, which for over 50 years was a divided country,
knows what it means to live in the shadow of a wall. Now the
physical wall has been dismantled, yet there are people riving
with an internal wall. It will perhaps take at reast or. -or-generation for Germany to be rally reunited.

Ever since the reunification of Germany, the country has
been confronted with new tasks in international politics.
Germany is expected to do more now than before in eniancing
European integration and unifying Europe, in participating in the
United Nations and implementing genuine partnership in
relations among countries.

To preserve peace and freedom, to strengthen democratic
constitutions, to combat poverty and to preserve a natural basis
for the life of future generations: these are today,s global
challenges. From these challenges arise numerous iasks with
which the German state and society must cope in the context of
international co-operation.

For more than thirty years, the Konrad - Adenauer Fowrdation
has been co--operating with parhrers in rnany cotrntries of the globe.
The Foundation's intemational work aims at enhancing democracy
and development, promoting mutual understanding across national
and cultural bourdaries, providing help to achieve self - suffrciency
and to carry out peace policy on a truly global scale.

i0 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 1l
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The international work of the Konrad - Adenauer
lioundation is based on the Christian concept of human nature,

rrnd man as a personality forms the core of the Foundation's
activities. The Foundation thus contributes towards he

clevelopment of international politics and relations on a basis of
(lhristian responsibility. The promotion of understanding and

tolerance among different cultures, as well as the demand for the

irnplementation of human rights and individual freedom, is
rooted in this concept.

In international co-operation, the Foundation is following
the principles underlying Konrad Adenauer's policy. In his
thinking, the unification of Europe and co-operation across the

North Atlantic represented the pillars on which the integration of
the Federal Republic in the international community rested.

llecoming thus embedded in the Western community of values

provided a basis for co-operating with the states of Central and

llastern Europe, as well as those of other continents and regions.
'l'he reunification of Germany has not changed this.

Let me finish with a quote from what Konrad Adenauer

wrote in 1952: "Peace and freedom - these are the foundations
of humane existence. Without peace and freedom, nations cannot

develop, and mankind can enjoy neither happiness nor
tranquillity. Peace for a single human being is impossible

without peace for the community. Peace for an individual is
impossible without peace for his or her nation. But peace without
fieedom is not peace."
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Dr. Valdis BIRKAVS
Minister of Foreign Affairs, Latvia

Mr. Chairman, Your Excellencies, ladies and gentlemen!
Thanks to the joint effort of the Konrad Adenauer

Stiftung and the Latvian Institute of International Affairs we
have an excellent opportunity today to address a vital question
of the emerging security architecture in Europe - the question
of security of the Baltic states in the context of NATO
enlargement.

It is a genuine pleasure for me to participate in this
conference and I praise its organisers for creating an important
forum for discussing Baltic future.

You may have noticed that to illustrate the realities of
today I frequently draw examples and parallels from the past.
I am not going to disappoint you: I have another example.

t2 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Bqltic States
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The question "Quo vadis?" originally comes from the New
l'cstament. It reads:

Simon Peter asked, "Quo vadis, Domine?" ("Lord, where
ttt'c you going? ")

Jesus replied, "Where I am going, you cannot follow now,
lttil you will follow later. " Peter asked, "Lord, why cant I follow
trtu now? I will lay down my life for you."

Then Jesus answered, "Will you really lay down your life
lir me? I tell you the truth, before the rooster crows, you will
tlisown me three times!"

(John: 13, 36 - 38)

This short conversation has certain relevance to the
situation in which we frnd ourselves today. It bears similarities
rrnd differences to an imagined dialogue between the Baltic
states and NAIO nations.

Do you not find the answer 'you cannot follow now, but
you will follow later' similar to the one of the most used
lormulas about Baltic NATO membership: "The answer is not
no, but not yet"?

And do you doubt that the Baltic peoples as they declare
their readiness to take upon themselves the full costs, the full
risks and full responsibilities of membership are as sincere as

Simon Peter saying: "Lord, I will lay down my life for you."?
I would like to stress, however, that Latvians will never

clisown their commitment to the values, principles and solidarity
of the Euro * Atlantic community.

l3
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So o'r answer to the question 'quo vadis, Baltic states?, is
clear: we followthe Alliance and we hope to join at an early stage.

we strongly believe that we will become members of the
Atlantic Alliance. we have been reassured in this regard by the
leader of the Alliance, the united States of America. In keeping
with this faith, we welcome the words of Mr. Thomas Siebert,
the US Ambassador to Sweden, who said recently: ,,For my
Government the question of NATo membership for the Baltic
states is not if but when.,,

Latvia's way is the Euro - Atlantic way: of this I can assure
you not only as the chairman of a political party called Latvia,s
way but also as the Foreign Minister of a country whose ultimate
goal in foreign and security policy, that of integration in NATO
and the EU, has been approved by the overwhelming majority of
the Parliament, is shared by almost all our political parties and
supported by the people.

The answer to the question: .,quo vadis, Alliance?,, is
manifold. NATO has been engaged in the ambitious task of
reforming itself, opening up for partners and establishing a
framework for co-operation with Russia. I think that efforts to
achieve all these goals simultaneously are the only way to make
Europe secure.

We appreciate the commitment of our American friends to
our security and to helping us prepare for membership. yet we must
admit that some of the European nations are somewhat more
reluctant to reinforce our efforts to join NATO. we still have to help
our friends and neighbours to come to a common understandins of
our security situation in the context of NATO enlarsement.

t4 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 15
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No consensus has been reached among the Western

countries concerning the steps that have to be taken to avoid the

creation of "grey zones of instability." We are worried that if the

Ilaltic states are left outside the first post - Cold War NATO
cnlargement and fail to join the EU soon we could face a
destabilisation of our security environment.

We do not expect that Westem countries will 'bring us in'

iust for the sake of historical justice or because of their assumed
('eeling of guilt. We are certainly aware that there are no free

lunches and that we have to work hard to prepare ourselves for
r.nembership in NAIO and the EU. Yet besides the statements

that the doors of the Euro - Atlantic House remain open we need

also a road to reach this house and its doors.

There is an old Iberian saying: "Traveller, there are no

roads. Roads are made by walking." 'W'e are ready to make the

road by walking but we need assurances that we are welcome in
the House and that our efforts to reach it are supported.

I would say that the Baltic states and NAIO share a mutual
responsibility for achieving their common goal: stability and

security in the Baltic Sea area. Only with high hopes, clear

vision, and steady purpose will we be able to fulfil this historic

task.

Ladies and gentlemen, NAIO is going ahead with its

intemal reforms. We are sure that by the time we join NATO it
will be a new Alliance, one in which crisis management,

peacekeeping, out - of - area missions and co-operation with
fbrmer adversaries will play an increased role.

Thus, being asked whether we see an alternative for
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Latvian membership in NAro, I usually answer: the only
alternative to NAro for us is the New NATO. of course we
understand also that participation in new tasks should not and
will not deflect the Alliance form its principal defence purposes.

We also do not see the EU as an alternative to NATO
membership. The EU and NATO are two complementary and
mutually reinforcing directions of our foreign and security
policy. They represent two dimensions of a single process: the
process of Euro - Atlantic integration. The means to achieve
these two strategic goals of our policy are, to alarge extent, the
same: strengthening our statehood, consolidating the nation,
bringing social and economic relations in order, maintainins
good relations with our neighbours.

As I already said, we understand that we have to work hard
to make sure that we are welcome residents of the Euro - Atlantic
House. I would like to stress to my domestic audience that it is
above all our own decisiveness, engagement and success in
reforms, that will determine the pace ofjoining the Euro - Atlantic
House. we try to assure our people that there is no predestination
and that the crucial decisions on our future will be our own, not the
ones made in Washington, Moscow or Brussels. However, to
make these reassurances reliable, the government needs a clear
perspective of rnembership in both NAIO and the EU.

We believe that his perspective could be created by
concluding agreement(s) between Latvia and the Atlantic Allies
that would contain:

. recognition of Latvia as a country fully eligible to join NAIO;

t6 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States l7
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. commitment to cooperage with the aim to prepare for full
membership and to hold consultations on the course of
these preparations;

. definition of basic principles of relations between Latvra
and the Alliance until Latvia can assume full
responsibilities of the Washington Treaty.

In a nutshell, this basic security equation then would
lead as

Atlantic Agreement:Washington Treaty - Article 5 + New
Missions r Partnershipfor Peace (AA-WT - Art.5+PFP/CJTF)

Ladies and Gentlemen:
Allow me to make a short overview of our efforts in

preparation for membership. For the purpose of this presentation,
they could be grouped into the following areas:

. strengthening of the country's defence capabilities;

. participation in the international co-operation programs
and peace - keeping operations;

. maintaining good neighbourly relations.

The most urgent tasks in these areas are the following:
In the defence and security area:

(l) elaboration and implementation of National NATO
Compatibility Plan whose integral part will be the Force
Development Plan;
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(2) establishment of national and resional Baltic air
surveillance capability ;

(3) creation of an efficient crisis management system.
In the Jield of international security co-operation and

peace - keeping.
(1) broadening and deepening of co-operation among the

Baltic states: expansion of the BALTBAT project;
(2) co-operation within the enhanced PFP program;
(3) participation in international NATO - led peace -

enforcement operation and in LIN peacekeeping;
(4) undertaking new bilateral security and defence programs

with NATO countries.
In the field o/ good neighbourly relations we have to

complete the creation of a legal basis for sound relations with
adjacent countries. It should ensure that there is no reason for
any tensions emerging in these relations.

With regard to the process of NAIO enlargement, we seek
to be recognised as a member of the Alliance and to attain clear
perspective of Latvia's accession to the Alliance, as well as to
enhance practical opportunities to prepare for full membership.

Certainly, these ambitious tasks require considerable
resources. I cannot but agree with Mr. Atis Lejins who recently
wrote that the principal objective of Latvia's defence and
security policy is to ensure growth of GDP by a few points in the
coming years.

Ladies and gentlemen, I would like to characterise briefly
our attitude towards one of the urgent issues of transatlantic
security policy: the enhancement of the Partnership for Peace.

l8 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States l9
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We hope that the enhanced PFP program will be in place
by the 1997 NAIO Summit. We hope that it will not be designed
to offer something to the "not - yets" and the "have - nots,,' but
lbrm an essential part of the enlargement process. Super - pFp
should ensure continuity and indivisibility of the NATO
enlargement process.

Since the goal of the allies is to practically abolish any
rlifTerences between an active partner and an ally, it seems
appropriate that the preparation for membership in NAIO of all
lirture members should basically take place within the enhanced
l)FP, regardless of the number of the partners invited to join the
Alliance in the f,rrst round and their geographic situation.

A possible way of doing this could be to designate certain
activities within the enhanced PFP as primarily aimed at
cnhancement of active partners' preparation for full * fledged
membership in the Alliance.

Should the enhanced PFP proceed in this way, it would
reflect the self - differentiation that has already taken place while
:rvoiding apre- selection of any defined range of partners.

We believe that it would be useful to reinforce interested
partners' co--operation with relevant regional and sub regional
headquarters, to increase the role of the latter in exercise
planning and execution, other military planning activities and
their evaluation.

We also believe that enhanced PFP activities should
increasingly take place in the partner countries thus ensuring that
l)rogram goals are achieved in the most effective way, both in
terms of costs and relevance to Program's mission.
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Establishment of NATO offices in interested partner countdes
would serve the same objectives.

Ladies and gentlemen, allow me to address the question
that inevitably arises as the Baltic prospects for joining NATO
are discussed: the question of Baltic - Russian relations.

There arc at least three points that have to be made clear:
First, we are seeking not security against Russia but

security with it. Latvra does not perceive any immediate military
threat from any country. Our aspirations to join the Euro -
Atlantic community are not threat - driven, but oriented toward
stability. Our reasons for joining NATO are primarily of
political, not military nature. With reference to a recent article by
Russian Deputy Foreign Minister Igor Ivanov in Krasnaya
Zvezda I would say that this is acknowledged even by our
Russian partners themselves.

Second, we see our relations with the present Russian
government as developing in a really positive direction, although
the two countries hold quite different visions of the future
security architecture of Europe, as well as of that of the past. We
are approaching an agreement on border limitation and have
established an inter - governmental commission to foster our
economic co-operation. We share common interests in
developing an efficient transit corridor for East - West trade and
strengthening cross - border co-operation. Latvia is also
considering opportunities of joint participation, together with
other nations, in PFP exercises. Latvia has been doing its best to
arrange high level meeting between politicians of the two
countries. Traditional allesations of human rishts violations in

20 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 2I
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tlrc Baltics have proven to be an inefficient way of conducting

loreign policy.
The results of presidential elections in Russia provide

ccrtain grounds for hope that reforms in Russia will continue and

will be directed toward democracy, instead of restoration.

Third, I would like to strongly emphasise that we do not

scc our membership in NATO as a means for creating a new Iron
('urlain on our eastern border or a means for strengthening our

grosition in any possible dispute with Russia.

To summarise, I can assure you that Latvia as a fully
irrtegrated member of the Euro - Atlantic community, with its
rrnique history and composition of society, will be as strong

lircilitator of the East - West dialogue.

Ladies and gentlemen, I would also like to briefly touch

rrpon the sensitive issue of Baltic military capability vs.

i ncapability and defensibility vs. indefensibility.

When an argument of indefensibility of the Baltic states is

lrrought to bear against the invitation to join the Alliance we are

wondering: indefensibility against whom? If, on the one hand,

wc are told that there is no need for our integration in NAIO
bccause there exists no threat to us but, on the other hand, the

issue of our supposed military indefensibility is raised, then, I

tliink, we are dealing with an outdated approach. It is an

ilpproach based on the traditional cold war military calculations

that do not fully reflect the realities of today. They are based

rrpon the underlying assumption that either Russia or NAIO
could use armed force against the other patty.

This is most unlikely even in the long term. I do not think
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that such an assumption corresponds either to the Stratesic
concept of the Alliance or to Russia's military doctrine.

on the contrary, both Russia and NATO have repeatedly
stated that they do not perceive each other as a potentiai erremy.
Recent history proves that their joint endeavours, like the one in
Bosnia, are possible.

But even if there are some who still think in these terms,
they must be reminded that during the cold war, NAro fbund
ways of making credible the defence of northern Norway, despite
its remoteness and a shared border with the ussR. The strategy
involved rapid deployment of international reinforcements and
guaranteed commitment of the entire Alliance to Norway,s
defence, without permanent stationing of troops or nucrear
weapons on Norwegian soil.

As far as our defence capability is concerned, we are welr
aware of the doubts as to whether the Baltic nations can meet the
membership requirements in military terms. Although our
defence establishments have achieved progress il their
preparation for assuming responsibilities stated in Article 5, this
progress is often considered insufficient.

Indeed, Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania have not inherited
any armed forces from the Soviet occupation power and
totalitarian rule. Instead, they have begun to assemble their
military force from scratch. This is why our defence capabilities
are quite modest. on the other hand, we had an excellent
opportunity to ensure an efficient civilian democratic control
over the military fiom the very beginning.

I think that the Baltic people have already shown their

Dr. Valdis Birkavs

commitment to ensuring international security by participating in
tlie peace mission in the former Yugoslavia, where they serve
side by side with soldiers from the NATO nations. The Baltic
I'eacekeeping Battalion will be operational by the end of next
year and then, as a permanent unit, it will be able to participate
in UN peace - keeping operations. We are also looking for
opportunities to expand BALTBAT and to create a Combined
llaltic Naval Unit for mine sweeping and search - and * rescue
purposes.

We have continued to demonstrate our political will and
determination to assume all obligation of the Washington Treaty
rund we believe that it is realistic to expect that the Baltic states

will be ready to do so in the nearest future.
Ladies and gentlemen, you may expect me to conclude this

address with a vision of the Baltic states guarding the border of
the Alliance as Simon Peter was guarding the Gates of the
(iarden of Eden. No, I will not go as far as that.

I will rather counter the popular belief that it is easier for a
camel to pass through the needle's eye than for the Baltic states

to join NATO. Not everybody knows that Needle's Eye, a gate of
the Holy City of Jerusalem. was not all that small. There were at

least some camels that did pass through. We do not pretend to be

Simon Peter. But neither are we camels. We simply believe that
today's architecture offers more flexible solutions than that of
the Biblical Age.
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NATO and Estonian Securitv Policv

I. Introduction

Mr. Chairman-
Excellencies,
Esteemed colleagues, ladies and gentlemen,
Once upon a time not very long ago there was a miller,

who had a son. The son was of no use to the miller, because h
was afraid of ducks who swam around on the millpond. The son
was afraid of ducks because he thought he was grain of wheat
and therefore thought that the ducks wanted to eat him.
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The miller sent his son to the best psychiatrists of the
capital city. Some months later, the doctors said he was
completely cured and sent him home. As soon as the miller's
son saw a duck swimming on the millpond, he ran into the
lbrest to hide.

The miller found his son and asked, "I thought you were
cured. Why do you still run away from the ducks?". The son
replied, "Father, I know that I am not a grain of wheat, But do
tlre ducks know that?".

Many of our foreign partners seem to think the Baltic states

irre like the miller's son. That is a misconception. The Baltic
states are the ducks.

That, ladies and gentlemen, is our basic problem. We are

iust ducks swimming around on the millpond, trying to
survive. We have to desire to attack anybody. We know that
sometimes poachers might trespass on the miller's land and
come to the millpond to shoot us, in other word, that
rnstability in neighbouring countries may endanger our
security. But we have no desire to destroy our neighbours.
l'hat is part of the common European values that we share.
We just want to be left alone.

Really we want to be like Singapore, which had a very
difficult time when it became independent: as you will recall,
Singapore was a British fortress. Like Tallinn, it was designed
to defend against pirates and its guns pointed out to sea. In the
second world war the Japanese conquered Singapore from the
Ilackside. from the land. This Achilles' heel remained when
Singapore attained independence, which was very fragile
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while its neighbours contemplated asserting their dominance.
Yet Singapore survived and is now so important for the
economy of the region that to attack it would be suicidal for
any of its neighbours, which of course today have little
tendency for military expansion. Estonia would ultimately like
its security to be like Singapore,s, but because we are in
Europe, our situation and thus our security policy is a bit
different.

Because many of our paftners still do not fully understand
our security needs, it is unfortunately necessary to once again
explain the basics of our security policy. As the Baltic states are
three different countries which try to cooperage as much as
possible, what I will say will apply to all of us in many ways, but
as a speaker from Estonia will mostly talk about the Estonian
position.

First of all, it is abundantly clear that our stability and
security has two components. These are integration with Europe
and good relations with our neighbours.

This approach is pragmatic. It is also based on historical
and contemporary reality as well as on the common values of
today's Europe.

We are integration into Europe because we have always
been part of ,Europe, because we share common values with
Europe.

And considering that one of the common values of today,s
Europe is to have good relations with one's neighbours, it is only
natural that we strive for good relations with our neighbours, of
whom the most significant is of course the Russian Federation.

26 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States
EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 21

Dr. Mart Lanncimae

That is the essence of being on the fault line of European
civilisation: we must remain European in all directions and
belong to that part of Europe with which we have common
values. If we can use this special position effectively, we can be

a good neighbour to Russia and an interface between Russia and
Irurope. If we do not use it, we will become a grey zone.

II. Integration into today's Europe

First let me discuss integration into today's Europe.
Integration into Europe is based upon a simple concept,

that of common values. Common values are the essence of the

new post Cold War reunion of Europe. Both the European Union
and NAIO have made common values such as peace, freedom,
democracy and welfare their watchword.

Everything the European Union does is based on common
values / we share these common values, therefore it is logical for
Lrs to belong to the E,uropean Union.

The main reason why we should belong to NATO is the

same, that we share common values, but the reasoning is a bit
different. The common values are defined through the European
lJnion. The role of NAIO is to safeguard these common values,
to defend them jointly. Joint is the most important concept here.

NATO is an organisation for collective defence, where every
rnember gives and takes his share. Estonia not only wants to be

a consumer of security, Estonia wants to contribute to European
security. We want to help safeguard the common values of
today's Europe.

How we do this I will discuss later on.
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III. Estoniu's position on NATO accession

The most concise formulation of the Estonian position
regarding NATO accession was outlined by our foreign minister
Toomas Hendrik Ilves in his speech to the Estonian parliament
on Thursday. I will present the basic concepts and then elaborate
on them.

Estonia was announced to all its neighbours that it wants
good neighbourly relations with them. It is clear that Estonia's
neighbours are not all fully convinced that Estonia has friendly
intentions. All Estonians hear the same questions: Very well, you
want to join the European Union, we wish you godspeed, but
why NATO?

We answer: we see many reasons to join NATO. We do not
understand why we should not join NATO. Here are the reasons
why Estonia should ioin NATO:

1. NATO is about protecting common values, which Estonia
shares.

2. Estonia as a NATO member would not threaten its
neighbours. By contrast, Estonia as a security vacuum
would endanger its neighbours.

3. Estonia believes that Europe deserves lasting peace and
that participation in NAIO is how Estonia can best
contribute to guarantee this.

4. As a IIN member, Estonia must guarantee peace and
security everywhere and can best contribute to the
international peacekeeping efforts through NATO.
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Allow me now to elaborate on the above.
The frrst point I have discussed already, but it really is the

rnost important one and bears repeating: Estonia wants to share
in the protection of our common European values.

Second, it has repeatedly been shown over the past few
tlccades that NATO members make good neighbours. Estonia
tloes not threaten its neighbours noq nor has it any intention to
tlo so. We are a peace loving people who regained our
independence without bloodshed. As a NAIO member, Estonia
would contribute to NATO to reassure its neishbours that it is
stable.

If Estonia becomes a security vacuum, that would be much
rrrore dangerous. A security vacuum, like any vacuum inevitably

l)ossesses an unstable potential, which is both attractive and
provocative. As long as the vacuum is sealed inside, nothing
happens. But when the vessel containing the vacuum is opened,
rrir rushes in. In reality, the term security vacuum is merely a
cuphemism, a simile for instability. The suction of the vacuum
would inevitably cary over to Estonia's neighbours and so they
should all support the elimination of the security vacuum in
lrstonia, in other words, Estonia as a NATO member should be

welcome to all its neighbours.
The third point, that Estonia wants to contribute to lasting

l)cace in Europe, is another one of the many common values that
we share with NATO members. The history of Europe is the
lristory of war. It took the war that followed the "war to end all
wars", it took shoah, the total destruction of Europe's heartland
lnd the death and displacement of millions of its inhabitants for



Presentations

us Europeans to realise that this was not the way to proceed. The
eastern half of Europe attained peace as a result of repression, the
western half of Europe attained peace through international
co-operation. The enlargement of NATo really is the eastward
propagation of the second, democratic approach to lasting peace,
into areas which desire the same.

Europe came to realise that as long as each nation
developed its army by itself, with the capability to lay waste to alll
its neighbours, there would always be a reason to start yet another
war. The small war that started with a shot in Sarajevo escalated
into a world * wide conflict only because there were so many
armies ready to action. That the war which began a quafter -
century later has remained the last major war in 50 years is rargely
because of NATO.

The historic role of NATO was to make war irrelevant
for nations which had fought each other for a thousand years.
NATO showed that armies whose soldiers and officers trainl
together every day shoulder to shoulder do not fight each
other. Even while France was not integrated into the NATO
command structure, it participated in a common military unit
with Germany. Now that France and Spain are integrating into
the NATO command structure, is conclusive proof that
integration of military command is a guarantor of lasting
co-operation and peace. To that concept I will return later in
my presentation.

The fourth point, that to fulfil its commitment as a member l

of the [IN, Estonia ought to join NATO, is rather pragmatic. We
of course want a military that can defend us and we arel
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tleveloping ways for our military to make domestic
contributions, for example Estonia is successfully increasing the
lole of the military in peacetime civil defence, such as in
catastrophe relief, but even more we want to contribute to the
international community as a full - fledged member. Our
commitment to peacekeeping throughout the world has been
realised through NAIO, because we ourselves were not in a

position to simultaneously develop our military and a

peacekeeping unit and we are thankful to Norway and Denmark
lbr supporting us in this important question.

These are only the reasons why Estonia says it should be a
nrember of NATO. In addition, there is a fundamental question
lirr us which we are trying to address as the first priority. The US
Secretary of Defence, Dr. William Perry expressed this in his
(lopenhagen speech this fall, when he said that the Baltic states

rrre not yet ready to take on the Article 5 responsibilities of
NAIO members.

We can of course ask rhetorically - who is? But it is not our
nor any other non - NATO member's business to interpret what
NATO says. We should rather concentrate on the real essence of
the message contained in the words "not yet", in order to open a
constructive path to co-operation drawing concrete timetables
rrnd defining the work that has to be done to be ready to take an

Article 5 responsibilities.
What does "not yet" mean? Since it is a negation, we must

lrrst of all decide what yet means. We all know that NAfO will
never say NO. As long as Article 10 of the North Atlantic Treaty

lcmains in force, NATO can only say yes or nothing. So in this

3l



Presentations

context, yes means yet. working toward yet is working toward yes.
Secretary Perry actually explained: we all, and this means

NATO as well as its Partners for peace must all work together to
prepare the Baltic states for NATo membership. This process
began several years ago and it is continuing. But we see this as a
bilateral process: it is good that NATO is contributing to help us,
but we must also contribute to NAro. That is what all NATO
members do, and it is logical that we seize any opportunity to
practice the requirements of being NATO members as soon as
possible.

our efforts are directed towards ensuring that in the
framework of Partnership for peace a reliable and clear
enlargement mechanism is created. Although we do not want to
emulate some other non - NATO members who give NATO
unsolicited advice, we still believe that based on common values,
the NATo enlargement process requires contribution of all those
PFP partners who are interested in joining NATO. NATO will
make the decision about yet by saying yes, but until they do we
must work on turning not yet into yes.

IV Contributing to PFP

Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania have been working very hard
to contribute to NAro in the framework of partnership for peace.

I would just like to point out some of the most recent
suggestions that have been made within the framework of the
intensified dialogue of partnership for peace. we have aimed
towards more constructiveness and pragmatism in the process of
NATO enlarsement.
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To contribute to NATO it is necessary to understand that
the PFP partners have a distribution of profiles. There are PFP

partners that will never be admitted to NATO, partners that
profess no desire to join NAIO, partners that want to join NATO
rrnd partners that are NAIO members. Each PFP partner has

slightly different aims and different ability to contribute.
This means that there is already a differentiation between

l'F-P partners based on their individual actions and aspirations

lnd much of it is a result of each partner's individual situation
rurd history. By setting appropriate priorities and carrying out
rrppropriate changes, each partner can change its profile. We call
lhis self - differentiation. We believe that if NATO decides that

certain types of profile leads to accession, then through the

process of self - differentiation any partner can if it so wishes

rrttain a profile that leads to accession. Each partner may still
have a slightly different profile, but accession will be possible in
cach particular case.

The justification for why we can promote self -
rlifferentiation in this way is found in the NAIO handbook,

where in writing about the fundamental tasks of NATO, the

NATO handbook says that the structures created within NATO
"provide for continuous consultation and co-operation in
political, economic and other non - military fields as well as the

lbrmulation of join plans for the common defence; the

cstablishment of the infrastructure needed to enable military
lbrces to operate; and arrangements for joint training
programmes and exercises". If we want to join NAIO, we must

he able to consult and cooperage in all these areas. That is our
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goal: to be so comprehensively involved in NAIO activities that
when we do become full members, we will be able to make a full
contribution to NAIO.

V Differentiation based on Self - Dffirentiation

Partnership for peace is concerned only with the military
and operational aspects of co-operation. It is clear that
differentiation based on military and operational aspects will
cause difficulties for those countries that are militarily advanced
but do not wish to join NAIO, for example Sweden and Finland,
and also mean that partners who do want to join NATO will not
necessarily be active in all the fields with which NATO concerns
itself.

Hence, Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania have submitted for
consideration a proposal for differentiation based on self -
differentiation. The proposal is as follows:

NAIO will first of all define those PFP partners that are

European democracies sharing the basic values of NAfO and
have during the PFP Intensified Dialogue proven their
determination to join NAIO as "Applicant Partners".

Note that all countries that join NATO would have to be
applicant partners first. They would have to apply for the status
themselves as a first step of self - differentiation.

Then NAIO would invite the applicant partners to further
meetings in a 16 plus I format to further discuss their aspirations
to join NAIO. The discussion would center on both political and
military aspect of NATO accession and would be focused on the
possibility of these countries becoming NATO members.
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These talks are the second stage of self - differentiation. It
rs imporlant to note that these will NOT ne considered accession
rrcgotiations. They will be preparatory talks about enlargement
rvhich will focus on the readiness or the non readiness of
Applicant Partners and discuss their practical preparation for
rnembership.

When the next NATO summit comes, NATO will consider
summaries of the preparatory talks. On this basis NATO would
invite a first group of nations from among the Applicant Partners
to join.

NATO should then sign an agreement with the remaining
Atlantic partners which states that they are potential NATO
rnembers. The process of 16 plus 1 talks will continue with these
countries. The whole cycle will repeat itself.

Note that any other state that wishes to join NATO but is
rrot an Applicant Partner can always under this system become
rrn Applicant Partner, carry out quick negotiations and still join
NATO quickly if needed. This should be especially important for
such obvious potential NATO candidates as Finland and Sweden,
should they ever perceive a need to join the alliance.

l/1. Military and operational co-operation

Another aspect for which there are several proposals is
rnilitary and operational co--operation. Here our proposals are
llso meant to apply to all PFP partners, but they are meant to
irnprove PFP itself, in order to start up the so - called PFP plus.
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Here the main thrust is to institutionalise co-operation on
a regional basis. NATO makes the decisions, but the partners are
involved. The recent proposals about how to implement a special
realtionship with Russia talk about similar ideas, although in that
case the idea is to have Russian military involved with central
NATO structures. our ides is to promote regional operational
centers and have full access to them.

The Estonian ides is to replace the North Atlantic
co-operation council by an Atlantic partnership council. This
would be a decision - making body on political * military
matters. only those countries that are in pFp and have adopted
Individual Partnership Programs will be members, others can be
observers.

The emphasis here is to develop interoperability, which
again refers to my minister's observation that soldiers and
officers who cooperage together do not fight each other.

The Atlantic Partnership council would concentrate on
priority security issues like CFE, CSBMs, emerging crises or
possible conflicts, civil emergencies, land mines, chemical
weapons disposal and the like.

To promote interoperability, a number of technical steps
have also been proposed.

The gqneral idea is to deepen the consultation associated
with PFP and also to possible new regional NATo substructures,
assuming that NATo decides to proceed in this direction.
Involvement in common Joint Task Forces would also be
possible for PFP partners.

Estonia, as well as Latvia and Lithuania, are actively
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prursuing increased co-operation and consultation with NATO
rrnd are also proceeding on the road to interoperability, because
this is how we can best make a contribution to the fuither
protection of shared values. There will be more. NATO
cnlargement is a process and we are part of this process, which
will eventually lead to full NATO membership.

VII. Concluding remarks

I must emphasise that NATO enlargement should by no
r)leans be considered as targeted against anybody it is all part of
rr larger integration process in a new post cold war era. NATo is
rrlso a new NAro. The success of a strong common efforts to
establish peace in Bosnia - Herzegovina with EFOR is the best
proof of that. we should not hide our heads in the sand and
pretend that there are no new lines in Europe. Seeing and
rccognising them we can make them lines of co-operation rather
than division. Therefore I think that giving in to unjustified fears
rrnd claims of some countries not interested in NATO
r,nlargement would only distract us from the real course of
i'tegration and bring us new confrontation. Therefore we do
value intense co-operation between NATo and Russia as well as
NATO and Ukraine

But still, what is the alternative to joining NATO? There is
.f course one alternative construction. we will be able to achieve
our goal of integration into Europe and good neighbourly
rclations with Russia if we become, for Russia, the "far abroad".
lmportant milestones in that process would be membership in the
lrU and NAIO, in other words, integration with Europe. We
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want good relations with Russia, but as a European country'

Five years ago we were ugly ducklings, swimming in the

millpond watching life go by. We have becoming grownups and

are preparing to participate in the life around us. Unfortunately,

our lives can move in one of two directions. We do not want to

grow up to be sitting ducks, our lives at the mercy of an

unpredictable hunter. We rather hope to be accepted as

grownups, able to protect common values with our neighbours.

We know that the miller's son is not a grain of wheat. And we

know that some European ducklings have grown up to be swans.
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l'olilicul Dircclor in firtrcign Ministryt, Lilhuuniu

When St. Petel wers leaving ltorne he was asked: - Quo
r,tdi.v'/ - whcrc are you going'/ FIc l.r-rrncd back; Christiar.rity was

;rvecl and bccanre the essence ol' Iruropean civilisation as we

Lnow it.
'loday wc would like to ask a siniilar questiot-t of NAI'O.

tlre organisation tlrat fbr a long time has becn a firm guardian of
tlrc values so dear to as all. Will the Alliance coutinue to play its
r ital role ancl support the Baltic states on thcir way to the victory
tol dernocracy, individual fieedorn, and the rr-rle of law. or will
rLrrn its back or-r the region whcre it is the most neecled. though

rrot the most convenient?
We on the shores of tl"re Baltic sca are aware that the

lrlomise o1' thc Alliance's provided stability has already had
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a positive effect on the mood prevailing around the Baltic today.
We welcome all the steps taken to bring hope to the region where
the ghosts of the Cold War still linger in the abandoned Red
Army barracks in eastern Germany, the Baltic countries, and in
the memories of people of the formerly "closed" city of
Kaliningrad. But we hope isn't enough anymore. We have to see

it happen, we have to see ghosts disappear altogether.
I think today we have the possibility to make that happen

and so we ask: Where shall we so?

That NATO should and will expand is no longer a
question. However, the title of'this conference involves a couple
of additional questions that have to be answered, namely, why
NATO should enlarge in the Baltics and how the enlarsement
will take place.

The study on NA|O enlargement stated that a clear reason
behind the enlargement is to promote and enhance security and
stability for the whole of'Europe. The Baltic states' aspiration for
Alliance's membership is fully in spirit with that NATO goal.

I believe that NATO will encompass the Baltic states and
will prove once again, as President Clinton said, that "NAIO can
do for Europe's East what it did for Europe's West: prevent a

return to local rivalries. strengthen democracy against future
threats, and create the conditions for prosperity to flourish."l

At the same time. in the environment of new multiole

I Transcript: Clinton 10122 Remarks To People of Detroit; The Wireles.s

File, Uniled States InJbrntation Agency, Washington File, European
edition, Tuesday, October 22. 1996.
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challenges and risks, the significance of the North Atlantic
Alliance remains important for Lithuania as well as for the other

two Baltic states. It is so, because to the formerly captive Baltic
nations the North Atlantic Alliance continues to be the guarantor

tnd safeguard of freedom, democracy and independence as well
as a requisite for economic and social prosperity.

For more than 40 years Lithuania and the other two Baltic
states, Latvia and Estonia, were outside the Alliance's area of
stability. Separated from the West by the iron curtain, the

l,ithuanian people have nevertheless retained their commitment

to and belief in the common values of free nations. The

conviction that we shall rejoin the community of like - minded

nations has survived also because we have constantly felt the

albeit insufficient support of the West during the years of
resistance struggle in 1944 - 1950, throughout the entire period

of occupation, when many of us listened to Radio Free Europe

and the Voice of America, in secret, as the voice of truth and

hope, as well as during the restoration of the independence of
Lithuania. Latvia. and Estonia in 1990 * 199T.

To us, the Alliance is not only a safeguard against any

possible threat, a 'hard security' guarantee, but also the

recognition and consolidation of the chosen path of democratic

and free market reforms.

On the other hand, our membership in the Alliance will be

a historic act of European unification, making impossible all

chance of turning back the clock and ever considering a

repetition of the criminal acts of 1939, 1948, 1956, or 1968 in
Central Europe.
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lherefore, in my view, one cannot speak about the
exclusive/special role of NATO fbr the security of the Baltic
states alone. There is one common role of the Alliance in
consolidating the democratic reforms, stability, security and
prosperity of Central European countdes, including Lithuania.

Other reasons why the Baltic states should be included into
the NATO enlargement process and why l-ithuania is seeking to
be among the first new entrants are the benefit of participating in
collective defence planning and defence arrangements, the need
to consolidate good neighbourly relations, and the affirmation of
the rclationship between a new Russia and a new NAI'O.

Ilenefits of common defence planning and cornmon def'ence
arrangements.

in 1996, very much like in 1949, a widespread
understanding prevails that the best, most eflective and least
expensive way fbr to function a national def-ence system is a
country's participation in collective defence arrangements.
Common def-ence planning in the Alliance has clearly proven its
advantage over closed. pureiy national defence planning. 'l-his is
even more relcvant for a country such as Lithuania that started to
build its armed forces fiorn scratch a few years ago.

l.ithuania is therefbre participating in the PFP planning and
review process, consistently fulfilling its obligations in the sphere
of interoperability, developing its armed forces in accordance
with the requirements that have been identified together with
NATO, and is following NATO defence planning standards.
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We are aware that further progress in creating interoperable

Iorces is impossible without due ltnancial commitments. With
ttris in mind, the Government of Lithuania decided in September

1996 to double rhe 1997 defence budget so that Lithuanian armed

lirrces are more ready to assume NATO obligations.

As part of an overall plan to identify priorities, improve
rnteroperability of Lithuanian forces with NATO and to make us

rcady for the Article V obligations of NAIO membership we

will host expert consultations on interoperability of NATO and

l,ithuanian Forces, to be held in Vilnius inJanuary 1997. We

hope that this will further streamline Lithuanian efforts to make

bcst use of the available resources and expertise provided in the

I I cld of interoperability.
As a small country, Lithuania will always have a small but

sufficiently efl'ective conscript army with large reserve tbrces.

Lithuania seeks to develop efl-ective defeuce fbr<les capable of
contributing to NATO collective security to the same extent as

other smaller NAT'O countries.

Such determination on the part of Lithuania has been

confirmed by Lithuania's increasing commitments to IFOR.

As of October 1996, a full Lithuanian compally, a total of
138 troops, a doctor and a communications officer, has been

rrctive in IFOR (Litcoy - 1). Yesterday our ambassador informed

lhe Secretary General of NATO, Mr. Solana, that this contingent

will continue peace operations in the new NATO - led

Stabilisation Forces (SFOR).

The participation of nine Lithuanian policemen in the

lnternational Police Force in Eastern Slavonia is another
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contribution to the implementation of the Dayton Agreement.

Lithuania's membership in NATO could consolidate good
neighbourly relations and co-operation in the region.

Lithuania's move towards the West has contributed to the
building of good relations between Lithuania and Russia, while
the prospect of Alliance membership has been a highly important
impulse for Lithuania and Poland to overcome existing
suspicions and complexities of past history and to create an

outstanding example of good - neighborly relations in Europe.

In the context of this fragile reconciliation, we need to
continue looking for elements that unite, not separate. Similarify"
of geography, good neighbourly relations and need to ensure

continuity of the Alliance enlargement: such is the motivation
behind the imperative for Lithuania and Poland to start the
NATO accession process simultaneously.

The unification of Western Europe for the sake of a

common secure future has been a key stimulus for Lithuania and

Poland to unite their efforts. NAT'O rnembership of both
countries will fuither strengthen this process and will extend the
Alliance of freedom and democracy into the Baltic Sea region.

The West and Central Europe alike are interested in a

stable Russia; likewise, Russia should have an interest in stable

and secure neighbours.
Lithuania's membership would be an extension of the zone

of security and stability and a reinforcement of confidence in
Lithuanian - Russian relations.
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Lithiuania's prospect vis - a - vis the Alliance membcrship

llrs been an important factor in establishing and maintaining

y,god neighbourly relations with the neighbouring countries and

,lcveloping commercial ties with Russia and Belarus.

In this context, Lithuania's membership in NATO should

lrc viewed as a positive factor, consolidating bilateral relations

'rnd 
ensuring their future progress.

In my view, our joining the Alliance would be an

rrtlditional psychological guarantee, affirming Lithuania as a full
llcdged partners in her relations with Russia, a country with

rvhich l,ithuania, over the centuries, has had an uneasy

rclationship. Although mernories of past occupation are still

;rlive, becoming part of the Alliance and thus gaining recognition

tlrat our nation is an inalienable part of Western democracy,

l,ithuania could further pursue an open and mutually beneficial

('conomic partnership with Russia, and such a relationship is

.''rlually in the interest of Russia herself-

l,ithuania's membership in NATO could contribute to
lhe affirmation of relationship between a new NATO and

lu new Russia.

One may agree with a view that "independently of what kind

o[' relationship develops between Russia and NAIO, it will
r.ontinue to be the cornerstone of any European security regime."l

Indeed, co-operation between NAIO, other PFF partners

I 'frenin D, "Russia and NATO: Road to the Future?", Carnegie Moscow

Center
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and Russia in the peace implementation mission in Bosnia
Herzegovina is an outstanding example of joint action
undertaken by formed adversaries.

Lithuania's accession the North Atlantic Trea
Organisation would be demonstration and proof that relation
between the Alliance and Russia are reaching an entirely ne

level, thereby confirming that the Alliance and Russia may not
only undertake joint operations but also coexist in close
proximity.

The accession of Lithuania. which maintains sood
relations with Russia and has created a favourable climate for the
self - expression of all ethnic minorities and thus maintai
internal stability, into NAT'O with the first new entrants may
become an example of neighbourly coexistence of a new NATO
and a new Russia.

Thus, there are clear reasons behind the Baltic states' drive
for NATO membership. As US Ambassador to Sweden Mr.
Sieberl has said recently "the question of NA|O membership for
the Baltic states is not "if' (or, for this matter, "why") but
"when"".t As I see it, this question is closely interrelated with
another question, namely "I{ow should NATO expand?". In the
case of the, Baltic states this question may be even more
important than that of'"When?", especially since we do not yet
hear similar statements from other allies, except Denmark.

Lithuania understand and sLrpports the complex but

I Text: Amb. Siebert Speech ln Stochotm at the Confeerence "The Baltic
Region and the New European Security Structure", EUR208,l 1126196
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ncoessary two - directional policy pursued by the leaders of the
t lS and Western Europe, i.e. to open up NATO for new countries
ol' Central and Eastern Europe, and to involve Russia in
t'o operation with an enlarged NATO, in order to increase
sccurity and stability in the whole of Europe.

Pursuing these two goals simultaneously is a complex
t'hallenge. We nonetheless believe that patience and wise
tliplomacy will help to achieve both.

Such a two - fold approach will be a success only if the
rrpplicants are reassured that Russia's enlargement with the
Alliance does not in any way delay NATO enlargement and/or
preclude some applicant countries' membership. Decision on
rnembership or provision of an institutionally supported
rnembership prospect to the aspiring countries prior to working
out an arrangement with Russia would dispel doubts regarding a

lrossible veto or droit de regard vis - a * vis NAIO membership.

We are somewhat disappointed, however, that possessing
qreat potential and resources for implementing its goals, NATO
lras not been forthcoming with the enlargement modalities that
would recognise PFP realities factual pre - selection through
sclf - differentiation, and would continue co-operation in
rcsordance with the political aspirations of partners with
rcgard to NAIO membership.

On our part there is a clear understanding how to proceed.

Oertainly, we appreciate all practical arrangements on the
bilateral level generously offered to us by the US her Allies and

other neighbours. There should be no doubt that Lithuania will
rnake the best use of them.
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At this particular point, however, we lack an institutionally
supported light at the end of the tunnel before reaching Evere
station (those who have been to the NAIO headquarters know
the place well).

'fhis could be achieved by inviting the Applicant Partners

to further meeting in a "16+1" lbrmat beyond PFP framework to
continue discussing their aspirations to join the Alliance, and the
political and military aspects of this issue.

We are waiting for a clear membership prospect so that we

can start preparing for membership together with the Alliance,
immediately fbllowing the December 10th, 1996 NAC meeting.

The need to diversify co-operation activities and to introduce

multiple speed co-operation among NATO members and the

paftners is a natural outcome of East - West co-operation, where

the NACC and PFP initiated bv the Alliance have played a

leading role.
During the five years of co-operation with NAfO, the

political partners' self - differentiation on the basis of free will
and self - selection has become apparent. A timely recognition
of this political self - differentiation is an important factor for the

success of NAIO enlargement.
We hope that the period between December 1996 and early

spring next year will be used to answer the questions of whether

the prospective members of NATO are prepared and how much
prepared they are to assume the obligations of membership.

Then, as expected, the 1997 NAI-O Summit will decide on who

will become the first new members of the Alliance.
Such a course of development would recognise that the
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lrcginning of NATO enlargement by involving ali perspective

rrrcmbers does not mean a simultaneous accession of the

cundidates the Alliance. However, by including our countries in
lhe process we would avoid the tensions, uncertainties and loss

,rl'public confidence likely to occur if the aspirants' ef1brts and

rrspirations are not suppofied by a credible and inclusive NATO
.itrategy.

Lithuania's pursuit of the Alliance membership proceeds

liom a clear vision. Maintaining good neighbourly relations,

building up national armed forces in order to be ready, in the

('vent of threat, to def-end Lithuania's statehood and the

e ommunity of shared values, as well as readiness to assume both

the risks and responsibilities of the Alliance - such is the

lrractical expression of this vision.
We believe that Lithuania's accession to NATO among the

llrst new entrants will increase security and stability in Europe

;rnd will ensure the continuity of NATO enlargement.

In turn, we are waiting for clear and supportive decisions

legarding our policies from the North Atlantic Council and its

rnembers.

To quote R.onald D. Asmus and Roberl C. Nurick, "NAIO
is unlikely to be able to implement enlargement successfully

without a credible and coherent strategy for dealing with the

llaltic states".l Future decisions on the oourse and modalities of
NATO enlargement will have key political importance for the

I Asmus, Ronald D. and Nurick, Robert C., "NATO Enlargement and the

Baltic states", Survival, Vol. 38, No 2, Summer 1996.
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security of the Baltic nations, their stability and the success

their reforms. Lack of clarity and ambiguity are not conducive
the elimination of the security vacuum but rather aggravate it.

A prerequisite for genuine peace and stability in Eu
and for the success of NATO enlarsement. is the unconditi
acceptance of Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia into the Euro
Atlantic community of like - minded nations. Refusal to do
would cause new tensions and threats on the Continent. And i
these are not prevented, the political and material losses may
considerably higher than the cost of decision on Balti
membership in the Alliance.

l'he Baltic people are looking forward for a certain a

secure existence in Europe where we can live in harmony wi
our neighbours, proceed with the economic refbrms, and provi
stability and prosperity in the region as a whole.
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At the beginning of this seminar I just posed the question,
will the accession of Poland to NAIO improve or undermine
sccurity of the Baltic states, given the assumption that the Baltic
states themselves will not be joining in the initial round. This is
,rbviously a very important question. Unfortunately it is a

tluestion to which people have been tempted to give rather quick
;rnd easy answers, in many cases too quick and too easy.

One easy answer is: Yes, the first round of NATO
rrnlargement to Poland and not to the Baltic states will
rrevertheless improve security in the region. The problem with
saying this too quickly is that it lets NATO off the hook. It
irnplies that the Alliance need not fashion a credible and
coherent strategy for dealing with those countries that are not

51
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going to be asked immediately to begin accession negotiati

with the Alliance.
I'he other answer, too quick and too easy, is: No, this is an

unmitigated disaster fbr the Baltic states; it would inevitably

nlean that the Baltic states are consigned to the grey zone o

insecurity ancl the like. There are real issues at stake in this

position, but the problem here is that it lets the Baltic states o

the hook. It means that there is nothing that the Baltic states need

do: it implies that if NATO takes this course, all is lost. that's the

end of it, the Baltic states should look for new opportunities.

I am, of course, giving a caricature of reactions that people

have to the answers to this issue, but it is a caricature that

captures strairis o1'the debate I have seen certainly in the West.

You will knor,v whethcr it is representative of the arguments that

you hear here.
'i'he shorl answer to .rhe question, how wiil the accession of

Iloland and perhaps the other Viscgrad States to NATO, in the

absence of Baltic membership, afl"ect Baltic security is: It
depends. {t depends on what NATO does, and it depends on what

th() Baitic states do. We talked this morning about what NAI'O

might do, but obviously there is ntuch more to this question' Rut

I have been asked by .A.tis to address the question .of NA|O
policy with respect to the Baltic region and to the Baltic states in

the context of Alliance decisions on enlargement as we expect

them to evolve over the course ol'the spring, culminatirrg at the

summit: what are the main issues for NATO policy; what are

some of its key choices; what might we expect to emerge over

the course of this spring and into the summit. In addressing
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llrese, I have two disadvantages. One of them is that I am not
.r ltovernment official and cannot report to you on what has

lrrrppened at the latest NATO meeting. There are others here who
,u('much better prepared to talk about the current status of
,lrscussions. What I can and will try to do is to give my
rrrrclcrstanding of the issues that are being addressed and of some

,rl the broader political forces that seem to be at play within the

\lliance and especially in the United States. The second

,lrsadvantage I have is that, in light of the excellent discussions

tlris morning, much of what I had planned to say has already

lrt:cn raised, particularly by Foreign Minister Birkavs in his very

I'ood address. So what I will try to do is to cover some of the

'lnre ground but perhaps from a slightly different perspective, to

rc;.rackage it not so much from the point of view of Baltic policy
lrrrt of issues and choices fbr the Alliance.

In thinking about NAIO policy in this area, the first
(lucstion to ask is - what is it that this policy ought to do and

rvhat are the requirements fbr NATO policy to succeed? It seems

Io rne that there are three. The first thing it needs to do, to use the

lrrnguage fiom this morning, is to send the right political signals,

to convey to the Baltic states and their public, to NATO and its
prrblics, and also to Russia, a number of important messages. It
rreeds to make clear to all these audiences that if it is the case that

NATO decides to enlarge, as I believe it will, and that the Baltic
:;lates are not included in this initial round, as I believe they will
rrot be, this does not imply that the door is closed to the future.

Moreover, that this does not imply that the West is in any sense

;rny less committed to the Baltic states' ultimate integration in
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Western institutions, including NATO. In other words, there is
political requirement to avoid a harmful domestic politi
reaction in the Baltic countries, a reaction that might discourag
the Baltic countries from continuins to make the kinds
sacrifices and hard political choices they need to make at h
to stay on the course of integration with the West. These are
easy, they are not easy politically, they are not cheap, there
problems for democratically elected politicians to explain
their publics why they are doing what they are doing and
there are real prospects for these policies to succeed.
Alliance needs to be sensitive to those requirements and mak
sure that they do not make things more difficult than they
to be for democralically elected politicians in the region.

The second requirement that NATO policy needs to meet i
to command consensus among the membership. Any one of
could sit down and fashion a policy statement; fbr NATO,
question is getting sixteen countries to agree to it. That's no
going to be easy because there are real differences among N-AT
members on the question of where this process should gnd up.
There is no denying that. These differences have been
submerged and, I think, to some extent will continue to be
submerged, but these differences do exist and they probably
cannot be papered over. The big questions cannot be resolved
between now and June or July when the summit is held. So the
problem for NATO offrcials will be coming up with a state

of policy and a set of activities and plans that can command the
support of NAfO members and meet the requirements of the
Baltic states. I will set back to that in a moment.
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The third requirement, and it is related to the second, is that
rvlrirtever NATO says it intends to do, and whatever NATO
,'rrrbarks on doing, must be consistent with the position that
NAfO takes and any agreements that NATO makes with Russia.
llris is also going to be a challenge, and I will talk more about
tlris in a moment, but the only observation I'd make now is to say

llrrrt the worst thing, the worst outcome would be NATO saying
,,nc thing to the Baltic states and something else to Moscow. It
rrrrrst say the same thing to both, and everyone has to understand
rvhat it means.

So those, I think, are the three main requirements for
'rrrccessful policy. What might be the content?

Again, it was already much discussed this morning, and I
tlo not have a whole lot to add to it, but I would like to put it in
.r somewhat different packaging. One thing that I do not much
rLrubt is that NATO wiil commit itself to an open door, that it will
( ()ntinue to say formally that the door remains open for future
rrrcmbership, that the first will not be the last, and the like. That,
I think, is not in question. The problem, of course, is making this
, r'edible: how do you make the open door credible; in particular,
lrow do you make it clear not only that the door is open, but that
N,AI-O actually has some hopes that other people will work
llrrough it and has some ideas about how this might be

rrccomplished.

There has been much thought given to these questions,
llrere has been work in NATO governments, some colleagues of
rnine have been thinking about this as have many others in
private capaoity. Some of you who read foreign policy will see
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that there is a recent piece by two colleagues of mine, Ron
Astmus and Steve Laraby, in the recent issue of Foreign Affairs,
in which they indicate some of the elements that they see as

important, and I will be speaking about some of them.
It seems to me that, again, there are three elements o

NATO policy that need to be addressed. One is declaratory
policy, i.e., what NATO says about what it's up to. The key issue

here is clarifying the objectives of policy: not just that the door
is open, but what, if anything, NATO hopes to see walk through
it, and how. Second is clarifying the process, i.e., if the door
really is open, how do the countries aspiring to membership
know if they are on the right track? How does NATO
acknowledge that they are on the right track? The third element
has to do with practical collaboration and joint activity: What is
actually the contents of, in this case, NAfO - Baltic interactions
after June of July? How does NATO propose to prepare these

countries for membership or the likelihood that they will become

members later in the future if NATO is unprepared for them
now?

Let me say a few words about each of those.

First with respect to declaratory policy. You have heard
very good statements this morning about what the Baltic states

would like NATO to be ready to say about it. From a practical
point of view, I would like to see NATO commit itself to a

statement that the goal is to bring the Baltic states into NATO at

some point in the future. NATO is not going to conrmit itself to
future Baltic membership: if it could commit itself firmly, it
would do it today. What I hope it can do, is to say what US
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gfficials, in their private capacity, have increasingly been saying:

rhat the point of this is to make it possible for the Baltic states to

1oin. You have heard references to Ambassador Siebert's

comrnents to this effect, John Kornblum said something very

similar to this and so did Secretary Perry, although his remarks

to that effect were ground out unfortunately by the reaction to the

other things he said. It is all very important' Again, this is not [JS

policy in any formal sense yet, much less is it NATO policy, but

rt does reflect where tJS thinking in the high reaches of the

Administration is going. I'his is one element of NATO strategy

that, I hope, will be reflected in and after the summit'

The second element has to do with the process. Here too

the Baltic representatives this morning have been very clear

about what they would like to see happen. The gist of it is, as I
tunderstand it, an institutional recognition of their aspiration for

rnembership: they do not expect NAfO to formally commit itself

to membership now and they do not expect NATO to abandon

the principle of self - differentiation, but the idea rvould be for

NATO to recognise the self - differentiation, which has already

occurred, and give it an institutionai form' This is what I
rrnderstand to be the basic idea behind the proposals for Atlantic

partnerships and the like. The importance of these is, i think,

primarily political, through the messages they send about

NATO's intentions about the objectives of the process.

Now the third element: enhancing practical collaboration

rhat has also been discussed this morning. There are a couple of
r:ornponents to it. One of them - and it has got the most attention

both within the Alliance and outside - has to do with the
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evolution of FFP. Enhanced PFP as it's called: how to make it
more intensive; how to make it more visible; how. to link its
activities with the requirements for NAfO membership; how to
use it in a more self conscious way to improve the prospects for
the Baltic states and others of becoming members by virtue of
interacting more et1'ectively with NATO on a wider range of
activities. 'l'his is one area where there is no shortage of ideas;

NAI-O l-ras been considering thetn, as have the individual
govemments and outsidc analysts. I think there will be a lot of
movement hcre. 'fhe kincls of things that could and, I hopc. will
be done includc increased participation in decision making by all
the PI]P sl.atcs; an increased involvement in planning and

implernenting ol a full range oi' so called lton - Article 5

cclntingcncics. What it really ineans is rnoving beyond thc

current fbcus o1'the PFIl which is oriented very much towards

peacekeeping, search -'and rescue, humanitarian activities and

the like" lo a much broader range of activities involving more

robnst rnilitar,v requirements. from peacekeeping to peace -
making alrd peace enforcing. other crisis tnatragemctrt

activities undertaken hy NAIO an<l even to other issues on the

trroader NJATO security agenda including such matters as

prolil'eration and thc like. l'here are many things on NAT'O's

plate antl there is no obvious reason why PtrF cannot be used to

enhance the PFP countries' participation in those activities as

well.
Related are manv ideas to enhance the military

significance of PFP exercises and, on the political level. to look

to ways to broaden the range of the partners' consultations with
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NAfO. This may involve some institutional changes, it will
, e ltainly include broadening of the agenda of issues that NATO
,rrrcl partner countries regularly consult about. So there is a large
rrrrr.nber of possible initiatives that NAIO could take, many that
N,{fO is considering - I don't know at the moment how many
,rrrtl which ones of these will finally become policy, but I am

lrrirly confident that this is one area where an interesting and
, r cdible range of enhancements will be agreed on and that they
rvill be useful.

There is, however, another promising aspect of
t'ollaboration, which was referred to only briefly, and about which
I urn much less certain. It has to do with supplementing the work
tlrtt is being done at NATO Headquarters, between NAIO
rrrstitutions and NAfO commands in Brussels and in Mons, i.e.,

llrc central NATO institutions with partner countries, with one start

;rl the regions and the subordinate commands. We at RAND have

lrccn thinking about * as the Danes have been thinking about -
rrsing this idea to create what, for want of a better term, would be

lruilding strategic homes for the Baltic countries and also for other

lxrrtner countries. The basic idea is to take advantage of the fact
llrat NAIO, besides enlarging, is also in the midst of a major
t'orlrn?ild reform. That is another thing that is going to be

;rrrnounced at the summit this coming year: the command reform,
rvhich among other things, is going to devolve many of the

,rperational responsibilities onto regional commands for planning,

Ior example, CGTF activities and the like.
The basic notion here is to take advantage of these

rr;rcoming command reforms, not only to get countries involved
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inactivitiesinBrusselsandinMonsbuttogivethemhomesin
regional commands and get them directly involved in planning

roi ccrp and other non - Article 5 activities in the regions' This

has a couple of advantages.

In addition to the obvious, that it's another way to

collaborate and would deepen the general way of NAIO - Raltic

interactions, one important advantage is that it would increase

therangeofactivitiesandcollaborationbetweentheBalticstates
and some of their natural partners in the region' under a NATO

umbrella. As I am sure many of the people in this room

understand, there is, on the one hand, much outside interest in

enhancing Nordic - Baltic co-operation and' on the other hand'

much nervousness in the region that it would be seen as a

substituteforNAToinvolvementinthearea.ltisanervousness
I can understand, and this is intended to account for that:

encouraging regional co-operation on the one hand but making

sureitisdoneunderaNAToaegisandwiththeinvolvementof
major NATO powers, including the United States'

The second advantage is that it would be another way to

involve Russia. If strategic homes in the new enhanced Northern

command,fbrexample,couldbefoundfortheBalticstates'this
wouldbeanotherplacetoencoulageRussianinteractionsnot
onlywithNATObutalsowiththeBalticcountries.Baltic-
Russian military co-operation is something that I expect to be

resisted by people both in Moscow and perhaps in this region

too, and for reasons that I understand' From the West's point of

view, however, it is very much in NATO's interest over time not

to ram this down anybody's throat but to encourage it' to find
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vcnues and avenues for encouraging productive collaboration,

where possible, between the Baltic states and Russia on security

rssues. I know of no other way to do that except, at the moment,

rrnder a NAIO umbrella.
So that is the basic menu as I see it. But where do things

stand? As I say, there is no problem with a lack of ideas,

particularly where the PFP is concerned, the problem might be

rhat there are too many ideas. Indeed, the danger for PFP is that

it is becoming overburdened, both in an operational and in a

political sense. Operationally, because resources are limited: the

llaltic states, I think, are already feeling stressed by the range of
rrctivities that they are being asked to participate in, are worried

ilbout declining anything that they are invited to participate in,

lcst that be understood by NATO as signalling a decline in the

llaltic commitment to an interest in NAIO. Yet they cannot do

t'verything. The Baltic states are being asked to do a lot,

r.esources are constrained, and NATO and the Baltic states

rogether need to sit down and think about where the priorities of
l'lrP really ought to lie and, in particular, how much in these

rrctivities should be focused towards enhancing interoperability,

rvhich is obviously a very important requirement and will
t ontinue to be that, and how much should be focused at the

rurtional defence needs of the Baltic states. It is not an either/or

tlucstion, but it is a question of where the right balance should be

';lruck. I do not pretend to know the answer to it, but it is
lrccoming an issue, and it's one that NATO will need to address.

The more important way that, I think, PFP may be in
,l;rnger of becoming overburdened, though, is politically: it may
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be being asked to do too much. The danger is that it will be asked
not only to carry the weight of helping to prepare the Baltic
states fbr membership in NATO in an operational sense, but also
to carry all the political signals and messages that the llaltic
states need and require from NATO. If NAI'O is not willing,
ready and able to do the other things that I mentioned, i.e., to be

much clearer about its declaratory policy and its intcntions, to be

much clearer about the process, then the burden will fall on PFP
to carry all that political weight. I am not sure that lrf'P is robust
enough to do it. So that is another concern that I l-ravc. and one
that, I think, NAI'O will havc to be careful to avoicl.

Let me conclude with two political observations. 'l'hc lirst
is that in the current situation where there arc ntzllty ideas and
much movement in NATO but no decisions yet, I increasingly
sense a real political dilemma for the Baltic statcs. I he dilemma
is this: When and at what point do Baltic governntcltts. which are

democratically elected and accountable to their publics, publicly
and fbrrnally appear to acquiesce in the fact that they are not
going to be brought into NATO in the f-irst rourrcl ol'cnlargement
and try to strike a deal. 'fhis is a hard problern bccause, on the
one hand, the governmcnts may f-eel that tlieir lcvcragc with
NATO is not great and that the be st way of maxinrising it would
be by taking a very tough position because of the l'car.tl-rat if they
are seen as acquiescing too readily they will havc to pay very
severe political costs at home. The other side ol'thc eclr:ation. of
course, is that if they cut a deal too late, if they do not preparc
their publics for what may come in June, then they will pay
political costs as well.

Ruberr C Nurit'k

It is very easy for me as an outsider to lecture Latvian or

Lithuanian, or Estonian politicians about how they should handle

their political problem. I will try not to do that, except to note it

and to note two other things. one, I think it is very important that

the political ground be prepared at home fbr what is likely to

happe,1 in June. Second, there is an obligation for NATO as well'

because I don't know how any Baltic government can preparc its

public and parliament fbr the outcome of the June summit

without a better idea of what the outcome is going to bc - prepare

fbr what'/ NATO does need to prevent a very dilficult political

problemathomefortheBalticgovernments;NATOdoesneed
io bc much more fbrthcoming, much clearer about what it thinks

is going to oome out of the June summit and in particular, how

to answer these three questions that I posed at the outset: what

is the objective, what does NAl-O see as the purpose of all this'?

what is the process going to look like? what is the substantive

rontent going to be'/

My final remark is to say that there is an analogous tactical

nroblem. a tactical dilemma, for the Russian government, and for

quite similar reasons. 'l'he tactical dilemma for them is: when do

they acquiesce in the fact that NATO enlargement is going to

0ccuratallandtrytostrikeadeal?orrtheonehand,strikinga
cleal looks as if they were giving in to something that they clearly

irrefer not to accept. On the other hand, waiting too long means

that a compromise that Russia can live with may not be possible

trv June - and that's in nobody's interest. one of- the things that

\AfO has to do is to understand lhat these are not just mattcrs

of strategic analysis, these are matters of real political import and
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'' i,'lrr .rr lr('rr( l)()rlr irr thc Baltic case and in Russia. In the
lt rlir, t('l,r()lr. tlrcse are now democratic countries, they are
r (' 'l)( )il:irl)lc to their publics, and that affects what they can do and
r( orrglrt Lo alfect how NATO behaves as well.

Dr. Dmitry V Trenin

lh: Dmitry V" TRENIN
('ornegie Moscow Center, Russia

tr'he Baltic states, Russia and European security

The forth coming NATO enlargement to include several

states of Central Europe could have serious implications fbr at least

two geopolitically very sensitive areas. One is Ukraine. The other

one is the Baltic states. Whereas the inclusion of Poland in NATO
is seen as highly undesirable by the bulk of the Russian foreign and

defence policy elite, and has largely contributed to the serious

worsening of Moscow's relations with the West, any attempt to

include the Baltic states into Alliance will probably provoke a new

confrontation between Russia and NAfO. Thus, the relative

"success story" of the Baltic states restoration of independence and

reintegration into the wider Europe could be threatened.
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It is increasingly likely that once the frrst transhe of the
prospective members will have been invited to join the Alliance,
a debate will start on the follow - on tranches. Top of the list will
probably come the three Baltic states. Due to the difficult and at
times tragic history of the Baltic states' relations with the Soviet
lJnion, and their proximity to Russia. whose transformation is
fraught with serious problems,Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia will
have a seemingly convincing case to ask for admission.
Doubtless, many of official and unofficial arguments used for
Poland et al can be applied to Latvia and two of her neighbours.

Much will depend on how Russia and NATO countries
handle the issue of Central European membership in the Alliance.
An open rupture through a failure to work out an agreement
addressing Russian security concerns and laying the foundation
for a solid and lasting relationship between Moscow and NAfO
will raise fears in the Baltic states, but also Russian suspicions of
what the West is up to in that region come close to Russia. Should
the government in Moscow come to the conclusion that the West
proceeds to "encircle" Russia, it will lose interest in improving
relations with the Baltic states. Rather. it will be interested in
preserving and even widening the areas of conflict, such as the
border issue with Estonia and Latvia, transit rights through
Lithuania, and, above all. the situation of Russian - speaking
minorities in the Baltics. In this way, Moscow will signal to the
west that enlargement of NATO east of the Polish border can be

a truly dangerous proposition.

On the other hand, an agreement which is more than
papering over the existing differences will lead to more stability

Dr. Dmitry V Trenin

and open prospects for creative and credible solutions of the

security problem involving the Baltic states.

Thus, there is a clear need to act pre - emtively, and learn

from the unfoftunate - for the Russian - Western relations, that

is - experience of including Central Europe into NAIO. In the

case of the Baltic states, the power of psychology among the

Russian elites will be much stronger. Neglecting this apparently

immaterial aspect will have a heavy price. As to Russia, it rnay

linally realise that talking over its smaller neighbours' heads is

not a constructive approach.

A good start could be made with inter - elite dialogue,

unofllcial in nature. but with some ofl-icial input. Cutting through
the barrage of mutual recrimination, participants would go for
the real thing. The structure of the proposed dialogue should

include security, humanitarian and economic issues. Round

tables organised by non - governmental organisations and more

balanced coverage by the media would be helpful in rekindling
the spirit of openness.

The structure of the dialogue could have at least three main
agenda blocks. In the field of traditional security, the problem is
firmly anchoring the Baltic states in the European security

structures while not provoking Russia. In the humanitarian
sphere, it is embracing the ethnic Russian residents of the Baltic

states into new citizenship - based communities ("civic nations")
which is the main task.

In economic matters, successful post - Communist
transfbrmation and progressive cross - border involvement
leading to economic growth appear to be the shared goals.
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Actually, in each of the three dimensions listed there
appears to be a fair amount of mutual interest in confidence and
security; growth and development, completion of nation
building. The dangers rooted in the past are still formidable, but
so are the opportunities. A vision of a common future alons the
Baltic Rim points toward increases co-operation.

The Baltic littoral can welr become one of several major
points of attraction for regional cooperation across the emerging
Greater Europe.

In this vision, the Baltic states could be evolving into a
version of a Benelux next to Russia. Their geographic position
makes them a natural trading zone. am important transportation
and communications link between Russia a'd the expanding
European union. Before the fruits of closc interaction could be
enjoyed, the current problems which coulcl bccome intractable in
the future, have to be successfully managecl.

The strategies for conflict prevention would need to
identify security as the priority area. A NATO enrargement to
include the Baltic states would be a disaster both in terms of
Russian - Baltic, Russian - western relations. and in terms of the
domestic political situation in Russia.

In contrast to that, the Alliance's progressive
transformation away from its Cold War original model, would, in
conjunction with a permanent relationship with Russia and an
enhanced parlnership with the Baltic states, be a genuinely
stabilising factor. It is the enlargement of the European union,
however, which can have be the most important long - term
effect. A firm commitment by the EU to admit the Baltic states

Dr. Dmitry V Trenin

by a certain date and work out a schedule of admission would
boost confidence in the Baltic capitals and have a soothing effect

on Moscow.
Within the EU, Sweden and Finland could well act as

sherpas for the Baltic states in their integrationist efforts. While
the idea of a separate "Nordic security system" appears

unworkable, regional arrangements, such as the Baltic Sea

co-operation council, which brings together the Baltic states,

Russia and the West, can have a most useful role.

Bilateral contacts between Russia and the Baltic states

need a solid foundation. Moscow has to recognise that its
policies toward Riga, Tallinn and Vilnius suff-er from a

conceptual void which still persists. The Baltic capitals would

benefit fi'om balancinq their western orientation with a version of
an Ostpolitik.

In Russia, there is a regional dimension which is growing

in importance. When St. Petersburg or Kaliningrad, Novgorod or

Pskov become seriously interested in Baltic Rim co-operatiou
prospects, this will have a bearing on Baltic and Russian foreign

policies, and add a distinctly European note to the Russian

domestic context. At the micro regional level, focal areas fbr
co-operation can include Narva/Ivangorod, Daugavpils/Belarus,

Kaliningrad/Lithuania.
In sum, while "the Baltics in NAIO" could be a false and

dangerous prospect, thinking through this proposition clears the

mind and helps identify the very real problems which need

urgent and sustained attention.
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I personally envisage an enhanced associated status for
ilr,,';1'gllsntries that have prospects of joining and which, under

rlr,'r,r' corditions, participate in the extended military integration
,,t Ilre Alliance - lbr instance, within the scope of NAIO's early

\\.r ning system or in jointly implemented air control activities or

llr(':rsLrres to secure the 12 - mile offbhore zone.

I also see possibilities for greater integration olTered by the

I I i 1111d the WEU.
It is our stated goal to increase security and stability

t lrr oughout the entire European - Atlantic Region.

Ladies and gentlemgn, I am sure we all agree that there is

rr,' NAIO opening or enlargement without Poland. In the public

,liscussion other states, Hungary and the Czech Republic are

rrrcntioned as is, especially in the United States of America,

S lovenia. Perhaps they will enter in the llrst round of
rrcgotiations on later accession to the Alliance. They could then

1,,in before the year 2000.

in addition, by intensifying co-operation with other
( 'cntral and Eastern European states that have prospects of future

NAIO membership, we want to send a signal to them that they

rvilI belong to NATO in the not too remote future as well. It must

irc a clear and strong signal, it must be the right message.

Parallel to this, NATO must also formalise its relationship

with Russia by concluding an agreement on basic issues of
re levance.

The Baltic peoples rightly feel that their region has been

shaped by the culture of Western Europe.

Over the course of history, the cultural ties linking the

Dr. Karl A. LAMERS
Member o./' the Bunclestctg,
C DU/CSU Faction, Germany

Ladies and gentlemen:
NATO regards the opening of the Alliance to new

members as an opportunity to increase the long _ term security
of all member states and the other European countries as well, by
extending stability in the European _ Atlantic Region.

But admitting new (full) members into NATO is not theonly way to "export stability,': in the future, integration
processes will also take place on other revels, such as-by an
enhanced PFP Program to become a kind of pFp II, enabling
other countries to practice far - reaching political and military
co-operation with NATO while remaining below the threshold
of lull membershin.
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Baltic states with central Europe were quite close. For this
reason as well, I personally consider it necessary to integrate the
Baltic states into NATo, although in all probability they cannot
be admitted at the earliest possible date.

Since retaining their sovereignty in r99r,the Bartic states
have weathered a storm characterised by shifting winds. western
offers, conditions, and objections have alternated with Baltic
replies, reform endeavours and wishes to join various western
organisations.

It is clear and understandabre to the world, that the Baltic
states and peoples, against the background of the bitter
experience of 1940, would like to see their sovereignty
enduringly secured and, if at all possible, backed by internationar
guarantees. This should be achieved by their successful
integration into the western political, military and economic
alliances.

On the other hand, problems also exist which would have
to be solved before such integration. The central difh'culty has to
do with the historical Russian fears of being encircled. Aithough
the tiny Baltic states do not threaten enormous Russia, .,NATo,s
advance on Russia's western border,,, as it is formulated in
Russia, is indeed viewed as a threat and perceived as
unacceptable.

What is our goal, what is our aim?
The goal of NAIO,s policy is greater stability in Europe:

1' Enlargement by admitting central and Eastern European
states (I am assuming here that negotiations with the first

Dr. Karl A. Lamers

r ;rrrclidat€s for accession will begin after the NATO summit
rrrccting in July 1997. These negotiations could then be
r onrpleted by 1998. After all present members have gone
tlrrrrugh the ratification process, these could then be
,rtlrnitted in time fbr the 50th anniversary of the founding
,,1 NATO in April 1999.)

' lrr rny view, the NATO summit in July 1997 must and will
rrrrke clear to those states which have prospects ofjoining
tlre Alliance in the future that NATO will remain open to
rrr'w members!
I lrc door remains open in the future * turning to you, Your
lirccllency, Minister of Foreign Affairs of Latvia: in my
r icw, you are very, very welcome. I think the second step
,,1'NATO enlargement could begin after the NATO summit
rn lc)99, which means in a not too remote future. That is a
r',rod and, I hope, a realistic perspective for every state

rv:rnting to join NATO.
; Stability in Europe cannot be achieved in opposition to

li rrssia, but only with it.

'lb elaborate:
I{egarding the issue of future NATO memberships for

r t rrllal and Eastern European states, the aim is not to extend or

'..1';rnd NATO in opposition to Russia. It is essential for us to
t,rf.r' scriously Russian apprehensions and still extant fears of
l,r'rrs cncircled. We must continue to conduct a dialogue with the
i,'rr:rsilns and to persuade them that an enlarged NATO is in
l''r:;silr's own best interest to have stable partners with well -
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established democratic systems on its western frontier.
The opening of NATO signifies the extension of liberty,

peace, social welfare and economic prosperity. It is Nor an act
against Russia!

The responsible bodies of the North Atlantic Alliance are
actually aware of the need to prevent the drawing of new borders
or the formation of a new bloc as a consequence of extending the
zone of stability in Europe by admitting new members to NATo.
Because of this, the Alliance has paid particularly close attention
to its relationship with Russia; within the scope of the pFp
Program, fbr instance, special importance has been assigned to
co-operation with Russia. It was agreed that all measures should
be transparent and not directed against the interests of third
countries. co*operation between NAro and Russia is to help
overcome the mistrust that still lingers from the cold war era
and ensure that Europe will never again split up into murtually
hostile camps. Relationships between the two should be based on
reciprocity, mutual respects and trust, and preclucle ,,surprise

decisions" by either side that could be detrimental to the interests
of the other. The aim is to conclude a special agreement, a
charter, to document a special relationship between NATO and
Russia and specify instruments for implementing this special
partnership.

This could be done at the NATO summit in .luly 1997. The
principal task of our future co operation could be joint crisis
management in and for Europe. In my view, however, it should
also extend to arms control, disarmament and co-operation in
the field of weaponry.

Dr Karl A. Lamers

However, NATO resolutions cannot be subject to any
rights of objection, supervision or monitoring on the part of any
'rtrrte that is not a member. Russia need not fear any surprise, but
rrrrc'thing is also clear: we cannot and will not accept a Russian
vcto.

Ladies and gentlemen, I am convinced that securing the
:;overeignty of the Baltic republics is integral to the new
I uropean security architecture. There can be no doubt that the

rrrost reliable way of achieving this goal is to politically and
()conomically integrate them into the Western communities. As I
;rlready explained, diverse possibilities exist for their military
rntegration into the European - Atlantic security zone. most of
rvhich do not require them to formally join NATO. Here I am
thinking in particular of continuing and intensifying the PFP

rrctivities on the basis of an associated status, which remains to
bc defined in greater detail. The goal is to enable those countries
lhat were not among the first new members to join NAIO after

the epochal transfiguration of Europe to "gradually grow into"
I lie Atlantic structures.

As far as possible, the Baltic states should also take steps

of their own to intensify their common military co-operation so

lhat they can sensibly structure their own defence activities, for
instance, where air defence is concerned. The joint Baltic - UN
battalion is iust such an approach as well, pointing the way into
the future. In the field of air space control, the Regional Air
( lontrol Initiative of the United States possesses particular
:;ignificance because it initially addresses civilian goals (namely

ru unified Europe - wide air trafftc control system) and also

74 ELI anct I'IATO Enlargement - The Case ol'the Bahic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 75



Presentations

military goals (integrated airspace control). All of these ongoing

activities could lead next to the establishment of a "standing

naval force" or a "Hanseatic Corps" embracing states which
adjoin the Baltic Sea: Denmark, Germany, Poland, the Baltic
countries, and possibly the other Scandinavian countries as well.
Which of these activities is implemented within the context of
NAIO's PFP program or under the leadership of the WEU or in

multilateral co-operation will depend on future decisions. These

approaches will also give rise to a zone of stability within which
the ties linking the various states to one another will grow denser

over the course of time, with the possibility and chance of full
membership in NATO, the WEU and the EU.

Let me say something, regarding the EU:

We are all familiar with the discussion about the possibility

of admitting the three Baltic states to the EU besides granting

them prospects for attaining membership in NATO.

Of course, only membership in NA|O offers military
protection and security. But membership in the EU will not only

have political and economic effects, but also significant security

etTects.

It is essential to keep in mind, however, that no slate may

be admitted to the EU unless it meets the criteria for accession

defined at the 1993 EU summit in Copenhagen. Those countries

that fulfil these criteria have the right, the opportunity and the

outlook of entering into negotiations on accession. The Common

Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) means that joining the EU

possesses greater security policy significance for new members,

and will have a stabilisins effect on countries that are motivated
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t,r join it especially by security considerations, among other
tlrings. It could also be in Russia's own interest to have EU
r r rcrnbers as neighbours.

This means that the Baltic states should speed up their
,'l'lirrts to modernise their economies and align their legal

'rystems with those of Western Europe. The first talks on

,rccession could be held with interested states as early as 1998, I
,;cc a chance of achieving genuine membership around the year

l(X)1 - 2002. The states now belonging to the EU must first do

tlrcir homework (Maastricht II, Currency Union).
I would now like to summarise:

I NATO will open itself to the Central and Eastern European

stal.es.

I Parallel to this we will conclude a special agreement, a

charler, to document a special relationship between NATO

and Russia.
i NATO will remain open to new members. Those states that

cannot become members of NAfO in the first round will
get a chance ofjoining NATO in a not too remote future. I
could imagine that the negotiations with those states will
begin after the NATO summit in 1999.

I I hope that all members of NAIO today and those states

which want to join NATO and fulfil the preconditions are

soon. and in a not too remote future, content residents of
the Euro - Atlantic House.
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Jacques GOLLIET
Director. Robert Schuman Foundation, France

Ladies and gentlemen! The organisers of this meeting have

asked me to give an account of the French approach 'to the

problem at issue, which is the security of the Baltic states and the

Lnlargement of NAIO. I must begin by pointing out that I do not

represent in any way the French government and have not been

entitled to speak in the name of France' I only speak in my own

name as an observer of international life with an inside view of

the trends of French politics, and I will try to analyse the

question under consideration from an independent point of view.

This question may seem to be a simple one, but the answer

is certainly not. I would like to expand it to a more general

question: How can the Baltic states best guarantee their security,

stability, independence, and the integrity of their borders?
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Can the European (Jnion provide the answer?
It is obvious that the European Union, in its present form,

r'lnnot guarantee the security of its member states. For the time
lreing, it remains and economic union. In accordance with the

Maastricht Treaty, it aims at acquiring the capacity to act on the

rrrtcrnational scene and develop a common foreign and security
policy, but its capacity still awaits development. This issue

,lcpends on the outcome of the current Intergovernmental
('onference and the measures that will have to be taken to
supplement its decisions. I am optimistic about this
tlevelopment, but it may well take a few more years to be

rrchieved.

In the present state of the Union, the rapprochement
bctween the Baltic states and the European Union can provide
lhem only with a kind of moral guarantee of solidarity but not an

inrmediate institutional response to the problem of their security
rrnd stability.

Can the Western European (Jnion provide at least a partial
(tnswer to the problem?

So long as the WEU remains what it is at present, the

answer to this second question is equally no. The painful
experience of the conflict in the former Yugoslavia shows that

the WEU does not yet possess either the decision making
structures or the military resources appropriate for a

peacekeeping mission, and to an even lesser extent, for a mission
aimed at restoring and enforcing peace. As became perfectly

clear, quite apart form the weaknesses inherent in its structure,

the WEU was wholly dependent on NATO at least for two
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elements that are essential to any military intervention: first, air
and satellite surveillance of the area of conflict enabling the

threat to be evaluated and rapid and appropriate action to be

taken to counter it and, second, the capability for backing up any

military action on the ground by independent air power. The land

forces sent by France, Britain, Canada and others under the

United Nations flag only received the necessary air support when

the United States allowed NATO planes to intervene.

Having answered no to those two questions and taking into
account the unfortunate events in the former Yugoslavia, I
readily admit that the Baltic states may feel that they have no

credible alternative to putting their trust in the military
organisation of NAIO. In terms of security, I am convinced that
France is generally sympathetic to this view, but she has

expressed two parallel requirements: the first concerns Russia,

the second, the internal organisation of NATO and its
relationship with Europe. My impression is that France sticks to

the principle that the Baltic states have an absolute right to join
NAIO but insists that NATO opening should not alienate Russia

to re - creating a Cold War situation. There is no easy way of
reconciling these requirements, although some elements of an

answer may be considered:

the timetable for enlargement should be devised so as to

take into account the basic concerns of all the parties

involved, including Russia;

parallel to enlargement, the Alliance should adopt

measures that would indicate clearly to Russia that she is
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as a threat, but as a co-operative associate of NAIO in the

['artnership for Peace;
. the OSCE, should become an institution such as to allow

Itussia to be fully involved in European security, so that it can

also be involved, with the Baltic states, in a process of
regional economic and social development, as was stressed by

Mr. Trenin.

On the other hand, the French have always insisted that the

l'.rrropean Union should, in the near future, procure the means of
('r)suring its own security, while remaining in the Atlantic
r\lliance. France takes the view that such security calls for two
tlc:velepmgnlt.

First, a strong and united European Union. "Strong" means

tlrat its common foreign and security policy should be extended

to encompass common defence. "IJnited" implies a defence

commitment that binds the members of the Union together, so

that ultimately membership in the European Union should be the

same as that in the WEU with a capability for military action and

rrn industrial defence base in the countries of the Union; this may

bc a problem fbr member countries that consider themselves

ncutral, however. This development should be paralleled by the

cmergence of a European approach to defence; at the very least,

this will mean sustaining a capability for military action and an

industrial defence base in the countries of the Union linked to the

rlevelopment of concrete co-operative ventures involving the

rnost determined of these countries along the lines of the

lruropean Corps and the Franko - German Defence Agency.
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Second, the French government constantly insists on the

necessity for a renewed and balanced Atlantic Alliance.
Renewing the Alliance means developing a military organisation

that is sufficiently flexible to meet two sets of requirements: first,

the capability to conduct collective defence missions and

operations that do not come under Article 5 of the North Atlantic
Treaty; second, the possibility for NATO to act as an Alliance

with the United States or to provide the Europeans with the

means of military action they consider necessary for the

purposes of their own common foreign and security policy.

This is the "European pillar" approach in the Alliance: it
does not mean separating the Americans from the Europeans but

rather identi$ing, within the NAIO structure, dual - purpose

elements, European and Atlantic, fully prepared for their

missions within the Alliance but available to the Europeans, as

appropriate, with no nulliffing conditions.

The Intergovernmental Conference, which began in Turin

in April, is of seminal importance, and should allow progress to

be made in two directions:

. as far as the WEU and the European Union are concerned, the

latter is expected to provide the political impetus. The

competence of the European Council for defining a European

common defence policy will have to be affirmed' The WEU

must be placed more effectively and more directly in the

service of the European Union;
. the insertion of a political solidarity clause in the European

Union Treaty should give form to the growing solidarity now
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bringing the member states of the European Union closer
together on questions of security.

lhese matters of principle will have to be supplemented by a

series of more practical measures:
. the WEU will need to strengthen its operational capabilities in

order to carry out effectively the operations it might be asked

to carry out;
' ways and means of funding European operations must be

lbund; they should reflect the joint commitment of European
countries airned at their common security.

Peace and stability have a price: who is going to pay that

lrlice in Europe? As the French saying goes, "les conseilleurs ne
sonl pas toujours les payers ": T'hose who are always ready to
livc advice are not so quick in putting money on the table.

As far as France is concerned, European security also falls
tluite naturally in the transatlantic fiamework. The aspirations
l()wards a European security and defence policy is inseparable -
:ur I insist on this point because the French position is often
rrrrsunderstood - fiom a desire to see the Atlantic Alliance both
'.t rcngthened and renewed.

It is in this European perspective that France's
rrrpprochement with NATO must be seen.

For France, as for all her allies, the Alliance remains an

ridispensable guarantee for Europe's equilibrium and security.
tlre French have always acknowledged the United States'

, r)rnmitment in llurope as shown by the continued American
,irilitary presence on our continent, even if they questioned the

82 EIJ and NATO Enlarsement - The Case of the Baltic States
EU and NATO Enlargemenl - The Case oJ the Baltic States 83



Presentations

form it took. The French, however, want the Alliance to renew

its structures to adapt them to the new strategic pattern. The

process of enlargement must delay this renewal no more than the

renewal should be an obstacle to enlargement.

In France's view, the basic objective of this undertaking is

the affirmation within the Alliance of a credible European

identity from the operational standpoint that should also be

visible politically. It must be possible for the Europeans to decide

upon and conduct operations on their own responsibility using

the resources of the Alliance. This would also be in the interest

of the United States who, in the future perhaps, will not want to

be called upon systematically for operations that the Europeans

are unable to carry out alone today, but which they should be in
a position to decide upon and carry out themselves in the future.

The experience of two World Wars and of world events

over the last frfty years shows that the major democracies, of
which the United States is the leader, have too often been

prevented by their own public opinion, more or less formed by

the media, from intervening in time to avoid the worst. Although

this is practically never said publicly, the majority of French

people, at the back of their minds, fear that no treaty, not even the

Washington Treaty and its Article 5, can bind whatever country,

and particularly the United States, to an automatic and timely
intervention in Europe. It is this notion of automaticity of an

American response that is in question.

At this point I may sound over critical of NAIO and our

American allies, but may I say that some of the declarations I
heard this morninq sounded a little overconfident and
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,rvcroptimistic. I heard, for example, that peace had been
rrrlintained among NATO members due to their belonging to that
,rrganisation. But what about Greece and Turkey? They have
lrccn at war, are still maintaining a state of cold war between
llrcmselves, and have had to resort to calling in LrN troops to
Lecp them apart. NATO does not seem to have really changed the
:iccne in Cyprus. This causes the French to consider that security
rrr lJurope cannot depend upon discussions that may be taking

lrlace in the United States Congress, or upon the trends in the
American public opinion. Therefore, France requests that
t'oherent planning, command, headquarters, and combat
t irpabilities that can be deployed rapidly for use in European
operations, according to European decisions, should be
itlcntified within NAIO's military structures.

The Baltic states are, indeed, well placed to know that their
:rccurity can only be fully guaranteed so long as any potential
('nemy, whether internal or external, is convinced that there
rvould be a definite, effective, and immediate European
Ir:Sponse.

In order to be capable of such rapid reaction, Europe would
rrced the following military resources:

. independent intelligence, observation, and interpretation
capabilities enabling it to objectively analyse the possible
risks of any potential threat. In particular, this would require
that Europe have access to satellite surveillance of military
movement in all countries within its security zone, without
involving any intermediary whatsoever, even an ally such as
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the United States. This capability already exists in an

embryonic state and should be extended;
. an intervention force capable of taking action as from the first

alert and possessing all the necessary resources' notably

means of transportation and support.

It is for this reason that France supported the creation of
multinational forces in application of the innovative principle of
"separable but non - separate forces" placed under European

command.
These French requirements do not run contrary to the

solidarity defined in the North Atlantic Treaty. In the French

view, the Atlantic Alliance remains the central pillar of European

defence: it merely requires renewal so as to adapt to the realities

of the post * cold war period and the development of European

identity and solidarity. It is in this spirit that France has resumed

its place on NAIO',s Military committee and its subsidiary

organs, and France intends to take a full part in the multilateral

bodies of the Alliance involving representatives of member

states. For the moment she only stands outside the military

organisation itself, i.e., the joint commands, while developing

the ways and means of co-operating closely with them,

requesting that these commands should be shared between the

US and its Atlantic Partners on a regional basis. France does not,

however, consider these requirements aS prerequisites for the

Baltic states to be admitted into NATO. Contrary to what has

been said this morning, I personally do not see why the current

discussions on this point should in any way delay or postpone
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llaltic accession, provided that the discussions are carried on at

ru reasonable pace. The admission of the Baltic states is a matter
to be decided on within NATO in the light of one basic principle:
tlie absolute right of the Baltic states to enter whatever alliance
they choose to join as independent countries. Their admission is

not a matter to be discussed by France: it must be decided by the

North Atlantic Treaty Organisation itself.
To my knowledge, the majority of French political leaders

consider that it will only be in a renewed Atlantic Alliance that
the Baltic states, like other European countries, will effectively
llnd the guarantee they need for security and stability, which the

Alliance cannot yet offer to the extent necessary.

I. for one. would insist on the lessons that those Frenchmen

ol'my generation who experienced the Second World War, as

rvas unfortunately my own case, learned from that period.

First of all, treaties of the Alliance are mere pieces of paper

r l' they are only the product of the governments and do not
cxpress the will of the people. From this point of view, the Baltic
states are in a much more favourable situation than countries

such as Poland and Czechoslovakia were on the eve of the war.

I am convinced that today, should there be some threat to the

Ilaltic states, European public opinion would react very strongly
rurd, if I may say so, would be much more interested and

concerned than the American public opinion.
Second, there can only be real peace and stability when

rurtions have learned to trust one another and to regard one

;rnother as partners rather than enemies. It took three wars and

rrcarly a century before the French and the Germans learned to
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leave aside their prejudices and rancour and consider themselves
as partners and even, bit by bit, as friends.

As was clearly stated by their representatives, the Baltic
states are quite aware hat their security requires a minimum of
trust between them and their Russian neighbour. Insofar as this
depends on the European Union and the Atlantic Alliance, we
must avoid creating, to any extent, another Cold War situation.
At the same time, we must stand firm on the principle that the
Baltic states are entitled, like any other country, to seek and
obtain the guarantees of security and stability they need. They
will obtain them within the framework of a renewed Atlantic
Alliance and a Europe capable of taking responsibility for its
own survival and harmonious development. It is my strong and

sincere personal conviction that generally corresponds to the
policy line followed by my country.
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llomuald RATAJCZAK
t'lricf'of Cabinet of Secretary of State,

\ | i nislry of' National Defence, Poland

Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I am grateful for the
,rpportunity to address such a distinguished audience. It is a
1u'ivilege, a great pleasure and, at the same time, a challenge.
I ilst, I would like to remark that I am going to present here my

1'ersonal opinions that do not necessarily reflect any official
r icws held by the government or the ministry of defence.

Let me start from something that is not directly related to
,)ur conference: it has to do with the title of the conference, and
,':;pecially, the last part of that title: Quo vadis? In Poland,
tlrinking about Quo vadis? would probably proceed in the
Iollowing way: Quo vadis? is the title of a famous book by
l'olish writer Henryk Sienkiewicz, a Nobel Prize winner, and



Comments

since recently we have another Nobel Prize winner in literature,
Madame Wislawa Szymborska. So goes Polish thinking about

Quo vadis? these days.

Coming back to the original utterance of this question, it
was mentioned here by two people and first by Minister Birkavs
who noted that when this question was posed to Jesus, the
answer was: "You cannot follow now, but you will follow later".
Our Lithuanian colleague did not refer to Jesus answer at all, and
what Jesus meant was not explained: Because you lost your faith
in me, I am coming back to Rome to die again for you. So it all
has to do with losing one's faith.

Now I would like to say a few words about something
more directly related to our conference. When you take a look at
the map of this part of Europe, the unique character of the region
is clearly visible. We can regard the Baltic region as an entity.
The semi - open Baltic Sea creates a kind of common
environment for nine states, including the Kaliningrad enclave
that is a part of the Russian Federation. It is obvious that when
instability or tension. or crisis emerges in such an environment,
it always has security implications for the entire region. Because
of that the Baltic Sea region is very important for Polish security.
This importance results from Poland's national interest in that
part or Europe.

Conversely, co-operation has a positive influence on
stabilisation and security of each individual state. Therefore,
Poland is taking an active part in every organisation and every
initiative that gives an oppoftunity to promote and develop mutual
trust and understanding among the states around the Baltic Sea.
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We are tully aware that if good co-operation in the Baltic
Sca region is not achieved, the Baltic Sea, instead of being a
rrrriting factor, could become a place of confrontation and

lxrtential conflicts. Changes that have taken place in Central and

l'rrstern Europe since 1989 have particularly affected the
:;iluation in this region. The geopolitical structure of the region is
:rtill being evaluated. Disintegration of the Soviet Union created
tlrc conditions for the Baltic states to regain independence after
lrrrving been Soviet Republics for five decades. Estonian, Latvian
rrrrcl Lithuanian independence has caused radicai changes in the

rrrap of this part of Europe. The new pattern of this crucial area

ol'Durope became much more visible when the three countries
,lccided against joining the Russian led Commonwealth of
Irrclependent States.

Another important event that changed the picture of the

llaltic region was the reunification of Germany. In this process

rvc witnessed the first instance of a new division line arising in
t ontemporary Europe. We can now say that the newly reunited
( icrmany is more Baltic - oriented that was the former Federal

licpublic of Germany.
Taking into account the economic power, growing

qrotential and, of course, the political importance of Germany,

tlrat country is predestined to play the leading role in the Baltic,

vct, because of its historical burden, it still seems unwilling or
lresitant to take the lead. We - I mean, Poland, or we in Poland -
r;rrpporl the German attitude towards and their way of thinking
rrbout the Baltic states that was expressed also here. We can say

that changes in that parl of Europe have significantly contributed
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to the stabilisation of the Baltic Sea region. The danger of a

massive, devastating confrontation is over, yet paradoxically,
those changes have also created potential sources ofinternational
tensions, instabilities or even conflicts, and one of them is the
issue of NAIO enlargement.

I will now come back to the NAIO issue and to the question

Quo vadis? that serves as the motto of our conference. And there

immediately arises - at least for me - the question: what is more
important, the goal or the means? Being apaft of NAIO or trying
to join NATO? It is not an irrelevant question. As a military man,

I remember what von Mortke, senior said about planning: "Plans
are nothing, planning is everything." I think, however, that it is
not relevant on our way to NATO. It is not important to be on the

way to NAIO, it is important to be in NATO. It means, that the

goal is what is important. We can also say that the prospects for
security of the Baltic Sea region to a large extent depend on how
the Baltic issue is handled during the NATO enlargement process.

Let me quote here a few sentences from an article 'NAIO
Enlargement and the Baltic states" written by Mr. Nurick: "If
mishandled, the Baltic issue has the potential to develop into the
proverbial train wreck that could potentially derail NATO
enlargement, redraw the security map in Northern Europe, as well
as poison the West's attempt to develop co-operative relations

with Russia. If one is looking for possible stumbling blocks on the

road to NATO enlargement, then the Baltic issue is a prime

candidate for crisis between the West and Russia."

In Poland's opinion, NATO enlargement should be

beneficial for the Baltic states and beneficial for expanded Baltic
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co-operation. At the beginning of this conference, the first
rluestion raised was one raised by Mr. Lejins: would Polish
rnembership in NAIO increase or decrease the security of the
llaltic states? It is not necessary for me to go into this, since
Mr. Nurick has already answered that question. Let me simply
rrdd that Poland becoming a member of NATO will pave the way
towards the Baltic states, it will pave the way for further and
r:loser co-operation with the Baltics.

I will turn now to NAIO enlargement and to Baltic states'
striving towards NATO membership. Let me say a few words
lbout my presentation. Anticipating certain things, a certain
rlirection of our discussion and its content, I prepared a
liamework for my presentation so as to not start from scratch.
After a few of presentations I realised, however, that it does not
lit. that I have to redraw it. That means that one should not stick
{o one'S own ideas at all costs: one must take into account the
situation as it develops and make the necessary adjustments.
llccause, if you simply stick to your main thesis you may find
yourself in trouble. in a cul - de - sac. It seems to me that even
irs we discuss here the NATO enlargement process, there are
(lucstions that remain unanswered and many others that can be
r rrised.

In the Polish opinion, NATO enlargement is an open,
rrrrrlti * stage,process, a process that must be transparent to all
t ountries including Russia and others as well. This process must
rrrclude a strategic partnership with Russia, and, in our opinion,
,rlso a strategic partnership with Ukraine. We see Ukraine as a
t rrrci?l country for security and stability in this part of Europe.
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Let me quote here our famous marshall Pilsudski who said in the
twenties: "if Kiev is free, Warsaw is safe." This is a good
expression of our attitude towards the independent Ukraine and
its independent policy. We have been discussing here NATO
enlargement vis - 4 * vis the Baltic states, but we must keep in
mind that it is only a part of the process of NATO enlargement.
There are other countries that have expressed their will to join
NATO but are not supposed to be included in the first round of
the enlargement: Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia are still aspiring
to and waiting for membership in NATO.

When we talk about the enlargement of NAIO as a

process, an open process, we must keep in mind a certain idea
underlying certain NATO principles. One of them is territorial
continuity of the Alliance. We should also remember that NATO
is a military alliance, whereas we have been discussing primarily
the political aspects of NAIO. We have been talking about
common values, about promoting stability, but have paid little
attention to NATO as a military alliance. Here I would like to
remind you of what President Kennedy said during his
presidential campaign: "Ask not what your country can do for
you, ask what you can do for your country." We can now
rephrase this question: "Don't only ask what NAIO can do for
you, ask what you can do for NATO." We in Poland constantly

ask ourselves what we can do for the stability of the region, what
we can do for expanding co-operation in the region and we are

trying to do our best. Mr. Trenin mentioned that Polish relations

with Russia are very good and are still developing. We, in
Poland, share this assessment. Any problem is open for
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discussion with Russia, except one: our membership in NAIO.
Here we are discussing NATO enlargement and the Baltic

states, and the first group of countries that will be invited to join
NAIO - I assume everybody here knows that countries are
invited to join in accordance with Article 10 of the Treaty. There
is information - or, perhaps, a better word would be certain
rumours or leaks - that three countries will be invited to join. So
what about the others? How should the NATO enlargement
process proceed from there? Here we have not devoted any
attention to the problem of possible or potential membership in
this organisation of two other countries: Sweden and Finland.
Since Sweden and Finland have become members of the
Iluropean Union, all Scandinavian countries belong to the same
economic organisation and any existing divisions, already hardly
visible, are fading away. It also seems that both these new EU
rnembers face the issue of determining their place in the new
security affangements in Europe. As EU members, both countries
are eligible to apply for membership in the Western European
LJnion. On the other hand, NATO has adopted a policy that WEU
members should also join the Alliance to avoid any so - called
"back door" commitments. It therefore seems that this issue
should also be discussed as a part of the NATO enlargement
process.

Off the record, it seems to ete that the NAIO enlargement
process, especially the second round. should consist of two
phases. The first phase would include, fbr example, Sweden,
Finland and Austria. After that the framework for the second
phase, including the Baltic states, Romania, Slovakia and
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Slovenia, could be established. We should look upon NATO
enlargement as a process and adjust this process to reality
depending on how it is developing.

If you want to catch atrain, it is wise to wait at the station
instead of running after it: otherwise you could be run over by
the next train. And trains usually stop at the station. So it is better

to be prepared and pressure the people responsible for trains to
make one available. It is important not to limit oneself for just

one scenado for the development of the situation. Membership
in NATO should be viewed - as is the case in Poland - as part of
an overall strategy for integration with Western European

structures. Our joining NATO is only apart of this strategy. If
you have developed a plan, you should allow for best and second

best alternatives. If you don't achieve the best, you can then try
to go for second best. As I said - if you stick to just one thing
you may find yourself a loser.

There was also some discussion here about terminology.

We tend to use the term "NATO enlargement", but there are

some who prefer "NAIO opening" or "NATO expansion". Let
me f,rnish with something that may sound to you as a joke, but it
is a true story. Two years ago there was a meeting at the

Garmischpartenkirchen Center with some people from NATO

and we, of course, were discussing NAIO enlargement. I was

talking to a captain from the British Navy and used the word
"enlargement", whereas he used "expansion". I tried to convince

him that "enlargement" is better, for "expansion" sounds

uncomfortable. I said, when you have your trousers expanded

you feel discomfort, when you have them enlarged you feel so
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much better. He did not agree, however, and said I should not try
to teach English to an Englishman. But then, after his second or
rnaybe third beer he suddenly said: "Yes, I get your point: when
a man takes a deep breath it is an expansion but when a woman
does, it is certainly an enlargement."
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Mr. Jan KNUTSON
Deputy Assistant (Jnder - Secretary, Ministry of Foreign

Affairs, Sweden

Mr. Chairman, Ladies and Gentlemen,

A lot of thought - provoking things have been said here

today about the Baltic states and NATO. Let me try to approach

this subject by making a few brief comments about the Swedish

perspective on security in the Baltic Sea Region in general, with

specihc emphasis on NAIO's enlargement and the Baltic states.

The collapse of the old order in Europe led, among other

things, to the re - establishment of the independence of the three

Baltic states. Since then, one of the principal aims of Swedish

policy with regard to the Baltic Sea region has been to contribute

to the consolidation of this independence, in parallel with the

development of co-operative relations in the region overall.
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I'his policy is based on two fundamental premises. The
llrst one is oun conviction that European security must be based

{)n an order in wirich all states cooperage on an equal basis.

r herefore, the Baltic states shor,rld be relntegratcd into the

rctr.l'ork of Huropean co-operation. Also, both in the region and

;ir uurope as a whole. we should llnd new patterns of
i:o operation in which Russia participates.

'l'he second prenlise is our self interest. The sovereignty
,urd prosperity of the ilaltic states ultimately treneilts Sweden.

i\,ie have never deniecl that the indepenclence of the Baltic states

r:ls improved the Swedish position, ancl that there exisis a

1,i;tentially positive cycle of development, if'things evolve in the

rigl"rt direction.
IJefore I dcscribe Swcdish policy in some greater detail. let nte

ust say ar few' lvords abor,rt the signiticance of the history of our

,'.lion. No observer who docs not take lnto acooLtnt the protrbLindly

'iiil'ering experiences of the various states in the Norciic and Raltic

r;',:a during the Second World War cau fully understand the dynariics
.;l'troday's discussion. For the citizens of a country which nranaged to

;-reipc aggression during the wru. secL[it1 lnay at litnes seenr to be

rlnrething taken fbr granted. For the tlaltic states, this is not the case.

Flaving said this, let me go over some points of S'nvedish

' rolicy. ln concrete terms, it is essentially structt-lred around fivc
,'i;rin areas, as presented by ['rime l\4inister Perssotr in his talks
,,,'iih Pre sident Ciinton in August - that is, bilateral co-opcratiott.
,r.rgional co-operation, EU and its enlargement, PFP and NAT'O

,nlargement. and relations with Russia. Let me briet-ly expand on
'.,rch one of thcm.
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First, the bilateral component. Ever since the independence
of the Baltic states was re - established in 1991, Sweden has
made great efforts, both politically and materially, to consolidate
their sovereignty and support theil reform processes. Continued
assistance has been given in a broad range of areas, including the
control of borders and national territories and the builcl - up of
armed forces, albeit from a modest level. BALTBAI is one
example, and there are others.

The second point concerns regional co-operation. The
opportunities have widened enormously. Our aim is to create a
tightly knit fabric of regional ties in areas such as building
democracy, rule of law, trade, industry, environmental
protection, people - to - people contacts, combating cross border
crime, etc., and thereby to promote the development of a

democratic, stable and prosperous region. Considerable amounts
ofenergy and resources have been devoted to this end.

Following a Swedish initiative. in the rnonth of May a

summit of Heads of Government of the Baltic Sea States was
held in Visby, on the Su,edish island of Gotland, in the presence
of the Presidents of the European Council and the European
Commission. This meeting successfully focused on a number of
the crucial issues mentioned above. We hope that the next
sumrnit will take place in Riga.

Another facet of regional co-operation is the Barents Euro *
Arctic Council. Sweden has succeeded Russia as chairman this
year.

This brings me to the third point, the European Union and
its enlargement. This, we believe, is one of the single most
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important elements in the evolution of European security
architecture.

For Sweden, membership in the European lJnion, a basically
political alliance with all that this entails, represents a fundamental
choice. We do not look upon it as an isolated, permanent choice,
but rather as a continuous process of choice. Not least the ongoing
I ntergovernmental Conf-erence illustrates this fact.

As a project for peace and security, the European Union
lras been a singular success. It is against this background that
enlargement of the EU is so important.'Ien countries in East and
Central Europe have applied for membership. In our view, it is
crucial that negotiations with all candidate countries start at the
same time and as soon as possible.

There is a strong argument in security and stability terms
that tells in favour of launching negotiations at the same time
with all countries. Starting negotiations simultaneously does not
nrean, however, that membership for all countries will come at
the same time. Differentiation will take place along the way,
ac:cording to the state of readiness of the candidate country in
tluestion.

Membership for Estonia, Lafrrra, Lithuania and Poland
rvould not only enhance their security and prosperiry it would also
be of benefit to the entire region. Sweden tries to assist the Baltic
i'ountries in their preparations for membership in various ways.
('learly, membership of the Union for these countries would also
be in Russia's interest, and the Visby declaration says as much.

This brings me to the fourth point, NATO enlargement and
l'FP. Much has already been said about it today" NAIO seems set
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to invite new members in the near future. Sweden is not a

member of NAIO, nor does she intend to seek membership.
And so, we have no intention of trying to tell NAIO how

to conduct the business of its enlargement. However, to the
extent that enlargement will affect us, we want to make our
views known. In particular, we take note of NATO's declared
intention that enlargement will take place in away that enhances
stability and security in Europe for all, without recreating
dividing lines, and that it will be part of a broad European
security architecture. It is important that no doors are closed.

Also, we respect the fundamental right of all countries to
choose their own security policy. In fact, this principle is

enshrined in the Paris Charter of 1990. We do not accept any
country's pretension of a droit de regard over other countries'
choice of security policy.

NATO has stated its intent to further deepen its relationship
with Russia. Close, constructive and transparent links between
NATO and Russia are an essential part of the new European
security order.

This brings me to the PFP, which will acquire increased
importance in the years to come. PFP will function as an

instrument of co-operation between NATO members and

countries outside of the alliance, as well as a means to strengthen
our common capacity for peace support operations. Sweden

welcomes the work under way between NAIO and partner states

on the enhancement of PFP, and we also believe that the PFP can

play a useful role in the Baltic Sea region
We particularly support the idea of giving partners
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rncreased opportunities to establish direct links with NAIO
structures and to participate in planning and decision making in

l)cace support operations to which they contribute.

It is, fuithermore, our view that a bilateral component must

rcmain in the PFP, and the principle of self - differentiation be

rctained. Also, we shouid not have a PFP with different partner

categories. However, if NATO decides to give special

rccognitiorr to candidates for NATO membership, this could be

tlone by way of a political recognition of these aspirations.

Sweden is open to discussions of concrete and practical

l'liP activities on a regional basis. We have, however, objections

to an institutionalised regional PFP fbrmat. Regional measures

:;lrriuld have a strong link to central PFP and NATO sttuctures, as

rr,cll as to N.ATO member states outside the irnrnediate region. In
pLinciple, it should be open to participation by all interested

prrrtners, even though a degree of flexibility should be retained,

lirr example in the form of arrangements "in the spirit of PFP".

Along those lines several areas for practical regional
( o -operation can be envisaged, and Sweden presently intends to

trir to make the PFP more visible in the Baltic Sea region. In
lener&I, it is our intention to pursue two tracks: the first one

rr,ould be to develop PFP excesses and training, both in quality

:rrrd quantity. The second would be to give specific supporl to the

llaltic countries, in order to strengthen their capacity for
qrrrrticipation in the PFP.

As regards 7997 , we shall mainly build on those exercises

rr hich are already scheduled. Sweden will be hosting three of
rlrcm. We are looking into the possibilities of arranging
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preparatory exercises for some of these PFP exercises.
The opening of a regional IIFP centre in1997, as proposed by

Sweden, will lead to an increased output of PFP training and courses.
The h'aining offered by the centre could also fbcus on specific areas

which have furned out to be a "bottleneck", preventing full
participation in PFP by all countries in the region. Sweden is willing
to provide facilities for the centre to get a quick start.

Also, in 1997, Sweden will be expanding its programme of
minesweeping operations in Baltic territorial waters. These
operations, which include training in minesweeping for
contingents from the Baltic countries, will be carried out in the
spirit of PFP.

These are some of the preliminary ideas we have for the
enhancement of the PFP in our part of Europe. I would here like
to emphasise the need for broad international participation,
including Russia and the US in regional PFP activities. We are
encouraged by the Russian intention to participate in Baltic Eye -
a search and rescue exercise Sweden will be hosting in 1997" And,
of course, American involvement in the region is of crucial
importance. We value the close working relationship we have with
the US in this context.

Russia is my tifth point. I have already stressed the
irnportance that we attach to Russian participation in European
co-operation in general, and in regional Baitic Sea co-operation
in particular. Within the EU, Sweden is actively promoting a

broadening and deepening of the EU's relations rvith Russia. The
EU recently adopted a wide - ranging plan of action aimed at
intensif ing these relations.
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For Sweden as well as for our European partners it is of
fundamental importance that Russia is engaged in as broad a

spectrum of European co--operation as possible. As mentioned,

we also hope that the PFP can play a constructive part in this
context.

Good relations between Russia and the Baltic countries

are, and this has been said many times, a crucial component for
stability and security in the region. The ultimate determinant of
the state of these relations is the policies that Russia and also the

Ilaltic countries themselves pursue. We note in this context the

cletermined and pragmatic efforts of Estonia to regulate its
[rilateral border with Russia. For Russia's part, Prime Minister
(ihernomyrdin gave an equally positive evaluation of the

prospects of solving the border issue during the Swedish Prime

Minister, Mr Goran Persson's recent visit to Moscow. We hope

that s similar positive development will soon take place between

l.atvia and Russia.

To sum up , Russian policy towards the Baltic countries is

r good indicator of the sincerity an extent of Russians

ctroperative commitment to the West.

To conclude, today the Nordic area and the Baltic Sea

legion are characterised by an evolving pattern of region
e o--operation - in short, we are in the midst of a positive cycle of
,lcvelopment.

This pattern of co-operation in the area has considerabie

potential in various ways, not least in a regional context. Sweden

rrill certainly be one of the first countries to reap the benefits of
;r continued positive development, and, inversely, we shall be
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one of the first to feel the consequences of a negative turn of
events. And yet, it is not only in the regional but also in the much
broader European and transatlantic interest that the situation
continues to develop in the right direction.

What is ultimately at stake is the broader question of
relations between Russia and the West at large, as well as our
joint efforts to build a pan - European security order, manifested
in such a promising way by IFOR in Bosnia. Continued success
will require wise and future - oriented policies by all in the years
to come.
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Thank you very much and thank you for inviting me back to

Riga in December. It's a good tradition. I would only like to make

one complaint in connection with the tradition and that is it that

I am always the last speaker. Half of the audience will have left the

room and the other half is sleeping. But, anyway, I am happy to be

back. I share with my Polish colleague the trouble of being a

commentator, because you start up at ten o'clock in the morning

making comments to the first speaker, in between the next speaker

will make comments and there will be questions, so I have a lot of
interesting papers here which I have stricken out in between and

I will probably be making comments .to the questioners

questioning speakers making comments to the other ones.
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I have to apologise that I am coming from a country that is
still working within NATO for the sake that the Balts should to
be among the first to join NATO. Yes, there is such a country,
and I think its only fair since France has recently stated that
Romania should be among the first ones. That shows there is a
competition going on. If France can do its job we can probably
do our job. Then I have to make a comment on a comment,
which was the question raised - I think, to Bob Nurick - about
when to back down, when to go back to your people and to your
parliament and say that you can not do what you want to do. We
have the same situation in Denmark. The Danish Prime Minister
has said to his parliament that he is rzn'orking towards the goal of
the Balts being among the first to join the NATO. So we also
have to prepare our parliament and our people that we have not
been able to convince the other fifteen at NAIO, that the Balts
should be among the first and that's why, at the moment, we are
working on what we believe is the second best solution: namely,
to see to it that the door to NATO is kept open and that we are
making practical steps to see that the door is kept open. I will
come to that in iust a moment.

I will then start to comment on the speech by"Mr. Birkavs,
even if he has left, because he was talking about some of the
regional co--operation already going on. He was touching upon the
Baltic peacekeeping battalion, the Baltic naval co--operation - we
have had a conference to start up this co-operation already next
week in Lithuania - and he was talking about the Regional Air
Initiative that was started by the Americans and will be

supported by countries in the region including Germany - I am
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very happy about that, and we will come back to you, Minister,

in due time and count on this German support.

We believe that those ideas, like the Baltic battalion, are

good for many reasons. One of them is that it makes the Baltic
states work together. There has not been very much said on that

issue today, but I think it is important, seen from outside, that the

free Baltic states work together. That was not in the cards from
very beginning and from time to time you still see ideas that one

Baltic state could work in one direction and another one in a

different direction. Seen from outside, from the West, I think it is
very important, that Baltic states are working together on these

issues. I can also tell you that it is very important that the Baltic

states are seen not only as consumers, but also as producers of
security. It is very important at NAIO when we argue with the

other countries that the Baltic states are with us in IFOR. I can give

you a good example. Three weeks ago I was with my Minister in
Bosnia and we were driving around in the landscape, and there

you have those different OPs as they are called in peace keeping

actions, and some of them were Danes, some of them were

Lithuanians - because we are together with the Lithuanians - and

we were looking from afar, and I said to the Minister: "You can

see this is a Lithuanian post over there." And he said: "How can

you tell?" And really yoll can't, becattse we have the same

uniforms, and only when you are very close can you see the

l-ithuanian insignia. And I said: "It's easy - you can see there are

six NATO flags over there. So it must be the Lithuanian camp."

Mr. Birkavs also rnentioned that the so called intensified

'.lialogues 
should go on. I know that our friends and partners
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sometimes call it the "intensified monologue," because at the

moment, not all sixteen countries agree and therefore its partner

countries who are speaking and NATO listening, but still it's
important, that the "intensified monologue" is going on. And
I think that one of the things we should do is to actually see to it
that there is a review process also taking place; so, say, two years

from taking in the first group of countries we have to review all
the developments and make a decision as to whether we could
take in the next group without having to wait five, ten or
whatever number of years.

My next remark, goes to Mr. Usackas, who mentioned the
idea of the new NATO and also the new Russia. Yesterday we
had in Copenhagen a long and very good discussion with
Russian parliamentarians Mr. Lukin, Mr. Gromov and ten others.

And they were saying to us: when you look at Russia, it is a new
Russia, it is not the old Russia, and you should not treat us as a

threat but as a partner. That is certainly true, we have to do that.

There is a lot of people in the West, also in NATO, who are still
thinking in the old terms, but we have to turn it all around and

show the Russian people that we are working towards a new

NATO which is a different animal from the old one. I am not
saying that we have finished working out the new NATO, but
I think we are in the process of doing so.

Then I have some comments to some of the first questions

coming from the German representatives before the first coffee

break. There was a mention of giving Russia satisfaction. It may

be the word that tr did not like, satisfaction. I think that we should

secrre Russian involvement in whatever we do, but satisfaction
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to me sounds wrong. The East Germans voluntarily decided to

become a part of Germany. Poland wants to be an independent

state and become a member of NAIO and EU, the same goes for
the Baltic states; and Russians should not be given satisfaction

because of that * they should be involved in the process which
should be open to everyone.

The next German question I would like to come back to,

was the question of what should we do. Should we have a

declaration? Should we have a US - Baltic Charter? What could

Germany do? Is there some German hesitation? I would say that

there has not been any German hesitation. We have a very close

Danish - German - Polish co-operation and we have invited the

three Baltic ministers to come to our next Danish - German -
Polish defence ministers' meeting in Skagen, and there is full
German support. There is full German support behind

BALTBAI, Germany has been participating fiom the very first.

I have heard here that we will have full German participation in
the air surveillance system and also in the Baltic Naval

co--operation, so let us take in the full German support and count

on it as we look for a full British co*operation, a full
co-operation on the part of the Americans, the French, the Dutch

etc., so that it would not just be the Nordic countries working
with our Baltic friends, but all Western countries doing this

normal job.
Now to Mr. Nurick who mentioned that in NATO we have

to work with consensus. That is certainly what we are working at

and with, but it takes time for sixteen countries to find a common

agreement. He mentioned that we are working with is an
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extension of the Parlnership for Peace: the PFP - Plus, the
Strategic Home, as the Rein guys were calling it - there are many
names for it. We call it the regionalisation or the decentralisation
of the Partnership for Peace. The idea is that when we have
constrLrcted the new NAIO with the new command structures,
we take in the parlner countries, integrate thern into the PFP -
not only in the PFP operations, br"rt also in the PFP training and
exercises. What we are doing today, for example, in Bosnia with
the IIrOR and post - IFOR SF-OR. operation is actually CDI{EF,
that is what we are doing al the moment. So, why should not we
take in the partner countries. who are r,vith us already in Bosnia
and train and plan together for future post - IFOR type
operations. It is not only sornething for the Baltic states, but for
ail the paftner countries, also Sweden and F-inland. Recently,
during our Nordic meetings, the Swedes and the Finns are asking
us: what is going on concerning the post {FOR operation? What
are you planning at NATO'? Because they are not taking part in
the direct planning" Why shorrldn't we open up and why
shouldn't we all take part in the planning'l OLrr latest proposal in
that respect is that we shouid w.ork out a strategy for these types
of joint operations, and that would really include the partner

nations in decision rnaking. We want to involve partners as

permanent representatives. fhere are countries at NATO. who
only want to create liaison arrangements, coming and going. We

want to have the partner nations present at our headquarters; of
course, they would be excluded from Anicle 5 activities, because

those are for full members only.
Another project that we are working towards is
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establishing NAIO offices here in your countries. You can call
them NAIO offices, or PFP offices, that is not so very important
to us. The important thing is what goes on there. They are not
indented as information offices where we would give out
booklets about what is happening at NAIO - they should be
offices staffed by NATO officers, representatives from NATO
countries working with you on issues concerning planning etc. of
your own forces. Let me be frank and tell you that we haven't
convinced all the other fifteen yet, but we are expecting pressure
fiom the outside, in the next phase before the summit that,
I hope, will take place in July - even if the partners do not care
if I have my vacation in August or not.

Then to Mr. Trenin. You did not like the term 'security
vacuum', and it probably is not a perfect term. On the other hand,
I come from a very small country that for a long time has been in
close geographic proximity to a very large country, Germany. So
we have that experience. After the Second World War, after just
five years under an occupation, we decided to leave our usual
course. Denmark had had the same long tradition of neutrality as

Sweden, but after that experience we wanted to integrate in NAIO
and later in the EU. And one of the reasons why we wanted to
integrate was, in fact, to deal with our big neighbour, Germany.
'fen years later Germany also joined NAIO and that made for a bit
of a problem for the Danes, but we came over it and now we are
actually working closely together with Germany in the same
command structure and nobody really remembers who the current
commander of the Baltic command is, a German or a Dane,
because we have simply integrated and working together, as part
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of the sixteen, at NAIO and as part of the fifteen in the EU. So our

German problem has disappeared. Why should we tell our Baltic
friends that they should not do the same conceming integrating

into Europe, when they too have a big neighbour and have a long

history of problems with their neighbour?
You mentioned also the regions. I very much share you

opinion that we should work with the Russian regions. We are

trying in whatever we do, to work together with the Leningrad
military district, the St. Petersburg region, and the Kalinigrad
region. And I can tell you from visits and talks to the command

of the Baltic fleet and the command of the Leningrad military
region, that they would very much like to work with us. If this
regional co-operation is still problematic, the source of the
problem is Moscow because it wants to control everything that
happens in Russia.

Then I have a couple of comments to Mr. Lamers - I went
into one of them already. I heard the statement "you are very
welcome," and I think you should write it down. It is the first
time I have heard it from a German parliamentadan, and since it
is coming from a representative of the biggest German. party it
will soon be the German position - and we'd like to cash in on

it. That's very good. I like it.
You also mentioned the arms control issue and Bob

Nurick also took it up. I would like to raise the question of arms

control with our Baltic friends as well. At the moment the Baltic
states are not member parties to the CFE. I think they should

think about joining the CFE or the post * CFE regime. Not only
because of Russia, but because of themselves. I think, and I think
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our Baltic friends know that it is not so nice, not to be a member

of a treaty and suddenly you have a flank agreement coming on

you, and you are simply told how many tanks are allowed to be

in Pskov and how many are not allowed. It would be very

important in terms of the future. There exists a strange saying

among NATO countries that the Baltic states are not defensible;

on the other hand, nobody is ready to give weapons to them. We

spent a whole year working in the Baltic Steering Committee just

towards getting western weapons for the Baltic peacekeeping

battalion that could not be a threat to anyone. And if you had

some levels or holdings for weapons available also for the Baltic
states, it would be natural to fill out those levels. So, I think there

is a good reason for the Baitic states to rethink the idea ofjoining
the future Arms control agreement.

I now turn to Mr. Golliet. I could talk for a long time about

the Danish - French differences concerning the European

defence identity, but I will not, because that is not an issue for
today. I will, however, mention * I think it was a slip of the

tongue - that you said: first we have to have French and Spanish

integration, then the Russian Charter and - this is my own

addition - then the enlargement and then the extension of PFP.

Sometimes working at NAIO one gets the feeling that this is the

way it works. First the French and the Spanish would like to get

back into the structures. I can understand it but because of that

we now have to wait for the end of the French - American

discussion on the command structure, and so on. Then you have

to have a Russian Charter, so that Russia will be less concerned

about the enlargement issue. Then you would have the
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enlargement and, finally, something that would be a consolation
prize for the ones who are not joining. I think it's the wrong
order. We should start the other way around. i think Russia will
never sign the Charter before we have had the enlargement. First
we have to enlarge and show them that this was a NATO
decision, then we can have a good Charter with Russia. Because
that is the reality: we'll have the three additional countries, or
however many there are, in, and then we can work out a good
co-operation Charter with Russia. That however may be just my
personal opinion, it's not official Danish policy, I am afraid"

f'alking about intemal adaptation - that's where I totally
agree with you, Mr. Golliet: we haven't finalised the intemal
adaptation. And one of the things that we haven't finalised is the
strategy for NAIO. I think our Russian friends are absolutely right
to point to us and ask: What is your strategy? Where is Russia in
your strategy? Are we a threat or a partner to NAT'O ? That is why
we have to work with the strategy again, and I think we harre to do
it betr,veen this surnmer's summit and the summit of 1999, to
devise strategy that would fit the new situation" We make new
command structures, but we still have an old strategy', as I see it"

Then there was a question about Russian rnilitary
co*operation and that certainl5' is an issue on which we are
working: we have been inviting Russians, within the PFP, to
participate in exercises, training and so on. Unfortunately, we
very often get the response that because of a lack of resouroes
they cannot join us. I think we have to work and try harder. But
we also have to make sure that we can work together with our
Baltic friends also in that resard. As I said. it was not easv for the
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Danes in 1955, when the first German soldiers came back on

Danish soil. I remember it, there were demonstrations in the

streets. I can understand the Baltic problem with this issue.

I would like to share a little story with you, which happens to be

true. Three weeks ago I was in Uzbekistan. They are in the

process of forming what they call the CENTRASBAI. They

have taken the Baltic Peacekeeping Battalion idea and applying

it for the Kirghizs, the Uzbeks and the Kazakhs, and they want

to co-operate with BALTBAT. We were out there to tell them

how we went about establishing the Baltic Peacekeeping

trattalion. They told us that they'd be having an exercise next

September, that they are actually inviting the BALTBAT to come

and train with them and that the first phase would be an

American Russian parachuting exercise, and thereafter a

IIALTBAT - CENTRASBAT- peacekeeping exercise. That

sounded very interesting to me. The only thing I said to the

t lzbek Minister of Defence was: "No live ammunition lbr the

IIALIBATwhen the parachuters start coming down."
Let me finish by saying that to me NAIO enlargement is a

purely political decision. You cannot buy NAIO enlargement by

purchasing F - 16's, or anything else, or being - and now comes

some terrible word - inter - blahblahblah with NATO. This is
going to be a political decision, and I think that it is actually a

rnoral decision we have to take. After the First World War we did

not make it right, after the Second World War, with the Marshall

Plan, we made it right for half of Europe, now we have to make

it right for all of Europe.
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Marcus Berger (CDU/CSU, German Bundestag):
I 'uvould like to make two general remarks, short remarks. First:
tr propose to speak not about NATO enlargement, but about
NATO opening. This is not only a semantic difference but a very
basic one, because it is indicative of the l'act that the issue of the
future membership of the Baltic states and other central and
Eastern European states is not, in the end, decided in washington,
London. Paris or Bonn; it is also not decided in Moscow: rather it
is decided in vilnius, Riga and rallinn and is an outcome of the
full right of self - determination of these peoples.

And the second remark: I am convinced that Russia, the
great and large neighbour of these small states in central and
Eastern Europe, needs satisfaction. we have to give it some
satisf-action by sending it a signai that to accept this policy of
NATO, and the policy of the small states that are its neighbours,
would not mean to admit weakness on the part of Russian
leadership: rather it would be in line with its own interest. what
Russia needs most of all at present, and will need in the future,
is the common peaceful order for Europe that we are creating
and will build up in the next few years. Russia needs stability in
the west; it needs a co-operative partnership with the west, with
the European Union. and with NATO. If we intend to give Russia
this satisfaction, we must take it seriously if, for example, Russia
demands a charter for this co-operation as it did at the beginning
of the Lisbon meeting and as President yeltsin did a few months
ago. I am saying this because I fear that if we are not ready to
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come to terms with Russia on this point, all our strengthening

will not create a common peaceful order in Europe and may

instead generate a new division in Europe. Therefore, I propose

that we should think about ways of giving Russia a full
partnership in this new peaceful order in Europe. Thank you!

Unidentified speaker: Nearly every one among the

speakers mentioned that NAIO will be a new NAIO, but none

mentioned the Western European pillar that is being built up in

NATO. I would like to ask you whether you could elaborate on the

Baltic views on this European pillar and your contribution to it.

Dr. Usackas: It is an easy question to answer, because the

Lithuanian foreign policy is proceeding in accordance with the

Maastricht Treaty, which suggests that the WEU is a double

arrangement in the sense it is NAIO's European pillar and, at the

same time, a defence policy element within the EU. So, I think,

in this respect our talk about NATO is very much compatible

with our aspirations towards the WEU and the EU.

Dr. Birkavs: I suppose that the question about links

between EU, NATO, and WEU is a question of how to
consolidate the process of opening and not generate additional

problems. I suppose that a strengthening of security aspects or

the security pillar of EU in some way could slow down the

enlargement of EU.
Dr. Laanemf,e: Actually this a very fundamental question'

considering how much talk there is of moving targets, a new

NAIO, and changes within the EU. Since I have the floor,I would

like to thank Mr. Berger for a very interesting suggestion regarding

terminology. I would like to point out that it is always interesting
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to hear the idea that Russia needs satisfaction, that Russia needs to
be given something in refurn for actions that, Russia says, are
against its interests. I think it might be worthwhile to consider that
perhaps an attempt should be made not only to explain to the
Russian Federation that NAro does not threaten it; not only to
demythologise NATo from some sort of a totally separate
organisation, a thing onto itself; not only to explain to Russia what
NATO really is and what NAro has to do but also to explain that
it is to Russia's advantage to have its neighbours as NATO
members. That is something the new NATO should also take
account when it is discussing how to reassure Russia that NAro
opening is not against Russia's interests. Thank you!

Mr: Hans - Joachim Falenski (Chief of Staff Foreign
Policy Section CDU/CSU parliamentary Group German
Bundestag ): I believe it is a common understanding that the
Baltic states cannot be in the first round of NATo enlargement.
So the question is: What should, from your point of view,
constitute the signal from NAro to your countries, and also to
Russia, that the Baltic states are not a grey zone, that they will
have a chance to become NATO members some time in the
future? would it be enough if NATO declared that it would keep
the door open for further enlargement or should there be a clear
cut American - Bal,tic co--operation policy? And a related
question: What, in your opinion, should Germany do to
underscore that NATo will be open for the Baltic states? As
I arrived yesterday, I talked to some people in this country and
got the impression that you have the feeling that there is a lot of
hesitation in Germany about NATO and EU enlarsement.

120 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States ELI and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 121

Discussion

Dr. Birkavs: First of all, I cannot agree with you that there

is such a common understanding. At recent meetings in
Copenhagen, at the five - plus - three prime minister meetings,

several prime ministers raised the question of why we could not
be in the first round. Second, speaking about enlargement and

opening and signals - I suppose it is not just a matter of wording:
perhaps it is an attempt to try to soften reality, to try to ltnd some

common understanding, some common solution. But speaking

about signals * what does a signal mean? Baltic - US charter,

Super - PFP, Atlantic Partnership - what do they all mean? I am

not sure, but they may be a kind of signal that finally may lead

to a clear and common understanding that the Baltic states will
be secure and a part of the new, open NATO. It means to send

signals, not troops to protect us. It means to have an

understanding about the whole process. Security is not the final
result, security is a permanent process.

Mr. Usackas: Very much in line with what Minister
Birkavs said, I don't know whether you can call it a common
understanding because, it seems, there is no common
understanding at this stage on who is going to be in the first
round. It is our task to increase common awareness that the

Baltic states should be among the first to join. As I mentioned in
my presentation, we try to suggest some of the ideas that could
be included as modalities of NAIO enlargement. I hope we will
get a good result out of this in the end, but first we are now

waiting for the next week's meeting of ministers, and then we

will have to review the road that lies ahead.

Concerning the role of Germany - indeed, for Lithuania,
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Germany is a very important country, it is an engine of European
integration, a European engine of EU and NATO, and I would
like to see us embraced in the German efforts of bringing about
an open and united Europe. I must say that we have good,
functional bilateral relations with Bonn in several fields:
economic, social and political, and we would like to increase our
co-operation. TWo months ago it was my honour to host a
meeting in Vilnius and to invite my colleagues from Germany
and Poland. It was the first meeting of the five - plus - three -
plus - two format, including Germany and Poland. Poland and
Germany are key countries for us. We are very much looking
forward to even more intensified relations as confirmed by
foreign minister Kinkel in his meeting with the three Baltic
ministers in Munich.

Mr. Laanamf,e As far as relations with Germany are
concemed, I believe that Germany is most important for all three
Baltic states because of the very broad range of common values
and common heritage that we actually share. That gives a very
good basis for very intense co--operation. We in Estonia, of course,
have a situation where, at least the foreign ministry is, in a physical
sense, closest to Denmark and Germany because both embassies
are located in our building. Now, when the Danes move out, I
believe, at the end of the year, we will just have close relations
with Germany. Of course, one of these days they will build their
own Embassy, and then we will have to see what happens, but for
the time being we will enjoy good relations. We occasionally see

the German Ambassador running around looking for his people in
the building. So these are the Estonian - German relations, and
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they are very good. As for signs, if you take a red light, a yellow
light, and a green light and connect them up with some kind of
mechanism you have a sign, atraffic light, and that is one signal.
If you take lots of them you have a discotheque, and this is the
effect that we sometimes get. There are so many signals all over
the place that it is very hard figure out which one is right. And,
of course, being a bureaucrat I have to remind the people who are

taping this that at the top of page 7 of my presentation you can

find the Estonian, Latvian, Lithuanian proposal for the case if
some of the countries that are PFP members and want to join
NATO are not accepted in the first round. This proposal applies
to all PFP countries, not just the Baltic states, and it states that
after carrying out the differentiation based on self
differentiation, NAIO should then sign an agreement with the

remaining Atlantic partners to the effect that these countries are

potential NATO members and then continue the sixteen - plus -
one talks. In other words, it's to NATO's advantage: if they don't
want to talk any more, then they better make us full members and
get us involved in the whole process - this is the idea. And this
is the kind of signal that NATO should give to all countries that
want to join NATO and who are not asked to accede as the first
in the first new opening since the 1980's. Thank you!

Mr. Burkhard von Groll (German Defence Charg6
d'Affaires to Latvia and Lithuania) I fully agree with your
statement, Your Excellency Mr. Birkavs, that the priority should
be the parliamentary and then the military issues. On the other
hand, it is my opinion that the military, in a democracy, can serve

as quite a good instrument for the politicians to integrate, to
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co-operate, through the interoperability and compatibility of the
armed forces, with other nations both politically and .nitit*ity.
I would like to ask what, in the view of the ptliticians, is the
position of the national armed forces in the integration and
co-operation with other partners in the partnership for peace, in
NATO and perhaps also in WEU?

Mr: Birkavs: Thank you very much for this question! Aswe have so many questions from Germur, ..p*r"ntatives,
I would like to thank all of you for such activiry utra emphasise
that we have excellent relations with Germany despite these verytough questions. Speaking about national armed forces
co-operating with other forces in the process of pFp, I suppose asituation should come about where we can use all the
opporlunities given by NAIO and pFp for participation and
co-operation, where there is an opening of NAIO and pFp and
we can take part in the planning process, logistics, etc. This
would be a real opening, and this process has already begun as
we are co-operating on a deeper and deeper level. yet it is not
enough, and we are probably not even ready for all the forms and
modalities of participation, but this is the only way that we have
for speeding up our preparation and gradually merging with the
others' That is how I see it and certainly from my poirrl or ur"*,
the fundamental accent, the fundamental investment fbr
increasing such co-operation. would be investment in the brains
of.the military.

Mr. Usackas: If I may have just a few words on bilateral
and regional co-operation and also on interoperability to which
you have referred - on our part, we are keen to proceed with
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everything that has been suggested: here I mean US bilateral
efforts, Baltic action plan, doctor Skinkelis' twelve point plan for
our integration into Europe and NAIO, Swedish Prime Minister
Goran Persson's three point plan. We appreciate all that very
much, but at the same time I want to make it very clear that it is
very imporlant not to be misled and for there to be no
misperception that there exists an alternative to the enlargement
or to our membership in the Alliance. We try to work with our
public, but you should also be forthcoming and very open,
generous, and frank in terms of formulation and articulation.
Another aspect of interoperability that is viewed from a rather
political angle: When we hear some arguments from very
distinguished experts and politicians that this is why the Baltic
states cannot be brought into NATO - sorry, I will be blunt and

say to you that Winston Churchill called on Americans not
because of interoperability of command and control, or
communication systems, but because there was a common
mission then. Now the mission has changed. In 1948, after the

Second World War, there was a threat to the free democratic
nations, Czechoslovak threat to Norway. Now we have another
common mission: it is to consolidate and to help the states that
have escaped the Soviet regime to consolidate their democratic
efforts and their free market reforms. I think that is the mission
and the goal of NATO enlargement. Thank you!

Unidentified Speaker: I would like to turn back to
Dr. Nurick's presentation and pose the following question. You

said that the question is when and at what point will Russia
acquiesce in NAIO's enlarsement and then strike a deal. The
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question for me is: What reason does Russia have to acquiesce?
It is not losing anything by not acquiescing and has every reason
to wait as long as possible. If there is an argument against that, I
would like to hear it. Also, I would like to point out that from the
point of view of the Baltic governments, the situation is very
similar. This is not a kind of television game show where you
have the car and now you can choose if you either win a holiday
or lose everything. I mean, the situation is so complex right now
that it is worthwhile for all sides to continue this process as long
as possible. We still do not know - maybe NATO will decide to
postpone the summit until two months later and things will have
changed by that time. This is the kind of situation where there are

many options and it seems that all sides have reasons to continue
doing exactly what they are doing. If there is an argument against
this, I would like to hear that too.

Also, since I have the floor, I would like to point out
something very interesting from Mr. Golliet's presentation that is
tied to what Dr. Trenin said as well: that the question of ethnicity
and citizenship is often something that plays a very important role
in all our relations. History of Cyprus is a good example. The
representation of Northern Cyprus that, as we all know, is the part
north of the UN dividing line, is recognised as a country only by
Turkey. Yet this government holds the position that at one time,
when Cyprus was formed as an independent state, there was an

agreement between the part of the population that is now to the
south of the dividing line and the part to the north that they would
rule Cyprus jointly together. They see the creation of South
Cyprus as a violation of this original agreement and therefore say
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that they are right although the rest of the world, except lbr
Turkey, says that they are wrong. On the other hand, the southern

part used to speak of enosis or joining Greece, supposedly the

ethnic mother land, although Cyprus has had very little political
contact with Greece over the years. So if we have the effect that

nothing has happened in this situation, it may be because Greece

and Turkey are NATO members and to actually take steps based

on mere wishes would not be in the best interest of anyone. It is
unfortunate that Cyprus still has the UN forces there, but let us

assume that it didn't - then there is a large number of other
possibilities for how the situation may have been resolved.

Cyprus right now is not a matter of a direct conflict between

Greece and Turkey, it is an issue on which they take opposite
sides and have other countries supporting either side. It is a very
different situation from what we speak about in the rest of
Europe. So if anybody has arguments or comments on any of
these points, I would very much like to hear them. Thank you!

Mr. Nurick: First of all, before I respond to the question

I should clarify something of which your introduction reminded

me: I am not a doctor. I appreciate the promotion but I should
rnake that clear. My professors at Columbia would be surprised

to hear this. The question was why shouldn't the Russians hang

tough, what do they have to lose. What do they have to lose? An
agreement with NATO. There are some people in Russia who
probably don't care about that, because they don't care about

negotiating a soft landing on the problem of NATO enlargement,
but I am speaking about that portion of Russian public opinion
that does care about the potential costs of this issue to the
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Russian - western relations and correspondingly perhaps to
Russian domestic reform, and these are people we ought to care
about. For those people, for that part of the Russian public
opinion, the agreement is an important thing to work out. so that
is what they have to lose. well, you could say it all assumes that
NATO will go ahead and make its decision to enlarge even if no
agreement is reached with Russia. And that may be an issue that
some people in Moscow are confused and uncertain about - i.e.,
there still might be people who believe that if they stall on this
question NATO will put offthese decisions. personally I would
not be religious about whether the summit is in July or August
if there were serious negotiation in place with Russia that
looked as if it was really making progress and would just need
a little bit more time to nail down some elements of it. Then
I wouldn't say - okay, let's take July at all costs, not August. The
fact of the matter is, as far as I can tell, we are not in a serious
negotiation with Russia about this issue now. There is much talk
about it and much public discussion, but, as far as I can tell, we
have not got to that point yet, and that is the concern. so that is
what I think Russia has to lose. The problem for them, of course,
is - and that is the point I was trying to make - that entering into
serious negotiations looks as if it is acquiescing in NATO
enlargement and that is politically difficult. My hope is that we
will find a way through that so that we can get into a serious
discussion with them in time to work something out by July or
August, or whatever.

Well, what do the Baltics have to lose? I think that what the
Baltics have to lose, is domestic support. I say this not because I

Discuss ion

have dreamed it up, but because Baltic officials have been telling
me this for months: that the problem they worry about - and

I believe them - is a set of signals, from NAIO coming out of the

summit, which will be so discouraging to public opinion and to

parliamentary opinion in the Baltic countries, that there will be a

bad political backlash of the sort that would make it difficult to

keep these countries on track. And I think that is a problem. As
I mentioned before, these are democratic.countries, and I am not
persuaded that public opinion is prepared for the outcome that,

I think. is likely to emerge fiom NAfO meetings through the

summit. I am not worried about Latvia, Lithuania, or Estonia

suddenly giving up on its Western orientation - that's silly. I am

worried about the loss of momentum and about what would
happen if people believed that the outcome of the NATO summit
represented a major diplomatic failure and a setback for Baltic
fbreign policy. I am worried about that. Again - it's not for me

to tell Baltic politicians how to handle their own domestic
politics on this issue. I can only speak as a sympathetic observer

from the outside and say that this seems to me an important thing
to keep in mind. It's a difficult tactical problem, but I do think it
is important that public and parliamentary opinion be prepared

for likely outcomes that you are going to have to deal with. It's
really as simple as that.

Mr. Lejins: No comments about Cyprus and NATO? No?

Okay, Mr. Celle, please.

Mr. Celle: I have a question for Mr. Nurick too. This past

week there were significant changes in the government of the

lJnited States. There is a new Secretary ofState, a new Secretary

I
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of Defence, some other key positions have been changed, new
personalities are appeadng on the scene. How do you evaluate
these changes in the context that we are discussing today?

Mr. Nurick: I learned about the new appointments sitting
in the Copenhagen airport, as I was telling Per Carlsen, so I have
no particular information about them beyond what I've read in
the papers. My reaction to how this may affect US policy
concerning Baltic issues - let me just say two things very
quickly: number one, I really don't have even an instinct what
Senator Cohen's position is on these questions. He has been
someone who has been supportive, as far as I am aware, of the
general policy of NATO enlargement. I've never heard him
address the question of the Baltic states in particular or the wider
question of what NATO policy regarding all those countries that
aspire to membership but will not be asked to join immediately
should be. Concerning Madeleine Albright, there I think I have a
better sense of what her instincts will be. She has been a very
strong supporter of the policy in general. Again, I don't know
precisely what her views on the Baltic issue are but I would be
astonished if her views were any different from what you've
heard Ambassador Siebert say, or what you've heard first
secretary Perry say, or what you've heard John Kornblum say:
namely, that the goal of US policy should be to expedite this
process. But let me make one final observation that I think is the
main one: what people do not understand or do not appreciate to
the extent that perhaps they should - not just people of the Baltic
region, but people in United States too - is that what really
changed US policy, administration policy on this whole question
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of NAIO enlargement was not just the fact that Richard

Holbrooke came back from Bonn to the US and all the array of
other personalities who are very importantly involved, but that

the President changed, that this is the President's policy. What
you are hearing increasingly from administration figures reflects

not iust their own personal view, it reflects their sense of where

ihe administration as a whole is going. I don't think any one of
them would have said it if they thought that the President was

going to disagree with them. The President has not made an

ofhcial statement of policy, but I would be very surprised if,
when he does do so, what he said were markedly difl-erent. It
obviously does matter who the Secretary of Def"ence is, it does

matter who the Secretary of State is, but most of all it matters

rvho the President is. And the President is the same President,

and I think I have a pretty good sense of where he wants to go.

Mr. Lejins: There are several questions - Mr. Druva from

the Defence Committee of Latvian Parliament.

Mr. Druva: This is a question for Dr. Trenin. You

ialked about crises that might arise in Russia if expansion

took place and in particular if it involved the Baltics. I would
iike to ask you to define what crises you envision. Second:

Why more is not dclne in order to prepare the Russian public

for such an eventuality? And the third one is a side question

ihat you did not address but that is present in the Baltics both

lbr Latvia and Estonia and concerns the border issue' I would

tike you to talk about that issue: in particular because in a way

you have an opportunity to forestall our entry into the

Fluropean Union and NATO because of the border isstle.
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Dr. Trenin: Thank you. There are so many people whostart out with doomsday scenarios of what might h"pp"; if thereis a crisis, so I decided to skip that knowing that you alr readstatements from General Rodionov and the like. My p"rrorurfeeling is that many of the things Russian officiars mention as thelikely consequences of NAT' enrargement to incrude centralEurope, or to include the Baltic states, wilr not be implemented.Russia is a weak country. Russia does not have all the resourcesthat the Soviet union used to have. Russia has rather importantinterests in the west to completely isolate itserf, so Russia willdo something that may also hurt her but not quite to that extent.First of all, I do not believe that the Baltic states will be in NAroagainst Russia's vehement opposition. This is a private view notshared by many peopre uuilt seems to me at least rearistic.However, the debate itserf would have the result of Russianmilitary doctrine being revised in such a way as to recreate awestern front. At this time we do not have a western front, wehave - wet, problems along the southern periphery that are thereto stay for decades. We have problems, pretty serious ones,waiting for us arong the Far Eastern flank, so with thisgeostrategy, you would not wish to have a western fiont.However, Russian political leaders and military leaders will beyid:r tremendous pressure to respond, and they will respond, Ithink' in the traditional *uy of .""reating the western front, andthat will be a bad thing for Russia. But it will also haveconsequences in Russian domestic politics. we have arreadyseen Russian domestic political debate taking an increasinglynationalistic tone as opposed to the internationalist tone of a lbw
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years ago. To me, this indicates the disappointment of the
Russian elite over this whole business of co operation and
partnership with the West. lf you hear today someone like Mr.
l-uzhkov railroading through the Council of the Federation a

rlecision to call Sevastopol a Russian city, the message is not that
Russia is about to go to war with Ukraine over Sevastopol, the
rnessage is that Mr. Luzhkov is seriously thinking about Russian
presidency in the year 2000, and he senses that the right way to
tlo that is to present himself as a patriolic candidate. That means

that the mood of the nation is becoming more nationalistic, and
that is not being heiped by the way the relations between Russia
and the West are developing. So, to me, that would be a crisis:
alienation, reorientation of the military doctrine. serious
problems, if not partial collapse, of arms control. Those are

pretty serious things, and if one talks about a conventionally
weak country, and Russia has never been so weak
conventionally, that means that more emphasis will be placed in
the military doctrine on nukes. So that's pretty bad.

Russia indeed lost the Cold War, and the West is sorl of
moving fbrward to collect the booty - that may not be the way
you see things or necessarily the way I see them, but this is the
way a lot of people in the elite see things. There is precious little
disagreement over that. There may some political scientists who
offer different views, but political scientists do not make policy,
which may be a good thing. So preparing the Russian public,
I believe, is not possible or necessary. The fact that the Russian
public does not have a view on NATO means that it can be

manipulated under certain circumstances, and that's serious. As
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for the border issue - again, if you are weak, if you are in a

position of being cornered or at last have a mental picture of
being cornered, you will use whatever means available to
advance your interests. I think that the fact that Estonia and

Latvia have voiced, and even presented, claims on territory that
used to be a part of those states in the inter - war period gives an

opportunity to Russia to turn to the wider international
community and say - hey, they have problems; do you want to
have members who have problems with us? So I think that some
people - and it happens very often - are playing other people's
games without noticing it.

Mr. Lejins: There seem to be a lot of questions. We'll take
them in order. Your name, please?

Mr. Markienas: My name is Markienas, I am from the

Lithuanian Foreign Ministry planning staff. So I will speak semi -
officially as planners do. I would like to make just a few short
remarks to Mr. Nurick's and Mr. Trenin's presentations. Mr.
Nurick noted that the Baltic countries need to establish military
contacts with Russia and that they would be very beneficial for the

situation. I should say, however - I cannot speak for all three

Baltic countries, but as for Lithuania, I must observe that in terms

of economic ties and relations with Russia, it really is in a good

position. Also, on some points, there seems to be a mutual military
understanding: military transit through Lithuania is one such

instance. We have rules for Russian military transit, which Russia

obeys, and the situation is normal - that was not quite the case two
years ago. So, in terms of Lithuanian - Russian relations, we are

in a favourable situation. Opening to the West we have to deal with
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the Kaliningrad region, we have Russia as our westem neighbour.
I should mention that residents of Kaliningrad have opportunities
for visa free travel to Lithuania. So we are doing our best to be

open. We have some collaboration with not just military
personnel but also with border officials, and this is a trilateral
collaboration, Polish - Lithuanian - Russian, dealing with all
kinds of problems including drug trafficking and so on. So the
situation is really not so bad, I should even say that Lithuania and
Russia have good relations.

Now I'll turn to Mr. Trenin who told us that the process of
Baltic countries approaching NATO is spoiling relations with
Russia, but it is not the case with Lithuania: we expressed our
wish to enter NATO almost three years ago and, despite this,
relations with Russia have proceeded quite normally. There are

more examples of this: I don't have the figures for Estonia or
Latvia, but at least in Lithuania, the number or Russian tourists
is on the increase. So perhaps it is safe to say that there is some
progress in our relations and mutual understanding. I'm sorry,
perhaps I'm taking too long... These are remarks rather than
questions, so I'll limit myself to just these two.

Mr. Lejins: Thank you! I see we will have to leave a lot of
the questions for the afternoon session. But we still have fifteen
minutes left. Would you like to respond to this, or can we pass

on to other questions? Okay, Mr. Vinkelis from the Latvian
lroreign Ministry. He has a question.

Mr. Vinkelis: I would like to give the floor to Mr. Napper
because he has been waiting longer than me.

Mr. Napper (US Ambassador to Latvia): Thank you
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very much. I just wanted to make a brief intervention here to
support what Bob Nurick has been saying about the overall
thrust of uS policy - in fact, he is dead right about that. The
question that we ask ourselves increasingly is not so much if or
when, but how. How do we work together with the Baltic states
to help them move forward towards their objective that is
eventual membership in the Alliance? And here we are
concerned - I share your concern about the burden, if you will *
the political burden that the partnership for peace is increasingly
carrying. How is it that we can find other ways and means of
moving forward? This is, for instance, why we are pushing very
hard at the NATo ministerial that is upcoming to get the Alliance
agreement on the creation of the Atlantic partnership council, a
new forum where partners and the allies could accelerate the
process forward. It is also the reason we have tabled the Baltic -
American action plan in a bilateral way to focus the energy of the
US government on moving forward in every area of the
relationship: the political, the economic, the military. We are
hoping that this will be an impetus for all the other countries that
are so interested in supporting the Baltic cause, to continue their
own efforts in that way. So we are hopeful that this will take
some of the political burden off the partnership for peace that
you have elucidated. Thank you!

Mr. Lejins: Thank you. yes, Mr. Vinkelis.
Mr. Vinkelis: My question will be very much in line with

what Mr. Ambassador said, and I would like to direct it at our
western European participants. Since the reform in the inner
workings of NATO in some quarters has been made a
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precondition for going ahead with enhanced PFP, we sometimes
feel worried about the success of both these undertakings.

I would like to ask our Western European participants whether

they see it possible to go simultaneously ahead with internal
adaptation and launching an enhanced PFP? And may I ask one

more question to our Transatlantic parlicipants Mr. Trenin and

Mr. Nurick? There have been suggestions recently, and not so

recently, that in order to save arms control and, more generally,

the US - Russian relations from deterioration, after the first
round of enlargement any consideration of a second round

should be put on ice for, say, five or ten years - I'm referring.
among other things, to the article recently published in
Frankfurter Allgemeine. Would you say that such an approach is
going to fly and reach the aims the proponents have put forth?

Mr. Lamers: You asked about PFP and about enhanced

PFP. My suggestion is that after the first step of NAIO opening or
enlargement we will begin with the first step, with opening for
other states, and that is combined with enhancing PFP, i.e., PFP II.

Mr. Nurick: Let me just add a few words on this question

of the relationship of NATO reform to enhanced PFP and then

move on to the questions directed specifically at me. I think that

NAIO's own deliberations about its intemal reform in general

have two quite contradictory potential implications for the way

Baltic issues are handled. On the one hand, and this is the point

that I tried to develop this morning, I think the direction in which
NATO refbrm is likely to be going presents some real

opportunities, and I tried to indicate what they were. In pafticular,

they are using this notion of devolving responsibilities
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increasingly to regional commands, accelerating that process and
exploiting it to create the strategic homes both for the Baltic
countries and for Russia as a way of introducing another element,
another form of real, practical collaboration and joint activity
with the Alliance. So that's good news. I think there are
possibilities there - I don't know what NAro will decide, but this
is certainly a set of proposals that I hope will continue to get
serious consideration in the Alliance. The other side of the coin,
the short term one, is that NATO really consists of individual
people who have to make decisions and who have a lot on their
plate. And when there are wrangles about command reform, they
may have nothing whatsoever to do with Baltic issues or the
general question of what NATO policy should be towards those
countries who are not going be invited to join this summer, but
they delay consideration. That's one of the things that do worry
me. For example, the recent Franco - American wrangle about
the southern command has nothing whatsoever to do with the
issues on our agenda today, but they do divert people's attention
from those issues. I would like to see some of these things get
settled, so that people can turn their attention to some of these
other questions. on the question of the arms control regime and
the proposal for pause - this is an idea that has been brewing for
a while and it has a kind of surface appeal to it. on the one hand,
it is clearly something that I think people believe would be useful
in negotiations with Russia about coming up with the formula and
a set of agreements between now and June. And it is certainly
true, just as a practical matter, that - without beginning to predict
at all how long a pause is a pause -NATO will take some time to
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sort of digest this first round and to see how it goes and what has

to be done. I don't know what that means, I don't think it takes

ten years or even five years, but NAIO will need to assess what
it's done. People say, well, look: that is a practical matter - NATO
is going to pause anyway, so why not say that to the Russians?

I think that would be a mistake, in spite of the superficiai appeal

of doing so. It would be a mistake not only because of the signals

that it would send to the Baltic states; over the longer run it would
be a mistake in the way we deal with Russia - it would be

certainly send the wrong signal about what we think we are up to

when we embark on the process of enlargement. And also I think
it's the wrong way to handle arms control issues. I worry as

Mr. Trenin does - for a lot of reasons, some of which have

nothing to do with NATO enlargement - I am concerned about

the full range of strategic arms control agreements with Russia

ranging from SFE, to START, Open Skies, a whole list of them.

But I do not think that NAIO's negotiations with Russia about the

terms of Russian - NATO relations are the place to resolve these

issues. I think there is a very strong argument for saying that SFE

really needs to be renewed, to adapt to the new strategic situation

in Europe. I don't think that those issues should be part of the

Russian - NATO Agreement - Russian - NATO Agreement

should be about Russian - NATO relations. I do think a separate

negotiation should be undertaken with respect to the SFE issues,

but it should be a separate negotiation.

Mr. Lejins: One more question, and it is from Ms. Vita
Matisa from the Soros Foundation.

Ms. Matisa: I will be verv brief and I'd like to so back to
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one comment Mr. Golliet raised. This was not, Mr. Golliet, the
central argument of your presentation but I will, with your
permission, make it the central argument of mine. you
mentioned the centrality of Article 5 to the NATo Treaty and the
automaticity of American response. Well, the automaticity of
American response has never been assured, because the terms ofArticle 5 of the NATO Treaty are actually much looser than is
commonly assumed. True, it is written that an attack on one wilr
be an attack on all, but what is often forgotten is the last sentence
of Article 5 that reads: "each party will take the means it deems
necessary." All right, the automatic response was assured
because cold war deterrence measures required this automatic
response, or, to phrase it in another way _ the old realities
defined one interpretation of the Treaty. I think the post - cord
War realities require, not only require but are alr"aiy seeing, a
new interpretation of Article 5 that is - and I,ll use Bertram,s
term - "flexible coalitions," "flexible integration.,, what does ail
that necessarily lead to? It leads to flexible commitment. A term
that is perhaps not very acceptable to the Balts, but I think it
needs to be repeated nonetheless, because many tsalts are under
the illusion that belonging to NATO _ and this is why evervbodv
wants to join NAT' - NAT' membership will impiy automatic
security in the case of an attack. It does not imply automatic
security or defence in the case of an attack. I think that in the
Baltic case this really needs to be underlined: this new reality
will also imply a new interpretation of Article 5. Thank vou!

Ms. Ivanova (Newspaper Biznes i Baltija): t wo,,ta tite
to address my question to Mr. Trenin. Could you give us your
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opinion on what Mr. Nurick mentioned in his presentation and,

I think, Mr. Carlsen also touched upon, namely, about the

possible military co-operation between Russia and the Baltic
states within the enhanced Partnership for Peace program?

Because up to now, there has been no interaction, as they say in
NAIO, even within the present PFP program. Is there a chance

that Russia might agree to such a co-operation and, if yes, what
could be the forms of it? And also you mentioned that some of
your Baltic colleagues ask if they are considered to be "the far"
or "the near" abroad. You yourself mentioned that term, "the
near abroad," in your introduction, so, is this term still used in
Russia towards the Baltic states? I am asking this question not
from a lack of confidence, as you put it, but out of pure curiosity
about the Russian position. Thank you.

Dr. Trenin: Thank you for the questions. With all due

respect - I served for quite some time in the military, and I think
that there is a value in mil * to * mil contacts - but why should
we overplay that? Soldiers are very disciplined people. When
they are told to be friends they are friends, when they are told
otherwise, they do otherwise, so this could be symbolic, but not
much beyond that. I think that what could be really of use - and

here I very much support what was said by Mr. Carlsen - is the

Baltic states joining the FE (that would go some way to
accommodate Russian concerns), and the Baltic states and

Russia agreeing on a set of confidence or security building
measures, which, I think, would accommodate some of the

Baltic states' concerns. Now, as to "the far" and "the near"

abroad - I think that it is really not much of an issue in Russia
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these days. It is a term that was acquired at a certain period of
time, when the Soviet Union collapsed, and, in fact, it collapsed
almost - not almost, five years ago today, ladies and gentlemen.
Those who need to be congratulated, I congratulate them. so,
I think the emphasis was very much on ,,abroad.', Abroad is
abroad, and the Baltic states are very much aparl'of this abroad.
I don't think that we need to go further into that.

I would also like to use this opportunity to comment very
briefly on Mr. carlsen's comment as to the security vacuum.
I think it was a good thing that Danish membership in NATo was
followed by German membership in NATO, because we all
know that the successful alliances are those that are inclusive.
And then there are not very inclusive alliances that are not very
successful, for example, the little Entente. So when you, sir,
concluded your, I must admit, very brilliant presentation with
"making it right for all of Europe,,' I hope this ,,all of Europe,,
eventually includes Russia. Thank you.

Gundars Zalkalns (Secretary of the Latvian National
Security council): well, I just wanted to ask a purely theoretical
question. we know that Russia is politically opposed to NATo
expansion, but let's assume, just as a theoretical possibility, that
NATO expansion goes ahead - what under those circumstances
would be acceptable to Russia, to compensate for this expansion
and maintain good relations with the West?

Dr: Trenin: I don't think that it is right to talk about
compensation. First, I believe that a NATO - Russia relationship
has a meaning of its own. It was very bad luck - to be quite
frank, through a lack of statesmanship virtually on all sides - that
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Russia was not subsumed within NATO enlargement. I would
suggest a troika formula, in fact, with three mutually supporting

directions of advance. That would be NATO's internal
transformation, NATO's enlargement and NATO's links with
Russia. I don't think that you should have a certain order of
priorities, because that is where we disagree. But I think we all
agree, that these three directions are of prime importance. Now,
what can be done, I think... First of all, I am not someone who
says it is all or nothing. I think that there are many responsible
politicians in Russia, although they may sound very negative.

And, frankly, they will sound very negative until the time when

the deal can be cut. I think that it would be a good thing for
NAfO, as a good - will gesture, to offer the Russians a way that

takes into account Russian security concerns which have a

bearing on NAIO enlargement. So NATO enlargement has, as

does any enlargement of any collective defence organisation,

implications for Russian national defence. It would be very
much in the spirit of partnership, for the West to say: come on

now we are enlarging, we know that this has implications - like
nukes, like foreign forces' stationing - and we are prepared to sit

down and discuss the formula under which your concerns will be

duly met. This is one thing. Another thing would be to offer
I{ussia not simply a charter - in other words, not simply a

wrapping - but the meat. The meat would be, what sort of
consultations, what sort of institutionalised dialogue NATO has

in mind; and to impress on the Russians - I think that they are

not completely impressed - that NAIO means something more

than compensation. When you treat that as compensation, it is
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not taken very seriously. when you say, this is not compensation
for NAIO enlargement, you are important per se; Russians
would say, this is our relationship with NATO, and it is
important. If that approach prevails, we could have some sort of
an arrangement before the NATO summit or to be formalised at
the NATO summit. That is not unachievable.

Dr. Laanemiie: I would just like to, perhaps dare to,
disagree with Dr. Trenin on one little aspect. okay, I will first
say that yes, I did use the term "the far abroad" this morning,
but neither I, nor anyone else I know in Estonia, who says
anything about these kinds of things, uses the other word
anymore, the "n - word." And I will not use it today either,
because it is true: that word is totally irrelevant today. But it is
only irrelevant because it was associated with something called
the Karaganov Doctrine which, I believe, came out in 1993, not
five years ago. And the Karaganov doctrine _ I mean, doctor
Karaganov is alive and well, as we all know _ but, I think, his
doctrine is somewhere in wastebasket of history, at least in that
form, and no, we are not afraid of it. But the concern is that the
other word, the "n - word," refers to a mindset or to a state of
mind in Russia, and that is one of the causes, one of the potential
causes of instability. In the sense that there is no indication that,
in Russia, anything is being done by anyone to change the
perception of the Baltic states, whatever that is. And this is why
this other word was of major concern for a long time. As we say,
now it is irrelevant, as a word, or as a symbol of anything. yet the
mindset is still there, and we can try to have good relations with
Russia as much as we want, it will be very difficult under such

D iscuss ion

conditions. Russia's attitude towards the Baltic states develops at

a slower pace than the Baltic states have changed their policy

towards Russia to be more in tune with the needs of the present.

Since I have the floor again,I will bring up a related topic.

I have been listening to these presentations here today, trying to
find some sort of a unifying motif that could be used to create a

discussion with the aim of coming to some sort of result that we

could take home from here and use. It is very difficult, but I think
one way to look at it from a slightly different perspective is to
realise that there is one country, a neighbour of Russia's, where,

if I am not mistaken, sociological studies have shown that the

relationship with Russia is perceived as very important, yet, at

the same time, there is this undercurrent of very deep concern

about the possible influence of Russia. This country is not a

member of the CFE; this country does not allow anybody to

monitor its armaments and while it has modern armaments it
does not have any nuclear weapons. It is capable, apparently, of
putting up, within a very short period of time, a standing army

that is about the same size as the Russian armies in the region'

Now, this country I am talking about is Finland. For some

reason, nobody is concerned about what would happen, what

would Russia say if Finland joined NATO. Yes, we know that

Finland has said that it is not joining NAIO, but it is hard to

believe that Finland has not been making plans. Finland is an

interesting country in the sense that it has a very tight connection

between public opinion and what the Government does, it
always has had this large consensus. And for some reason,

researchers of Finnish public opinion have, in the past few years,
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started to ask people what they think about joining NATo. The
answers go up and down, but there is always a significant
percentage of the Finnish population that does support joining
NATO. It increases and decreases. Again, we all know that
Finland has said that it does not want to join NATO; right now,
it sees no reason to join the CFE, for example, for many of the
same reasons why the Baltic states should probably consider the
CFE very seriously in the sense that there may be
disadvantages as well as advantages. on the other hand, the
Finland is a country that could potentially tomorrow decide that
it does want to join NATO. And what would happen then? What
would Russia say? What would the West say? There are no
reasons not to take Finland in NATo: they have common values;
they have the military capability; they have everything else. And
yet, from the Russian point of view, taking Finland into NATO
should be a much bigger concern than taking the Baltic states.
No, I have no question to anyone about this topic, but I would
very much be interested in hearing comments about this concept
that may lead us somewhere in our discussion.

Mr. Lejins: Mr. Laanamiie, that was brilliant. We have half
an hour. Who would like to comment on this? Well, have you
thought about Finland?

Mr. Nurick: I'll just hazard a few remarks about the
question of Finland. First of all, I think you are absolutely right,
there is a kind of subterranean debate going on there. The
question of Finnish orientation towards NATO is an issue that is
brewing. I think it is interesting to think about the reasons why it
is brewing, though. My impression is that it has very little to do

Discuss ion

with NAIO enlargement and a great deal to do with France and

EU, and France's re - entry into NAIO; because I think what
happened is that Finland made what it thought was a strategic
decision to engage in European security debate and European
security institutions. It thought it was doing that through the
European Union. And, to the simpliff matters, it suddenly
discovered that one of the hosts of the party had moved next
door, and so it is wondering whether it was joining the right
place. I am oversimplifring a very large debate, but I think that
was one of the major impulses - the desire, on the one hand, to
engage and remain engaged in European security, in European
security institutions, and, on the other hand, an increasing
questioning about whether the approach that they had taken to
realise that objective still held in the current circumstances. Now,
if over time they were to decide that they wanted to join NATO -
I think Dima is much better prepared to talk to the question of
what the Russian response would be in that case. I will just give

my answer: on the one hand, I think it would be a major issue in
Russia, because it would again dramatise what I think is the
central geopolitical issue for Russia and has to do with Russia's
place in the broader European security arrangements. The more
the Russian political elite sees NATO as the core institution
bringing in more and more countries; as the core institution for
European security, the more the question of Russia's role and

Russia's relations with NATO becomes a critical one. So this not
a new issue, it is the same issue that NAIO enlargement raises,

but I think Finland would dramatise it. There is one respect in
which I suspect that Finnish membership would be less neuralgic
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than the question of Baltic membership, and that is the set of
issues that we all know about, which was referred to this
morning and has to do with the bilateral issues and, in particular,
the question of the status of the Russian community: the
irritation in the bilateral relationship, which affects Russia's
reactions to the question of Baltic membership, with the West's
readiness to embrace the Baltic states while this issue is still on
the table. It is just not there, in the Finnish case, but the other
issue is.

Dr. Trenin: I would broadly agree with what Bob has just
said. This will clearly make a lot of Russians think it terms of
encirclement. For many Russians the historical opportunity to
come closer to Europe will have been lost, at least temporarily.
I think it will set the Russian political mentality along a very
effoneous course. It is interesting that when a lot of other
peoples' elites are looking towards the 21st century after the 20th
century, the Russian elite is being pushed, by a combination of
domestic and international factors, back into the 19th century.
You see a revival of traditional geopolitics in Russia. The
internationalist approach of Gorbachev and then of
Jelcin/Kozirev is being gradually replaced by a very traditional
approach that is one hundred years old or so. Czar Aleksander III
said that Russia had only two friends in the world - one was the
Russian army, the other one was the Russian navy. And, you
know, if one were to push Russia along that course... I am not
good at painting doomsday scenarios, but that would certainly be
topical, that would be a diversion that would cost Russia some
resources and would not be very helpful in terms of the European

Discuss ion

situation. So I think that Finnish membership would be a bad

thing, in terms of the Russian political elite. It would lead to bad

consequences in Russia, but would still be preferable to an

Estonian membership, I must tell you - for the reasons Bob has

outlined.
Mr. Lozenicins (Baltic Center for Strategic Studies at

the Latvian Development Agency): The question is, how do

Western economic interests in Russia's markets affect NATO

expansion?
Mr. Lejins: Who would like to respond? Anybody?

Nobody? You have nobody to respond to that. Any more

questions?

Can I raise the question about what, I think, Mr. Carlsen

said about the economic development and buying your way in
NATO. Something to think about, because Mr. Usackas said this

morning that Lithuania is doubling it's defence expenditures, and

I know that in Estonia the increase is about 48 to 49 percent. In
Latvia there is no such increase. Isn't this also something worth

discussing? If you overextend yourself in the military area, at the

cost of economic and social development - and we all know that

situation in the Baltic states is grim, despite progress - then, in
the end, this might hurt the security of the Baltic states. It would
be a good thing if we talked about this, because here, I think, we

can see differences among the Baltic states in that some states

will increase their military expenditures and others will not. Isn't
it perhaps a wiser policy to build up foundations of democracy

and social - economic development than to buy more guns -
cspecially if you can get the guns free now from the West? Well,
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I'll just put this one on the table. I see that Lithuanian delegate
Mr. Usackas is ready to respond.

Dr. Usackas: I agree with you that the social - economic
situation is an important element for the overall security and
civility of the state. I don't have the numbers in my head right
noq but I as far as I remember, the Lithuanian defence
expenditures were the least among the three Baltic Sates. It is
rather understandable why decision was made, by Lithuanian
government, to increase the defence budget. My second
comment is on Per Carlsen's and Mr. Trenin's remarks on the
CFE,. Some of our Nordic friends and the Americans know that
we have been raising this issue for almost ayear, in order to have
a more transparent process of CFE negotiations for the post -
CFE arrangement. Unfortunately we have not been successful so

far - you may perhaps remember, for instance, the issue of flank
changes. However, as we know, last Tuesday in Lisbon, the CFE
member states agreed on the modalities of the post * CFE
arrangement and our President, speaking in Lisbon,
congratulated these modalities and, in fact, emphasised our
interest to be involved. First of all, he expressed our interest that
the post - CFE arrangement be open for other OC member states,

not just members of the CFE treaty, and also called upon a more
open negotiation process so that our countries that have an

interest in the subject would be able to participate in the post -
CFE negotiations.

Mr. Bieran (German Ministry of Defence): I was

missing one aspect, which is also not in the title NATO and the
Baltic states. I would have said "NATO. the EU and the Baltic

Discussion

states." I think that both of these processes are very neatly

interrelated. In our discussion, the aspect of EU enlargement was

missing, whereas there certainly is going to be a co-ordination

between both processes. It has already begun, NATO and the

European Commission are beginning to discuss this subject -
and they have to, I think. In Germany we are discussing what we

call the Gleichstrategie which is supposed to be published at the

June or July 1997 summit meeting. This strategy, which

concerns those who are not going to take part in the first round,

does not only imply a signal concerning keeping NAIO' as well

as PFP - Plus or PFP - Super open. By the way, we don't call

them that, because we don't want to have the self -
differentiation that implies, immediately in the first round, who

is going to be the next candidate - at this point, we want to leave

it open. Those two aspects, however, are co-ordinated with a

third, the co-ordination between EU and NATO enlargement.

So, I was wondering, could Mr. Carlsen perhaps say something

on this topic and also maybe one of the Lithuanian or Estonian

partners here? Do you see a possibility of co-ordinating both

processes: one soncerning the time table, the other concerning

the memberships? There are several models, but I don't want to

go into the detail here.

Mr. Carlsen: Let me address a couple of the questions and

remarks, first, a remark or question by Mr' Trenin, concerning

Russia and NATO. My personal view, and also the view of the

Danish government, is that NATO should not exclude taking in

Russia, at some stage. When we joined NATO in 1949, we

wouldn't have thought, as I said, about Germany joining six
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years later. And therefore, probabry our Baltic friends, joining or
wanting to join NAro, wourd not want to think about Russia
joining NAro five, ten years from now or at arater stage. I think
that NAro charter states that it is for European states that are
democratic states, and that's it. We are probably not going to
invite Uzbekistan or Tajikistan to join NATO at any stige. The
problem is, as I see today, to find out what kind of animal it is
when we are talking about Russia. In some ways we are inviting
Russia to join the PFp, to come to exercise, to come to training,
as every other European state. In other ways, we are treating
Russia as a special animar, because of nuclear weapons and so
on, and as a European - Asian power, and therefore we want to
make a special charter. But it is not only a question of NAro
trying to find out what kind of animal we are dealing with. It is
also a question for Russia to find out which kind of animar it
would like to be. would they like to integrate in Europe, in our
structures or would they like to be a special kind of animal, a
former superpower and nucrear power and so on, that wourd not
like to get into our structures, that would not like to do pFp
operations the way we are doing, but have its own strategy, its
own way of doing it. we have to find out how Russia would like
to be treated, as 'well. So there are two sides to that question,
I believe.

concerning the western economic interests: certainly,
there are western economic interests. western economic
interests come into play in the central and Eastern European
States: when the west is talking about taking in new members
and interoperability it certainly hopes to sell some weapons
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systems to those states. It is natural. Those interests are present

when we are talking about co-operation with Russia. There will
be a big market out there when Russia gets over the crisis and so

on. And, among the issues for the NATO - Russian charter, could

be some co-operation also in the arms production field. It is not

very easy to do, because arms production is very heavily in

trouble at the moment and that goes for West European,

American and Russian arms production. But this an issue that we

could start working on through easy things, like transport

aircraft, big transport aircraft needed by everybody during UN

peacekeeping. Russia has a tradition, we have a tradition,

Europeans and the Americans - so there are lot of issues where

we could start to work together' The economic interests,

certainly, also lie behind what I was saying about the Regional

Air Initiative. There is some scepticism from some of the big

European countries about the American Regional Air Initiative,

because they think that the Americans simply want to promote

their radar stations to the Baltic states. And therefore we have to

work together to see to it that we can take in also the German,

and the French and the British, because you don't have to have

the same radar stations everywhere. In a small country like

Denmark we have a French Tompson radar station, American

stations and so on. It is only the software that has to fit together.

But there is a lot of scepticism there.

And finally to the strategy of NATO and the EU'

Unfortunately, we do not have the same membership in NATO

an the EU. And it gives rise to some differences, because when

the American friends come to the EU and say - well, we cannot,
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unfortunately, take in those countries, could you be so nice to
take them in? - there is always somebody in the EU saying, well,
the US should not tell EU what to do; they can do what they want
to do in the family where they are working with us. But there are
a few countries - some of the Nordic countries, Germany * that
are working in the same direction. And the direction is that what
we should avoid double negation. The EU enlargement process
may take a while longeq but it should be avoided that you have
a no from both our organisations.

Dr. Lange: I want to raise a very specific question. We
have been talking here about the strategic concerns, it was
especially Dmitry Trenin who brought them into this discussion.
And we have very special picture here conceming the Baltic
area. rt has been said that on the one hand, it is Russia's inrerest
to have no nukes here and no new installations in this area. on
the other hand, very characteristically, the minority question, the
nationality question was mentioned. This does not fit together.
we really need to know what the strategic concerns of Russia are
and what is the reason why Russia is saying, well, everybody can
be in NAIO, but not the Baltic states. Well, this is a question that
needs to be clarified before we can really discuss these things.
Parlnership, the strategic partnership negotiations would not
touch much on these things, they could be overburdened with
other things, with the nuclear issue, for example. So if we have
to talk about very specific feelings concerning the Baltics,
wouldn't we then actually need regional negotiations? Those
could be carried out under the terms of confidence building
measures. I was very glad to hear from Dmitry Trenin that this

Discussion

could be an imporlant point. And I would suggest that this is
really an important point fbr the years to come, or for the months

to come: to go on discussing these things, the very specific

strategic concerns, in a given regional framework. We in
{iermany have tried to enhance these attitudes. There is some

reluctance in one or the other country. but we should work on it.

{'hank you.

Mr" Lejins: Mr. lJsacka-" would like to answer and then

iJr. Trenin.
Mr. Usackas: The question was about the attitude o1'ali

the Baliic Sates vis - 4 - r,is the rnodality set time table of NAfO
and E,U memberships" Lithuanian foreign policy is that both

memberships are priorities. So we don't want to trade in either of-

ihern. The oflicial position is that we want to be among the first

states to join the Alliance and also to start negotiations with the

Fl.i six months after the end of IGC and be among the first ones

ihere as well. If fate will give us one earlier than the other. well,

rhat will be just fate, and t think we will work on getting both

inemberships. But neither of them would be seen by Vilnius as a

!;ind of substitute lbr the other.

Dr" 'frenin: I really did not want to monopolise the

,.l,iscussion, I try to behave as a good person, modest and a.ll that,

rut X realiy appreciate the question by Mr. Lange. I do not
.,eiieve that it would be fair to characterise Russia's position in
,1l'rns of "everybody can be in except the Balts." I mean, if you

;vant to stretch it a little bit, you could have said: nobody can be

in NAfO except the 16 that are already members. Because the

,rfficial position, vis - 4 - vis the Central European membership,
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is very much negative. But if one is to be a bit more serious,
I think that the business of strategic concerns is one thing. There
will be people telling you how many strategic installations will
be covered by aircraft based in Latvia, Estonia and Lithuania,
what contribution the naval facilities in the three Baltic states
could make to enhance the potential of the NATO naval forces,
and all that. But this whole discussion is slightly absurd, because
we are not dealing with real things. But, next to the reality of
facts, which no longer recognises such a thing as the traditional
security problem for Europe - it simply does not exist; major
war? there is no such thing - there is a reality of perceptions, and
this reality of perceptions, unfortunately, is very real. So, this is
a parallel reality and you have to deal with it. I think that to a
large extent, the Russian opposition, very vehement opposition,
to the very thought of the Baltic Sates to joining in, is
psychologically based. This used to be a part of the Empire for
two hundred and plus years. So there is a clear difference
between, say, Poland, which, to all intents and purposes, was an
independent state since 1918, or Finland, for that matter, which
was an independent state since 1917 - 1918, and the Baltic
states, which were part of the Empire, with some exception, for
two hundred years. Second, it is a bit vicious to say, but a lot of
Russians feel that the Balts are.. . that there is a lot of ingratitude
vis * 4- vis the Russians. We celebrate the bloodlessness of the
regaining of independence by the Baltic states - although there
was some blood spilled, we know, but it was not on a massive
scale. But the fact that it was bloodless, I think, had more to do
with the particular state of the Soviet Union at that time, with

Discussion

particular decisions taken in Moscow and less to do with, say,

some very clever strategy. So I think that the Russian political
elite - again, the issue is not whether this is right or wrong - is

of the opinion that we set them free and in return we are getting

"discrimination," we are getting "territorial claims," we are

getting "a desire to be members of NATO." This does not create

a very good atmosphere, And last, let me tell you one thing that,

again, is a bit vicious and nasty. When the public opinion poll
was held in Russia earlier this year as to which country was

considered to be the prime adversary of Russia today, it was

Estonia.
Mr. Lejins: I suggest the following: we gather in the

questions and then follow the remarks. You have the flrst
question.

Mr. Ratajczakz It is not a question, just a comment on the

issue raised by dr. Lange, the strategic partnership of NAIO with
Russia. I would like to clarifu our Polish position towards this

partnership. As I already mentioned, Poland supports NAIO's
strategic partnership with Russia. If Russia is to be a strategic

partner to NATO, it should also be a regional partner to all NAIO
members and NATO partners as well. It should not be viewed just

global terms, that partnership with NATO as an organisation: it
will be a partnership with every individual NATO state and every

individual NATO partner state. And for Poland such a bond

between NAIO and Russia will help to overcome the historical

dilemma, how to live between the Germany and Russia not

endangering security on either side. It looks like for the first time

in history Poland aspiring to rejoin a Western Europe where
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Germany is one of the friendly allied countries. may build also
friendly and equally profitable ties or relations with Russia.
However, it is worth mentioning here that while striving for such
agreement with Russia, agreement on this strategic partnership
charter, it would be profitable for NATO and especially for all
future members of the Alliance, to work out this agreement
together. We, the aspiring states, should be given an opportunity to
work positively to prove our good will towards Russia, rather then
to be obliged to subscribe to documents prepared by others. If the
strategic partnership with Russia is prepared without participation
of the aspiring states, there will be this feeling that there is
something being done over our heads and that in this agreement
between NATO and Russia, Russia will be given a non - voting
say in many NATO matters, including NATO enlargement. It
means that there will be a discussion on NATO enlargement over
our heads, a discussion between Russia and NAIO.

Mr. Lejins: I have three questions here and then we will
conclude and give the final word to the presentators and
commentators, if they wish to make a final remark. So, we have
Mr. Markienas from Lithuania.

Mr. Markienas: I have a very short remark concerning
history. I am absolutely sure that Mr. Trenin knows Lithuanian
history, but what he just said about the differences of Lithuanian
and Polish history... Perhaps he does not consider Lithuania a
Baltic country? I can assure him that Lithuania was not
"Pribaltika" in the 16th, 17th century. Or is he is simply doing
a propaganda instead of being an analyst?

Ms. Ivanova: I have a couple of questions to Mr. Nurick.

Discusston

NATO has stated that it is seeking a special agreement with
Ukraine, as well as with Russia. But when asked, what the
differences between the situation Ukraine and the Baltic states
find themselves in today, well, NAIO officials usually say that
the Baltic states have announced their wish to be in NAIO, while
Ukraine has not yet announced it. But, besides these
announcements, what exactly are the differences between
Ukraine and the Baltic states? And the second question is, what
could be the consequences of the recent developments in Belarus
in terms of European security and what would be the fate of
those remaining Soviet missiles? What are the chances of Russia
using this issue of the still being there?

Mr. Lannamfle: I would like to thank Dr. Trenin for
expressing the very cofirnon perception of the Baltics, and of
Estonia in Russia, and, that is exactly the question I was referring
to before. Once these misconceptions disappear, we will be the far
abroad. And just to remind us once again of some of the ironies
of history - although there may be a perception that decisions
made in Moscow prevented bloodshed in Estonia, actually
bloodshed was prevented, in part, by military commanders on the
spot who made a decisions as well. We must not forget that these
were not decisions made by Moscow, but rather by these people,
and, of course the great irony is that one of these people was a

gentleman by the name of Dzokhar Dudayev.
Mr. Lejins: I would like to give the floor to the presenters

and commentators, if they feel they have something to say in
response, and then conclude the seminar. I think that Bob is
looking very closely at his response. Would you like to respond,

158 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 159



f

Discussion

because you had a question addressed specifically to you?

Mr. Nurick: Actually, what I was looking at was a copy of
a text Mr. Usackas gave me, of some remarks of Mr. Lukasenko

in Lisbon, which are (laughs) ... you can imagine. These are two

enormous questions, I wouldn't pretend to try to give even

incomplete answers to them. Let me just say, very quickly, on the

question of Ukraine - I don't know, I have not seen much

thinking about what a nature of a NAfO - Ukraine agreement

would be. NATO officials have said that they want one, we all

know the reasons, I think it is important to have one, but I have

no good sense of what the content would be. It's a very

complicated question, because the fact that Ukraine has not

expressed a desire for NATO membership makes an enormous

difference in the following sense, that the politics of security

issues in Ukraine are very complicated. And that is not, in my

view, in NATO's interest - and this is important aspect of
NAIO's policy in general with respect to the whole question of
enlargement - to force Ukraine into a decision about security

orientation before it is prepared to make one. It is not in NAIO's
interest to put Ukraine in a position now where it feels it needs

to choose, to declare its intentions with respect to NAIO,
because it is simply domestically unprepared - even putting

aside the problem of Russia's reactions to that * to make a

decision of that sort. As I said, I think it is important for NATO

not to force the decision that Ukraine is unprepared to make.

What that will imply for the nature of a NATO - Ukraine

agreement, frankly I haven't thought through, so I won't try to

answer, but, I think, it is a fundamental political requirement for

Discuss ion

NATO strategy in dealing with Ukraine. It has every interest in
making clear to Ukraine that productive interactions with NAIO
in general and with Western security institutions are areal option
for Ukraine. This is not a matter of smoke in mirrors even though
there is a perception Ukraine that is not a real option, that the

West does not mean it. So I think it is important to dispel that
misunderstanding in Ukraine, but it is not the West's interest to
force a declaration that Ukraine is not prepared to give.

Mr. Carlsen: Let me just follow on that one. I was talking
about Russia and the need to dehne its role, which kind of animal
it would like to be. I think that in Ukraine at the moment, there
is a lot of problems, but I think that the Ukrainians are about to
define themselves. One and a half year ago, when I was in the
Kiev, I was told that we shouldn't enlarge NATO, because that
would bring NATO up to its borders and that would create

problems of the Russian sphere of influence, and things like that.
This year, when I talked to the Ukrainian Deputy Minister of
Defence, he said that he was not against NATO enlargement, it
was up to every country to decide, and that Ukraine would not
like to apply for NATO membership for the time being. And by
the way, a month ago, the Baltic Peacekeeping battalion received
ammunition from Ukraine for the training of the Baltic
peacekeeping battalion. So Ukraine is now a supporter of the
Baltic peacekeeping battalion.
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St ir tresa starptautiska konference, kas veltrta Baltijas
dro5rbas jautajumiem un kuru organize Konrada Adenauera
fonds un Latvija Arpolitikas institlts. Sada veida konferences
RTga ir kluvu5as par tradTciju. Tas risinas pirmaja decembra
nedefa, kad arlietu politikas veidotaji un droSrbas analrtiki
pulcejas kopa, lai novertetu iepriekSejo gadu galveno Eiropas
dro5rbas tendendu ietekmi vai to iesp€iamo ietekmi Lrz

Baltijas droSrbu.

NATO un Eiropas Savienrba (ES) patlaban norisinas
iek5ejas reformas un taja paSa laika Srs organizacijas ir
nolOmuSas neliegt iestaSanos Centralas un Austrumeiropas
valstrm, taja skaita Baltijai, kuras velas kfut par pilntiesrgam
dahbvalstrm.Tomer 5o veiksmlgi izveidoto un pla5o Eiropas
un Transatlantijas instituciju atver5ana ir rad-rjusi daudz
problemu; Krievijas noraidoSa attieksme pret NATO
paplaSina5anos ir tikai viens no celoliem, kas rada draudus
dro5lbai Saja laika posma, kas seko aukstajam karam.

Papla5ina5anos sareZgl arr vienota Eiropas valfita, koprga
arpolitika un dro5rbas politika, Rietumeiropas Savienrbas loma
nakotn€ un finansialie ierobeZojumi, ar kuriem NATO nakas

saskarlies; tas an apgrutina lemuma pielrem5anu par to, kada bus
Eiropa 2l.gadsimta.

Sie jautajumi Baltijas valsum ir arkartrgi svarTgi jo, cela uz
integraciiu Rietumeiropa, to atbilstrba ES un NATO dahbas
kriterijiem ir tikai dala no 5o valstu problemas, kas neb[t nav pati
' 'l '
IZSK1IOSAKA.

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiina|ana -
Baltijas valstu iespejas un perspekt:a
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rneKwafds

Visi trrs runataji, kas parstaveja Baltijas valstis:
Dr. Valdis Birkavs, Latvijas Arlietu ministrs, Dr Marts
Laneme, Igaunijas Arlietu ministrijas padomnieks un
Dr. Vrgaudas USackas, Lietuvas Arlietu ministrijas politiskas
nodafas vadrtajs izklast-rja oficialo savu valstu nostaju;
lasrtajiem tas nebts parsteigums, ka visas trrs valstis apllko
savas dro5rbas problemas viena un taja pa5a gaisma, un
uzskata dalTbu ES un NATO par visdro5ako garantu Baltijas
droSrbai.

Baisrna pieredze, kas sekoja l939.gada noslegtajam
nacistu - padomju paktam, kuru pavad-rja Jaltas konference un
piecdesmit padomju okupacijas gadi, sniedz atbildi uz
jautajumu - kapOc tas ir ta. ES un NATO nozrme dro5rbu,
demokratisku attrstTbu un pilnu integraciju Rietumos; Baltijas
valstis parstas but "bufeta zana" starp Austrumiem un
Rietumiem.

Arvalstu runataji Roberts C. Nuriks, RAND
Copperation, Dmitrijs V. Trenins, Maskavas Karnegi centrs,
Dr. Karls Lamers, Vacijas Bundestaga CDU/CSU frakcija,
Zaks Goljc , Roberta Sumala fbnds. izklastr.ja viedokli, kads
daudzos aspektos domine vilu parstavetajas valstrs. Lai gan

visi piekrrt tam, ka Baltijas valstis netiks uz4emtas NATO
pirmaja papla5ina5anas karta, jautajums par to - ka 5T situacija
varetu ietekmet Baltijas valstu dro5Tbu palika atklats. Citiem
vardiem sakot, vai Polijas dahba NATO palielinas vai
samazinas Baltij as droSrbu?

Dr. Nuriks uzsvera, ka ir svarTgi, lai NAIO nosutrtu
pareizos politiskos signalus, vestot visiem, kam tas patie5am

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana
Baltilas valstu iespEjas un perspekt:a

P r ic kiv a rd.s

r[p, ka durvis nav slegtas. Tadu tas nozTme, ka Sai atverto
durvju politikai ir jab[t ticamai, un jazin , kas un kdda veida
runas caur STm durvrm.

Dr. Trenins, savukat, uzsvera, ka NATO paplaSinaSana
varetu nopietni ietekmet Baltijas valstis un Ukrainu. Ja
Baltijas valstis tiktu uz4emtas NAIO, attiecrbas starp Krieviju
un NATO varetu saasinaties no jauna. Vilaprat, jaunais
NATO, kas sadarbotos ar Krieviju un uzturetu cie5as
partnerattieclbas ar Baltijas valstrm, bttu garants stabilitatei
un dro5rbai Saja regiona, it lpaSi tad, ja Baltijas valstis tiktu
uz4emtas ES.

Karls Lamers norad-rja, ka NATO paplaSina3anas otrajai
kartai vajadzEtu sakties jau t[lrt pec galot4u tikSanas 1999.,ta(,u
problemas rada Krievija, kura japarliecina, ka NATO
papla5inaSana ir tas intereses - valstis ar stabilu demokratisku
sistemu, kas atrodas uz Krievijas rietumu robeZas, palTdzetu
Krievijai, nevis apdraudEtu to.

Zaks Golje noradrja, ka ES sava pa5reizEja forma
nespej garantet tas dalTbvalstu droSTbu. Baltijas valstis
sanemtu tikai moralu solidaritates garantu, tadu tas nevar
rekinaties ar institucionalu atbalstu savai droSrbai. Saja
aspekta nevar ceret arT uz Rietumeiropas SavienTbas atbalstu.
Si5iet, ka NATO nav nopietnas alternatrvas. Taja paSa laika
ES paliekot Alianses sastava noteikti jaklflst specTgakai, lai
ta varetu nodro5inat pati savu dro5rbu, un Krievija jaiesaista
notieko5aja ka NATO sadarbrbas locekle.

Komentari, ko sniedza Pulkv. Romualds Ratajdaks,
Xlolijas Arzsardztbas ministrija, Jans Knutsons, Zviedrijas

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplasinaiana
Baltijas valstu iespEjas un perspektwa168 159
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Prieksvards

Arlietu ministrija, un Pers Karlsens, Danijas Aizsardzrbas

ministrija, un tiem sekojo5as spraigas debates palldz1ia labdk

izprast Baltijas valstis, NATO un Krieviju. Sis debates

neap5aubami turpinasies vel vairakus gadus.

Atis Lejiryi

Atis LEJI$S
Latvij as Arpolitikas instituta direktors

Ministri, ekselences, damas kungi
Atfaujiet man Latvijas Arpolitikas instituta varda izteikt

savus vissirsnrgakos novelejumus treSajai starptautiskajai
konferencei par Baltijas dro5lbas jautajumiem Rrga. Kopa ar
Konrada Adenauera fondu mes rlkojam Sadas konferences katru
clecembri, lai :uzzinatu, ka gada laika Transatlantijas kopiena ir
risinaju5as debates par droSrbas jautajumiem, un novertetu to
nozrmi Baltijas dro5rba. Tagad, kad daZu menesu laika NAIO
izlems KURAS valstis un KAD tiks uz4emtas nako5aja
papla5ina5anas strategijas karta, ir tiesi ista reize veltTt Srs

likSanas temu specifiskajam jautajumam par turpmakajam
NATO un Baltijas attiecrbam.

Trijas Baltijas valstis atrodas uz tas pa5as austrumu -

Eiropas Sayientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -Baltijas valstu iesp1jas un perspekt:a 17l

Atis Leji45
Latvijas Arpolitikas
instittta direktors

Paulis Apinis
Konrada Adenauera fonda

Baltijas valstu nodafas vadrtajs

Eiropas ScwienTbas un I'IATO paplaiinaSana -
Baltijus valstu iespeias un perspektwan0
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Uzrunas

rietumu hnijas ka Polija, tadu ir parad-rjies vispar€js uzskats, ka

Igaunija, Latvija un Lietuva nebls to valstu skaita, kas tiks

uz4emtas pirmaja papla5ina5anas karta. TadOjadi rodas foti bltisks
jautajums: vai Polijas uz4emsana NATO palielinas vai samazinas

Baltijas valstu droSTbu?

Sodien Seit ir sapulcejusies ieverojama specialistu grupa,

lai m€ginatu ra.-st atbildi uz 5o jautajumu. Dr. Robertu Nuriku
mes iepazinam no satricino5a raksta Survival par NAIO
papla5ina5anos un Baltijas valstTm 5I gada sakumd, kas bija

uzrakstTts kopa ar Robertu Asmusu. Vir,r5 parstav RAND
korporaciju Santa Monika, Kalifornija un daudzus gadus ir
stradajis pie Baltijas dro5Tbas jautajumiem. Mes esam pateicrgi,

ka virl5 ir Slersojis divus kontinentus un okeanu, lai bfltu kopa ar

mums.
Dr. Dmitrijs Trenins parstav Karnegi Starptautiska miera

fondu Maskava, tas ir VaSingtonas Karnegi biroja filiale.

Patlaban vilS strada pie projekta par turpmakajam Krievijas,

Baltijas un NAIO attiecrbam.

Dr. Karls A. Lamers ir CDU/CSU Bundestaga frakcijas

loceklis, un nesen izveidotas CDU Arlietu strategiskas

planoSanas koordinators. ViTa atbildrbas sfEra ietilpst Baltijas

valstis un Vacijas attiecTbas ar Krieviju.
Senators Zaks Golje , bez ta, ka vi45 ir Roberta S[ma4a

fonda direktors ParIzE,, ir Francijas AizsardzTbas Ministra
padomnieks. Mes patie5am priecajamies, ka Sodien vi45 ir Seit -
5T bs pirma reize, kad sava konference dzirdesim franclzu

viedokli.
MDsu vidf ir tns lpa5i viesi, kas komentes uzstaSanas:

Eiropas Sqvienrbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Baltijas valstu iespejas un perspektwa

Atis Leiini

Pulkv. Romualds Ratajdaks, polijas nacionalas aizsardzfuas
ministrijas valsts sekretara ministru kabineta vad-rtais. Jans
Knutsons, zviedrljas Arlietu ministrijas un pers Karlsens
Danij as Aizsardztbas Ministrij a

Es veletos izmantot so gadtjumu, lai apsveiktu Karlsena
kungu ar iecelSanu Danijas sfltla Lietuva amata.

Es loti ceru, ka diskusijas un ierosmes, kuras radrsies saja
konference, dos savu, kaut vai nelielu ieguldr.jumu Baltijas valstu
clrosrbas palielinasana Eiropa, kura nakosaja gadsimta dzrvos
rrriera un saskaqa ar sevi.

Man jaatvainojas Latvijas Republikas prezidenta Gunta
t Jlma4a vdrda, ka vir.rs nav klat, lai oficiali atklatu so konferenci,
ka tas bija planots. vakar prezidents saslima, tadu slta savus
labakos novelejumus musu centienu rstenosanai. Mes savukart
rrovelam vi4am atru izveselo5anos!

Tagad es ar prieku dodu vardu paulim Api4a kungam,
Adenauera fonda parstavim Baltijas valstrs.

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -Baltijas valstu iesp€jas un perspektwa172 t73
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Uzrunas

Paulis APINIS
Konrada Adenauera fonda Baltiias valstu nodalas vadltais

Prezidenta kunss!

Ekselences!
Parlamenta un ministriju locekfi!

Damas un kungi!
Dargie viesi!
Man ir liels prieks atklat 5o tre5o starptautisko Konrada

Adenauera fonda un Latvijas Arpolitikas institlta organizeto

konferenci, kuras nosaukums ir "NAIO un Baltijas valstis. Quo

Vadis?"
NATO mekle jaunu struktlru. Pirmais papla5ina5anas

pfocess visdrlzakais notiks 1997. gada. Baltijas valstis ir loti
centusas, un cer, ka tiks izveletas ka vienas no pirmajam' Tas

mekle drosrbu un NATO ir vienTga no patlaban esosajam

Paulis Aoinis

<trganizacrjam, kas spej sniegt Sadu droSrbu. Neviens nevelas
dzrvot ta saucamaja "pelekaja zona". Sl un nakamas paaudzes -
So valstu berni - v€las dzrvot brrvlba, miera, demokratija un
taisnrba.

Yacqa, kas vairak neka 50 gadus bija dalrta, zina, ko
nozrme dzwot, pastavot Sadai sienai. Tagad redzama siena ir
i'zmcinata, tadu daudzos cilvekos ta ir saglabajusies vel joprojam.
IespOjams bus vajadzrga vel viena paaldze, kamer Vacija no
jauna apvienosies 5T varda patiesaja nozrme.

Visu laiku kop5 Vacijas atkalapvieno5anas, valstij nacies
saskarties ar jauniem starptautiskas politikas uzdevumiem. No
Vlcijas sagaida, ka Eiropas integracijas, un apvieno5anas labata
tagad darrs vairak neka pirms tam, ka arr iesaistrsies Apvienoto
Naciju darbrba un patiesu miera attiecrbu veido5ana starp
valstrm.

Globalakie m[sdienu uzdevumi ir - saglabat mieru un
bnvTbu, lai stiprinatu demokratiskas konstitucijas, lai uzvaretu
rrabadzlbu un saglabatu nakamaj am paaudzem dabrgu dzrves

;ramatu. No tiem rzrretvairaki uzdevumi, kuri Vacijas valstij un
sabiedrrbai javeic starptautiskas sadarbrbas joma.

Vairak neka 30 gadu Konrada Adenauera fonds sadarbojas
rur partneriem daudzas pasaules valstrs. Fonda starptautiska
Lliirbrba ir versta uz demokratijas un attTst-rbas stimuleSanu,
savstarpejas sapratnes veicina5anu tautisko un kulturalo robeZu
ictvaros, pahdzTbas sniegianu, kas orient€ta uz pa5pahdzTbu un
rrktlvu patiesi globala meroga miera politiku.

Konrada Adenauera fonds starptautiska darbTba balstas uz
I'ristietrbas atzinumu par cilveka dabu. un fonda darbrbas centra

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Baltryas valstu iespejas un perspektwa

Eiropas SmienTbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Battijas valslu iespeias un perspektlvar14 175
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vienmer ir cilveks ka personrba. Tadcjadi fonds dod savu

ieguldr]umu starptautiskas politikas un uz patiesas kristietrbas

pamatiem veidotas atbildTbas attrst-rba. Sapratnes un iecietrbas

attrstr5ana starp daZadam kulturam, ka an nepiecie5amTba pec

cilvektiesTbam un individualas bnvrbas sak4ojas Saja uzskata.

Starptautiskaja sadarbTba fonds seko Konrada Adenauera

politikas principiem. Vi\ra izpratne Eiropas apvieno5ana un

sadarblba ar Ziemelatlantijas Aliansi parstaveja tos ptlarus, uz

kuriem bal str.j as F ederatTvas Republ ikas inte grac ij a starptauti skaj a

kopiena. TaddjAdi iekfau5ana Rietumu kopienas vEfiIbas bija
pamats sadarbrbai ar Centralas un Austrumeiropas. ka an citu

kontinentu un regionu valstTm. Vacija atkalapvieno5anas nav

izraisr.jusi neko, kas mainttu 5o nostaju.
" Miers un brivTba ir cilveka eksistences pamats. Bez miera

un brnTbas tautas nevar attTstTties, un cilvece nespei ne patiesi
priecaties ne iziust stabiliffiti. Nevar garantet mieru atseviiftam

cilvekctm, ja to negarante visai sabiedrrbai. Nevar Siarantet
mieru atsevii(am cilv/kam, ia netiek garantets miers visai

tautai. Taiu miers bez brnlbas nav miers. "

Konrads Adenauers, I 95 2

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Baltijas valstu iespEjas un perspektwa

Dr. Valdis Birkavs

l)r. Valdis BIRKAVS
t ,ttvijas' Rcpublikus Arlietu mini,rt:;

Priek5sedetaja kungs, jlsu ekselences, damas un kungi!
Paldies par koprgajam Konrada Adenauera fonda un

I ltvijas Arpolitikas instit[ta pDlem, kuru rezultata mums Sodien

rr lieliska iespeja pieversties svarlgam jautajumam, kas skar
r)e:;en radu5os Eiropas droSrbas strukturu - jautajumam par
Itlltijas valstu droSrbu NATO papla5ina5anas konteksta.

Man ir patiess prieks piedalTties Saja konference, un es

rzsuku atzinTbu tas organizatoriem. kuri sasauca kopa So

rroz,rmTgo forumu, lai apspriestu Baltijas nakotni.
Jus droSi vien b[siet pamam.ju5i, ka, lai ilustretu Sodienas

r,'irlitates, es bieZi vien atsaucos uz pagatnes piemeriem un

lrrrlalelem. Es negribu jus sartgtinat - arT Soreiz man ir kads

I rc ttters.

Eiropas Savientbas un lrlATO paplaiinaiana -
Baltijas valstu iespejas un perspektnat76 177



ReJerati

Jautajums "Quo vadis?" ir meklEjams Jaunaja Der-rba' Te

lasdms:

STmanis Peteris viytam saka: Kungs kurp tu eji? JEzus

viryam atbild; " Kur es eimu, turp tu tagad nevari man sekot, bet

velak sekosi. "

PEteris saka; "Kungs, kapec es tev tagad nevaru sekot?

Savu dzlvTbu es par tevi atdoiu!
JEzus atbild: "Savu dzwTbu tu par mani atdosi? Patiesi,

patiesi es tev saku; Vel gailis nebus dziedaiis, kad tu mani jau
trTskart busi aizliedzis ".

(Jdqta evaltgelijs, 13, 36 38)

Sai rsajai sarunai ir noteikta saisuba ar situaciju, kada mes

atrodamies Sodien. Te atrodamas lTdzTbas un at5kirrbas

iedomatajam dialogam starp Baltijas valsttm un NAIO tautam.

Vai jums ne5kiet, ka atbilde "tu tagad nevari man sekot, bet

velak sekosi", ir ltdnga vienai no visbieZak lietotajam formulam

attieclba uz dalTbu NATO - "atbilde ir nevis NE, bet VEL NE"?

Es veletos, lai jls bDtu parliecinati, ka Baltijas tautas, tad,

kad tas apgalvo, ka ir gatavas maksat pilnu maksu, uzr,remties

pilnu risku un pilnu atbildlbu par dahbu NAIO, ir tikpat patiesas

ka Srmanis Peteris, kad viqr5 teica: "Kungs, savu dzrvrbu es par

tevi atdoSu."

Tomer, es gribetu uzsvert, ka latviesi nekad neatteiksies no

savam saisubam pret Eiro - Atlantijas kopienas vOrtrbam,

principiem un solidaritates.
Tatad atbilde uz musu jautajumu "Kurp eiat, Baltiias

Eiropas Sqvienlbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -178 Baltijas valstu iespEias un perspektwa

Dr. Valdis Birkavs

valstis? " ir skaidra - mes sekosim Aliansei, un ceram tai
pievienoties pirmaja kAfta.

Mes ciesi ticam, ka klusim Atlantijas Alianses dallbnieki.
Alianses vad-rtdji - Amerikas Savienotas valstis, saja sakara to
mums ir vairakas reizes apliecinaju5as. Sajd ticlba mes
apsveicam Mr. Thomas Siebert, Savienoto valstu sDtla Zviedrija
nesen teikto:

"manai valdtbai jautajums par Baltijas Valstu daltbu
NATO it nevis JA, bet KAD".

Latvijas celS ir Eiro - Atlantijas ce!S. To es varu apgalvot
ne tikai kd politiskas partijas "Latvijas cel5,, priek5sedOtajs, bet
a' tadas valsts Arlietu ministrs, kuras galTgo arpolitikas un
clro5rbas politikas merli - integraciju NATO un EU - ir
.pstiprinajis absollts vairakums parlamenta locekfu, kuru
rrtbalsta gandrTz visas politiskas partijas un tauta.

Atbilde uz jautajumu "Kurp ej, Alianse?" ir daudzpusejs.
NATO ir uzstadrjis ambiciozo uzdevumu sevi parveidot, bDt
rutvertam pret partneriem un izveidot ietvarus sadarbrbai ar
l(rieviju. Es domaju, ka pules sasniegt visus Sos merkus
vienlaicrgi, ir vienTgais celS kd panakt Eiropas droSrbu.

Mes patiesi novertejam musu amerikar,ru draugu
icguldr]umu musu dro5rbas laba un pal-rdzrbu, kas sniegta, lai
rncs sagatavotos kftt par NATO dahbvalsti. Tadu mums
;iipiezlme, ka daZas no Eiropas tautam ir nedaudz negatrvi
noska4otas pret mtsu pllem iestaties NATO. Mums joprojam ir
ltpalTdz musu draugiem un kaimiqiem nonakt pie koprgas

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO paplasinaiana -Baltijas valstu iespEjas un perspekt:a 779



Referati

izpratnes par mlsu dro5rbas situaciju NATO papla5ina5anas

konteksta.
Rietumvalstu starpa nav panakta vienotrba attieclba uz

tiem soliem, kas sperami, lai izvairrtos no "peleko nestabilitates

zoru" veido3anas. Mes esam norlpeju5ies par to, ka, ja Baltijas

valsts tiks atstatas arpusO tad, kad notiks pirma NATO

papla5ina5anas p€c auksta kara perioda, un tuvakaja nakotne tam

neizdosies iestaties EU, musu dro5rbai var draudet

destabilizacij a.

Mes negaidam, ka Rietumvalstis mts ievedrs Sajas

organrzacrjas tikai vesturiskas taisnlbas varda vai vainas sajltas

de!. Protams, mes apzinamies, ka nekas netiek dots par velti, un

ka mums crtTgi jastrada, lai sevi sagatavotu dal-rbai NATO un EU'

Tadu bez apgalvojumiem, ka Eiro - Atlantijas ekas durvis

joprojam ir atvertas, mums ir nepieciesams ce!s, lai sasniegtu 5o

eku un tas durvis.
Kads sens iberie5u sakamvards saka "Celotaj, Seit nav

cefu. Tie rodas ejot". Mes esam gatavi radrt 5o celu ejot, bet

mums jAbut parliecindtiem, ka mes Saja maja esam gaidTti, un ka

m[su p[liliem to sasniegt, ir atbalsts.

Es teiktu, ka Baltijas valsttm un NAIO ir kopTga atbildTba

paf sava koplga merfa sasniegSanu - stabilitate un droslba

Baltijas jlras rajona. Tikai stipri ticot, skaidri redzot celu un

stingi turoties pie mer\a, m€s varesim izpild-rt 5o vesturisko

uzdevumu.

Damas un kungi,
NATO dodas uz priek5u savu reformu joma' Mes esam
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parliecinatr, ka lldz tam laikam, kad mEs iestasimies NATO, ta
bus jauna veida Alianse, Alianse, kura knzes vadrbai, miera
uzture5anai, Arpus zonas uzdevumiem un sadarbrbai ar
iepriek5Ejiem pretiniekiem bus aizvien pieaugo5a loma.

TadEjadi, tad, kad man vaica, vai es redzu alternatrvu
Latvijas dalTbai NAIO, es parasti atbildu - m[su vienrga NATO
alternatlva ir jauns NATO. Protams, mes arl saprotam, ka
iesaistr5anas jaunu uzdevumu veik5ana nednkst un novirzlt
Aliansi no tds galvenajiem aizsndzTbas mer\iem un to arr nedarTs.

Mes neredzam EU ka alternatTvu dahbai NAIO. EU un
NATO ir divi viens otru papildino5i un savstarpeji stiprino5i
mDsu [rpolitikas un dro5rbas politikas virzieni. Viena procesa

divas dimensijas - Eiro - Atlantijas integracijas process.
I-rdzekli, lai sasniegtu Sos divus strategiskos mflsu politikas
merlus lielakoties ir tadi pa5i - mtsu valsts stiprina5ana, tautas

vienotrba, socialo un ekonomisko attiecTbu noreguleSana, labu
k aimi! attiecrbu saglaba5ana.

Ka es jau mineju, mes saprotam, ka mums jastrada

crtrgi, lai pierad-rtu, ka esam gaidlti Eiro * Atlantijas ekas

icdzrvotaji. Un es gribu uzsvert pa5maju auditorijai, ka
pirmkart tie5i mlsu izlemlba, pienakumi un veiksme reformu
gaita noteiks tempu, kada mes sasniegsim Eiro - Atlantijas
Cku. Mes meginasim parliecinat savus laudis, ka nekas nav
izlemts iepriek5, un ka bUtiskakie l6mumi, kas skar nakotni,
bhs tie, kurus pielemsim mes pa5i, nevis Va5ingtona,
Maskava vai Brisele. Tomer. lar uz Siem apgalvojumiem
varetu pafauties, valdrbai ir nepiecieSama skaidra perspektrva
rrttieclba uzLatvtjas dalTbu gan NATO gan EU.
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MOs ticam, ka 5o perspektlvu varetu rad-rt hgums(i) starp

Latviju un Atlantijas sabiedrotajiem, kur5 ietvertu:

. Latvijas atztsanu par valsti, kurai ir pilnas tiesrbas iestaties

NATO,
. saistrbas sadarboties ar mer[i sagatavoties pilnlgai dahbai un

noturet konsultacijas par 5o sagatavo5anas darbu gaitu,
. pamatprincipu noteikSana Latvijas un Alianses attieclbam,

Itdz Larvlja uzqemas pilnu atbildrbu par Va5ingtonas
hgumu.

Isuma Sis pamata dro5rbas hgums varetu blt lasams Sadi:

Atlantiias LTgums : (ir'vienads ar) Vaiingtonas LTgums

mlnus 5. pants plus Jauni uzdevumi plus PFP (AA : WT -
Art.5+PFP/CJTF)

Damas un kungi,
atfaujiet man sniegt nelielu parskatu par tam pfilem, kuras

esam pieliku5i, lai sagatavotos dallbai NATO. Tas varetu

sagrupet Sadas sGras:

. valsts aizsardzrbas speju stiprina5ana,

. piedall5anas starptautiskajas sadarblbas programmas un miera

uztureSanas operacijds; un -
. pOdejais, bet ne mazak svartgs - labu kaimi4attiecrbu

uzturOSana.
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Vissteidzamakie uzdevumi minetaias sftras ir Sadi:

. aizsardzlbas un dro5rbas sftra:
(l) Nacionala NATO sadarbtbas plana izstradaiana un

ievieiana, kura neatqtemama sastavdala butu bruryoto speku
atttstTbas plans,'

(2) nacionala un regionala Baltijas gaisa aizsardzrbas sp€ju
izveidoiana;

(3) efektTga krTzes vadTbas sistemas radTiana.

. starptautiskas sadarbrbas dro5Tbas un miera uzture5anas joma:
( l) sadarblbas paplaiinaiana un padzilinaiana starp Baltijas

valsttm - BALTBAT projekta paplaiinaiana,
(2) sadarbTba paplaiinatas PFP programmas ietvaros,
(3) piedahSanas starptautiskajas NATO vadTtajas miera

uztur7ianas aktivitates un ANO miera uztureianas darbTbas,
(1) jaunu divpuseju droiTbas un aizsardzlbas programmu ar

NATO valstlm uzsdkiana.

Labu kaimi0attiecTbu joma mums jdpabeidz juridiskas
bazes izveido5ana dro5am attieclbam ar blakus esoSajam valstrm.
larn bDtu janodroSina parlieclba, ka attiecrbas ar Srm valstrm nav
rrtrodams iemesls spriedzei.

Attiecrba rrz NATO paplaSina5anas procesu, mes
ilgojamies, lai mDs atzlst par potencialajiem alianses
tl;rlTbniekiem, nz lai mums bltu skaidra perspektrva jautajuma
par Latvijas pievieno5anos aliansei, ka an uzlabot praktiskas
icspejas, lai sagatavotos pilnlgai dahbai NATO.
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Neap5aubami, Sie ambiciozie uzdevumi prasa ieveroiamus

hdzekfus. Es pilmgi piekr-rtu Atim Leji4a kungam, kur5 nesen

rakstr]a, ka viens no galvenajiem Latvijas aizsardzlbas un

dro5rbas politikas uzdevumiem ir par daLiem punktiem
nodro5inat GDP pieaugumu nakamajos gados.

Damas un kungi,
es gribetu tsuma raksturot mlsu attieksmi pret vienu no

vissvangakajiem Trans Atlantijas dro5Tbas politikas
j autaj umiem - PartnerattiecTbu mieram attTstr Sanu.

Mes ceram, ka mOs uzlabotaPFP programma saks darboties

lldz 1997 . gada NAIO virsot4u tik5anas reizei. Mes domajam, ka

ta netiks izveidota, lai piedavatu kaut ko VEL - NE un NE

valstrm, bet bDs b[tiska papla5ina5anas sastavdafa. Super - PFP

janodro5ina NATO papla5ina5anas procesa nepartrauktrba un

nedalamlba.
Ta ka sabiedroto merkis ir padarrt atS[<iribu starp aktrvu

dalrbnieku un sabiedroto praktiski nemanamu, 51,<iet tr pateizi,ka

visu nakotnes dal-tbnieku sagatavo5ands dal-rbai NAIO, pamata

notiek uzlabotas PFP ietvaros, - neatkarrgi no pirmo Aliansei

pievienoties uzaicinato partneru skaita un geografiska stavokfa.

To varetu panakt, izstradajot noteiktu taktiku uzlabotas

PFP ietvaros, ka to sdkotneji patedzEia aktrvo dalTbnieku

sagatavoSana pilntiesrgai dahbai Alianse.

Sadi turpinot, uzlabotais PFP atspo guf o s pa5diferenciacij u,

kura jau notikusi bez ieprieksejas kadu noteiktu partneru izveles.

M€s ticam, ka b[tu dengi pastiprinat ieintereseto partneru

sadarbibu, veidojot attiecrgus regionalos un apaksregionalos
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Stabus, lai palielinatu pEdejo lomu, veicot plano5anu un izpildi,
ka arr citas militaras planoSanas darbrbas un novertejumu.

Mes ticam, ka uzlabotas PFP darblbai aizvren vairak
janotiek partnervalstTs, taddjadi nodroSinot to, lai programma
noteiktie m€rki tiktu sasniegti visefektigakaja veida - gan
attiecrba uz izmaksam un saist-rba ar Programmas uzdevumu.
NATO biroju izveidosana ieinteresetajas partnervalsus kalpotu
tiem pa5iem mer\iem.

Damas un kungi,
atfaujiet man pieskarties jautajumam, kas ir neizbegams, ja

apsprieZam Baltijas un NATO perspektrvas: Baltijas - Krievijas
attiecrbas.

Ir janoskaidro vismaz trrs punkti.
Pirmais. mes meklejam nevis droSrbu pret Krieviju, bet

droSrbu kopa ar to. Latvija nav manTjusi nekadus tfilrtejus
rnilitarus draudus ne no vienas valsts puses. MDsu centieni
pievienoties Eiro - Atlantijas kopienai nav orienteti uz
draudiem, bet gan uz stabilitati. M[su merkis iestajai NATO ir
pirmkart politiska nevis militara rakstu. Atsaucoties uz neseno
Arlietu ministra Krievijas deputata Igora Ivanova rakstu
l(rasnaja Zvezda, es gribu teikt, ka 5o nostaju atzrst pat m[su
l(rievijas partneri.

Otrkart. mes redzam, ka mDsu attieclbas ar patreizejo
Krievijas valdlbu attrstas patie5am pozilila virziena - par sp-rti
laktam, ka abam valstrm ir pilmgi pretejs skatljums uz Eiropas
rrilkotnes dro5rbas struktlru. Mes tuvojamies hgumam par
robeZu ierobeZo5anu un esam nodibindju5i starpvaldlbu
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komisiju, kuras uzdevums ir veicinat ekonomisko sadarbrbu.

Mes atbalstam koprgas intereses attTstrt efektrgu tranzlta
koridoru austrumu * rietumu tirdzniecTbai, ka arr centienus
stiprinat sadarbTbu pari robeZam. Latvija art apsver koprgas

dallbas iespejas - kopa ar citam tautam - PFP uzdevumu
ietvaros. Latvija dara visu iespejamo, lai noorganizEtu augsta

lTme4a sanaksmes abu valstu politi\u starpa. Tradicionalie
apgalvojumi par cilvektiesrbu parkapumiem Baltija ir
izradr-i u5ies neefektrgs arpolitikas vadr5anas veids.

Prezidenta vele5anu rezultati Krievija ir devuSi noteiktu
pamatu cerrbam, ka reformas Krievija turpinasies, un ka tas

nenozrmes atj aunoi anu, bet demokratiju.
Tre5ais. es veletos rpaSi uzsvert, ka mes neredzam savu

dalrbu NATO ka hdzekli, lai uz musu austrumu robeZas radltu
jaunu dzelzs priek5karu, un mOs to neuzskatam ka hdzekli, lai
stiprinatu savas pozlcijas jebkada veida iespejamos strtdos ar

Krieviju.
Summejot iepriek5 teikto, es varu apgalvot, ka Latvija ka

pilnlbd integreta Eiro - Atlantijas kopienas locekle ar savu

neatkartojamo v6sturi un sabiedrTbas uzblvi, bus speclga

austrumu - rietumu dialoga veicinataja.

Damas un kungi.
tapat es rsuma gribetu pieskarties saprgajam jautajumam:

Baltijas militarais speks pret nespeju un aizstavamrba pret

neaizstavamrbu.
Kad jautdjums par Baltijas valstu neaizstavamrbu tiek likts

pret uzaicinajumu pievienoties Aliansei, m6s brTnamies -
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neaizstavamrba pret Ko? Ja no vienas puses mums saka, ka nav
vajadzrga m.,su iestasanas NAro, jo mums nekas nedraud. no
otras puses tiek pacelts jautajums par musu militaro
neaizstavlbu, tad tA ir vecmodrga pieeja, kas balstas uz
tradicionalajiem auksta kara militarajiem aprel,<iniem, kuri
pilnrba neatspoguJo Sodienas realitati. Tas kategoriski apgalvo,
ka vai nu Krievija, vai NAro varetu izmantot brur,rotos spekus
pret otru pusi.

Sl ir maz ticama iespeja, pat jaraugamies talaka perspektrva.
LJn es domaju, ka Sads pielemums neatbilst ne Alianses
s trate gi skaj ai koncepcij ai, ne Krievij as mi litaraj ai doktrrnai.

No otras puses, Krievija un NATO ir vairakas reizes
apgalvoju5as, ka tas viena otru neuzskata par potencialiem
icnaidniekiem. Nesena vesture rada, ka vir,ru koprgas plles ir
pilnrgi iespejamas, ta, ka tas notika Bosnija.

Tomer, pat ja domajam Sadas kategorijas, tad ir saprorams,
Iia aukstd kara laika, NATO piemeram, par sp-rti tas attalajam
gcografiskajam stavoklim un robeLai ar pSRS, vienmer atrada
icspeju arzsargat Ziemelnorvcgrju. Strategija ietvera sevr strauju
starptautisko speku mobilizacijlr un garantetu visas Alianses
i cguldrj umu Norvegij as aizsardnba, bez ieprieksej as karaspeka
rrrr kodolierodu novietoSanas uz Norvegu zemes.

Attiecrba uz mrlsu aizsardzrbas spejam jasaka, ka mes visi
l.ti labi apzinamies, ka pastdv saubas, vai Baltijas valstis atbilst
tlirlTbvalstu militaro prasrbu kriterijiem. Lai gan m[su
;rizsardzTbas institDcijas ieverojami progrese, sagatavojoties
uzrlemties 5. panta prasTbas, joprojam tiek uzskatrts, ka ar to vel
|'pat maz.
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Patie5am, Igaunija, Latvija un Lietuva nav sa4emusi

mantojuma no Krievijas okupacijas varas un totalitaras
kundzTbas nekadus militaros spekus. Ta vieta mes esam sakuSi

veidot savus militaros spekus no pa5a sakuma. Tadel m[su
aizsardzlbas spejas ir tik pieticlgas. No otras puses, mums bija
lieliska iespeja no pa5a sakuma nodro5inat efektlgu civilu
demokratisku kontroli par Siem spekiem.

Es domaju, ka Baltijas tautas jau ir apliecinaju5as savu

sniegumu, lai nodroSinatu starptautisko dro5lbu, piedaloties

miera aktivitatcs biju5aja Dienvidslavrja. Te tas dien plecu pie

pleca ar NATO tautu kareivjiem. Baltijas miera uzture5anas

bataljons darbosies hdz nako5a gada beigam. Pec tam tas ka

pastavrga vienlba vares piedal-rties ANO miera uzture5anas

operacijas. M€s meklejam BALTBAI papla5ina5anas iespejas un

vel€tos izveidot apvienotu Baltijas jfiras vienrbu, kas pahdzOtu

veikt atmrne5anas, mekle5anas un glab5anas darbus.

Mes pauZam savu politisko gribu un centienus pild-rt visas

Va5ingtonas lTguma saisubas, un mes ticam, ka var pilnrgi droSi

sagaidrt, ka jau visdrrzakaja nakotne Baltijas valstis bus pilnTgi

gatavas uz4emties Srs saistrbas.

Damas un kungi.
varbtt j[s gaidat, ka es beig5u savu uzsta5anos ar telojumu,

kura Baltijas valstis sarga Alianses robeZas gluZi tapat ka

Srmanis Peteris sarga Paradrzes datza vartus. Ne, mans nodoms

nav iet tik talu.
Ta vieta, es labak pieskar5os popularajam ticejumam, ka

kamielim ir vieglak izlTst caur adatas aci neka Baltijas valstrm
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icstaties NATO. Katrs jau nemaz nezina, ka adatas acs - svetas
pilsetas Jeruzalemes varti - nemaz nebija tik mazi. Vismaz
daZiem kamiefiem izdevas izspraukties tiem cauri. Mes
rrcgrasamies bflt ne Srmanis Peteris, ne kamielis. Mes vienkar5i
tf omajam, ka Sodien dro5lbas strukttra piedava daudz
c I astrgakus risinaj umus neka Blbeles laikmeta.
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Dr. Marts LANEME
I gaunij as Arlietu minis trij as p adomnieks ( P oli t ika, pre s e

un informacija)

NATO un lgaunijas droSlbas politika

I. Ievads.

Priek5sedetaja kungs, ekselence, godatie kolegi, damas un

kungi!
Reiz, ne visai tala senatne dnvoiakads dzirnavnieks, kam

bija dels. Dzirnavniekam'no dela nebija nekada labuma, jo tas

baidrJas no prlem, kas peldeja dzirnavu d-rfi. Dels baid-rjas no

prlOm, jo vir,rs bija iedomajies, ka ir mieZu grauds, un domaja, ka

prles grib vigu apest.

Dzirnavnieks slt-rja savu delu uz galvaspilsetu pie

vislabakaiiem drstiem. Pec daZiem menesiem arsti apgalvoja, ka
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dels ir pilnlgi izarstets un sltrJa vi4u majas. Tiklidz dzirnavnieka
dels ieraudzija d-r\i peldo5u prli, vi45 no bailem ieskreja meLa.

Dzirnavnieks uzmeklEja delu un teica: "Es domdju, ka tu
csi izarstets. Kad6f tu joprojam slepies no pll€m? Dels atbildEja:
"Tet, es zinu,ka neesmu mieZu grauds, bet vai prles to zina?"

Sgiet, ka daudzi no mlsu arvalstu partneriem doma, ka
Ilaltijas valstis ir ka dzirnavnieka dEls. Tas ir nepareizs
priek5stats. Baltijas valstis ir prles.

Sr, damas un kungi, ir m[su galvena problema. Mes esam
prles, kas peld dzirnavu d-r[<r un megina rzdz;ot. Mums nav
nodoma kadam uzbrukt. Mes zinam, ka daLreiz malu mednieki
var pielavrties dzirnavu drlim un no5aut mDs, citiem vardiem
sakot, nestabilitate kaimi4valstrs var apdraudEt m[su dro5Tbu.
'lhdu mums nav nodomaizn-rcinat savus kaimi4us. Vir,ri ir dafa no
l<opTgajam Eiropas verUbam, kuras mes visi dalamies. Mes
vicnkar5i velamies, lai mDs liek miera.

Mes patie5am gribam bflt ka Singapura, kurai klajas foti
p1r[ti, kad ta ieguva neatkanbu: jus droSi vien atceraties, ka
SingapDra bija Lielbritanijas cietoksnis. Tapat ka Tallinu, to
izveidoja, lai aizsargatos no pirdtiem, un uzstadTto lielgabalu
slobri bija versti pret jDru. Otra pasaules kara laik5 Japana
rekaroja Singaplru, uzbr[kot no aizmugures, no zemes. Sis
Ahilleja papedis saglabajas vel pec neatkarrbas iegl5anas, kas
lrija loti trausla laika, kad kaimili cereja aizstavet savu kundzrbu.
f irner Singapura rzdztvoja, un patlaban tas vieta sava regiona
t'lionomika ir tik svarlga, ka jebkur5 uzbrukums tai butu
rrzbruceja pa5navlba, lai gan Sodien SingapDras kaimi4i neizrada
r;t:viSku noslieci uz militaru ekspansiju. Igaunija veletos, lai galu
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gala tas dro5rba b[tu tada pati ka Singapurai, bet ta ka mes

atrodamies Eiropa, tad musu situacija un tada veida arl dro5Tbas

politika ir nedaudz atS$iriga.

Ta ka liela dafa musu paftneru vel joprojam pilnlba
neizprot mlsu droSrbas prastbas, diemZel ir nepiecieSams velreiz
izskaidrot tas pamatus. Ta ka Baltijas republikas ir tns daZadas

valstis, kas cen5as pec iespejas vairak sadarboties, tad tas, ko es

teik5u, daudzos aspektos attiecas uz mums visiem, bet ka

runatajs, kas parstav lgauniju, es Seit atspogufo5u Igaunijas

viedokli:

. Pirmkart, ir pilnrgi skaidrs, ka musu stabilitate un dro5Tba

sastav no divam dalam: integracijas Eiropa un labam
kaimilattiecTbam.

. Sl pieeja ir pragmatiska. Ta balstas uz vesturisko un
patlabanejo realitati, ka arT uz koprgajam mlsdienu Eiropas

vertrbam.
. Mes integrejamies Eiropa, tad€l, ka vienmer esam bijuSi tas

dala un mums ir koprgas vertlbas. \emot vera, ka viena no

mlsdienu Eiropas koprgam vertTbam ir labas kaimilattiectbas,

ir pilnrgi dabrgi, ka mes cenSamies panakt labas attiecrbas

ar saviem kaimir.riem, kuru vidfi protams, Krievijas Federacija

ir vissvarrgaka.

Te izpauLas Eiropas civrlizacljas b[t-rba: mums jasaglaba

eiropeiskums visos virzienos, un jablt piederTgiem tai Eiropas

dafai, ar kuru mums ir kopTgas verubas. Ja mes spesim efektigi
izniantot 5o rpa5o stavokli, mes varam bfit labs kaimi45 Krievijai

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Balttjas valstu iespeias un perspekt:a

Dr. Marts LanemE

un saikne starp Krieviju un Eiropu. Ja mes to neizmantosim, tad
Itf[sim par peleko zonu.

I[. Integrticija milsdienu Eiropd.

Vispirms atfaujiet man pieversties integracijai musdienu
lriropa.

Integracija Eiropa balstas uz vienkarSas koprgo vertrbu
lioncepcijas. KopTgas vertrbas ir auksta kara perioda beigam
sckojo5as Eiropas jaunas atkalapvieno5anas b[t-rba. Gan Eiropas
Savieruba gan NATO ir radrjuSas koprgas vertTbas, piemeram,
r'ieru, brrvlbu, demokratiju, labklajfuu un ciesi turas pie Sr lozunga.

Eiropas Savienrbas rrclba balstas uz koprgam vertrbam
;rbsolDti visa - mes dalamies tajas, tade! mlsu piederlba Eiropas
SirvienTbai ir pilnTgi logiska.

Arr iemesls, kadel mums vajadzEttt piederet NATO ir tads

lxrts - tas ir mlsu kop-rgas vertTbas, tadu pamatojums ir nedaudz
;rlil;ings. Koplgas vertrbas tiek nosauktas caur Eiropas Saviembu.
NAI'O loma ir sargat Srs koprgas vertrbas, un apvienotiem spekiem
t;rs aizsargAt. Sl vienot-rba ir vissvarrgakais aspekts. NAIO ir
l.trlcktTvas aizsardzrbas organizacija, kura katrs dahbnieks dod sar,u
r,'lirrldr]umu un saqem savu dafu. Igaunija nev€las btt tikai dro5lbas

1r;rlcrctaja vien, ta velas dot sal'u ieguldrJumu Eiropas dro5rba. Mes
r..'lrrrnies pahdz1t nosargat koprgas mDsdienu Eiropas vertrbas.

Nedaudz velak es pastasU5u, ka m6s to daram.

I ll. Igaunijas nostdja NATO paplaiindiands jautdjumii.

Visprecrzak Igaunijas nostaju NATO papla5ina5anas
I,rrrtriiuma formuleja mDsu arlietu ministrs Toomas Hendrik Ilves
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ceturtdien sava runa Igaunijas parlamentam. Es Seit mine5u

galvenos aspektus, un pec tam pakave5os pie tiem.

Igaunija ir darrjusi zinamt visiem saviem kaimi4iem, ka ta

velas draudzrgas kaimi.rattiecTbas. Ir skaidrs, ka Igaunijas kaimili
tomer nav pilmba parliecinati par Igaunijas miermrhgajiem

nodomiem. igau,riem tiek uzdoti vieni un tie pa5i jautaumi: foti
labi, jls velaties iestaties Eiropas Saviemba, mes velam jums

veiksmi, bet kaddf tie5i NAIO?
MEs atbildam: mes rcdzam daudz iemeslu, lai iestatos

NATO. Mes nesaprotam, kade! mEs nevaretu iestaties NAIO?
Seit ir iemesli, kad€l Igaunijai vajadzEtu iestaties NATO:

1. NATO aizsargakoprgas veftTbas, kuras ir arr Igaunijas dala.

2.Igauntla ka NATO locekle neapdraudes savus kaimi4us' Tie5i

otradi, Igaunija tos apdraudes ka dro5rbas vakuums.

3. Igaunija tic, ka Eiropa ir pelnrjusi ilgsto5u mieru un ka dahba

NATO ir veids, ka Igaunija var dod vislabako ieguldr.jumu, lai

to garantetu.

4. Ka apvienoto Naciju loceklei Igaunijai jagarante miers un

dro5Tba visur, un tI vislabak var dot savu ieguldrjumu

starptautiskajos miera uzture5anas centienos tie5i caur NAIO.

Tagad atfaujiet mah pakaveties pie iepriek5 teikta nedaudz

srkak.

Pirmo punktu es jau esmu apskatrjis, bet tas patieSam ir
pats svarrgakais un tam vaiadzetu pieskarties velreiz: Igaunija

velas piedalrties musu koplgo Eiropas verubu arzsardzrbA.

Otrkart, daZu pEdOjo dekaZu laika tas ir vairakkartrgi
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pieradlts, ka NAro dallbvalstrm ir labas kaimiqattiecrbas.
Igaunija neapdraud savus kaimi4us, un tai nav arf ne mazdka
nodoma to dar-rt. Mes esam mieru mllo5a tauta, kas atguva savu
neatkarrbu bez asins izliesanas. Ka NATO locekle Igaunija dos
savu ieguldr.jumu NATO, lai apliecinatu kaimi4iem savu
stabilitati.

Ja Igaunija kfUs par dro5rbas vakuumu, tas bDs daudz
bistamak. Dro5Tbas vakuums ka jebkur5 vakuums neglabjami
ietver sevT nestabilu potencialu, kas ir gan pievilcTgs, gan
provocejo5s. Kamer Sis vakuums ir atverls, taja iepllst gaiss.
Iraktiski, termins dro5lbas vakuums ir tikai eifemisms -
sahdzinajums nestabilitatei. Vakuuma radrtais spiediens
nenovErSami tiks parnests uz Igaunijas kaimi4iem un tadejadi
vi4iem visiem vajadzEtu atbalst-rt droSTbas vakuuma Igaunija
icrobeZoSanu, citiem vardiem sakot, Igaunijai ka NATO loceklei
vajadzetu but t-rkamai visiem NATO locekfiem.

Tre5ais punkts, Igaunija velas dot savu ieguldr.jumu
ilgstoSa miera radl5anai Eiropa, jo td ir viena no kopeja,
vCrubam, kuras mes dalam ar NATO dahbvalstrm. Eiropas
v0sture ir kara vesture. Ta cita kara, kas sekoja "karam, lai
izbeigtu visus karus", td sar,rema grauti4us, Eiropas sirds tika
pilnlgi sagrauta un tika deporteti, ka arr gaja boja miljoniem
icdzrvotaju. Tas lika mums, eiropie5iem saprast, kas Sis nav tas
ccl5, pa kadu doties uz priekSu. Eiropas rietumu dafa ieguva
rrrieru represiju rezultata, bet rietumu dafa pie ta nonaca
starptautiskas sadarblbas rezultltA. NATO papla5ina5anas
paLie5am ir otras, demokratiskas pieejas izplatTSana, kas versta
rrz ilgsto5u mieru tajos rajonos, kas tos patiesi velas.
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Eiropa saprata, ka tik ilgi, kamer katra tauta veidos pati

savu armiju, tadEjadi apdraudot visus savus kaimi4us, vienmer

bus iemesls uzsakt jaunu karu. Nelielais karS, kur5 sakas

Sarajeva ar vienu vienrgu Savienu izvertas pasaules m€roga

konflikta vienrgi tadel, ka darbrbai bija gatavas tik daudzas

armijas. Kar5, kas sakas pec gadsimta ceturkS4a, ir pedejais

lielais kar5 50 gadu laika tie5i pateicoties NATO.

NATO vesturiska loma bija padarrt karu par nepie4emamu

tautam, kas viena ar otru bija karojuSas tuksto5 gadu. NAIO
pieradlja, ka armijas, kuru kareivji un virsnieki ik dienas tren€jas

plecu pie pleca, nekaro viena ar otru. Pat tad, kad Francija vel

nebija integrejusies NAIO pavelniecrbas strukttras, ta bija viena

karasp€ka dala kopd ar Vaciju. Tagad. kad Francija un Spanija

integrejas NATO pavelniecrbas struktflra, ir uzskatami redzams,

ka militaras pavelniecrbas integracija ir ilgstosas sadarbrbas un

miera garants. Pie 5I aspekta es atgriezT5os velak savas

uzsta5anas gatta.

Ceturtais punkts, kas apgalvo, ka, lai pildrtu savas

Apvienoto Ndciju locekles saisttbas, Igaunijai jaiestajas NAIO,
ir diezgan pragmatisks. Mes protams velamies karasp6ku, kas

spej mus aizstavdt, un mes stradajam pie ta, lai musu valsts

karaspeks aizsargatu musu valsti, piemeram, Igaunija veiksmrgi

palielina karaspeka lomu miera laika civilaja atzsardztbd,

piemeram, palTdzrbas sniegSana katastrofu gad-rjumos, tacu mes

velamies ziedot starptautiskajai sabiedrlbai vel vairak, un to mes

varam rzdartt ka pilntiesrga dahbvalsts. Mes dodam savu

ieguldr]umu miera uzture5anai pasaule caur NAIO, jo mes pa5i

nespejam vienlaiclgi attTstrt Savus militaros un miera uztur€Sanas
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spekus, un mes esam pateicTgi Norvegijai un Danijai, ka tas
sniedza mums atbalstu Saja svarrgaja jautajuma.

Damas un kungi,
tie ir tikai tie iemesli, kurus Igaunija min, sakot, ka tai

vajadzetu but NAIO dahbvalstij. piedevam, mums rup kads
lundamentals jautajums, kuru mes veletos risinat pirmam
kartam. ASV Aizsardzrbas sekretdrs Dr. william perry sava run6
Kopenhagena Soruden izteicas, ka Baltijas valstis vel nav
gatavas uz4emties atbildrbu, kddu 5. punkts nosaka NATO
rlahbvalstrm.

Protams, mes varam retoriski vaicat - kuras valstis ir tam
gatavas? Tadu ne mums, ne citam NATO neiekfautajam valstrm,
rrcvajadzetu bDt tam, kas skaidro NATO teikto. Mums dnzak
va.iadzetu koncentret uzmanTbu tam Tstajam vestrJumam, kas
slcpjas vardos "v6l ne", un tadejadi atvertu konstruktrvu cefu
liooperacijai, nosakot konkretus grafikus un darbu, kas iaveic. lai
rrznemtos 5. punkta noteikto atbildrbu.

Ko nozrmO "vel ne"? Ta ka ta ir negacija, mums vispirms
iiinoskaidro, ko nozrme "vel". Mes visi zindm, ka NATO nekad
rreteiks NE. Kamer vien ir speka ziemelatlantilas hguma
10. punkts, NAIO var teikt vienTgi ,,ja,,. Tatad,, Saja konteksta
"f ut" nozr-me "vel". Darbs pie "vel" nozlmE darbu pie .Ja',.

Sekretars Perijs faktiski paskaidroja: mEs visi, un tas
rrrzlme NATO un ta Partneriem mieram jastrada visiem kopa, lai
s.gatavotu Baltijas valstis dallbai NATO. Sis process sakas
;rirms vairakiem gadiem un turpinas. Bet mes to redzam ka
;rbpuseju procesu: ir labi, ka NATO dod savu ieguldrJumu, lai
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mums palldzetu, tadu arr mums jadod savs ieguldrJums NAIO.
To dara visas NAIO dallbvalstis, un ir pilnigi saprotams, ka mes

izmantojam katru iespeju, lai vingrinatos NATO praslbu izpilde
un iespejami driz k![tu par ta dahbvalsti.

M[su ptles ir verstas uzto,lai Partenrattiecrbu mieram
ietvaros tiktu izveidots droSs un skaidrs papla5ina5anas

mehanisms. Lai gan m€s nevelamies sacensties ar daLam

citam valstrm, kuras nav NATO locekles, bet sniedz NATO
neltgtus padomus, mes joprojam ticam, ka balstoties uz

koplgam vertTbdm, NATO papla5ina5anas procesam b[s
nepiecieSams visu to PfP partneru ieguld-rjums, kurus
interese dahba NATO. NAfO pie4ems lemumu par "vel",
sakot "ja", bel kam€r tas notiks, mums jastrada, parver5ot
"v6l ne" par "jd".

IV leguldljums PfP.

Igaunija, Latvija un Lietuva foti citTgi strada, lai
partenerattieclbas mieram ietvaros, dotu savu ieguldr.jumu

NATO .

Es veletos pieminet tikai daZus visjaunakos ierosinajumus,

kas izteikti intensificeta partenerattiecrbas mieram dialoga

ietvaros. Mes tiecamies uz lielaku konstruktivitati un

pragmatismu NAIO paplaiina5anas procesa.

Lai dotu savu ieguldr]umu NAIO, ir jasaprot, ka starp PFP

partneriem pastav profilu dahsana. DaZi PfP partneri nekad

netiks uzr,remti NAIO, daLi apgalvo, ka nemaz nevelas iestaties

NATO, daLi ir parteri, kuri velas iestaties, un ir art tadi, kuri ir
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NATO locekJi. Katram PfP partnerim ir nedaudz at5\ingi mer\i
Lrn daZadas iespejas dot savu ieguldrjumu.

Tas nozrme, ka pastav diferenciacija starp tiem pfp

;rartneriem, kuri balstas uz savu individualo darblbu un
centieniem, un ta pamata lielakoties ir katra individuala
partnera situacija un v€sture. Katrs partneris var mainrt So

profilu, uzstrdot noteiktas prioritates un veicot noteiktas
izmaiqas. Mes to saucam par pa5diferenciaciju. Mes ticam, ka,
ia NATO nolems, ka noteikti profila veidi var novest pie
papla5inaSanas, tad caur pa5diferenciacijas procesu katrs
partneris pec saviem ieskatiem var sasniegt tadu profilu, kur5
rroved pie paplaSina5anas. Katra partnera profils varblt
rrcdaudz atSlings, bet paplaSina5anas bfs iespejama katra
rroteikta gad-rjuma.

Pieradijums tarn, kadel m€s varam virntpaidifernciaciju
s:icla veida, ir atrodams NAIO rokasgramata. Rakstot par
lirndamentalajiem NATO uzdevumiem, 5T rokasgramata saka.
Lrr struktlras, kas izveidotas NATO "nodroSina nepartrauktas
Lonsultacijas un sadarblbu politiskaja, ekonomiskaja un citas
rrcnrilitarajds sfEras, tapat ka nosaka koprgus aizsardzlbas
plilnus; militaro speku darbrbai nepiecieSamas infrastruktlras
rzvcidoSanll: un nosacTjumus koprgu treni4u un vingrinajumu
l)r'ogrammam. Ja mes velamies iestaties NATO, mums jAbut
'rp-' jrgiem sniegt konsultacijas un sadarboties visas Sajas

t()nlas. Tas ir mflsu merkis: maksimali iesaistTties NATO
,l;rrbTba, lai tad, kad mes patie5am kllsim pilntiesrgas NATO
l,'cckles, mes visa pilniba spetu sniegt NATO nepieciesamo
r,'Llrrldtiumu.
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V Diferencidciju, kos bulstlta uz paidiferencidci,iu.

Partnerattiectbas mieram ir saisutas tikai ar sadarblbas

militarajiem un operatrvajiem aspektiem. Ir skaidrs, ka

diferenciacija, kas balstrta uz Siem principiem radls grfltrbas tam

valstrm, kuras militara z\a ir attrsutas. tom€r nevelas iestaties

NATO, piemeram Somifa un Zviedrija, tas nozTme art to, ka tie
partneri, kas nevelas iestaties NATO nebfit neb[s aktrvi visas

tajas sftras, kuras attiecas tieSi uz NAfO.
Tadcl lgaunija, Latvija un l.ietuva ir iesniegu5as

apstiprinaSanai diferenciacijas priekSlikumu, kas balstrts Lrz

pa5difernciaciju" Priek5likums ir Sads:

Vispirms NAIO nosauks tos PfP partnerus, kuras ir Eiropas

demokratiskas valstis, un kuram ir koprgas pamatvertTbas ar

NATO, un kuras PfP intensrva dialoga ietvaros ir pieracl-lju5as

savu nodomu iestaties NAfO ka "kandidatpartneres".

Jalem vera, ka visam valstTm, kas pievienosies N,{I'O,
vispirms i abut kandi datpartnerem.

Tam bls pa5am bLrs j[pfelLgnde uz So statusu, un tas bus

pinnais solis uz paSdiferenciaciiu.

Pec tam NATO uzaicinas kanidatvalstis uz 16 plus I
sanaksm€m, lai talak parrunatu to centienus iestaties NAT'O.

Disktrsija tiks virzrta gan uz politisko gan militaro NATO
papla5inaSanas aspektu,'un galvenokart bls koncentreta uz 5o

valstu iespOju kffit par NAIO dallbniecem.

Sts sarunas ir pa5diferneciaciias otra stadija. Ir svarTgi

atnmEt. ka tas netiks uzskatttas par papla5ina5anas sarunam. Tas

bfis sagatavo5anas sarunas. kas skars paplaSina5anos un bus

v€rstas Lrzto,lai noskaidrotu, cik gatavas ir STs kandidatvalstis,
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un parrunatu to praktisko sagatavo5anos dahbai NAIO.
Kad pienaks nako5a NATO vaclltaju tik5anas reize, NATO

apsvers sagatavoSands sarunu kopsavilkumu, kas bus pamats
uzaicinat no kandidatvalsUm pirmo valstu grupu iestaties NATO.

Fec tam NI\T'O vajadz€tu parakst-rt hgumu ar atliku5ajam
Atlantijas partnervalstrm, kas nosaka. ka 5rs valstis ir potencialas
NATO locekles. Turpinasies 16 plus I sarunas ar Srm valstTm, un
,,-:ikls saksies no sdkuma..

JapiezTmE, ka jebkura cita valsts, kas velas iestaties
f.,lATO, bet, kura nav kandidatvalsts, Saja sistema vienmer var
t:iir tadu klut. iesaistlties IslaicTgas sarunas. un. ja
ircpiecie5ams, atri iestaties NATO. Tam vajadzetu but ipa5i
;r'angi tadam potencialajam NATO kandidatem ka Somijai un
..'niedrijai, ja tas kadreiz izjutTs nepiecie5amrbu pievienoties
:riiansei.

I f . lllilitdrd un operufivii sudurbtbu.

Vel viens aspekts, kuram ir vairaki priek5likumi, ir militara
i,r operotrva sadarbrba. ArT Seit mtsu priek5likumi attiecas uz
i'ri'partneriem, tadu tie ir domati, lai uzlabotu paSu PfP un lai
;rsiiktu ta saucamo FfP plus.

$eit galvena uzmanTba tiek veltlta kooperacijai, kas balstrta
t.' regionalajiern pamatiem. NATO pie4em lemumus, bet

1';rrlneri tiek iesaist-rti. Nesenie priek5likumi par to, ka veidot
,,i:rsils attiecTbas ar Krieviju, liecina par lldzrgam domam, lai gan

,rrr gadr"juma, noluks ir Krievijas karaspeku iesaist-rt centralajas
l'\l'O struktDras. Mes v€larnies attrstrt regionalos darbTbas

, r'utrus un nodro5inat tiem piinTgu pieeju.
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Igaunijas nohks ir aizstat Ziemelatlantijas sadarbrbas

padomi ar Atlantijas partnerattiecTbu padomi. Sr organizacija
pier,rems lemumus politiski militaro jautajumu joma. Par

dalTbniecem vares klDt tikai PfP locekles, kuras pief€muSas

Individualas partnerattieclbu progranrmas, par€jas valstis vares

blt noverotaju statusS.

Uzsvars tiek likts uz savstarpejas operativitates attTstrbu.

Tas atkal sasaucas ar mana ministra noverojumiem, ka kareivji
un virsnieki, kas koprgi sadartrojas, nekaro sava statpa.

Atlantijas partnerattiecTbu padome koncentretu uzmantbu

uz tadiem svarTgakajiem dro3rbas jautajumiem ka CFE, CSBMs,

knZu ra5anas vai iespejamie konflikti, civila rakstura avarijas,

mlnas, lrmisko ierodu izvieto5ana un hdztgiem jautajumiem.

Lai veicinatu savstarpejo operativitati, jaierosina an virkne
tehnisku pasakumu.

Vispangais nodoms ir padzifinat ar PfP saistTtas konsultacijas

un izveidot jaunas re$ionalas NATO apak5struktlras, piepemot, ka

NATO nolemj doties Saja virziena. PfP valstTm bfitu pieejama art

iesaistr5anas Apvienoto speku uzdevumos.

Priek5edetaja kungs
Damas un kungi.
Igaunija, tapat ka Latvija un Lietuva, aktTvi tiecas uz

aizvien pieaugo5u sadarbrbu un konsultacijarn ar NAIO, ka arr

turpina iesakto gaitu cela uz savstarpejo sadarbrbu, jo tas ir
vislabakais veids, ka dot savu ieguldrjumu, lai sargatu koprgas

vertrbas. To bus vel vairak. NAIO papla5ina3anas ir process, kas

rezulta1a novedrs pie pilntieslgas dahbas taja.
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l''II. NoslEgumu pieT|mes.

Man jauzsver ka nekada gadrjurna netajadzetu uzskatTt, ka
NATO paplasinasanas ir merfeta pret kadu valsti. Ta ir dafa no
lrl.saka integracijas procesa perioda, kas seko aukstajam karam.
NAfc ir a' jaunais NATO. vislabakais pieradrjums tam ir
;{i'grie koplgie centieni ar IFOR pahdzrbu nodibinat mieru
ll.snija - Hercegovina. Mes nedrrkstam paslept galvu smiltTs un
rzlikties, ka Eiropa nav jaunu virzienu. pamanot un atzrstot tos,
rrrr's tos dttzak varam padant par saclarbrbas nevis nodalTsanas
rrrzieniem. Tade! es domaju, ka padoianas daZu valstu, kuras
rr,rr" ieinteresetas NATO paplasinasana, nepamatotam bailem un
' 'r;rsrham, mtrs tikai novirzrs no Tstd integracijas ceia un nostadTs
ir r:i .teunas konfiontacijas priekia. Tadel mes novertejam aktTvu
;rtlrr.hrbu starp NATO un Krieviju, tapat ka starp NAIO un

I Llillllll.
'fomer - kada bDtu alternatrva iestajai NATO? protams,

r('nr alternatrva pastav. Mes spesim sasniegt savu mer[<i _
;,rtt'r'r,lcrju Eiropa un labas kaimi4al-tieclbas ar Krieviju, ja mes
llrrsiri Krievijai "taias arzemes". Saja procesa svarlgi
t,rrrrlir'epi bus daltba Eiropas savienrba un NATO, citiem
,rrrlicrr.l sakot, integracija Eiropa. h.4es velamies labas attiecTbas

rr l'. r icvi.ju - ka Eiropas valsts.
I)irms pieciem gadiem mes bijarn neglttie pTl€ni, kas peld

'l rrrrrvll di(r un vero dzlvi. Tagaci rnes esam pieaugusi un
'.rt;^riamies piedal-rties notiekosaja. DiemZel, musu dzlvei ir
,' l)('larnas divas virzrbas. Mes nevelamies izveidoties par
, rl.srnt pIlem, kuru dzrvlba ir atkanga no neaprelinama

"i' ,lrricka Zelast-rbas. Mes veletos, lai mDs pielem kapieaugusos,
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kas kopa ar kaimiliem spEj aizstavEtsavas
ka dzimavnieka dels nav mieZu grauds, un
Eiropas p-rleni ir izaugu5i par gulbjiem.

vertrbas. Mes zinam
mes zinam , ka daZn

Dr. Vtgaudas Uiacka,c

l)r. Vrgaudas USICKAS
Li etuvas Arlietu ministrij as pol itikus tlirektors

Kad svetais Peteris atstaja Romu. vils vaicaja: - euo vaclis -
Lrz kurieni tu dodies? vils griezas atpakaf; kristier-rba bija glabta un
iiluva par Eiropas civilizacijas blt-rbu, kadu m€s to pazlstam.

Sodien mes veletos uzdot hdzrgu jautajumu par NATO _

'rrganizaciju, kura ilgu laiku ir bijusi mums visiem tik dargo
r,Ertrbu stingra glabata.ia. Vai Alianse turpinas spelet savu vitali
svarlgo lomu un atbalsus Baitijas valstis cela uz demokratijas
Lrzvaru, individualo brlvrbu un likuma speku, vai arl noversrsies
ro re$iona, kur tas klatbutne varbfit nav visai erta, bet loti
rrcpiecieSama gan?

Mes, kas atrodamies Baltijas juras krastos apzinamies, ka
\lianses sniegtas stabilitates solljums jau ir atstajis pozitrvu iespaidu

Lrz noska4ojumu, kas Sodien valda ap Baltijas valstrm. Mes
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apsveicam solus, kas sperti, lai nestu cer-lbu regionam, kur Sarkanas

arrnijas pamestajas barakas Austrumvdcija, Baltijas valstls un agrak

"slegtas" pilsetas Kafilingradas fauZu atmir,ras joprojam khst auksta

kara regs. Tadu ar cen-bu vien ir par maz. Mums jaredz, ka tas notiek,

mums jaredz, ka Sis regs pazud pavisam.

Es domaju, ka Sodien mes spejam likt tam notikt, un tadO!

mes jautajam. Kurp mums doties?

Tas, ka NATO papla5ina5anas ir nepiecie5ama, un tas, ka

NAIO papla5inasies ir neap5aubams fakts. Tomer SIs

konferences nosaukums ietver divus papildu jautajumus, uz

kuriem nepiecie5amas atbildes, konkreti kAd7l NATO
japaplaiinAs BalfiiA un ka notiks paplaiinaianas.

Macrba par NATO papla5ina5anos noteica, ka arz

papla5ina5anas ir saskatams skaidrs merl,<is - veicinat un atustTt

dro5rbu un stabilitati visa Eiropa. Baltijas valstu centieni k![t par

Alianses dallbniecem pilnrba saskan ar 5o NAIO rnerL<i.

Es ticu, ka NATO ietvers Baltijas valstis, un vel reizi
pieradTs, ka, ka apgalvo prezidents Klintons "Eiropas austrumos

NATO var paveikt to pa5u, ko tas paveica Eiropas rietumos:

atzkavEt atgrieSanos pie vietejas konkurences, stiprinat

demokratiju pret nakotne iespejamiem draudiem, un radrt

apstakfus uzplaukumam".
Tajd pa5a laika vidE, kura pilna parmai4am un riska, NATO

joprojam ir arkartlgi svartgs gan Lietuvai, gan parejam divam

Baltijas valstrm. Tas ir tadel, ka agrak okupetajdm Baltijas

tautam Ziemelatlantijas Alianse ir bnvlbas, demokratijas un

neatkarlbas sargs un garantija, ka an ekonomiskds un socialas

labklajlbas dafa.
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vairak neka 40 gadu Lietuva un pdrEjds divas Baltijas
valstis ir atradusas arpus Alianses stabilitates zonas. No
ltietumiem tas atdal-rja "dzelzs priekSkars,,, tadu, neskatoties uz
to, lietuviesi saglabdja ticlbu un cerlbu koplgajam brlvo tautu
vertrbam. Parliecrba, ka mums no jauna japievienojas vienadi
clomajo5u tautu saimei izdnvoja arl tadef, ka 1944 - 1950 gadu
pretosanas cr4u laika mes jutam rietumu atbalstu, kas gan varEja
but specTgaks, mes to jutam visa garaja okup5cijas perioda, kad
Iiela dafa no mums klausljas Radio b'va Eiropa un Amerikas
balsi, un dar-rja to slepenrba, ka patiesrbas un cerTbas balsi, ka an
rrcatkarlbas centienu laika Lietuva, Latvija un Igaunija 1990 -
1991. gada.

Mums Alianse nav tikai sargs pret jebkuriem iespejamiem
tlraudiem, "stingra dro5rbas" garantija, bet art izvElEta
tlcmokratijas un brrva tirgus cela atzlsana un nostiprinasana.

No otras puses, m[su daltba Alianse bls vesturisks Eiropas
;rpvienosanas akts, kas padarrs neiespejamu pagriezt pulksteni
ritpaka], un izslegs kriminalo darbrbu, kas notika centralaia
| ,iropa 1939., 1948., 1956. vai 1968. gada, atkarto5anos.

Tadel, manuprat, nav iespejams runat par rpa5o NAIO
I.mu tikai Baltijas valstu drosTba vien. Aliansei ir viens, koprgs
rrzclevums - tas ir nodro5inat centralas Eiropas valstu, taja skaita
Lictuvas, demokratiskas reformas, stabilitati, droSrbu un
lrrbkl5jrbu.

Citu iemeslu starpa, kade! Baltij as valstis v ajadzltu iekf aut
N,\l'O papla3ina5anas procesa, un kade! Lietuva tiecas but to
r rrlstu starp5, kas gatavojas iestaties pirmas, ir piedahsanas
krlektwaja drosrbas planosana un kartrba, nepieciesamrba veidot
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labas kaimir,rattieclbas un attiecrbu apstiprina5ana starp j-agna.

Krievij u un j-auna-NAlO.

Pirmkart, labums no koprgas aizsardztbas planoSanas un

kopr gas aizsar dzrba kartlbas.
1996. gada, tie5i tapat kA 1949., pastav pla5i izplatTts

uzskats, ka vislabakais, visefektlgakais un letakais nacionalas

aizsardzlbas sistemas funkcioneSanas veids ir valsts
piedalrSanas kolektlvaj a aizsardzTbas sistema. Koptga

aizsardnbas plano5ana Alianse, ir skaidri pieradrJusi savas

priek5roclbas sahdzinajuma ar slegtu, tTri nacionalu
aizsardzrbas plano5anu. Tas vel jo vairak ir piemerots tadai

valstij ka Lietuva, kas pirms daliem gadiem saka veidot savus

brur,rotos spOkus no pa5a sakuma.

TadEl Lietuva piedalas Pff plano5anas un parskatr5anas

procesa, veidojot savus bru4otos spekus saska4a ar prasrbdm,

kadas noteiktas kopa ar NATO un atbilst NATO arzsardzrbas

planoSanas standartiem.
Mes apzinf,mies, ka turpmakais progress, radot spekus,

kas savstarpeji sadarbojas, nav iespejams bez attiecrga

finansu ieguldTjuma. Paturot to prata, 1996. gada septembrr

Lietuvas valdTba nolema 1997. gada dubultot aizsardzlbai

paredzeto budZetu, lai Lietuvas bru4otie speki spetu

sekmrgak pildlt NATO'saistrbas.
Ka dafa no visparOja plana, lai noteiktu prioritates un

uzlabotu Lietuvas un NATO savstarpejo operativitati, ka arr

sagatavotos 5. Panta noteiktajam NATO dallbvalstrm
piemerojamajam prastbam, mEs vadlsim specialistu

konsultacijas par savstarpejo NATO un Lietuvas speku
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sadarblbu, kas notiks Vifara 1997 . gada janvarr. Mes ceram, ka
tas turpmak virzrs Lietuvas pfiles pec iespejas sekmlgak
izmantot pieejamos resursus un sasvstarpejds sadarbrbas sera
sniegtas konsultacijas.

Ka mazai valsti.j Lietuvai vienmer bDs neliela, bet
pietiekoSi efektrga iesaucama armi.ia, kurai ir lieli rezerves speki.
Lietuva cen5as izveidot efekugus aizsardzrbas spekus, kuri
varetu dot savu ieguld-rjumu NATO kolekfvajai drosibai tada

lraSa pakapO, kd to dara citas mazas NATO valstis.
Sadu ap4emsanos no Lietuvas puses apliecina Lietuvas

lrieaugoSais ieguldr]ums IFOR. llz 1996. gadu Lietuva pilnlba
tlarbojas IFOR (Litcoy - 1), kura pavisam ir 138 karaspeka
tlalas, arsts un sakaru virsnieks. Ir izlemts, ka Sis sastavs turpinas
rrriera operacijas jaunaja NATO, kuru vada Stabilizdcijas speki
rSl;OR).

Devilu Lietuvas policistu piedahsanas Starptautiskajos
policijas spekos austrumu Siovenija ir vel viens ieguldr.jurns
| )c itonas lTguma Isteno5ana.

Otrkart, Lietuvas dahba NAIO varetu nodro5inat labas
Lr i rnigattiecTbas un sadarblbu regiona.

Lietuvas virnba uz rietumiem tr palTdzejusi veidot labas
;r(tieclbas ar Krieviju, bet paredzama dallba Alianse ir svarlgs
rrrrpulss Lietu'n'ai un Polijai, lai parvaretu vesturiski radu5as
;rizclomas un kompleksus, un rad-rtu lielisku piemeru labam
I r r i rnir"rattiecTbam Eiropa.

Apstakfos, kad vajadzlga neliela samierinaSanas, mums
;;rrrrekle elementi, kas vieno, nevis 51,<ir. Lldzlga geografija, labas
l,:rirni4attieclbas un nepiecie5amTba nodroSinat Alianses
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papla5inSsanas nepartrauktlbu: Sada motivacija sl6pjas arz

Lietuvas un Polijas nea-tlaidrbas vienlaicTgi uzsakt NATO

papla5ina5ands procesu.

Rietumeiropas apvienoiana koprgas dro5as nakotnes varda

ir galvenais Lietuvas un Polijas stimuls apvienot p[les' Abu

valstu dalTba NATO vel vairak stiprinas 5o procesu un paplasinas

bnvlbas un demokratiias Alianses robeZas lldz Baltijas jlras

regionam.
Attieclba uz Krievifu, rietumu un centrala Eiropa ir

ieintereseta, lai Krievija b[tu stabila, an Krievijai vajadz€tu

rlpet tas kaimi4u stabilitatei un droSTbai'

Lietuvas dallba nodrosinatu drosTbas, stabilitates un

parliecTbas paplaSina5anu Lietuvas * Krievijas attieclbas'

Lietuvas perspektrvas attiecTb[ uz Aliansi ir bttisks

faktors, lai nodibinatu un uzturetu labas kaimiqrattiecrbas ar

kaimi4valstrm un attrst-rtu tirdznieclbas sakarus ar Krieviju un

Baltkrieviju.
Saja konteksta Lietuvas dalTbu NATO vajadz1fi uzskatrt

par pozitrvu faktoru, kas konsolide abpusejas attiecrbas un

nodroiina to talako attrstrbu.

Manuprat, mtsu pievieno5anas Aliansei dotu papildu

psihologiskas garantijas, apliecinot Lietuvu ka pilntiesTgu

partneri tas attiecrbas ar Krievrju - ar valsti, ar kuru Lietuvai

podcjo gadsimtu gaita nav bijusas vienkarsas attiecrbas. Lai gan

joprojd4 ir dzivas pagatnes okupacijas atmi4as, iesta5anas

Alianse un Sada veida ieglta atzirya, ka mDsu valsts ir

neat4emama rietumu demokratijas sastavdala, laus Lietuvai

turpmak veidot atvertas un savstarpeji izdevTgas partnerattiecTbas
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ar Krieviju, un Sadas attiecrbas ir vienlTdz pa5as Krievijas
intereses.

Tre5kart, Lietuvas dahba NATO varetu palidzet apstiprinat
attiecTbas starp jaunu-l$ATQ un jaunu Krieviju.

Var piekrist uzskatam, ka "neatkarrgi no td, kadas
veidosies attiecrbas starp Krieviju un NATO, tas bDs stlrakmens
.jebkuram Eiropas dro5rbas reZlmam."

Patie5am, sadarbrba starp NATO, citiem PfP partneriem un
Krieviju miera rsteno5anas misija Bosnija - Hercegovina ir
lielisks piemers apvienotai darbTbai, kuru uzsak biiuSie
pretinieki.

Lietuvas pievieno5anas NATO bDtu demonstrdcija un
pieradljums tam, ka attieclbas starp Aliansi un Krieviju sasniedz
pilnTgi jaunu hmeni, tadejadi apliecinot, ka Alianse un Krievija
spej ne tik vien ka uzsakt koplgu darbrbu, bet arT koprgi pastavet
e icSa viena otras tuvuma.

Lietuvas iesta5anas NATO kd vienai no pirmajam saglabas
labas attieclbas ar Krieviju, un radrs labvehgu pa5izpausmes
I'limatu visam etniskajam minoritatem, tadEjadi saglabajot
ic,l<Sejo stabilitati, un kfDs par piem€ru iauta NAIO un jaulas.
[1ItgyUAq ka draudzrgu kaimi4valstu hdzas pastave5anai.

Tad6jadi, m6s redzam, ka Baltijas valstu centieniem
rcstaties NATO ir skaidri iemesli. Ka nesen mineja ASV sutnis
/ viedrlja Mr. Siebert 'Jautajums par Baltijas valstu dahbu NATO
rrirv 'Ja", (vai Saja gad-rjuma * kapEc), bet gan "kad". Manuprat,
:;is.jautajums ir cie5i saist-rts ar kadu citu * "kada veida NATO
lrritu japapla5inas?" Baltijas valstu gadrjuma Sis jautajums pat
r rrrbflt ir vel svarrgaks neka "kad?"
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Lietuva saprot un atbalsta sareZglto, bet nepiecie5amo

diwirzienu politiku, kuru rsteno ASV un Rietumeiropas vadrtaji,

tas ir, atvert NATO jaunam valstrm centralaja un austrumu

Eiropa, un iesaist-rt Krieviju sadarbrba ar paplasinato NAIO, lai

tadojadi palielinatu droSrbu un stabilitati Eiropa'

Sekot Siem diviem merfiem vienlaicrgi, ir grfits uzdevums'

Neskatoties uz to, mes ceram, ka pacietrba un gudra diplomatija

pahdzes sasniegt tos abus.

Sada di,rpuseja pieeja bfls veiksmTga tikai tad, ia kandidati

tiks parliecinati par to, ka Krievijas saislTsanas ar Aliansi nekada

veida nekav€s NATO papla5ina5anos un/vai neizslegs daZu

valstu dalTbu AliansO. Lemuma pieqremsana par dallbu vai

institucionali atbalstltu dal-rbas perspektrvu noteik5ana attiecTba

uz valstlm, kas velas iestaties NATO, pirms tiek izstradats

hgums ar Krieviju, izklldinatu Saubas par iespejamo veto vai

droit de regard attiecTba uz dal-rbu NATO.

Mes esam zinama mera sarlgtinati, ka, lai gan NA['O ir

liels potencials un resursi savu merl,<u realizosanai, NATO nav

nacis klaja ar paplasinasanas modalitatem, kas atzTtu PfP

realitates.
Musu nostaja ir skaidra, un mes zinam ka turpinat'

Protams, mes novertejam visus divpusejos praktiskos

pasakumus, kurus muffrs piedava ASV, tas sabiedrotie un citi

kaimi4i. Jums nevaj adzetu Saublties: Lietuva tos izmantos, cik

Iabi vien iespejams.

Tomer Sajd konkrotaja situacija mums trlkst konstitucionali

atbalst-rta tela tunela gala, pirms mes sasniedzam Evere staciju

(tie, kuri ir biju5i NATO Staba, lieliski pazist 5o vietu).
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To varetu panakt, uzaicinot kandidatvalstis uz turpmakajam
l6 plus 1 tik5anas reizem PfP ietvaros, lai apspriestu to centienus
iestaties Alians6, ka art 5i jautajuma politiskos un militaros
:rspektus.

Mes gaidam, kad tiks noteiktas skaidras dahbas
l)r)fspektTvas, lai mes varam sakt gatavoties dalTbai kopa ar
'\liansi t[l-rt pec tr996. gada 10. decembra NAC sandksmes.
Ncpiecie5amlba daLadot sadarbrbu un ieviest daLada atruma
:rrrriarbrbu starp NATO dahbvalstrm un partneriem ir dabrgs
rrrstrumu --rietumu sadarbTbas rezultats. kur Alianses ierosinatie
'\,\ClC un PfP spele vadoSo iomu.

Piecu gadu sadarblbas laika ar NATO, politisko paftneru

1';rirlif-ernciacja, kas balstrta uz brrvu gribu un pa5izveli, ir
l.lrrvusi aclm rcdzama. Laicrga STs politiskas pa5difbrnciacijas
,rtziiana ir svarrgs sekmlgas NAT'O paplaSinaSanas faktors.

lV{es ceram, ka laika+osma starp 1996. gada decembri un
,,xrrr pavasari tiks atrasta atbilde uz jautajumiem 4vai')

;,()t()ncialAs NATO dahbvalstis ir sagatavoju5as vai ',v€l ne" un
"cil< lielii m€rfl tfls ir sagatavoju5fls", lai uz4emtos dairbas
,.rrstrbas. Tad. ka paredzams, 1997. gada NATO virsotqu

t :1.'rltds izlems, kuri bus pirmie Alianses dahbnieki.
iada attrstrbas gaita atzls, ka NATO papla5ina5anas

rl'rrn-ls, iesaistot visus perspektTvos dalTbniekus, nenozrme
r('nlaictgll kandidatu pievienoSanos Aliansei. Tomer, iesaistot

r ' ! | r:rLl -ralstis Saj a procesa, mes izvairrtos no spriedzes,

',, 'rl'eidrlbas un sabiedrrbas neuzticTbas, kas varetu rasties, ja
,, ':lrrtics gribetdju p[les un centienus neatbalstrtu uzticama un
I'rr cro5a NATO strategija.
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Lietuvas centieni iestaties Alianse ir skaidri pamatoti. To

praktiska izpausme ir: labu kaimilattieclbu saglabasana,

nacionalo bru$oto speku izveidosana, lai draudu gadrjuma tie

b[tu gatavt aizsardzrbai, Lietuvas valstiskuma un koprgo vertTbu

aizstav€Sana, ka ar7 gatavrba uz4emties ar Aliansi saistrto risku

un atbildlbu.
Mes ticam, ka Lietuvas, kd vienas no pirmajam uz4emiana

NAIO, palielinas droslbu un stabilitati Eiropa, un nodrosinas

NATO papla5ina5anas nepartraukt-rbu'

Savukart, mes attiecTba uz savu politiku gaidam skaidrus

un atbalstosus ziemelatlantijas padomes un tas locekfu

lemumus.
Citcju Ronaldu D. Astmus un Robertu C' Nuriku "maz

ticams, ka NAIO spej sekmrgi Tstenot paplasinasanos, ja nav

tzstradata uzticama un atbilstosa strategija Baltijas valstu

jautajuma risinasana." Nakotnes lemumi attiecrba uz NATO

paplasinasanas kursu un modalitatem. bUs politiski arkadlgi

svangi Baltijas tautu drosTbai, to stabilitatei un reformu

veiksmrgai realizacliai. Skaidrrbas trukums un nenoteiktlba

nesekmes droSTbas vakuuma samazinasanu, bet gan dnzak

saasinas situaciju.
Prieksnoteikums patiesam mieram un stabilitatei Eiropa,

ka an veiksmTgam NATO paplasinasanas procesam ir Latvi-ias,

Lietuvas un Igaunijas bezierunu uz4emsana lTdzTgi domajosu

tautu Eiro - Atlantijas kopiena. Attieksanas to darTt izraisTsiaunu

spriedzi un draudus kontinentam, un, ja tie netiks noversti, tad

politiskie un materialie zudumi var btt daudz ieverojamaki neka

sekas lemumam par Baltijas valstu dahbu Alianse'
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Baltijas valstis ar nepacietrbu gaida noteiktu un dro5u
pastave5anu Eiropa, kur mes varam dz:ot harmonija ar saviem
kaimi4iem, turpinat ekonomiskds reformas, un nodro5inat
labklajibu un mieru visa regiona.
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Roberts NURIKS
RAND korporacija, ASV

SI seminara sakuma es dzirdcju izskanam jautajumu - vai
tajd gad-rjuma, ja Baltijas valstis nepievienosies Aliansei pirmaja
tas papla5ina5anas kLrta, Polijas pievieno5anas NAIO uzlabos
vai pasliktinas to dro5Tbu. Sis noteikti ir loti svarrgs jautajums.

DiemZ€l parasti cilveki mEdz uz to atbild€t diezgan atn uz
nepardomati, daudzos gadrjumos pat parak atri un nepardomati.

Viena no steiga sniegtajam atbildEm ir: ja, ja pirma NATO
papla5ina5anas karta ietvers Poliju nevis Baltijas valstis, ari Saja

gadTjuma dro5rba regiona uzlabosies. Ja Sis apgalvojums ir izteikts
parak liela steiga, tas lauj NATO izvairrties no situacijas. Tas liek
saprast, ka Aliansei nav nepiecie5ams izstadat pier,remamu un
atbilstoiu strategiju jautajuma risina5anai ar valstrm, kuras
neuzaicinas sakt sarunas par pievieno5anos Aliansei pirmajd kafia.

Eiropas Sovientbas un NATO paplaSinaiana -
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Roberts Nuriks

Otra atbilde - parak atra un viegla ir: ne, Baltijas valstrm
la b[tu mrlz-rga katastrofa, kas neizbegami nozrmetu, ka tam ir
lcrnts btt pelEkajai zonai ar visam no ta izrieto5ajam sekam.
Neap5aubami bDs datdz, jautljumu, ilet problemas var izraisrt
lus, ka Baltijas valstnn Sdda gadijuma ir iespejams izvair-rties no
situacijas. Tas nozlme, ka nav neka tada, kas tam bltu darams;ja
NATO uz+em 5o kursu, ar to viss beidzas, Baltiias valstrm
irirnekle jaunas iespejas.

Frotams, es stipri karifEju atbildes, kadas cilveki mEdz
sniegt uz 5o jautajumu, tadu Sada interpretacija ietver sevr to
spriedzi, kada, kI esmu to noverojis, Sai problemai ir rietumos.
.f us redzesiet, vai tas atspogufo Seit dzirdetos argumentus.

Isa atbiide uz jautajumu, kada veida Polijas un, iesp€jams.
citr-r ViSehradas valstu uzqemsana NATO, ietekmes Baltijas
tlro5rbu, ja Baltijas valstis netiks uz4erntas Alians€ ir: tas ir
;rtkarlgs no daudziem faktoriem. -fas bus atkarrgs no ta, ka
lrliosies NATO. ka an no t5, kA nkosies Baltijas valstis. SorTt mes
rtrnajam par to, ko 55da gadrJuma varetu dar-rt NAIO, bet ir
:;liaidri redzams, ka jautajums ir daudz pla5aks. Tadu Atis mani
lLidza runat par NAIO poiitiku attiecTba uz Baltijas refiionu un
lllltijas valstlm Alianses papla5ina5ands lemumu konteksta,
I'adu mes prognozejam tas attrsUbu pavasarl, kulminaciju
sirsniedzot virsot4u tik5anas laika: kadi ir galvenie NAI0
lrrrlitikas jautajumi; kada ir tas pamatizvEle; kadus notikumus
nrcs varam gaidrt pavasarl un vasara. Ja man jaruna par Siem

lrrutajumiem, tad manis sacltajam bns divas nepilnlbas. Pirmkart,
('s neesmu valdrbas ielednis un tadel nevardsu jums pavestT, kas
tika parrunats pedejas NATO tik5anas laikd. Seit ir citi, kas ir
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daudz labdk sagatavoju5ies atbildet uz jautajurnu, kada stadija

patlaban atrodas SIs diskusijas. Tas, ko es varu un megina5u darlt

ir - paskaidrot savu rzpratm par jautajumiem, kas patlaban tiek

apspriesti, ka an pla5aku politisko speku viedokli Sajos

j autaj umo s, kas pa5rei zeia laika po sma domine Alianses ieki i ene

un it rpa5i Savienotajas valstrs. Otrs apstakiis. kas manu

uzsta5anos padara neizdevrgaku, ir tas, ka daudz kas no ta, ko es

biju ieplanojis teikt, Sodien jaLr tika apskatTts lrkartTgi
veiksmlgajas diskusijas no rTta, it rpaii licliskaja Artietu ministra

Birkava runa. Es meginaSu pakavEties pie Siern paSiem

jautajumiem, apskatot tos nedau<iz citada perspektrva - ne tik
daudz no Baltijas politikas viedokla ka no Aliansi skaro5o

jautajumu un izveles puses.

Domajot par NATO politiku Saja sGr5. pirmais jautajums.

kas jauzdod ir - kas Sai politikai bfltu j[dara" un kadas prasrbas

jaizpilda, lai ta butu veiksrnrga? Man Skiet, ka to ir trTs. Runajot

5T r-rta terminologija. pirmais, kas NAI'0 bDtu darams, ir - suttt

pareizos politiskos signalus, sniegt Baltiias valsum un tc
sabiecirlbai. NA|O un ta sabiedrTbai, ka arl Krievijai svarTgus

vestr-iumus. NATO skaidri japasaka sabiedrTbai, ka NATO

paplaiina5anas gadr.juma, kas neizb€gami notiks. un ja Baltijas

valstis netiks iekfautas pirmaja paplaSinaSanas karta, un es esmu

parliecinats, ka ta b[s, tas tlenorada uz to, ka nakotne srs durvis

bus slegtas. Vel vairak, ka tas nebtit neiiecina. ka rietumu

ieinteresetTba Baltijas valstu uz4emiana Rietumeiropas

instituoijas, lu;ja skaita N'{fO, kaut vismazaka mera

samazinasies. Citiem vardiem sakot, pastav noteiktas pclitiskas

prasrbas, lai tzvairtl.tos no postosas politikas reakcijas Baltijas

Eiropas Savientbas un lt/ATO paplaiindiantt
Baltijas valstu iespejas un perspekttva218

Roberts l,luriks

valstu iek5iene, reakcijas, kas varetu Baltijas valstrm at4emt
clrosmi turpinat nest upurus un savas majas izdarTt sareZg-rtu
politisku izvEli,lai saglabatu kursu uz integraciju rietumos. Sie
jautajumi nav politiski viegli un nav viegli vispdr, tie nav leti,
clemokratiski ieveletiem politi\iem ir problemas izskaidrot savai
sabiednbai, kadEl vi4i rrkojas ta un ne citadi, un kadi ir iemesli,
IiLrru def 5o politifu darblba varetu nest augfus. Alianses
attieksmei pret Srm prasTbam jablt sapratrgai, un japarliecinas
par to, ka lietas netiek sareZ$-rtas vairak, ka tas butu vajadzlgs
dcrnokratiski ieveletiem politi\iem regiona.

Otra prasTba, kas jaievero NATO politikai ir - panakt
vienotu visu dahbnieku viedokli. JebkurS no mums varetu
apsesties un izstradat politisku pazir,rojumu, tadu NATO japanak,
lai tam piekristu se5padsmit valstis. Tas nebus viegli, jo starp
NATO dalibniekiem pastav loti daZadi uzskati jautajuma par to,
kLrr Sim procesam butu jdbeidzas. Tas nav noliedzams. Srm
rrt5kirrbam ir tendence saplDst, Sads process notiek, un es

tkrmaju, ka tas turpinasies, tadu atSlinbas joprojam pastav un tas
ncvar nokluset. Svangos jautajumus nav iespejams atrisinat laika

lrosma lidz jtlijam, kad notiks galot4u tikSanas. LTdz ar to NAIO
ic:red$iem naksies stradat pie problemas ka sagatavot politisku
pazi4ojumu, ka an darbrbas un planu kopumu, kas varetu vadrt
NAIO dallbnieku atbalstu un apmierinat Baltijas valstu prasrbas.
l'CcbrTLa es pie ta atgriezTSos.

Tre5a praslba, kas ir cie5i saistrta ar otro ir - lai ko arr
NATO apgalvotu, ka tas ir nolemis darrt, un lai arr ko tas

rrcuzsaktu, tam jdatbilst NAIO pozrcijai un visam vieno5anam,
kiidas pastav starp NAIO un Krieviju. Tas b[s pdrmai4as, un es
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par to runa5u nedaudz vElak, tadu vienrgais, ko es patlaban

veletos piebilst ir, tas, ka vissliktakais, kas var6tu notikt, bttu, ja

NATO apgalvotu Baltijas valstrm vienu, bet Maskavai kaut ko

citu. NAIO j[saka viens un tas pats abam pusem, un visiem
jasaprot, kas ar to ir domats.

STs, manuprdt, ir trTs galvenas prasrbas sekmrgai politikai.

Kads varetu bUt tas saturs?

ArT Sis jautajums Sont jau tika plaii apspriests un man nav

daudz, ko piebilst, bet es to veletos Sai temai dot citu ieterpu.

Viens, par ko es daudz ne5aubos, ir tas, ka NAIO atv6rs savas

durvis, ka oficiali tas turpinas apgalvot, ka durvis ir atvertas

dahbai nakotne, ka tas valstis, kas iestasies pirmas, nebDt nav

svangakas par tf,m, kas bus pedejas, un tamhdzrgi. Tadu,

manuprat, runa nav par to. Problema, protams ir ta, ka likt tam

noticet, ka panakt ticrbu, ka durvis patiesam ir atvertas; konkreti -
ka neparprotami noradrt vzto, ka durvis ir ne tikai atv€rtas, bet,

ka NAIO ir certba, ka arT citi stradas pie 5T jautajuma, un daZas

idejas, ka to varetu sasniegt.

Par Siem jautajumiem ir domats daudz,NATO varas organi

pie tiem ir stradajuSi, tos ir apsverusi daudzi mani kolegi, tapat

an tos apsprieda privata karta. DaZi no jums, kas orientejas

drpolitikd zina,kanesen divi mani kolegi Ron Astmus un Steve

Laraby publiceja materialu nesenaja Foreign Affairs izdevuma,

kur vili norada daZus elementus, kurus uzskata par svapgiem un

es veletos nedaudz pakaveties pie daZiem no tiem.

Man sliet, ka bfitu jaapskata trrs NAIO politikas elementi.

Viens no tiem ir deklaratoriska politika, tas, ko NATO saka par

to, ko gatavojas dar-rt. Galvenais jautajums Seit ir noskaidrot
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politikas merfus: nevis tikai konstat€t faktu, ka durvis ir atvertas,
bet arT noskaidrot, ko - un vai vispar kadu - NATO labprat
redzetu patam iendkam, un kada veida tam brltu janotiek. otrais
ir noskaidrosanas process, tas ir, vai durvis patiesam ir atvertas,
ka valstrm, kuras velas iestaties NATO, uzzindt, vai tas ir uz
pareiza ce!a. Ka NATO atzTs faktu, ka tas atrodas uzpareizajdm
sliedem? Tre5ais elements ir saistTts ar praktisku sadarbTbu un
koprgu darblbu: kads Saja gadrJuma bfls NATO - Baltijas
savstarp€jds sadarbrbas saturs pcc jUlija? KA NATO ierosina
sagatavot Srs valstis dahbai vai iespejamrbai, ka tas klus
pilntiesTgas dahbnieces tikai nakotne, ja NATO tagad vel nav
tam gatavs?

laujiet man rsumd teikt daZus vdrdus par katru no Siem

elementiem.
Vispirms - deklaratrva politika. Sor-rt jDs dzirdcjdt loti

veiksmrgus pazir,rojumus attieciba uz to, ko Baltijas valstis

veletos, lai NAIO butu gatavs teikt Saja jautajumd. No praktiska
viedokfa, es veletos redzEtNATO dodam savu ieguld-tjumu, lai tas

varetu paziryot, ka Alianses mer\is ir kaut kad nakotne iesaisut

Baltijas valstis. NATO negatavojas uzpemties saistrbas par

Ilaltijas valstu dahbu nakotne: ja tas varEtu noteikti uz4emties

Sadas saistTbas, tas dar-rtu to Sodien. Ir kada lieta , ko, es ceru

NATO spej izdar-rt, un tas ir pateikt to, ko aizvien uzsvertAk tTri

privati apgalvo Savienoto valstu iered4i: 5I jautajuma jega ir
padarrt Baltijas valstu iesta5anos par realu iespejamibu. Jts esat

dzirdEju5i atsauksmes par vestnieka Sieberta komentariem Saja

sakard, John Kornblum art rzteica loti lldzrgu viedokli' tapat

Sekretars Perijs, lai gan vi4a komentarus Saja jautajuma diemZel
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rad-lja reakcija uz citiem vi4a izteikumiem. Tas viss ir foti svangi.
Ka jau teicu, 5r nav Savieno valstu politika oficiala izpratnE, vEl
mazakta ir NAIO politika, tadu ta parada, kur sniedzas Savienoto
valstu administracijas centieni. Sis ir viens no NATO politikas
strategijas elementiem, un es ceru, ka tas tiks atspogufots virsot4u
tik5anas laika un pec tam.

Otrs elements ir saistTts ar procesu. Arr jautajuma par to,
kadu notikumu attrstTbu vi4i veletos redzEt, Sor-rt Baltijas valstu
parstavji izteicas loti skaidri. Ka es to saprotu, jautajuma bUfiba
ir 5o valstu iesta5anas centienu institucionala atnsana: Baltijas
valstis negaida, ka NAIO tagad oficidli uz4emsies saist-rbas

dalTbas jautajuma, tapat ta negaida, ka NATO atteiksies no
pa5diferenciacijas principa, tadu NAIO valadzEtu atz-rt to
pa5diferenciaciju, kas jau ir notikusi un pieSl,<irt tai institucionalu
formu. Es saprotu, ka 5r ir pamata ideja, kas slepjas aiz
priek5likumiem Atlantijas partnerattiecrbam un tamhdzrgi.
Manuprat, visvarrgakais Seit ir politiskais aspekts, kas tiek
realizets ar vestr.jumu pahdzrbu, kuri informO par NAIO
nodomiem attiecrba uz 5I procesa merl,<iem.

Tagad tre5ais elements: praktiskas sadarblbas veicina5ana.
Arr par to jau tika spriests no rrta. Te minami divi komponenti.
Viens no tiem - un tas ir guvis vispla5ako atbalsi gan Alianse gan
arpus tas - ir cie5i saistrts ar Partnerattiecrbam mieram attTstibu,
ta saucamajam, papla5inatajam Partnerattiecrbam mieram: ka
aktivizEt 5o procesu, ka padarrt to redzamaku, ka saist-rt to
praktisko darbrbu ar prasTbam, kadas noteiktas dahbai NAIO; ka
to izmantot pa5apzinlgaka veida, lai uzlabotu Baltijas valstu
rzredzes k![t par dahbniecem, aktwak sadarbojoties ar NATO
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plasdkd diapazona. Sajd joma priekslikumu netrukst; NAro tos
patlaban nlprgi apsver, to pasu daraanatsevislie varas organi un
anal-rti\i arpuse. Es domaju, ka seit bDs verojama spraiga kustrba.
Tie pasakumi, kas varEtu tikt veikti, un, es ceru, tiks veikti ietver
arzvien pieaugosu visu Partnerattiecrbas mieram valstu
piedahsanos l€mumu pie+emsana; progresejosu iesaistrsanos
pilna apjoma ta saukta arpus 5. panta esosa kontingenta
planosana un realizesana. Tas nozrme virzrbu no tas sfEras, uz
kuru PartnerattiecTbas mieram patlaban koncentrE uzmanlbu un
kura patlaban pamata ir orienteta vz miera uzturesanu,
mekle5anu - un - glab5anu, humanitaras dabas darbrbu un
tamlldzlgi, trz daudz pla5aku darbrbas lauku, kas ietver
veselTgakas militaras prasrbas, no miera uzturesanas uz mieru
radoSam un mieru pastiprino5am, uz citam NAIO uzsaktam
k'zes vadrbas darbrbam, un pat uz citiem, plaSakiem NATO
dienas kartlbas jautajumiem drosrbas joma, iekfaujot tadas
problemas ka proliferaciju un tamlldzrgi. Uz NATO Sfwja ir
'Jaudz lietu, un nav skaidra iemesla, kapec partnerattiecrbas
rnieram nevar tikt izmantotas, lai sajas darbrbas tikpat labi
i c sai st-rtu arl Partnerattieclbu mieram val sti s.

Ar to saistrti daudzi priek5likumi, kas ierosina palielinat
I'artnerattiecrbu mieram vingrinajumu militaro nozrmi, un
politiska hmenr mekldt iespejas, ka paplaSinat partneru
lionsultaciju NATO diapazonu. var gadrties, ka tas ietver daLas
institucionala rakstura izmai4as, tas noteikti paplasinas tos NATo
dienaskartrba eso5os jautajumus t part kuriem NAIO un
lrartnervalstis regulari apsprieZas. Tatad, ir daudz ierosinajumu,
liurus NAIO varetu pie4emt, ir daudztadu, kurus NATO apsver -
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es Sobrrd nezinu cik un kuri no tiem rezultata klts par politiku,
bet esmu pilnrgi parliecinats, ka Saja sfEra tiks panakta
vienoSanas par interesantam un realam progresa iespejam, kas
b[s visnota! noderrgas.

Tomer, pastav arl vel cits daudzsolo5s sadarblbas aspekts,
kur5 tika pieminets pavisam rsi, un par kuru es neesmu tik
parliecinats. Tas saistTts ar to, ka NATO Stabos dar-rtais darbs,
darbs, kas veikts starp NATO instittcijam un NATO
pavelniecrbu Brisele un Monsd - starp centralajam NATO
institlcijam un partnervalsUm, tiks papildinats ar darbu regionos
un paklautajas pavelniecTbas. Mes RAND , tapat ka da4i, esam
daudz domajuSi par iespeju, izmantojot 5o ideju, radlt - vai, ka
tas labak skanetu - uzbDvet Baltijas valstrm un arr citam
partnervalsttm strategiskas majas. Pamatdoma ir izmantot
priek5rocrbas, kas atrodamas apstakll, ka, bez papla5ina5anas

procesa, NATO ir an galvenas pavelnieclbas reformas centra.

Otra lieta, kas tiks pasludinata nako3a gada virsot4u tik5anas

laika: pavelniecTbas reforma, kas, cita starpa, nodos daudzus

darblbas pienakumus plano5anai regionalajas pavOlnieclbas,
piemeram, CTF darblbu un tamhdzlgi.

Visa 5T pamata ir izmantot gaidamas pavelniecTbas
reformas ne tikai, lai iesaistrtu valstis notikumos, kas risinasies
Brisele un Monsa, bet pie5\irt tam mrtnes regionalajas
pavelniecrbas un tas tieSi iesaist-rt CTF un citu arpus 5. panta

eso5o darbrbu planoSana. Tam ir paris priekSrocrbu.

Bez ta, ka ir skaidrs, ka tas ir cits sadarbTbas veids un tas

padzifinas visparOjas NATO - Baltijas attieclbas, svarrga
priek5rocrba ir ta, ka zem NATO lietussarga tiktu papla5inats
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saskarsmes diapazons un sadarblba starp Baltijas valsum un
daliem to rakstungajiem partneriem regiona. Es esmu
parliecinats, ka daudzi laj6, telpd saprot, ka, no vienas puses
Ziemefvalstu * Baltijas sadarblbas paplasinasana izraisa lielu
interesi no arpuses, no otras puses, ta rada nervozitati saja
regiona un baZas, ka to uzskatrs par NAro dalibas aizstdj€ju sajd
rajona. Es saprotu 5o nervozitdti, un ir paredzets to 4emt verd: no
vienas puses paplasinat regionalo sadarbrbu, tadu parliecindties,
lai tas notiktu NATO aizgadnieclba un ietvertu galvenas NATO
lielvalstis, taja skaita Savienotas valstis.

Oha priekSrocTba ir tada, ka tas butu vel viens veids, kd
iesaist-rt Krieviju. Ja jaunajas paplasinatajas Ziemefvalstu
pavelniecibas ietvaros bttu atrodamas strategiskas mTtnes Baltijas
valstrm, 5r bDtu vel viena iespeja, ka iedrosinat Krieviju
savstarpejai sadarblbai ne tikai ar NAro, bet arr ar Baltijas valstrm.
lrs paredzu, ka Baltijas - Krievijas militarajai sadarbrbai pretosies
cilveki gan Maskava, gat\, iespejams, arl saja regiona. Es saprotu,
kildi tam bDs iemesli. Tomer, raugoties no rietumu viedokJa, NATO
irrteresEs ir nevis izdarTt uz kadu spiedienu, bet gan iedrosinat, kur
icspejams, atrast tos punktus, kas iedvesmotu Baltijas valstu un
hrievijas sadarbTbu drosibas jautdjumos. cik man zinams, patlaban
to iespejams izdar-rt viemgi zem NAIO lietussarga.

Tada ir situacija man6 skatrJuma. Bet kur mes atrodamies
lrirtlaban? Kd jau mineju, netrlkst d,aLadu ideju, it lpa5i
1;rutajumos, kas skar Partnerattiecrbas mieram, problema drnak
vrrretu bUt ta, ka 5o ieteikumu ir parak daudz. patiesam,
I':rrtnerattiecrbas mieram apdraud tas, ka Sr organizacrja ir
;rirslogota gan savas darbrbas gan politiskajazi4a. Darbrbas zina
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tadel, ka tai ir ierobeZoti resursi: es domaju, ka Baltijas valstis
patiesam izjflt spriedzi, kas rodas darbrbas pla5a diapazona def,

kur tas aicina piedahlies, tas baidas atraidrt kadu no

piedavajumiem, jo NATO to varetu uzskat-rt ka signalu, kas rada,

ka Baltijas valstu interese par NAIO samazinas. Tomer Baltija
nespej piedal-rties pilnlgi visur. No Baltijas valsttm prasa daudz,

resursi tiek tercti. Baltijai un NAIO vajadzetu ndkt kopa un

apspriesties, kuram tad rsti vajadzEttt but PartnerattiecTbu

mieram prioritatem, cik liels uzsvars Sajd darblba liekams uz

savstarpejas sadarbTbas papla5ina5anu, kas noteikti ir foti svarTga

prasrba un turpinas tada blt, un cik liela uzmantba veltama

Baltijas valstu nacionalas aizsardzrbas vajadzrbam. Tas nav "vai
nu - vai nu" jautajums, bet ir janoskaidro, kadam jabut

pareizalam ltdzsvaram. Es neapgalvoju, ka zinu atbildi uz 5o

jautajumu, tadu ta bfls problema, ko NATO naksies risinat.

Partnerattiecrbas mieram var tikt apdraudEtas kada vel

svarrgaka aspekta, un tas ir politiskais aspekts: var gadtties, ka

no tam prasa parak daudz. Briesmas ir tddas, ka

PartnerattiecTbam mieram uzliks ne tikai grfito nastu sagatavot

Baltijas valstis iestajai NATO praktiska zi4a, bet tam bfls

f,aparraida arr visi tie politiskie signali un vestrjumi, kuri ir
nepiecie5ami Baltijas valstTm, un kurus tas pieprasa no NATO. Ja

NATO nevElas, nav gatava vai nespej darlt to, ko es mineju, tas

ir, skaidrak noteikt savu deklaratrvo politiku un centienus, ka an

ie,remt saprotamaku nostaju jautajuma, kas skar pa5u procesu,

tad viss SIs politiskas nastas smagums tiks novelts uz

Partnerattiecrbas mieram pleciem. Es neticu, ka Partnerattiecrbas

mieram ir tik stipras, lai tiktu ar to gala. Sis jautajums mani
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patie5am uztrauc, un es domaju, ka NATO bUs jankojas
uzmanlgi, lai no ta izvairrtos.

Nobeiguma es gribetu pakaveties pie diviem politiska
rakstura noverojumiem. Pirmais ir tads, ka pa.ureiz1ja situacija,
kad NATO ir tik daudz ideju un virzrbas, bet vel nav pie4emti
konkreti lemumi, es redzu, ka Baltijas valsUs veidojas rsta
politiska dilemma. Ta ir: kad un kura brTdi Baltijas valstu
valdrbas, kuras ir demokratiski ieveletas un atbildigas
sabiedrrbas priekSa, publiski un oficiali pazi4os, ka Baltijas
valstis netiks uz4emtas NATO pirmaja papla5inaSanas karta un
m€ginas panakt vieno5anos. Sf ir sarel!1ta problema, jo, no
vienas puses, valdrbas varbDt j[t, ka to ietekme uz NAIO nav
liela, un, ka labakais veids ka to palielinat butu ie4emt pec
iespejas stingraku nostaju, bet tas baidas, ka, ja tiks ieverots, ka
Baltijas valstis piekapjas parak labpratTgi, tam naksies maksat
augstu politisko maksu savas majas. Vienadojuma otra puse ir
tada, ka, ja Baltijas valstis panaks vienoSanos parak velu, ja tas
nesagatavos sabiedrTbu tam, kas sagaidams jllij5, tad arr Saja
gadr.iuma bfis jdmaksa augsta politiska cena.

Man ka cilvekam no malas ir foti viegli lasrt Latvijas,
Lietuvas vai Igaunijas politi\iem lekciju par to, ka viBiem risinat
savas politiskas problemas. Es meginaSu to nedarrt, tikai
piebildl5u vOl divas lietas. Pirmkart, man S(iet, ir loti svarrgi, lai
Baltijas valstrs tiktu sagatavots politisks pamats tam, kas
visdrrzak notiks jfllija. Otrkart, an NATO ir noteiktas saistrbas, jo
cs nezinu kada veida Baltijas valstu valdrbas varetu sagatavot
savu sabiednbu un parlamentu iznakumam, kads sagaidams

.i[lija virsotlu tikSanas laika, ja tas nesanem nekadas norades par
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to, kads Sis iznakums var6tu but - tas vienkar5i nezinds, kam

gatavot sabiedrTbu. NATO ir iapalTdz Baltijas valstu valdrbam

aizkavEt sareZgTtas politiskas problemas veidosanas Sajas valstrs;

NAIO jab[t daudz pretimnakosakai un daudz skaidrak jaizsaka

savs viedoklis par to, kads varetu btt iznakums jilija
notiekosajai virsot4u tiksanas, un it rpasi, ka atbildet uz tiem trim

jautajumiem, kurus es jau uzdevu: kadu mer(i NATO redz visa

5r pamata? Kads izskatrsies Sis process? Kads gatavojas bflt ta

saturs?

Nobeiguma es gribetu teikt, ka pastav atllTdnga taktiskas

dabas problema, taktiska dilemma, ar ko jasaskaras Krievijas

valdrbai, un iemesli tai ir loti lldzlgi. Taktiska dilemma ir: kad

Krievija atzls faktu, ka NAro paplasinaSanas ir neizbegama un

centtsies panakt vienosanos? No vienas puses, cenSanas panakt

vieno5anos izskatrsies ta, itka vi,ri padotos kaut kam' ko' skaidri

redzams, vili labpratak nepie4emtu' No otras puses' parak ilga

vilcina$anas nozrmE to, ka lidz jfllijam nebus iespejams panakt

Krieviju apmierino5u kompromisu - un tas nav neviena

intereses. NATO ir jasaprot, ka Sie jautajumi neskar tikai

strategisko anallzi vien, bet tie ir jautajumi, kas skar politisko

importu un ir nozTmrgi gan Baltijas valstTm gan Krievijai'

Notikumi Baltijas refiiona, kura atrodo5as valstis tagad ir

demokratiskas un nes atbildrbu sabiedrlbas prieksa, ietekmo to

rIcTbu, ka arr tiem vajadzetu ietekmet NATO rtcrbu'

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO papl,aiinaiana -
228 Battiias valstu iespeias un perspeKttva
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l)r. Dmitrijs V. TRENINS
Maskavas Karne gi centrs

llaltijas valstis, Krievija un Eiropas dro5lba

Gaidama NATO papla5ina5anas, kas paredz pievienot
vairakas centralas Eiropas valstis, var rad-rt nopietnas sekas
ljcografiski loti jut-rgos rajonos - viens no tiem ir ukraina, otrs -
lfaltijas valstis. Taja pasa laika lieldka dalaKrievijas arpolitikas.
ut aizsardzTbas politikas elites uzskata polijas uz4emsanu NATO
lrirr arkartrgi nevelamu. Sr iemesla def Maskavas attiecrbas ar
r ictumiem ir nopietni pasliktinajusas; jebkurs jauns meginajums
rt'saistrt Baltijas valstis Alianse var radrt jaunu Krievijas un
NAfo konfrontaciju. Tadcjadi relatrvais Baltijas valstu
rreatkarrbas atjaunosanas "veiksmes stasts" un to integracija
plrrSaka Eiropa varetu but apdraudeta.
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Aizvien pieaug varb[tTba, ka tad, kad pirma perspektrvo

biedru grupa tiks uzaicinata iestaties Alianse, saksies nako5o

kandidatu apsprie5ana. Iespejams, ka trrs Baltijas valstis

atradlsies saraksta aug5gala. Ta ka Baltijas valstu un Padomju

Savienrbas attiecrbu vesture rcizEm ir bijusi visnota! tragiska, un

tas atrodas tuvu Krievijai, kuru parveides posma apdraud

nopietnas grut-tbas, Latvijas, Lietuvas un Igaunijas gadr.iuma 5o

valstu llgums uz4emt tas Alianse Slitrs visai parliecino5s. Bez

Saubam, daudzi no oficialajiem un neoficialajiem argumentiem,

kuri izmantoti Polijas un citu valstu sakara, var tikt attiecinati uz

Latviju un tas diviem sabiedrotajiem.

Daudzkas bus atkarrgs no ta, kada bus Krievijas un NATO

valstu attieksme jautajuma par centralas Eiropas dahbu Alianse.

Atklati strldi, kas radusies tapec, ka nav izstradats hgums, kurs

verstu uzmanrbu uz Krievijas baZam par tas drosrbu un ieliktu
pamatus stabilam un ilgsto5am attiecrbam starp Maskavu un

NAIO, izraisls bailes Baltijas valstls un radls Krievijas aizdomas

attieclba uz rietumu nodomiem Saja regiona, kas atrodas tai tik
tuvu. Ja valdlba Maskava pie4ems lemumu, ka Rietumi turpina
.,ieskaut" Krieviju, ta zaudes interesi uzlabot savas attieclbas ar

Baltijas valstrm. Ta drrzak vel€sies saglabat un pat paplaSinat

konflikta sfEras, piemeram, nesaska4as ar Latviju un Igauniju

robeZu jautajuma. Lranzlta tiesTbas caur Lietuvu. un

galvenokart - krieviski runajoso minoritasu stavokli Baltija.

Sada veida Maskava darTs zinamu rietumiem, ka NATO

paplaSinasanas uz austrumiem no Polijas robeZas var izradTties

patiesi bTstama.

No otras puses, ltgums, kas ir kaut kas vairak neka paprrs,

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Baltijas valstu iespeias un perspekt;a
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kur5 konstate pastavo5as atSlirrbas, garantes lielaku stabilitati un
pavers iespejas radoSiem un realiem dro5ibas problemas
risinajumiem, kas ietvers arr Baltijas valstis.

Pastav skaidri redzama nepieciesamiba darboties ar apdomu
run mac-rties no neveiksmes Krievijas * rietumu attiecrbas -
ccntralas Eiropas iekfau5anas NATO. Baltijas valstu gadijuma
Krievijas elites psihologiskais speks bls daudz lieldks. Ja mes
noliegsim 5o Skietami nesvarrgo aspektu, mums naksies maksat
rrr"rgstu cenu. Krievija galu gala var saprast, ka runaSana aiz
lr.ruguras tds mazakajrem kaimi4iem nav uzskatama par
Itonstrukfvi pieeju.

BDtu lieliski uzsakt ar dialogu starp elitem, kas pec sava
rakstura b[tu neoficials, tadu ieguldrjums taja butu oficialas
dabas. LauZoties cauri savstarpOjo apvainojumu g[zmai, dialoga
tlahbnieki nonaktu pie bltiska jautajuma. Sim sarunam
valadzetu ietvert droSrbas, humanitaros un ekonomiskos
jautajumus. Dialoga atklatTbas atmosfEru pahdzetu uztur€t arT

rrrpus valdrbas organizdciju veidotie apafie galdi un hdzsvarots
r rotikumu atspoguf ojums masu informacij as lTdzekf os.

Dialoga norises struktDru varetu veidot vismaz tns galvenie
rlienas kartibas bloki. Tradicionalas dro5rbas joma, problema cie5i
icsaista Baltijas valstis Eiropas dro5rbas strukturas nekada veida
neizaicinot Krieviju. Humanitaraja sfrra ta apvieno Baltijas valstu
r:tniskos krielu iedzwotajus jaunas uz pilsombu balsfitas kopienas
("civic nations" - "pilso4u kopas" ), kas faktiski ir galvenais
rrzdevums. Ekonomikas joma visus vieno koplgi mer\i -
veiksmrga peckomunisma posma parveidoSana un progresrva
sadarbrba starp valstrm ekonomikas attrstlbas perspektrva.
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Faktiski katra no trim uzskaititajam dimensijam, Sliet,

atrodama krietna dala savstarpejas intereses, kuras merl,<is ir
panakt dro5lbu un skaidrrbu; attrst-rbu un izaugsmi; tautiskas

izveides piepildrJumu. Briesmas, kas sak4ojas pagatnes

mantojuma, joprojam ir milzrgas, bet tadas ir art iespejas.

Koprgas nakotnes v7z4a Baltijas ietvaros norada uz pieaugo5u

sadarbrbu. Baltijas piekraste var kf[t par vienu no vairakiem
galveniem pievilk5anas punktiem regionalajai sadarblbai
jaunajas papla5inatas Eiropas konteksta.

Saaa skatr;uma Baltijas valstis varetu attTst-rties blakus

Krievijai lldzlgi Beneluksa valstrm. To geografiskais stavoklis
paSsaprotami padara tas par tirdzniecrbas zonu, par svarTgu

transporta un sakaru saikni starp Krieviju un aizvien pieaugo5o

Eiropas Saviembu. Pirms varam priecaties par cieSas sadarbrbas

nestajiem augliem, veiksmrgi jaatrisina problemas, kuras

nakotne varOtu k![t savstarpeja rakstura.

Konfl iktu nover5anas strate gij ai vi spirms v ai adzetu noteikt

prioritaru statusu dro5rbai. Ja NAIO papla5ina5ands ietvers

Baltijas valstis, ta bus katastrofa gan Krievijas - Baltijas gan

Krievijas - rietumu attiectbas, gan Krievijas iekSpolitiskas

situacijas joma. PretEji tam, aizvien pieaugo5a Alianses

parveido5ana ar mEr[<i attdlinat to no sakotneja auksta kara

modela, saistrba ar pastavrgam attiecrbam ar Krieviju, stiprinatu

attiecibas ar Baltijas valstrm un bttu patiesi stabilizejo5s faktors.

TomOr Eiropas Savienlbas papla5ina5anas ir tas, kam varetu but

vissvangakds un talejo5akas sekas. Cie5a Eiropas Savienibas

apqemsanas lTdz noteiktam datumam uz4emt Baltijas valstis un

tzstradat STs uz4em5anas grafiku, palielinatu uzticrbu Baltijas

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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galvaspilsetas un nomierinoSi ietekmetu Maskavu.
Eiropas SavienTbas ietvaros, Zviedrlja un Somija varetu

veiksmrgi pildit celveLa funkcijas attieclba uz Baltijas valstTm to
integracijas centienos. Kamer nav iespejams izstradat atsevi5ku
"Ziemelvalstu dro5rbas sistemu", nozrmrgu lomu varetu spelet
tadi regionalie pasakumi ka Baltijas j[ras sadarbrbas padome,
kas apvieno Baltijas valstis, Krieviju un rietumus.

Krievijas un Baltijas valstu divpusejam attieclbam ir
nepiecie5ams stingrs pamats. Maskavai jAatnst, ka tas politika
attiecrba uz Rrgu, Tallinu un Vifr,ru joprojam cie5 no noteiktas
koncepcijas trlkuma. Baltijas valstu galvaspils€tas iegutu, ja tas
sabalansetu savu rietumu orientaciju ar Ostpolitik versiju.

Krievijd pieaug kadas regionalas dimensijas nozrme. Kad
Sankt Peterburga vai Kafipingrada, Novgoroda vai Pleskava
izradTs nopietnu interesi par sadarblbas iespejam Baltijas
ietvaros, tas ietekmes Baltijas un Krievijas arpolitiku un
Krievijas iek5ejam kontekstam pie5lirs izteikti eiropeisku
rrokrasu. Mikroregionalaja hmenl galvenas sadarblbas sftras
varetu ietvert Narvu/Ivangorodu, Daugavpili/Baltkrieviju.
Kaf i4ingradu/Lietuvu.

RezumOjot teikto, ta ka "Baltijas valstis NATO" varetu but
nepareiza un brstama perspektrva, apsv€rumi Sada konteksta
noskaidro patieso stavokli un pahdz noteikt reali eksistejo5as
problemas, kuram nepiecieSama nekavejoSa un ilgstoBa
Lrzmanlba.
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Dr. Karls A. LAMERS
Vac ij as Bunde s t aga I o c e kl is

Viicija un Baltijas valstis. Quo Vadk?

Damas un kungi,
NATO uzskata Alianses atvEr5anu jauniem biedriem par

iespeju palielinat visu dahbvalstu ka arr citu Eiropas valstu
ilgtermi4a dro5rbu, palielinot stabilitati Eiropas - Atlantijas
regiona.

Tomer jaunu (pilntieslgu) biedru uz4em5ana NAIO nav
vienlgais veids ka "eksportet stabilitati": nakotne integracijas
process norisinasies arr citos hme4os, ka piemeram uzlabotajai
PFP programmai kflstot par sava veida PFP II, dodot iespeju

citam valstrm izmeginat talejo5u politisku un militaru sadarbrbu ar

NAIO, taja pa5a laika paliekot zem pilntiesrgas dahbas sliek5la.

Eiropas SavienTbas un NATO paplaiinaiana-
Baltijas valstu iesp€jas un perspekt:a^a 
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Es persontgr paredzu uzlabotu asociEtu statusu tam
valstr-m, kuras plano iestaties NAIO, un kuras, 5o nosac-rjumu
ietvaros piedalas Alianses papla5inataja militaraja integracija -
piemeram NAIO agnnas brrdina5anas sistEmas ietvaros vai
kopTgi uzsaktaja kontrol€, vai pasakumos, lai nostiprinatu
12 jndlu offihore zonu.

Tapat es redzu ES un RES pieddvatas pla5akas integracijas

Mlsu merkis ir galvenokart palielinat dro5Tbu un stabilitati
Eiropas - Atlantijas re$iona.
Damas trn kungi, es esmu parliecinats, ka NAIO atv€r5ana vai

papla5ina5ana nav iespejama bez Polijas. Sabiedriska doma nosauc
citas valstis, Ungariju un Cehijas Republiku, un Savienotajas Valsus
sevi5ki atbalsta Slovenijas vardu. Iespejams, ka Srs valstis pirmas
saks sarunas par turpmako pievieno5anos Aliansei, tada gad-rjuma to
iestaSanas varetu notikt pirms 2000. gada.

Piedevam, aktivizEjot sadarblbu ar citam centralas un
austrumeiropas valstrm, kuras nakotne plano iestaties NATO,
mes gribam tam dot miijienu, ka arr to iesta5anas NAIO nav aiz
kalniem. Sim majienam jabUt skaidram, tam jabDt patiesam un
speclgam vest-rjumam.

Paraleli tam, NAIO ir janoformulE savas attiecr-bas ar
Krievij u, nosledzot hgumu par bDtiskakaj iem j autajumiem.

Baltijas Valstis - Quo vadis?

Baltijas tautas gluZi pamatoti jr1t, ka vi4ru regionu ir
veidojusi Rietumeiropas kultfira.
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Vestures gaita kulturas saites, kas vieno Baltijas valstis un

Centraleiropu ir kfuvuias diezgan ciesas. ArI Sis ir iemesls, kadEl

es personrgi uzskatu, ka ir nepiecie5ams Baltijas valstis integret

NAIO, lai gan gluZi saprotami, ka tas visas diez vai vares tikt
uz4emtas visagrakaj a iespej amaja termila.

KopS 1991 . gada tika atjaunota 5o valstu suverenitate,

Baltijas valstis ir parcietu5as mainTgu veju nestu vetru. Rietumu

piedavajumi, nosacrJumi un iebildumi ir miju5ies ar Baltijas

atbildem, reformu p[li4iem un velmem pievienoties vairakam,

Rietumu organizacij am.

Pasaulei ir skaidrs, un ta saprot, ka preteji rugtajai 1940. gada

vestures pieredzei, Baltijas valstis un tautas veletos redzet, lai to

suverenitate tiktu nodro5inata ilgsto5i, un, ja iespejams, tai b[tu
starptautiskas garantij as. To vaj adzetu panakt sekmrgi integrej oties

Rietumu politi skaj as, militaraj as un ekonomiskaj as alianse s.

No otras puses, pastav problemas, kuras bttu jaatrisina

pirms srs integracijas. Galvenas gr[trbas ir saistrtas ar krievu

vesturiskajam bailem tikt ielenktiem. Lai gan nelielas Baltijas

val sti s nedraud mllzTgai ai Krievij ai, "NAIO tuvo Sanas Krievij as

rietumu robeZai", ka to Krieviia formula, patiesam tiek uzskauta

par draudu un netiek pie4emta.

Kads ir mtsu merkis?

NATO politikas merlis ir lielaka stabilitate Eiropa:

l. Papla$ina$anas uzr1emot centralas un Austtumeiropas valstis (es

pie4emu, ka sarunas ar pirmajiem pievieno5anas kandidatiem

saksies pec NATO vadrtaju tik5anas 1997 . gada jfilija' TadA

Dr. Karls A. Lamers

gadijuma Srs sarunas varetu pabeigt lTdz 1998. gadam. Pec tam,
kad visas patlabanOjas locekles bfls izgaju5as ratifikacijas
procesu, tas var€tu uzr,remt tie5i laika, kad 1999. gada aprrh aprit
50 gadi kop5 NAIO dibina5anas.

2. Es uzskatu, ka NATO vad-rtajiem 1997. gada julija jddara
zinams tam valstrm, kuras nakotn€ plano iestaties Alians€, un
vif i to izdarrs, ka NATO bus atverta jauniem biedriem!
Nakotne durvis bus atvertas, piever5oties jums, ekselence,

Latvijas arlietu ministra kungs, es uzskatu, ka jts esat !oti, foti
gaid-tti. Man Sfiet, ka otrs NATO papla5ina5anas solis varetu
tikt sperts pEc NAIO vadltaju tikSanas 1999. gadl, un ta neblt
nav tala nakotne. Ta ir laba, un es ceru reala perspektrva katrai
valstij, kas velas iestaties NATO.

l. Stabilitate Eiropa nav panakama darbojoties pretr Krievijai,
bet gan tikai kopa ar to.

Lai paskaidrotu manas domas:

Attieclba uz jautajumu, kas saistrts ar centralas un
Ar-rstrumeiropas valstu nakotne iespejamo dahbu NATO,
jlatzJme, ka NATO paplaSina5anas merkis nav darboties preteji
Krievijas interesem. Ir svarrgi, lai mes pilnlgi nopietni uz4emtu
I.,rievijas baLas un joprojam pastavoSas ielenk5anas bailes.
Mums jaturpina dialogs ar krieviem un japarliecina vi4i, ka
NAfO papla5ina5ana ir pa5as Krievijas labakajas intereses, lai ta
uz savas rietumu robeZas iegltu stabilas partnervalstis, kuras ir
l;rbi izveidotas demokratiskas sistemas.

NATO atver5ana nozrme brTvTbas. miera. socialas

Eiropas Savienrba.s un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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labkldjTbas un ekonomiskas uzplaukuma papla5ina5anos. Ti nav
darblba pret Krieviju!

Ziemelatlantijas Alianses atbildTgie varas orgdni faktiski
apzinas nepieciesamrbu aizkavet jaunu robeZu zrm€Sanu vai
jauna bloka veido5anu ka sekas stabilitates zonas papla5ina5anai

Eiropa, uz4emot NAIO jaunus loceklus. St iemesla dE! Alianse
ir pieversusi rpa5u uzmantbu tas attiecrbam ar Krieviju;
piemeram PFP programmas ietvaros, seviSka uzmanrba tiek
velt-rta sadarbrbai ar Krieviju. Ir nolemts, ka visi veiktie
pasakumi bts redzami un netiks virntr pret citu valstu interesem.

SadarbTbai starp Krieviju un NATO t iapalTdz parvaret

neuzticrba, kas kop5 "auksta kara" posma vel joprojam nav

izzudusi, un janodro5ina, lai Eiropa vairak nekad nesadalrtos

savstarpeji naidrgas nometnes. Abu pu5u attiecrbas jabalsta uz

savstarprgumu, abpuseju cie4ru un uzticrbu, un jaizslEdz jebkuras

puses "parsteidzTgi lemumi", kas varetu kaitet otras puses

interesem. Mtsu merkis ir noslegt sevi5\u lTgumu - statDtus -
dokumentet rpa5as NATO un Krievijas attiecTbas un noteikt cefu

ka rstenot 5o rpa5a veida sadarbrbu.

To var€tu paveiktNATO vad-rtaju tik5anas larka1997 - gada

julija. Mlsu nakotnes sadarblbas pamatuzdevums varetu bDt

koprga krlzes vadlba Eiropa un tas laba. Manuprat, tai tomer

vajadzltu ietvert arT iefodu kontroli, atbru4o5anos un sadarbrbu

brulojuma sftra.
TomEr nevienai AliansE neietilpstoSai valstij nedrlkst

btrt tieslbas iebilst, uzraudztt vai vadlt NATO l6mumus.

Krievijai nevajag baidlties no pflrsteigumiem, taiu viens ir'
skaidrs: mEs nevaram pie4emt un nepie4emsim krievu veto.

Eiropas Savienlbas un NATO paplaYinaiana -
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Damas un kungi, esmu parliecinats, ka Baltijas republiku
suverenitates nodro5ina5ana ir butiska jaunas Eiropas droSrbas
arhitekturas dala. Nevar but Saubu, ka visdro5fikais veids Si

rnEr[<a sasniegSanai ir Baltijas valstu politiska un ekonomiska
integrncija Rietumu kopiena. Ka es jau paskaidroju, pastav
tlaZadas to militaras integracijas iespejas Eiropas - Atlantijas
tlro5lbas zona, un lielakoties tas neprasa, lai SIs valstis oficiali
icstatos NATO. Seit es rpa5i domdju PFP darblbas turpinaSanu un
intensifikaciju, pamatojoties uz asocietas valsts statusu, kurS vel
rrav noteikts pietieko5i detalizeti. MDsu merkis ir dot iespOju tam
valstrm, kuras nebija pirmo jauno NATO pievienojuSos
tlallbnieku skaita pEc Saja laikmeta notiku5as Eiropas
pdrveido5anas, "pakapeniski ieaugt" Atlantij as strukt[ras.

Cik vien tas iespejams, Baltijas valstTm pa5am jasper
rrttieclgi sofi, lai paatrinatu koprgo militaro sadarbrbu ta, lai tas
vrrr sapratrgi organizet pa5as savus aizsardzrbas pasakumus,

lriemeram, attiecrba uz gaisa arzsardzTbu. Apvienotais Baltijas -
ANO bataljons arT ir Sada iespeja, kas ved nakotne. Gaisa telpas
l\ontroles joma Savienoto Valstu "Refioniilajai gaisa kontroles
iniciat-rvai" ir rpa5a nozme, jo ta sakotn6ji ir versta uz civila
lrrl<stura merkiem (konkrEti - uz apvienotu visas Eiropas gaisa
sltiksmes kontroles sistemu) un an militariem merl,<iem
(integretu gaisa telpas kontroli). Visu 5o notieko5o darbrbu
re:zultdta varetu tikt izveidoti "regulari j[ras speki" vai
'l Ianseatic korpuss"', kas iekfautu Baltijas jfiras valstis: Daniju,
Vilciju, Poliju, Baltijas valstis, un iespejams arT citas
Sltandinavijas valstis. Tas, kuri no Siem pasakumiem tiks rstenoti
NAIO PFP programmas konteksta vai RES vadrba, vai

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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daudzpus€jas sadarbrbas rezultata, bus atkarrgs no nakotnes

lemumiem. Si pieeja dod iespeju izveidot stabilitates zonu, kura

saites, kas vieno sava starpa daZadas valstis, laika gaita k![s
cie5akas, un padarrs iespejamu pilntiesrgu dalTbu NATO,
Rietumeiropas savienrba un Eiropas Savienrba.

Atlaujiet man kaut ko piebilst saistrba ar Eiropas

Savienrbu:

Mums visiem ir zinama diskusija. kas norisinas par triju
Baltijas valstu iespejam tikt uzlemtam Eiropas Savienrba un to

perspektrvu klut par NATO dalTbvalstrm.

Protams, vienTgi dahba NATO piedava militaru

aizsardzrbu un dro5rbu, bet dahba Eiropas Savienrba sniegs ne

tikai politisku un ekonomisku rezultatu, bet art nozTmTgas

dro5Tbas garantijas.

Tomer ir svarrgi paturet prata, ka neviena valsts nevar tikt
uz4emta Eiropas Savienrba, ja a neatbilst 1993. gada

Kopenhagena notikusaja Eiropas Savienrbas vadrtaju tiksanas

laika noteiktajiem kriterijiem. Tam valstTm, kas pilda Sos

kritorijus, ir tiesrbas, iespejas un perspektTva sakt sarunas par

iestaSanos. Koprga arpolitika un dro5Tbas politika (CFSP)

nozrme to, ka jaunajam loceklern iestasanas Eiropas Savienrba

nozrme lielaku drosIbu, un tam bfis stabilizejosa ietekme uz tdm

valsUm, kuras, cita starpa, ir TpaSi motivetas iestaties drosTbas

apsvOrumu def. Tas varetu b[t Krievrjas pa5as intereses - ieg[t

sev kaimilos Eiropas Savienrbas locekles.

Tas noztme, ka Baltijas valstrm vajadz€tu pasteidzinat
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savas ekonomikas modernizacijas centienus un likumdo5anas
sist€mu pielagoSanu Rietumeiropas valstrs esoSajam. Pirmas
sarunas ar ieinteresetajam valstrm par iesta5anos vajadzetu sakt
It)98. gada, cik vien atri tas iespejams. Es redzu iespeju panakt
rcalu dahbu ap 2000. - 2001. gadu. Valstrm, kas patlaban pieder
Liropas Savienrbai, vispirms jaizpilda majasdarbs (Mastrihta II,
.,,icnota val[ta).

Es gribetu apkopot savas domas:

NATO atvers durvis centralas un Austrumeiropas valstrm.

Paraleli tam m€s nosl€gsim rpa5u llgumu - statDtus, lai
dokumentetu specifiskas attiecrbas starp NATO un Krieviju.
NATO bus atverta jauniem biedriem. Tam valstTm, kas nevar

klflt NATO locekles pirmaja raunda, bfls iesp€ja iestaties

NATO tuvakaja nakotne. Manuprat, sarunas ar Srm valstTm

saksies p€c NAIO vad-rtaju tik5anas 1999. gada.

Es ceru, ka visas valstis, kas Sobrrd ir NATO locekles, ka arI

tas, kuras velas iestaties NAIO un izpildlt nepiecie5amos

priek5noteikumus, pavisam dnz kfus par Eiro - Atlantijas

ekas iemltniekiem.
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Baltijas valstis un NATO: Francijas viedoklis

Srs tik5anas organizatori lDdza mani pastastlt par Francijas

pieeju apskatamajam jautajumam, un 3I problcma ir Baltijas valstu

dro5iba un NAI-O paplaSina5ana. Vispirms es gribCtu piebilst, ka es

nekada veida neparstalr-r Franciias valdrbu un man nav nekadu

tiesTbu runat Francijas varda. Es runa5u pats sava varda ka

starptautisko notikumu verotajs, un, apskatama jautajuma ietvaros es

mOgina5u analizetFrancijas politikas virzienu parstavetos viedokfus.

Sis jautajums S[<iet vienkar5s, tadu atbilde ir visai sateL!fia.

Vai Eiropas Savienltril v^r sniegt atbildi?

Ir acTm redzams, ka sava pa5reizeja forma Eiropas
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SavienTba nespej garantet savu dallbvalstu droSrbu, kamer
Starpvaldrbu konference nav izlemusi pie5l,<irt nepiecie5amas

strukttras, lai attTstTtu kopigu arpolitiku un droSrbas politiku.
Savienrbai, esot sava pa5reizeja forma, attiecrbu

rrzlabo5anas starp Baltijas valstrm un Eiropas SavienTbu var
sniegt tam sava veida moralu solidaritates garantiju, bet ta nespej

sniegt tulitcju organizatorisku atbildi to dro5rbas problemai. Vai
liiropas Savienlba spes sniegt 5o atbildi tuvakaja nakotnO?

Starpvaldlbu konferencei un pasakumiem, kas tiks veikti, lai

lrapildinatu tas lemumus, vajadzetu novest pie Sada rezultata.
Iadu patlaban Sis nav tas gadljums.

Vai Rietumeiropas Savienrba var sniegt vismaz dafcju
:rtbildi uz 5o problEmu?

KamOr WEU saglaba savu patreizejo stavokli, atbilde uz 5o

iautajumu ir viennozlmrga - "n6". DiemZEl pieredze, kas gDta

lionflikta bijdaja Dienvidslavija rada, ka WEU vEl nav pa ne tadu

strukt[ru, kas spetu pielemt lemumus, ne militaro speku, kas bfitu
piemeroti miera uzhre5anai, un vel jo vairak - miera atjauno5anas

rrrcr\im. Ir pilnrgi skaidrs, kabeznepilmbam sava iek3eja struktura,

pastaveja vismaz divi jebkuri militarai interuencei bfltiski apstak]i,

kas padar-rja WEU pilmba atkarrgu no NATO: pirrnkart, konflikta
rajona gaisa telpas un satelrtu novero5ana, kas dod iespeju novertet

tlraudus un atbilstoSa darbrba, lai dotu tiem pretsparu, un, otrkart,

spcja neatkarrgiem gaisa spekiem atbalst-rt jebkuru militaru akciju,

kas norisinds uz zemes. Francijas, Lielbritanijas, Kanadas un citi
zcm Apvienoto Naciju karoga eso5ie sauszemes speki sa4ema
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nepiecie5amo gaisa speku atbalstu tikai tad, kad Savienotas Valstrs

atlav a iesaist-rties NATO lidma5rnam.

Ta ka atbildes uz Siem diviem jautdjumiem ir noliedzo5as,

un, ja +emam vera skumjos notikumus biju5aja Dienvisdlavija,
es labprat atzrstu to, ka Baltijas valstrm Skiet, ka tds varetu
uzticeties NATO militaraj ai organizaclla|

Tomer ir skaidrs, ka praktiski visas Rietumvalstis, kuras ir
svangas militaras dro5rbas zi.r.a, ir loti k[tras attieciba uz Baltijas

valstu uzstad-rtajam prasTbam. Galvenais S[<erslis to cefa ir: STs valstis

nekada gad-rjuma nevelas atgriezties pie auksta kara ar Krieviju.
TadEl S\iet, ka tas apsver sekojo5as prasTbas, kuras

jaievero attiecrba uz Krieviju:

. papla5ina5anas grafiks jaizstrada td, lai ieverotu visu
ieintereseto pu5u, taja skaita Krievijas, baLas;

. paraleli paplaSina5anas procesam, Aliansei javeic pasakumi,

kas stingri noradrtu Krievijai, ka ta netiek uzskattta par

draudu, bet gan par NATO sadarblbas partneri
"partnerattiecTbas mieram" ietvaros;

. OSCE jakfust par institflciju, kas atfautu Krievijai pilmbd

iesaist-rties E iropas dro5rba.

No otras puses francuZi vienmer ir pastaveju5i uz to, lai
savukart Eiropas Savienrba, kamer ta paliek Atlantijas
Alianses sastava, gada lTdzekfus pati savas dro5Tbas

nodroSina5anai.
. Pirmkart: tas nozlme stipru un vienotu Eiropas SavienTbu'

"Stipra" nozrme to, ka tas koprga arpolitika un aizsardzlbas

politika jdpapla5ina ta, lai tiktu iekfauta arl koprga
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aizsardnba. "Vienota" ietver sevr dro5rbas saisubas, kas
sasaista Savienlbas locekfus td, ka rezultatl Eiropas
Savienrbas dallba ir tas pats, kas Rietumeiropas Savienrbas
dallba, ar speju veikt militaru darbrbu un industrialas
aizsalr dzrb as bazes atra5ano s S avienrbas val str s.

. Otrkart, Francijas valdlba nepartraukti pastav uz to, ka ir
nepiecie5ama atjaunota un sabalanseta Atlantijas Alianse.
Alianses atjauno5ana nozrmE tadas militaras organizacljas
izveido5anu, kura bltu pietieko5i elastrga, lan apmierinatu
divus prasrbu blokus: pirmkart, speju vadrt kolektrvus
aizsardzTbas uzdevumus un operacijas, kas nav pakfauti
Ziemelatlantijas Lrguma 5. pantam; otrkart, iespeju NATO
darboties ka Aliansei ar Savienotajam Valstrm vai nodroSinat
eiropie5iem militaru darbrbu, kadu tie uzskata par
nepiecie5amu vir,ru pa5u koprgas arpolitikas un droSrbas
politikas merfiem.

Sr ir "Eiropas prlaru" pieeja Aliansei: tas nenozrmO to, ka
runerikali tiek nodal-rti no eiropiesiem, tie drzak tiek identificeti
NATO strukttua kd divkdr5a - Eiropas trn Atlantijas - mer\a
e lementi, pilrubd sagatavoti saviem uzdevumiem Atlantijas Alianse,
bct attiecrgi, bez anulejo5iem noteikumiem, pieejami eiropie5iem.

Starpvaldlbu konference, kas aprrlT sakas Torino, ir foti
svarrga, un tai vajadzEtu rad-rt progresu divos virzienos:

. attiecrba uz WEU un Eiropas Savienrbu, no pedejas tiek
gaidrts, ka ta dos politisku stimulu. Bls jaapstiprina Eiropas
Padomes pilnvaras nosakot koprgu Eiropas aizsardzrbas
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politiku. WEU ir efektrvak un tiesak janodod Eiropas

Savienrbas dienesta;
. politiskas sadarblbas panta iekfausanai Eiropas Savienrbas

Llguma vajadzEtu veicinat aizvien pieaugo5o sadarbTbu, kura

patlaban tuvina Eiropas SavienTbas valstis droSlbas

jautajumos.

Galvenos jautajumus naksies papildinat ar lielaku skaitu

praktisku pasakumu:

. RES naksies stiprinat tas darbrbas spejas, lai efektrgi spetu

rstenot tos uzdevumus, kurus tai varetu lugt pildTt;

. jaatrod lidzekfi un veids ka finanset Sadas Eiropas darbrbas;

tiem jaatspogufo Eiropas valstu koprgais ieguldr]ums, kura

merl,<is ir to kopTga dro5rba.

Francijas attiectbu uzlabosanas ar NAIO ir jaredz tiesi

Sada Eiropas persPektrva.

Francijai, tapat ka visiem tas sabiedrotajiem, Alianse ir

neat4emama Eiropas stabilitates un dro5rbas garantija, tom6r

Aiiansei japielago savas struktttras jaunajam strategiskajam planam.

Francija uzskata, ka 5o saist-rbu pamatm€r$is ir, raugoties

no darbTbas viedok!a. Alianses ietvaros apliecinat ticamu

Eiropas identitati, kas bUtu redzams an politiski. EiropieSiem ir

jaspej pasiem uz savu atbildrbu vadrt darbfuas, izmantojot

Alianses resursus. Tas bttu arr Savienoto Valstu intereses,

kuras ndkotn€, iespejams, nevelesies, ka tds sistematiski

iesaista darbrbas, kuras eiropiesi Sodien pasi nav spojTgi veikt'

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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bct, kuras nakotne vi4iem vajadzetu izlemt un rstenot pa5iem.
Divu pasaules karu un notikumu, kas pasaule risinajuSies

p-dejo piecdesmit gadu laika pieredze rada, ka nozrmlgakas
tlcrnokratiskas valstis, starp kuram hderes pozrcijas pieder
Savienotajam Valstrm, parak bieZi tiek atturetas no laiclgas
ic.jauk5anas, lar rzvaintos no vislaunaka, un to izraisa Sajas

v'rrlstTs esoSa sabiedriska doma. Lai gan tas gandrTz nekad nav
terikts publiski, francuZi sliecas domat, ka pat Va5ingtonas
l.igums un ta 5. pants nav pietieko5a garantija sabiedriskas
tkrmas spiedienam. Izcefoties pla5ai krTzei, dro5rba Eiropa
vicnkar5i nevar bflt atkarlga no diskusijam, kas notiek Savienoto
Valstu kongresa vai amerikar,ru sabiedriskas domas tendencem.
lilanclZi uzskata, ka dro5lba Eiropa prasa, lai saska4ota

lrlrino5ana, vadlba un Stabs, ka ari kaujinieki, kurus var atri
rrostad-rt ierinda, lai izmantotu darbrbai Eiropa saska4a ar Eiropas
It'nrumiem, tiktu identificeti NATO militarajas strukt[ras.
I t'rlumam par darbTbu Eiropas krrzO jab[t eiropie5u rokas.

Patie5am, Baltijas valstis lieliski apzinas, ka to dro5rbu var

1'rrrantet tikai tada gad-rjuma, ja katram potencialajam iek5€jam
r rri arejam ienaidniekam liks saprast, ka sekos noteikta, efektrga
rrrr rrekavejo5a Eiropas atbilde.

Lai spetu nekavejoties reaget. Eiropai butu nepiecie5ami
r; rtl i militari resursi:

' patstavrgas informacijas, noveroSanas un tulkoSanas iespejas,

lai ta varetu objektlvi analizlt iespejamo potencialo draudu
risku. Sevi5l,<i tas prasrtu, lai Eiropai brltu pieeja militaru
liustrbu satelrtu uzratdztbai visas savas dro5rbas joslas valstTs,
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un lai nebUtu nepiecie5ams iesaistrt nekadus vidutajus, pat ne

tadu sabiedroto ka Savienotas Valstis. Si speja jau atrodas

dlglI un to valadz1tu paplaSinat;
. intervences speki, kuri spetu reaget lTdz ar pirmo trauksmes

signalu, un kuriem bftu nepiecie5amie resursi, itrpa5i,
transporthdzekli un atbalsts.

Sr iemesla de! Francija atbalstrja daudznacionalo speku

radrsanu, pielietojot jauninajumu principu "nodalami nevis
neatdal-rti speki", kas atrodas Eiropas pavelnieclba.

SB Francijas prastbas nav pretrund ar Ziemelatlantijas Lrguma

noteikto solidaritati. FranclZu skatrjuma Atlantijas Alianse joprojam

ir centralais Eiropas aizsartzrbas prlars: to vierugi nepiecie5ams

atjaunot, lai pielagotu realitate, kas radu5as laika posma pec auksta

kara un Eiropas solidaritates attlst-rbai. Sada noska4a Francija turpina

saw dallbu NATO Militaraj a komitej a un tai pakfautaj os organos, un

Francijai ir nol[ks pikuaa piedallties daudzpusOjos Alianses varas

organos, kas iesista dal-rbvalstu parstavjus. Sobnld Francija pati

atrodas arpus militaras organizacijas, tas ir, apvienotajam

pavelniecrbam, bet tajA paSa laika ta attTsta iespejas un l-rdzekJus

ciesai sadarbrbai ar tam, prasot, lai SIs pavelnieclbas tiktu dal-rtas starp

ASV un tas Atlantijas partneriem pec regionala principa. Tadu

Francija neuzskata Sos notikumus par priek5noteikumiem pirms

Baltijas valstu uz4emsanas NAIO. Tie nevar kalpot par

attaisnojumu, lai atliktu uzlemsanu, un Francijai nav jasprieZ par 5o

uzlremsanu,tas jaizlemjZiemelatlantijasLrgumaorganizacllaipaiai.

Francuzl vienmer ir apgalvoju5i, ka Baltijas valstrm - ka neatkangam

valsttm - ir pilnlgas tiesTbas iestaties Saja organiz5cijd.
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Tadu Francija uzskata, ka Baltijas valstis, tapat ka citas
liiropas valstis, atradls iedarbrgu sev nepiecie5amo dro5Tbas un
stabilitates garantij u tikai ad aunota Atlantij as Alianse.

Es personlgi pastavetu uztam maclbSm, kuras ir ieguvusi
nrana vecuma francuLu paaudze, kam nacas pieredzet Otro
pasaules karu, un no ka diemZel bija jdmAcas arr man.

Pirmkart, Alianses hgumi, ja tie ir tikai diplomatu
raZojums un neizsaka tautas gribu, nav nekas vairak ka "paprra
gabali". No 5r viedokla Baltijas valstis ir izdevTgaka situacija
ncka kara priek5vakara bija Polija un eehoslovakija. E,s esmu
parliecinats, ja Sodien Baltijas valstrm pastavetu reali draudi,
Iriropas sabiedriskas domas reakcija bfltu loti specrga.

Otrkart, patiess miers un stabilitate var pastavet vienrgi
lad, ja tautas ir iemac-rju5as viena otrai uzticeties, un druak
rrzskata cita citu par partneriem neka ienaidniekiem. Brja
rrcpiecie5ami tns kari, kamer franziLi un vaciesi iemacrJas atlikt
rnala savus aizspriedumus un naidu, un saka sevi uzskatrt par

lrrrrtneriem, un, soli pa sol-rtim, arl par draugiem.
Ka to neparprotami noradr.ja Baltijas valstu parstavji, tas

licliski apzinas, ka savstarpejas droSlbas interes€s 5o valstu un to
lilirni4u starpa jabut vismaz minimalai uzticrbai. Cik tas atkarrgs
rro Eiropas Savienlbas un Atlantijas Alianses, mums jaizvatas
rrrclrt jebkada "auksta kara" situacija. Tom€r pa5a laika mums
';tingri jaturas pie principa, ka Baltijas valstrm, tapat ka citam
vrrlstTm, ir tiesrbas meklet un sa4emt tam nepiecie5amas droSlbas

l,rrrantijas. Baltijas valstis tas gfis atjaunotas Atlantijas Alianses
rrrr atbildTbu par sa\u dro5rbu uz4emties spOjigas Eiropas ietvaros.
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Pulkv. Romualds RATAdAKS
Valsts sekretara kabineta vadtajs
Nacionalas aizsardzlbas ministriia, Poliia

Priek5sedetaja kungs, damas un kungi! Es priecajos, ka
man ir iespeja uzrunat tik ieverojamu auditoriju. Ta ir privilegija,
laime un taja pa5a laika izaicinajums. Vispirms es gribetu
atnmet, ka Seit izklasU5u savu persomgo viedokli, kas noteikti
atS(iras no ta, kuru pauZ valdrba vai Aizsardzrbas ministrija.

Atfaujiet man sakt ar jautajumu, kas nav tie5i saist-rts ar

mlsu konferenci. Tas vairak attiecas uz konferences nosaukumu,
un it Tpa5i uz ta pedejo dafu: Quo vadis? Polija uzdodot
jautajumu - Quo vadis? domas rosTsies sekojo5i: Quo vadis? ir
populara polu rakstnieka, Nobela premijas laureata Henrika
Senkevida romS.na nosaukums, un pavisam nesen esam ieguvu5i
vel vienu rakstnieku, kam pie5\irta Nobela premija literat[ra - ta
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il Wislawa Szymborskas kundze. Tads ir pofu skatijums uz
;rrutajumu - Quo vadis?

Ja atgrieLamies pie sakotnejas jautajuma nozmes, Seit to
rrrineja divi runataji, pirmais bija ministrs Birkavs, kurs noradr]a,
l,rr tad, kad 5o jautajumu uzdeval1zum, atbilde bija: "Tagad tu
rrcvari sekot, bet tu sekosi man velak". M[su lietuvie5u kolegis
rrcatsaucas uz JEzus sniegto atbildi, un tas, ko Jezus ar 5o atbildi
tkrmaja, netika paskaidrots: tu zaudeji ticrbu man, es atgriezr5os
f{oma, lai mirtu par tevi veheiz. Tatad, tas ir saistrts ar ticrbas
zaudeSanu.

Tagad es v€letos teikt daZus vardus jautajuma, kas ir tiesi
srristTts ar musu konferencei. Kad jls paraugaties karte uz 5o

l',iropas dafu, ir skaidri redzams, ka Sis regions t sava ziga
trnikals. Mes varam uzskatrt Baltijas regionu par vienotu vienrbu.
I'Lrsatverta Baltijas jlra rada koplgu vidi devir,ram valstTm, ta
ictver arr Kali4ingradas apgabalu, kas ir Krievijas Federacijas
r.irstavdala. Ir skaidrs - ja Sada vide rodas nestabilitate, spriedze
rrri izcefas krrze, tas vienmer izraisrs draudus dro5Tbai visa
regiona. Tie5i 5r iemesla dC! Baltijas jlras rajons ir tik svarrgs
l'oliias dro5Tbai. Tas pamatojas uz Polijas nacionalo interesi Saja

l.iropas dafa.

Sadarblba pozitrvi ietekme katras atseviSlas valsts
:tirbilizaciju un dro5rbu. Tad€l Polija aktrvi piedalas katras
,,ruanizacijas un iniciatrvas darba, kas dod iespeju veicinat un
;rltistrt savstarpejo uztice5anos Baltijas jlras valstu starpa.

M€s visa pilniba apzinamies, ka tad, ja netiks panakta
r c i ksmlga sadarblba Baltij as j Uras refiona, Baltij as j Dra, ta vieta,
l;ri veiktu vienojo5as funkcijas, var kflt par konfrontacijas un
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potencialu konfliktu rajonu. Parmai4as, kas kopS 1989. gada

risinas centralaja un austrumu Eiropa, ir liela mera ietekmeju5as

situaciju Saja regiona. Joprojam tiek novertEta ta geopolitiska

strukt[ra. Padomju SavienTbas sabrukums radrJa apstakfus,

kuros, pec piecdesmit gadu ilgas atra5anas Padomju republiku
statusa, Baltijas valstis atguva neatkarlbu. Igaunijas, Latvijas un

Lietuvas neatkarrba izraisTja radikalas izmailas Saja Eiropas

dafas karte. Sl svarTga Eiropas refiiona jaunas kontlras kfuva
pamanamakas, kad STs tns valstis pie4ema l€mumu
nepievienoties Krievij as vadrtaj ai Neatkango valstu savienrbai.

Vel kdds svangs notikums, kas _mainrJa 
ainu Baltijas

refiona, bija Vacijas atkalapvieno5anas. Saja procesa mes bijam
liecinieki tam, ka musdienu Eiropa rodas jauna dah.juma ltnija.
Tagad mes varam teikt, ka jaunrad-rta Vacija ir vairak orienteta

Baltijas virziena neka bijusl Vacijas Federatwa republika.
l;{emot vera Vacijas ekonomisko varenrbu, pieaugo5o

potencialu un, protams, politisko noztmlbu, Sai valstij ir lemts

spelOt vadoSo lomu Baltija, tomer, varbut savas politiskas nastas

dOf, 51,<iet, ka ta joprojam vilcinas uz4emties vado5as funkcijas.

Mes - es domaju, Polija, vai m6s Polija - atbalstam Vacijas

attieksmi un dom[Sanas veidu attiecTba uz Baltijas valstrm. Tas

tika izteikts art Saja konferencE. Mes varam apgalvot, ka

parmai4as Saja Eiropas dafa ir daudz devu5as situacijas

stabilizesana Baltijas j[ras regiona. Milzrgas, postoSas

konfrontacijas briesmas ir garam, tomer, paradokss ir tas, ka Srs

izmai4as ir radr]u5as arT potencialus starptautiskas spriedzes,

nestabilitates un pat konfliktu avotus. Viens no tiem ir NAIO
papla5ina5ands j autajums.
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Tagad es atgriezTSos pie NATO temas un jautajum a euo
vudis? kas ir mDsu konferences moto. Tas man tDlrt liek vaicdt: kas
ir svarrgaks * merl,<is vai lldzekfi? But NATO sastava vai megindt
icstaties NATO? Sis jautdjums ir vieta. Ta kd esmu stradajis
rnilitaraja dienesta, es atceros, ko Moltke vecakais teica par
plano5anu: "Plani nav nekas, plano5ana ir viss". Tom€r, es domaju,
l,.a Srs princips nav vieta, ja mes virzamies uz NATO. Nav svangi,
lia mes esam cefa uz NAIO, ir svarrgi, lai m€s butu NATO sastava.
las nozrme, ka mOrkis ir tas, kas patie5am ir svarrgs. Mes varam
lpgalvot, ka Baltijas jlras regiona dro5rbas perspektwas liela mera
n' atkarrgas no ta, ka Baltijas valstu jautajums tiks risinats NATO
papla5ina5anas procesa. Atfaujiet man nocitet daZus teikumus no

Nurika kunga raksta :"NAIO papla5ina5anas un Baltijas valstis".
".la Baltijas valstu jautajums tiks risinats nepareizi, tad tas var kfut
par dzelzcefa vraku un nolaist no sliedem NATO papla5ina5anos,

lrs var no jauna parzlmet Ziemefeiropas dro5lbas karti un saindet

rictumu meginajumus attrsh-it sadarbTbas attieclbas ar Krieviju. Ja

kilcls mekle potencialos klup5anas akme4us NATO paplaSina5anas

t'c,la, tad Baltijas valstis ir pirma kandidat[ra rietumu - Krievijas
k I'lZe I

Polija uzskata, NATO papla5ina5anas brls izdevTga Baltijas
vllstrm un veicinas Baltijas sadarbrbas papla5ina5anos. SIs

Lonf-erences sakuma Leji4a kungs ierosinaja pirmo jautajumu:

r rri Polijas dahba NATO palielinas vai samazinas Baltijas valstu
,lrtiSTbu? Man nav vajadzrbas komentet 5o jautajumu, jo Nurika
Lrrrrgs jau uz to atbildEja. Atfaujiet man piebilst, ka, kffstot
NAfO locekle, Polija bruges celu Baltijas valstu vnziend, ta
lrr rrges celu turpmakai un ciesakai sadarbrbai ar Baltiju'

Eiropas Savientbas un IIATO paplaiinaiana -
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Tagad es pieverst5os NATO paplaSina5anas jautajumam,

un Baltijas valstu centieniem iestaties NATO. Es gribetu teikt
daZus vardus savas uzsta5anas sakara. \emot vera noteiktas

lietas, konkreto mlsu diskusijas virzienu un tas saturu, es

sagatavoju savas uzsta5anas uzmetumu, lai nebltu jasak no pa5a

sakuma. Pec tam, kad daLi runataji bija izteiku5i savas domas, es

sapratu, ka man Sis uzmetums japarstrada, jo tas nebija seviSli

piemerots situacijai. Tas noztme, ka nav velams par katru cenu

tur€ties pa5am pie savam idejam vien: ir ja4em vera, ka attrstas

situacija un javeic attiecrgie labojumi. Ja jus turesieties tikai pie

savam galvenajam tEzEm,jls varat nok![t nepatrkama situacija,

strupcefa. Man Sliet, ka pat ja mes Seit apsprieZam NAfO
papla5ina5ands procesu, joprojam paliek daudz neatbildetu
jautajumu un daudz jautajumu, kurus varetu vaicat.

Polija uzskata, ka NATO papla5ina5anas ir atverts,

daudzpakdpju process, un tam jabDt caursprdTgam un labi redzamam

gan Krievij n gancitam valsfim. Sim procesam jaietver strategiskas

partnerattiecrbas ar Krieviju, un, mflsupraL arr ar Ukrainu. Mes

uzskatam Ukrainu par valsti, kas ir svanga srs Eiropas dalas drosibai

un stabilitatei. Atlaujiet man citet m[su slaveno marsalu Pilsudski,

kur5 divdesmitajos gados teica: "Ja Kijeva ir bnva, VarSava ir
dro5rba". Sis apgalvojums lieliski raksturo mtlsu nostaju neatkan-gas

Ukrainas un tas neatkangas politikas jautajuma. Mes Seit

apsprieZam NATO paplasinasanos attiecrba uz Baltijas valsttm, tadu

mums jdpatur prata, ka ta ir tikai dala no NATO papla5ina5anf,s

procesa. An citas valstis ir izteikusas velesanos iestaties NAIO, tadu

tas netiks ieklautas pirmajd paplasinasanas karta: uz dal-rbu NATO

joprojam gaida Rumanija, Slovakija un Slovenija.

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Baltijas valsru iespeias un perspektrva

Ptt I kv. llttnt ttttI tLs ll r tI t tr', t A.t

Kad mes apskatam NATO papaplaSinaSanos ka atvCrtu
l)r'ocesu, mums japatur prata kada noteikta doma. uz kurars
lr.lst-rti konkreti NAro principi. viens no siem principiem ir
Alianses teritoriala nepartraukt-rba. Tapat mums arT jaatceras, ka
NAIO ir militara alianse, un tade! mes parsvara runajam par
NATO politiskajiem aspektiem. Mes runajam par kopTgam

'crtTbam, 
par stabilitates stiprina5anu, tadu esam veltrju5i maz

rrzmanrbas NATO ka militarai aliansei. Saja sakara es gribetu
;rtgadinat, ko savas velesanu kampa4as laika teica prezidents
l.,cnedijs: "Nevaicajiet, ko jusu valsts varetu darTt jtsu laba,
viricajiet, ko jDs varat darrt savas valsts laba." Tagad mes varam
;xrrfrazet 5o jautajumu: "Nevaicajiet tikai to, ko NATO jums var
rkrt, vaicajiet, ko jDs varat dot NATO". Mes polija nepatraukti
i'licajam sev, ko mes varam darrt, lai stabilizetu stavokli regiona,
lio mes varam dar-rt, lai papla5inatu sadarbrbu taja un mes
t'cnSamies Saja joma darTt visu, kas ir musu spekos. Trenina
krrngs teica, ka Polijas un Krievijas attiecrbas ir foti labas un
;rttrstas talak. Mes Polija pievienojamies Sim vertejumam. M€s
('sam gatavi atvertai diskusijai ar Krieviju visos jautajumos
rzr.rcmot vienu: musu dahba NATO.

Mes patlaban Seit apsprieZam NATO papla5ina5anos un
lfrrltijas valstis ka an pirmo valstu grupu, kas tiks uzaicinata
picvienoties Aliansei - es domaju, ka visi klateso5ie zina, ka
rrrlstis uzaicina piedallties saska4a ar Lrguma 10. pantu. Ir
rzplatr.jusies informacija, vai piemerotaks vards butu runas vai
lr;r.rros, ka tiks uzaicinatas trTs valstis. Ko dar-rt pdrEjam? Ka
N N f O papla5ina5anas proces am v ajadzEtu risinaties talak? MOs
',t'it neesam veltr.ju5i nekadu uzmanrbu divu valstu - Somiias un
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Zviedrijas - iespejamas vai potencialas dallbas problemai Saja

organizacija. Ta ka Somija un Zviedrija ir k[uvu5as par Eiropas
Saviembas loceklem, visas Skandinavijas valstis tagad pieder

vienai un tai pa5ai ekonomiskajai organrzacrjar, un visi
pastavo5ie dal-rjumi, kurus var tik tikko pamanrt, tzzid pavisam.

Tas nozrme, ka abas SIs jaunas Eiropas Savienrbas locekles

saskaras ar jautajumu, kas saistrts ar savas vietas noteik5anu
jaunajos droSlbas hgumos Eiropa. Ka Eiropas Savientbas

locekl€m abam Srm valstrm ir tiesTbas kandidet uz dal-rbu

Rietumeiropas SavienTba. No otras puses, NATO pie4emta

politika nosaka, ka Rietumeiropas savientbas loceklem ir
j[iestajas an NAIO, lan rzvaintos no ta saucamajam "setas

durvju" saist-rbam. Tadel Sliet, ka arr Sis jautajums butu
apsprieZams ka dafa no NATO papla5ina5anas procesa.

Man S$iet, ka NAIO papla5ina5anas procesam, it lpa5i ta

otrajai kartai vajadzetu norisinaties divas fEzes. Pirma fize
ietvertu, piemeram, Zviedriju, Somiju un Austriju. Pec tam tiktu
noteiktas otras fbzes robeZas, kas ieklautu Baltijas valstis,

Rumaniju, Slovakiju un Sloveniju. Mums jaapskata NATO
papla5ina5anas ka process un tas japielago realitatei atkarTba no

ta, kA tas attTstas.

Ja jums japaspej uz vilcienu, tad ta vietd, lai skrietu tam

pakal, pratrgak butu 50 vilcienu gaid-rt stacija, preteja gad-rjuma

nako5ais vilciens jus var sabraukt. Vilcieni parasti apstajas

stacijas. Tadc! butu mer$tiecrgi sagatavoties un panakt, lai tie,

kuru parzi4a atrodas vilcieni, nodro5ina to transportu. Ir svangi

neierobeZot sevi tikai ar vienu situacijas attrst-rbai paredzetu

scenariju vien. Dallba NATO jauzskata - ka tas ir Polijas

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaSana -
Baltijas valstu iespEjas un perspektwa2s6
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liird-rjuma par dalu no koprgas strategijas integracijai
liictumeiropas struktfiras. Musu pievieno5anas NATO ir tikai
rllla no Srs strategijas. Ja jfis esat izstradaju5i planu, jums
;lparedz arl labaka un otra labdka alternatrva. Ja jums neizdodas
rstcnot labako, jus varat meginat sasniegt otro labako. Ka jau
lcicu, ja jDs turesities tikai pie vienas idejas, jus varat izradrties
zl udetaj s.

Mes Seit nedaudz apspriedam arr terminologiju. Mes

lxrrasti sakam "NAIO papla5ina5anas", bet citi dod priek5roku
lrrdiem apzrmejumiem ka "NATO atver5ana" vai "NATO
izpleianas". Nobeiguma es gribetu pastast-rt kadu atgad-rjumu,
Lus .iums Skitis ka joks, tadu Tstenrba tas ir patiess notikums.
I'irms diviem gadiem Garmischpartenkirchen centra es tikos ar
,lrrliem NATO parstavjiem, un mes, protams, apspriedam NATO

lxrpla5inaianos. Es sarunajos ar Lielbritanijas J[ras kara flotes
lirrpteini, un saruna visu laiku lietoju vardu "paplaSina5anas", taja

llria laika vi!5 teica "izple5anas". Es vi4ru centos parliecinat, ka
lrrbak b[tu sac-rt "paplaSina5anas', jo "izpleSanas" neskan visai
trl,ami. Es teicu, ka tad, kad jtsu bikses ir izplCtu5as, jus
rrciDtaties erti, bet tad, kad tas ir papla5inatas, jus jutaties daudz
lrrbak. Kapteinis tomer nepiekrita, un teica. ka man nevajadzetu
rruicrt angfu valodu anglim. VElak, pec otra vai tre5a alus kausa
r r.r5 pekS4i izsaucas: "Ja, es saprotu, ko jus domajat: kad vrrietis
,lzifi ievelk elpu, ta ir izple5anas, bet, kad to dara sieviete, td
r roteikti ir papla5inaSanas".
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Jans KNUTSONS
Zviedrij as Arlietu minis trij a

Priek5sedetaja kungs, damas un kungi,
1. Pateicos. Sodien ir izskaneju5i daudz domas rosino5i

apgalvojumi par Baltijas valstrm un NAIO. laujiet man
pakaveties pie SIs temas, izsakot daZus Isus komentarus par
Zviedrrjas dro5rbas perspektrvu Baltijas j0ras regiond vispar,
rpa5i uzsverot NATO papla5ina5anos un Baltijas valstis.

2. Vecas kartrbas Eiropa sabrukums cita starpa noveda pie
triju Baltijas valstu neatkar-rbas atjaunoSanas. KopS td laika viens
no Zv ie drljas po I itikas pamatmer[iem attieclb a tz B altq as val stu
regionu ir STs neatkarrbas nodro5ina5ana paraleli visa rajona
sadarbrbas attiecrbu attTstrbai.

Si politika balstas uz divam fundamentalam lietam. Pirma
ir musu parliecrba, ka Eiropas droSTbai jabalstas uz tadu kartrbu,
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l.*; nosaka visu valstu sadarbTbu uz vienhdzrgiem pamatiem.
lrrdcf Baltijas valstrm va.iadzEtu no jauna iesaistTties Eiropas
,,rlarbrbas tlkia. 'I'apat - gan regiona, gan visa Eiropa, mums

J : r i nekl€ .i auni sadarbriras paraugi, kuros piedalltos arT Krievij a.
otra lieta ir mrrsu personlga interese. Rezultata zviedrija

r{ 1r.rs no Baltijas valstu su.rerenitates un uzplaukuma. Mes nekacl
rr'fsam irolieguSi t:rktu, ka Baltijas valstu neatkanba ir uzlabojusi
,' ' rt:drijas st5vokli, un ka. ja notikumi atustTsies pareizavirziena.
,,,rsrliv aitlst-rbas cikls. kas potenciali ir visnotal pozitivs.

Pirms es piev€rsrSos Zviedrijas politikai plaSakos
, rir-rcr1r'rs, at]aujiet man pateikt daZus vardus par to, cik svanga ir
rr,r,.1 1'sgiona 'v'esture. Neviens v€rotajs no malas, kas ne4em

, , r;r arkartTgi at5lingo daiado Ziemelu un tsaltijas regiona
;ri:,ti-l p:ieredzi Otraia pasaules kara, nespes pilnrba izprast
r ,'.iir,:nas diskusilas dinamiku. T'aclas vaists pilsoqiem, karn kara

,,,;l,ri izdevas izvainties no agresif as, clro5rba var daZreiz likties
,lrtiiilma pati par ser,.i. Sa-jI gadrjtrinii tas gan neattiecas r:z
riiiias valstrm.

3" '!-agacl es v€lCItos apskatTt daLas Zviedrijas politikas
,,r.r,.:llces" Runajot konkreti, tas galvenokart skar piecas sfEras,
,r lo savAs sarunas augusta :rr Prezidentu Klintonu norada

,' , rir.icrrrlinistrs Persson, tas ir abpuseja sadarbTba, regionala
r, ,r:'irT-ba, Eiropas SavienTba un tas papla5ina5anas, PFP un
,iO paplairna5anas. un attieclbas ar Kdeviju. At[aujiet man

,,rr1.i psfuav€ties pie katras no tam.

\/ispinns, rjivpus€jri sadarbiba. KopS 1991. gada, kad
,:,,r1iiris vaistrs tika atjaunota neatkanba, Zviedrija ir pielikusi
rr poiitiskas. gan ekonomiskas pules, lai nodroSinatu to

Eiropas Savientbas u.n NATO paplaiinaiana -
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suverenitati un atbalstltu 5o valstu reforulu plocesus. lvfes esam

palldzejusi daudzas sftras, taja skaita robeZkr:ntrole, nacionalo

teritoriju kontrole un bruqoto speku izveid6$ana, Iai gan te

vareja darrt vairak. Baltbats ir viens piemers, un bez ta ir
atrodami arT citi.

Ka nakoba ir minama regionSla sadalbrba. Tas iespCIjas ir

arkartlgi pieaugusas" Musu rner[<is ir ractrTt cie*as regicnalas

saites rajonos, tadas ka demokrltijas veidoiana, liktu-nil ''''ara.

tirdzniecTba, rfpniecTbas, i'iCes aizsartlzlba. kontakti starp

cilvokiem, noziegumu apkaroiana starp robeivalstlm, uti' un

tadejadi veicinat demokratiska, stabila, plaukstoSa regicna

attrstTbu. Sim mcrl,<im ziedots dandz encrgijas un sp€ka'

Sekojot Zviedrijas iniciatTvai. maija menesT Visbija,

Zvie<lrij ai piedero 5aj a Gotlancl e s sal a, notika Ba lti'i as i uras vai stu

valdrbu vad-rtaju tiksanas, kura piedaiTj[s lliropas padomes un

Eiropas kornitejas prezidenti. Saj[ tikSanas reize tika pievorsta

liela uzmar-rTba bfltisku iepriekSminelo .j autaj umu ri sinasana. Mes

ceram, ka nakoBa virsot4u tik5anas notiks RTga.

v€l viens regionalas sadarbrbas piernErs ir flarentsa Eiro -
Arktiska padome. Sogad tas priek5sedetaja ir Krievija'

Tagad esmu nonacis pie tresa punkta * Eiropas SavienTtra

un t6s paplasinasanas. Sis, musuprat, ir viens no vissvarlgakajiem

el ementiem Eirop as dro Sttras arhitektura s attTstTba'

zviedrrjat dahba Eiropas savienrba, kas pec savas bufltras

ir politiska alianse ar visam no ta izrietcsajam sekfim, noz]m€

fundamentalu izveli. Mes to neuzskat[tn par izoletu, pastavtgtt

izveli. bet gan drTzak par ilgsto$u izveles procesu. Notieko$a

starpvaldrbu konference lieliski ilustre So piemertr'

Eiropas Savienrbas un N,470 poplaiinaiana-
260 Baltiias valstu iespeias un perspekltt'u

Jans Knutsons

Eiropas Savienrba ir rpasi veiksmrga ka miera un drosrbas
p*rjekts; ta neatbalsta apgalvo-iumu, ka EU palielinasana ir loti
r;r'anga. Desmit austrumu un centralas Eiropas valstis ir
r,rtcikuSas velesanos iestaties EU. Mflsuprat, ir bUtiski, lai
rrirrunas ar visam kandidatvalstTm saktos vienlaicTsi un oec
It'spejas atrak.

Dro5rbas un stabilitates faktori ir tie, kas runa par labu
riiil-Llnu uzsaksanai vienlaicrgi ar visam valstrm. Tomer, tas nebDt
rrtrnozrme. ka visas STs valstis vienlaicrgi kfus Savienrbas
,irrlTbnieces. Sis process b[s diferencets, un tiks noteikta katras
,rl I iccrgas kanditatvalsts gatavrbas pakape.

Igaunijas, Latvijas, Lietuvas un Polijas dahba ne tikai
, rrrros 5o valstu droSrbu un labkldjTbu, bet dos ieguldrjumu arr
r rsa regiona attTstrba. zvredrlja censas pahdzet Baltijas valstim
'rrrgatavoties iestajai Savienrba, un ir skaidrs, ka So valstu dahba
! ( i bus arT Krievijas intereses; to apgalvo arT Visbijas deklardcija.

Ijemot vera iepriek5 teikto, mes nonakam pie ceturta
prrrrkta - NAIO paplaSina5anas un PFP. Sodien par to jau ir
rrrrriits daudz. Sgiet, ka tuvakaja nakotne NATO b[s gatava
,r,,rricinat jaunus biedrus. Zviedrlja nav NATO locekle, un ta arT

I r('plano k![t Alianses dalTbvalsts.

Tapat, mes nemeginasim macrt NATO, ka vadTt

1'rrplaiina5anos. Tom€r, tada mera, kada NAIO paplaSina5anas
,rrrrs ier-ekmes. mes velamies izteikt savu viedokli. Ipasi. mes

lrrbetu uzsvert NATO pazi4ojumu, ka papla5ina5anas
rr,'r'isinasies ta,lai vairotu visas Eiropas stabilitati un droSlbu un
r('r'ad-ltu noSlirtrbu. Papla5inaSanas bls dafa no plaSas Eiropas
,lroirbas strukt[ras. Ir svarrgi, lai visas durvis butu atvertas.
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Tapat mes atbalstam visu valstu fundamentalas tiesTbas

pasam izveleties savu drosTbas politiku. Faktiski, Sos principus

aizstav 1990. gada Parlzes Harta. Mes nepier,remsim nevienas

citas valsts pretenzijas attiecrba uz jebkuras citas valsts tiesrbam

dro5lbas politikas rzvEle.

NATO ir izteikusi nodomu turpinat attiecrbu padzilinasanu

ar Krieviju. Ciesas, konstruktwas un redzamas saites starp

NATO un Krieviju, ir bltiska jaunas Eiropas dro$lbas kart-rbas

sastavdafa.
Tas sasaucas ar PFP, kuras nozitne nakoSajos gados aizvien

pieaugs. PFP darbosies ka sadarbTbas instruments starp NATO

loceklem un tam valstTm, kas atrodas lrpus Alianses, ka art ta

bus saikne, lai stiprinatu musu koplgas spejas miera atbalstTianas

operacijas. Zviedrria apsveic darbu, ko patlaban veic NAI-O un

partnervalstis PFP stiprinaianas joma, un m6s ticam, ka PFP

varetu but nozrmTga loma Baltijas j[ras reftiona'

Meslabpratatbalstamuzskatu,kapartneriemjApieslir
aizvren pieaugo5as iespejas dibin[t tiesas saites ar NATO

struktflram un piedahties plano5ana un lemumu pielemSana

miera atbalstrSanas operacijas, kuras tas dod savu ieguldrjumu.

Mes uzskatam, ka PFP ir jasaglabajas divpusejam

komponentam, un jasaglaba arT pa5noteik5anas princips' Tapat'

mums nevaja<lzetu veidot PFP kura ietilpst dazldas partneru

kategorijas. Tomer, ja NAfo nolerns izteikt Tpa5u atzinlbu

kandidatu dalTbai NATO. to varetu iz,JatII ar So centienu

politisku atzl5anu.

zvredrija ir atverta diskusijam par konkretu un praktisku

PFP regionalo darbTbu. Tomor, nlums ir iebildumi pret likumtga

Eiropas Savienrbas un I'{ATO paplaSina|ana -
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s I alusa pieSfir5anu PFO regionalaj am formatam. Regionalaj iem
p;rsakumiem jdblt cie5a saist-rba ar centralajam PFp un NAIO
slruktlram, ka arI ar NATO dalTbvalstrm arpus sava regiona.
I'r'incipa tam jabDt atvertam dahbai no visu ieinteresOto partneru
l)u:ies, pat ja jasaglaba augsta elast-rbas pakape, piemeram,
r, rcnoSanas "PFP gara".

Saja sakara var planot vairakas praktiskas regionalas
:;rrrlarbrbas s{Eras. un Zviedriia patlaban cenSas pFp padarrt
rt'clzamakas Baltijas j[ras regiona. Kopuma m[su m€rkis ir
tlrtics divos virzienos: pirmais ir attrstrt PFP - vingrinajumu un
trcnirlu kvalitati un kvantitati. otrais bltu sniegt rpasu atbalstu
Itrrltiias valsUm, lai stiprinatu to iespejas piedal-rties PFp.

1997. gada mums, galvenokart, .jastrada pie tiem
r rrrgrinajumiem, kuri jau ir ieplanoti. Zviedriia vadrs tns no
trt'rrr. Patlaban mes apsveram iesp€jas organizet sagatavo5anas
.rpnrncrbas daZiem no Siem PFP uzdevumiem.

Regionala PFP centra atver5ana 1997. gada, ka to
r,'rrrsinaja zviedrija, uzlabos PFP apmacTbu un kursu rezultatus.
('r'ntra piedavata apmacTba varetu koncentret uzmanTbu
rr,'cillskas sftras, kuras ir izradlju5as vaja vieta un kave visu

rr r',r<rnd valstu pilnrgu iesaistr5anos PFP. Zviedrija velas pahdzet
, ('nllam pec iespejas atrak sakt darbu.

1997 . gada Zvredrrja paplaSinas mrnu mekleSanas darbrbu
ll.rrtiias teritoriala.ios ude4os. Sls operacijas. kas ietver mTnu
,'t'l,lCSanas apmacrbu Baltijas valstu kontingentam, tiks veiktas
i'l I'gara.

Sls ir dazas no sakotnejam iecer€m, kuras mums ir radu5as
l'l l' uzlaboSanas sakara taja Eiropas dafa, kura atrodamies mes.
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Es gribetu uzsv6rt, ka ir nepieciesama pla5a starptautiska dalTba,

iesaistot regionalaja PFP darbTba Krieviju un ASV. Mus
iedro5ina Krievijas nodomi piedalrties Baltic Eye - mekleSanas

un glab5anas vingrinajumos, kurus Zviedrtja vadls 1997" gada.

Protams, arr amerikalu dahba regiona ir arkafilgi svarrga. Mes

augstu vertejam darba attiecrbas, kuras mums ir izveidoju5as ar

Amerikas Savienotajam vaisttm.

Piektkart, es gribetu pakav€ties pie Krievrjasiautdjuma. Es

jau uzsveru, cik svanga ir Krievijas piedalT5anas Eiropas

sadarbrba kopuma, un it rpaSi Baltijas jflras regionalaja
sadarbTba. Eiropas Savienrbas ietvaros Zviedrria akttvi veicina

savu attiecrbu ar Krievi.ju paplaiina5anos un padzilina5anos.

Nesen Eiropas Savienrba pieqema plaia meroga darbrbas planu,

kura mer\is ir aktivizet Srs attiecibas.

Zvredrrjai un musu Eiropas partneriem ir arkartrgi svangi,

lai Krievija bfltu iesaistrta pec iesp€jas pla5aka Eiropas

sadarbrbas spektra. Ka jau tika rninets, mes tapat ceram, ka daja

konteksta konstruktrvu lomu speles PFP.

Jau vairakas reizes tika uzsverts" ka labas attiecrbas starp

Krieviiu un Baltijas valstTm ir iz5liro5s stabilitates un dro5rbas

garants Saja regiona. So attiec-rbu galejais noteicejs ir politika, kuru

realizE gan Krievij a, gan Baltijas valstis. Saja konteksta mes

verojam Igaunijas noteiktos un pragmatiskos centienus regulet tas

divpusejo robeZu ar Krieviju. No Krievijas puses premjerministrs

iernomirdins Zviedrij as premj erministra Gorana Persona nesenas

vizTtes laika Maskava sniedza vienlTdz pozitrvu noverlejumu

robeZjautajuma risina5anas perspektrvai. Mes ceram, ka hdzTga

pozitwa attrstrba drZ notiks arr Latvijas un Krievijas starpa.

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiina|ana -
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Rezumejot iepriekS teikto, Krievijas politika attieclba pret
ilaltijas valstrm ir lielisks radrtajs Krievijas patiesumam un
rldarbrbai, kas ieguld-rta sadarbTbas attiecrbas ar Rietumiem.

Nobeiguma veletos atzTmEt, ka Sodien Ziemefvalstu un
ilattijas jfiras regionu var raksturot ka augoSu regionalas
:rl{-larbrbas paraugu - mes esam pozitTva attrst-rbas cikla vid[.

Sim sadarbTbas paraugam daudzljldd zigd, ir iev€rojams
lrrtencials, it ipasi regionalaja konteksta. zviedrlja noteikti bus
r'rcrla no pirmajam valstrm, kas novaks augJus, ko nes ilgsto5a
l,ozrtTva attrstrba, un no otras puses, mes blsim vieni no
;rrrmajiem, kas izjuUs sekas, ja notikumi paversrsies negaUva
,r;rltne. Situacijas attTstTba pareizap virziena ir ne tikai
icriionalajas intereses vien, bet ir nesaraujami saist-rta ar visas
i iropas un Transatiantijas interesem.

ritratlaban tiek likts uz sp€les robeZjautajums starp Krieviju
,ur {tieturniem kopuma, tapat ka musu koprgas pules uzbtvet
l inr -- Eiropas dro5rbas kArtTbu, kuru tik cerrgi manifeste IFOR
,t,:;ntja. IlgstoSa veiksme visu turpmako gadu gaita prasrs
, r(iru, uz nakotni orientetu politiku.
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Valsts Ministra vietnieks droiTbas iawtaiumos, Daniia

Liels paldies, ka Saja decembrT atkal uzaicinajat mani

atbraukt uz Rrgu. Ta ir lieliska tradTcija. Man ir tikai vien

sudztba, kas attiecas uz 5o tradrciju, un ta ir - es vienmEr esmu

pedejais runatajs. Puse klausltaju jau bts pametuli zali, un otra

puse gu!. Vienalga - esmu laimlgs, ka varu but Seit' Mans un

mana polu kolega uzdevums ir grfits, jo mums japilda

komentetaju loma; ius sakat jau desmitos no rlta, un tikhdz

pirmais runatajs ir beid2is savu uzstdsanos, jus steidzaties tz'telkt

komentarus pirms to nav izdan]is kads cits un nav sakusies

jautajumi. Ta rezultata man Seit ir daudz aprakstTta un svttrota

paplra, un es laikam kornentesu to runataju izteikumus. kas

uzdeva jautajumus runatajiem, kas komenteja citus runatajus.

Man jaatvainojas par to, ka parstavu valsti, kas NAIO

Eiropas Scnien\bas un NATO papla"linaiana --
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rel.varos joprojam strada Baltijas valstu laba ar mer\i, lai SIs

valstis tiktu ieklautas pirmaja papla5inaSanas kafta. Ja, pastav
lrida valsts, un man Sfiet, ka tas ir taisnTgi, jo Francija nesen
lrazi4oja, ka pirmaja karta vajadzEtu iekfaut Rumdniju. Sis
lrir:mers rada, ka pastav konkurence. Ja Francij a dara savu darbu,
lrrd arr mes varam darrt savu. Tada gadijumd man jakomentE
i\omentars attiecrba uzto, ko teica Bobs Nuriks, jautajums bija -
I'ad doties pie sabiedrrbas, pie sava parlamenta un teikt, ka jus
rrcvarat darlt to, ko velaties dant. Danija situacija ir tada pati.
l)anijas Premjerministrs pazi4oja parlamentam, ka vi4a darba
rrrcr(is ir panakt to, lai Baltijas valstis bltu starp pirmajam, kas
gricvienosies NAIO. Arr mums ir jasagatavo savs parlaments un
:;rrbiednba un japasaka vi4iem, ka mums nav izdevies parliecinat
lxirejas piecpadsmit NATO dallbvalstis jautajuma, ka baltieSiem
llbr)t starp pirmajiem, un tade! mOs Sobnd stradajam pie
rrsinljuma, kas mums Sliet nako5ais labakais, un tas ir: rlpeties,
l:ri NATO durvis butu atvertas, un lai Sajd virziena tiktu sperti
lrraktiski sofi. Pec mirkfa es pie ta atgriezr5os.

Tagad es gribetu izteikt savas domas Birkava kunga runas
;rrkara, pat tada gad-rjuma, ja vil5 jau ir aizgajis, jo Birkava
Lrrngs runaja par regionalo sadarbTbu, kas patlaban jau tiek
rrsinata. Vi45 pieskaras jautajumam par Baltijas miera
rrzture5anas bataljonu, Baltijas jlras speku sadarbrbu - jau
rrrrkoSajd nedele Lietuva mums bUs konference par temu, lai
:rrktu 5o sadarbrbu, vi45 mineja arT Regional Air Initiative,kuru
rrzsaka amerika4i, un kuru atbalstrs 5r regiona valstis, taja skaita
,rrr Vacija - es esmu ]oti laimTgs, ka m€s varam re$inaties ar
Vaciias atbalstu.
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Mes ticam, ka SIs idejas, ka piemeram Baltijas bataljons, ir
apsveicamas vairaku iemeslu dCl. Viens no tiem ir - tas liek
Baltijas valstrm stradat kopd. Sodien sis jautajums netika pla5i

apspriests, bet manuprat, ir loti svarTgi, raugoties no arpuses,

redzEt, ka brrvas Baltijas valstis strada kopa. To nevareja nov€rot
pa5a sakuma, un laiku pa laikam vel tagad var redzet, ka ir
risinajumi, pie kuriem viena Baltijas valsts strada viena virziena,
bet otra - cita. Raugoties no malas, no rietumiem, ir svarTgi

ieraudzTt, ka Baltijas valstis 5os jaut[jumus risina kopTgi. Tapat,

ir arkafiIgi svarrgi, lai Baltijas valstis neredz tikai ka pateretajas,

bet arr ka dro5lbas radltajas. Kad NATO ietvaros mes strrdamies

ir citam valsum, ir foti svarrgi, lai Baltijas valstis ir kopa ar

mums IFOR. Es varu sniegt lielisku piemeru. Pirms trim
nedefam kopa ar ministru mes bijam Bosnija un devamies

brauciena pa lauku apvidu. Tur ir daLadi OP.kavi4us sauc miera

uzturesanas akcijas, starp kuriern bija arT daLi daryi,lietuvie5i - jo
mes esam kopa ar lietuviesiem - mes raudzr.jamies no talienes,

un es teicu ministram: "Tas tur ir lietuviesu postenis". Vi45

vaicaja: "Ka j[s to zinat?" Faktiski, to nav iespejams noteikt, jo

mums ir vienadi formas terpi, tikai, pienakot pavisam tuvu, var

pamantt lietuvie5u zrmotnes. Es atbildeju: "l'as ir pavisam

vienkar5i - jus tur redzat seius NATO karogus. Tai jabut

lietuvieSu ttometnei. "
Birkava kungs arT min€ja, ka jaturpinas ta saucamajiem

intensificetajiem dialogiem. Es zinu, ka mflsu draugi un

sabiedrotie daLr eiz to s sauc par "intensifi cetaj iem monolo giem",

jo visu se5padsmit valstu starpa nav vienprat-tbas, un tadel rodas

situacija, kad partnervalstis izsakas un NAIO klausds, tadu art
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t.s ir svarrgi, lai Sis "intensificetais monologs,, turpinatos. Es
rlomaju, ka viena lieta, ko mums vajadzetudarTt, ir parflpeties, lai
rrotiekoSajarn tiktu dots novert€jums. Divus gadus pec tam, kad
lr[rs uzlemta pirma valstu grupa, mums janoverte viss, kas iaja
l.ika posma noticis, un japieqem lEmums, vai mEs tagad varetu
rrznemt nako5o valstu grupu, negaidot piecus, desmit vai vel
r:rirak gadus.

Mans nako5ais komentars ir adresets Usackas kungam,
l.Lrrs mineja jauna NATO un arT jaunas Krievijas ideju. vakar
l".penhagena mums bija loti gara un izdevusies diskusija ar
i.,rievijas parlamentarieSiem Lukina un Gromova kungiem, ka
'r'r desmit citiem. virli mums teica: kad.i[s raugaties uz Krieviju,
lri ir jauna Krievija. ta nav veca Krievija un jums nav jaizturas
i)r'ct mums ka pret valsti, kas draud, bet gan ka pret sabiedroto.
l;rs. protams, ir tiesa, mums tas "iadara. Rietumos. taja skata arr
f'lAI'O ir daudz cilveku, kuri joprojam doma vecajas kategorijas,
1,rir,r lnums tas japarada jaunrl gaisma un jadara zinams Krievijas
';;rfriedrTbai, ka mes stradajam, lai izveidotu.iaunu NATO. kur5
lrus stipri atS\ir-rgs no veca. Es nesaku, ka rn€s esam pabeigu5i
...rstradat.iaunu NAIO, bet, manuprat, mes to patlaban daram.

Vel man ir komentari attiecTba uz daLiem pirmajiem
;rrutajumiem, kurus ierosinaja Vacijas parstavji. Tika runats par
'rrrrdar-rjuma snieg5anu Krievijai. Man Sis vards nepatTk -
' ,rndanjums. Manuprat, mums britu janodro5ina Krievijai
r,':peja piedalTties visa. ko mes daram. bet "gandarrjums" neskan
r,rrciZi. Austrumvacija brtvpratigi piekrita kf[t par Vacijas
;rs;tavdafu. Polija velas bfit neatkarrga valsts un k![t par NAIO

rrrr Diropas savienrbas locekli, tas pats attiecas arT uz Baltiias
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valstm; un 5l iemesla def vien Krieviiai nepienakas nekads

gandar-rjums - ta jaiesaista procesa, kuram jablt atvertam visiem.

Nako5ais vaciesu ierosinatais jautajums, pie kura es

veletos atgriezties ir - k6dai vajadz1tu but nusu ncrbai. Vai

mums b[tu nepiecie5ama deklaracija? Vai mums bfrtu

nepieciesama Savienoto valstu - Baltijas harta? Ko varetu darft

Vacija? Vai Vdcija ie4em nogaidosu nostaju? Es teiktu, ka

vacija nav vilcinajusies. lviums ir izveidojusies foti tuva

Danijas Vacijas Polijas sadarbtba, un mes esam

uzaicinajusi triju Baltijas valstu ministrus ierasties uz musu

nako5o Danijas - Vacijas - Polijas aizsardzTbas ministru

tik5anos Skagena, un Vacija mus pilnrba atbalsta' Tas pats

sakams par BALTBAIu, kur Vacija piedalas no pa5a sakuma'

Es esmu dzirdejis, ka Vacija piedahsies gaisa uzraudzrbas

sistema un Baltijas valstu jlras speku koprgajos pasakumos'

Izmantosim Vacijas suiegto atbalstu visa piinTbd un

relinasimies ar to tapat ka mes refinamies ar sadarbTbu ar

Lielbritaniju, Ameriku, Franciju Holandi u't't' ta' lai

Ziemefvalstis nav vienTgas, kas sadarbojas ar mtsu Baltijas

draugiem,betSajadarbatiktuiesaistTtasarTvisasrietumvalstis'
Tagad atgriezr5os pie Nurika kunga' kurS mineja' ka NAIO

jdpandk vienpratiba. tas ir tieSi tas, pie kd mes stradajam' tadu
"pii", 

,ina^, luikr, kamer seSpadsmit valstis nonak pie koptga

ui"Aogu. Nurika kungs mineja' ka mes risinarn jautajumu par

PartnerattiecTbas mie,am paplaSinaSanos: Partnerattieclbas

mieram - plus, strategiskas mdjas' ka to formuleja zeni no

Reinas - tam t daLadr nosaukumi' Mes to saucam par

partnerattieclbas mieram regionalizaciju vai decentralizactiu'

Eiropas Scnienrbas un NATO paplaiinaSana --
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lld. kad mes busim izveidoju5i jauno NATO ar jaunajam
kornandstrukturam taja, mes iesaistrsim partnervalstis,
| | r tcgresim tas Parlnerattieclbas mieram, ne tikai Partnerattiecrbu
rrrieram praktiskaja darbrba, bet arr vingrinajumos un apmacrbas.
lirs. ko mes Sodien daram, piemeram, Bosnija ar IFOR un post
ll"OR SFOR operacijam, faktiski ir CITF. Tad kad6! mums
rrr'iesaistrt partnervalstis, kuras jau strtida kopa ar mums Bosnija
rrrr neapmacrt tas kopTgai sadarbrbai nakotne post - IFOR tipa
,'pcracijam. Tas neattiecas tikai uz Baltijas valstrm vien, bet gan
rrz visam partnervalsUm, taja skaita Somiju un Zviedriju. Nesen,
,"rcrrrefvalstu rrkotaja tikSanas reize, somi un zviedri rnums
r:ricaja. kas patlaban notiekpos/ IFOR darblbas ioma? Kadi ir
\1,'\l'O plani? - jo vi4i nepiedalas tie5aja plano5ana. Kadel mes
,r('\,uretu kfut atvertaki un visi kopa piedal-rties plano5ana? Viens
n() rnhsu pedEjiem pr"iekSlikumiem Saja sakara ir - mums
l.rizstrada strategija Sada veida koprgajai darbTbai, un tai patie5am

'rrlrrclzetu ietvert lemumu pie4lemsana an partnervalstis. Mes
r,'l:rrnies tas iesaistrt k[ pastavlgos parstavjus. NATO sastava ir
, ;ri:;tis. kuras vienu pec otra velas veidot tikai sadarbTbas llgumus.
.l,'s vElamies, lai musu Staba bttu arI peutnervalstis, kas, protams,
' .rre s piedalrties tikai tajas darbrbas, kuras neizsledz 5. pants, jo tas

r '. 
rr e rlzetas tikai pilntieslgam loceklem.

Otrs projekts, pie kura realizacijas mes patlaban stradajam

'r l\ \['O biroju izveido5ana jfsu valstTs. JDs varat tos saukt par
t i tl birojiem, vai Paftnerattieclbu mieram birojiem, mums tas

i ,r :;\'ongi. Svarrgi ir tas, kas tajas notiek. Tie nedarbosies ka
rrrlrrr'l11ngijns biroji, kuros rzdala bukletus, kas stasta par NATO
,r rr\'rLAtem, tie bDs biroji, kuros stradas liels skaits NATO
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iered4u, NATO valstu parstavju, un vi4i stradas kopa ar jums

tadas sftras ka, piemeram, jfisu paSu speku planoSana. Es bu5u

atklats - mums vel nav izdevies par 5o nepiecie5amrbu

parliecinat visas parejas piecpadsmit dahbvalstis, tadu mes

sagaidam spiedienu no drpuses laika posma lTdz virsot4u

tik5anas, kura, es ceru, notiks julija - pat ja partnerus Tpa5i

neuztrauc, vai man augusta bus atvafinajums vai ne.

Talak pieversr5os Trenina kunga teiktajam. Jums neaptika

termins "droSlbas vakuums", varbut tas patiesam nav visai

veiksmrgs. No otras puses, es parstavu loti nelielu valsti, kura ilgu

laiku ir atradusies geografiski tuvu tadai lielai valstij ka Vacija.

Tatad, mums ir pieredze lai-a ziryd. Pec otra pasaules kara' p€c

piecu gadu ilgas okupacijas, mes nolomam novirzTties no sava

ierasta kursa. Daniiai. tapat ka Zviedrljar, bija senas neitralitates

tradrcijas, tadu pec ta, kas bija noticis, mes gribejam integreties

NA|O un pec tam Eiropas savienTba. viens no STs integracijas

iemesliem faktiski bija attiecTbas ar mflsu lielo kaimi4u - Vaciju.

Pec desmit gadiem arT Vacija iestajas NATO un daliem tas radr.ja

sava veida problemas, tadu mes tas parvarOjam, un tagad mes

stradajam ciesi kopa ar Vaciju tajas pajas pavelniecrbas

struktfras, un neviens rsti neatceras, kurs patlaban ir Baltijas

pavelniecrbas komandieris - vacietis vai dlnis. MEs esam

integrejuSies un strada]am visi kopa, ka dafa no sespadsmit

NATO un dafa no piecpadsmit Eiropas Savieruba.Lldzar to mlisu

Vacijas problema ir izzudusi. KadO! mums bUtu jastasta saviem

Baltijas draugiern, ka vi4iern nevaiadzEtu rrkoties tapat attiecrba

uz integresanos Eiropa? ArT viliem kaimi4os atrodas lielvalsts,

kura vestures gaita Baltijas valstrm ir radr.jusi daudz problemu.

Eiropas Scnientbqs un NAT'O paplaiinaiana -
Baltijas valstu iespeias un per'spek!rva212

pers Karlsens

Jus minejat afi regionus. Es pilnrbd piekrrtu jDsu
viedoklim, ka mums jastrada ar Krievijas rajoniem. Visa, ko mes
daram, mEs censamies sadarboties ar I eringradas militaro
apgabalu, sanktpeterburgas rajonu un Kafi4ingradas rajonu. pec
Ilaltijas flotes un le4ingradas militara apgabala pavelniecrbas
apmekle5anas un sarunam tur, es varu apgalvot, ka tas foti
labprat sadarbotos ar mums. Ja regionala sadarbrba vel joprojam
ir problematiska, tad iemesls tam ir meklejams Maskava, io ta
v€las kontrolet visu, kas notiek Krievija.

Paris komentaru attiecTba uz Lamera kunga teikto -vienam to tiem es jau pieskaros. Es dzirdcju apgalvojumu ,J[s
Liekat laipni gaid-rti", es domaju, ka to vajadzetu pierakstit. si ir
pirma rerze, kad es dzirdu to izskanam no Vacijas
parlamentariesa mutes, un ta ka to ir izteicis vacijas lielakas
lrartijas parstavis, ta d^z bDs visas vacijas nostaja - un mes
veletos to paturet prata. Tas ir apsveicami. Man tas patrk.

Jrls iesakat runat par brurojuma kontroli, un Bobs Nuriks
!,rms pievienojas. Es gribetu so jauta.iumu apspriest a^ ar m[su
italtijas draugiem. Patlaban Baltijas valstis nav cFE dahbnieces.
rrs domaju, ka trm vajadzetu apsvert iespoju pievienoties cFE
"^t 

post cFI refimam. Tas butu darams ne tikai Krievijas de!,
lrct, galvenokart, pa5u def. Es domaju, un, manuprat, musu
;raltijas draugi to zina - nav nekas iepriecinoss, ja jls neesat
lrrurna loceklis, un tad pcks4i jums nakas saskarties ar flangu
irr:s111s, un jums vie'karsi pavesta, cik tanku drrkst un cik
rr,:dnkst atrasties Pleskava. Nakotne tas brls foti svarrgi. NATO
'',rlstu starpa ir pazrstams kads rpatne.is apgalvojums - ka Baltijas
, iistis nav aizstavamas; no otras puses, neviens nav gatavs
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pies\irttamierodus.VeselugaduBaltijasvadTbaskomiteja-(Baltic 
steering Committee) mes stradajam, lai dabltu rietumu

ierodus Baltijas miera uzture5anas bataljonam, kas nespej

nevienu apdraudct. Ja pastav kadi lTme4i vai krajumi ierodiem,

kurus varetu iegadaties arT Baltijas valstis, tad bltu logiski, ja Sos

lrme4usaizpild_rtu.Esdomaju,kaBaltijasvalstlmiriemesls
pardomat iespeju nakotnO noslEgt brulojuma kontroles hgumu'

Tagad pieversr5os Golliet kungam' Es varetu ilgi runat par

Danijas - Francrjas atsBirlbam attiecrba uz Eiropas aizsardz-rbas

identitati, tadu es to nedarT5u, jo ta nav Sts dienas t6ma' TomOr

es piemine5u vienu lietu - man gan S\iet, ka tas tika pateikts

nejau5i - jus teicat: vispirms mums japanak Francijas un

Sparrl.las integracija, tad Krievijas harta un - 5r ir mana

p".rnniga piebilde p6c tam papla5ina5anas un tad

PartnerattiecTbu mieram papla5ina5anas' DaLretz' stradajot

NAIO, rodas iespaids, ka tas strada Sada veida' Vispirms

atpaka! struktlras vel€tos atgriezties Francija un Vacija' Es to

varu saprast, bet 5I iemesla del mums tagadidgaida Francijas -
Amerikas diskusiju par pavelniecrbas struktlru noslOgums' un

tamhdzTgi. Tad jasagaida Krievijas harta' lai samazindtu

Krievijas baL'as papla5inlsanas jautajuma' Tad sekotu

papla5inaSanas, un nosleguma kada koprga balva tiem' kas

.r"iitu uz4emti NATO. Manuprat, ta nav parerza kartlba'

Vajadzetu sakt no otras puses' Es domaju' ka Krievija nekad

neparakstlshartupirmsnavnotikusipaplaSina5anas.Vispirms

-rr*, japapla5inds un jdpardda, ka tas ir NATO lOmums' tikai

pec tam mOs varam izstradatveiksmTgu hartu ar Krieviju' Tada

ir realitate: mums pievienosies v€l trls valstis vai vienalga, cik

Eiropas Sqvienlbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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to bus, un pec tam mds varesim izstradat veiksmrgu sadarbrbas
hartu ar Krieviju. lbrner, iesp€jams, ka sis ir tikai mans
personrgais viedoklis, un es baidos, ka oficialais Daniias
politikas uzskats bus atS\irTgs.

Runajot par iek5ejo adaptaciju - Golliet kungs, es jums
pilnrgi piekr-rtu: ta vel nav pabeigta. vel viena lieta. kuru mes
neesam pabeigusi ir NATO strategija. Es domaju, ka mtsu krievu
draugiem ir pilnrga taisnrba, kad vir,ri mums vaica: kada ir.irlsu
strategija? Kur taja ir Krievijas vieta? vai NAro mus uzskata par
draudu vai partneri? Tadel mums jaturpina stradat strategijas
joma, un es domaiu. ka mums to vajadzetu darlt laika posma p€c
i;rs vasaras tiksanas un nakosajam virsotlu sarunam, kas notiks
I 999. gada, un radrt tadu strategiju. kas atbilstu jaunajai situacijai.
Mes veidojam jaunas pavel'ieclbas struktDras, bet ka es redzu,
1ad strategija lnllms v€l joprojam ir veca.

Tika ier.sinats jautajums par Krievijas militaro sadarbrbu,
' *r tas, protams, ir jautajums, pie kura mes stradajam:
':flneratticcrbas nnieram ietvaros nles esam uzaicina.iusi krievus

rredalrties vingrinajurnos, apmacTbas un citas aktivitates.
r)iemZel visai biezi mums nakas dzirclet. ka resursu trukuma del
,iqi nevar mums pievienoties. Es doma.iu, ka pie tzr jrslrada urr
rrmegina v€lreiz. Tadu mums japarliecinas, ka saja aspckta mes

1,'lrram stradat kopa arr ar mfisu Baltijas draugiem. Ka jau tcicLr.
1995. gada dalriem nebi.ia viegli verot, ka viru zeme atk.r
lgrieZas vacu kareivji. Es atceros, ielas notika demonstraciias.
.s saprotu Baltijas problemas sajd jautajuma. Es jums gribetu
'astastrt kadu patiesu notikumu. Firms trim nedefam es viesojos
rzbekistanS. Viiri patlaban veido to, ko paSi sauc par
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CENTRASBAT. Vi4i ir par.remusi Baltijas miera uzaureSanas

bataljona ideju, un pielieto to gan KirgTzija, gan Uzbekistana'

ganKazahstand, jo velas sadarboties ar BALTBAIu' Mes bijam

tur, lai stastltu par Baltijas miera uzturcsanas bataljona

izveidosanu. vili teica, ka septembrr notiks vingrinajumi un, ka

faktiski vi4i uzaicina BALTBAIu piedalTties un veikt apmacTbas

kopa ar vir,riem. Pirmaja frzE it paredzets amerikapu - krievu

lociens ar izpletni, tim sekos CANTRASBAT - BALTBAT

miera uztur€Sanas vingrinajumi' Tas izklausr'jas foti interesanti'

Es izteicu Uzbekijas Arzsardzhas ministram vienu ltgumu:

..Tikai nedodiet BALTBAT istu munlciju, kad parasutisti uzsaks

nolai5anos".
Nobeiguma gribetu teikt, ka es uztveru NATO

paplaSinasanoskatrripolitiskulEmumu.J[snevaratnopirkt
NnfO papla5ina5anos, iegadajoties F - 16' vai kaut ko citu'

tapat jfis nevarat nopirkt arT - un tagad seko Sis briesmrgais

vards - savstarpejo sadarblbu - ar NATO' l-as bus politisks

lemums, un es domaju, ka faktiski tas ir arT morals l6mums'

kas mums japielem. Pec pirma pasaules kara mes piegemam

nepareizus lEmumus, pec otra pasaules kara Mar5ala plans

apmierinaja pusi Eiropas, tagad mums jarTkojas ta' lai bfltu

apmierinata visa EiroPa'

Eiropas Swienrbas un NATO paplaiinaSana *
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Markus Bergers (Vflcijas Bundestlga CDU/CSU
frakcija): Es veletos izteikt divas vispargas piezrmes. pirmkart.
cs ierosinu runat nevis par NATO paplasinaianos, bet pat NATO
atversanu. Td ir loti b[tiska atskirlba - nevis tikai semantiska
vien, jo apliecina faktu, ka finala sis jautajums par Baltijas valstu
run citu centr5las Eiropas un Austrumeiropas valstu dalTbu'etiek
izlemts Va5ingtona, Londona, parTzE vai Bonnd, tas netiek
izlemts arr Maskava. bet drrzak gan Villa, RIga u'Tallina. Tas
rr So tautu pilnrgu paSnoteikSanas tiesrbu rezultats.

Otra piezrme: es esmu parliecinats, ka Krievijai _ lielajarn

'r-r varenajam 50 mazo valstu kairnirlam centralaja Lrn
Austrumeiropa - ir nepieciesams ganda'.iums. Mums jasniedz
iis ganda..iums, liekot Krievijai saprast, ka NATo poritikas un
lris mazo kaimi4valstu politikas pier,remsana nebtt nenozTmo to,
I', Krievijas vadrba atzrst savu vajumu: srs politikas atbalstrsana
'lrTzak nozrme to, ka tas ir pasas Krievijas intereses. Tas. kas
lr,tlaban Krievijai ir nepieciesams visvairak. un b[s
rrcpieciesams a' nakotne, ir koplga un mieru mrlosa kart-rba
l iropa. Patlaban mes pie tas stradajam un pabeigsim tas
r t'iclosanu dazu gadu laika. Krievijai ir nepieciesama stabilitate
rictumos, tai nepieciesarna sadarbrba ar rietumiem, ar Eiropas
\;r'ienTbu, ar NATO. Ja mes gatavojamies sniegt Krievijai Sada
r,'icla gandanjumu, mums tas jauztver nopietni, piemeram,
I r icvija Sadai sadarbTbai pieprasa hartu, tapat ka tas notika pirms
''rrrirksmes Lisabona, un ka pirms daLiem menesiem to pieprasrja
lrt'zidents Jefcins. Es to saku tadel, ka baidos - ja mes neesam

Eiropa,s Savienrbas un NATO paplaiinalana _
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gatavi vienoties ar Krieviju Saja jautdjuma. visi mDstt cenlicni

nespEs izveidot miera pilnu kartrbu l3iropa, un ta vieta var

sekmet jaunu Shel5anos Eiropa. Tadel es ierosinu - mums

vaiadz6tu visu apsvert un vartrut pie5lirt Krievijai iespeju k![t
par pilntiesrgu locekli Saja jaunaja rniera piinaja Eiropas kartrba.

Nezinflms rundtfljs: GandrTz katrs runatajs mineja, ka

NATO partaps .iauna NAIO, tadu neviens nepiemine.ia

Rietumeiropas SavienTbas prlaru, kas tiek veicl6ts N,\TO' ils
veletos pavaicat, vai j[s nepastastTtu par Baltiias valstu viedokli

5r Eiropas prlara jautdjurna tin ifisu icguldijumr-r ta.ia.

f)r. Ulaekas: Uz 5o jautajum'-r ir vicgli atbildet, jo Lieiurvas

arpolitika tiek realizeta saska4a ar \4astrihtas lTgurnr-r. kas

nosaka, ka Rietr-uneiropas SavienTba ir dubul*.a vienosanas tacla

noztme, ka ta ir NA|O prlars Eiropa, un tt{a paSd laika ta ir

Eiropas savienTbas drosrbas politikas elements. Ils domaju, ka

Saja ziga musu sarunas par NAIO liela mora atbilst mltsu

centier-riern tuvinaties Rietumciropas SaVienThai un Eiropas

Savienrbai.
Dr. Birkavs: lls domaiu, ka .iar-rtaiums par saikni starp

Eiropas SavienTbu, NATO un }i.ietumeiropas savienibu ir
jautajums par to, ka konsolidet NAfO atverSanas procesLl ttll

nepielaut jauntt problemu ra5anos. Manuprat, drosTbas aspektu

r-rostiprina5ana vai droSTbas pTlara esamtba Eiropas SavienTba

sava zipa varetu paleninat Eiropas Sarrierubas paplasirlasanos.

Dr. LnnemE: Faktiski Sis ir funtlamentalas dabas

jautajums,.ia qemam vera to. cik daudz Seit tiek rtlnats par rner\u

parvietosanu, jaunu NAI'O un izmai4am Eiropas savierutra. Ta

ka man tika dots vards, es veietos pateikties Bergera kungarn par

Eiropas Savienthas un NtlTO prtplaSiriAiunu -'
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[oti interesanto ieteikumu attiecfua uz terminologiju. Es v€letos
uzsvert, ka vienmer ir interesanti dzirdet apgalvojumu, ka
Krievijai ir nepieciesams ganda'.iums, ka Krievijai kaut kas
.iasa4em par to, kas tiek darTts preteji, ka Krievija apgalvo, tas
interesem. Manuprat, bttu verts apsvert iespOju meginat
Krievijas Federacijai izskaidrot ne tikai tas apstaklis vien, ka
NATO to neapdraud; ne tikai jaizkliede mTts par to, ka NAIO ir
sava veida pilnrgi savrupa organizacija, kas darbojas pati par
sevi; ne tikai jdizskaidro Krievijai, kas rsti ir NATo, un kddi ir td
mer\i, bet arT japaskaidro, ka NATo dahbvalstu atrasanas tai
kaimi$os ir Krievijas prieksrocrba. Hans-Joahims Falenski
(Vacijas Bundestflga CDU/CSU parlamentiriis grupas
Arfietu politikas nodafas vaditajs): Es domaju, ka mes visi
saprotam, ka Baltijas valstis nevar tikt iekfautas pirmajd NATO
papla5ina5anas karta. Tatad rodas jautajums: kadam, jlsuprat,
vajadzetu but NATO raidltajam signalam jDsu valstrm un arT
Krievijai, kas apliecinatu, ka Baltijas valstis nav peleka zona,ka
tam nakotne bts iespeja kfut NATO loceklem? vai ar to pietiks,
ia NATO apgalvos, ka ta atstaj savas durvis atvertas turpmakam
lraplasinasanas procesam, vai tomer vajadzltu stingri noteikt
Amerikas - Baltijas sadarbTbas politiku? Un vel viens lldzrga
.akstura jautajums: kas, jusuprat, butu darams Vacijai, lai
rrzsvertu to, ka NATO b[s atverts Baltijas valstrm? Es seit
rcrados vakar un runaju ar daziem srs valsts iedzrvotajiem. Man
r.das iespaids, ka j[suprat, Vacija verojama vilcina5anas
;rttiecrba uz NAIO un Eiropas SavienTbas paplaSinaSanos.

Dr. Birkavs: Pirmkart, es nevaru jums piekrist, ka Sada

l;rLrtajuma rzpratne ir pla5i rzplatrta. Kopenhagena, pieci -plus - tns
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premj erministru tik5anas laika, vairaki premj erministri uzdev a

juutajrrmu kadol mds nevaram tikt ieklauti pirmaja

puptusinaSanas karta. Otrkart, runajot par papla5ina3anos'

atvertrbu un signaliem es domaju' ka tas nav tikai

terminologijas jautajums vien: iespejams' tas ir meginajums

atvieglot Tstenrbu, panakt kopTgu sapratni' koprgu risinajumu'

Tadu, runajot par signaliem - ko tad rsti nozrm€ signals? Ko

noztm6 Baltijas
Partnerattieclbas mieram, Atlantijas partnerattiecrbas? E's

neesmu parliecinats, bet varbut tas ir sava veida signali' kas

rezultatavar novest pie skaidras un neparprotamas sapratnes'

ka Baltijas valstis bus dro5iba, ka tas bus jauna' atv€rta NATO

sastavda|a.TasnozTmemusuaizstavlbaisftTtneviskaraspeku,
bet signalus. 'las nozTme pilnrbd rzprastvisu procesu' Dro5rba

nav gala rezultdts, dro5rba ir pastavTgs process'

Dr.Usackas:CiesasaistrbaarMinistraBirkavateikto-es
nezinu, vai to var nosaukt par koplgu sapratni' man Slfiet' ka Sajd

stadija, kad tiek izlemts jautajums par to' kuras valstis tiks

iekfautas pirmaja papla5ina5anas karta' m€s neesam nonaku5i pie

savstarpejas sapratnes' M[su pienakums ir stiprinat kopTgo

apziqu,ka Baltijas valstTm vaiadzetu but to pirmo skaita' kas

pievienojas NAI'O' K6 jau iepriek5 min€ju' mes cen5amies

ierorirrai priekslikumus, kurus ka modalitdtes varetu ietvert

NATO papla5ina5anas' Es cetu' ka mes sasniegsim labus

rezultdtus, bet patlaban mes gaidam nakamaja nedEfd paredzeto

ministru tikSanos, un tad -t'*' naksies rfpTgi rzanaltzEt- cello'

kas mums ejams.

Runajot par Vacijas lomu - patiesam' Lietuvai Vacija ir

Eiropas Swientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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arkafirgi nozlmrga valsts, ta ir Eiropas integracijas dzinejspeks,
Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO Eiropas dzinejsp6ks, un es v6letos
lai Vacijas centieni, kas versti uz atv€rtu un apvienotu Eiropu,
aptvertu an mus. Es gribu teikt, ka mums ir labas, darboio5as
divpusejas attiecrbas ar Bonnu vairakas jomas: ekonomika,
socialaja sftra un politika, un m6s veletos 5o sadarbTbu
paplaSinat. Pirms diviem mene5iem man bija tas gods but par
namatevu tik5anas reize Vi!4a, un uzaicinat savus kolegus no
Vacijas un Polijas. Ta bija pirma pieci - plus - trls - plus - divi
tik5anas, kura piedahJds Vdcija un Polija. Srs valstis mums ir
vissvangakas. Mes loti velamies, lai mflsu attiecrbas kfUtu vel
daudz cie5akas, ka to savas tik5anas laika ar triju Baltijas valstu
ministriem Minhene apstiprinaj a Arlietu ministrs Kinkels.

Dr. Lflnem€: Jautajuma, kas skar attiecrbas ar Vdciju, es

gribetu piebilst, ka ticu arkartrgi svarrgajai Vacijas lomai visu
triju Baltijas valstu liktelos, jo mums ir loti daudzkoprgu vertrbu
un koprga mantojuma. Tas veido lielisku pamatu cie5ai
sadarbrbai. Mes, Igaunija, protams, atrodamies situacij a, kad,
vismaz fiziska zi4a Arlietu ministrija ir tuvak Ddnijai un Vacijai,
jo abas vOstniecrbas ir novietoju5as musu €k5. Jagad, kad, ka
sagaidams, lTdz gada beigam dd4i bDs parceluSies uz citam
tclpdm, mums saglabasies cie5as attiecrbas tikai ar Vaciju.
l)rotams, drlzuma arl vacie5i uzbtves pa5i savu vestniecrbu, un
lad mes redzesim, ka risinasies turpmakie notikumi, bet
paSreizeja situacija mes priecajamies par labam attiecrbam. Mcs
lticli redzam Vacijas vestnieku skraidam pa eku un meklEjam
slvus darbiniekus. Sadas ir Igaunijas un Vacijas attiecrbas, un tas
rr loti labas. Ja runajam par signaliem: ja mes ar kadas ierTces
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palTdzTbu savienojam kopa sarkano, dzelteno un zalo gaismu,

mes iegflstam luksoforu. Tas ir viens signals. Ja mums it daudz

Sadu signalu, tad ta ir diskot€ka, un brlLiem mes iegfstam tiesi

Sadu efektu. visapkart ir tik daudz daladu signalu, ka ir gruti

atSkirt, kurs ir Tstais. Bez tam, ta ka esmu birokrats, tad man

jaatgadina tiem cilvekiem, kas manis teikto ieraksta lenta, ka

manas uzstasanas 7. lappuses augspus€ jus varat atrast Igaunijas,

Latvijas un Lietuvas priekslikumu gadljumam, ja daLas valstis,

kuras ir Partnerattiecrbu mieram locekles un velas iestaties

NArO, netiks uzgemtas pirmaja kafia. 5is priekslikums attiecas

uz visam PartnerattiecTbas mieram loceklem, ne tikai uz Baltijas

valstTm vien, un tas nosaka, ka pec diferenciacijas, kas balsttta uz

pasdifbrenciacij u pabei gSanas, NATO vaj adzetu parakstrt hgumu

ar atlikusajam Atlantijas partnerem' Lrgums noteiktu, ka Sts

valstis ir potencialas NATO locekles. Pec tam turpinatos

se5padsmit - plus - viens sarunas. Citiem vardiem sakot, NATO

tas ir izdevTgi: ja NATO nevelas turpinat sarunas, tad virliem

labak vajadzetu mfls padarrt par pilntiesrgam loceklem un

iesaist-rt notiekosaja procesa - tada ir 5r doma. Sadu signalu

NATO vajadzetu dod visam valstTm, kuras velas iestaties NAIO,

un kuram netiek piedavats blt pirmajam pirmaja paplasinasanas

karta kop5 asto4desmitajiem gadiem- Paldies!

Burkhards von,Grolls ( vacijas vestniecTbas Latvija

militarais ata5ejs) Es pilnrba piekrTtu jlsu apgalvojumam, jflsu

ekselence Birkava kungs, ka prioritate vispirms japies\ir

parlamentarajiem un pec tam militarajiem jautajumiem' No

vienas puses, es uzskatu, ka karaspeks demokratijas apstaklos,

var but noderTgs lTdzeklis politil,<iem, lai caur savstarpeju bru+oto

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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speku sadarbrbu Istenotu integraciju un saiknes ar citam tautam
gan politikas gan militaraja sfEra. Es gribetu vaicat, kada, pec
politi\u domam, ir nacionalo bru4oto speku loma integracija un
sadarbrba ar citiem partneriem Partnerattieclbu mieram ietvaros,
NATO un iespejams an fuetumeiropas savienTba?

Dr. Birkavs: Liels paldies par 5o jautajumu! Ta ka Vacijas
parstavji uzdod tik daudz jautajumu, es veletos jums visiem
patiekties par Sadu iniciatrvu un gribu uzsvert, ka mums,
neskatoties uz Siem sareZgltajiem jautajumiem, ir brrni5lrgas
attiecrbas ar Vaciju. Runajot par nacionalo bru4oto speku
sadarblbu ar citiem spekiem Partnerattiecrbu mieram ietvaros, es
domaju, ka situacijai b[tu javeidojas ta, lai, kur vien tas
iespejams, mums fautu izmantot dahbas un sadarbrbas
veicinaSanai visas NATO un Partnerattiecrbas mieram piedavatas
iespejas. M€s varetu piedalTties planoSana, organizacija u.t.t. Ta
patie5am butu atvertrba, un Sis process jau ir sacies, jo mDsu
sadarbrbai ir tendence aizvien padzllrnaties. Tom€r ar to vel
nepietiek, un iesp€jams, mEs pat neesam gatavi visam dalTbas
lbrmam un modalitatem, tacu Sis ir vienrgais mums pieejamais
celS, lai paatrinatu savu gatavrbas pakdpi un pakapeniski
pievienotos citiem. Sis ir mans skatr.jums, un, manuprat, Sadas
sadarbrbas papla5ina5anas bUtiskakais akcents un devums butu
i c guldr.j ums militaro speku intelektualaj a potenciala.

Dr. U5ackas: Es veletos tikai bilst paris vardu par
tlivpusejo un regionalo sadarbTbu. ka arr mirki pakaveties pie
lrisu skarta savstarp€jas sadarbrbas jedziena. Mes no savas puses
labprat sekotu visiem ieteikumiem: es domaju Savienoto valstu
t'cntienus, Baltijas darbTbas planu vai Skinkela l2 punktu planu
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musu integracijai Eiropa un NATO, ka arT Zvredr4as

premjerministra Gorana Persona piecu punktu planu. Mes

patie5am augstu vertejam Sos ieteikumus, bet taja paia laika es

veletos neparprotami noradrt, ka ir loti svarrgi nelauties maldiem

un parpratumiem, ka papla5ina5anai vai milsu dalibai Alianse ir
iespejama alternattva. Mes stradajam ar sabiedrlbu, bet arr jums

vajadzEtu but pretimnako5iem un atklatiem, augstsirdrgiem un

godTgiem, runajot par Srm lietam un formulejot tas. Otrs

savstarpejas sadarbTbas aspekts, kurs tiek apskat-rts politiska

rakursa: kad no foti pieredzOju5u ekspertu un politi\u puses

izskan apgalvojumi, ka Sadu iemeslu d0! Baltijas valstis nevar

uz4emt NAIO, es atvainojos, bet es bDSu tie5s un apgalvo5u, ka

Vinstons ecrdils versds pie amerika$iem ne jau tadel, lai

sadarbotos pavelniecrbas un kontroles joma vai sakaru sistemu

sltra, bet gan tadcl, ka vi4iem bija koprgs uzdevums. Tagad

mums ir cits koprgs uzdevums: konsolidOties, un palldzet tam

valstlm, kas ir atbrlvoju5as no padomju reZrma saliedct to

demokratiskos centienus un brrva tirgus reformas. Es uzskatu, ka

Sis ir NAIO papla5ina5anas merfis. Paldies!

Nezinflms runfltdjs: Es v€letos atgriezties pie Nurika

kunga uzsta5anas un uzdot Sadu jautajumu. J[s teicat, ka

jautajums ir kad un kura mirkll Krievija piekrius NATO

paplasinasanai un tad,panakt vienosanos. E,s veletos pavaicat:

kads Krievijai ir iemesls piekrist? Ta neko nezaudE an tad, ja

nepiekr-rt un tai ir daudz iemeslu gad-rt, cik ilgi vien iespejams'

Ja pret to pastav kadi argumenti, es tos labprat dzirdetu. Tapat

es arr gribetu uzsvert, ka no Baltijas valstu valdrbu viedokfa,

situacija ir loti lldnga. Sr nav televrzijas spele, kur jls esat
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ieguvis maslnu un tagad varat izveleties - iegDt arr brrvdienu
cefojumu var zaudet visu. Es gribu teikt, ka patlaban situacija ir
tik sareZg-rta, ka visam pus€m butu noderrgi pec iespejas
paildzinat 5o procesu. Mes joprojam nezinam - varbfit NATO
izlems atlikt galotlu tiksanos uz diviem menesiem un hdz tam
b[s notikuSas daudzas izmai4as. Saja situacija, kad pastav
daudz iespeju, Sliet, ka visam pusem ir iemesli turpinat tiesi to,
ko tas patlaban dara. Ja pret So apgalvojumu pastdv kddi
argumenti, es gribetu dzirdet arT tos.

Ta ka man ir dots vdrds, es grib€tu pieverst uzmanrbu
interesantam apstaklim Golliet kunga prezentacija, un tas tiesi
sasaucas ar Dr. Trenina teikto: bieZi vien tiesi etniskais un
pilsonTbas jautajums spele svarrgu lomu mDsu attieclbas. Labs
piemers ir Kipras vesture. Turcija ir vienTga, kura atzrst
Ziemefkipru, kas, ka zinams atrodas uz ziemeliem no Apvienoto
Naciju nodaloSas hnijas, ka atseviS\u valsti. Taja pa5a laika tas
valdrba uzskata, ka reiz, kad Kipra izveidojas ka neatkarrga
valsts, bija spekd hgums starp dienviddafas un ziemefdafas
icdzTvotdjiem, kas nosaka, ka Kipra tiks parvaldrta koprgiem
spekiem. Vir,ruprat, Dienvidkipras izveidoSana bija sakotneja
liguma parkapums, un tade! vi4i tic savai taisnrbai, lai gan pareja
lrasaules dala, rz4emot Turciju, apgalvo, ka vili maldas. No otras
l)Lrses, dienvidos runaja par enosis vai pievienosanos Griefijai,
I'rs tiek uzskatTta par etnisko dzimteni, lai gan pcd€jo gadu laika
I.,ipras politiskie kontakti ar Griefiju ir biju5i loti vaji. Tatad, ja
r;rrja situacija tomer nekas nav atgadrjies, varblt tas ir tadef, ka
t irie\ija un Turcija ir NATO locekles, un saprot, ka rlcrba, kuras

'renrga motivacija ir volmes, nav neviena interesEs. DiemZel
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Kipra joprojam atrodas Apvienoto Naciju sp€ki' bet, ja mes

pie4emam, ka to nav - tad ir vel daudz daladu iespeju, ka

atrisinat rado5os situaciju. Patlaban Kipra nav konflikta celonis

starp Grielcrju un Turciju, td ir jautajums, kurd srm valstTm ir

atslirrgs viedoklis. Citu valstu attieksme tzpauLas tddejddi, ka

daLasno tam atbalsta Griekiju, daLas Turciju. St situacija pilnrba

at5kiras no tas, kada valda pat1ja Eiropas da!a.

Dr. Nuriks: Jautajums ir - kad6! krieviem vaiadzetu

stingri tureties pie sava, kas vi4iem jazaudE. Kas vi4iem
jazaude? Lrgums ar NAIO. Krievija it daLi cilveki, kam tas,

iespejams, ir pilnlgi vienalga, jo vi4iem ir vienalga arl tas, vai

NATO papla5inaSanas problema tiek risinata p€c iespejas

nesaprga veida, tadu es runaju par to Krievijas sabiedriskas

domas dafu, kurai rup Krievijas - Rietumu attieclbu jautajuma

potenciala cena, un iespejams arl Krievijas ieksejas reformas.

Mums jadoma par Siem cilvekiem. Viliem, Sai Krievijas

sabiedriskas domas dafai, hgums un ar to saistTtas problemas ir
patiesam svarrgs. Lrgums ir tas, kas viliem iazaud1. Jus teiksiet,

NAIO vienalga turpinas uzsakto un pie4ems lemumu

paplasinaties pat tad, ja netiks panakta vienoSands ar Krieviju.

Sis varetu btt jautajums, kas mulsina daZus cilvekus Maskava un

liek tiem justies nedrosi - vel joprojam var atrasties cilveki, kas

tic tam, ka, ja sis jautajums tiks aizkavets, NATO atliks savus

lemumus. Man persomgi nav nekadu aizspriedumu pret to, vai

galotlu tiksanas notiek julija vai augustd - ia bfitu rstais laiks

sarunam ar Krieviju, kas patiesi varetu dot rezultatus un bfltu

nepieciesams vel neaudz vairak laika, lai nostiprinatu daZas to

nianses. Tada gad-rjuma es neteiktu - sarunam par katru cenu
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janotiek julija nevis augusta. Faktiski, lieta ir tada, ka mums ar
Krieviju nav nekadu nopietnu sarunu saja jautajuma. par to
daudzrund, un tas tiek apspriests sabiednba, bet cik man zinams,
m€s vel neesam nonakusi pie kaut ka konkreta, un tas ndabazas.
Tatad, Sis ir tas, kas, manuprat, Krievijai jazaudE. Vir,riem
jasaskaras ar Sadu problemu: ja Krievija iesaistas nopietnas
sarunas, tad var rasties iespaids, ka ta piekdpjas NATO
paplasinasanai, un tas rada politiska rakstura grfitrbas. Es ceru,
ka mes atradTsim izeju un spesim sakt nopietnas diskusijas, lai
lldz julijam vai augustam gutu rezultatus.

Kas jazaude Baltijas valstrm? Manuprat, tas ir iek5ejais
atbalsts. Es to neesmu nosap4ojis, es to dzirdu no Baltijas
parstavjiem jau m0ne5iem ilgi: problema, kas vi4us satrauc, un
es vi4iem ticu, ir visi Sie signali, NATO virsot4u tiksanas
rezultdti, kas var likt zaud€t drosmi gan sabiedriskajai gan
parlamentarajai domai Baltijas valstrs, jo rodas baLas, ka notiks
nelabvehgs, straujs paversiens politika, kas kaves Baltijas
valstrm notureties uz iesakta cefa. Es uzskatu, ka ta patiesam ir
problema. Ka jau mineju ieprieks - sIs ir demokratiskas valstis,
Lln es neesmu parliecinats, ka sabiedriska doma ir gatava tadam
izndkumam, kas, manuprat, varetu rasties NATO virsotqu
tiksanas laikd. Es esmu nortpejies par to, ka Latvija, Lietuva vai
Igaunija var peksqi atteikties no savas rietumu orientacijas - tas
bUtu mu!!rgi! Man rup iespeja zaudet So impulsu, esmu

'obaZr.iies 
pa tc, kas notiks, ja cilvEki notices tam, ka NATO

virsot4u tiksanas rezultati nozTme diplomatisku neveiksmi un
ikerSfus Baltijas arpolitikas cefa. Es patie5am esmu par to
norupejies. Es nekada gadrJuma negatavojos stastrt Baltiias
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valstu politikiem, ka vi4iem risinat pa5iem savas iek56jas

problemas Sajd jautdjuma. Es varu tztelkt savu viedokli tikai no

malas ka lTdzj[tigs verotajs, un piebilst, ka, manuprdt, butu

svarrgi to paturet prata. Sr ir sareZgTta taktiska problema, bet es

esmu parliecinats, ka ir svarTgi sagatavot sabiedrisko un

parlamentaro domu gaidamajam iznakumam, ar ko jums naksies

saskarties. Tas patie5am ir vienkar5i.

Ojars Celle:(PBLA) Es arr veletos uzdot jautajumu

Nurika kungam. Pagaju5as nedelas laika Savienoto valstu

valdTba notika lielas parmai4as. Ir iecelts jauns Valsts sekretars,

Aizsardzrbas sekretars, notiku5as izmai4as galvenos amatus

ie4emo5o cilveku sastava, uz skatuves paradiJuSas jaunas sejas.

Ka jus vertejat Srs parmai4as to jautajumu konteksta, kurus mes

Sodien apsprieZam?
Dr. Nuriks: Es uzzinaiu par Srm izmai4am valdrbas

sastava tikai Kopenhagenas lidosta, kad sarunajos ar Peru

Karlsenu; iz4emot to, ko esmu las-rjis avrzes, man nav nekadas

citas informacijas. Ja man jauta, ka Srs izmai+as varetu ietekmet

Savienoto valstu politiku Baltijas lietas, es tsuma gribetu

pieskarties diviem jautajumiem. Pirmkart, man patie5am nav ne

mazakas jausmas, kada ir senatora Koena nostadne. Cik man

zinams, vil5 kopuma atbalsta NATO papla5ina5anas politiku. Es

nekad neesmu vilu dzirdejis konkreti izsakamies par Baltijas

valstu jautajumu, ka art, kadai, pec vila domdm, vajadzetu bflt

politikai attiecrba pret tam valsttm, kuras velas iestaties NAIO,
bet kuras netiks uzaicinatas papla5ina5anas pirmaja karta.

Runajot par M. Olbraitu, man Sliet, es diezgan ptec:rzi nojau5u,

kddi b[s vi4as centieni. Vi4ai ir stingra nostaja politikas joma

Eiropas SqvienTbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Baltijas valstu iespejas un perspekt:a

Debates

vispar. Diemzel, es konkreti nezinu olbraitas uzskatus Bartijas
jautajuma, bet es butu pdrsteigts, ja tie at5[irtos no vestnieka
Sieberta izklastrtajiem, vai pirma sekretara perija izteiktajiem,
vai ta, ko ir teicis DZons Kornblums: konkreti, ka Savienoto
valstu politikas merkim valadzEtu but si procesa paatrinasanai.
Bs gribOtu izdarlt secinajumu, kur5, manuprat ir pats galvenais.
'l-as, ko cilveki nesaprot vai pietiekosi nenoverte * ne tikai Baltijas
regiona cilveki vien, bet arr Savienoto valstu iedzrvotaji - ir kads
apstaklis, kas patie5am mainrja Savienoto valstu politiku,
administracij as politiku NATO papla5inaSanas jautajuma kopuma.
'l'as nebija tikai tas apstaklis vien, ka Ridards Holbruks atgriezas
Savienotajas valstrs no Bonnas, ka arr visas tas personlbas, kuras
liela mera bija iesaist-rtas, bet gan fakts, ka mainr]as prezidents, ka
Ia ir prezidenta politika. Tas, ko j,s aizvien vairak dzirdat
izskanam no administracijas puses, nav tikai tas personrgo
viedokfu atspogufojums, Sie izteikumi rada, kurp virzas visa
administracija kopuma. Es nedomaju, ka kads no valdrbas
locekliem apgalvotu kaukto tadu, kam nepiekrTt prezidents.
Prezidents nav sniedzis oficialu politisku pazi4ojumu, bet es
bltu patiesi izbrrnrts, ja tad, kad vi45 to izdarls, tas bDtiski
atSlirtos no ta, ko vi45 ir teicis. Protams, tam, kas ir Aizsardzrbas
sekretars un kas ir Valsts sekretars, ir liela nozrme, tadu
vissvangakais ir - kas ir prezidents. Prezidents ir tas pats, un
rnan 51,<iet, ka es foti labi zinu, kur vi45 velas doties.

Klrlis Druva: Man ir jautajums Trenina kungam. Jr)s
rLrnajat par krTzi, kura varetu sakties Krievija, ja notiks
papla5ina5anas, un it rpaSi, ja ta aptvers Baltiju. Es gribEtu lugt
i[s precizet - kadu knzi jus paredzat? Otrkart: kadEl netiek veikti
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nekadi pasakumi, lai sagatavotu Krievijas sabiedrTbu Sadai

iespejamrbai? Tresais ir blakus jautajums - jfis par to nerunajat'

bet tas ir aktuals Baltijd un skar gan Latviju gan Igauniju -
robeZu jautajums. Es velotos, lai jfs to komentetu, it lpasi tapoc,

ka 5r robeZjautajuma dE!jums ir iespeja apsteigt mlsu iestasanos

Eiropas SavienTba un NAIO.
Dr. Trenins: Paldies! Daudziem cilvekiem patrk izteloties

pastardienu un domat par to, kas varetu notikt, ja izraisrtos krlze.

Es nolemu So temu izlaist, jo labi zinu, ka jfls visi lasat generafa

Radionova un vi4am l-rdzrgo pazi4ojumus. Man ir tada sajfita, ka

daudzas no ta, ko Krievijas iered4i nosauc ka iespejamas sekas

NATO paplasinasanai centaleiropas virziena vai, ietverot

Baltijas valstis, netiks Istenots. Krievija ir vaja valsts. Tai nav

visu to resursu, kas bija Padomju Savienrbai. Krievijai ir diezgan

svangas intereses Rietumos, kas tai neatlaus pasai sevi izolet'

Krievija iespejams darTs kaut ko tadu, kas tai paiai bus saprgi'

tadu ne gluLi tdda pakape. Pirmkart, es neticu tam, ka Baltijas

valstis iestasies NATO preteji Krievijas stingrajai opozrcijai. Sis

ir mans personlgais viedoklis, un tam nav plasa atbalsta' tacu

man tas Skiet reals. Tomer, Sis jautajums var novest pie Krievijas

militaras doktnnas parskatrsanas ta, lai atjaunotu Rietumu fronti-

Patlaban mums nav rietumu frontes, mums ir problemas

dienviddafa, kuras pastav jau desmitiem gadu' Mts sagaida

nopietnas problemas talo austrumu flanga, pie tadas

geostrategijas, jfis neveletos izveidot rietumu fronti'

Tomer uz Krievijas politiskajiem un militarajiem hderiem

tiks izdants nopietns spiediens, lai sa4emtu atbildi, un vi4i

atbildes, manuprat, tradicionalaja rietumu frontes atjaunosanas
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stila, un Krievijai tas nebDs nekas iepriecino5s. Tas iespaidos arr
Krievijas iekSpolitiku. Mes jau esam pieredzeju5i, kE, pretstata
p irms vairakiem gadi em pastavo Saj am internac ional aj am gar am,
Krievijas iek5politikas jautajums iegflst aizvien lieldku
nacionalistisku pieskar,ru. Manuprat, tas izsaka Krievijas elites
sarugtinajumu attieclba uz sadarbrbu un partnerattiecrbam ar
rietumiem. Ja mes Sodien dzirdam ka kads, l-rdzrgi LuZkova
kungam megina Federacijas padome pacelt jautajumu par to, ka
japie+em lemums Sevastopoli saukt par Krievijas pilsetu, tas
nenozTme, ka Krievija gatavojas sakt karu ar Ukrainu
Sevastopoles def, bet norada, ka LuZkova kungs nopietni doma
par iespeju kandidet Krievijas prezidenta postenim 2000. gada,
un, vi4apr-at, pareizais ce!S, lai to panaktu, ir afiSct sevi ka
patriotisku kandidatu. Tas nozrme, ka noskaqojums tauta k![st
aizvien nacionalistiskaks, un tas nav atkarrgs no ta, ka attrstas
attiecrbas starp Krieviju un rietumiem. Manuprat, krlze * tas ir:
naidrgums, militaras doktnnas parorienteSana, nopietnas
problemas, varbIt pat dafejs bru4ojuma kontroles sabrukums.
Sie ir foti nopietni jautdjumi, un ja kads runa par konvencionali
vaju valsti - Krievija nekad nav bijusi konvencionali tik vaja -
tas nozTmE, ka lielaks uzsvars militaraia doktnna tiks likts uz
kodolierodiem. Tas ir bEdlgi.

Neap5aubami, Krievija zaudEja aukstaja kara, un tagad
rietumi lenam virzas uz priekSu, lai savaktu trofejas - varbut.f us
redzat lietas citadak, iespejams arr man ir atSl5irlgs viedoklis, bet
tads ir elites vairakuma skatrjums uz 5o problemu. Tam nepiekrrt
tikai foti nedaudzi. Iespejams, ir tddi politologi, kas piedava
citadu viedokli, tadu politiku neveido politilogi, un varbflt tas ir
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labi. Es domaju, ka nav iespejams, un nav arr nepieciesams'

sagatavot Krievijas sabiedrrbu. Fakts, ka Krievijas sabiedrlbai

nai viedokfa NATO jautajuma nozrme to, ka noteiktos apstakfos

ar to var manipulet, un tas ir nopietni. Kas attiecas uz

robeZjautajumu - ja jfls esat vaji, ja esat nobaZrJusies vai jums

S\iet, ka esat iedzrti sturT, jus izmantosiet jebkadus lTdzeklus, lai

aizstavetu savas intereses. Manuprdt, fakts, ka Latvija un

Igaunija ir izteiku5as un ierosinajulas savas pras-rbas attieciba uz

teritoriju, kas ir ietilpusi 5o valstu sastava laika posma starp

pirmo un otro pasaules karu, dod Krievijai iespeju versties pie

ptusat ut starptautiskas sabiednbas un teikt - luk, vi4iem ir

problcmas; vai jfls velaties uz4emt tadus loceklus, kuriem ir

problemas ar mums? Es domaju,ka daLi - un tas gadas Arkartlgi

bieLi - pa5i to nemaz nemanot, spele citu sp€les'

Markinienas: Mans vards ir Markinienas, es esmu

Lietuvas Arlietu ministrijas planosanas nodalas darbinieks. Es

runaiu pusoficiali - ka planotaji parasti medz to darTt. Veletos

izteikt tikai paris rsas piezTmes attiecrba uz Nurika un Trenina

kungu teikto. Nurika kungs norad-rja, ka Baltijas valsum javeido

militari kontakti ar Krieviju, un ka tie Sajd situacija b0tu loti

izdevTgi. Es parstavu Lietuvu un nevaru run6t visu triju Baltijas

valstu varda, bet gribetu teikt, ka ekonomiskajd jomd mfisu

attieclbas ar Krieviju' patiesam ir labas. Stsiet, ka a. daZos

militara rakstura jautajumos ir panakta savstarpeja sapratne: ka

piemeru var minet militaro tranzttu caur Lietuvu' Mums ir

Krievijas militarajam tranzttam piemerojami likumi' kurus

Krievija ievero. un situacija tagad ir pavisam normala - pirms

diviem gadiem tas ta nebija. Runajot par Krievijas - Lietuvas
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attiecrbam, mDsu situacija ir labvehga. Rietumos mums ir
Kafifingradas apgabals, kur Krievija ir musu kaimi4S. Es gribOtu
informOt, ka Kafi4ingradas iedzlvotajiem nav nepiecie5amas
vrzas, lai iecelotu Lietuva. Mes no savas puses daram visu
iespejamo, lai veicinatu atvertrbu. Mums ir izveidojusies
sadarblba ne tikai ar militaro personalu vien, bet arr ar
robeZapsardzes darbiniekiem, un ta ir tnspuseja sadarbrba starp
Poliju, Lietuvu un Krieviju. Mes koprgi risinam visdaZadakas
problemas, taja skaita narkotiku transportu un citas. Situacija nav
slikta, es pat teiktu, ka Lietuvas un Krievijas attiecrbas ir labas.

Tagad piev€rsT5os Trenina kunga izteiktajam
apgalvojumam, ka Baltijas valstu tuvoSanas NATO pasliktina
attiecrbas ar Krieviju, tadu tas ta nav Lietuvas gad-rjuma: mes
pazilojam par savu velmi iestaties NATO pirms trTs gadiem, un,
neskatoties uz to, attiecrbas ar Krieviju ir attrstr.juias pavisam
normali. Es varetu minet vel daZus piemerus: mana rlcrba nav
skaitfu attiecrba uz Latviju un Igauniju, bet es zinu, ka Lietuva
pieaug tlristu skaits no Krievijas. Taddl varblt var dro5i
apgalvot, ka musu attiecrbas un savstarpeja sapratne atUstas.

Napper (Amerikas Savienoto valstu vEstnieks Latvija):
Liels paldies! Es tikai veletos rsi piebilst, ka pilnigi piekr-rtu Boba
Nurika teiktajam par visparejam tendencem Savienoto valstu
politika - vi4am ir pilnrga taisnrba. Jautajums, ko mes paSi sev
aizvien bieZak uzdodam ir nevis kad, bet ka. Ka mes stradajam
liopa ar Baltijas valstrm, lai palTdzEtu tam virzrties uz nosprausto
nrer\i - dalibu Alianse? Tadu mes esam norup€juSies, es pilnTgi
piekr-rtu jusu baZam par nastu, par 5o politisko nastu, kuru
lrizvien vairak uznemas Partnerattieclbas mieram. Ka mes varam
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aftast citus celus , lar vttzltos uz prieksu? Sr iemesla dof mos

izdaram sp€crgu spiedienu uz NAIO vadlbu' kas gatavojas

parakst-rt Alianses hgumu par Atlantijas partnerattiecrbu padomi'

Ta bfls jauns forums, kura parlneriem un sabiedrotajiem bfs

iespeja virzrt 5o procesu. sl iemesla de! mes esam izstradaiusi

nuttliu, Amerikas planu ka divpuseju dokumentu' lai

koncentretu Savienoto valstu valdTbas energiju vitzTbai \z
priek5uvisdsmusuattiecTbusftras:politiskaja,ekonomiskajaun
militaraja.Mesceram,katasbfsstimulsvisamcitamvalstlm'
kuras labprat atbalsta Baltijas centienus, arT pa5am turpinat

Edzigd veida. Mes ticam, ka tas atvieglos politisko nastu' kas

patlaban guf uz Partnerattiectbas mieram pleciem'

Vi+helis:Manissac-ttaisbuscie5akontekstaarvestnieka
kunga teikto, un es gribetu savu komentaru adreset m[su

Rielumeiropas dahbniekiem. Ta ka refbrmas daZu NAIO vienlbu

darba ir kluvusas par prieksnoteikumu Partnerattieclbu mieram

papla5ina5anai, mes daLkatt izj[tam baLas par 5o abu pasakumu

irJosarros. Es gribetu vaicat musu Rietumeiropas dahbniekiem'

vaiviliredziespejuvienlaiclgivirz-rtiesuzpriek5uieksEjds
adaptacijas joma, taja pa5a laika papla5inot Partnerattieclbas

mieram? E,s vel6tos uzdot jautajumu art musu transatlantijas

dallbniekiemTreninaunNurikakungiem.Pcdojalaika,unarlne
tik sena pagatne. ir'izskan€ju5i ieteikumi' ka' lai pasargatu

bru4oSanas kontroli un, vispartgi runajot, Savienoto valstu -
Krievijas attiecrbas no pasliktina5anas' tuht pEc pirma

papla5ina5ands raunda jaapsver otra raunda iespejamlba - pec

pi""i.* vai desmit gadiem, cita starpa es tagad atsaucos uz nesen

pubhceto rakstu Frinkfurter Allgemeine. vai jfis uzskatat, ka Sada
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pieeja bfls sekmrga un sasniegs atbalstltaju nospraustos merkus?
Lamers: Jus jautdjdt par partnerattieclbam mieram un

papla5inatam Partnerattieclbam mieram. Es uzskatu, ka pec
pirmajiem NATO atver5anas vai paplaSina5anas sofiem, mes
saksim r-lkoties un kfusim atverti citam valstrm; tas ir ciesi
saistrts ar paplasinatam Partnerattiecrbam mieram, t.i.,
Partnerattiecrbam mieram II.

Dr. Nuriks: Atfaujiet man bilst tikai daZus vardus attieciba
uz nupat izteikto jautajumu par NATO reformu saisubu ar
paplasinatam Partnerattiecrbam mieram, un pec tam pariet pie
man adresetajiem jautajumiem. Manuprdt, paSa NATO
apsverumiem attiecTba uz ieksejo reformu vispar, ir divas pilnrgi
pretejas potencialas tendences attiecrba uz to, ka tiek risinats
Baltijas jautajums. No vienas puses, un tas ir jautajums, par kuru
es runaju Sorrt, es uzskatu, ka virziens, kura visticamak
norisinasies NAro reformas, piedava daLasrealas iespejas, un es
meginaju nordd-rt, kadas tas ir. Konkreti, tas bltu pieaugoSa
apjoma pielietot atbildibas nodoSanas regionalajam
pavelniecrbam jedzienu, procesa paatrinasana un ta izmantosana
strategisko mTtlu izveidosanai gan Baltijas valstrm gan Krievijai
ka cita elementa, cita veida re6las, praktiskas sadarbTbas un
kopTgu aktivitasu ar Aliansi ieviesanas cels. Tas ir labas zipas. tls
domaju, ka iespeju Seit ir daudz- es nezinu, ko izlems NAl.O.
bet Sis noteikti ir vesels priekslikumu bloks, un es ccru. kir
Alianse to nopietni apsvers.

Otra monetas puse, ta sakot, Istermi4a, ir tada, ka NAI.o
sastavd ietilpst atsevi5li cilveki, kuru atbildrbas loks ir visai
plass. Kad notiek strrdi par reformam komandcjosaja sastava,
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tam nav neka kopTga ar Baltijas jautajumu vai visparejo

problemu par to, kadai iabUt NATO politikai pret tam valsttm'

ttru, neuzaicinas pievienoties Aliansei Saja vasara' tacu

apsv€rumi tiek atlikti. Si i. viena problema, kas mani satrauc'

Piemeram, nesenajam Francijas Amerikas strTdam par

dienvidu pav€lniecrbu nav neka koprga ar tiem jautajumiem' kas

S0dien ir mlsu dienas kart-rba, tadu tie novers cilveku uzmanTbu

no srm problemam. Es veletos, lai srs problemas tiktu atrisinatas,

un sabiedrTba varetu koncentret uzmanTbu 'tJz citiem

jautajumiem.
Runajot par bru4ojuma kontroles reZTmu un priek5likumu

noteikt partraukumu - 5r doma pastav iau diezgan ilgu laika

spndi, taeu ir visai virspuseja' No vienas puses' tas noteikti ir

kauktas, kas, pec sabiedr1bas domam, bfltu nodengs sarunas ar

Krieviju par gatavas formulas un ltgumu paketes ierosina5anu

laika posma starp Sodienu un juliju' Tas patie5am ta ir' trri
praktiski - mes nesaksim paregot cik ilgi partraukums bls

part urrkrrrns - NAIO bus nepiecie5ams laiks' lai' ta sakot'

sagremotu pirmo raundu, pardomatu ta norisi un apsvertu' kas

darams. Es nezinu, ko tas nozlme, es nedomaju' ka bus

nepiecie5ami 10 gadi' varblt pat nebls vqadz\gi pilni 5' tadu

NATOnaksiesnovertetpaveikto.Cilv6kisaka-tasirpraktiskas
dabas jautajums - jebkura gad-rjuma, NATO papla5ina5anas

procesa b[s partrauk,,-,, tad kadE! nepateikt to krieviem? Es

domaju, ka ta b[tu k![da, par spTti pavir3ajam llgumam to dartt'

Tabuskfudanetikaitosignalude!,kastiktusutTtiBaltijas
valstTm; ilgaka laika posma ta butu k!ilda jautajuma' ka mes

kartojam savas attiectbas ar Krieviju' Tadcjadi mes pavisam
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noteikti s[tTtu nepareizus sigrlrlrr:l 1r;tr l' hii lnFu ti['-111;is . ; ,,,1

tiks uzsakts papla5ina5anas prrrt't.sr; 1,,, rLrnrnll [:r q6,ln , , r,l,i
nebltu ieteicams risinat afl hrrrr,roirilrr;r L,rIltillr,t lrilrtaiililr l,
daudz iemeslu, kas mani satrauc rrrlxrr h;r ltr.trln,r Lrurp!l l,ri s. ,r,,
daLiem no tiem nav neka koprga irr. N,\ l{ | |r11grl;1;1g1riiirlr,,. | ,1r,,
nobaZr"jies par pilna apjoma strirtcilisl.;r lrt turrllnlir L,,ntr,,l,
lrgumiem ar Krieviju, sdkot no ('lrl,,'lrrlz ,\'/ lA,l I tl,t tt ,,1,r , rri
visiem parejiem. Tadu es nedomajU. liir NA |( ) ,'1il,,rir.,il 

1.. tr, , rrr
par Krievijas - NATo attiecrbam ir rslrr vrr.l;r liu r,lrilrrr .,r
jautajumus. Manuprat, ir kads loti sl)(.(.rli., ;rt l,unr trt l,rr
apgalvotu, kacFE irjEatjaunounjapicl:r1l() r;.lr;rr;r ,,rrirrr.r,r,,l,,rrr*
situacijai Eiropa. Es nedomaju, ka sienr .jirrrrrrilrrrrr,'r. \,rr,rrl.r.rrl
bDt dafai no Krievijas - NATO hgr,rnra. hr.rt.r.r;;r,, f,t \lu
llgumam janosaka NATO - Krievijas atticclbrrs. ll:r rrz,.lu,rrrr l.,r
par CFE jautajumiem butu jauzsak atsevi5fas sar.uniri

vita MatTsa: Es runasu loti Isi un atgriczrs.s prt. ( i'llrr'l
kunga teikta. Golliet kungs, sis nav galvenais .jusrr rrzr;rrr.;;rrr;r.,
arguments. bet ar jflsu atlauju es to padansu par savlrs rrzslrrjrniri
galveno argumentu. Jls minejat, ka 5. pants ir centriir.is NAI( )

lTguma pants, un atzrmejat automatisko amerikaTu atbilcli trt, rr.
Tas nav Isti dro5i, cik automatiska bija ST atbilde, jo NAl,t)
lTguma 5. panta nosacrJumi ir daudz bnvaki neka tas parasti ticli
uzskauts. Tiesa, ir rakst-rts, ka uzbrukums vienam tiks uzskatrrs
par uzbrukumu visiem, tadu biezi tik piemirsts 5. panta pcclcjais
teikums, kurs skan Sadi: "katra puse pielietos tadus lrclzcklus.
kadus ta uzskata par nepieciesamiem". Labi, automatiska atbilrlc
tika nodrosinata, jo to prasTja auksta kara draudi. viii. citicr'
i,ardiem sakot, vienu hguma skaidrojumu notcica vccus
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realitates. Manuprat realitates, kas pastav pec auksta kara' ne

tikai nosaka, bet arTredzjaunu 5. panta skaidrojumu - es lietosu

Bertrama formulejumus * "elastrgas koalicijas", "elastTga

integracija,,. Pie ka tas viss neizbegami novedls? Tas novedrs pie

elastTga ieguld-rjuma. Sis termins varbut Baltijas tautam nav visai

pie4emams, bet es uzskatu, ka tas ir jaatkaro, jo daudzi baltieii

dzwo iluzijas, ka dal-rba NATO - un 5T iemesla def visi velas

pievienoties NAIO - automatiski garantes drosrbu uzbrukuma

gadijuma. Dahba NATO nenozlme automatisku drosrbu vai

aizsardzlbuuzbrukuma gadr.juma. Es domaju, ka Baltijas sakard

tas patiesam bttu rpasi japasvrtro: 5r jauna realitate ietver art

jaunu 5. panta skaidrojumu.
Ivanova (Biznes i Baltija): Es gribetu uzdot jautajumu

Trenina kungam. vai jts varetu sniegt savu viedokli jautajuma,

ko mineja Nurika kungs, un, man 51,<iet arl Karlsena kungs'

konkreti, jautajuma par iespejamo militaro sadarbrbu starp

Krieviju un Baltijas valstTm paplasindtas PartnerattiecTbu

mieram programmas ietvaros? Jo lTdz Sim, ka to saka NAIO' nav

bijusi savstarpcja sadarbrba pat patre\zejas PartnerattiecTbu

mieram programmas ietvaros. Vai ir iespejams, ka Krievija

piekrius Sadai sadarbrbai, un ja ja, kadas varetu but tas formas?

tapat jts minEjdt, ka daLij[su Baltijas kolcgi vaica, vai vi'i ir
,rrrkuta-i pat "talajarn" vai "tuvaj dm" atzemem' J[s 5o terminu

"tuvas arzemes" minejat ievada, vai Krievija tas joprojam tiek

lietots attiecrba uz Baltijas valstrm? Es neuzdodu so jautajumu

parlieclbas trlkuma dcl, ka jus teicat, bet aiz trras zi4kares, lai

uzzinatu Krievij as no staj u.

Dr. Trenins: Paldies par jautajumiem' Ar pienako5os cie4u
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es gribetu teikt, ka kadu laiku esmu pildrJis militaro dienestu, un
es uzskatu, ka militarie kontakti ir foti vertrgi, bet kad6f mums
tos parsp-rlet? Karavrri ir foti disciplineti faudis. Kad vi4iem liek
brlt draudzlgiem, vir,ri ir draudzrgi, kad vi4iem liek but citadiem,
vi+i tadi ir, tas varetu bUt tiri simboliski, bet ne vairak. Tas, kas
patie5am var6tu btt noderrgs - Seit es visnota! atbalstu Karlsena
kunga teikto - ir Baltijas valstu pievieno5anas CFE (tas zinama
mOra remdOtu Krievijas baZas), un Baltijas valstis un Krievija
vienotos par dro5lbas pasakumu kompleksu, kas, savukart,
klied€tu Baltijas valstu balas.

Runajot par "talajam" un "tuvaj am" -arzemEm, es domaju,
ka Krievijd ta Sodien nav problema. Sis termins tika ieviests
noteikta laika - laika, kad sabruka Padomju Savieniba. Ta
sabruka Sodien pirms pieciem gadiem, damas un kungi. Es
apsveicu tos, kurus vajag apsveikt. Es domaju, ka uzsvars,
lielakoties, tika likts uz "arzemEm". Arzemes ir arzemes, un
Baltijas valstis ir daJa no Srm arzemEm. Es nedomaju, ka mums
vajadzEtu apskatrt 5o jautajumu vel dzifak.

Es vOletos izmantot izdevTbu un izteikt rsu piezrmi
attiecrba uz Karlsena kunga teikto par droSrbas vakuumu. Es
domaju, ka tas bija lieliski, ka ttllt pec Danijas icstzr3anas NATO
tai sekoja Vacija, jo mOs zinam, ka veiksmrgas ir tas alianscs. kas
ir aptvero5as. Ir alianses, kam nepiemrt 5r TpaSTba, un tas nav
visai veiksmlgas, piem€ram, mazd Antante. Klrngs. kad .jirs
nobeidzat savu spoZo uzstaSanos, sakot "lai tas bltu parcizi
attiecrba uz visu Eiropu", es ceru, ka "visa Eiropa" galu gala
ietvers arr Krieviju.

Gundars Zafkalns (Latvijas Nacioniiliis droSrbas
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padomes sekretdrs): Es gribeju uzdot teoretiskas dabas

jautljumu. Mes zinam, ka Krievija politiski pretojas NATO

papla5ina5anas procesam, tadu, ja mes teoretiski pie4emam' ka

NATO paplasinasanas turpinas - kas Sados apstaklos butu

pier.remams Krievijai, lai kompensotu 5o paplasinasanos un

saglabatu labas attiecrbas rietumos?

Dr. Trenins: Es nedomaju, ka b[tu parcizi runat par

kompensaciju. Pirmkart, es domaju, ka NAIO - Krievijas

attiecTbam ir nozrme pasam par sevi. Ja runajam atklati, ta bija

neveiksme, ka visu pusu politi\u prasmes tr[kuma dcf Krievija

netika iekfauta NATO paplasinasands procesd. Es gribetu ieteikt

troikas formulu, kurai faktiski it tns savstarpeji viens otru

balstosi attrstlbas virzieni. Td ir NAIO ieksoja parveidosana,

NATOpapla5ina5anaunNATosaiknesatKrieviju.Es
nedomaju, ka jums vajadzetu stingri noteikt prioritates, jo Saja

jautajuma m[su viedokfi at5kiras. Tadu, man S\iet, ka mes visi

piekr-rtam tam, ka Sie tns virzieni ir vissvangakie'

Tagad par to, kas b[tu darams' Pirmkart, es neesmu

cilvoks, kurs apgalvo - visu vai neko. Es domaju, ka Krievija ir

sapratrgi politiki, lai gan vi4u nostaja var likties visai negatlva.

Atklati runajot, ta bus negatlva lTdz tam bndim, kad var tikt

panakta vienosanas. Es domaju, NAIO tas butu izdevrgi, tas bltu

ta lubu, gribas Zests -= piedavat krieviem risinajumu, kas refinas

ar Krievijas baZam par tas drosibu, kas ir tiesi saistrtas ar NAIO

papla5ind5anos. NAIO papla5ina5anas, ka jebkura kolekttvas

aizsardnbas organizacijas papla5ina5anas' skar arI Krievijas

nacionalo aizsardzlbu. Tas bttu partnerattieclbu gara, ja rietumi

teiktu: nakat Surp, mes papla5inamies, mEs zindm, ka tas sava
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zir,ra ietekmes kodolarsendlu, arvalstu speku novietojumu, un
mes esam gatvi apsesties un apspriest So formulu, kas pahdzes
izkliedEt j.,su baZas. Ta ir viena lieta. otra bDtu - piedavat
Krievijai ne tikai hartu - citiem vardiem sakot, ne tikai
iesair,rojumu - bet arr paSu produktu. produkts Sajd gad-rjumd
butu jebkdda veida konsultacijas vai dialogs, kadu ierosin5tu
NAIO; lai liktu krieviem saprast - es domaju, ka vi4i to pilnlba
vel nesaprot ka NATO ir kauktas vairak neka tikai
kompensacija vien. Ja j,'s pret to izturaties ka pret kompensaciju,
to neuztver nopietni. Ja jus apgalvojat, ka ta nav kompensacija
par NATO papla5ina5anos, tas skan nozlmrgi: krievi teiktu * tas
ir musu attiecrbas ar NATO, un tas ir svarrgi. Ja domine Sada
pieeja, mes butu vareju5i panakt kadu vienoSanos pirms NATO
virsot4u tiksanas vai noformulet to NATO galotqu tiksanas laikd.
Tas nav neiespejami.

Liinem6: Es uzdroSina5os nepiekrist Trenina kungam kada
neliela jautajuma. Ja, es Sont lietoju apzemejumu ,,talas

atzemes", tadu gan es, gan arr visi citi man zinamie cilveki
Igaunija, kas izsakas par Siem jautajumiem,bez jaumineta varda
ir partraukusi lietot arT kadu citu vardu "n - vardu. Es arl sodien
to nelieto5u, jo tiesa, Sis vards b[s nevieta. Tadu tas bls nevieta
tikai tadEf, ka asociejas ar to, ko mes Sodien pazlsta'r kir
Karaganova doktnnu, un kas tika izdota pirrns .cpil.icr'
pieciem gadiem * 1993. gad6. Si Karaganova doktrTna - ka rn0s
visi zinam, lai gan doktors Karaganovs ir sveiks un vcscls
Sodien ir kaut kur vestures meslaine, vismaz taja fbrma, un rn0s
no tds nebaiddmies. Tadu pastav baLas, ka Sis "n - vards,, atticcas
uz noska4ojumu Krievija, un tas ir viens no potencialas
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nestabilitates colo4iem tajanonme' ka' nekas neliecina par to' ka

Krievijd kads darTtu visu iespejamo' lai meginatu mainTt

priek5statu par Baltijas valstTm, lai kdds tas arl biltu' TadE! Sis

uurarilgulaikutudljubaLas'Tasirnevietakavards'kasimbols'
Tomer ta nozTme jtprojam saglabajas' un mds varam pielikt

Savusvispatiesakoscentienus,laimflsuattieclbasarKrieviju
b[tu labas, tomer Sados apstaklos tas bfis gr[ti izdarams'

KrievijasattieksmepretBaltijasvalstlmattrstaslcnakneka
Baltijasvalstismaina.savupolitikuattieclbapretKrieviju.laita
atbilstu Pa5reizej am v aiadzham'

Ta ka man atkal ii dots vdrds, es gribetu pieskarties lTdzlgai

temai. E,s Sodien klausos runataju teiktajd un meginu atrast kadu

vienojosu motrm, kuru varetu izmantot' lai uzsaktu diskusiiu ar

morki nonakt pie kaut kada kopsauceja' pie rezultata' kuru mes

varetu no Sejienes paqemt sev iidz un izmantot' Tas ir loti gruti'

bet, manuprat, viens veids ka paskatrties uz to nedaudz at3(irTgd

perspektTva ir saprast, ka eksiste kada valsts' Krievijas kaimi45'

L,r, 
^ 

- .iu nek![dos, pcc sociolofijas studentu veiktajiem

pet-rjumiem tedzams, ka attiecTbas ar Krieviju tiek uztvertas ka

loti svarTgas, bet taja pa5a laika pastav dzilas baLas par Krievijas

iespcjamo ietekmi. Sivalsts nav CFE locekle' 5T valsts nevienam

neatfauj kontrolet tas bru4ojumu, un td kd Sis bru4ojums ir

mflsdiemgs, tai nav kodolierodu' St valsts spdj loti Ts6 laikd

izvietotpastavTguarmiju,kurairtikpatlielakaKrievijasarmija
Saja regiona' Valsts par kuru es runaju' ir Somija' Kaut kadu

iemeslu def nevienu neuztrauc tas, kas vardtu notikt un ko sacltu

Krievija, ja Somija iestatos NATO' Jd' es zinu' ka Somija ir

pazi4ojusi, ka ta negatavojas iestaties NATO' bet ir gruti ticet' ka
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tai nav nekadu planu. Somija ir interesanta valsts tada nozlme, ka
tai ir izveidojusas foti ciesas saites starp sabiedrisko domu un
valdrbas rIclbu, Sajd jomd vienmer ir valdrjusi liela vienpratrba.
DaLadu iemeslu dc! Somijas sabiedriskas domas petnieki pcdejo
gadu laika ir sakusi izzinat iedzTvotaju viedokli par iestasanos
NATO. Atbildes ir diametrali pretOjas, tadu vienmer liela dafa
Somijas iedzrvotaju ir atbalst-rju5i iestaSanos NAIO. Sf dala gan
pieaug gan samazinas. Mes visi zinam, ka Somija ir pazilojusi,
ka nevOlas iestaties NATo; patlaban taneredziemeslu, lai iestatos
CFE, piemeram - daudzi no iemesliem ir tie paSi, kam vajadzltu
likt Baltijas valstrm loti nopietni apsvert cFE - tada nozlme, ka
tam var but gan priek5rocrbas, gan trukumi. No otras puses,
Somija ir valsts, kas r-rt varbut izlems, ka tomer velas iestaties
NATO. Kas notiks tddd gadluma? Ko teiks Krievija? Ko teiks
rietumi? Nav nekadu iemeslu, kas kav€tu Somiju uzr,remt NAIO:
somi atzrst tas pasas v€rubas, vi4iem ir militarais potencials ka an
viss nepieciesamais. Raugoties no Krievijas viedokfa, Somijas
uz4em5ana NATO tai varetu rad-rt daudz lielakas rupes neka
Baltijas valstu uz4emsana. Es nevienam neko nevelos vaicat par
5o temu, bet mani patie5am interesetu komentari, kas varEtu
pahdzet padant musu diskusiju rezultauvu.

Dr. Nuriks: Tikai pdris piebildes Sornijas .jauta.iurnil.
Pirmkart, man Skiet, ka jums ir neapsaubama taisnrba,.jr paticsanr
risinas noslepumainas runas. Somijas orientacija NAI() virzicnir
ir augosa problema. Es domaju, ka ir interesanti apsvert, kerpec tas
notiek. Es uzskatu, ka tam nav daudz koprga ar NA'l'o
paplaSina5anos, bet tas ir saistrts ar Franciju un liiropas
Savienlbu, ka arT Francijas iesta5anos NATO no jauna. Manuprat,

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplasinaiana -Baltijas valstu iespejas un perspekt:a 303



Debates

Somija piefema lemumu - ka pa5ai 51,<ita - strategiska rakstura -
iesaist-rties Eiropas drosTbas pasakumos un instittcijas. Somija

domaja, ka tas notiek caur Eiropas SavienTbu. Tad, pavisam

vienkarSi, ta pekS4i atklaja, ka viens no pu5u namateviem ir
parcelies un tagad dzvo kaimi4os, un ta nevar saprast. vai 5T ir
rsta vieta, kura ta iestajas. Es tagad parak vienkarsoju loti svarrgu

jautajumu, bet es domaju, ka tas bija viens no galvenajiem

impulsiem - vele$anas iesaist-rties un palikt ietvertai Eiropas

drosrba un tas drosTbas institUcijas no vienas puses. un. no otras

puses, aizvien pieaugo5a nezipa, vai pieeja, kas izveleta 5r merlfa

sasnieg5anai, atbilst patreizejiem apstakliem' Ja laika gaita

viniem nacas tzlemt, ka tie tomer velas iestaties NAIO - es

domaju, ka Dmitrijs ir daudz labak sagatavots atbildet uz

jautajumu, kada Sajd gadrJuma bus Krievijas atbilde. Es varu

sniegt tikai savu viedokli: no vienas puses, Krievijai tas bus

galvenais jautajums, jo tas atkal liks nopietni padomat par to, ko

es uzskatu par centralo Krievijas geopolitisko jautajumu, un kas

ir ciesi saistrts ar Krievijas vietu plasakos Eiropas droslbas

hgumos. Jo vairak Krievijas politiska elite redzes NAIO kd

galveno institlciju, kas iesaista aizvrenvairak valstu - ka galveno

Eiropas dro5rbas instituciju, jo lielaka ir iespejamlba, ka

jautajums par Krievijas lomu un Krievijas attiecrbam ar NAIO
kfus par kritisko jautajumu. Sis jautajums nav jauns, ta ir ta pati

probloma, kura tiek pacelta lldz at NATO paplasinasanos, bet es

domaju, ka Francija to dramatize. Man Skiet, ka ir kads aspekts,

kur Francijas daftba varetu raffit mazaku satraukumu neka

Baltijas dahbas jautajums. un tas ir jautajumu kopums, kur5

mums visiem ir labi zinams, par kuru tika runats Sor-rt, un kas
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saistrts ar divpuseju jautajLrrtrrr rrrr l,,,trl r,=l ,l lsrttAiur!u | !,

krievu kopienas statusu * ta ir. Sl)lrt.rl.,r l,r, ..rl,lr ,li,1,rr==1.1 .

attiecrbas un ietekme Krievijas rc:rkt r;rr rr,, lr,rlrrg,r, ,rarir,* t i i | | |

ka arr kas saistTta ar rietumu glrrlrvrlrrr rr,rir rr il.rrriiq= ,{r..ri.
kamer Sis jautajums ir dienas kart rbir Sl ;rlrrlrli=111.1 r,, t,r=r:i
Somijas gadrjuma, bet otrs jautajunrs ir.rrktrr,rl.,

Dr,Trenins: Es visuma piekntu lklbrr lt.rl,t,r1,r,r l,r , r,,rri, =::*,,
liks lielai daJai kievu domat par to, ka vir.ri rr(.1\ ;rr,r,.rr lr,,r,r i, r,,
krieviem vismaz uz laiku bus zudusi v€sturiskr r r(.,,l ri l, r l,r, r r r i il,i r r,

Eiropai. Es domaju, ka tas garrga zi4a nostadrs rr r r,. r I r, | . l,,,r I r I r l I r

kfDdaina cefa. Ir interesanti atnmEt, ka tacl. lirrtl tl;rrr, l..rr , rr,, r.rrrit
elites no 20. gadsimta raugas v2L gadsi'ttr. rcr,r;r.;rr .rr .rr r,,
faktoru kombinacija atspieZ Krievijas eliti atpakal rlcvir,rlr;rtIrrrrrr,r1,r
J[s varat verot tradicionalas geopolitikas atdzirni.rrrr lsr rr.r r;,r
Gorbadova un Jelcina/K ozirev a intemacionala po l i ti ltr Pr r li r r Pt. r r,, l, r

tiek aizstata ar tradicionalo ap simt gadu vcc. pictirr. (';rr,,
Aleksandrs III teica, ka Krievijai visd pasaule ir tikai rlivi thrrrllr
Krievijas armija un Krievijas flote. JDs zinat, .ia Kr.icvifrr rrrl,r.:.
virztt pa Sadu cefu..... Man nepadodas pastardienas l)r1)f,.n()/(.:i:urir.
tadu ta bfltu galcjTba, tas noteikti Krievijai dargi maksrrlrr r u r r rt.rr; rl, rr r

par labu stavoklim Eiropa. Es uzskatu, ka sonriilrs tl;rlrlr;r rrt.lrrrrr
nekas labs, ja runajam par Krievijas politisk. criti. lr.rt.r,r;;r r.rrrr
noteikti bDtu bedrgas sekas, tadu tas tomer atbulslruns vrrrr;rl, rr,.l,..r

igawrijas dahba, man jums jasaka - Boba mirrcr. i.rrrt':;lrr trt.l
Atis Leji45: Es veletos ierosinat jlrrrlrrjunrr ri;u..trl,,r ,rr

Karlsena kunga teikto par ekonomisko lrilrsrrrrrr rrrr rt'r,r,r,..rr.r .

pirksanuNATO. Tas liekdomat, jo usackas lirrrrr,,:;:r()rr r(.r(.r r,.r

Lietuva dubulto savas aizsardzlbas iz'rrksrrs. ,. (.r, ,,rrir r,..r

E iropas SavienTbas un N A'l'( ) | )t t 1 
t I r r 1 1 1 1,, r,,,,,,
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i
I

1

304



Debates

Igaunija tas paaugstina par 48 procentiem. Latvija Sie izdevumi

netiek palielinati. Vai nav vers par to parunat? Ja jus parsniedzat

limitus militarajd sfEra uz socialas un ekonomiskas attrstTbas

re[ina - mes visi zinam, ka stavoklis Baltijas valsus ir drums -
par sprti progresam finala tas var apdraud€t Baltijas valstu

dro5rbu. B[tu labi, ja mes apspriestu 5o jautajumu, jo tie5i te,

manuprat, ir vislabak redzamas atS[<irlbas starp Baltijas valsttm,
jo daZas no tam plano palielinat savus militaros izdevumus,

daLas ne. Vai tomer ta nav gudraka politika, ja mes izveidojam

demokratijas un sociali - ekonomiskas pahdzrbas fondus, nevis

perkam vairak ierodu?

Dr. Ulackas: Es jums pilnTgi piekrrtu, ka sociali

ekonomiskais stavoklis ir svarlgs valsts visparejas dro5Tbas un

likumrbas elements. Es Sobrld nevaru atcereties skaitlus, bet, cik

man zinams, Lietuvas izdevumi aizsardztbas merkiem bija

vismazakie no trijam Baltijas valstrm. Ir saprotams, kade!

Lietuvas valdTba pie4ema lEmumu palielinat aizsatdzihas

budZetu.

Mans otrs komentars b[s par Pera Karlsena un Trenina

kunga piebild€m attiecrba uz CFE' DaZi musu zieme]u un

amerika4u draugi zina, ka mOs apsprieLam 5o jautajumu jau

gadu, lai panaktu to, ka CFE sarunu process pirms tam sekojo5a

lrguma noslegsanas butu atklats un parredzams. DiemLEl lTdz

Sim mums nav veicies. Varbut jus varat atcereties, piemeram,

jautajumu par izmai,tam flangos. Tomer, ka zindms, paglju5aja

otrdiena Lisabona CFE dalTbvalstis vienojas par post - CFE

hguma modalitatcm, un m[su prezidents savd runa Lisabona

apsveica Srs modalitates, un uzsv6ra, ka mes esam ieintereseti

Eiropas Savienrbas un IIIATO paplaSina|ana -
Baltijas valstu iespEjas un perspektwa

iestaties CFE. Pirmkart, vi+s pasvrtro-ia, klr rrrrrs rrr(.r(.ri(. r,rr .r,,
post - CFE hgums bltu pieejams ltc til<rri (,l,,ti lrl,rrrrr:r
dahbniekiem, bet arT EDSA dahbvalstrm. Vir,rs rrit'rrrrr;rr ,/
atklatakam sarundm, lai mDsu valstrm, kurus iis irrrrlrrrurrrs
patiesam interese- b[tu iespejams piedarrriesprr.r,/ t'i, i, r,,, rr,,,r,

Bierans (Vacijas Aizsardzibas ministri.ia). M:rrr
pietrDkst kada aspekta, kura nav arl nosaukuma ..NAro 

urr
Baltijas valstis". Es gribetu teikt "NATO, Eiropas Savienlba r_rn
Baltijas valstis". Es domaju, ka abi sie procesi ir savstarpeji loticiesi saist-rti. M[su diskusija tika izlaists Eiropas Savienibas
paplasin'Sanas aspekts, kaut gan, noteikti abus sos procesus ir
paredzets koordinet. Koordinacija jau ir sakusies, NATo un
Eiropas Komisija norisinas diskusijas par So temu, un, manuprat,
tas slm organizacijam noteikti jad,ara. vacija mos apsprieram
Gleichstrategie, kuru paredzets publicet 1997. guau ;Ufl.;uvirsot4u tiksanas laika. si strategija, kas attiecas uz tamvalstrm,
kuras netiks ietvertas pirmaja raunda, ietver kaut ko vairak ka tikai
signalu, ka NAIO, tapat ka partnerattieclbas mieram _ plus vai
Partnerattieclbas mieram - superplus paliek atvErtas. Starp citu,
mes tas saucam citadi, jo mes nevelamies paSdiferenciaciju, kas
nekavejoties pirmaja karta nosaka, kas bls nakosie kandidati _
Saja punkta mes veletos to atstat atkratu. Tomer sie divi aspekti
tiek koordineti saska4a ar treso - Eiropas Savienrbas un NAr.o
paplasinasanos. Vaijus redzatiespeju koordinet abus sos proccsLrs:
vienu, kas nosaka grafiku, otru, kas nosaka darTbniekus'/ ir zinami
vairaki modefi, bet es seit neveletos tajos iedzilinaties slkak.

Pers Karlsens: Atf aujiet man pieskarties paris
;autajumiem un komentariem, vispirms, Trenina kunga teiktaiam

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana _
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Krievijas un NATO sakara. Mans personlgais un an Danijas

valdTbas viedoklis ir tads, ka NATO vajadzetu izvairTties izslegt

Krieviju, un ta varetu tikt uzlemta kada no turpmakajam

paplasinasanas kartam. Kad mes 1949. gada iestajamies NATO,

mes nevarejam iedomaties, ka pOc se5iem gadiem mums

pievienosies Vaciia. Varbut, mttsu draugi Baltijd, kuri patlaban

iestajas, vai velas iestaties NAfO. nelabprat doma par to, ka pec

pieciem vai desmit gadiem, vai vel velak arT Krievija varetu

pievienoties NATO. Manuprat, NATO stattti nosaka, ka St

organizacij a t patedzeta demokratiskam E'iropas valsttm, un ta

tas ir. Iesp€jams, ka Uzbekistanu un TadZikistanu mos nekad

neaicinasim iestaties NAIO. Ka man s\iet, problema Sodien ir

tada, ka, mums vajadzetu noskaidrot, kas rsti Krievija ir par

zveru. Sava z\ga mes Krievijai piedavajam iestaties

Parlnerattiecrbas mieram, mes to, tapat ka jebkuru citu Eiropas

valsti, aicinam piedalrties apmacTbas un treni4os' Citiem

vardiem sakot, m€s izturamies pret Krieviju ka pret Tpasu zveru,

kura rTcrba ir kodolierodi un potencials, kura ir Eiropas - Azijas

lielvalsts, un 5T iemesla de! mes velamies izstradat Tpasu hartu.

Tadu ta nav tikai NATO problema uzzinat, ar kadu zvEtu mums

jasaskaras. Ail pasai Krievijai ir janoskaidro, kads zvers ta velas

b[t. Vai ta gribetu integreties Eiropa un musu struktfiras, vai ta

veletos bht rpass zvers, bijusT superlielvalsts un kodolliellvalsts

un ta talak. kas nevelas iesaist-rties musu struktfiras, kas nevelas

piedalTties ParlnerattiecTbas mieram darblba ta, ka mes to daram,

bet grib Tstenot pati savu stratogif u, pati savu rTcTbas veidu. Mes

veletos uzzinat, ka Krievija grib, lai mes pret to izturamies. Es

ticu, ka Sim jautajumam ir divas puses.

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO paplaiinaiana --
308 Baltiias valstu iesp7.ias un perspektTva

I'r t ,tr,

RUnajOt paf fietUmU ekOttotrtisl<ltf iil n il t l(.1 (.:i(.n t l 
)1 ot. il il,, t\ : l

tadas pastav. Rietumu ekonomiskas irrlcr.e:;t.:, rr rt.tlzrun:lr, { (.nrrirlir:l
un Austrumeiropas valstls. Tad, karl r.iclrrrni nrnir l)iu ;;rurrrr I,rt.tlru
Itzlemsanu un savstarpejo sadarbTbrr. rie rrolt'il,ri t t.r rr;rrrr,r rnrr
valstrm da2as ieroiu sistEmas. 'ras i. trrrrrrp,i. Srs irrrt.rt.st.:, iz;,. 11;7;15.

kad mes rundjam par sadarbrbu .rr Kricvi.jr. r'cc l.lr). r\ir(r r..r rr.r ijrr
izkfus no knzes, te bfis foti liels noiet:r tiruus. .rirut-jrrrrrrr. r\irs sl(ilr.
NATO - Krievijas hartu, sadarbrba var.crtu vciclotics ar.r rcrocu
raZosanas joma. Tas nav viegri izdar.rns, -io ierocr-r rar.ia'ai
patlaban nakas saskafties ar lielarn problemarn, un tas atticcas gan
uz rietumiem, gan Eiropu, gan arr Ameriku un Krieviju. .fadu 

mes
pie 5i jautdjuma varetu sakt stradat, vispirms keroties pie vieglakd,
piemeram, gaisa transpofta - lielam transpofta lidma5rnam, kuras

^epieciesamas 
visiem. kas piedalas ANo miera uzturOsanas

operacijas. Krievijai ir savas tradrcijas, mums arl, un tapat
ciropiesiem un amerika4iem - tatad ir daudz jautajumu, kurus mes
varetu sakt koprgi risinat. protams, aiz ta, ko es sacrJu par
Regionalo gaisa iniciatrvu, slepjas ekonomiskas intereses. DaLas
lliropas lielvalstis visai skeptiski raugas uz Amerikas Regionalo
rraisa iniciatl\,u, jo tas doma. ka amerika4i vienkarsi velas uzstadTt
savas radiolokacijas staciias Baltijas valstrs. Taclel mums koprgi
lcstrada, lai varetu uz4emt arT vaciesus, frandus u' britus, jo vienam
irn tam pasam radiolokacijas stacijam jau nav jabut visur. Tada
rrraza valsu kd Danija. mrxns ir frandu T'mpson racliolokacijas
';lacija, Amerika4u stacijas un ta talak. Jabft tikai atbilstosai
l''|)rxpiuterprogrammai. Tadu saja jautajuma jltama riela skepse.

Nobeiguma nedaudz par NATO un Eiropas Savienrbas
t.ategi.iu. DiemZel NATO un Eiropas Savienrbas sastavu

Eiropa.s Sa,-ientbos un NATO paploiinaiana _.
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neveido vieni un tie paSi dalTbnieki. TadOl rodas atSliribas. jo

tad, kad amerika4u draugi ierodas Eiropas SavienTba un saka, -
redziet, mes nevaram uz4emt Srs valstis, vai j[s nebDtu tik laipni

un nepiedavatu tam dahbu Eiropas Savienrba - Iaja vienmer

atrodas kads, kas saka, - Savienotajam valstrm nevajadz€tu

Eiropas Savienrbai dot noradr.iumus, ka rrkoties; vi4i var darTt to,

ko vOlas taja gimene, kura mes stradajam visi kopa' Bet ir daLas

valstis - daLas no ziemelvalstTm un Vacija - kas stradatalapald
virziena. Sis virziens nosaka, ka mums vaiadzEtu izvair-rties no

dubultam negacijam. Uz Eiropas Savienrbas papla5ina5anos

varbflt vel brTdi japagaida, bet bltu jarzvaftas no ta, ka jus

sa4emat negattvu atbildi no abam mfisu organizacijam.

Dr. Lange: Es veletos ierosinat foti lpa5u jautajumu. Mes

Seit runajam par strategiskajam baLam, 5o jautajumu uzsaka

Dmitrijs Trenins. Aina Baltijas regiona ir loti specifiska. Tika

apgalvots, ka no vienas puses, tas ir Krievijas intereses, lai Saja

raiona nebutu kodolierodu un iekartu. No otras puses, kas ir loti
raksturTgi, tika minets minorita5u jautajums, nacionalita5u
jautajums. Abi Sie jautajumi neder kopa. Mums patie5am butu

iazina, kada veida strategiskas rlpes nomac Krieviju, un kads ir
iemesls tam, ka Krievija apgalvo, ka NATO var iestaties jebkura

valsts, izr1emot Baltijas valstis. Sis jautajums janoskaidro pirms

mes uzsakam tstu diskusiju par 5o problemu. Strategisko

partnerattiectbu sarunas ilgi nekavesies pie Siem jautajumiem,

tam bfls risinami daudzi citi, piemeram, kodoljautajums' Ja

mums jaruna par loti specifiskam jUtam pret Baltijas valsttm, vai

tada gadrjuma mums nebltu nepieciesamas regionala rakstura

sarunas? Tas varetu norisinaties ar merki veidot savstarpeju

Eiropas SavienTbas un l'/ATO paplaiinaiana -
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uzticrbu. Es priecajos, ka Dmitrijs Trenins uzsvera, ka Sis butu
foti svarrgs punkts. Es veletos piebilst, ka tas ir svarrgi an
turpmakajiem gadiem un menesiem: turpinat apspriest Sos
jautajumus, foti specifiskas strategiskas baZas attiecrgajos
regionalajos ietvaros. Mes Vacija esam centu5ies veicinat Sadu
nostadni. DaLas valstrs ir verojama nogaido5a attieksrne, bet
mums pie tas jastrada.

U5ackas: Jautajums ir par visu Baltijas valstu attieksmi,
apsverot modalita5u grafiku NATO un Eiropas SavienTbas
dalibai. Lietuvas arpolitika nosaka prioritati dahbai abas
organizacijas. Mes nevelamies iztirgot nevienu no tam. Oficiala
nostaja ir tada, ka mes velamies b[t starp tam valsUm, kuras
pirmas pievienosies Aliansei. SeSus menesus pec 1GC mes
veletos sdkt sarunas ar Eiropas Savienrbu, un gribetu arl seit but
starp pirmajiem. Ja liktenis dos mums vienu iespeju atrak neka
otru, tas bls likte4a lcmums, un mes stradasim pie ta, lai klutu
par abu organtzaciju dahbnieci. Tadu Vif4a nekad neuzskatTs
dalrbu viena organizacij a par aizstajCju dahbai otra.

Dr. Trenins: Man nebija nodoma monopolizet So

diskusiju, es cen5os iztureties ka vienkar5s un godrgs cilveks, bet
es patieSam noverteju Langes kunga uzdoto .jauta-iumu. Es
nedomaju, ka bltu godigi raksturot Krievi.ias nostajLr. sakot. ha
"var tikt uz4emti visi, iz4emot baltieSus". .la rnCs So j-clzicnrr
nedaudz pastiepjam, tad varetu teikt: NAI() ncdr-rkst tili(
uz4emts neviens izqemot tos 16 locekJus, kas jau ir tu sastiivu.
Ofrciala nostaja pret dahbu centralaja Eiropa ir loti noraitkrirr.
Tomer, ja mums jab[t nedaudz nopietnakiem, tad stratCgiskirs
baLas noteikti ir viens jautajums, kas mums liek tadicm bLrt.

Eiropas Savientbas tut NATO papla,iinaiana 
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AtradTsies cilveki, kas stastis, kadas strategiskas iekartas slcpj

Lalvria,Igaunija un Lietuva bazetie lidaparati, kadu ieguldr.jumu

NATO jlras speku potenciala var dot triju Baltijas valstu jlras
speki un viss parejais. Tadu 5i diskusija Slf iet nedaudz absurda, jo
mes nerunajam par reali eksistOjo5am lietam. Blakus Siem

faktiem, kas vairak neatztst tadu lietu ka tradicionalo Eiropas

dro5ibas problemu - ta vienkar5i nepastav; crrya? tds nav - ir
uztveres rstenrba, un ta, diemZel ir loti reala. St ir paralela

realitate, un jums ar to jastrada. Es domaju, ka liela mera

Krievijas opozTcija, loti sp€crga opozrcija pret domu, ka Baltijas
valstis varetu iestaties NATO, ir tTri psihologiska rakstura. Vairak
neka divsimt gadu Baltijas valstis ietilpa imperijas sastava.

Tatad, ir liela atS\iriba starp, piemeram, Poliju, kura savu

centienu un mer\u rezultata pec 1918. gada kfuva neatkarrga

valsts, vai Somiju, kura ir neatkarrga kopS 1917. - 1918. gada,

un Baltijas valstTm, kuras, ar Isiem iz4emumiem, trija Imperijas
sastava divsimt gadu. Otrkart, t nedaudz kJudaini to apgalvot,

bet daudziem krieviem 31,<iet, ka baltie5i ..., ka vili ir
nepateicrgi sava attieksme pret krieviem. Mes svinam to, ka

Baltijas valstis atguva neatkarrbu bez asins izlie5anas, lai gan

asinis tomer tika izlietas, tadu tas nenotika masveidd. Manuprat,

fakts, ka asinis netika izlietas, bija saist-rts ar noteikto situaciju
Padomju SavienTba taja laika, kad noteikti lemumi tika pie4emti

Maskava un gudrai strategijai te nebija liela nozlme. Es domaju,

ka Krievijas politiska elite - ka jau teicu, mes patlaban

nerunajam par to, vai tas n parcizi vai ne - uzskata, ka Krievija
atbnvoja Baltijas valstis, un tagad par to sa4em pretT

"diskriminaciju", "teritorialas praslbas", "vele5anos b[t NATO

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -312 Baltijas valstu iesp€jas un perspekt:a

loceklcm". Tas neveido labu atmosftru. Nobeiguma grirrt.rrr r, rr.r
vienu - varbDt tas atkal b[s kfrldaini un nejauki - k,tr rrrr.r r1.r
gada sakuma norisinajas sabiedriska aptauj a, rai n.sk;rrrrr'rrr
kuru valsti Krievija sodien uzskata par savu lielako pr.r:rrrrr.r r

izradrjas, ka ta ir Igaunija.
Ratajcaks: Sis nebUs jautajums, drTzak gan vicrrkrrrsr

komentars Dr. Langes teiktajam par NATo un Kricvijrrs
strategiskajam partnerattiecrbam. Es veletos paskaidrot, k5da ir.
mrlsu, pofu nostaja saja jautajuma. Ka jau teicu, polija atbalsta
NATO strategiskas partnerattiecrbas ar Krieviju. Ja Krievrjai
nakas but NATO strategiskajam partnerim, tai jabDt arr
regionalajam partnerim visam NATO loceklem un partneriem.
Sis jautajums nav jaapskata tikai globdla meroga vien _
partnerattieclbas ar NATO ka organizaciju: tas bls
partnerattiecTbas ar katru atsevis[u NATO valsti un katru
atseviSlu NATO partnervalsti. polijai sada saikne starp NATo
un Krieviju palldzes parvaret vesturisko dilemmu, ka dzrvot
starp vaciju un Krieviju, rai drosrba netiktu apdraudeta ne no
vienas puses. S4iet, ka pirmo reizi vesture polija ir no jauna
sasparojusies iestaties Rietumeiropas savienrba, kur vacija ir
viena no daudzam sabiedrotajam valstrm, un vienlaicTgi ta varEtu
veidot draudzTgas un vienhdz izdevrgas saites vai attiecrbas a'ar
Krieviju. Tomer, Seit ir verts pieminet, ka pa to laiku, kamer tiek
istenoti centieni panakt sadu vienosanos ar Krieviju, NATo un,
it rpasi visam dahbniecem, kas saja organizacrja tiks uznemtas
*akotne, bDtu izdevlgi izstradat so hgumu koprgiem spekiem.
Mums, valstrm, kuram ir Sadi centieni, vajadzetu dot icsp.jLr

'eiksmrgi stradat, lai pierad-rtu mfisu labo gribu attiecrba uz

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaianq _
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Krieviju. Tas butu sapratrgak, neka parakstrt citu sagatavotus
dokumentus. Ja strat€giskas partnerattiecrbas ar Krieviju tiek
izstradatas bez mDsu un parejo valstu hdzdahbas, tad var rasties
saj[ta, ka mums kauktas tiek darTts aiz muguras, un ka Sajd

hguma starp Krieviju un NATO Krievijai bfis tiesTbas teikt savu
vardu daudzos jautajumos, taja skaita arr jautajuma par NAIO
papla5inaSanos. Tas nozrme, ka sarunas par NATO
papla5inaSanos notiks mums aiz muguras ka diskusija Krievijas
un NATO starpa.

Markienas: Man ir rsa piebilde jautajuma, kas skar
vesturi. Es esmu pilnTgi parliecinats, ka Trenina kungs parzina
Lietuvas vesturi, bet tas, ko vi45 nupat mineja afrrecfua uz

at5l,<inbam Lietuvas un Polijas vesture. ..varb[t vi45
neuzskata Lietuvu par Baltijas valsti? Es apgalvoju, ka 16. un17.
gadsimta Lietuva nebija "Pribaltika". Varblt anahzes vieta tas

vienkarSi ir propagandas triks?
Ivanova: Man ir paris jautajumu Nurika kungam. NATO

apgalvo, ka cenSas panakt rpa5u vieno5anos gan ar Ukrainu gan

Krieviju. Kad tiek uzdots jautajums - kada ir atS[<irrba starp to
situaciju, kada Sobrrd atrodas Ukraina un Baltijas valstis -
NATO ieredli parasti apgalvo, ka Baltijas valstis ir
pasludinaju5as savu velmi iestaties NAIO, bet Ukraina to vel
nav izdar-rjusi. Tadu ne4emot vera Sos pazilojumus - kadas

konkreti ir atSliribas starp Ukrainu un Baltijas valsUm? Un otrs
jautajums - ka nesenie notikumi Baltkrievija varOtu ietekmet
Eiropas droSlbu un kads bus atliku5o padomju rafe5u liktenis?
Kadas ir Krievijas izredzes, rzmantojot jautajumu par tas

klatbttnes saglabaSanu tur?
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LdnamE: Es gribetu pateikties Trenina kungrrrrr l,;rtviedokli, kas raksturo, ka Baltijas varstis un Igauiri.iir rrr,r.
uznemtas Krievija. sis ir tiesi tas jautajums. par kuru es r)rrrl
runaju. Ta ka Sie nepareizie prieksstatj izzid., m€s brrsi' r;rr,r..
arzemes. Un ja vel reizi atceramies vestures lappu5u gl:rl,;rt,,
ironiju - lai gan var rasties priekSstats, ka Maskava pifcr'r,,.
lemumi aizkaveja asinsizliesanu Igaunija, faktiski aalcji to vr.ir .r

komandieri uz vretam, jo an vi4i pie4ema lemumus. Mt.:;
nedrTkstam aizmirst, ka tie nebija Maskavas lemumi, bet drlzrrri
So cilveku pie4emtie, un, protams ironija ir ta, ka viens no Sicrrr
cilvekiem bija kungs, kuru sauca DZohars Dudajevs.

Dr. Nuriks: Atlaujiet man tikai rsuma pateikt daZus varclLrs
par Ukrainu - es nezinu, es neesmu redzejis, ka daudz tiktLr
domats par to, kads butu si NATO - Ukrainas lTguma raksturs.
NATO ieredqi apgalvo, ka virli tadu vOlas, mes visi zinam, kads
tam ir iemesls. Manuprat, ir svangi, ka Sads lTgums pastav, taeu
man grDti teikt, kads varetu bfit ta saturs. sis ir foti sareZglts
jautajums, jo faktam, ka Llkraina nav izteikusi velesanos k]ut par
NATO dahbvalsti ir milzrga nozrme tada zira, ka ukrainas
drosrbas jautajumu politika ir visnotaf sareZgrta. Manupral
NAro intereses - tas ir svarTgs NAro politikas aspekts attiecrbzr
uz paplasinasanas jautajumu vispar - nav piespiest l]krain.
pieremt lemumu attiecrba uz drosrbas orientacifu. pirms ti1 ir
gatava to da't. NAro intereses nav nostadrt [Jkrainu situ.cij..
kad ta tiek nostad-rta izveles prieksa un, ka taijadara ziranri savi
rodomi attiecrba uz NAfo, jo ta vienkarsi nav ickseli satava t.
tl'rr1 - pat ja jautajums par Krievijas reakcijr-r tick atrikts .rar,.
I'-a.iau teicu, es domaju, ka NATO ir sva'gi 

'epiespicst 
[Jkrainu
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pie4emt lemumu, ja ta nav tarn gatava. Atklati sakot, es neesmu

domajis par to, ka tas ietekmes- NATO - Ukrainas ltguma

raksturu, tdd6! es nemegina5u uz to atbildet, tadu es domaju, ka

ta ir fundamentala politiska NATO strategijas praslba attiecrbas

ar Ukrainu. Ukrainai ir jasaprot, ka tai ir lieliskas iesp€jas veidot

raltgu sadarbrbu ar NATO un Rietumeiropas dro5rbas

institucijam. Tas nav nekas neredls, lai gan Ukraina pastdv

uzskats. ka Sada sadarbrba nav re61a, ka rietumi to nedoma

nopietni. Es domaju, ka ir svarrgi izkliedEt 5o parpratumu, kas

valda UkrainS, tadu rietumu interesEs nav piespiest Ukrainu

deklaret to, ko ta nav gatava dar-rt.

Pers Karlsens: Atfaujiet man turpinat 5o temu. Es rundju

par Krieviju un par nepieciesamibu noteikt tas lomu - kads zvdrs

Krievija velas b[t. Es domaju, ka Sobrrd Ukraina ir daudz

problemu, tadu manuprat, ukrai4i ir gatavr pazi4ot, kas vir'ri ir'

Pirms pusotra gada, kad es biju Kijeva, man stast-rja, ka mums

nevajadzEtu papla5inat NATO, jo tad NATO nonaks lTdz

Ukrainas robeZam un radlsies problemas ar Krievijas ietekmes

sftru un tamhdzrgam lietam. Sogad, kad es runaju ar Ukrainas

Aizsardzrbas ministra vietnieku, vi45 apgalvoja, ka nav pret

NATO paplasinasanos, tas jaizlemi katrai valstij pasai' Vi45

teica, ka SobrTd Ukraina nevelas kandidet dalibai NAIO. Starp

citu, pirms menesa Baltijas miera uzturesanas bataljons sagema

apmacibam paredzotu bru$ojumu no ukrainas. Tatad, ukraina

tagad ir kluvusi par Baltijas miera uzturdsanas bataljona

atbalstrtaju.
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