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t Foreword

FOREWORD

These are the proceedings of the second international
conference organized by the Konrad Adenauer Foundation and the
Latvian Institute of International Affairs on Baltic security. The
first conference in 1994 deattwith the Baltic states ,.on their way
to the European union"; the theme of the second conference was
devoted to the twin major issues confronting Europe and the
trans-Atlantic community in 1995 and the years to come * EU and
N,/\To enlargement. In 1995 the "die was cast" for enlargement
leaving the policy makers and parlaments in the west to design the
means and the final shape of Europe,s unification.

But how will this work for the Baltic states? Three small
countries straddling the faultline between the East and the west?
They achieved - and lost - independence in the two wars that
devastated Europe in this century. The Second world war only
ended in the Baltic States in l99l when they, once again, became
members of the international community of nations.

It is only natural that all three Baltic states, in order to
"secure the ineversibility of restored independence" desire to join
the EU and NAro, but the success of this policy does not depend
on the skill and effectiveness of the Baltic elite in building-up
their states (after being occupied by the Soviet Union for almost
fifty years) according to the western democratic model; Baltic
EU and NATO membership is hostage to a complex web of
factors also in the West and in West-East relations.

These factors are defined and examined by the speakers and
commentators parlicipating in this international conference and
further elaborated in the round-table discussion that followed.

Atis Leji43, Pauls Apinis

Mr. Robert E. Hunter, the U.S. Ambassador to NAIO,
defines the fundamental principles and conditions of NAIO
enlargement and America's role in Europe. Mainly, how to
extend the European Civil Space to include Central and Eastern

Europe while at the same time engaging Russia to play a

constructive role in European security.

Dr. Sergey Karaganov, Deputy Director of the Institute of
Europe, Russian Academy of Sciences and member of the

President's Council, presents the Russian point of view. This is

not "anti-NAfo", rather an argument why NATO should not

enlarge - "at least in the foreseeable future." He has no

objections to the Baltic states joining the EU.

Mr. Per Carlsen, the Danish Deputy Undersecretary of
State for Defense, describes the Danish contribution to security

in the Baltic sea area, including military aid to the Baltic states.

He also outlines a strategy for enlargement involving
the enhancement of Partnership for Peace with the view of
strengthening Poland's and the Baltic States' prospects for

NATO membership.
Dr. Karl Heinz Kamp, Director of the Konrad-Adenauer

Foundations's Research Departm ent, analy zes various scenario s

open to NATO enlargement: expand NATO by only one country

or admit three of the Visegrad states - Poland, the Czech

Republic and Hungary; admit no one country and instead

provide for a guarantee of NATO membership to many Eastern

European countries - membership would be made conditional if
a particular state would actually be threatened; and, finally,

coupling NATO enlargement to the enlargement of the EU, i.e.

parallel enlargement.
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Whatever path NAIO will choose it seems that the Baltic
states will play a significant role in the enlargement process even
if they are not admitted in the initial stage of enlargement.
They - just as the CFE treaty, post-IFOR Bosnia, the democratic
process in Russia, Chechnya - are parts of the whole fitting into
the puzzle that will make up the whole European security
landscape at the end of this century and the beginning of the
next. How the legitimate aspirations of the Baltic states to secure
a lasting peace and integral place in the new security order will
be met by the EU and NATO is, as pointed out in a RAND study,
"the most delicate question facing the Alliance".l

The aim of this volume is to bring the papers and
deliberations of this conference in 1995 to a wider circle of
people involved and interested in Baltic security. It is a
contribution to the literature that will certainly grow on the
Baltic states as both EU and NATO enlargement develops.

Atis Lejins Paulis Apinis
Director Representative of the Konrad
Latvian Institute Adenauer Stiftune in the
of International Affairs Baltic States

Ronald D. Asmus and Robert C. Nurick, "NATO Enlargement and the
Baltic States", Survival, vol. 38, no.2, Summer 1996.

EU and NATO Enlargentent - The Case of the Baltic States

Paulis Apinis

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

States

Ladies and gentlemen!

I am pleased to welcome you to this seminar on the

security of the Baltic states and on their integration into the

international environment. I am pleased that the Latvian Institute

of International Affairs is managing this meeting together with

us. The Konrad-Adenauer Foundation has focused its activity on

relations with the countries of Central and Eastern Europe.

Several seminars have been held on matters involving the

security process. Today the states of the Baltic region again

represent a bi-directional link between Russia in the East and

Central Europe in the West, between Scandinavia in the North

and Central Europe in the South. This position involves many

geographical opportunities, but also many problems.

Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania have been a substantial part

of Europe. Since regaining independence, they have become

objects of Russian and European foreign and security policy. In

last year's conference, Professor Brzezinski spoke about the

importance of U.S. foreign policy in the Baltic states. He said:

"If we have that kind of historical vision and that kind of
leadership, I think we'll have a larger, more secure Europe, a

Europe in which even the small democracies of the Baltic states

will feel secure."

Karl Bildt said at the same conference that the nations of
the European Union must face the facts of the new European

situation and must take the necessary steps to contribute to the

EU and NATO Enlarsement - The Case of the Baltic States 5
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Greetings

stability of Northwestern Europe. The positive political
developments in the Baltic states should be a sign of possible
peaceful development in Russia. The Baltic states have chosen
their way to Europe. They are members in the NATO
"Partnership for Peace" program. Latvia and Estonia have
already applied for full membership in the European Union.
Perhaps Lithuania will follow in a few weeks. Germany will
support this integration process. The Konrad-Adenauer
Foundation will continue to initiate and support conferences of
this type. We are glad that we have found in Latvia a partner like
the Latvian Institute of International Affairs, which helps us to
develop and support the new integration process. The
Konrad-Adenauer Foundation will continue to organize
conferences on security issues over the next year, not only in
Riga, but also in Tallinn and Vilnius.

Thank you.

Atis Lejiry1

Mr. Atis LEJIryS
Director, Latvian Institute of International Affairs

Mr. Prime Minister, Excellencies, ladies and gentlemen!

I am pleased to welcome you to the second seminar on

Baltic and European security organized by the Latvian Institute of
International Affairs and the Konrad-Adenauer Foundation. The

first seminar, last year in December, was devoted to the Baltic

states and the European Union. Now, after the document on NAfO
enlargement has been adopted formally in Brussels, we must

expand our view to the security situation in Europe at the end of
1995 to include the twin questions of EU and NATO enlargement

and to ask what this means for the security of the Baltic states.

These are paramount issues which challenge the post*Cold

War security order in the Trans-Atlantic community, as well as

the newly independent states of Central and Eastern Europe and

Russia.

We have gathered today in Riga. This is a place where the

West and the East have met, for better or for worse, for a

thousand years. Today we will discuss whether at the beginning

of the next millennium, this meeting will be for the better. Surely

it is possible to lay the foundations for a Europe that is free and

at peace with itself.
A very distinguished group ofspeakers have gathered here

to present their views and to discttss the issues which are on our

agenda. We also will be glad to hear your views, and we hoped

that you will pose questions to the speakers after the round table

discussion. Allow me to present the seminar speakers and a

slightly revised program.

EU and NATO Enlargentent - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargentent - The Case of the Baltic States
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Mr. Maris Gailis, the Latvian prime minister and defense
minister, will greet you and present Latvia's view on the subject
matter of the seminar. He will be followed by H.E. Robert
E. Hunter, the American Ambassador to NATO. We are very
fortunate to have Mr. Hunter here today. Despite the ongoing
implementation of the Dayton peace accords, he has found time
to come to Riga. We in the Baltic states are keenly aware that
peace in Bosnia-Herzegovina also enhances stability and
security in our countries. You can be assured, Mr. Ambassador,
that we stand by you in your demanding task.

We are also fortunate that Dr. Sergey Karaganov, deputy
director of the Institute of Europe of the Russian Academy of
Sciences and chairman of the Foreign Policy and Defense
Council, could come to Risa on the eve of Russia's second free
elections.

Dr. Karaganov will be followed by Mr. Per Carlsen, the
deputy permanent undersecretary of state for defense of Denmark.
Denmark is a Nordic state which is also a member of NAIO and
the EU, and which is actively engaged in Baltic security,
especially in terms of training Baltic peacekeepers. I am glad to
say that this is Mr. Carlsen's fourth visit to Lafria this year.

The presentations will be concluded by Dr. Karl-Heinz
Kamp, head of the Research Department of the
Konrad-Adenauer Foundation. Cooperation between the Latvian
Institute of International Affairs and the Konrad-Adenauer
Foundation iir arranging seminars on European security is a

public service which, we hope, will contribute to a better
understanding of the security challenges which face all of us.

Thank you.

Maris Gailis

Mr. M[riS GAILIS
Prime Minister of the Republic of Latvia

Honorable guests:

It is very pleasing to me that the seminars devoted to the

security of the Baltic countries which are organized by the

Latvian Institute of International Affairs and the

Konrad-Adenauer Foundation have begun to become a tradition.

It is a great pleasure to welcome among the participants of the

seminar the Ambassador of the United States of America to

NATO, H.E. Robert Hunter, and to emphasize the decisive role

which the leader of the Atlantic Alliance - the USA - has played

in the elaboration and implementation of the peace agreement of
Dayton. Latvia hopes to be able to participate in solving this

most acute security problem in modern Europe. Despite the fact

that our peacekeeping forces are only at the stage of
development, we are ready to contribute to the

peace-establishing operation in Bosnia in so far as we are able to

do so.

The Nordic countries, especially Denmark, have played a

great role in the creation of the Baltic peacekeeping battalion and

in the development of the peace-maintaining capabilities of the

Baltic countries. I am pleased that among the participants of the

seminar I can welcome Mr. Per Carlsen, the deputy

undersecretary of state for defense of Denmark'

This seminar is taking place just a few days after the

ministerial-level session of the NATO Council at Brussels and a

few days before the summit meeting of the European Union

at Madrid. These undertakings are of great significance in the

EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlarsement - The Case of the Baltic States
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development of the new European security architecture. The
meeting of the ministers of foreign affairs and defense in Brussels
can, without any exaggeration, be called historic. The decision to
commence the biggest peace establishing operation in the
post-war history of Europe has given new testimony to the fact
that NATO is the most serious and reliable organization among
those which are promoting peace and stability on our continent.

The decision by France to renew its participation in the
military wing of NATO will strengthen Trans-Atlantic solidarity
and will make the actions of the alliance more effective. We can
note with deep satisfaction that the ministers of NAIO have once
again affirmed the principal decision of the alliance to enlarge
the circle of member states and have elaborated the elements of
the widening process in the year 7996. As NATO partner state
which is aiming for full and equal participation in NAIO, we
will continue to participate in the intensive individual, bilateral
and multilateral consultations with NATO which. on the one
hand, will allow us to learn more precisely what participation in
the alliance will mean for us and, on the other hand, will allow
us to speak of the contribution which Latvia can make to the
alliance and to the common security of the entire North Atlantic
territory. We hope that these consultations will lead to the
opening of accession talks between Latvia and NATO.

Looking ahead to the upcoming summit of the European
Union, we note with great interest that the conviction is growing
among the member states of the European Union, as well as the
EU Commission, that it is necessary to specifu a schedule for the
widening of the European Union, stating the time at which
accession talks with candidate states will besin.

Maris Gailis

A great role in this process has been played by the

principal and consistent position of the German government. We

are fully aware that Chancellor Kohl is one of the most resolute

advocates of Central Europe and the Baltic states in terms of the

widening of the European Union, and it is my particular pleasure

to congratulate among the organizers and participants of this

scminar the representatives of the Adenauer Fund which has

fiiendly relations with Chancellor Kohl's pafiy, the Christian

I)emocratic Union of Germany.

A basic element of the security policy of our country is the

maintenance of a friendly relationship with our neighboring

countries to the East. Without the involvement of Russia and

other Eastern European countries in the development of the

European security system, such a system would not be of any

real significance. In this context, it is very important that today

we will be able to share our contemplations with a member of the

council of the Russian president, Sergey Karaganov. We know
him to be one of the most serious and constructive planners of
Russian foreign policy strategy.

The only constant factor in Latvian foreign policy is

geography. Our country has been fated to be situated on the

crossroads between the East and the West. During this century,

Latvia has survived many difficult trials and the collisions of the

interests of the great powers. Two different worlds have always

come into contact in Latvia: Northern democracy and Eastern

authoritarianism, Western constitutionalism and Eastern

despotism, the market economy and socialist thriftlessness,

Protestant rationalism and By zantine mysticism, the inheritance

of German culture and Slavonic tradition. Now, as a new year

llt0 EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States
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approaches, we no longer wish to be situated in the vortex of
collisions between two inconsistent worlds. We seek to be part of
the western world, to be its gate to the East. We are sure that we
also can be friendly partners of our eastern neighbors on their
way to the West.

I hope that today's discussion will allow us to understand

more clearly those factors which determine the development of
our continent and to discover the elements which we must
promote jointly in order that the return of the three Baltic states

to Europe might be full-fledged. Without this process, Europe
will not, in fact, be Europe.

Thank you.

t2

Robert E. Hunter

llobert E. HUNTER
U.S. Ambassador to NATO

I very much appreciate that the prime minister was here,

despite what he called the political "cooking". True to the history

of German engagement in this city, I can refer to Bismarck, who

said that the making of sausage and of a nation's laws both

involve processes that are better not seen in the open. I wish you

very well. In fact, democracy is a messy business, but a very

important business that involves many people and many

institutions for many long days and many long nights.

I'm delighted to be here in Riga, in Latvra, on such an

occasion, to be in a country that, I'm proud to say, along with
your sister republics of Estonia and Lithuania, my country has

recognized as independent and integral states now for more than

70 years - in our judgment, without interruption.

I also wish to say it's an honor to be here with my brother

ambassador, Larry Napper, who serves our country so ably here in

[,atvia. If any of you know the westem greeting card company

Hallmark, I can steal their slogan: We care enough about this

country to send our very best. And it's an honor to be here with him.

It's also an honor to be here with the Latvian Institute of
International Affairs, which is doing such good work to help

with the process of engaging this country in the outside world

and engaging people such as yourselves in the important work of
thinking through precisely the role that Latvi'a can play in the

future. It is also an honor to be here under the sponsorship of the

Konrad-Adenauer Stiftung, which I've been privileged to be

with on many occasions.

EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States IJ
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Let me just underscore the role of the German foundations

which we in the United States copied when we created the

National Endowment for Democracy. What you at

Konrad-Adenauer have done here and elsewhere is an example

to all of us. As Latvia rejoins its place as a free and democratic

country, creating such an institution to help others could be of
great benefit.

I also salute you on your topic: linking the European

Union's expansion conceptually, if not in time, to the

enlargement of NAIO. This is truly a western country, as are all
three Baltic states, taking your rightful place within the West. As
we look at that process, it is not just one institution that is going

to be critical. It's going to be the combination of institutions. So

what happens with the European Union and what happens with
NATO are all about the same thing, about freedom, about

democracy, about developing a market economy, and yes, about

security. We must consider them together. Seeing how the efforts
of the Union and the efforts of NAIO reinforce one another is

exactly appropriate.
As the prime minister said, this has been a very important

week at NATO. We have not only chosen a new secretary general

- Mr. Javier Solana of Spain - who we think will do an

outstanding job. We have also begun with the initial deployments

into Bosnia, the first out-of-area deployment of NATO ground

forces in its history. And we are doing it with lots of other

countries. It's not just all the 16 NATO allies that are involved in
this true moment of history; it is also a number of other countries

as well, including the Russians. We have, as my foreign minister,

Mr. Christopher, said, perhaps for the first time, certainly in

Robert E. Hunter

rrrodern history. maybe in all of European history, a case in which

rrll the European states are engaged on one side, and none are on

thc other. In fact, there is a broader collection of European states,

ol'which I count my nation as one, engaged in this effort than

cvery before in history. This is truly a great moment, along with
lirrther decisions that we have taken to engage NATO in this part

o1'the world.
We went through a good deal of soul-searching at NATO

llter the end of the Cold War. Many people said that this

institution that was created for a central purpose - which was

successful - should then come to an end. Others, who were more

larsighted, could see that the problem of building security in the

(lontinent had not ended with the end of the Cold War, with the

victory by all the peoples of Europe, from one end to the other,

a common victory; rather, they saw that the effort of building a

lasting security had just begun. I am pleased that, a few short

years after the Cold War ended, we are now in a circumstances

where it has been determined that, in building a lasting security

lbr all the nations of Europe, NATO not only has some role to
play, it has a decisive role for the future.

At NATO, we have settled upon our new architecture. The

period of designing is done. The period of making it happen is

very much upon us. We have, among other things, four grand

purposes for the Western Alliance, for the NATO Alliance. Let

me just go through the briefly, because they help to illustrate how

all of it connects together.

In the first place, my country, the United States, is here in
Europe to stay. We are a European country now, and we will be

in the future. because it is in our interest to be here. In terms of

14 EU and NATO Enlargentent - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 15
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democratic institutions, in terms of economics, yes, and in terms
of security as well. This is what we would call in my country a

"settled historic question". We will not reveft to 1919 or even to
1946, when we left the Continent momentarily, but we are here

to stay.

Let me illustrate something that many Americans may not
recall. Except for our own Civil War, 130 years ago, my country
has expended more blood and more treasure keeping Europe free

and independent than anything else we have done in our history.
We understand the sense of purpose for the future that derives
from that fact.

We express our security engagement in Europe through
NATO. Yes, we are prepared to continue leading the great

Western Alliance. This is also a bipartisan commitment. It is not
something limited just to President Clinton, or just to this
particular Congress, but to every president and every political
parIy.It is striking, for example, that there was a major statement

of purpose in regard to American troops going to Bosnia that
appeared in the newspapers this week that included a wide
variety of the American elite of both political parties.

The second grand purpose of NATO is to preserve in the

western part of this continent what was achieved in the last 50

years. This was not just enabling the European Union to do its
business so well, and to recognize its permanent future. It was also

to do something, essentially on the part of the peoples of Western

Europe, thai probably has no precedent in all of history. The 15

nations of the European Union have done nothing less than abolish

war in their relations with one another. It is today unthinkable, for
example, that Germany and France would go to war with one

Robert E. Htmter

rrnother. And yet that concept wreaked so much havoc in this

century as to dwarf other centuries in human history.

Part of NAfO's business is to help make sure that what has

lrecn achieved in Western Europe - what I, being from Brussels

rvhcre we have a name for everything, call the "European Civil
Space". This is the idea that there is a better way than the balance

ol'power, there is a better way than threats and intimidation,

thcre is a better way than the pursuit of security on a national

basis. This idea is now sunk deeply into the cultures of the 15 in
tlrc European Union and, yes, the United States and Canada on

thc other side of the Atlantic. Preserving the realization of this

iclea and helping to extend it is part of NATO's mandate, pushing

the European Civil Space into Central Europe, of which this

country is clearly a part.

The third grand purpose for NATO derives from our

tunderstanding that the security that we have across the Atlantic
lnd that we have in Western Europe cannot be complete, nor can

it endure, unless there is also security here. People here must

have a chance, if they will seize it, to build upon what has been

gained through the end of the Cold War and the new

opportunities to create their own place within the West and to

gain their own sense of security within the West. We at NATO

have accepted this mission as part of our fundamental mandate.

Yes, we have, in that sense, already enlarged. Since the creation

of the North Atlantic Cooperation Council some four years ago,

we hare here as NATO. And we are also here as our individual
countries, where the bilateral effort, again symbolized by what

our friends at the Konrad-Adenauer Stiftung are doing, is as

important as what is done on a collective basis. And NATO's
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engagement here is part of our fundamental purpose because of
our own fundamental commitments in security.

But there's also a fourth purpose for NAIO. Let us not
neglect that. That's the future of Russia. Russia is a country
going through a deep and challenging and yet uncertain
experiment. Yet the success of that experiment to try to build a

democracy, to try to build a free society, to try to build a market

economy, is critical to us in the West, as well. Part of the purpose

of NATO is, to the extent that we can assist that process, we shall
do it. To the extent to which we can help Russia be engaged in
the outside world, playing a constructive part in European

security, we will do it. This is because we see that that

development - that hopeful development, spoken of in these

terms by President Bush and then President Clinton, and by
President Yeltsin * may prove to be the most important
development now and in the future. We're going to work
positively, to the extent that we can make a contribution.

Now, NATO enlargement, NATO engagement, is
obviously central to our propositions. Not only the engagement

and enlargement we have had, beginning in 1991, not only the

formal membership, which is coming, but also in our day-to-day
engagement with countries such as this and in your sister

countries throughout Central Europe.

We have determined that there are five great questions that

have to be answered on the road to NATO enlargement. I list then

not in any necessary order, because all five ofthem are significant.

One thing one must understand about NATO is that we are

not a paper treaty. We do not do the 1930s. We have never

defaulted on a commitment we have made. and we are not about

Robert E. Hunter

to clefault on any commitments that we make. That is essential to

tlrc NAIO Alliance, and that applies, incidentally, also to all of
our engagements in Bosnia so far, and it wiil apply to our

cngagement in Bosnia in the next year.

To make a commitment to a new member of NATO is not

iLrst something done by the heads of government, or the foreign

rninister. It is something also done by the parliaments and, as a

rcsult, the peoples of our 16 countries. We want to be sure that

rvhen - not if or whether, but when - we take in new members,

that all 16 parliaments will say "yes". That includes the United

States Senate by a two-thirds vote, a treaty commitment. When

we make that commitment in the United States to take in new

countries, we're going to mean it, and we're going to
clcmonstrate that we mean it.

The second requirement - the second big question - is to

cnsure that countries we take into NATO take their own security

very, very seriously. And that is security in the broadest sense.

Not only is it important that countries be producers and not just

consumers of military security, but also they must be committed

to democratic principles and a market economy, to the clear

civilian control of the military and to the proper, appropriate role

lbr the military in civil society.

It is going to be critical that the countries that wish to join
NATO engage with NAIO precisely in those areas that will
cnable them to be true NATO allies and not just aspirants who

wish to join and have the commitment, but who are not prepared

to make the effort to make that real.

The third requirement is even more difficult. We will, of
course, not just have one moment of accession; it is a continuing

18 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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process and it is open-ended - no country that belongs to
Partnership for Peace has been excluded from the possibility of
NATO membership. We have taken no such decision. We have

made no decisions about who will joinNAIO. But, obviously, no
matter how many countries we take into NATO on the first day,

there will be some who do not join on that day, and perhaps some
who will never join. We do not want the process of bringing any
country into NAIO thereby to push any other country away. We
reject the concepts of"grey zone", of"buffer state", or ofthe old
balance of power or spheres of influence. This security, if it's
going to work at all, has to increase the security of every country
and diminish it for none to be meaningful, truly, in an historic
sense.

This leads to the fourth proposition: to engage in NATO
enlargement without, thereby, drawing a new line of division
through the Continent. We have had our fill of such lines of
division. NATO enlargement is directed against no country. It is
designed to diminish the security of no country. And it is critical,
we believe, as we bring any country or countries in, not thereby
to proclaim a new division of the Continent. We do not need it,
and we do not believe any other country needs it.

Finally, we want, if possible, to do this in a way that will
not undercut the efforts of democrats, of people striving to build
free societies in their own countries, wherever that may occur.

Yes, let me be clear, we are striving, in our own efforts, so that
enlargemerit will not simply undercut the process of
democratization in Russia. We believe we can enlarge without
that happening, and we're going to pursue it.

Now, to accomplish the broad objectives, to answer these
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livc particular questions, NAIO has embarked on three great

e l'lbrts. Each one is historic in its own right, and together, they

corrstitute a radical departure in the history of European security.

I hey are all being pursued in parallel, but they are not dependent

upon one another. They can reinforce, but they are not

irrterdependent. I will give them, again, in no necessary order

bccause they all go on at the same time.

Number one is Partnership for Peace. PFP, as we call it, is
little-known outside of the professional community in the West,

br-rt it has already proved, in the two short years since it was

proclaimed and begun, to be perhaps the most important

strategic innovation at NATO in the last several decades. I'm
pleased to say that Latvia, along with your two sister republics,

is very deeply engaged in Partnership for Peace and is working

vcry hard at it. That, in my judgment, is very wise, whether your

interest is imply to be a good partner, or whether your interest is

someday to be a member of NATO itself. Members of the

l'artnership sign the Framework Document. They work out

individual partnership programs with us. They send people to

NATO headquarters, and, yes, Latvia has someone within the

NATO building. They send people to the Partnership
(loordination Cell down at SHAPE. Latvia has someone there,

too. They adopt common NATO standards. We have already

released 500 of the 1,224 Standard NATO Agreements to
partners, and we will release the rest. PFP means training with
NATO. It means exercising. And I'm pleased to see that Latvia

did send a platoon to Ft. Polk, Louisiana, last summer' In fact,

there was a unique distinction, I'm told, about the Latvian

soldiers: they were the only unit in Louisiana, which has a

)o EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargentent - The Case of the Baltic States a1
LI



Presentations

weather pattem a little bit different from what you have here

today, in which none of the soldiers collapsed from the heat.

Maybe, given the weather you have here now, the heat was

simply a welcome difference.
So PFP is important. And now many of the partners are

coming with NAIO down to Bosnia in the Peace Implementation
Force. We hope that sometime next year it will prove possible for
forces from this region to join, as well. I had the privilege this

morning of visiting the training area for BALTBAT, the Baltic
Peacekeeping Battalion, in which Latvians had trained to be

ready to go to Croatia until events rendered that impossible. I'm
confident that what we see in BALTBAT now is going to be a
major part of joining the West and of being able to parlicipate

directly in Bosnia, as well.
Partnership for Peace is thus a necessary road to being

engaged in NAIO, but it is also something else. Indeed, it has

two grand purposes. First, it is the training ground to be a NATO
ally. If we took any country into NATO today, there would be a

time for transition. But we've reversed the process. Parlnership

for Peace provides the transition, and then, for some, comes

membership. But at the same time, for those countries that do not
join NATO, at least not on the first day, membership in
Parlnership for Peace can provide a permanent association with
NAfO and deep engagement. In fact, our ambition, with those

countries that take this very seriously, is to make the difference

between being a fully engaged partner and being an ally as small

as possible. We see PFP as helping to answer the question about

how we can take in a few countries without reducing the sense

of security for the others.
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NAIO's second grand effort is NATO-Russia relations.
( )ur friends in Central Europe understand that part of building a

re lationship between them and NATO is also for NATO to build

rr clirect relationship with Russia. No one has argued this more

e trgently than has Vaclav Havel of the Czech Republic. "I want

nry country to be in NAIO," he has said, "but I want that to be a

NATO that has a close, productive relationship with Russia, as

rvell." There should not have to be a choice between the security

lirr one and the securitv for all. and that includes Russia's

cngagement.

I'm pleased to say that Russia is a member of Partnership

lirr peace. It has negotiated its individual partnership program

r,vith NAIO. We have also created, between NATO and Russia, a

rclationship that goes beyond PFP - a special relationship - of
consultation and cooperation in areas where Russia has unique

qrralities to bear. We are also, today, at avery important historic

rnoment - finalizing the arrangements for Russia to be engaged

in the implementation Force in Bosnia. We have organized this

is a way that Russia is fully engaged, yet can preserve for itself
its [ull dignity in the process.

I witnessed a remarkable moment in my offtce on the 8th

of November, three weeks ago. This is the heart of NATO

headquarters, which was once the center of Cold War

confrontation. We had a discussion of military and political

lcaders, over the maps, over the military arrangements, over the

cleployments, over NATO military activity. And here was

(ieneral Joulwan, the Supreme Allied Commander, Europe, in

his American uniform, and here was Colonel-General Sher,'tsov

of the Russian military. Here was the American Secretary of
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Defense, Mr. Perry, who was recently here in Latvta, and next to

him was the Russian Minister of Defense, Mr. Grachev. And they

all signed a chart that laid out Russian parlicipation in IFOR,
alongside and as part of the American division that will be in
Bosnia.

Now this is not just Russia's participation in Bosnia,

where it has its own particular interests. If this works - and we

believe it will work - it will have a tremendous impact all across

Europe. It will show that the idea of drawing Russia productively

into the outside world and into European security can, indeed,

work. Everybody wins and nobody loses.

Now, the hearl of the matter: NATO enlargement.

Two years ago at the summit in January 1994, the NATO
allies committed themselves to take in new members. Every

ministerial since then has repeated that commitment. A year ago

the ministers tasked the alliance to study the "how" and the
o'why" of enlargement. This study was very important for two
pu{poses. Number one, within the alliance we need to know that,

when we take in new allies, we will be just as strong and

purposeful as before. Number two, we want to indicate to

countries that aspire to be allies exactly what it means to be an

ally: "Here are your rights, and here are your responsibilities".
We are not saying, "If you do these things, you will become an

ally, but if and when you do become an ally, this is what it
means". That document is here at this conference and is available

to you. Ii is very comprehensive in terms of the precise

expectations of being a NAIO member. It is, in effect, the

"owner's manual" for NAIO.
This study was briefed to partners at NAIO headquarters
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orr tlre 28th of September, with all the then26 Partners for Peace

prcsent. We have subsequently had briefings in capitals,

including here, by NATO teams, and including Moscow while
tluce countries - Finland, Sweden and Austria - had a
srrbsequent briefing at NATO headquarters. The NATO foreign

nrinisters met last week and decided to carry on into a major

sccond phase beyond the "how" and "why" of enlargement,

lcacling to decisions about who will join and when precisely that

rvill happen.

We understand that if we're going to answer those five
t;uestions which I listed, we have to answer them right, to get

NATO enlargement right when it happens. Those partners who

wish to do so in the next year will enter into very deep, precise

tlialogues with NATO about what it means to be a NAIO ally,

what has to be done, and how to make this happen.

Second, we in the alliance will go through the further

lrlaptation needed so that a larger alliance can be just as effective

irs it is now. Third, we're going to make Partnership for Peace

even more meaningful than before.

This is a serious program of work that's going to take us

rrrost, if not all, of 7996, but it will ensure that, when we get to

thc moment of taking in new members, each one of our

parliaments will say "yes". Each ally will understand the

commitment that we are making, reciprocally with one another.

We are confident that these efforts will be mutually
rcinforcing, so that we will not have to make the kind of critical
historic choice between one goal and another goal which at times

in the terrible history of this continent has led to so much damage

and to so much difficulty. Thus we will be working on the
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Partnership for Peace so intensely on a multilateral and bilateral
basis, we will be working very purposefully on the

NAIO-Russian relationship, demonstrating to Russia, not just in
words but in deeds, that NAIO is not directed against any

country and has no enemy except instability and insecurity in
Central Europe. We will try demonstrating to Russia that the

security NATO can provide in this part of Europe will serve

Russian interests, as well, by reducing its own historic sense of
vulnerability from the West.

And then we will be working on NAIO enlargement,

which is proceeding at its given pace * without being speeded

up, without being slowed down - with nobody outside NATO
having any say in the timing, in the pace, in who we take in. We

listed to everyone and we take counsel, but we at NAIO - the 16
* make the decisions.

This strategy has a chance if we all work at it, as I know
people here are working at it, in order to be true to the

requirement imposed upon this generation by the end of the Cold
War. Twenty years from now, all of us sitting in this room will be

judged by an exacting standard: whether we used the time right
now to build something that worked for Europe, including the

Trans-Atlantic dimension, that worked for the future, or whether

we failed in that effort. We will be held accountable, and I'm
confident that this time, at this point in this century, we're finally
going to make it.

I hav'e to end by recallingagainthat I'm in a country today

with a long and great history, a proud history, and a proud

tradition of retaining its integrity and independence, with
traditions which can be fulfilled even more in the years ahead

Robert E. Hunter

llnrr tlrcy ever have been in the past. The best words I think I can

u:;r' lo cxpress this, as cited by the U.S. Ambassador, are those of
l(rrtkrll.s Blaumanis: "Mans zelts ir mana tauta, mans gods ir
vrr,urs gods" (My gold is my nation, my glory is her glory).
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Dr. Sergey KARAGANOV
Deputy Director, Institute of Europe (Russia)

It is indeed a great pleasure and delight to be here, and I am

especially glad that the Latvian Institute of International

Relations is becoming a true focal point of intellectual and

political discourse between East and West and within the Baltic
area. Congratulations on the second conference. I am sure that

the third conference, if it becomes possible, will be even more

interesting.
I will start with explaining some of the ideas which we

have about NATO, which probably will seem somewhat

contradictory to the words of my friend, Bob Hunter. However, I
will start with some reminiscences. Some seven years ago I was

the first Russian who was given the opportunity to gain a brief
look at NATO's military plans. I had spent, or rather misspent

many years before that in trying to learn about NATO's military
strategy. I had come to the conclusion that NATO could not be a

threat to Russia, not only because it was an alliance of
democratic nations, but also because it could not fight or even

participate in an aggressive war. This was a very pleasant

judgment for a Russian, but a sad judgment for military analysts,

because long before the end of the Cold War I began to recognize

that I had misspent several years. When in 1986 or 1987 I was

briefed on NAfO strategy, I saw that I had been right. That is

why NATb enlargement should not been seen as a possible

threat against Russia. And we are told that it is not a threat, we

respond: Of course it is not a threat. Nevertheless, it is a problem.

We have been doing a lot of analytical work for the last
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:r'rt'r'll ycars on all of the "why's", "when's", "ho\,,ty''s" and

rr lurl's" of NATO enlargement with respect to Russia. We came

tn r vcry definite conclusion that there will be very little positive

irrllur'ncc, if only in the sense that some of our East Central

I'rrrr'pcr.ur neighbors will begin to feel a bit more at ease

p,,r t'lrologically. But there are quite a few negative effects which
tlrr:; stcp would have on Russian domestic affairs.

llut first I wish to explain the first issue - why we in Russia

lrirrt' fbught against the enlargement of NATO at least in the

Iurr'sccabl€ future. In the foreseeable future, at least in the next

1t'rrr. cnlargement could become a serious threat not to Russia,

lrrrr to European security. And this deals directly with the Baltic
t'liuc.

The Baltic states, unlike Poland, the Czech Republic and

I lrrngary, are on Russia's border. If something happens in Russia,

r',rrr will feel insecure. I would understand that. I would feel

nrsccure myself if something were to happen in Russia.

So it will be absolutely understandable and forgivable if at

tlrc moment when NATO expands to take in the three Central
l'rrropean Countries, you will be banging on the NATO door
('\'cn harder than you are doing now. I wish to speak with you in
:r liark and friendly manner. Russia, irrespective of its political
:;ystem, would object very roughly and hrmly against this. We

ivould consider this to be a strategic competition for the strategic
llith of the Baltics. Do we need that? In Russia - no. Do you
rrced that? You must decide that for yourselves. But it is very
clcar that European security will lose. I believe that if this fact is
rrnderstood at NAfO headquarters, the Baltic states will have

lbsolutely no chance to become members of NAIO.
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I will nevertheless understand you if you will try to get into
NATO, and there will be some sympathetic voices in the West.

There are people in the West who feel that Russia and any other
country has a right to be a member of any alliance. And there

will be people who will support you, just as there are people, by
the way, who support Russian membership in NATO. But this
would create a very serious problem, one which I want to avoid.

A very serious issue will be the battle over the strategic
fate of Ukraine. Ukraine will be on NAIO's border. It will be

going through a crisis even longer than Russia due to the

economic circumstances of the country and some of the political
conditions. Do we need further complication of the situation? We

do not. There are other considerations which we are analyzing
with respect to the possibility of NAfO enlargement.

Russia, meaning the former Soviet Union, had one major
geo-strategic victory at the end of the Cold War. There was

created a 1,500-kilometer zone of countries which are de facto
neutral and which are militarily weak. There are people in Russia

who are afraid of NATO and the West and who therefore want
very much to control this zone. And there are people in the West,

as we all kno4 who are still willing to have a common purpose

and a common goal with these Russians. That is a threat. These
people on both sides are my personal friends. I used to be one of
them. I don't want these people, my friends, to come closer to
each other than they do at this type of conference. Because they
are one of ihe small but serious threats against European security.
Let them age and retire, and then we'll enlarge whatever we
want.

This is not a ioke. We are all still sharins the fear and
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rrrr;lrcrceptions of the Cold War. We could call for new thinking,
I,r rloing away with the vestiges of the spheres of influence. But
\\('nrust understand that we are hostages, not only to the Cold

\\rru. but to our European history. It is our European history,

rrlrich we have been sharing with you for almost a millennium.
,,\rrtl we are now hearing that it is not correct to assume that any

,rllirrnce in which we do not participate could become if not a
rlrrcat, then at least a political challenge.

This is a matter of very sophisticated analysis, but
ulrcnever I am confronted with this, I always ask in return -
rvlrrrt would our American friends do or think if Canada suddenly

I't'curne a member of the European Union. It is a profoundly
lrit'ndly state to America. I must say that this is a difficult
,;rrcstion.

Russia to a very great extent lost its bid to build a common

l'rrropean security system. This has been a long-term goal of
liLrssian policy and strategy. We are concerned with China and

tlrc possibility that one day it will become more powerful than it
rs rloq so we must belong to a common European security
'r.\'stem. That was our strategic bid at the time when we were all
nrcrnbers of the same country. This is still a strategic bid of
litrssia. Unforlunately, due to circumstances and to decisions
rvhich were or were not taken in the previous decade, we see that

llrc result of our hopes is an organization which has deficiencies
tlrat preclude it from becoming Europe's security structure.
[ ]nder such circumstances, NATO expansion"would mean that

lhe European security system is built without us, at least for
some time. It would also create the feeling of being locked out,
ol-not being a participant. Perhaps this is an idiosyncrasy, but my
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country is living through a very difficult psychological period. I
do not want any additional idiosyncrasies, even those in which I
do not share.

There is another most serious problem. That is a possible

shift of Russian public opinion into a very unconstructive mood.

Bob Hunter mentioned the fact that NATO wants to avoid
undermining democrats, democracy and capitalism in Russia.

But the problem is that Russia's democrats and liberals will also

feel betrayed if NAIO were to enlarge without consideration of
Russia's interests. Would it be right or wrong for us to let our
leaders act the way Mikhail Gorbachev did when he he agreed to
the unification of Germany while receiving only unwritten
commitments? Gorbachev made a serious mistake not asking for
written commitments that NATO would not enlarge.

In the more recent past, when we were negotiating with
East Central Europeans on the issue of new treaties with these

countries, I remember that some of our diplomats were insisting
that no membership in any alliance should be a part of the

treaties. But we were told both by our East Central European
partners and by our Western partners * and this is a matter of
public record - that we should not preclude the enlargement of
the European Union but that NATO expansion would be out of
the question. So I am afraid that there might be a shift in public
opinion in Russia. This will not only mean the strengthening of
the Zhirinovsky or the Communists. All of Russia will become a

more difficult partner.

I must say that the only people in Russia who secretly or
openly support NATO enlargement arc Zhninovsky and the

Communists, because they know that this would strengthen their

Sergey Karaganov

lr,sitions. The fight against NATO is led by the capitalists and

Irlre rals in Russia. I will be absolutely frank with you - those

rvlro w&flt to enlarge NATO quickly have very strange interests

rrr l{ussia, but Russia, of course, is a country which needs help.

I could go on talking about this for quite some time. There

.rr(' some other major reasons why we do not support

rrrlrrrgement, but it all comes down to one major issue, and that

r', what will be Russia's position if NATO is enlarged in the

( onrirlg years. Russia would necessarily become a revisionist
rr)untry striving to undermine the status quo. That would be a

I'rrtl luture for Europe and also, I think, for Russia. As a

I rrr.opean, I believe that we will succeed, but I believe that we
',lrorrld avoid such a challenge and such a choice. As a proper

I rrropean and a proper Russian, I do not wish to be pushed in the

,lrlcction in which some of my compatriots are already pushing

r:j that is, the creation of a collective defense treaty among
';()rnc or all of the countries of the former Soviet Union. This

rr',ruld recreate some kind of a divided Europe, and moreover at

,r lime when we are not threatened and when we should not need

t() l)ay for unreliable and weak partners, as was the case during
tlrc Warsaw Pact.

I want to avoid this kind of a challenge. I am also afraid

tlrlt the mere fact that NATO is discussing the issue of
crrlargement is killing cooperation between NAIO and Russia. I

l. rrow this because I have been prir,y to most of these discussions.

I linow it became I am one of the members of the Russian elite

rvho are working toward practical military cooperation between

Wcstern Europe and Russia. I know how hard it is to make any

tlccision on this matter. Of course, we signed up for PFP because
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President Clinton asked Mr. Yeltsin to do this, and Mr. Yeltsin
decided to do it as a favor. But PFP is basically just a nice thing.
We must not fool ourselves about this, because Russia is waiting
for a decision on a much more serious question.

Unfortunately we have already lost three or four years after
the end of the Cold War in terms of building a really close
cooperative strategic relationship between Russia and NAIO.
We have had, of course, all kinds of exchanges and niceties, but
it is only in these last few months that we have started to build
something which is essential and which may last. But at the same

time I will say very frankly that although we have made a

decision to go to Bosnia together with our friends and colleagues
from America, a secondary reason for this decision is to see to it
that NAIO refrain from a decision on enlargement at least for the
next year. Without this, I think Russia's troops won't stay there
fbr more than a week. That would be unfortunate for Bosnia, for
Europe, for Russia and for NATO. I don't want to be put into that
kind of a position. I want to avoid these kinds of alternatives.

What is the way out? Well, first of all, we need a window
of opportunity. We must seek to build up a really strong and
cooperative relationship between Russia and NATO. For several
years we have done nothing. Now we are starting to do
something real, but we must continue to seek the window of
opportunity. Secondly, if we talk about NATO expansion, then
we must put it into the context of a broader European security
system. We are basically lacking a concept of this - a grand
concept of a new European security system which would
correspond to the demands of the 2lst century. We are simply
doing the same that we used to do - we are enlarging the
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,,rl,rrrrizations which we already know. NATO is a very useful
rrr1,;11vlro1ion, especially these days. Russia understands this. We

r,':rlly understand that NATO is no longer a military threat, but

rrrrlortunately we have not used this opportunity to build a truly
r .o1rcr?tive relationship. I am not here to give you an outline of
;r possible European security system, but we need some fresh

tlrrrrliing. We are present at the creation, but unlike our

l,r,',lc,cessors - people like Truman, Winston Churchill to some

r'rtr.'nt. and even Joseph Stalin, people who worked for good or

t,'r ill - we are not thinking in grand terms. We are working as

I rur ('irucrats, not as politicians.
In the mean time, this debate aboutNATO enlargement has

1,rr';lr.^d aside in issue which in my view is very important. Let me

l',' ;rbsolutely frank about this. We all remember what was

,rllt'r.cd to our Central European friends from Poland, Hungary

,rrrrl rvhat was then Czechoslovakia at the end of the Cold War.

llrr'v were offered rapid enlargement of the European Union. I
r' nrcrnber very well that in many instances the European
( '()n)nrunity was proposing timetables which suggested that three

,,r lirur countries might become members by the year 1999 or
'(x)0. Now nobody is talking about this in concrete terms. What
lrrlrpcned? Basically, after watching and assessing the cost of the

r,' rrnification of Germany, many people in Western Europe have

,l,t'ided that it is too costly to take these countries in
rrrrnrcdiately. So NAfO was offered as an alternative which
pt'r'hapS is cheaper. But is that really ah alternative to

,trrbilization and prosperity? There is no instability in East
('cntr&l Europe at this time. It is not possible that the threat of
World War III might emanate from East Central Europe.
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World War II emerged from Berlin and Moscow not from
Warsaw, Prague or Budapest. The real desires of these peoples
and true stability might be ensured by the speedy enlargement of
the European Union. This is where Russia's real interests lie. We
support that.

This is not to say that speedy enlargement of the European
Union and, possibly, the Western European Union, would not
create problems. It would, but for the very simple reason that we
would still be outside. But the pluses would far outweigh the
minuses, because we would have true prosperity close to our
borders in countries with which we already have very close
relationships and where we could succeed in economic terms
much more easily because of the large number of Russian
speakers and because we are used to mutual cooperation. Right
now these countries are not very useful partners, because
basically they are very limited markets. But that would change
very quickly if they were to become members of the European
Union or even if they were to develop very close ties to the EU.

What about concurrence between the enlargement of the
EU and the WEU and the enlargement of NATO? This idea is
widely shared in Europe and the United States. people say that
NATO should enlarge because the European Union will enlarge
anyway, and we must not break the indivisible link among the
Western European Union, the European Union and NATO.

If these three organizations were to enlarge
simultaneously, I think Russia would not be able to and would
not dare to say no. Russia would understand that there is logic in
such an enlargement. But if the issue is expanding NATO instead
of other organizations, and that is being considered now, then
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tlr;rt r; rrut in our interests. Of course, you Central Europeans

rrrrr',t tlecide for yourselves what is in your interests.

l',vcn more, we must say that Russia needs time not only to
,l, r t'lo1'r strategic, military and security-based relationships with
I I \ l( ). but also to develop Russia itself. I we manage to get out
, r I llre crisis (and that could begin next year, or in 1997 or 1998),

tlrt'n thcre will be a very different psychological and political
rr,rrrl il-l our country. NAIO enlargement would no longer be

,r'r'n irS a challenge, as a sign of non-respect of our interests.

li rltlrl now we have our idiosyncrasies. We would heal or maybe
, \ t'il Ct-lfe them.

And now - directly to the issue of the Baltic states and the

' nl;ugcment of the European Union and NATO. I spoke of
I I \ I ( ) at the beginning of my remarks. With respect to the
lrrropcan Union, we are really interested in seeing your three
{ ()untl'ies become members. There are many reasons for this. I
lr;rvc already mentioned some.

I'}rosperity on our borders means prosperity for us. That may
r,'nrind you that Russian capital is already here and that much
rrr,rre capital would be ready to come here if it were to become
, lt'rrr that your countries will become members of the European
I rrion. Because that would mean that you would provide a certain
r'r'trrroffric gateway into the European Union. Right now you have

;'roblems with capital from Russia, but I would prefer to have that
, rrpital come here instead of other places such as Britain, Germany
,rrrtl even the United States, where it is being horised now.

We are also very interested in secure access to the ports of
| ;rlvia and the other Baltic states, but in order to have such
,r('ccss, we must have an understanding of where and how you
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are planning to go and how you are developing. You and
other Baltic states have very few natural resources, but you
one fundamental resource - your transportation system and you
access to ports. You can take advantage of this resource, but we
must understand how you are planning to develop. I don't know
what will happen over the next two or three years in Russia,
I still believe that Russia is developing along capitalist lines and
will continue to do so, becoming much more realistic and much
more economically minded. I can assure you that if we have an
interest in the Baltic states, our policies will change even more
rapidly than has been the case recently.

But even without that, I must say that we are on a very
positive road. The problems of the rights of minorities have been
solved. We have noticed this with great satisfaction. It has
happened with the help of international organizations and
occasionally with pressure from other countries, and also because
of the work of democrats and human rights activists in these
countries. The situation with minorities is still not quite
satisfactory for some of my compatriots, but it is certainly moving
in the right direction. As these problems get solved, attitudes in
Russia with respect to a relationship with your country and other
countries in the Baltic area ure becoming better and better. We
must use this opportunity. When you make achievements in
building up democracy and establishing a real country in Latvia,
you have ever less reason to be fearful of Russian influence in the
negative Sense of this word. We could have a good start. But if we
hear that the European Union is ready to take you in, it will be
more than just a start.

Thank you for your attention.

Per Carlsen

Nlr. I't'r CIARLSEN
I tt'ltrrtt' l'armanent (Jndersecretary of State .for Defence

| | | |I t' n r( r| ionol Affairs), Denmark

I will try to deal with a few things which have not been

,lr',, rr:;sccl. These mainly involve the issues of the Baltic region

rrlr,'rt' wc are - the resion in which the interests of Denmark

rrr,'',lly lic.
I ooking at this region, one must go back only five or six

r r ,rr:i irnd think about the development which has taken place

lrr'1111'.'11 the countries of the region since then. Now there are

l,,ur llvc. six - I don't know how many planes going from
r ,,1)('nlllrgen to all three Baltic states. You have boats going, and
'.{t illl

Scven years ago, when I was here, you had to take a plane

r, N lr rsct)w and a train or a plane back if you wanted to get here.

\\r';rrt'now, little by little, growing together again, as we were

r,r1','11,.'- 50 years ago, and that's what I will try to discuss when

I 1,t'l to the matter I am dealing with - our defense cooperation.

llrrt rrl. when you look to our organizations - and certainly
\rrrl,rrssador Hunter touched upon this also - our organizations
.ut :r(lrpting to the new situation.

I I' you look back again to the summit of London in 1990,

rlrr' 'iunrmit of Rome in 1991, the establishment of the North
\tl.rrrtic Cooperation Council - all of this meant that NATO was

,r,l,r;rlrrrg. NATO was, as the ambassador said, a very closed and

,r \ ('rv secret club. When I came to NAIO in 1988 in the Danish
,lr lr'1iltion, I had to send a letter to them in advance to get into
rlr,' r'lub, to be able to get past the guards. Now everyone is
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running back and forth, you see Russian generals and Balti
generals running around, and it's very hard to find a room or
table because of all the newcomers to the club. But we
developed a new strategy in 1991, and we've been working
that strategy. We've being doing peacekeeping as one of t
elements of the strategy, doing peacekeeping together, traini
peacekeepers together. Now there is also the Partnership fl
Peace program which emerged in 1994 to provide opportuniti
to train and exercise toeether. That is what we are actuallv doi
We are not talking about it, we are doing it. One of the things
would also like to discuss when we get to the business of what
we are doing is the defense and review process. We are actually
planning together in the same way that NAIO has been doing for
40 or 45 years - how to train together, how to exercise together

- so that we can do the job most effectively, as we are going to
do in Bosnia in the comins vear.

A special issue, which I would like to deal with from a

Danish perspective is cooperation which was begun three years

ago on the basis of Partnership for Peace. My defense minister,
who would have like to be here today but could not, decided that
our small country could not deal with everyone, with
Tadzhikistan, Uzbekistan and so on. So we decided to
concentrate on the countries around the Baltics. We started by
seeing Minister Grachev in the spring of i993. We wanted to
reach agreement with Russia, especially with respect to St.

Petersbufg and the Kaliningrad region. We felt that this would be

necessary if we were to create stability in our region, and we
worked on that for quite a while. In the meantime, we concluded
an asreement with Poland in the autumn of 1993. This is a

Per Carlsen

Irr, rr,lr;lril-l agreement which involves programs of cooperation.

Irr tlrt' llrst year we had20 such programs, in the second year we

lr;r,l 10. und we have just signed the 1996 program of cooperation

ll trrr'cn our two countries. It has 60 programs of cooperation,

rrrr,lvirrg exercise and training, but also dealing with the issue of
Ir.rr lr) provide for defense in a democracy, how to make a
rlr'lr'nSC agreement, how to develop yearly budgets, etc. That is

'r,rlll! what the ambassador talked about. These are issues

rrlrrtlr are involved in making the defense programs of these

' ' 'unllics compatible to those of NAIO.
In the spring of 1993 we went to make agreements with

l ,rtviu. Lithuania and Estonia. These are three different
,rt,r('('nlents, but they are all framework agreements. We develop

;lrrurirl programs on the basis of these. Again, we started with 20

lrr()l',r'rrns in the first year. For the i996 programs, we have

,l,,rrblcd to have 40 items dealing with the Nutry, the Air Force

,rrrtl r,vith ground forces. When we sit down together to negotiate,

\\('now have something to point to - real, important and

,lrrliitative programs in which our Baltic friends set the

yrrrorities. They ask us to support them in doing this or that, and

tlrrrl's how we are working.
Finally in the autumn of 7994, we reached agreement with

lirrssia on bilateral cooperation. There were some problems,

lrt'cauSe we wanted especially to deal with St. Petersburg and

l..lliningrad, while our friends wanted us to deal with all of
l(trssia. So we reached a compromise. We had general

,liscr.rssions in Moscow, and we have special cooperation with
tlrc two regions of St. Petersburg and Kaliningrad.

Unfortunately, our program came to an end in January of
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this year because of the events in Chechnya. Our politicians in
Copenhagen told us that we could not go on having a military
program with Russia at the same time as the events in Chechnya
were going on, so we stopped the program. In September of this
year we reopened the program on a restricted basis, and we are

now dealing with next year's program in Russia.

Recalling what Mr. Karaganov said, there is a problem in
that Russia only wants to have four items on the program. We are

told that this is because of a lack of resources, but I believe, as

Mr. Karaganov said, that it also has something to do with the
Russian view of PFP at this time. I would like to come back and
discuss this further in the round table period.

In addition to our bilateral agreements with the countries
around the Baltics, we are also talking about multilateral
cooperation. This started when we were in Poland to sign our
program with them. The Polish minister of defense at that time
said to us, "Well, we are close to the big neighbor, and you are

very close to the big neighbor; shouldn't we do something
together to free ourselves?" Actually, he was talking about
Germany. In Poland there were some historic feelings about
German soldiers on Polish soil, there were some problems with
the 4+2 agreement which led to German troops in eastern
Germany. So we responded by organizing the first
Danish*German-Polish joint exercise, because we did not have
any problem with that. Since then we have moved on, and we
have now'had four meetings of the Danish, German and Polish
ministers of defense, and we have moved toward establishing a

trilateral program of 20 items. Most of these are exercises for
next year, but we also have starled now to train peacekeeping
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lorccs together with Germany. For constitutional reasons, this is
,,rrrething new for our German friends, but it is very good that

\\ c can do this together, and we will, in all likelihood, be together

rlrth a Polish unit, the Nordics and the Americans in the nofthern

lxrlt of Bosnia. I believe that we will have a lot of training
togcther.

With respect to the three Baltic states, the idea came up to

,'stablish the Baltic peacekeeping battalion. At first the idea was

Ior the three Baltic states to cooperate in a special military

l)r'ogram. That was a good idea. There had been no long tradition
,,1 llaltic operation in that area. We took it back to a meeting of
Nordic defense ministers, and they certainly supported the Baltic
r;lltes doing that.

And again, on the basis of long tradition and for political
r('asons, there was a bit of thinking about whether it was a good

rrlca for the Nordic states to do this, but finally we agreed in

April of last year to invite the Baltic states to send people to the

Nordic peacekeeping schools. The Nordic countries have a long

tradition of doing peacekeeping training together, so why not
rrrvite the Baltic states to these schools? But then, little by little,
tlrc idea came up to create a broader framework for supporting

thc Baltic states. Now we have established a group of countries

rvhich are supportive of the Baltic peacekeeping battalion and,

ecrtainly, the three Baltic states. These are the Nordic countries

rrnd what we call the five other countries, the word "other" being

vcry imporlant in this combination. These five countries are
( iermany, the United Kingdom, the United States, France and the

Netherlands.

Every third month, a steering committee meets in
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Copenhagen to discuss this process and to talk about how to
support the Baltic states in establishing this peacekeeping
battalion. It is very practical work. I can tell you that, as I have
participated in the meetings. We asked, how can we do this
training? The Brits said that they could do the language training,
and that's helpful, since training will take place in English and,
when the Balts join us, they will speak English. We said that we
could do the peacekeeping training. The other countries offered
other types of assistance.

Not everything has gone smoothly. For example, there was
a shortage of blank ammunition, so we asked poland whether it
could help us with that, and Poland is now also supporting the
Baltic battalion. we are at this moment asking Ukraine to join us
in providing ammunition for the Baltic battalion.

I can sum up the idea behind this very practical work in
several aims. First of all, we are producing more peacekeepers.
The tIN has been asking for them around the world, NATO is
asking for people to join in IFoR. we will have new contributors
to the peacekeeping process.

This is certainly also a way of making the military
structures of the three Baltic states more accustomed to western
styles of training and to proceeding together with us. I think it is
very important that this involves integrating into western
structures. we have already seen, as was mentioned previously,
Baltic platoons joining in PFp exercises in Denmark, in the
United States and elsewhere.

Perhaps the most important point is that the Baltic states
are now working together. There are meetings of defense
ministers, chiefs of staff, other ministers who are involved in the
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t'('ircckeeping process. Siowly we are developing links, and the

';rtrration is changing from the beginning, when the Brits and the

Nordic people came around to say, "Well, we want to show you

Ilrrv we make a peacekeeping battalion". Now we have the

Itrrltic states coming to our meetings and asking for our support

rrr taking the next steps. They are asking us for our faith, and the

Norclic and western countries can then discuss whether they can

lre lp, whether they can afford each project, etc. That's exactly the

rrrry this project should be going.

The final aim,I think, is cooperative security. We are doing

:rornething together, and it is not threatening anybody in the

rr'sion. We are doing something to work together and draw

t.loSer to each other. You are probably aware of the fact that there

:u'c many other projects upcoming about Baltic air

:rrrrveillance, Baltic naval cooperation, and others. I think we

';lrould use the same mode of cooperation among the Baltic,

Nordic and western states. I can mention that we certainly

rrrvited the Russians to our Baltic air surveillance meeting in
('openhagen, and we are also open fbr representatives from St.

l'ctersburg and Kaliningrad to come and see what we are doing'

As the ambassador mentioned, we already had platoons in
('r'oatia, and as the prime minister said, we are open to having a

l,atvian platoon go with us to Bosnia. That is certainly a decision

tlrat has to be taken by the Latvian govemment and parliament,

lrrrt we will be ready to support you with training if you take the

,le cisiou.
As I said, we have had to stop our program with Russia for

tlre moment, but we hope to see it renewed, because we want to

l,c involved in peacekeeping together with the Russians. I know
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that this will be the case in IFOR. In the future we want universal
rules of peacekeeping. We don't want NATO peacekeepers in
one part of the world and CIS peacekeepers in another, so we
want to join together in peacekeeping training.

Finally, let me say on the NAIO expansion issue that I
supporl most of what has been said by Mr. Hunter. We should not
create dividing lines by opening up NAIO, and on the other
hand, we should not recreate the old dividing lines which existed
in Europe. In Paris in 1991 our leader said that all countries
should be free to choose their alliance. We should not forget that.
Everybody signed that document in Paris in 1991, and we
support the idea of a Europe whole and free, not the
re-establishment of spheres of influence. Thank you.
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I,tt'rt'lor, Research Department, Konrad-Adenauer Foundation,
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Thank you very much for giving me the chance to address

',rrt'lr a distinguished audience on the perspectives for NAIO
r'nlurgement in the years to come. Such a focus on the imaginable

'|l)lions is of particular importance because the topic is still wide
,rpcn. Contrary to the expectations of those in some NATO
( irl)itals, who have been overly optimistic about NATO's
r.'rrcliness to expand eastward, there still hasn't been any decisions

,,rr whom to include and how quickly. Hence, we only have a few
lrrcd points to determine the guessing on options and scenarios:
. ( )ne is NATO's Enlargement Study, which was completed and

pLrblished in September of this year. As you may know, Latvia
was briefed on the key findings of that study by NATO

officials in October. The paper contains a very careful and

rnoderate wording on the enlargement issue, simply because

there still isn't a sufhcient consensus in NATO on the "who's"
and "when's" of NATO enlargement, particularly because

some fundamental questions have yet to be answered.
. l'he second key factor is the fact that Russia's opposition to any

hind of enlargement has proved to be more fundamental and

resolute than had been expected by some proponents of a rapid

expansion of NAIO.
. 'fhird, we have a fixed schedule of fundamental events in

international politics. Because there will be presidential

elections in Russia and the U.S. soon, any concrete decision on

particular candidates is rather unlikely untrl 1997.
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In light of these determining scenarios, what are thel
options and the likely scenarios? 

|
If one takes a look at the comments of the internationall

press on NATO enlargement, one still finds many so-calledl
"do--or-die" editorials. Given the existing options, such pressl

articles are misleading, because they raise the impression of al

broad spectrum of possible avenues, ranging from doing nothing,l
which would mean no enlargement at all, to changing thel
character of NAIO into a new OSCE by taking in as many!
countries as possible. In reality, the range of options is muchl
smaller, because the two extremes - the right and left of thel
spectrum - no longer exist. To do nothing is no longer an option,l
because NATO has promised too much and has raisedl
expectations in Eastern Europe which cannot be dismissed.l
Therefore, there will be an enlargement decision, irrespective of]
whether its critics, particularly from the Russian side, like it ori
not. To take all applicants into NATO is not a viable optionl
either, because this is not acceptable within the alliance. Hence,

the range of realistic options with regard to NATO enlargement
can be reduced to three principal groups of solutions. I will
briefly discuss some of the pros and cons of these threel

!

possibilities.

First, we have the group of minimalist solutions, which'
would mean expanding NATO but minimizing the potentiallyi
negative implications of such a step. Two concrete scenarios are

imaginable. The first is to expand NATO by only one country.
This is an option which has strong supporters at NATO
headquarters in Brussels. By taking such a step, NAIO could
prove its ability to expand to the East while simultaneously
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r,',lrrcing the problems and potentially detrimental consequences,

lr,rrticularly with respect to Russia, to a minimum. However, the

rrurin obstacle would be choosing the candidate. Poland might be

',t'k:cted because of its strategic importance and because of its
l,rlrby in some of the NAIO countries. Hungary might be

l,rvored, because its courage finally opened the Iron Curtain. The
('zech Republic might have its supporters, because it would
,.rrtribut€ relatively few difficulties to the alliance due to the

l,rct that is has hardly any ethnic tensions on its soil. Hence it
rrould be a tricky enterprise to justi$ why particular candidates

rvould not be chosen

The second scenario would be even more minimalist. It

I'rovides for a guarantee of NAIO membership to many Eastem

l'rrropean countries, but only in case of a concrete military threat

I. these countries. This would mean something like a conditional
rrrt'rnbership, depending on strategic circumstances in Eastern

| ' r rrope. NATO enlargement would be formally triggered if some

, rrtcria were met by Russia (the only power that could have a
',r1inificant capability of power projection). Possible criteria
r orrld be non-compliance with arms control agreements,

r,'tlcployment of military forces into western regions,
rrrlcrruption of nuclear reductions or a return to political and

r r r i I itary imperialism.
Such a solution would have its attractions, because it

n'ould overcome one of the major deficiencies of the present

''nlargement policy - the promise to export security and stability
t() countries, particularly the Visegrad four, which don't have

rrrrrch of a security problem while leaving others, such as the

lhltic countries, feeling neglected. In addition, such an option
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would mean a guaranteed perspective of NATO for those

countries which need it badlv. while NATO itself would not
placed under any time pressure. Of course, this type of offe
could also be made to the Baltic countries. The political
economic stabilization of these "conditional members" would
granted by a rapid inclusion into the EU. Furthermore, NA
could gain significant influence on the internal development o

Russia by obtaining a means to encourage Russia to cond

benign policies.

However, the disadvantages of such an option are also

obvious. Countries, especially the Visegrad four, might rega

such a step as some sort of cheating. Even more important is the
question of credibility. It is highly doubtful whether NATO
would really extend membership to threatened countries in ti
of political tension or even military crisis. Such a step would
highly escalatory, and past experience shows that in times o

crisis, NATO tends to pursue a strategy of de*escalation instead

of choosing to pour oil upon the fire.
Opposite to these minimalist options we can identi$' t

maximum solution which some in the Clinton Administration
and the German Ministry of Defense are proposing: bringing
least the Visegrad countries into NAIO as quickly as possible.

On the pro side, this scenario would ideally meet t
expectations of the Visegrad four and would put NATO in
driver's seat of actively creating a European security order. I
addition; it would perfectly make use of the perceived "wi
of opportunity". On the debit side, however, it would pu

enormous pressure on NAIO at a time when consensus withi
the alliance on fundamental issues is all the more difficult
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,r.''hieve. In addition, Russia would be particularly annoyed by
';rrch a step. One might argue that Russia is presently weak and

lurs hardly any real leverage on NATO. Nevertheless, we face

1'lobal security challenges, such as non-proliferation and nuclear
',llcty, which can be tackled only with the help of a cooperative

lirrssia. We must also keep in mind that the "loose nukes"
rlucstion is of particular importance to the United States.

A third set of options can be described as a pragmatic or
rrrtcgrative approach. This means, by and large, the coupling of
llrr: cnlargement of NAI'O and the enlargement of the EU as is

,lt'scribed in NATO's enlargement study. Since domestic stability
,rrrtl prosperity in the Eastern European countries require access

to Western European markets, EU membership, at least at the

l)rr)sent time, is even more important for Eastern European

t orrntries. In this sense, parallel enlargement seems to be the
l..ing's Road. In addition, because EU enlargement is a

tunLr-consuming process, NATO would gain additional leeway
t() shape and manage its expansion to the East. The NAT'O
rrrcnrbership question would much more be an evolutionary

l)rocess than an ultimate decision. However, even these types of

')l)lions are not fiee from pitfalls, since we do not know whether
rt is time alone that will remove all objections against a quick
rrrerrbership decision. Maybe 10 years from now we will still
l;rt'c the same objections from the Russians and the same

r,'lrrctance on the NATO side. In addition, an expansion of the

I I J lysuld require substantial reform of the Union in terms of
t rrtting subsidies for steel, coal and the farming sector. Many
| :rstern Europeans doubt whether the EU members are really
,rlrlc to undertake these politically costly reforms that quickly.
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I don't wish to speculate on which of the three
aforementioned options is the most likely. My point is that none
of these scenarios is without drawbacks and pitfalls. This is not,
however, always carefully reflected. Instead, some proponents o
NATO enlargement still raise the expectation of a painless
solution, one which is acceptable for all parties. This usually
culminates in a demand for the rapid expansion of NATO, not
excluding anyone and not alienating the Russians. This won't
work. Please do not misunderstand: I am not arguing that an
expansion of NATO is impossible or premature just because
there are unanswered questions. But these potential drawbacks
need to be included in the ongoing deliberations on the "how',
and "when" of expanding NAIO to the East. Just to varnish these
problems with a publicly undisputed but nevertheless cloudy
statement of "exporting stability" might mean ending up with a
credit*card approach: expand now, pay later. The most
unpleasant outcome would be one in which a concrete decision
to expand by one or more countries does not get past the
ratification hurdle in some NAT'O parliaments. This is far from
unlikely. For instance, with respect to the United States,
experience has shown that Congress is well able to cancel the
decisions of the Administration if senators and congressmen
begin to discover the implications of an issue. As you remember,
Congress failed to rati$u the STARf II treaty in the early 1980s,
ignoring the potential consequences to the East-West climate.
This might happen with respect to NAIO enlargement if U.S.
congressmen were suddenly to discover that the costs of a
particular enlargement scenario would exceed the benefits
accrued by U.S. security interests. Others might be discouraged
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l,r' neo-communist tendencies in some membership candidates.
llris holds true not only of the U.S. Congress, but also of other
NAI'O parliaments.

Nevertheless, in going beyond all of the arguments on the

I'rrrs and cons of expanding NAIO, one should keep in mind that
tlrc membership problem is only part of a much larger issue - no
It'ss than the future of NATO. We should focus our energy much
nrore on that question. What type of NAIO do we want, and
rvlrat would be the purpose of a NAIO with 20 or more
rrrcmbers? What will be NAfO's future task if Russia succeeds

rr transforming to democratic, cooperative and reliable
';ln-rctures, as we all hope?

Over the past five years \r/e have seen a variety of concepts
to overcome NAIO's identity crisis. Some of these have made it
lo the implementation stage. First there was the concept of
"in';erlocking institutions" - something that rather quickly

lrruved to be impracticable for a number of reasons. Second,
tlrcre was the "mandate idea", which involved NATO accepting
rrrandates from the United Nations or the OSCE. The Bosnian
('irse, however, has long revealed the shortcomings of this
'rrrggestion. What would happen if NATO were to get a mandate
;rnd the NATO members were less than keen on fulfillins the
lridding?

As a new source of relief for NAIO's identity problems,
plominent voices are now recommending the duty of "projecting
r;tability" to the East. In that sense, NATO expansion is said to
lrtve a self-serving effect for the alliance. The question,
lrowever, is whether an approach of projecting stability would be

:;rrfficient to keep up the cohesion of the alliance and to guarantee

EU and NATO Enlargentent - The Case of the Baltic States 53



Presentations

the continuous support of its members. This is not so much
problem fbr those members of the alliance who have a st

stake in Central and Eastern Europe, Germany among them. B
with respect to the United States, the situation looks muc
different. There is an increasins number of Americans re

Eastern Europe and more or less important, but not vital t
American interests. If the same Americans can see virtuallv
immediate threat to Western Europe. a question arises: What i
NATO good for, and what is the rationale for a still cost

American presence in Europe?

Here we are not talking about the simple isolationism o

"Joe Sixpack" in lowa. More and more. this has become an i

of cost-benefit analysis in prominent political circles. To put i
bluntly: a NAIO that takes care of a region which is not
threatened and which exports stability to a region which is not o
predominant importance is scarcely worlh U.S. taxpayer money.

Al1 this is not to say that the approach of projecting
stability is flawed, but it is by far not a panacea for a NAIO
which is struggling to find new missions. A growing number o

Americans is arguing that NATO must take on additional tasks

which provide a sufficient payoff in terms of America's global

interests. A NATO able to deal with security problems in, say,

the Gulf region, might get much more credit in the U.S. than the
present type of alliance. As an aside, I can hardly imagine that
Senator.Lugar, when he created his famous saying of NAT
"going out-of-area or out of business", was thinking only o

Eastern Europe as NATO's "out*of-area" region.
Hardly anybody in Europe has yet fully

possible implications of this upcoming trend in
reahzed t
the United
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lit;rtcs. But it may well be that the necessity of shaping NAIO for

l,lobal security responsibilities will become a key issue in the

tlroccss of re-defining the Trans-Atlantic partnership. This may

trrrrr out to be a much more painstaking debate than the present

( (lntroversy on NATO expansion. It is likely that the Europeans

llrt:mselves will be divided on that issue. Some Europeans have

,r stuke in the Mediterranean and might, therefore, appreciate a

rrrrrlti-directional approach at NAIO. Others are likely to object

to rny concept that raises the impression of a NAIO integrated

rrrlo America's global strategy. In any case, extending NAIO's
trrsks in any direction will require a signifrcant extension of
NAI'O resources, something which runs quite contradictory to

tlrt: budgetary trends in most allied capitals.

Hence, the question ofNAIO enlargement may be one step

rrr a broader process of an evolving alliance, but it is by far not a

l)rnacea for NAIO's identity crisis, nor a replacement for the

cvolution itself.
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Mr. chairman, your excellencies, ladies and gentlemen.
me first express my gratitude for this invitation from
Konrad-Adenauer Foundation and my enjoyment at seeing thi
beautiful place, which impresses me with its dynamics and energy

Is it simple to comment on these presentations? I
asked to replace the minister, who could not come, as
understand it, because of some political cooking. I am not
official person, so what I am representing here are my own vie
and not those of the Polish sovernment.

I have attended more conferences on NATO enlarseme
than I can remember, and I think we are a point where ha
reached paralysis by analysis. Everything or most of the thi
that could have been said on the subiect have been said. All
pros and cons are known, although I did listen with some interes
to Mr. Kamp and discovered some freshness in his presentation.
I would like to return to a point which seems basic to me.

What were the reasons after 1989 and 1991 that we
attracted to membership in the European Union and then i
NATO? Perhaps I have to correct Dr. Karaganov. The point
our obligation not to join any military or defense alliance
pressed upon the Polish, Czech and Hungarian negotiators by
Ambassador Kvicinsky. This was not accepted by our
negotiators and finally, when the Soviet Union disintegrated, the
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rrr,rtlcl was dropped. The truth is, however, that in 1990 some

l',,lish officials made statement about the neutrality of Poland.

Itr 1991 it was very clear that Poland was interested in joining

l'1 ,\ l O. Of course, when we signed a treaty of friendship with

lirrssia, when President Walesa and President Yeltsin signed this

rrt'rty in 1993, President Yeltsin expressed his acceptance of the

r,lt'rr of NATO enlargement.

What is attractive for the Baltic states - Latvra, Lithuania

,rrrtl llstonia - as well as for Poland and Hungary about joining

N,,\ l'O? I think the general idea is a constructive idea, and it's not

l,'rrr of aggression, but I do think that if NATO membership were

I. nrean an increased probability of aggression against Latvia,

tlrcrr Latvia would not be interested in joining this organizatron.

I think aggression or the threat of aggression does not enter our

,r:rscssment of the problem. The problem is that we want to
rrrtcgrate with the West, and the West is not, for us, any specifrc

',\'sletn of powers. The West is a certain system of values.

All of our countries have experienced a lot of tragedy and

',rrl'l'ering during this century. Perhaps the time has now come

tlurt we can think about our future in a more optimistic way. Part

,,1 this optimism can be produced for us only by the prospect of
lrvir-rg in a democratic society with a responsible government,

lrrrying our own debts and taking responsibility for our own

,rt'tions. I think part of a very demoralizing factor in the past was

tlre f'act that our politicians were privately explaining that they

,lrrl this or that because they were told by Moscow to do so.

llrcre was a whole hierarchy of irresponsibility. Every official
,'or-rld explain his actions by pointing to the upper floor. The

lrighest floor was Moscow.
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If we talk about the market economy, the rule of law,
for minority rights and human rights, and finally obtaining
possibility to participate in solving the problems of the continent
then the story is the one told by Mr. carlsen about the Balti
Battalion. It is a story about the Baltic states participating i
finding solutions to the problems of these countries.

So I see that the interest of this country in joining NATO i
a constructive idea. It is the idea ofjoining a certain civilization.
and this is probably the most important aspect. This idea is
directed against anybody. Here our view corresponds with the
view presented here by Ambassador Hunter.

Of course, we also realize that the problem is ve
complicated. It is complicated for technical reasons and fl
political reasons. I listened with great interest and sympathy to
the arguments which were presented here by Dr. Karaganov. At
the same time, at one point it occurred to me that here we have a
face which fronts for a very different back yard. Behind Dr.
Karaganov, there are certain politicians. I,m not talking about
nationalists, I'm talking about people who once considered
themselves democrats, or perhaps still do, and who have certain
ideas about the world order which to my mind are not quite
acceptable. Ambassador Hunter said that the idea of spheres of
influence is not part of the NATO approach to the European
order, and yet we constantly hear claims that Russia has the right
to possess its own sphere of influence, we hear this talk about the
"near abrbad", and recently we have heard that poland is now
considered part of the "middle abroad". This shows that there are
scientists who are working on developing the ,,theory of the
abroad" in Russia.

58 EU and NATO Enlargetnent - The Case of the Baltic States EU and NATO Enlargement - The Case of the Baltic States 59

Antoni Kaminski

And, of course, when several years ago I heard for the first
lrrne about the problems with the minority rights of Russians in
I irtvia and Estonia, I saw that perhaps 20%o of these claims were
t'orrect and 80% were not. We have been through this. Poland
lurd terrible problems with Weimar Germany, which used the

lrloblem of the German minority to paralyze all Polish activities
rn the League of Nations. Of course, Poland's record on minority
rssues was not very good at that time, but the German minority
\vas an exception. The same problem with Germany was faced
by Czechoslovakia before World War II, in the 1930s. Of course,
this question can be used very effectively to subvert the
tliplomatic efforts of other countries, and I think it has been used
lhis way in this case. Especially when you look at the allegiance
ol'the Russian minority in Grozny during the attack on that city
lry the troops of General Grachev, who himself spoke up very
'rtrongly about the situation of the Russian minority. I think the
l(rrssians in Grozny atthat time would have paid any price to be

rrr the Baltic states or in any other place.

There is a paradox which I, as an unofficial person, wish to
rrrcntion here. Even as Russia opposes the enlargement of NAIO,
\vc are witnessing the enlargement of the Russian military space.

l)r. Karaganov spoke here of the great advantages which the
rlisintegration of the Soviet Union brought to Russia - this zone
,rl'independent and weakly armed states. But now these weakly
:rnned states are becoming, more and more, part of the Russian
rrrilitary space. Look at Georgia; there, Russia is moving its
lr'oops to the borders of NATO in the Caucasus. Now there is an
;rgreement between Russia and Belarus that the troops which
ivcre going to be removed from Belarus next year will stay there
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for 25 more years. The military power of Russia and Belarus i
beins reconstructed and effectively reinforced. I am not talki
about these developments with fear. It don't think Russia r

going to wage war. But I am mentioning the facts about thi
enlargement which occuned at the same time as we were hearin

words of opposition against NATO enlargement. I think this is

double standard, and I would like to hear at least some res

to this remark.
I hope that we can solve the problem of Russian opposi

to the enlargement of NAIO, which is not directed agams

Russia. I think that the enlargement of NATO would probably

change the very nature of this organization. It would facilita
changes and political stabilization in Russia, and it would brr

respect for international law in that country. It would a

certainly change the relationship between Russia and NATO.
I understand that there is currently a prevailing opinion to

the effect that the enlargement of NAIO should be accompanied

by a treaty between NATO and Russia which would guarantee

the security of Ukraine. This has not been mentioned by Dr.

Karaganov, but I would like to hear his opinion about the

prospect of such a special relationship between Russia a

NAIO, one which is connected to the enlargement of thi

organization.
I will perhaps finish on that so as not to take time from t

other commentators. Thank you very much.
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Thank you, Mr. Chairman! It is a great pleasure to be here.

I would like to thank Atis Leji45 for having invited me and to

lr,rvc the opportunity to greet a fellow member of the Royal

'irvcdish Academy of War Studies.

The work of the commentator is not as easy as that of the

',gri'ukerS, because the speakers come to say what they have

1'lrrnned to say, while the commentator must devote some

,,,rrsideration to what the speakers have said. Originally I

1'l;rnned to say what I wanted anyway, but then I decided that I
rvould have to pay some consideration to the speakers. The result

lr that my manuscript now is marked up in red and blue, and it is

1'robably of more use to Egyptologists than to me. Nevertheless

l rvill see what I can get out of it.
Let me first say that I represent no one but myself. The

r or)rments will be mine and are not to be attributed to any Nordic

1'ove fI[IIeOt.
Decisions about NATO enlargement are not, of course, for

l.irvcden to take. This is for the very simple reason that we are not

rrrcrnbers of NATO. That does not mean, howevet, that we are

n't interested. Our security will clearly be affected by whatever

r'; the result of the NATO expansion discussions. The official
\rvcdish line, since about a week ago, I believe, is that Swedish
',t'curity would also improve through an expansion of NATO.

llris is a new statement, but it is the official line now. Like
NAfO, as Robert Hunter has told us, Sweden believes that an

{'\pansion or extension of NAIO should have as its aim greater
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security for all Europeans. We would not like to exclude anyo
to submit Sergey Karaganov and whoever is behind him
exclusion and alienation.

Personally. I would like to add two other conditions w
I feel are important. The first, which I don't consider to
self-evident, although I suspect that Bob fHunter] may do, is
an extension of NATO should also serve to strensthen the Uni
States commitment to EuroDe. If a widenins - and there a

differing views on this in the U.S., certainly * if a wideni
could in the longer term undermine the U.S. engagement i
Europe, then it is not a very good idea. I would like to have t
on the record.

The second condition is that an exoansion of NAIO should
in no way prevent the enlargement of the European Union, t
is, the integration of Europe as an entity. Here I would like to
to what Sergey Karaganov said - that we need to enlarge ou
concept of Europe, that we must think constructively and in a
new way about the future. In theory I certainly agree, but whe
it comes to practical terms, then we have discussed these m
with your fmeaning S. Karaganov's - ed.] colleagues and have
asked - what is this wonderful thing? How do we formulate this
in terms which are greater than just a vague idea about the
development of the OSCE? I fail to see this formula on
horizon, although that, of course, must not prevent researchers

like us from trying to frnd this thing.
Of course we all say that there is a need to look at

European security problems anew that is, to take us out of the
Cold War framework This is still very difficult for us, not least
for the Swedes, I think. They are still very much conditioned by

Bo Huldt

rlrr' our.thinking about the Cold War and our neutrality.
'l'he institutions of the Cold War now have either

,lr',;rppcared or have taken on the characteristics of processes

r,rtlrt'r than fixed structures. That is to say thatNAIO today is not

tlr,' NATO of 1949,1950,1967 or 1989. We all know this, but the

,rllIrnce still has its characteristics of deterrence and dialogue.

I r'l rrs be realists and recognizethat this is still the case.

In NATO, just as in the European Union, the the

,l'r'clopment of the organization will be influenced by the

;rttrttrcles and interests of member countries in the post*Cold War

1'r'riod. There are certainly uncertainties about where we are

lr,'rrrling. NATO is now sailing the waters of "Limboland",
',,,rrrewhere between collective defense for some and collective
',('('urity for all. I agree with the previous speaker, Mr' Kamp, that

tlr('r'r: are uncertainties about where we are heading, and I also

,r1,,rcc with Bob t{unter that we now have a third chance in

I rrrope to redesign the future which must not be lost. Yes, I
,rr'r'ce. But I still feel that the thinking in all of these

,,rrianizations is not quite clear about where we are going.

l't'r'haps this is unavoidable.

For two decades we have been seeking to build confidence

tlrlough the CSCE and then the OSCE, and it is obvious that we

',till have quite a long way to go. The key relationship, of course,

r'; between Russia and the rest of Europe. The history of the bad

,,kl days of the Cold War suggest, at least to me, that NATO

l,rovided the Western Europeans with the much-needed

, onfidence which enabled them to rebuild their war-broken
('('onomies. The sort of message that we are now hearing from

tlrc former Soviet allies is the question, "Why should we now be
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denied the same sort of reassurance?" That is a very vali
question. At the same time, however, our basic assumption

that the situation has changed, that the Cold War really
ended.

This makes it possible, or at least easier for me to re
Sergey Karaganov's statement that the Baltic states and ot

countries in Central and Eastern Europe which frnd themsel

in exposed strategic positions must avoid exposing themsel
further throush enterins some sort of alliance or arrangeme

with the West. The truth is that if crisis should erupt, you will
the first to be overrun. This is a traditional arsument which sma

countries always hear from larger ones: stay out of danger. B

that is very difficult if your geo-strategic position is what it i
Again I say, the basic fact is that we are now in a different ki
of same.

I think my Danish colleague, Mr. Carlsen, made

excellent observation when he said that the issue is not
question of establishing new borders in Europe but that at

same time we must be very careful not to re-establish the

borders. I think that is a very basic observation. What does thi
mean with respect to NATO enlargement? My assumption, and

suppose that I agree with Robert Hunter on this one, is t
NATO has now made so many commitments and there is

much credibility at stake that there cerlainly will be enlarg

But this is going to be a slow process. I think we can be gratef

to Mr. Kamp for the clear inventory which he made of t
specific cases. It is clear that there will be difficulties
problems, that it will not be a fast process.

Shifting again to the European Union, I can point ou1
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r.\lunsion of the EU to include the Baltic states is, according to

',\!('(lcn's official policy - and it is one which I support warmly
r:; that this is a pre-requisite for establishing stability in

l.lortlrcrn Europe. At the same time, however, there will be

l ror'nlous practical diffrculties, and one must be aware of this.

\\'t' rccently had a conference in Stockholm which was attended

I'r sr:veral Polish government ministers, including the minister
,'l lirrance, the former ministers of trade and social affairs. One

,rl tlrcse representatives at one point tilted his head toward the

,rrr.licnce and said: "Do you Swedes really realize the cost which
rr rll be incurred if you ahead with the widening of the European
llrrion? Your taxpayers are perhaps not in revolt as are the

t.r\l)ayers in France, but still, will they be willing to pay the bill
l,'r this?" And it was quite educating to look at the Swedes who

\\('l'c present and to see them looking at one another to see

rr'lrcther their neighbor might be willing to pay for the widening
,l thc European Union. I fear that very few were prepared to do
..t ).

So there will be great practical difficulties involved in this,
rr lrich of course in no way should suggest that the process should

rrol be undertaken. The Nordic position on this matter has always

I'r'en that the Baltic states are in the same basic position as are

tlrr' Central Europeans and should be treated accordingly with
rr'ril)ect to the expansion of the EU.

Permit me to conclude on a regional note. The Nordic
i {)untries recognize, and I think that this is well understood here

rrrrkry, that they have a particular responsibility in terms of
, ()r)tldence-building and stability in this region. I think it is

,rrlliciently clear that this does not mean the restructuring the
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empires of the Danish medieval kings or of the great Gusta

Adolphus. Rather, the aim is to integrate the region fully in
democratic Europe in a larger context. Some today will remr
us of the situation as it was 50 years ago. I say that we are n

in a totally different position. The Nordic countries - Swede

Denmark and Finland - are now members of the Euro
Union. I think this makes a very substantial difference. Tha
you.
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I will also start by repeating the words of Mr. Kaminski.
llt' complained that he was chosen at the last moment. So was I,
;rrtl it is really a very big challenge to respond to the

,,rnmentators. I would also agree that it would be much easier

rr) nlake a clear presentation on our intentions about joining
f!AfO. This would involve a collection of articles and speeches

lry the president, etc. It's really, as I said, very challenging to

rurke comments on the issue. I would agree with 90% of what
lr;rs been said. Nevertheless, I would like to make a few points

rvlrich in my opinion are very important. I can't stand the

,lrsadvantage of speaking last, and I also have the disadvantage

,rl being an official. I would like to stress, however, that these are

nry personal observations.
When we speak about NATO enlargement, of course, it is

i t'ry diffrcult to add anything new - to add something new to
rvlrat was said by the commentators or even to what was said in
tlre: NAIO enlargement study. This study was very important,

rrrrl this has been said by our officials, because it will finally put

lrrrid to all of the rumors and interpretations in the various NATO
{ (}untries about how NATO enlargement is being supported, why
rr is being supported, etc. The NAIO enlargement study

r('l)resents the views of the l6 NATO nations.

All of our further actions will be based on this study, in
rvhich it was stated that the study was the beginning of the next
,tcp in the process of NAIO enlargement. I have also had the
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advantage of attending several conferences on NA
enlargement. One of the issues which is clearly arising is t
Russian factor in NAIO enlargement. It is not important
in the world a conference on the security of NAIO enlargeme
may occur. You will always find that the Russian factor is one
the basic elements of any presentation. I will make no excepti
and also will begin with the Russian factor.

In Lithuania. I believe that we are contributins. as far as

are capable, to the ability of our Eastern neighbors, especiall
Russia, to become true democratic states. I would not say

this is the main goal of our foreign policy, but you will fi
throughout our foreign policy that there are no
asainst Russia.

This is the way in which we understand the role a

significance of Russia. Furthermore, it is not only geog

which relates us; we are living in the same security space. Thi
is why we should and why it is in our interests to use vari
instruments to - and this may be a bit too ambitious - to hel
Russia to become integrated into the West as much as possibl
Let us think of the example of the Stability Pact. It has also
our position from the very beginning of the Baltic Round T
that Russia should be involved in its activities. There are

areas of possibility, and the discussion should be maintained i
the same spirit.

When I talk of our positive attitude toward Rus
however, I do not mean to suggest that we are not
about aggressive Russian statements. Especially in the autumn o
this year, these have been very easy to find, and we are ve
much concerned that they are threatening us and that they
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lrosing arcal test for the western countries. I feel that it is a real

lcst to see how the westem countries will react. What I have to

sly about this may sound very strange, but even the threat

rrgainst the Baltic states is in some respects a positive element. It
rcpresents some kind of recognition that Russia is accepting the

itlca of Central European admission to NAIO. I think this is a
stcp which we can congratulate, but nevertheless, in the various

conferences which are devoted to NATO enlargement, we still
lrcar talk of the Russian factor. It is a very challenging task for

thc NATO planners - the 16 countries, their parliaments and their

politicians. It is very challenging them to find a Russian role. But
in my opinion, the Russian factor in NATO enlargement is an

;rrtifrcial one. These are two separate issues, albeit very much

rclated. The process of democratization and market reform in

l{Lrssia is a very positive thing, and it will have influence on the

sccurity situation in Europe. But NAIO enlargement is not an

e lcment in solving the Russian problem. NATO enlargement has

to do only with strengthening the security situation in Europe.

Many western countries claim to have good relations with
Itussia. We, too, have very good relations with Russia. But if this

rvill be made into a pre-condition for our membership in NAIO,
then it will be very easy for Russia to create problems, because

rve have so many interactions in the economy and in other areas.

l(ussians, as Professor Karaganov mentiotled, have particular

interest in the Baltic ports. It would be very easy for them to find

rrroblems and to demonstrate to the West that there are problerns'

We might also speak of the fact that several speakers today

lrave spoken of parallelism between NATO enlargement and EU

t'nlargement. Professor Karaganov presented this as some kind
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of alternative. Mr. Kamp presented it as a possible scenario

I feel that these processes are already interrelated. This is
clearly stated in the NATO enlargement study. I can't quote

words exactly, but it was very clearly stated that NAIO will
to devote special attention to those countries which have
prospect of joining the European Union and which have si

European Agreements.
This is a very natural relationship. By stating this, in my

opinion, NATO has already defined a zone of prospecti

enlargement. This is a zone which is not artihcial, which is
related to the Cold War thinking of strategic calculations or suc

myths as "grey zones".

A second step which I think would strengthen thi
parallelism between EU and NA|O enlargement would be to
extend parallel invitations fbr countries to start negotiations. By
doing this, NAIO would solve the very painful question o

which countries have the earliest hope of admission.
The third point, and one with which I would like to end my

presentation, is the question of what relates the Baltic states and

what makes them different. I know that the Visegrad countries
are trying to avoid this designation, because they find that this is
an artificial designation which could create disadvantages to the
individual countries in becoming members of the EU or NATO.
I think that western countries should also recognrze that there are

three different countries in the Baltic states. They are very much
related in terms of the history of this century, but they are

different countries. These differences are a strength, not a
weakness. The differences do not preclude our Estonian
colleagues from cooperating more extensively with Finland nor
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,kr they hamper Lithuania in cooperating more deeply and

rncreasingly deeply with Poland. I think this is very important

,rrrcl has not been stressed here. The three Baltic states are too

,rlicn treated as a single area.

And finally, it is very difficult to comment on what was
,;;rid by the presenters, but I will end with the idea with which I
'rlafted. That is that our relationship with Russia, no matter if it
rs influenced by recent history, is not a drawback for our

rrrtegration with the west. Dr. Karaganov mentioned that after

tlre collapse of the Soviet Union, Russia found itself surrounded

lry small countries. Will anything change if at least some of these

t'ountries end up integrated in EU and NATO? Russia will then

bc surrounded by peaceful and democratic countries. One very

popular argument against NATO enlargement is that then NATO

rvould have a border with Russia. The fact is that NATO is

llready bordering Russia. That is in the far North, and therc arc

lcw more peaceful borders in present-day Russia tlian is thc

lrorder between Russia and Norway. Perhaps I will linish with

llrat controversial note. Thank you very much.
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ROUND TABLE DISCUSSIONS

Mr. Streips: If we are to get into the round tabl

discussion now, I would first of all like to thank all of
participants for what I found to be very intriguing remarks.

number of issues were raised which we can, I think, expl

more deeply during the round table discussion. Perhaps some

the earlier speakers have something to say about some of
the later speakers had to say. I think that first of all we might

that our colleague from Estonia represents the one Baltic st

which has not had voice yet. Let us open with his comments.

Simmu Tiik (the representative from Estonia): Just a

points, perhaps. I would like to start by referring to the comme

about the presentations. I remember one point made by o

Swedish colleague about the enormous cost of integrating

Central European and Baltic states into the European Union. I

some doubts. Are the costs really so enorrnous? Quite recently

when we oresented our wish to become a full member to B

wc declared that we don't want to be a member of the

Union because we want to set the monev of Swedish or French

any other taxpayers. We want to be members of the

Union because we belong to Europe, and it is absolutely natural

belong to the European Union. It is just our place. What we need i
not aid, but trade. This was declared by our former prime ministe

in 1993. We don't like the idea of beins ittst consumers; we

to contribute as much as we can. both in the European Union
in the PFP program. We like to be able to help in solving t

situation in Bosnia. We are ready to send our platoon to Bosnia

be intesrated in the Nordic battalion. the American division and
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,'n. If you are really talking about cost, I think you have to look at

tlrc matter on a country-by--country basis. It is somehow hard to

( ornpare, for example, Estonia and Poland - a country which is

rrrany times larger than Estonia with a much, much larger political

t'trlture. Each question must be treated separately.

I would also like to say something to colleague Karaganov.

Ir is indeed possible that he likes having a buffer zone between

l{ussia and Western Europe. For our part we can say that we

rcally do like the fact that such a large country, such a big buffer

zone, separates the Estonian border and the Great Wall of China.

I hank you very much.

Mr. Streips: I, too, would like to start with Dr. Karaganov

rrnd begin with an issue which Professor Kaminski raisccl. ls it

rrot in fact the case that Russia is pursuing a two-track policy ol'

sorts by on the one hand vigorously opposing thc cxpansi0tt ()l'

NATO to the East while at the same time lairly obviously

working to establish a military bloc of its own within the context

of the CIS, pursuing military adventures in Chechnya and

e lsewhere, seeking to renegotiate settled issues such as the CFE

treaty, and so forth and so on. Is there a double standard?

Mr. Karaganov: First of all, Mr. Kaminski, thank you

very much for telling me that I have a pleasant face. I would have

been more content if you had been a young lady, but thank you'

l'he idea is that there is an ugly face behind this pleasant face.

I,erhaps it is Mr. Grachev who has this ugly face. But Grachev is

one of the most courageous and constructive of Russian

lroliticians. He has been able to sign a treaty which places

l{ussian troops under American control. If Grachev is bad, then

who is good for you?
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Second, as to the two-track approach, there are str

things. Belarus and Russia and reconstructing their militan
with some kind of monev. but i do not know of a sinsle
where anything has been restructured. We have returned o

troops to Georgia, correct, but they have never been moved ou

We have legal grounds to return our troops there, and we ha

returned some of the trooos which were there before.
As to the broader issue, there are some people in R

who want to recreate not only the Tashkent treaty not just as

security affangement but as a defense treaty. Thank God, most o
our military people are not willing to do that, because they
understand what the cost would be. Russians are curentl
counting money more than at any point in our history. We a
poor, but not so poor that we need merger at any price.

Russians do not wish to be pushed, whether by NATO
enlargement or by talk of NATO enlargement, in the direction
where people who need our country would be the ones interested

in some kind of collective security with Russia and the other
countries of the CIS. What if they were to gain the upper hand?

I don't think they could, because there is no money, but I believe
that they should be kept at bay by not enlarging NATO. With
respect to whether there are other faces behind me, behind
Grachev and the others ... there are some. of course. and some

are quite ugly. Thank you.

Mr. Streips: Dr. Kaminski, have you anything to add?

Dr. Kaminski: Well, when I spoke of the ugly face of
General Grachev, what I had in mind was the whole adventure in
Chechnya. As the defense minister, he can probably take
decisions on this. I don't know if such decisions are made by the
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rlt'lcnse ministry or by the government in Russia. On the other

lrirrrd, the fact is that that the troops which were going to be

rt'rrroved from Belarus are going to stay there, and this means

tlrlt we'11 have Russian soldiers on the Polish frontier. This is an

r'llcctive enlargement of the Russian military space. Thank you

\'('t'y much.
Mr. Huldt: Let me say something about the costs. This is

rrot only a question of money; it obviously also involves the

rcslructuring of societies so that they can be compatible with the

l'rrropean Union. I think there are considerable costs involved, and

I urr sure that they vary from one country to another. There is, as

rve all know, this monstrosity which is called the Common

Agricultural Policy. I think this is going to create enoffnous

rlililculties in some countries, including Romania, Bulgaria,

llungary and some others which are up for European Union

rrrcrnbership. You said that it's not a question of aid, but a question

rrl'trade. The question of trade may also be one of considerable

,lilliculty. I am sure that all kinds of costs will be country-specific,
ycs. But I also think that generally there is an underestimation or

rrrr inadequate recognition among the countries of the costs which

rvill be involved for themselves and for other countries. I am not

';rrying that it is impossible, but I am saying that it will involve a

vcry considerable process of change in the various countries, as

rvcll as a process of reapportioning the burden within the European

tlnion. Given the relative lack of speed with which the Union is

lrlesently moving, this will take time.

Mr. Streips: Ambassador Hunter, I would like to turn the

slme question to the issue of NAIO enlargement. In your

rcmarks you listed some of the issues which countries need to
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consider as they move closer to NAfO membership, but you di
not particularly address the issue of being prepared to join NA
as a true contributor. If we heard about the oroblems which a

engendered by such a relatively elementary issue as ammuniti
for non-compatible weapons in training exercises, there

certainly be no talk in the immediate future of the Balti
countries or, indeed, of some of the Central European countri
of being anywhere near compatible to NAIO standards in te
of formins common defense alliances. Isn't that true?

Ambassador Hunter: Well. as I mentioned. one of t
considerations we Americans have in NATO in decidins on t
whole issue of enlargement is looking for countries which a

prepared to be producers as well as consumers of security. Thi
relates not so much to the issue of whether the country that ioi
NATO would instantaneously be a country able to engage i

foreign military activities. We had Spain rn 1982, there were
number of countries which joined before they were able to
nrany of the things that NAfO does or even to step toward t
Military Committee. While Spain is participating fully in Bosnia,
it is not an integrated partner of the structure. The issue relates as

much as anything to convincing our parliaments that as we ma

a commitment to these countries, we know that they take their
security seriously, and they are prepared to make their
contribution to common security within the alliance and are

prepared to make commitments to other allies, as well. When r
comes to the Article 5 commitment, namely, the commitment to
defend one another, it is conceivable that countries that join
NATO might be called on to defend some existing members

more than the existing members might be called on to defend
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,,lhcr members against external threats. This should be thought

orrt very carefully, particularly when we go to the United States

Senate to say that we want to give these guarantees. This does

rrot mean that a country has to be fully integrated at the time we

,lecide to enlarge. But it is does mean that they have to be

rrroving in the right direction, that they have shown a firm
rvillingness to do so and that the process of intent followed by

;rctivity will be the standard. The issue will not be whether the

rountry has already completed the process. I am glad you put

l our finger on this, because it shows that at least one clcar

t'r'iterion for membership is going to be very deep engagcttrcttt itt

I'urtnership for Peace. Any country that is not prcparctl lo lrlrry
its full role in the partnership should probably ttot lltittk. rtlrottl

loining NATO. We haven't said that lilrlrrillly' lrrrl I llttttl' rt

rvould not be wise.

Let me also say, since I raisccl tltc t;ttcstiolt ol ;oitttttli' llr;rl

lkr Huldt raised a very itnportunt poiltt ltlrottl Atttt'tit;rtt

e ngagement. We ale engaged herc -- wc tltc Atttct icittls lirt rt

t'ombination of reasons. One of these is sotuctltitrg that shoulcl

rrot be underestimated. It is American character and Amcricatt

lristory, which show a commitment to democracies, to many

tountries that share these deepest of values. fhe American

lrcople historically have not fought over the amounts of power'

lhey fight for the things that niatter and can fight for them- It
rvas striking, for example, that in the Second World War our

lrattles in Europe took precedent over the war in Asia, even

though it was an Asian power that attacked the United States

llrst. Even with regard to the Persian Gulf war, when there was

ir very strong and compelling concern about oil, the thing that
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captured the imagination of the average American was twofold
one - defense against aggression as a concept, and two * t
comparison that was made between Saddam Hussein and Adol
Hitler. The average American could understand precisely

was engaged in these issues which went beyond strategi
interests. At the same time. however. strategic interests we
very important in what we did three times in this century.

came here in 1917 when the war had been going on for t
years. We came in 1941 - actually, by the time we got in it
late in 1942 and the war had been soins on for three vears. A
we sot in earlv in the Cold War. Now we want to make sure

there will be no new Cold War. that there will be no new divisr
of Europe, no new threat. We will do what we can through
complex of activities to give any country in Europe, including
Russia, the incentive to do things differently so that we do not
have any real emergencies, so that we must not struggle against

the same difficulties which we faced three other times. It may be

diffrcult for some people to comprehend where we're coming
liom. I should have stated more clearly earlier that the freedom
and independence of this country and its sister republics is

critically imporlant for the United States. We are not about to
stand still for another 51 year period of the violation of the

independence of Latvia and its two sister republics.
Dr. Kamp: I would like to add two points to the question

of who is "in" and who is "out", for two reasons. First of all, the

question'of the "who's" is looming in all debates on the question

of NAIO enlargement. Secondly, the three Baltic countries have

received signals from the NATO states that they will not be

chosen in the f,rrst step.
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First of all, with respect to determining the "who". The

('nlargement debate has taken place for some time at least partly

rrrrcler a moral roof. That means that some people felt in a way

tlrlt Eastern Europeans deserve to be taken into NAIO because

tlrcy had been held hostage for so many years. That's

rrnderstandable, but it is very problematic, because it is very

,lill-rcult to choose. You have to point out, for instance, that three

,rl'the Visegrad countries deserve it more than the fourth. Do the

Itirltic states deserve it less?

A second approach to determining the "who", to

,letermining the candidates, would be a strategic approach' a

r;rtional security policy approach. This would makc thc proL:ess

,rl'choosing much easier for NATO, but it woulcl bc paiplirl lor'

lfiose who are not chosen. We must renrcnbcr tltitt tttitlty itt

lrurope feel that membership cclLtals sccttrily rttttl

non-membership equals non-security. I f-ecl tliat this is ttttt lltc

t'rrse, and we should not forget the basic lessons o1'the Colcl W:rr:

vou can create circumstances in which countries which are not

rrrcmbers of NATO are very safe, and everybody knows it. T'he

t'ountry knows it, and the potential aggressor knows it as well.

We have a representative here of one country which lived under

tlrese conditions - Sweden. Sweden had a tacit agreement or a

llcit understanding that it belongs to the West, whatever that

n)cans. Sweden also did all of the hardware work to make sure

that in the case of war it could become the 17th NATO member

:;late just by switching a couple of buttons. For those who remain

,rutside of NAIO, this means that they can very much create

t'ircumstances through the PFP to make it clear to their own

lrLrblic and to any aggressor that they are "in", even though for
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political or many other reasons they are formally "out".
Mr. Carlsen: I wanted to come in on a couple of the i

which have been raised. The first was the cost issue. At NA
we have also had a cost discussion. To be frank, even with
American ambassador sitting next to me, there are conservati

at NAIO, both civilian and military, who say that this is going

be verv costly and that because of the cost issue, NATO will
enlarge for a very long time. The good thing, certainly, is that it'
not the old NAIO which is going to enlarge. We don't have

build the old command structures and bases and all that, beca

we don't have the threat against NATO. We can build a li
NATO, and that means that it will not be so costly.

But I agree very much on the second point about this c

issue. Even if we look at the small peacekeeping actions wit
which we are dealing noq we must go to our parliaments to tr

these peacekeeping actions. The Danes have had 1,500 people i
Croatia for quite some time under the [IN, and from time to ti
we get refunds from NAIO - a couple of years later, but we

the refunds. Now we have a new situation with the NAI
peacekeeping forces, and we had different discussions with o
parliament to get our 800 people to Bosnia. I know about t

same discussion in the Polish parliament to get the people gor

and I know about the discussions which are coming in the Balti
states about having only a platoon going. It's going to be very

costly, .and it shows what it takes, actually, to do only
peacekeeping, as is the case in Bosnia.

The second question I would like to deal with is t
question about enlargement and America. Again, I think I woul

take issue and say that I can find some Americans who are
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tlrinking more about the situation in America than the situation

rrr lrurope. By luckily, they are not only thinking about the old

NA|O. They don't see why they should care so much more

irlrout the security of Denmark than the security of Poland,

,lemocratic Poland, or the security of the democratic Baltic
';lrtes. So it's a question of solving that enlargement issue,

rvhether we should keep NAIO going the way it should be going.

I see it a bit the other way around from Bo Huldt's view.

Normally when a Dane and a Swede are together, we try to

,lisagree.

The third issue to get the discussion going is with my
( icrman colleague. Germany is our other neighbor. We always

lry to tease them if we can. Mr. Kamp said something abor-rt

Arrierican interest or lack of interest in Central and I'litstcrlt

l,urope. But isn't it true that in Germany there is also a tcrrclcncy

iunong some politicians to speak only about thc Viscgracl

t'ountries and forget about the democratic Baltic states?'Ihere I

lrcard some of them talking about the Baltic states in terms of
.;lying that the Nordic states can take care of the Baltic states,
,lrmebody can take care of the Mediterranean states, and

t iermany should only really care about its neighbors to the East-

I have also heard some Americans, including highly esteemed

lrcople such as Mr. Kissinger and others, who hold the same

view. That's not going to work. Regionalism is okay, but only if
vou have it within a framework like the PFP, with NAIO behind

rt. We can do the work that we are doing now with the

l'artnership for Peace and with the Baltic battalion, but the

Nordic countries cannot do it alone.

My fourth point - I only had three, but my fourth point is
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a point of order. Shouldn't we break a bit and also give a cha

for questions from the audience? They have been very pati

listening. Some are falling asleep, others have left alread

Shouldn't we have the possibility of hearing some questt

now?
Mr. Streips: We can as soon as I get through my

question, because I'm at the podium. Ambassador Hunter

asked for the floor, but I would like to continue with what

minister said. Indeed. in most countries of the NATO allia

there is certainly no unanimity of opinion concerning expansi

to the East, and America is no exception. And with respect to t
commitment to democracv. it seems to me that even for Ameri

the respect for democracy is subsumed under strategic inte

You're right that in the case of the Persian Gulf there

parallels drawn between Saddam Hussein and Adolph Hitler.

do not, however, recall anyone drawing parallels betwee

Kuwait and Denmark.
Ambassador Hunter: Well. I'm delishted if the NA

debate can bring the Danes and the Swedes together. Just a coup

of points. One, I think I didn't answer properly Bo Huldt's poi

about whether the expansion question in the United States

going to help or hurl our commitment to Europe. I think it's got

to help, because it relates directly to two things. First, the securl

question for the future in terms of keeping us from having

reoeat what we did three times. Gettine France closer to

alliance is nice, but it doesn't answer that question in particul

What happens in other countries in this part of the world is
germane. Second, it is parl of redeeming pledges that were m

over the course of 40 years in regard to helping countries,
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tlrrl they have an opportunity at democracy, to be able to
, ,,rrsolidate. So I think that this NATO casting its concerns toward
('t'rrtral Europe is going to be helpful in terms of building support

rrr thc United States for continuing. I can't prove that, but it is my

lrt'licf. I also want to associate myself with what Mr. Kamp said

,rl,o1'1 6.'n* in NAIO or not in NAfO. If you join NAfO, you are

nol necessarily secure, except against the one particular type of
tlrrcat which invokes Article 5. You can join NATO and end up

rrilh an authoritarian regime, and nobody is going to be happy

lrving in that country. Or you can not joinNATO but really do the

rlrings in Pafinership with Peace and then find over the course of
lrrrrc that that has done the trick. That is what it's all about, and

Irrrnkly, joining NATO without doing everything that's involved

rurth Partnership for Peace is backwards' That's what I arguccl

,':rrlier. I don't encourage anybody to try to join NA|O unlcss

1111:y ore doing these other things, precisely for the reasons which

l\lr. Kamp raised. I also noticed that he talked about Swcclcn

lrrrving been the 17th nation of NAfO and got away with it.

Dr. Kamp: That was so that you wouldn't have to do it this

1 ililc.
Ambassador Hunter: I have said that in the past, and I got

rrr rleep trouble because the Swedes were not willing to own up

t,r it. But it illustrates the point that you were making.

Mr. Streips: Thank you, Ambassador. Indeed I think

\\ c can also entertain comments or questions from the

lloor. I would only like to say that there are microphones

l,r'tween some of the seats, and if you are going to speak, you

rrrust take some of those microphones and stand up. That is not

lrt'cause we will not hear you, but because the translators need to
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be able to hear you, and that will happen only through
microphone. While people are thinking of questions, go ah

sir.

Mr. Karaganov: Of course I'm not against questions lro
the audience, but just a few very small comments on the need

enlarge and the issue of NATO members and non-mem
Even taking into consideration the comments which I m
before about my personal view ofthe consequences, I am not
naffow minded as to sav that it is an issue of do or die. This i
not the case. You already mentioned that it is not true that
have been left outside. We are very much involved i
cooperation with various countries. The colleagues who
sitting here at this table, our Baltic colleagues, our Polis
colleagues, Swedish, American, especially Danish colleagues
they know that we are cooperation very much, so we are in
process. I think this is very important, taking into account t
we want to be in the process. Again expressing my perso

view, I think that it would be a very damaging situation if o

country was told "no". That would, I would say, badly infl
the development our democratic reforms. or even our trust in
West as a whole. So it's being in the process without fostering o
pushing any immediate need to be in the alliance. It seems to
that that is the approach to take to be in the process.

Mr. Streips: Yes, sir.

Dr. Kamp: Maybe a short comment. It's not the case t

you'll wake up one morning and decide, "Well, from now on I'1
be secure". That is not the case. What we are interested in is real
security, and it requires real commitment. It takes some time, and

it takes a lot of work. And I agree fully that it is a process, and
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rlr,' lxrper is not the most important thing. The most important

rlrrrrll is to be really integrated, to have real commitments, to

Ilrlc real focus, to be a partner yourself. There is no one-way

',trrct. It has to be a two-way street'

Mr. Streips: Please take the microphone.

Mr. Freudenstein: Thank you very much. I'm Roland

lrr.rrdenstein. I'm the representative of the Konrad-Adenauer

I r,rrnclation in Warsaw and so a colleague of Mr. Apinis. Thanks

,rl,.iln for inviting me here, and the invitation shall be returned.

There are three things which I find wrong with the debate

',,r lirr, and I'd like to point them out. One, there is a myth which

lrrs remained unchallenged so far to the effect that NATO

''nlargement weakens Russia's democrats. Enlargement hasn't

{'\,cn happened yet, and there is a lot of skepticism about it in the

Wcst, but we already have seen a constant weakening of Russia's

rl(.ltocrats over the last couple of years. In fact, looking at thc

policy of Mr. Yeltsin, as well as Mr. Kozyrev, I fail to recognize

rvlrat they stood for two or three years ago. You an also quote a

hrt of opinion polls which say that in fact the Russian population

r I totally disinterested in questions about NATO enlargement or

ilolt-enlargement. In fact I would understand them, because they

Iurve a lot of other things to care about such as jobs, the economy,

rilllation, where to buy goods and so on. In fact I do believe that

tlrc problem of NATO enlargement, the psychological problem

,rt' NATO enlargement for Russia is a problem of the political

, lass which has painted itself into a corner intellectually by

rcaffirming to itself that NAIO enlargement is dangerous and

rvill be bad for the democrats. That's one thing.

Second, there is a very important reason, maybe the most
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important reason for NATO enlargement, the most im
reason to my mind, which hasn't really come up so far, and t
is the following idea. For about 200 years, and not only duri
the time of the Cold War, a number of countries between Talli
and Tirana have had somethins of a second*class status as far
sovereignty and security were concerned. In modern
century terms, they had diminished sovereignty and very limr
security. They were the playground for the superpowers of t
respective era. There were territories to be fought over, occupi
and, sometimes, annexed. I think the year 1989 gave us t
chance of the centurv to do awav with this kind of two-c
system in European security. Russia can take care of its securr
It can definitely take care of its psychological security. But t
countries, these deeply European countries, have a claim
frnally get into the business class for everyone, the business c
of European security. I believe that NAIO enlargement, as wel
as EU enlargement, are the only instruments to bring that a

and that wouldn't solve all of their problems. They would stil
have lots of internal factors of instability. But it would do
with a two-class system in European security.

The third point is that we can all show one another
difficult and how complex and how hard to bring about these
enlargement processes are. There are a lot of difficulties,
are a lot of hardships involved. there is even cost involved.
although not, I believe, as much as some people claim.
instead of assurins each other how difficult all this is. whv don'
we turn around to our national audiences, our parliaments a
our populations and convince them that these are necessary

steps? I think it's no good repeating over and over how difficul
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llrrrrgs are going to be. If we are convinced that this is the right

tltrrrg, then we'd better turn around and convince the skeptics.

llris is something to do for those who are here from Russia. They

rrrrrlrt turn around and try to tell their political class that NATO

r.lrlilrgement is in fact not dangerous for Russia. It is also

,,,rrrrething for those of us from NATO and the European Union.

llranks very much.

Mr. Streips: Thank You. Ambassador?

Ambassador Hunter: Thank you for the originality of

\ orrr three points. Your second point, the idea of doing away with

tlrc two-class system of security - that was one of the IeaSonS

lrchind the cooperation council, behind Partnership for Peace

,rrrd, of course, behind enlargement. These countries have a right

I0 security and a right not to be at the mercy of a larger system.

whether or not it's a myth that NAIO enlargement is somehow

rclated to Russian democrats - I'm intrigued by your idea that

rlris may be the case, but I can't judge that. I don't live in Russia.

r )no thing is that if enlargement of NATO helps to provide
,rccurity for Europe, if enlargement of the European Union helps

ro provide prosperity, that has to benefit anybody in Russia

rvho,s trying to have a positive future for their country. That's

orrc thing of which we're trying to convince people: NATO

,.nlargement will provide Russia with security, as well. That is

,;.mething, frankly, which they have not been able to provide for

tlrcmselves in Central Europe, aS we saw ovef the last 50 years.

l he last part is the most difficult. I don't want to try to convince

,,rrr parliaments. Sitting in NAIO as the American ambassador,

l've got problems with that. It's not any of the things we've

rrrlked about. It's making sure we can build public support in all
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l6 countries to do the thine we have to do to have a secure futu
in the Europe of the indefinite future. That's our bi
challenge right now, beyond any of the arguments, and I'm
you've put your finger on it.

Mr. Streips: I would like to add to that and pose a ques

to Professor Karaganov. Yes, for 200 years there has been
subsumation of security between Tallinn and Tirana. If you I

at the area between Tallinn and Kaunas, it has been at the hand
of one specific country. It has been at the hands of the politi
system which has at one time or another governed Russia. I fi
it intriguing to hear people, including several speakers

today, say that NATO membership for the Baltic countries is
a question of defense against a possible security problem
the East, that it is a question of European involvement, that it i
a question of many other things but it is not a question of fear.
don't think that's true at all.

Mr. Karaganov: Thank you very much for pointing at
particular issue, because I have been shocked by the way thi
discussion has gone. We were talking about a political issue,
Iet me remind you that our Polish friend was talking about Russi
soldiers on the Belarussian border and Russian soldiers on
Turkish border. If somebody is saying that there has to be
defense against Russia, then I must say "Thank you". It's exactly
what I'm afraid of - that the alliance is inadvertently being buil
against Russia. What Bob Hunter said represents the curren
thinking of the American administration, and unfortunately the
thinking of the administration is not shared in this part of the world
by ali people. I am afraid that we could return the military factor
to the debate. The second thing I want to say is rather frank. I am
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rr ([:rnocrat, and unlike you, I have risked in the previous decades

l,y saying that a neighbor should be a friend. I don't want to hear

rilry myths, but it is the political class of Russia which is engaging

rrr them. The population, thank God, is not interested in debates

irlr0ut NAIO, and I know that the populations of your countries are

,,r,cn less interested in the debate about NATO than is the case in

l(rrssia. The issue is one of the survival of the new political class

rvlrich is related to the liberal and capitalist way of thought. It is

lilllrting for its survival. If talk concems the expansion of NATO

to l)oland or beyond, this can strike them very painfully' Once we

,;cnt some German leaders to areas outside of Moscow to talk to

rlrc public. They did, and they were badly bitten on that precise

rssue - when they started to defend NATO enlargement' I don't

rvant this issue to be put on the agenda of any big Russian political

,lcbate, because I know what the reaction will be. It will be

,rrrtomatic. Thank God that now the issue is being fought within

rlrc political class, but let me remind you that in a democracy it can

bc that things are decided by polarized forces. That's democracy,

lrut is it good? Thank you.

Mr. Streips: Our Estonian colleague, please.

Simmu Tiik: If we are talking about fear,I cannot say that

| ,stonians are so afraid of Russia that they cannot sleep at night.

l'hey are concerned, because a lot of unpleasant news is coming

liom Russia. You have heard a lot of unpleasant news even today

rrbout the psychological problems of the Russian political elite,

rrs well as part of their public. We do sleep, however. We are

(:oncerned, because we are realists' But we do sleep at night

bccause we have to work during the day. Thank you.

Mr. Streips: Professor Kaminski?
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Dr. Kaminski: I want to emphasize that my remarks a
Russian troops on the Polish frontier were not meant to indica
any fear. We do not foresee any conflict with Russia. I mentio
this only as an example of double standards, and that is
different matter altogether.

Mr. Streips: Mr. Huldt?
Mr. Huldt: I would like to comment on Mr. Freudenstein'

last point - that we should convince the skeptics and tell the
that the costs are not as large as some, perhaps including
Huldt, would say. I fully agree that if ow assumption is - a

mine is - that unless there is a widening and deepening of t
European Union, the continued viability and long*term survi
of Europe as we know it is at stake. I believe this. Given this,
course, I know that it cannot be a question ofcost, because

stakes are so enormous. The point is, however, that there is
very limited realization among our electorate's. In your country
as well as in my country and many other countries, the peop

who are the decision makers will have to take the decisions
widening and deepening. Despite the fact that I'm sitting close
Sergey Karaganov, this leads me to believe that Russia is not t
greatest danger that we face. The greatest danger that we face i
that this European integration process might collapse, because i
the larger global context that would mean the end of t
historical construct that we refer to as "the 'West". That incl
Bob Hunter and the Japanese and lots of others. The possibili
that this inajor concept might collapse is the real danger. Russi

is a relatively minor item in this strategic picture. This has a lo
to do with what you are calling for. Of course we should go ou

and talk to our audiences and electorate's and people who
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rlrink ought to know better. But we are facing an uphill battle,

rrrrcl we should be aware of this, I think. Thank you.

Mr. Streips: I would like to ask the "minor item", because

I rlon,t think that he is all that minor - the argument that you are

rrrising to the effect that NAIO expansion should be treated very

crrrefully less it lead to unfavorable debate among the political

t'lilss in Russia is an awfully convenient argument for Russia,

rsn't it? Especially if you can sell it to the parliaments and to

lrublic opinion in the West, that's an easy way to stop the process'

Mr. Karaganov: Sure' We are not as stupid as we look,

probably.

Ambassador Hunter: Hopefully' none of us is'

Mr. Streips: Ambassador, have you something to say?

Ambassador Napper: Larry Napper, U.S. ambassador to

l,atvia. I wanted to make a comment on the cost and to ask a

tluestion. We have found that in Latvia and in the other Baltic

states you can do an awful lot with a fairly small amount of
r.csources, especially in the security area. I think Mr. carlsen's

comments on the Baltic battalion are a perfect example of this.

l{clatively small amounts of security assistance from a number

ol,countries have been very successful in this endeavor, and I

rlrink it's an example and a model which ought to be followed in

'ther 
ways. A small contribution to a partnership can have a

rnultiplier effect, and I think we could deal with the question of
cost by thinking about it in that vain'

Secondly, a question for Mr. Karaganov: We've talked a lot

lrcre about Russian attitudes toward NATO expansion, and

I wonder if you see a possibility for evolution of these attitudes

over time? For instance, I can remember a time when it was very
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bluntly stated in Russian statements and in references to Russ
public opinion that it could never tolerate the idea of a uni
Germany within NAIO, and in fact this happened over time.
wonder if you see the possibility that, for instance, the operati
which has worked well in terms of incorporating Russian
into the operation in Bosnia and which has shown that
partnership can exist between Russia and NAfO in a very difficu
situation, whether this might not effect, over time, the attitude
the political class in Russia? In the end, if Russia and NAIO
be partners in Bosnia, must they be adversaries in the world?

Mr. Karaganov: I believe that precisely, and that's why
is rny pleasure t+ wait for an opportunity. We have been workin
in Russia for quite some time, together with our NAIO frie
to change the attitudes of the political class and the populati
toward NATO, and we were succeedins verv well until the i
of enlargement. Now we are almost back to where we used to
except for one issue, and that is the military threat. If we build
a robust strategic relations with NAIO, a friendly relationshi
with strong, bilateral military relationships with major NA
countries and smaller NAIO countries. the issue will
completely different after several years. The problem is that
have got ourselves into a blind alley at this time, and that's
most unfortunate place to make decisions. Nobody knows
will happen in the year 2000, but if by the year 1999 or 2000
build up something along the lines of mutual trust which is
on common policy, I think there will be different views. If this
trust and the enlargement of NATO are put into a

context, it will be a different picture.
Mr, Streips: Taking that point fi.rttrer, Dr. Karaganov, how do
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\.orr see the attitude evolving in the wake of the parliamentary

,,lcctions which are coming up and, although of course it is much too

,.;rrly to predict who might eventually become the next president of

Itrrssia, dwing the presidential campaign which will certainly

nrvolve some people who are less tolerant on this issue than others?

Mr. Karaganov: I don't think that it will be a big issue in

rhc parliamentary election, but in the presidential election the

n'lrsle issue of foreign policy will be a relatively major issue, as

rve: know the plans of the opposition parties. Under the

r rr.cumstances it will be the president who will be attacked, and

rlrc result could only be a hardening of positions, unfortunately.

Mr. Streips: Ambassador Hunter?

Ambassador Hunter: First on cost enlargement. Within

NATO itself, as those of you who have looked at the study know,

rvhile every new ally is expected to make a pledge to the security

,rl'the alliance as a whole and to bear its full burdens, there is no

NATO commitment to deploy forces into any new ally, and we

Ilrve also, based upon an analysis of the situation, ruled out for

rlrc indefinite future any stationing of nuclear weapons there. In

,rrlclition, we have seen no particular need, as we look to the

Irrture, to create new military commands. There are three areas in

rvhich cost-association is discussed but in which costs are either

trrvial or don't exist. Yes, there are costs at NATO headquarters

,rs we get each ally to give up some of its protected positions in

order to open up some other positions to do the administration,

lrilt these costs are relatively minor. I think it's important what

rlrc ambassador said about countries that are either in the

lrrrrtnership or want to join NATO' We are not asking people to

l,rry hi-tech weaponry or offensive weaponry, or airplanes or
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tanks or the like. We're asking people in the first instance

change the structure of their military, to have good, clean con

to become inter--operable to be able to deal with things li
Bosnia. That is relatively cheap, and in some cases it mi

actually be cheaper than what they are doing today. Now, wi

regard to the other issues, which is the evolution in Russia, it i
our hope that what NATO actually does, in a non-threatent

way, will be perceived for what it is rather than for what it isn'

Nobody can guarantee that, but it's our hope, just as was the

in the evolution of the German question. It's also our hope

by the time of the Russian election next year, the biggest item

foreign policy with regard to NAIO will be - and let us hope

this. and let us work for it - the success of NAIO's efforts a

the success of Russia's efforts and the success of other

efforts in Bosnia. Evervbody would stand to win from t
including the people in the Russian elections who are disposed

work closely with the West. This is not guaranteed, but at

we have the chance to work for it.
Mr. Streips: Mr. Karaganov, understanding that fore

policy is perhaps not a major issue in the campaign, could

parliamentary elections not end up with a parliament

would tend to reverse the process which has been made

cooperation in Bosnia, if not scuttle it altogether?

Mr. Karaganov: It could not reverse totally, because

parliament, according to the constitution, is unable to do t
But it could put a few stumbling blocks in the way - refusing t
frnance, for example, and I suspect that would be an issue. A
parliament, by the way, could refuse to finance. It's very simp

It's the nature of any parliament to cut money. But
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t,,rrlitment in Russia would have problems with financing this

Irrrrl of an operation. We'll have to find a way.

Mr. Streips: Are there other questions from the floor?

Mr. Sta-"rst My name is Guntis Stamers, I'm a

r,.:;r.archer for the Latvian Institute of International Affairs, and I
lr;rvc a question for Mr. Karaganov. You touched a bit upon the

l,r,rblem of the ethnic Russian minority in the Baltic states. what

rlr ]ou mean by this? What kind of compromise would be

;r, ccptable to Russia on this question?

Mr. Karaganov: First of all, I did not talk about ethnic

l{rrssians. My favorite line in Russian fiction is one by Yuri

It.nyarov, and it runs like this: "The chancellor of the Russian

I rrpire, Karl Erich Maria Ivan Vaislejvich Nesaroda. He was

lroln of a Jewish mother and a German father on a Spanish ship

rrrrvcling from London to Dura. That',s one of the definitions of
lrcing Russia. What I was talking about was the rights of
rrrinorities. If these minorities are content, then we are content.

Mr. Streips: In that case, I would like to turn to the

'lrostion of the European Union. In the discussion so far, we

lr:rve focused largely on NAIO. I was interested in one remark

rrhich Mr. Karaganov made to the effect that Russia would be

,rnrply delighted if the Baltic states were to join the European

linion, because this would place prosperity relatively close to

rlrcir borders. I find it relatively difficult to believe that there is

rrrranimity of enthusiasm in the Russian government on this

lrrrrticular issue. Dr. Huldt, do you have anything to say about the

t'l'lbct on relations further to the East?

Dr. Huldt: Well, I was very happy to hear Sergey say that

rlris would be fine, because there have also been other indications
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of much less enthusiasm. There is apparcntly some discuss

about the steps which would be taken ir-r thc future' Membershi

in the European Union would imply some sort of relationshi

with the Western European Union, and then we would ha

membership in NATO - that's the sorl of argument. But

personally agree with what Sergey said. Russia ought to

rational and see that if the Baltic republics develop

relations with the European Union, this is going to brl

prosperity closer to Russia and bring it closer to a civili

Europe. This was a theme that was heard in the presentations

civil society and the fact that war has been ruled out as

possibility. Given the conditions in modern Europe, this will
the only way of realizing what Peter the Great accomplished.

was not the best friend of the Swedes but I would still give hi

recognition for the window toward Europe' To me, it would

very logical to be rational in this manner.

Mr. Streips: Just bear in mind, please, where Peter buil

the window to Europe. Are there more questions from the fl
Simmu Tiik: I have a point to make. Some people prefi

a closed door instead of using the window.

Mr. Streips: True. Yes?

Mr. Raudseps: I'm Pauls Raudseps from the newspa

Diena . Since the question of Russian speakers and minoriti

was raised, this is an interesting question in terms of NA
enlargement. There have been some indications that the fact

there are substantial Russian minorities in the Baltic states co

be a significant impediment to NAIO membership for the Balti

states. And I would be interested in hearing any number

opinions on this, especially from Ambassador Hunter.
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Ambassador Hunter: It's not a problem for us'

Mr. Streips: The Estonian representative, please'

Simmu Tiik: I think the Russians in Estonia need security,

lrro. Not worse that what the Estonians had, however.

Mr. Streips: You mentioned as a positive aspect the fact

tlrrrt the CzechRepublic does not have an ethnic question'

Dr. Kamp: The point I want to add has to do with the

(tilestion which was posed by Mr. Carlsen, which by and large

rrrtcrrelates with yours. Mr. Carlsen said rightly that German

lroliticians have expressed a very clear prefelence for the

Vrscgrad countries and have somewhat neglected the Baltic

'rliltes. Two points. First of all, it is natural that some countries

,lcllne areas of interest. Of course we are getting a little closer to

llrrngary, to Poland and so forth. That is what makes the problem

,,1'NAIO enlargement so diffrcult. We have countries in NATO

rvlro don't - and this is an exaggeration - but who don't care

irlrout Eastern Europe at all. The Spaniards don't give a damn for

rlrcm. They say - hey, our problem is the whole Mediterranean

I lnion, so you have to focus much more on that. The problem is

rlrilt it should not be debated on the basis of terms of exclusion.

I have never understood the arguments in Germany that the

t.llrnic minorities in the Baltic countries are a factor which may

lrrol"ribit Baltic access to NATO. I have never understood that' I

,rlso don't understand the very common argument that the Ilaltic
,rlirtes are military indefensible. This is ridiculous. Berlin has

ncver been defensible.

Mr. Bajarunas: Let me speak to the previous question -
Itussia or Sergey Karaganov accepting the idea that the Baltic

;rates might merge into the European Union. I think that if this
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was really the case of Russian fbrcign policy. it would be an issue

where Russian politicians would 1.rnd conscnsr,rs with some of the

forces of the West which are also pr-rsliing us toward the idea of
neutrality or the idea of having Europcan membership instead of
NATO membership. This in some ways reflects the attitude of
dividing security into different notions. Security is not indivisible,
and this is the clear attitude of Russia and Sergey Karaganov - the

attitude that the EU is only an economic type of body. This is
totally wrong. Or it may not be wrong, but it reflects only one side

of the EU. This may be an efforl to try to divide the economic,
political and defense elements of security. And it's also a notion
which could become the ofhcial Russian position. It reflects again

the great simplification of the view of what is NATO and what is
the EU. NATO is a defense alliance, according to the Russians,

while the EU is just an economic club or an economic

organization. But we can all see that in the upcoming EU
conference, one of the issues will be the strengthening of
common fbreign and security policy in the EU. If is not foreseen,

01'course, that the EU may replace NATO in terms of defense, but
this will strengthen defense. I doubt, therefore, that after the

strengthening of common foreign policy, Russia will continue to

be in favor of Baltic acceptance in the EU.
Mr. Streips: Mr. Carlsen and then Ambassador Hunter.
Mr. Carlsen: I just wanted to take up the German remark.

When Denmark joined NATO in 1949, there were people saying

that Denmark was not defensible. if you look at the map of those

days, you will understand why they said so. We never had to test

this claim, and this is how it should be. At the same time,
however, we had in Denmark 500,000 people who made up the
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( it:rman-speaking minority. For 200 years before World War II,
I icrmany was Denmark's major security problem. Ten years later

t icrman joined NATO, and we had the first German soldiers

lorning back on Danish soil. We had demonstrations about this,

Irrrt things had changed. As members of the EU and NAIO, we

,krn't really remember that this is only 50 years ago. When the

rrrinister went to the Danish-German NATO command a month

,r1qo, he was on the plane or the helicopter going there when he

',rrddenly said to me: "Who is the commander at the moment? Is

rt a Dane or a German? Which language should I speak?" That
,;lrows that things are changing and that this should also apply to

tlrc other part of Europe.

Mr. Streips: Ambassador?

Ambassador Hunter: I'll just return to an earlier point.

I think one has to be clear that Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia are

rvcstern countries, they have a right to be in the West, and they

lrrrve right to security. We're just talking about the best way and

tlrc best time to go about that. With regard to the relationship

Irctween NATO and EU membership, it is true that in the NATO
,;lrrdy there are a couple of paragraphs which talk about a

lorrespofldence. That is kind of ambiguous for a reason. 'fhere

\vcre some NATO allies and EU members who wanted to see it
rr'lated. The U.S. is very clear on this. We don't think that NATO
rvill or should wait for the European Union to take our decisions

r)n enlargement. If they make their decision soon enough to suit

rrs. that's great. If they don't, we're going to go ahead. We see no

rtason to wait.
Mr. Streips: Thank you. Yes, please?

Mr. Gunstradter: My name is John Gunstradter, and I am
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the country officer for Estonia, Latvia atttl l.itltuania at the S

Depaftment in Washington. I'd likc to rcrtct to some of the thm

that people have said. Mr. Bajarunas. I thought, made

excellent point by saying that when Karerganov speaks so bluntl
against membership for the Baltic states in N.A1-O, there is a

implication there that Russia has already acknowledged

Central Europe or Central European states will join.
problem with the way Karaganov expressed it is that he drew

line at the Niemen river or at the Polish border. The second thi
is that I think Mr. Kaminski made some extremely importa
points about Chechnya and the long-term corrosive effects

it could have. as well as the double standard. I think we have

look and see that even in the formation of the so*cal

Commonwealth of Independent States back in late 1991, the

the organization was formulated by Yeltsin implied or stated

desire to form more than just economic cooperation. There w

some thousht to drawins lines fiom the East as far back as th

But in the spirit of Mr. Freudenstein, I would also like to su

that perhaps the panelists have forgotten another element in t
discussion today. Drawing on what Mr. Kaminski said, we ha

been speaking of Russia as a coherent entity. One can make

very logical case that the break-up of the Soviet Union

caused by Gorbachev's failure to let the Baltic states regain

de facto independence and sovereignty in the late 1980s.

Unknown speaker: I'll start my question with a

which you may refute. I don't think that anyone in the Euro

Union is seriously thinking of extending the Commo

Agricultural Policy to Poland, Romania, Bulgaria, Lithuania

Latvia, because the costs involved are incredibly large. Taki
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llrlt into account, is it not the case that we are not talking about

t osts to western taxpayers, but rather costs to certain interest

liloups? Western taxpayers in Sweden or Finland and so on

rvould for the most part benefit from freer trade, cheaper goods

,rrrcl the dismantlement of the Common Agricultural Policy,

rvhich costs every consumer in the western countries who is not

,r larmer thousands of dollars, probably. Isn't it the case that the

r ountries of the European Union have pinned themselves into a
( orner of political dialogue, to quote Professor Hyatt from about

i0 years ago, to the effect that any cultural decision in Western

Lurope is made on the basis of which of two, let's say, politically

lcasible but bad agricultural policies is the worst? They say -
wc'll take the one that's not as bad - instead of thinking, "Which

rs the most economical or logical agricultural choice?"

Dr. Huldt: I agree that there are many dimensions to the

rvord "cost", and I'm a bit ashamed of having made this cost

r:isue one of the main themes of this discussion. But I think I
rvould agree with you that the crucial point here, is that the

g,olitical decisions in France must be based on the interests of the

l rcnch, starting from the small-scale farmer and going all thc

u'ay through the chain of the reform of the system. We must

r('cognize the fact that this connection, the German acceptance of
rlris thing and the fact that everybody has gradually accepted this

,r; port of the deal, has made the construction of this huge

l',rrropean monument possible. If we start going back on these

r cry basic things, yes, of course, rationality would say "yes".

lliere was an enormous debate in my own country because we

lrlcl just succeeded in deregulating our agriculture, and then we

'r'cre asked to go back several steps through joining the
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European Union. The farmers, of coLrrsc, were very skep

about the whole thing at first, but then they gradually di
what a wonderful world had opened up.

Mr. Streips: Thank you. Yes, sir?

Unknown speaker: I've worked for two years for
European Commission, so I might as well add a little bit to
point. I think it's extremely crucial that agricultural policy is

much dominating the debate about Eastern enlargement of
Union at this moment. With all the criticism. let's not forset
common agricultural policies were a pre-condition to Euro
integration. Without them there would not have ben a Euro
Economic Communitv. nor the Treatv of Rome. That was

price which had to be paid at that time. Now, having said that,
fully agree that there is a great need for reform, and here is
crucial point. It is very often said these days that
enlargement of the European Union is the reason why we
to reform the Common Agricultural Policy. I would take i
with that. We need to reform it anyway, for two reasons. One,

European Union has signed commitments in the framework
the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade which go

beyond the feeble reform attempts which were made with res

to the Common Asricultural Policv in 1991 and 1992. So the

is a firm commitment that until the vear 2000 we must so
fuither anvwav. That's one thins. The other thins is that there i
a very good reason to argue in favor of consumers and taxpay
in talking about CAP reform. The third point might then be

we also need to reform because of Eastern enlarsement. One

remark. There is a new report by the commrssron on
enlargement with a specific emphasis on Common Agricul
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I'olicy. This paper is going to be offrcially presented in Marlritl
rrr u few days, and it has been very warmly welcomed by the:

ir:;sociated countries from Central Europe, because it is the onc

',trrtcment thus far which has gone furthest in saying, "Let's not
rruggerate the assumed costs of Eastern enlargement". The
rrrlcresting thing is the following, and this has not been taken into
,rt count by studies on this issue so far. If we enlarge, we will get

,r lot of countries into the Union which are relatively poor, which
Ir;rve tremendous problems in agriculture, which have high
,r1',ricultural populations and which therefore be entitled to
'rrrbsidies. Well, the subsidies are based on an average, an

,rssumed average for the Union. This average in itself is going to
lrrrve to change because of Eastern enlargement. In other words,
rvlrat we're going to have is the whole system undergoing
r'lurnge. Unless, of course, we follow the Spanish suggestion and
'r;ry, "OK, not one, single farmer is going to lose one, single
pcseta through Eastern enlargement of the tlnion". Now, that's a
problem we still have to solve, but the pure extrapolation from
(|rrr present situation in agricultural subsidies to the year

'000-plus, after enlargement, is nonsense, because the very
';tundards are going to change by enlargement. Thanks.

Mr. Streips: It also seems to me that this is a question
rvhich has received somewhat excessive attention in the Baltic
( ()untries and in Eastern Europe, because reform of agricultural

lrolicies in Eastern Europe is a question which goes far beyond
rrraking them commensurate to the Common Agricultural Policy
,rl'the EU. It simply makes sense in thc global economy. The
';ccretary of state, Warren Christophcr. notccl at the NATO
rrrceting a couple of weeks ago that it is goocl to sce several
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countries - I think he mentioned Poland and Hunsarv -
have set up offlices which essentially are called "How to get in
NATO and how to bring ourselves up to the standards of NAIO
Many Eastern European countries have set up governme

departments which are essentially called "How to get into t
EU" and which are seeking ways in which to bring themsel
into the club, so to speak. Yes, sir.

Mr. Hermanis: I'm Voldemars Hermanis, representing
daily newspaper. In following this interesting discussion, I find i
particularly interesting that almost nothing has been said abo

the Western European Union, despite its possibilities to provi
defense and security for the Baltic states. My question is

Ambassador Hunter: Lookins from the American side. whi
kinds of expectations and limits do you see for not expandi
NATO but for strengthening the Western European Union in
interests of the Baltic states?

Ambassador Hunter: Thank you for asking that question

During the Cold War the United States always had an ambivale
view toward the Westem European Union. We wanted a

European part in NAIO, but we were also very much co

about keeping the central direction of the alliance because of
critical issues which were involved in the confrontation with
Soviet Union, and in particular the nuclear confrontation. Th
we were always a little unceftain about a strong WEU. T,

that reason doesn't exist, and we would be delighted to see

strong WpU for other reasons. First. it keeps countries i
Western Europe thinking about security, which is a good thi
Second, it helps to prepare for what we call the renationahzati
of security. That's a good thing. Third, it is an adjunct to
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I'rrropean Union, and it can play some role in this part of the
rvorld in terms of reaching out to the military establishments of
tlre individual countries in Central Europe. Of course, it's also

nrrother institution to which Germany belongs, and everybody is
rrr lirvor of that, beginning with Germany. And finally, it's a bit
r,l rrn insurance policy for Europeans against the possibility that
,,\rrrcrica might go home, which we're not going to do.

Now, we have a couple of conditions. I have to say that
,k'spite our general, open attitude toward the WEU, one matter -
rl's not really a condition,.but it's an adamant issue - is that there
iur' rlot enough forces and enough political impetus to permit two
',r'ls of military institutions, two sets of forces. We've said, let's
Iurvc one set of forces, and NAIO will have first call about who
\r,t' r-reed on each force. Everybody has agreed on that, just as the
t orrntries which belong to the European Corps - Germany,
l'rrrrce and now also Spain, Luxembourg, Portugal and Belgium

lrave all agreed that if the troops which are committed to the
I rrro Corps are needed by NAIO, NATO will have first call.

The second thing we've said is that if the Western
l'rrlopean Union is thinking about doing something, NATO
',lrould be asked first. It will probably be the case that we will
nrrnt to be involved, and that is a fact. The third thing we've said
r'; something which relates to what Bo Huldt Said - we do not
rurnt to see NATO membership by the back door. We believe that
,rrry country that is a full member of the Western European Union
',lrould also be a member of NATO. That is another way of
,,rving that before a country is admitted to full membership in the
\\'lru, we would like to be consulted about whether we would
,rlr;rr woflt that country to ioin NATO at that time. I think
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everyone here understands the reason. 'l'he Western

Union contains a commitment which on paper is actuall

stronger than the NATO pact. It is inconceivable that any

could be protected by the WEU under the terms of that

without that having a profound effect upon NAIO' So we thi

that full membership in the WEU should also be subject

consideration in NAIO. But these are only concerns'

Mr. Streips: Mr. KamP?

Dr. Kamp: Just to add another facet. You were surpr

about the minor role of the WEU in the whole NATO debate' I

fact, some German politicians suggested two years ago that i

NATO enlargement were to prove difficult, it could be sugges

to the Eastern Europeans that they could come into the WEU

The reason why that proposal went down the drain was that i

was not what the Eastern Europeans want' They want to be

of an organrzat\on which can given commitments that

implication involve the United States. There was one certai

point in time when NATO came out with the "maxi" idea, a

many Eastern Europeans were rushing to apply for the "maxi

membership. A couple of months later the WEU came up wl

the idea of the WEU cooperative council. Hardly any of.

Eastern European countries showed up. That shows very clearl

where their preference lies.

Mr. Streips: Mrs. Matiss?

Mrs. Matiss: Vita Matiss, executive director of the

Foundation here in Latvia. The underlying assumption of

afternoon's discussion, of course, is that all of the Baltic sta

want to be members of both EU and NATO' I'd like to point

a parallel phenomenon which has happened over the last
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\r'urs. In 1988, 1989 and 1990, when the Popular Front was in

lrrll flower, as well as in 199i, the slogan was "Back to Europe".

ll that was the calling cry for the independence movement here

rrr l.atvia and in the other two Baltic republics, I think today you

i iilr see a second backlash. The recent elections in Latvia and

('\'cr1ts over the last couple of months showed very clearly that

lspccially in the regions of the countryside, they're playing

,rrrother tune: "Well, if we survived all that we had to survive

,lrrring 50 years of Moscow's authority, must we now look to

ll|trssels for authority?" If you didn't see that four or five years

,r1,.o, you're seeing it in Latvia today. I think it is something that

vou must realtze - the psychological element in the countryside

r:r that the farmer is the backbone of the Latvian nation. This is

r c,ry similar to mythology in Switzerland on the basis of which

the Swiss provide fuither argumentation about why membership

rn tlre EU is not a good idea. This is very strong here in Latvia,

rrs well. I say it's a myth, to a very great extent it's a myth, but

!()u cannot underestimate how powerful myths can be when

political processes are taken into consideration. I think the

lncklash that has also recently happened in Sweden against

rrrcmbership in the EU shows that this process cannot be

trnderestimated. I think that parallel to the progress that the

tlaltics need to make militarily, structurally and as far as building

rr civil society is concerned, one cannot underestimate the

psychological path that still needs to be taken so that the

populations of the Baltic states really might understand what

rrrtegration into the EU would mean. NATO is an easier question-

Atthough a similar myth about the Russian "bear" is in play, the

l,atvian populace at least has a better understanding of the



Round table discussion

advantages of being in NATO. 'l'hc titJ is still a much r
complex problem than perhaps we recognize.

Mr. Streips: Does anyone have a comment? Are t
more questions from the floor?

Mr. Carlsen: Just a comment. I don't think that any
is asking anyone to join NAIO. As I have seen it, there ha
been some countries which would like to ioin NATO. and the
has been a discussion within NATO about opening up for
countries which would like to ioin. It's certainly for the countri
themselves to decide whether they would like to apply for NA
membership, and nobody is pressing them on any issue. With
respect to the WEU issue, we in Denmark have also had some
reluctance to being steered from Brussels, and we have had some
hard work to do in terms of convincing our population on the
issue of European cooperation. It's certainly something which
each country must decide for itself. But there are big differences,
as was pointed out, in the Baltic states at this time, and there are
extensive discussions going on. We're going to support the
Baltic states in their decisions. We're not going to take anybody
somewhere.

Simmu Tiik With respect to the issue of going "back to
the world", we can ask a man on the street in Tallinn: "Where are
you?" He will answer: "ln Europe". He has nowhere to go in
order to go into the world. That's the first point. Second, I can,t
say that I see any backlash in Estonia concerning, for example,
the issue oT the type of economy which we should build. I can,t
say that I see any backlash about the European Union. Of course
there are worries, as there always have been, but in Estonia the
farmers are not so afraid. The people in Tallinn, Tartu and the
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,rtlrcr cities may be more afraid, because they understand that

rvlrile today there are no tariffs and there is totally free trade,

rrlrcn we join the European Union we'll be forced to set up

I ustoms barriers, and bread and butter will become much more

''\pensive. It's the other way around. Thank you.

Mr. Streips: I can see the effect of five hours at the table

,,rr the audience and on the panel.

Ambassador Hunter: I just wanted to add one point about
( (|urltries wanting to join NATO. We're concerned about the

Irt'cdom and independence of Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia, full
',top. That is true regardless of whether or not they apply to join

NAfO. That's not the issue.

Mr. Streips: Those members of the audience who have

lrrst arrived will be pleased to hear that we are about to finish.

\ rc there any concluding remarks?

Ambassador Hunter: I want to say one thing which I
',lrould have said earlier. We're clearly interested in engaging

l( trssia productively in the outside world, clearly interested in the

';uccess of the Russian experiment. There were two things that

rvcre indicated that I must address clearly. First, with respect to

NATO, certainly the United States has made no deals with
lirrssia that link NATO enlargement to anything else. There have

l,ccn no deals. Mr. Karaganov alluded to a supposed deal with
r('spect to the uniflcation of Germany. I know that no such deal

\\'rrs ever struck. A related issue is that while we want to help

rrrrrture Russian engagement in the outside world, Russia has

responsibilities, too. One of those responsibilities is to respect

thc freedom and independence of its neighbors. If it wants to

Inve a productive relationship with us, that means that it must
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recognize who you are - those of you who are here, as well
those from a number of other countries. Thev must demonstra

their commitment to that.

Mr. Streips: Thank you, ambassador. Yes, sir?

Mr. Bajarunas: I would like to express my thanks to t
institute for orsanizins this seminar. A month aso in Lithuani
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, with the assistance of the NA
information office, orgamzed a conference on NAT
enlargement. We chose a different format, inviting 15 Russian
journalists, experts and politicians, as well as 10 people from
Belarus and l0 from Ukraine. We found that the Baltic case is

not of very much interest for them. As we have said on many

occasions, our task is to invite Russian experts and others to use

the Baltic states as a venue for discussions and meetinss. I am

glad to suggest this idea here, as well. Thank you.

Mr. Streips: Thank you, sir.

Mr. Carlsen: Since Ambassador Hunter spoke of deals,

there was also a question about deals on Ukraine. Certainly there

will be no deals on Ukraine. We support peace in Ukraine and

the Partnership for Peace. They have not asked to join NATO,
but they want to cooperate with us, so we will cooperate with
them. Thank you.

Mr. Streips: Any final words from the floor?
Mr. Leji45: I will say a few flnal words. I'm very thankful

to the panelists and to the people who have listened. It's been a

long day.. Perhaps we've missed some prominent Latvian
politicians because they are involved in some of the "political
cooking". Some called and said that they would not be able to
come, while others came and left early. Thanks to our journalists,
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lrow€ver - most of the Latvian newspapers are represented here

this information will reach the politicians, as well as the public
irl large, through the newspapers. I think this is very important,
;rnrl I hope that our Lithuanian and Estonian friends will write
;rlrout this conference in their home countries. Thank you very
rrrrrch, and we hope that you will come again to Riga.
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Jau otro reizi Kr-ga notika Konrada Adenauera fonda un

| ,rtvijas Arpolitikas institlta koplgi organrzEta starptautiska

i., r r r l'crence par Baltij as dro5rbas j autaj umiem.

Saja gramata apkopoti STs konferences materiali. Pirmaja
I trrrl'crenc€ 1994. gada tika diskutets par Baltijas valstu "cefu uz

I rropas Savienrbu"; otras konferences tema bija veltlta diviem

l,,rlvcnajiem jautajumiem, kas "konfront6" Eiropas un

I rrrrrsatlantijas kopienu 1995. gada- Eiropas Savienrbas (ES) un

i.l i\ l'O papla5ina5ana.

1995. gada tika izlemts par labu Eiropas Savienlbas (ES)

1'rrplaSina5anai, tadCjadi uzliekot par pienakumu politikas
t,'rrrC.iiem un parlamentiem Rietumos vienoties par Eiropas

,rrrvicno5anas veidu un formu.
Jautajums bUa - ka tas ietekmes Baltijas valstis? JrIs

llrirzas valstis, kas atrodas tieSi vz ldensSkirtnes starp

\ rrstrumiem un Rietumiem?

Divos pasaules karos, kas Saja gadsimta izpostr.ja Eiropu,
trrs ieguva un zaudeja neatkarrbu. Otrais pasaules kar5 Baltija
1,,'idzas tikai 1991. gada, kad STs trrs valstis jau otro reizi kfuva

g';rr pilntiesrgam loceklem naciju kopiena.

Saprotams, ka visas trTs Baltijas valstis velas iesaistrties

I S un NATO, lai panaktu "neatkarTbas atjaunoSanas

rrt'atgriezeniskumu". Tas, vai 5r velme vainagosies panakumiem,

rr:rv atkarrgs vienrgi no Baltijas politiskas elites makas un
,'lcktivitates (pec gandrtz 50 gadu ilgas Padomju Savienrbas

,'liLrpacijas perioda) celt savas valstis atbilstoSi Rietumu
,lcrLrokratijas modelim. Baltijas valstu ka ES un NATO biedru
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statuss ir atkarrgs an no veselas Rietumu un Rietumu-Aust
attiecrbu virknes.

Sos faktorus konference uzrad-rja un izverteja runataji
komentetaji. Sikak tie tika iztirzati apafa galda diskusijas.

Roberts E. Hanters, ASV vestnieks NATO. defin€i
pamatprincipus un noteikumus NATO papla5inaSanai
rzvErteja Amerikas lomu Eiropa, skarot jautajumu - ka palieli
Eiropas Civilo telpu, lai taja varetu iekfauties an Vidus
Austrumeiropa, taja paSa laika, piesaistot Krieviju, lai tai bl
konstruktrva loma Eiropas dro5rba.

S e r g ej s Kar a g a n ovs, Krievij as Zinat)u akade mij as

institlta direktora vietnieks un Prezidenta Padomes locekli
pauda Krievijas viedokli, kas nav "pret NAIO". Neiebilstot
Baltijas valstu iestaSanos ES, viTS skaidroja, kapec NATO
nevajadzetu papla5inat "vismaz parcdzamaja nakotne n€."

PErs Karlsens, Danijas valsts sekretara vietnieks
aizsardztbas jautajumos, akcenteja Danijas devumu Baltijas

.jlrras regiona dro5Tbai un militaro pahdzrbu Baltijas valstrm.
Vi45 uzskiceja papla5ina5anas strategiju, uzsverot
Partnerattiecrbas mieram papla5ina5anu, ar merki stiprinat
Polijas un Baltijas valstu tzredzes iestaties NATO.

Karls-Hains Kamps, Konrada Adenauera fonda
petniecrbas nodalas direktors, anahzeja daZadus NATO
papla5inaSanas scenarijus: papla5ina5anas, uznemot tikai vienu
valsti, vai arT trTs ViSegradas valstis - Poliju, Cehijas republiku
un Ungariju; neuz4emot nevienu valsti, ta vieta garantejot
uz4emianu vairakam Austrumeiropas valstrm, kas bfitu atkangs
no kadai valstij reali eksistejo5iem draudiem; un visbeidzot -
sasaistot NATO papla5ina5anos ar ES papla5ina5anos, kas butu

Eiropas Savientbas ttn NATO poplasinaiane -
1 l8 Balfijas valstu iespEjas un peisp,'117h'q

Priekivards

1 
r, r r rr [Ola papla5ina5anas.

Neatkangi no ta, kadu cefu NATO izvelesies, ta vien S\iet,

t;r llaltijas valstrm biis nozlmrga loma paplaSina5ands procesd

gr,rl. ja tas netiks uz4emtas pirmaja papla5ina5anas karta. Baltijas

r,rlstis, tapat ka Parasto ierodu hgums Eiropa (CFE), Bosnija pec

ll ( )l{, demokratijas process Krievija, Cedenija - ir dafa no

lrozalkas, kas veidos Eiropas droSrbas panordmu 5r gadsimta

lrt'igas un nakama gadsimta sakuma. Baltijas valstu likumrgas

r t'lmes ir panakt pastavlgu mieru un ieqemt dro5u vietu jaunaja

I S un NATO dro5Tbas veidojuma, kas, ka iau arzradirts RAND

1rt'l iiuma ir "visjutrgdkais jautdjums Aliansei" OIATO). I

Sr grlmata faus tiem, kurus interese Baltijas dro5rbas

1;rrrtajumi, iepaz-rties ar konferences priek5las-rjumiem un domu

,rprnai4ru. Ta ir artava literaturai par Baltijas valstrm laika, kad

tre k diskutets par ES un NATO papla5ina5anas iesp€jam.

Atis Lejig5 Paulis Apinis
Latvijas Arpolitikas Konrada Adenauera fonda

institlta direktors Baltijas valstu nodafas vadltajs

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

Baltic States", Survival, vol. 38, no.2, Summer 1996.
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Paulis APINIS
Konrada Adenauerafonda Baltijas valstu nodalas vadilajs

Damas un kungi!
Sveicu jfis konference par Baltijas valstu dro5rbu un

iekfauSanos starptautiskaja aprit€. Priecajos, ka So kon
kopa ar mums organize Latvijas Arpolitikas instituts. Konra
Adenauera fonds jau sen sadarbojas ar Centralas
Austrumeiropas valsUm. Esam rrkoju5i vairakus seminarus
dro5rbas jautajumiem. Baltijas valstis ir tilts starp Krieviju
austrumos un Viduseiropu rietumos, starp Skandinaviju ziemefos
un Viduseiropu dienvidos. Baltijas valstu geografiskais
izvietojums piedava gan iespejas, gan problemas. Jautajums par
Baltijas valstrm Eiropas konteksta ir sareZglts. Igaunija, Latvija
un Lietuva ir ieverojama Eiropas dafa. KopS So valstu
neatkarrbas atjauno5anas tas ir biju5as degpunkts gan Krievijas,
gan arl Eiropas arpolitikai un droSrbas politikai. Pagdju5aja gad6
profesors BreZinskis konference runaja par to, cik svanga ir
ASV arpolitika pret Baltijas valstrm. VifS teica: "Ja spesim
jautajumus risinat vesturiski, ja mums bts pienaclgi vadrtaji, tad
domaju, ka mums izdosies veidot pla5dku un dro5aku Eiropu,
tadu Eiropu, kurd an mazas, demokratiskas valstis, ka Baltiias
valstis. vares iusties droSi".

Taja pa5a konference Karls Bilts atzina, ka Eiropas
Savienrbas valstTm jaizprot jauna Eiropas situacija un japalidz
veidot stabilitati Ziemelrietumeiropa. Baltijas valstu attrstrbas
pozitrvie elementi var b[t raditajs miermTllgai Krievijas
attTstrbai. Baltijas valstis ir izvelejuSas savu cefu * tas ved uz
Eiropu. Baltijas valstis piedalas NATO "Partnerattiecrbas

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplasinaiana -120 Baltijas valstu iespEjas un peis/ektwa
Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -- 
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ur('r.am" programma. Latvija un Igaunija ir oficiali iesniegu5as

;rrt'tcikumu uz4emsanai Eiropas Savienrba. Iespejams, ka

r,rl\arno nedefu laika to paiu izdarrs arl Lietuva. Vacija atbalstTs

rntcgracijas procesu. Konrada Adenauera fonds turpinas rrkot

t,rrlirs konferences. Esam priecrgi, ka Latvija esam atradu5i tadu

1,; r r t nerorganizacij u integracij as procesu atbalstrSana ka Latvij as

.\rpolitikas institlts. Nakamgad Konrada Adenauera fonds nkos

Lorrl'crences par droSrbas jautajumiem ne tikai RIga, bet arT

l;rllina un ViJld.
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Atis LEJI\S
7 t. . 'tLa tv ij as A rpol i t i kas insl i t u Ia dire kt ors

Premjerministra kungs, ekselences, damas un kungi!
Man ir prieks j[s sveikt Latvijas Arpolitikas institiita

Konrada Adenauera fonda otraja konferencO par Baltijas
Eiropas dro5rbu. Pirmais semindrs notika pagaju5a g

decembrr. Ta temats bija Baltijas valstis un Eiropas Saviemba.
Tagad, kad Brisele oficiali akceptets dokuments par NAIO

papla5ina5anu, mums japapla5ina redzes loks, lai aptvert
Eiropas dro5rbas situaciju 1995. gada beigas. Japard
jautajums par Eiropas Savienlbas un NATO palaSina5anu
jasprieZ, ko tas nozrmes Baltijas valstu droSibai.

Sie ir vissvarlgakie dro3rbas jautajumi, kadi risinami
laikmeta pec auksta kara beigam. Tie skar gan Transatlantisko
aliansi, gan neatkarrgas valstis Centralaja un Austrumeiropa, gan

arT Krieviju.
Sodien esam pulc€ju5ies RIga, kur jau t[ksto5 gadu gan

labos, gan faunos noltkos ir tiku5ies rietumi un austrumi. Mums
jalemj, vai nakamaja gadu tukstotT 5I saskarsme bts pozitla.
Noteikti ir iespejams likt pamatus brrvai Eiropai, kura vald-rtu

miers.

Mlsu konference piedalas loti ieverojami referenti, kas

iepazrstinas ar savu viedokli un runas par minetajiem
jautajumiem. Ceram, ka arr j[s, klausTtaji, paudrsiet savus

uzskatus un uzdosiet runatajiem jautajumus. Lfdzu laujiet man
iepazrstinat jus ar semindra dalibniekiem un pazir,rot par dalam
parmailam darba kartlba.

Latvijas Republikas premjerministrs un arzsardzlbas

Eirooas Savientbas un NATO nanlaiinasana -
122 Battrjas valstu iespEjas un pr'i.spekttva

Atis LeiinS

rrrrnistrs Maris Gailis sveiks jus un pastasus par Latvijas viedokli
t,rlos jautajumos, par kuriem spriedrsim konference.

Nakamais runas vir,ra ekselence Roberts E. Hanters, kas ir
'\rrrerikas Savienoto Valstu ve stnieks NATO. Mums ir veicies, jo
i cstnieks Hanters par sp-rti Deitonas miera hguma procesam ir
,rtradis laiku ierasties Seit, RTga. Mes Baltijas valstrs skaidri
,rpzinamies, ka miers Bosnija Hercegovina pahdzes nodroSinat
',trbili€ti un droSrbu an m[su valstrs. Varat ticet, vOstnieka

l,rrrrgs, mes atbalstam jflsu svango darbu.

Mums ir laimejies arr tadejadi, ka Krievijas otro brtvo
r clEsanu priek5vakara pie mums ieradies Sergejs Karaganovs,

l.,rievijas Zinatqu akademijas Eiropas institDta direktora
r rctnieks un Krievijas Arpolitikas un aizsardzbas padomes

lrriek5sedetajs. Pec viqa uzstasies Pers Karlsens, Danijas
l,rrlalistes valsts sekretara vietnieks arzsardzrbas jautajumos.

l)iinija ir ziemefvalsts, kas ir gan NATO, gan Eiropas Savienrbas

hrr:ekls, ta aktlvi piedalas Baltijas dro5rbas jautajumu risina5ana,

rpl5i palTdzot Baltijas miera nodro5inaSanas speku apmacrSana.

l'riccajos par iesp€ju pazi4ot, ka Sogad 5I ir jau ceturta reize, kad
l.,urlsena kungs apmeklc Latviju.

P6dejais referents bls Karls-Hains Kamps, Konrada
,\clenauera fonda Petr.jumu nodalas vadltajs. Latvijas Arpolitikas
rrrstituta un Konrada Adenauera fonda sadarblba seminaru
ulio5ana par Eiropas dro5Tbu ir process, kas, m[suprat, ir veids,

Lri labak pahdzEt izprast aktualos droSlbas jautajumus.

Eirortas Savienrhas un NAT'O purtlaiinaiana -' Baltijas vulslu ic.s1tc.jtt.s tin perspektrva 123
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Maris GAILIS
Latvijas Republikas Ministru prezidents

Cienrjamie semindra viesi !

Esmu gandarrts, ka Latvijas Arpolitikas institflta
Konrada Adenauera fonda rrkotie seminari par Baltijas
dro5rbas jautajumiem jau kfuvu5i par tradrciju. Man ir lie
prieks seminara dallbnieku vid[ sveikt Amerikas Savie
Valstu vestnieku NAIO, vila ekselenci Robertu Hanteru,
akcentet iz5firo5o lomu, kada Atlantijas alianses vadTtajai

ASV - ir Deitonas miera hguma izstrade un izpilde. An Latvija
velas piedal-rties Srs vissareZgTtakas mlsdienu Eiropas problemas
risina5ana. Kaut arl mlsu miera saglabaSanas speki vEl tikai
veidojas, mes jau tagad atbilsto5i savam iespejam esam gatavi
piedahties Bosnijas miera uzture5anas procesa. Ziemelvalstis,
seviSli Danija, daudz palTdzejuSas Baltijas miera bataljona
izveide. Priecajos, ka seminara dahbnieku vidl varu sveikt ari
Danijas valsts sekretara vietnieku aizsardzrbas jautajumos - Peru
Karlsenu.

Seminars notiek tlkai daLas dienas pec NATO valstu
ministru sapulces Brisele un daZas dienas pirms Eiropas
Savienrbas galot4u sapulces Madride. Sie pasakumi ir loti
svarrgi jaunas Eiropas droSrbas arhitektDras izveid€.
Neparspil€jot var teikt, ka arlietu un aizsardzlbas ministru
sapulce Briselc bija vesturisks notikums. LEmums sakt lielako
peckara miera saglaba5anas procesu Eiropa vElreiz apliecina, ka
NATO ir nopietnaka un uzticamaka organizacija no tam, kas
veicina mieru un dro5rbu mflsu kontinenta.

Francijas l€mums atjaunot savu dalTbu NATO militarajd

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Balfijas valstu iespAjas un peislektwa124 125
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',prrrna stiprinas transatlantisko koprbu un uzlabos alianses
,Lrr'lrTbas efektivitati. Lielu gandarrjumu mums sagada, NATO
r rrlstu ministru atkal apstiprinatais alianses principialais lemums

1r;rpla5inat NATO dahbvalstu loku un noteiktie sofi 5i merfa
rrt,iena, kas tiks sperti jau 1996. gada. Mes, ka NATO

;rrrltnervalsts, kas m€gina klDt par pilntiesrgu un vienlTdzrgu

N A I'O dahbvalsti, aktrvi piedahsimies jebkuras konsultacijas ar

NAfO, vai tas bfitu individualas, divpusejas vai daudzpusejas.

Nlcr\is ir precrzak uzzinaq ko mums nozrmes piedah5anas

,rlianse, ka an informet, ko Latvija var dot aliansei un visai
/rcrnelatlantijas telpas dro5rbai. Ceram, ka 5o konsultaciju
I't'igas saksies sarunas par Latvijas uz4em5anu NATO.

Runajot par gaidamo Eiropas Savienrbas galot4u tik5anos,

ruris loti interese tas, ka Eiropas Savienlbas valstrs, ka arr Eiropas
l.,rrnisija, nostiprinas parliecrba, ka ir nepiecie5ams pie4emt
I iropas Savienlbas paplaSina5anas grafiku, nosakot laiku, kad
',, r li sies uzgem5anas sarunas ar kandidatvalstrm.

Saja procesa loti nozrmrga loma ir Vacijas valdrbas

lrrincipalai un konsekventai nostajai. PilnTbd apzinoties, ka
Lrrnclers Kols ir viens no ap4emrgakajiem Viduseiropas un
I tlltijas valstu atbalstTtajiem Eiropas Savienrbas paplaSinaSanas

I'onteksta, esmu sevi5\i gandarrts, ka varu seminara organizetaju
rrrr dallbnieku vidl sveikt Konrada Adenauera fonda parstavjus,
Lrrnr ir labas attiecrbas ar kanclera Kola Kristrsi demokratisko

lrrrt'tiju Vacija.
Mrlsu valsts dro5rbas politikas pamatelements ir draudzrgu

:rltieclbu saglaba5ana ar austrumu kaimi4valstTm. Ja Krievija un

lrirejas Austrumeiropas valstis nepiedahsies Eiropas dro5rbas
';istemas izveide, sistema bls nenozrmlga. Saja konteksta mums

Eiropas SovienTbas un NATO papla,iinasana -' 
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ir foti svangi dalrties pardomas ar Krievijas prezidenta pado
locekli Sergeju Karaganovu, kas pazrstams ka viens
nopietnakaj iem un I ieti Sl,<akaj iem Krievij as arpo I itikas strate gij
planotajiem.

Latvijas arpolitikas vienrgais nemainrgais faktors ir vals
geografiska atra5ands vieta, tai ir lemts atrasties krustceles s

austrumiem un rietumiem. Saja gadsimta Latvija ir izturej
daudz grltu parbaud-rjumu un lielvalstu interesu koliziiu.
vienmer ir saskaru5as divas daZadas pasaules: ziemel
demokratija un austrumu autoritarisms, rietumu
konstitucionalisms un austrumu despotisms, tirgus ekonomika
un socialistiska izSkerdrba, protestantu racionalisms un
bizantisks misticisms, Vacijas kultDra un slavu tradrcijas. Cr4a
starp Siem kontrastiem ir dzinusi dzifu vagu Latvijas vestur€,
Sobria, kad tuvojamies gadu mijai, nevOlamies atrasties divu
nepastavrgu pasaulu koliziju viesuh. Velamies but rietumu
pasaules dafa, veidot tas vdrtus uz austrumiem. Esam
parliecinati, ka spesim bft mlsu austrumu kaimilu draudzlgi
partneri cela uz rietumiem.

Ceru, ka seminara diskusijas pahdzes skaidrak saprast
procesus, kas ietekme mflsu kontinenta attrsubu, un saskaUt
jautajumus, kas jarisina, lai Baltijas valstis varetu pilntiesrgi
atgriezties Eiropa. Bezta Eiropa nemaz nebls Eiropa.

Pateicos par uzmanrbu!

Roberts E. Hanters

l{obcrts E. HANTERS
Ittrtrikqs Savienoto Valstu vestnieks NATO

Esmu !oti gandartts, ka premjerministrs par splti

l,,rlitiskajam kaislTbam, kuras vi45 Sobrrd piedalas, atrada par

rt'spCjamu m[s uztrunat. ]iemot vera Vacijas senajo vesturi Saja

lrrlscta, varu atgadinat ko kadreiz teicis Bismarks: "Gan desu

l,rrsrsana, gan likumdo5anas veidoSana ir process, ko labak

rri'r'cdzet atklat-rba". Velu veiksmi! Demokratija var blt nekartrgs

t)rocess, bet tas ir loti svartgs process, kas prasa daudzu cilveku
rrrr claudzu iestaZu nepartrauktu darbu, nereti cauram dienam un

rr;rkttm.

I oti priecajos but Seit, Rlga - Seit, Latvija. Es ar lepnumu

r rrrur teikt, ka 5r ir valsts, kuru kopa ar jlsu bralu valstrm Igauniju

rrrr l,ietuvu mana valsts 70 gadus bez partraukuma atzina par

r reatkarrgam un patstavTgam valstim.
Vel velos piebilst, ka man ir gods te piedalrties kopa ar

kolegi, vestnieku Leriju Naperu, kas foti veiksmTgi parstav mDsu

urlsti Seit, Latvija. Ja kadam no jums ir biju5as darT5anas ar

,rrrrcrikar;u apsveikuma kartrSu uz4emumu Hallmark, tad

';rr;rratlsiet mani, ja citeSu vi4u lozungu: "Mes par jums

lrictiekami rtpejamies,lai sutrtu jums labAko, kas mums ir". Man

rr gods Seit but kopa ar vi4u.
Tapat man ir gods piedal-rties Saja konference kopa ar

I ltvijas Arpolitikas institltu, kas liela mera pahdz veidot STs

r alsts saskarsmi ar arpasauli un pahdz tadiem cilvekiem, kadi

t'sat jDs, pardomat arkarttgi svartgos jautajumus par to, kada

Iorna Latvijai var bDt nakotnO. Un man ir gods piedal-rties Saja

Lonference, ko atbalsta Konrada Adenauera fonds, jo ta ir

E^iropas Savientbas un NATO papla.iinasana -
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organizacija, kuras pasakumos esmu piedah.jies loti bieZi.
Velos atztmEt Vacijas fondu lomu, jo Amerika mes tos

izmantojam par piemeru, kad radr.jam Nacionalo Demokr[tijas
fondu fNational Endowment for Democracy - tulks]. Tas, ko
Konrada Adenauera fonds dara Seit un citur, ir piemers mums
visiem. Laika, kad Latvija atjauno savu brrvas un demokratiskas
valsts statusu, varetu b[t loti lietdengi izveidot Sadu instittciju,
kas pahdz citiem.

Velos uzteikt j[s par to, ka sekmrgi esat izveleju5ies
seminara temu: veidot vismaz konceptualas, ja ne rstas saites
starp Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO papla5ina5anos. Jlseja ir
patiesa rietumvalsts, tapat ka parEjas Baltijas valstis. Jls ierlemat
sev pienako5os vietu rietumos. Saja procesa izSkiro5u lomu
speles ne jau viena iestade vien. Runa bfis par daLadu institlciju
kombinaciju. Noteikumus Eiropas SavienTba un NATO ietekme
viens un tas pats: brlviba, demokratija, bnva tirgus attrstTba un,
ja, an dro5rba. Sie procesi ir jaapllko kopa. Ir loti lietclerrgi
padomat par to, ka Eiropas Savienlbas un NAfO centieni
atbalsta viens otru.

Ka jau mineja premjerministrs, NATO 5r ir bijusi loti
nozrmrga nedeJa. Esam ieveleju5i jaunu generalsekretaru, tas ir
Haviers Solana no Spanijas, un domajam, ka vins stradas lieliski.
Esam saku5i izvietot vienTbas Bosnija, ta ir pirnra reize NATO
vesture, kad alianses zemes speki tiek izvietoti arpus NATO
teritorijas. To daram kopa ar foti daudzam valstrm. Tas nav tikai
l6 NATO dalTbvalstis, kas piedalas Saja patiesi vesturiskaja
procesa. Piedalas an daudzas citas valstis, tai skaita Krievija. Ka
manas valsts arlietu rninistrs Kristofera kungs ir teicis, Sr,

iespejams, ir pirma reize Eiropas vEsture - un katra zina

E iro p as S av ien tb as un N rl'['( ) ] ) ( r | ) | u.i i t t A,\' Lt t t Lt -
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,,rrrsclienu Eiropas vesture - kad visas Eiropas valstis ir viena

l,rrsc, bet otra puse nav nevienas Eiropas valsts' Procesa ir
r( .iiristTts lielaks skaits Eiropas valstu neka jebkad v€sture, un

.,rr u valsti uzskatu par vienu no tam. Sis ir patiesi nozrmTgs

,rrrrklis, un tas jauztver vienoti ar parOjo NA1-O darbTbu Saja

t';rsanles dala.

Pec auksta kara beigam mums, NATO dahbvalstTm, bija

l,'ti rfprgi japardoma sava nakotne. Daudzi cilveki uzskat-rja, ka

,rliunse veidota viena centrala m€rlia def un Sis mer\is sasniegts,

r,rp-c alianse bfitu jalikvid6. Citi, talredzrgaki cilv€ki saprata, ka

;:rrrta.jums par dro5rbas nostiprina5anu kontinenta nav zaudejis

rrozimTgumu, aukstajam karam beidzoties un visam Eiropas

t;rrrtarn. no vienas kontinenta malas hdz otrai, ghstot kopeiu

u/varu. Sie cilveki saprata. ka ilgstoSas droSrbas sistemas

rzvcido5ana ir tikko sakusies. E,smu gandartts, ka jau daZus

,,rrlus pec auksta kara beigam esam atzinu5i, ka jautajuma par

t;rrtas dro5Tbas sist€mas izveido5anu, kas pastavrgi kalpos visam

I iropas valstrm, NATO aliansei nakotne b[s ne tikai pahgloma,

l,el gan iz5liro5a loma.
Esam izstradaiu5i jauno NATO arhitektlru. Dizaina posms

rr beidzies, pienacis laiks sakt celt 5o jauno struktltru. Rietumu

,rlransei, tatad NA|O, ir detri darbTbas pTlari. Velos tos Tsuma

rrpluhot, jo tie paltdzos raksturot, ka mlsu darbTbas daZadie

,'lementi savienojas.

Pirmkart, jasaka, ka mana valsts, Amerikas Savienotas

V;rlstis, ir Eiropa un paliks Eiropa. Esam eiropeiska valsts, un

lraliksim te tapec, ka tas atbilst mflsu interes€m gan

,lcmokratisku institficiju, gan ekonomiska, gan arT droSTbas joma.

Sa-va valstr to uzskatam par atrisinatu veslurisku jautajumu. Mes
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neatgriezlsimies 1919. vai 1946. gada. kad kontinentu uz
pamemm. Soreiz mes te paliksim.

laujiet pastast-lt par to, ko arT daudzi amerikati nesa
Izr,remot mlsu valsts pilso4u karu, kas notika pirms i30 gadi
amerika4i, lai nodro5inatu Eiropas neatkanbu un brrvrbu,
veltr.ju5i vairak resursu un vairak asi4u, neka viqi ir veltr.j
kadam citam merkim visa valsts vestur6. Saprotam, cik lie
mera Sis apstaklis diktE mUsu ncrbu nakotne.

Mlsu piedalT5anas Eiropas dro5Tbas jautajumu risinaSanll
notiek ar NAIO pahdzrbu. Esam gatavi turpinat vadrt So lielo
rietumu aliansi. Ta ir vispareja ap4em5anas, ko neatbalsta tikai
Prezidents Klintons un Sis ASV Kongresa sasaukums. To ir
atbalst-rjuSi visi mDsu peckara prezidenti un visas mlsu politiskds
partijas. VCI Sonedef laikrakstos brja lasams nozrmrgs
pazilojums par Amerikas karaspeka izvieto5anu Bosnija, zemt6,
bija parakst-rju5ies daudzi Amerikas elites un abu politisko
paftiju parstavji.

Otrs NATO darbrbas prlars ir - saglabat kontinenta rietumu
dafa to, kas tika sasniegts pedejos 50 gados. Tas nav tikai
pahdz1t Eiropas Savienrbai darboties Joti sekmrgi un atz-rt Sis

organizacijas ietekmlgo nakotni. Tas nozrme ari Rietumeiropas
tautu varda izdarrt kaut ko tadu, kas laikam nekad pirms tam nav
veikts. Eiropas Savienrbas 15 valstis ir likvideiuSas kara
iespejamrbu savstarpejas attiecrbas. Sodien nav iedomajams, t u I i
Vacija un Francija varetu pieteikt viena otrai karu. Tadu tiesi
Sads pieteiliums musu gadsimta ir bijis par iemeslu postaZai,
kada neviena cita gadsimta nav piedzTvota.

Dafa no NATO darbrbas merka ir parliecinaties, ka tiek
saglabats tas, ko Rietumeiropa ir sasniegusi. Brisele, kur protam

Eiropas SavienTbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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,lot vardu jebkuram jedzienam, m6s to saucam par "Eiropas
r rvilo telpu". Tas nozrmd atnt, ka ir labaka sistema par speku

',;rbalansetTbu, ir labaki nclbas veidi par draudiem un apspie5anu,

rr labaki merki ka atsevi5tcu valstu droSrbas meklejumi. Sis

,rtzinums ir dzili iesak4ojies ne tikai Eiropas Savienrbas 15

vrrlstrs, bet an Amerikas Savienotajas ValstTs un Kanada, kas

,rtrodas otra Atlantijas okeana krasta. Saglabat un paplaSinat 5r

,rtzinuma ieviesanu dzrve ir dala no NATO uzdevuma. Velamies

I rropas civilo telpu paplaSinat, lai ta iekfautu arT Viduseiropu, tas

;rrstavdala foti noteikti ir arl Sr valsts.

Tresais NATO darbrbas pllars izriet no ta, ka mes labi
';rrprotam - dro5lba, ko baudam Atlantijas okeana otra mala un

Lirs ir Rietumeiropa, nav pilnlga un nevar but pastavrga, ja nav

,lro5Tbas Saja pasaules mala. Sr regiona iedzlvotajiem ir jadod

respeja * ja vi4i to velas izmantot - papildinat to, kas ir ieglts
,rtrkstajam karam beidzoties. ViTiem tagad ir iespeja atrast savu

r ictu rietumos un ieg[t dro5rbas apzi4u rietumos. Mes, NA|O
prirstavji, uzskatam, ka Sis ir viens no fundamentalakajiem

rrzclevumiem. Jasaka, ka Saia zi4a jau esam papla5inaju5ies.

Kop5 Ziemelatlantijas Sadarbrbas padomes izveido5anas pirms

r'ctriem gadiem, NATO darbojas arl Saja valstT. Tepat, ieverojot
,livpusejo attiecTbu principus, darbojas arr atseviSlas NATO
,llllbvalstis. To labi raksturo mlsu draugu * Konrada Adenauera

lirnda darbs, un tas ir tikpat svangi ka jebkura kolektTva rrcTba.

NATO iesaistTsanas Saja regiona ir dafa no m€r!a, jo ta atbilst
rrrlsu pa5u priek5statiem par dro5Tbu.

NATO ir arT ceturtais darblbas pTlars, ko nednkstam
rrizmirst. Tas saistas ar Krievijas nakotni. Krievija ir valsts, kas

sobnd veic pla5u un izaicinoSu, bet taja pa5a laika nedroSu
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eksperimentu. Merkis ir izveidot demokratiju, brwu sabiedri
tirsus ekonomiku. Ne tikai Krieviiai. an mums rietumos ir
svarTgi, lai Sis eksperiments izdotos. Mes 5o procesu atbalstrsr

ka vien varesim, jo arr tas ir NATO uzdevums. Ja varam pah

Krievijai piedaltties pasaules procesos un Eiropas dr
nostiprina5ana, mes to darrsim. Jo saprotam, ka loti daudzsol

attrstTba, par ko runajis prezidents BuSs un tad Klintons, ka
prezidents Jelcins, 5r attrstrba, |oti iespEjams, ir vissvarrgakai
process mlsdienas un arl nakotnes pasaule. Mes to atbalstrsim,
cik vien tas bus iespejams.

Protams, loti svarlgs musu darbrbas virziens ir NAIO
papla5ina5ands un piedah5anas notikumos. Te nav runa tikai par

piedah5anos un papla5ind5anos, kas jau sakas 199i. gada, nav

runa tikai par formalo dahbvalsts statusa sasnieg5anu, kas arT

notiks. Te ir runa par mfisu piedalT5anos dzrve tadas valstrs ktr

Latvija un i[su bralu valstis visa Viduseiropa.
Esam nolemu5i, ka cefa uz NAIO papla5ina5anu .jarod

atbildes uz pieciem loti svarlgiem jautajumiem. Es tos nosauk5u
pec kartas, bet tie visi ir vienadi nozrmlgi.

Pirmkart, jasaprot, ka NAIO nav "paprra alianse". MEs

nenkojamies ta, ka valstis rrkojas 30. gados. Vienmer esam

izpildijuSi katru mfrsu sohjumu, un arr turpmak ta dansim. Tas ir
bltisks NATO alianses priek5noteikums, un to var attiecinat ari
uz msu klatbltni Bosnija gantagad, gan arr nakamaja gada.

Saistrbu uz4em5anas pret jaunam NATO dahbvalstrm - tas

nav kaut kas tads, ko var rzdafit valsts galva vai arlietu
ministrija. Tas jadara katras tagadejas dahbvalsts parlamentam,

tatad - 16 valstu iedzrvotaju parstavjiem. Velamies but
parliecinati, ka tad (nevis kad, bet tad ), kad uz4emsim jaunas

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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,l,rlrbvalstis, visi l6 parlamenti tam piekrius. Tas nozrme, ka par

t,nu)as valsts uz4emsanu janobalso arl ASV Senatam ar divu
trciclalu balsu vairakumu, jo runa bltu par starpvalstu lTguma

',;rist-rbam. Brrdr, kad Amerikas Savienotas Valstis ap4emsies

NAI'O alianse uz4emt jaunas dahbvalstis, mes to dansim ar

r rslielako nopietnrbu, un b[sim gatavi to pierad-rt.

Otrs lielais jautajums ir - ka panakt, lai valstis, kas velas

rr':;taties NATO, ar vislielako nopietnrbu izturetos pret savu

,lrrrsrbu. Te ir runa par dro5rbu vispla5akaja jedziena. Valstrm

1,rbht ne tikai militaras dro5rbas pateretajam, bet arr tas

r,rlotajam. VEI - valstrm ir jaievero demokratijas un tirgus
,l,onomikas principi, valstu bru4oto speku kontrolei
n('parprotami jabflt civiliedzrvotaju rokas, un brulotajam
',1re'kiem nedrrkst but tada noztme, kada nav piemerota civila
\ irlstl.

Valstrm, kas velas iestaties NATO, jau tagad jasak

',rrtliirboties ar aliansi jomas, kas pahdzes tam k![t par patiesiem

NATO sabiedrotajiem, ne tikai aspirantiem, kas velas iestaties

N A fO, ir ap4emu5ies to izdan1.., bet nav gatavi dartt to, kas ir
rrt'piecieSams.

Tre5a praslba ir vel sareZg-rtaka. Protams, nebls ta, ka

t:runas dallbvalstis NATO tiks uznemtas tikai vienreiz un pec tam

rrrirs nekad. Process turpinasies, tam nebls gala termi4a.

Nevienai valstij, kas piedalas "PartnerattiecTbas mieram"
pnrgramma, nav izsl€gta iespeja, ka kadreiz ta varetu kfflt par

lrilntiesTgu NATO dahbvalsti. Mes vel neesam pie4emu5i

ncvienu lemumu par papla5ina5anu, neesam lemu5i, kuras valstis

rt'stasies NATO. Bet ir skaidrs - vienalga, cik valstis mes

,rznemsim pirmaj[ diena, bts valstis, kas vel netiks uz4emtas.
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Iespejams, ka bus tadas valstis, kad nekad nek![s par NA
dalTbvalstrm. I*oti nevelamies, lai kadas valsts uz4em5ana NAI
atstumtu citu valsti. NeatzTstam "pelekas zonas", "bufera valstu
un tamhdzrgus jedzienus, kas bija rakstungi vecaja speku

intereSu sfEru sadalijuma. Ja velamies izveidot droSrbas siste

kas pahdz visiem, tad tai jabDt tadai dro5ibas sistemai, kas vai

katras valsts dro5rbu un nesamazina nevrenas valsts dro5rbu.

Tikai tad ta bfis patiesi nonmtga un pat vesturiska sistema.

Tadejadi likumsakarrgs ir cetufiais jautajums. Ka vara

papla5inat NAIO, neradot jaunu SkelSanos kontinenta? M
pietiek Sadas sadah3anas. NATO papla5ina5ana nav versta

kadu valsti. Tas merkis nav samazinat kadas valsts dro5rbu.

Uzskatam, ka ir loti svarrgi paredz1t, ka jaunas valsts vai jaunu

valstu uz4em5ana alianse nenozrme jaunu kontinenta sadah5anu,

Mums tas nav vajadzrgs, un neuzskatam, ka kadai valstij tas bDtu

vajadzrgs.

Jaatzlst,ka, ja iespejams, papla5inaSanu v€lamies veikt td,

lai nekaitetu demokratiem, cilvekiem, kas pllas savas valstTs

izveidot brTvu sabiedr-rbu. Teik5u atklati: m6s cen5amies panakt,

lai NAIO papla5ina5ana nekaitetu demokratizacljas procesam

Krievija. Uzskatdm, ka to izdosies izdar-rt, un tadel darbojamies

Saja vtziena.
Lai sasniegtu pla5os merhus un rastu atbildes uz Siem pieciem

jautajumiem, NAIO Sobnd strada trijos loti nozrmrgos virzienos.

Katrs pats par sevi ir vesturisks, bet kopa Sie trls virzieni noztm€

radikali jaunu doma5anas veidu Eiropas dro5rbas vesture. Visus tns

darbTbas virzienus attTstam paraleli, tadu tie nav atkangi cits no cita,

Viens otru gan var papildinat, bet tiem nav tie5u savstarpeju saist-rbu.

Nosauk5u tos pa vienam, bet tie visi ir foti svarrgi.
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Pirmais virziens ir "Partnerattiecrbas mieram" programma.

'ir programma rietumos maz pafistama arpus profesionalajam

irl)r'indam, bet divos tsos gados ta jau ir pierad-rjusi, ka varblt ir
',r rrrTgakais strategiskais jauninajums NATO v6stures pEdejos

I'rrrlu desmitos. Esmu gandartts, ka Latvija un tds brafu
r,'pLrblikas ir loti cie5i saistrtas ar "Partnerattieclbas mieram"

l,rogrammu un loti cTtlgi darbojas taja. Uzskatu, ka tas ir foti
pntrgi, vienalga, vai jlsu intereses ir kffit vienkarSi par labu

grrrrtnervalsti, vai merkis ir kfut par NATO daltbvalsti.
l' r o sr?h1ln&s dahbval stis vi spirms paraksta attiecrbu dokumentu.

l't'c tam katra valsts kopa ar mtsu specialistiem izstrada savu

pru'tnerattiecrbu programmu. Katra valsts noslta parstavjus uz

N,\fO mTtni, arr Latvija ta t rzdarljusi. Katra valsts nosfita savus

1r;rrstavjus uz PartnerattiecTbu koordine5anas centru. Arr tur ir
|..rrrls Latvijas parstavis. Partnervalstis pieqem NAIO kop€jos
',lrrrrdartus. Jau tagad esam paftnervalstrm iedevu5i apmeram 500

ro 1224 NATO standarthgumiem, drTz atdosim art parejos.

l'artnerattieclbas lnieram" programma noztm€ kopejas

,rlrrrracTbas ar NA[O, tatad - kopejus manevrus. Esmu gandarlts,

l.rr brunoto speku vads no Latvijas pagajuiaja vasard piedah.ias

.r;rrnacrbas Luizianas Stata Amerika. Ja pareizi saprotu, tad

I rrtvijas puiSi viena zil.a izcelas parejo vidu. Luiziana, ka jus
r rrr.at iedomaties, ir mazhet citads klimats neka Latvija, bet tik un
t;r Latvijas vads bija vientgais, kura neviens zaldats nesabruka no

Lrrrstuma. Varbtt, 4emot vera briesmrgo laiku, kads ara ir Sodien,

lrrsr-r zaldati vienkarSi priecajas par iespeju pabut karsta vieta.

Menu vardu sakot, "Partnerattieclbas mieram" ir foti
';rarrga programma. Tagad daudzas no partnervalstrm kopa ar

N{fO piedalas miera uzture5anas speku misijd Bosnija. Ceram,

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -' Baltijas valstu iespAjas in perspektwa
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ka nakamgad arT 5T regiona speki vares tur piedalrties. Man Sorit

bija iespcja apmeklEt Baltijas bataljona apmacrbu centru, kur

latvie5i gatavojas misijai Horvatija, kas p€dcja bridi izrad-rjds

neiespejama. Esmu parliecinats, ka tas darbs, kas Sobnd notiek

Baltijas bataljona, !oti pahdz€s Baltijas valstlm iekfauties

rietumos un tie5i piedalrties Bosnijas misija.
"PartnerattiecTbas mieram" ir svartgs posms cefa uz

NA|O, bet tas ir an kaut kas vairak. Programmai ir divi galvenie

m6r[i. Pirmkart, ta ir apmacTbu programtna valsttm, kas velas

k![t par NATO sabiedrotajam. Ja rnes Sodien saktu uz4emt

valstis NATO, butu nepiecieSams parejas posms, tadu esam

izvelejuSies preteju kartTbu. "Partnerattiecrbas mieram"
programma pati ir Sis parejas posms, pec ta daLas valstis k![s par

NATO dahbvalstrm. Vienlaikus valstTm, kas nekffis par NAIO
dahbvalstTm, vismaz ne pirmaja diena, piedahSanas

"Partnerattiecrbas mieram" programma var nozimet paiiekoSas

un ciesas saites ar NAT'O. Mtsu merkis ir - gad-rjumos, kad

valsts 5o procesu uztver ar vislielako nopietnrbu, m€ginat

starpibu starp pilnTba iesaist-rtu parlnervalsti un NAfO sabiedroto

dahbvalsti padarTt pcc iespejas mazaku. Uzskatam, ka

Partnerattiecrbas mieram programma palldz atbildet u/,

jautajumu, ka varam uz4emt daLas valstis, nemazinot citu valstu

droSIbu.

Otrs lielais NATO darbrbas virziens ir - NAfO attiecrbas

ar Krieviju. MDsu draugi Viduseiropa saprot, ka attiecrbu

veidoSana starp NAIO un vi4iem, sava vieta ir arT NATO
attiecrbu veido5anai ar Krieviju. Neviens par to nav runajis tik
parliecino5i ka iehijas prezidents Vaclavs Havels. Vi43 ir teicis:
"Velos, lai mana valsts butu NAIO dalTbvalsts. Tadu velos, Iai td

Eiropas Savienthas un lr,lATO paplaiinuSana -
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u NATO, kam ir cie5as un radoias attiecrbas arT ar Krieviju."
lierlnkst bfit ta, ka mums ir jaizvelas starp vienas valsts un visu
r;rlstu droSrbu. Tas nozTme iesaistrt arr Krieviju Saja procesa.

Esmu gandarlts, ka Krievija piedalas "PartnerattiecTbas

rrricram" programma. Krievija ir izstradajusi savu individualo

1,;rltnerattiecrbu programmu. Tadu NATO un Krievijas attieclbas
rr pla5akas par "Partnerattiecrbas mieram" programmu. Mlsu
.rtliccrbas paredzetas konsultacijas un sadarbrba tajas jomas,

l.rrras Krievijai ir kadas sevi5\as rpa3lbas. Sobncl tuvojamies
r t'sturiskam un loti svarTgam brrdim: esam gandrlz pabeiguSi

,u'unas par Krievijas iesaisuSanos Bosnijas miera uztureSanas

,pcl<os. Krievijas hdzdalTbu esam paredzeiuSi ta, ka Krievija
l,rrtLr pilnTba iesaistrta un taja pa5a laika pilna m€ra saglabatu

,:rr"ri pa5cie4u.

Pirms trim ned€fam, 8. novembrl, es sava kabineta biju
lrt'cinieks loti ieverojamam notikumam. Mans kabinets ir NATO
rnrtnes paSa centra (5i mrtne kadrerz bija auksta kara
| ,rnfiontacijas centrs). Pie manis pulcejas militarie un politiskie

';rtlo4ri. vi4i runaja par kartem, militAriem jautajumiem, zaldatu
rzvieto3anu r,rn NATO militaro darbtbu. Piedal-rjas NATO
,rlirnses Eiropas virspavelnieks, generalis DZulvans, vi45 bija
l,'r'lries Amerikas karaspeka uniforma. Piedalljas arl
,,t'neralpulkvedis Sevtsovs no Krievijas bru4otajiem spekiem.
I rr Arnerikas Savienoto Valstu Arzsardnbas sekretars Perija
I urrgS, kas nesen viesojas Latvija. Viqam blakus staveja
L ricvijas Aizsardzrbas ministrs Gradova kungs. Un visi

1,:u'akstrja grafiku, kura bija paredz1ta Krievijas hdzdalTba

llospija5 miera uztur€Sanas programma blakus amerikalu
,lir rzijai un taja.

Eirooas Savientbas un NATO naplaiinaiana -
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Te nav runa tikai par Krievijas iesaisu5anos Bosnijas 

I
jautajunia risina3ana, kur tai ir savas intereses. Ja Sis projekts I

izdosies, un m.es esam parliecinati, ka ta tas b0s, tam bus

ieverojama nozrme visa Eiropa. Tadejadi rnes pieradrsim, ka ir
iespejams Krieviju sekmTgi iesaistrt arpasaule un Eiropas
dro5rbas sist€ma. Sada gadr.juma visi bfis uzvaretaji un neviens

neb[s zaud€tajs.

Bet tagad runasim par paSu butiskako Saja jautajuma -
NAI'O papla5inaSanu.

Pirms diviem gadiem, 1994. gada janvara galot4u sapulce,

NATO aplemas uznemt jaunas dahbvalstis. KopS ta bnZa katra

ministru sapulce ir no jauna apliecinajusi 5o ap4em5anos. Pirms
gada ministri uzdeva aliansei izpetTt, ka notiks papla5ina5anas un

X.
kapec ta notiks. Sis p€trjums bija foti svarrgs divu iemeslu dcl.

Pirmkart, mllms alians€ ir jabfit parliecinatiem, ka tad, kad

uz4emsim jaunas dahbvalstis, mes busirn tikpat sp€cTgi un

mer\tiecTgi ka pirms tam. Otrkarl, velamies valstlm, kas cer kfut
par daiTbvalstrm, foti skaidri pateikt, ko tas nozrmes: "L[k, jfisu

ticsrbas, llk, jr"rsu saistTbas". Mes neteiksim: "Ja jls dansiet ta un

ta, .jr-rs kf[siet par sabiedroto." MOs teiksim: "Ja jfs k]usiet par

sabiedroto, llrk, ko tas nozrm€s." Mlsu petrjuma rezultatus esmu

par,remis lldz uz 5o seminaru, jrls tos varat aplukot. Pet-rjums loti
detalizeti paskaidro, ko nozTm€ bfit NATO dalTbvalstij. Var€tu

teikt, ka ta ir NAfO dahbvalsts "pase".

Sa gada 28. septembrr ar petTjuma rezultatiem
iepazrstinajam NATO partnervalstis. Brrfinga piedahjas parstavji

no visam 26 "Partnerattiecrbas mieram" valstTm. Pec tam
lTdzrgus brlhngus esam rrkoju5i daZadu valstu galvaspilsetas, arl
Seit, RTga, un an Maskava. 'frrs valstis - Somija, Zviedrija un

Eiropas Savientbas ttn NATO nanlaiina,iano -
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\ustrija - piedah.jas atsevi5ka brTfinga, kas notika NATO mrtn€.

Pagaju5aja nedela NATO valstu arlietu ministri nolema

,lrcrt nakamo lielo soli, kas iadara, pirms varam lemt, kuras

r;ristis tiks uzr,-remtas NATO un kad tas notiks.

Apzinamies. ka nepietiks ar to vien, ka radrsim atbildes uz

lrrcciem jautajumiem, ko es mineju pirms kada laika. Mums ir

1:urtrod pareizas atbildes uz Siem jautajumien. lai parliecinatos,

Lrr NATO paplaSinaSana notiks parcizl Nakama gada laika

l,;rrtnervalstis, kas to velas, saks foti detalizetu un precTzu

,lillogu ar NATO par to, ko nozrme b[t N,{TO sabiedrotajai, kas

1:rtlara, lai par tadu klutu.
Otrkart. mes, kas jau esam alianse, nodarbosimies ar

\AfO parstrukturEsanu, lai an lielaka alianse var€tu btt tikpat
, li:ktTva ka pa5reizeja. Un, treSkart. "PartnerattiecTbas mieram"

t)r()grammu padarrsim vel nozjmtgaku neka ta ir bijusi.

Sis loti nopietnais darbs prasTs gandrlz visu vai visu 1996.

lrrlu, bet procesa beigas blsim parliccinati. ka tad, kad blrsim

lrrtavi uzlemt jaunas dahbvalstis, visu l6 pa5reizejo dalTbvalstu

t,rliamenti tam piekritTs. Katrs sabiedrotais pilnTba sapratTs

',rrrstTbas. ko mes uz4emsimies atseviS\i un kopa.

Esam parliecinati, ka visi Sie p[1i4i papildinas cits citu un

lrirantes, ka mums kritiskajos un vesturiskajos brTZos neblls

lirzvelas starp vienu un otru mer\i, kas 5r kontinenta briesmTgaja

rcsture reiz€m ir rad-rjis tik lielus postr-iumus un loti daudz

lroblemu. Tapec mes loti intensTvi stradasim, lai, veidojot
l'artnerattiecTbas mieratn" programlnu * gan daudzpus€ji, gan

r i divpuseji ar atsevi5\am valstTm. loti mer(tiecrgi attrstlsim

;rilieclbas ar Krieviju, pieradot Krievijai ne tikai vardiem, bet arT

,rr"elarbiem, ka NAIO nav versta pret kadu valsti, ka tas vienlgais
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ienaidnieks ir nestabilitdte un nedroSrba Viduseirop[. Meginasr
pierad-rt Krievijai, ka dro5rba, ko NATO var piedavat Sai pasaul

dafai, atbildrs ari Krievijas interesem, jo ta faus Krievij
samazinat vesturiskas bailes par draudiem no rietumiem,

Un vel mes turpinasim NAIO paplaSina5anas procesu,

vnzas uz priek5u paredzEtaja atruma - ne atrak, ne lE

Nevienam arpus NAIO nav teik5anas par to, kad un cik atri
uz4emsim jaunas dahbvalstis un kuras tas varetu
Ieklausamies visos padomos, bet lemumus pie4emam t
mes - 16 NATO dahbvalstis.

Ja visi cltrgi stradasim, 5r strategija var sevi prerad|rt. Zi
ka Sajd valstr cilveki jau strada, lai paliktu uzticrgi prasrbam,

Sai paaudzei ir uzlikuSas auksta kara beigas. Pec divdesmi
gadiem nakamas paaudzes vertes mus, kas Sodien seZam Sajll

telpa, 4emot verd vienu, foti precrzu kritCriju: vai mes 5o lai
izmantojam, lai izveidotu ko tadu, kas kalpo Eiropai un
transatlantiskajai dimensijai, kas ir kalpojis nakotnei, vai
mums tas neizdevas. Mums par to b[s jaatbild, un esmu
parliecinats, ka Saja vestures posma mums izdosies to paveikt.

Nosleguma v6los sev atgadinat, ka esmu valstr, kam ir
sena, varena un lepna vesture, kas lepni ir saglabajusi savu

patstavrbu un neatkarlbu, ko nakamajos gados valsts vaf
pilnveidot, lai tas butu specrgakas neka jebkad. Es nevaru to
pateikt labdk ka to jau ir pateicis Rtdolfs Blaumanis: "Mans
zelts ir mana tauta, mans gods ir vir,ras gods."

Pateicos par uzmanrbu!

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO paplaiinasana -
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loti priecajos par iesp€ju piedalrties Saja konference, un

t'smu sevi5li gandar-rts, ka Latvijas Arpolitikas instit[ts kfUst par

rntelektualo un politisko kontaktu centru starp austrumiem un

rictumiem, ka an Baltijas regiona. Apsveicu jts otraja
konference. Esmu parliecinats, ka treSa, ja ta bfs iespejama, bus

rcl interesantaka.

Sakuma v€los paskaidrot mlsu idejas par NAIO, kas droSi

r ien liela mera bfs pretruna ar mana drauga Boba Hantera teikto.
lrrdu velos vispirms mazliet pakav€ties atmi4as. Pirms kadiem

:;cptir,riem gadiem es biju pirmais krievs, kam deva iespeju g[t
rsu ieskatu NATO militarajos planos. Daudzus gadus pirms tam

l,i.lLr veltrgi pfllejies uzzinat, kada ir NATO militara strat€gija.

lli.iu secinajis, ka NAfO nevar apdraudet Krieviju, ne tikai tapec,

La ta ir demokratisku valstu alianse, bet arr tapec, ka tas spekos

rrav veikt vai piedallties uzbr[ko5a kara. Tas bija loti pat-rkams

:;ccinajums krievam, bet loti skumj5 secinajums militarajam
;rrralrtifim, jo ilgi pirms auksta kara beigam man radas aizdomas,

krr eSnlu izSliedis vairakus gadus. Kad 1986. var 198'/. gada man
:rtrtstrja par NAIO strategiju, sapratu, ka man bijusi taisnTba.

lapec NATO paplaSina5anu nedrrkst uzskaut par draudu pret

l',rieviju. Ja mums saka, ka tas nav drauds, m€s atbildam:
'l)rotams, tas nav drauds. Tadu vienalgata ir probl€ma".

PEdEjos gados mes esam veiku5i pla5u analrtisku darbu, lai

lrctrtu visus NAIO paplaSinaSanas "kapec", "kad", "kd" un "ko"
rrttiecrba pret Krieviju. Esam secinaju5i, ka bls lotimazpozitrvas
ictekmes, ja nu vienrgi taja zi\a, ka daLi mlsu Austrumeiropas
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un Viduseiropas kaimiqi psihologiski saks justies mazliet Crtak.

Tadu Sis solis radrs loti daudzus negatrvus efektus Krievijas
iekSeja politika.

Bet vispirms es velos paskaidrot, kapec mes Krievija
iebilstam pret NATO papla5inaSanu vismaz paredzamqa
nakotne. Paredzamaja nakotne, vismaz nakamaja gada,
papla5ina5ana varetu kl[t par nopietnu draudu ne jau Krievijai,
bet gan Eiropas dro5rbai. Un Sim apstaklim ir tie5a saistrba ar

Baltijas jautajumu.

Baltijas valstis, at5l,<irlba no Polijas. Cehijas republikas un

Ungarijas, robeZojas ar Krieviju. Ja Krievija kaut kas notiks, j[s
jutlsieties nedroSi. Es to var€tu saprast. ArI es jutl5os nedro5s, ja
Krievija kaut kas notiks.

Tapdc bls loti saprotami un piedodami, ka brrdT, kad
NI\TO paplaiinasies un uz+ems trrs Viduseiropas valstis, jls
klauvesiet pie NAT'O durvlm vOl specigak neka to darat tagad.
V€los ar jums runat Joti atklati un draudzrgi. Krievija, ne4emot
vera tas politisko iekadu, loti stingri un rupji iebilstu pret to. Mes
to sauktu par strategisk[m sacensTbam par Baltijas strategisko
uzticTbu. Vai mums tas ir vajadzrgs? Mums Krievija - ne! Vai
jums tas ir vajadzrgs? Tas jums paSiem ir jaizlemj. Bet ir skaidrs,
ka Eiropas dro5rba b[s zaudetaja. Es uzskatu, ka, ja 5o faktu
saprot NATO mltne, tad Baltijas valstrm nav absollti nekadu
izredZu kftt par NATO dahbvalstrm.

Bet es sapratrSu jr1s, ja vienalga meginasiet iekflt NATO
un rietumos bDs daZi atbalstTtaji. Rietumos ir cilveki, kas

uzskata, ka Krievijai un jebkurai citai valstij ir tiesrbas
piedalrties kada alianse. B[s cilveki, kas atbalstrs jfis, tapat ka ir
cilveki rietumos, starp citu, kas atbalsta Krievijas iek!fiSanu

Eiropas SavienTbas un IVATO pupluiitttljuna -
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f.l,\fO. Bet tas radrtu loti nopietnu problemu, un es no tas velos

r z vairtties.

I oti nopietna problema bus cr4a par Ukrainas strategisko

lrl,teni. Ukraina bls uz NATO robeZas. Ukraina krTze turpinasies

r.1 ilgak ka Krievija, 4emot vera valsts ekonomiskos apstakfus

rrrr rlaZus no tas politiskajiem apstakliem. Vai mums rc vapdnga
rrtr-racijas talaka sareZgrSana? Ne, mums ta nav vajadzlga. Mums
r citi apsverumi, ja domajam par NATO papla5ina5anu.

Krievija, tatad bijusl PSRS, beidzoties aukstajam karam

lriva vienu loti nozTmlgu geostrategisku LlzvarLl. Radas 1500

Liiometru plata josla, kura de facto ir neitralas un militari vajas

r;rlstis. Krievija ir cilveki. kas baidas no NATO un rietumietn,
trrr;ec loti velas kontrolet 5o zonu. Savukart rietumos ir cilv€ki,
Lr:; velas rast koprgu valodu un kopejus merl,<us ar Siem

l.,iievijas iedzlvotajiem. Tas ir drauds. Abas puses ir mani

,lii,rugi. F)s pats kadreiz biju viens no vi4iem. Nevelos, lai Sadi

,,iveki, mani draugi, sanaktu kopa tuvak ka tlda kontbrence,

l,;riia ir 5r. Vi4i ir mazs, bet nopietns drauds Eiropas dro5Tbai.

l,;rusim viniem novecot un aiziet pensija, tad papla5inasim visu,

L,r visn velesimies papla3inat.

Tas nav joks. Visi joprojam cie5am auksta kara bai]u un

1i:Lirratumu del. MCs varetu aicinat cits citu uz jaunu doma3anu

rr,r ietekmju sftru sadahSanas parpalikumu likvideSanu. Tadu

rrr,ims jasaprot, ka esam ne tikai auksta kara, bet arl visas Eiropas

i i'stures lrlnieki. Ta ir mlsu Eiropas vesture, ko kopa ar jums

r :rir.r]r veidoju5i jau gandrlz tlkto5 gadu. Nakas dzirdEt

'irgalvojumu, ka nav pareizi pie4emt, ka jebkura alianse, kura

ri'ijs nepiedalamies. ir ja nu ne gluZi drauds, tad vismaz politisks

r.,:iicinajums.
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Tas ir iespaidrgs argumcnts. titdtt. ja man nakas to

uzklaus-rt, es vienmer jautaju pretr: ko tciktu un ko domatu musu

amerika$u draugi, ja Kanada piepeSi iestatos Eiropas Savienrba'/

Ta tadu ir Amerikai loti draudzrga valsts. Tas ir sareZg-tts

jautajums.

Krievijai neizdevas uzbhvet kopeju Eiropas dro5rbas

sistemu. Tas jau sen ir Krievijas politikas un strategijas merkis.

M€s raizejamies par (Inu. Par iespeju, ka agrak vai velak ta

varetu kfflt vEl sp€crgaka neka ir tagad. Tapec mums japiedalas

kopeja Eiropas dro5Tbas sistema. Tas bija musu strategiskais

mer\is jau taja laika, kad visi vel bijam vienas valsts iedzrvotaji.

Tas joprojam ir Krievijas strategijas merkis. Nelaimlga karta,

pateicoties apstakfiem un lemumiem, kas tika vai netika

pielemti iepriekSeja gadu desrnita, redzam, ka m[su cerlbu

rezultats ir organizacija fdomata Eiropas DroSrbas un Sadarbrbas

organizacija - tulks], kam ir tadi tr[kumi, kas nefauj kfflt par

Eiropas droirbas strukt[ru. Sados apstaklos NATO

papla5ina5ana nozTmetu, ka Eiropas droSrbas sistemu buve bez

mlrms, vismaz kadu laiku. Mums radrsies iespaids, ka esam

atstumti, ka neesam dahbnieki. Ta var€tu bfit idiosinkrazija, bet

mana valsts SobrTd pardzrvo loti sareZgltu psihologisku posmu'

Tai nav vajadzrgas jaunas idiosinkratijas, arr tadas, kuras es

nepiedalos.

Ir arl cita foti nopietna problema iespeja, ka Krievijas

sabiedriska doma varetu k![t visaugstaka mera nekonstrukuva.

Bobs Hanters runaja par to, ka NATO nevelas kaitet Krievijas

demokratiem, demokratijai un kapitalismam. Bet problema ir
tada, ka arT Krievijas demokrati un liberali jutTsies pievilti, ja

NATO papla5inasies, neieverojot Krievijas intereses. Vai butu

Eiropas Sovienrhas un I'IATO pcrplaiinaiana -
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yteizi vai nepareizi, ja mes lautu mflsu vador,riem rrkoties tapat

li;l kadreiz nkojas Mihails Gorbadovs, kad vi45 atlava Vacijas
rrpvieno5anos, pretT sa4emot mutiskus solTjumus? Gorbadovs

rlrpietni k]udrJas, nepieprasTdams rakstisku sohjumu, ka NATO
rrr.:papla5inasies.

Vel nesenaka pagatne, kad mums bija sarunas ar Austrum
rru Viduseiropas valsttm par jauniem hgumiem ar Srm valsttm,
;rfceros, ka daLi mfisu diplomati uzskatr.ja, ka lTgumos japaredz

rr.,rpievienoSanas kadam aliansem. Toreiz Austrumeiropas un

Viduseiropas partneri, ka arT mlsu rietumu partneri pateica, un

{;rs ir dokumentali pieradams, ka mums nevajadzetu blo$et
i iropas SavienTbas papla5ina5anu, ka NATO papla5ina5ana

rr,rieikti nenotiks. Tapec baidos, ka Krievijas sabiednbas

r iedoklis loti mainrsies. Runa nebls tikai par Zirinovskie5u un

I i;munistu pozrciju stiprina5anu. Krievija kopuma kl[s par

',, :patTkamaku partneri.

Man jasaka, ka vienrgie cilveki, kas slepus vai atklati
I.rieviia atbalsta NATO paplaSina5anu, ir Zutnovskis un
r rrnunisti, jo vi4i zina,ka tas stiprinatu vi$u pozTcijas. Cr4u pret
, iAfO vada kapitalisti un liberali. Varu teikt loti atklati, ka tiem,
i,.rs velas NATO atri papla5inat, Krievija ir loti drvainas
, rtereses, bet Krievija, protams, ir valsts. kam nepiecieSama

!'!ldzlba.

Es vel ilgi varetu runat par 5o jautajumu. Ir art citi iemesli,

r,,ipec mes neatbalstam papla5ina5anu, bet tas viss reducejas

.ena liela jautajuma, proti - kada bls Krievijas politika. ja
:'ikamajos gados NAT'O paplaSinasies? Krievija noteikti k][s par

' .rvizionistisku valsti, kas centrsies graut pastavoSo iekartu.

,iropai ta bDtu loti brstama nakotne un domaju, arl Krievijai.
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BDdams eiropietis, uzskatu, ka mums veiksies, bet uzskatu, ka
mums jarzvairas no tada izaicinajuma un tadas izveles. Bldams
gan kartTgs eiropietis, gan arr kartigs krievs, nev6los, lai mani
griL virziena, kura mfs jau velk daZi mani tautieSi - proti,
kolektTvas aizsardzrbas hguma sleg5ana starp visam vai daZam
biju5ds PSRS valstTm. Tada gadr.juma tiktu atjaunota sadal-rta

Eiropa, pie tam pret mums netiktu versti nekadi draudi, un mums
neb[tu nepiecie5ams apmaksat neuzticamu vai vaju partneru
darbrbu, ka tas bija VarSavas pakta laika.

Velos izvair-rties no Sada veida izaicinajuma. Baidos arT, ka
tas vien, ka NATO runa par papla5ina5anos, trauce NATO
sadarbrbu ar Krieviju. Es to zinu, jo piedalos lielakaja dafd Sadu
sarunu, un es to zinu, jo esmu elitaraja krievu grupa, kas crnas
par praktisku militaru sadarbrbu starp rietumiem un Krieviju.
Zinu, clk sareZg-rti ir pieqemt kadu l€mumu Saja joma. Protams,
mes esam pierakstrlu5ies "Partnerattiecrbas mieram"
programma, jo prezidents Klintons ludza Jefcina kungu ta darrt,
un Jefcina kungs nolema viqram izdabat. Bet to, ka
"Partnerattiecrbas mieram" ir tikai tada jauka lieti4a, visi
sapratrsim loti skaidri. Krievija patiesrba gaida atbildi uz daudz
nopietnaku jautajumu.

DiemZel esam jau zaudeju5i trrs vai detrus gadus pec
auksta kara, laiku, kura butu vareju5i izveidot patie5am cie5u
sadarbrbu un strate$iskas attiecrbas starp Krieviju un NATO.
Protams, ir biju5as visada veida sarunas un laipnrbas, bet tikai
Sajos meneSos esam saku5i veidot kaut ko svarrgu un, iespEjams,
palieko5u. Taj6 pa5d laika v€los teikt foti atklati, lai arl m[su
lemums ir doties uz Bosniju kopa ar draugiem un kolegiem no
Amerikas, 5r lOmuma otrs merkis ir panakt, lai NAIO atsakas
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picnemt lemumu par papla5ina5anos nakama gada laika. Ja tas

rrcnotiks, uzskatu, ka Krievijas zaldati tur nepaliks ilgak par

ncdefu. 'fas nebfltu izdevrgi Bosnijai, Eiropai, Krievijai un

NATO. Nevelos nonakt tada stavokli, gribu izvainties no Sadas

t,/veles.

Ka izmukt no 5T slazda? Pirmkart, jameklc iespejas.

.Licen5as izveidot patiesi stingras un produktTvas attiecrbas starp

l.,rieviju un NAIO. Vairakus gadus neesam darrju5i neko, tagad

t'sam saku5i rlkoties, bet mums jaturpina meklet iespejas.
( )trkart, ja runa ir par NATO papla5ina5anu, tad ta ir jaietver

plaSaka E,iropas droSrbas sist€mas veidoSana. Sobrrd nav

visparejas koncepcijas par jaunu Eiropas droSTbas modeli, tadu,

li.as atbilstu 21. gadsimta praslbam. Daram to pa5u, ko darljam

kadreiz * papla5inam organizacijas, ko mes pazrstam. NATO ir

[rrti lietdenga organizacija, vel jo vairak musdienas. Krievija to
saprot. Mes saprotam, ka NATO mts neapdraud militari, bet

tliemZel neesam izmantoju5i iespeju izveidot patiesi produktrvas

rttieclbas. Mans merkis Sodien nav piedavat Eiropas dro3rbas

sist€mas modeli, tadu mums ir vaiadzlga jauna doma5ana. Mes

:jtavam pie notikumu S[pufa, bet at5l.<iriba no mflsu priekitediem,

no tadiem cilv€kiem ka Trumens un Cerdils un zinama mera pat

Sta]ins, m€s nedomajam pla5os jedzienos. Esam birokrati, ne

politil,(i.

Bet taja pa5a laika Srs debates par NAfO papla5ina5anu ir
rrtbrdrJu5as sanis jautajumu, kas, manuprat, ir loti svangs.

lzteikSos par to atklati. Visi atceramies, kas tika piedavats musu

Viduseiropas draugiem Polija, Ungdrijd un toreizEja
Cehoslovakija, kad beidzas aukstais karS. Vi4iem piedavaja 6tru

liiropas Savienrbas papla5ina5anu. loti labi atceros, ka daudzos
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gad-rjumos Eiropas Savienrba runaja par konkretu grafiku, ka ltdz
1999. vai 2000. gadam Srs trrs vai detras valstis vares kflt par
dahbvalstrm. Tagad neviens par to vairs neruna konkreti. Kas te
notiek? Daudzi cilveki Rietumeiropa t redzEjuSi, ko maksaja
Vacijas atkalapvienoSanas, un vili ir nolemu5i, ka t[lrteja So

valstu uzr;emSana bfltu parak dargs prieks. Tapec NATO tika
piedavats ka varb[t lCtaks variants, bet vai ta tieSam ir altematTva
stabilitatei un labklajibai? Austrumeiropa un Viduseiropa Sobrrd
nav nestabilitates. Nav iespejams, ka tresa pasaules kara draudi
varetu nakt no 5r regiona.

Otrais pasaules kar5 izcelas divas vietas - Berhne un
Maskava, nevis Var5ava, Praga vai Budapesta. So tautu Istas
velmes un rsto stabilitati regiona varEtu nodro5inat Eiropas
Savienrbas atraka papla5ina5ana, un te atrodam Krieviias
patiesas intereses. Mes to atbalstam.

Tadu tas nenozrme, ka Eiropas Savienrbas un varblt arr
Rietumeiropas SavienTbas atra papla5inaSana neradltu
probl€mas. Problemas radTsies tapec, ka mes joprojam
atradrsimies arpus6, bet priek5rocTbu bls daudz vairak ka
trlkumu. Mes redzesim rstu stabilitati, ar mums robeZosies
jaunbagatas valstis, ar kuram mums jau ir foti ciesas attiecrbas.
Mums te bltu daudz vieglak gfit sekmes ekonomika, jo te ir
daudz krievu valodas runataju, esam pieradu5i sadarboties.
Sobrid Srs valstis nav rpaSi lietderTgi partneri, jo tirgus te ir loti
ierobeZots. Ja valstis k!|rs par Eiropas Savienlbas dahbvalstrm
vai arr saks foti atri tuvinaties Eiropas Savienrbai, tas viss
mainrsies.

Kas kopTgs ir Eiropas SavienTbas, Rietumeiropas
Savienrbas un NATO paplaSinaSane? Sf doma pla5i atbalsojas
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I ir:opa un Amerikas Savienotajas ValstTs. Tiek apgalvots. ka

N,\TO ir jdpapla5ina, jo Eiropas SavienTba tik un ta paplaBinasies

un nedrTkst saraut nedalamas saites starp Rietumeiropas
Srivienrbu, Eiropas Savienrbu un NATO.

Ja SIs trTs organizacijas papla5inasies vienlaicTgi, domaju,
li:i Krievija nevares un neuzdrTkstesies pateikt ne, jo sapratts, ka

srila veida papla5ina5ana ir logiska. Bet, ja runa ir par NATO
pupla5ina5anu citn organizaciju paplaiinaSanas vieta, kas notiek
subnd, tas neatbilst mtsu interesem. Protams, jums,
r icluseiropieSiem, pa5iem ir jalemj, kas atbilst j[su interesem.

V€l vairak, jaatnst, ka Krievijai nepiecieiams laiks. ne

trkai, lai izveidotr"r strategiskas, militaras un dro5rbas attiecrbas ar

r 'O. bet arl, lai attTstTtu musu valsti" Ja izdosies izkllt no

l..rizes, un tas varEtu sakties jau nakamgad vai 1997. - 1998.

I ;rde, tad mfisu valstT bls cita psihologiska un politiska gaisotne.

l.lATO papla5ina3ana vairs neredzesim izaicinajumu vai mhsu
,lercsu neicvEloSanu. Sohrld mums ir savas idcosinkratiias.
jzskatu, ka m€s tas mazinasirn vai varbflt pat izzrrstEsim.

'1agad mazliet par Baltijas valstTm un Eiropas SavienTbas

,ri NATO papla5inaSanu. Par NATO es teicu jau runas sakuma.

' ,lnaiot par Eiropas Savienrbu, rnus foti interese jflsu
:kfau5anas Saja organizacria. Tam ir vairaki iemesli, un daZus
:iu esmu n-rin€.jis.

LabklA.jrba pie musu robeZam nozTm€ labklajTbu arT mums.

':rs varbDt jums atgadinas to, ka Saja valstr jau ir krievu kapitals.
, iaud'z vairak kapitala ieplildrs tad, kad bls skaidri redzams. ka

:;isu valstis k![s par Eiropas SavienTbas dahbvalstim.
'las nozTmes, ka jus busiet sava veida ekonomiskie varli uz

'avienlbu. SobrTd iums ir problema ar kapitalu no Krieviias.
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Labak, manuprat, lai tas plust Surp, nevis uz Lielbritaniju,
Vaciju, patuz Savienotajam Valstrrn. kur tas tagad tiek glabats.

Esam ioti ieintereseti g[t dro5u pieeju Latvijas un par€jo
Baltijas vaistu ostam, bet pirms tam mums jasaprot, kurp jus
dodaties un ka domajat attrstrties. Jums, tapat ka parejam Baltijas
valstim, ir foti mazizejvielu.'Iadu jums ir viens bhtisks resurss.
Tie ir transporta Ukli un ostas. Jls to varat labi izmantot, bet
mums jasaprot, ka j[s velaties attrstrties. Nezinu, kas nakamajos
divos, trTs gados notiks Krievija, tadu joprojam uzskatu, ka
Krievija turpinas attrstTties kapitalisma virziena, ta kfts realaka
un ekonomiski domajo5aka. Ja mfls intereses Baltijas valstis,
varu apliecinat. ka mlsu politika mainrsies daudz atrak ka tas ir
Dl.lls peoela lalKa.

Bet arr bezta man jasaka, ka just esat uz foti pozitrva cefa.

Runa ir par minoritzi5u tiesTbu nodroSinaSanu. Mes to verojam ar
garrdarrjumu. Tas noticis ar starptautisko organizac4u palTdzrbu,

4emot vera citu valstu spiedienu daZos gadljumos, ka an tapec,
ka Sajas valstTs ir darbojuSies demokrati un cilvektiesrbu
aizstavji. Minorita5u stavoklis joprojam neapmierina daZus
manus tautie5us, bet situacija noteikti attTstas pareiza vtziena.
Ta ka STs problemas tiek risinatas, Krievijas viedoklis par
attiecrbam ar jusu valsti un citam valstrm Baltijas regiona klDst
aizvren labaks un labaks. Mums jaizmanto 5I iespeja. Veidojot
Istu valsti, gflstot lielus panakumus demokratijas nodro5inaSana
Latvija, jums arvien mazak jabaidas no Krievijas ietekmes, So

vardu lietojot ta negatrvaja nozrme. Sakums ir bijis labs. Bet, ja
dzirdesim, ka Eiropas Savienrba ir gatava j[s uz4emt, tad tas
vairs nebfis tikai sakums.

Pateicos par uzmanrbu!
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l'[rs KARI-SENS
| )Anijo,t valsts sekretdra vietnieks aiz'sardzlbas .iautajuntos

CentrSos runat par tadiem jautajumiem, kas Sodien v€l nav

izskanejuSi. Proti, tie ir regionala rakstura jautajumi - 5T Baltijas

rcgiona, kura mes atrodamies. Velos pieminet art to, kadas ir

nranas valsts - Danijas - intereses.

Ja apllkojam So regionu, jadoma, kads tas bija pirrns

pieciem vai sesiem gadiem, un jaapllko atusttba, kas Saja laika

rrotikusi regiona valstu starpa. Tagad no Kopenhagenas uz

Iialtijas valstTm katru dienu lido detras, piecas, se5as lidma5lnas.

lngad kurse kugi utt.

Pirms septiqiem gadiem, kad es braucu Surp, bija jalido uz

Maskavu un tad ar vilcienu vai lidma5lnu jadodas atpaka! uz

ic-jieni. Mes atkal tuvojamies cits citam, tapat ka tas bija pirms

50 gadiem. Runajot par manu specialitati, par sadarbTbu

,izsardzlbas joma, tie5i to velos uzsverl. Ja aphkojam savas

organizacijas, un par to jau runaja vestnieks Hanters, tad

iakonstate, ka organizacijas sak pielagoties jaunajai situacijai.

Padomajiet par 1990. gada Londonas galot4u konferenci,

par Romas galot4ru konferenci 1991. gada, par Ziemefatlantijas

Sadarblbas padomes izveido5anu. J[s redzesiet, ka arT NATO

ldaptejas. Kadreiz, ka vestnieks jau teica, NATO bija slegts un

slepens klubs. Kad 1988. gada brar,rcu uz NATO ka Danijas

delegacijas loceklis, man vispirms bija laaizsuta vestule, lai

r'aretu iek!flt kluba, tikt garam visiem sargiem. Bet tagad tur dum

run mudZ krievu generali un Baltijas valstu generafi, ja jums tadi

ir. Ir foti grDti sameklot tuk5u telpu vai brrvu galdu, jo kluba ir

loti daudz jaunatnaceju. Bet jau 1991. gada mes izstradajam
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jaunu strategiju, un tagad to izpildam. Runa ir par miera

saglabaSanu, to m€s daram kopa, mes macamies kopa, un tagad

ir arr musu "Partnerattiecrbas mieram" programma, kas tika

izveidota 1994. gada. Taja notiek kopejas apmacTbas un manevri.

L[k, ka mes nevis runajam, bet rrkojamies! Ja runajam par

nkoSanos, tad vel velos izcelt plano5anas un parbaudes procesu.

Tagad mes nodarbojamies ar kop€ju plano5anu, tapat ka NAl'o
to dara jau 40 vai 45 gadus. Planojam kopejas macTbas, kopejus

manevrus. 'Ias ir tapec, lai varetu savu uzdevumu veikt pec

iespejas efektrvak, piemeram, Bosnija nakama gada laika.

Raugoties uz Io no Danijas viedokJa, seviS\i velos

pieminet vienu sadarblbas programmu, kas sakas jau pirms trTs

gadiem. Tas parnats principa ir meklejams "Partnerattieclbas

mieram" programma, bet Danij as atzsardzrbas ministrs, kas

velejas, bet nevareja Sodien bflt Seit, nolema, ka musu maztt

valsts nevar sadarboties ar visiem: ar TadZikiju, Uzbekistanu utt.

Tapec nolEmam koncentret uzmantbu tieSi uz Baltijas juras

rcgiona valstrm. Mes to sdkam, tiekoties ar ministru Gradovtt

1993. gada pavasart, velejamies slegt hgumu ar Krieviju, sevi5li
par pahdzibu Sanktpcterburgai un Kalilingradas regionam. Ta

jankojas, ja velamies nodro5inat stabilitati mtsu regiona. Kadu

laiku stradajam, un pa vidu, 1993. gada rudent, parakstrjam

draudzrbas lTgumu ar Poliju, kura bija paredzetas daLadas

sadarbrbas programmas. Pirmaja gada bija 20 sadarbrbas

programmu, nakamaja gada to jau bija 40. Nupat parakstrjam

1996. gada programmu, kura r paredzeti 60 daLAdi sadarbrbas

veidi - manevri, apmactbas, arT sadarbrba aizsardzlbas sistemas

izveido5ana demokratijas apstakfos, palldzTba aizsardzrbas

I r gumu izstrada5 ana, p alldzTba arzsar dzrb as budZeta i zstrada5 ana
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,rir,ri. 'l'as ir tiesi tas pats, par ko jau runaja vestnieks. Mes

t,.rliilzam So valstu aizsardzlbas programluas saska4ot ar NATO

lrr;i:'fbtifil.
I'ad 1993. gada pavasarT parakstTjam hgumus arT ar

l , rr v'rju, Lietuvu un Igar-rniju. 'fie ir trTs lTgumi, i r-rmta ligumi, zem

l.uircm tad mes katru gadu izstrada.iam saclarbrbas programmu'

I'rnrraja gada murns biya 20 sadarbrbas punktu, 1996. gada to

Liirts divkarsosies. Stradajam kop[ Balti.ias valstu llot€s, gaisa

,lr,."llos un zemes spekos, mes par visu savstarp€ji vienojamies.

t,rrtad tiesam varam minet nozrmTgas un kvalitatlvas sadarbTbas

1,re rnerus. M[su Baltijas draugi nosaka prioritates. Vir]i pasaka,

l rr i,elas atbalstu tada r"rn tada joma, un mes cen5amies pahdzet.

1994. gada rudenl beidzot izdevas noslegt divpusejas

,ir,l*rblbas hgurmu ar Krieviju. Aiz\ersanzrs radas tap€c, ka rnEs

r, lejarnies darboties tiesi SanktpEterburga un Kali4ingrada' bet

,rriiriu draugi vclejas. lai darboiamies visa Krievija. Atradam

Li,;rrpromisu. Visparejas sarunas notiek Maskava, bet mums ir
rprilas sadarbrbas programmas tajos regionos, kur visvairak

r .:lamies darboties, tatad Sanktpeterburga un Kalilingrada'
DiemZel mlsu sadarbrbas programma, kas sakas 1995.

l,.r1ia janvarT partrlka Cedenijas notikumu dcl. Politili
l,..openhagena pateica, ka mes nevaram rstenot militaras
'rtlarbtbas programmu ar Krieviju, kamer Cedenija notiek karS.

liiDec 3a gada septernbn partraucam programmu un tagad

rritrginam izstradlt Krievijas programmu nakamajam gadam.

Runajot par citu jautajumu, ko jau mineja Karaganova

Irir1gs, ir taisnrba, ka Krievija programma velas iekfaut tikai

i'ulrus elementus. Mums tiek teikts, ka tas ir resursu tr[kumu de!,

1,,:t esmu parliecinats , tapat ka Karaganova kungs, ka tam ir an
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sakars ar Krievijas pa5reizejo attieksmi pret "Partnerattieclbas

mieram" programmu. Par to es veletos parunat mazliet vairak,

kad notiks debates.

Bet, ja runa ir par divpusejiem hgumiem ar Baltijas j[ras

valstlm, tad jakonstate, ka mums ir an daudzpusejas sadarbrbas

programmas. Tas sakas Polija, kad ieradamies tur, lai parakstrtu

divpusejo programmu. Toreizejais aizsardzlbas ministrs

Onucekvids mums pateica: "Zinat. mes esam tuvu lielajam

kaimi4am, jls esat tuvu lielajam kaimilam - vai nebltu jadata

kaut kas kopa, lai atbrwotu sevi?" Runa bija par Vaciju, jo Po[jA
joprojam valdr.ja vesturiski aizspriedumi pret Vacijas zaldatiem

Polijas teritorija, aizpriedumi pret ta saucamo "2+4" lTgumu par

arvalstu karaspeku Vacijas austrumos, tapec mes sankojam

pirmos kopejos Danijas, Vacijas un Polijas manevrus. Ta nebija

problema, un pa 3o laiku mums ir izdevies sankot detras Danijas.

Vacijas un Polijas aizsardzrbas ministru sapulces. Esam

izveidojusi tnspuseju sadarblbas programmu, kura ir 20

clcrrrentu lielakoties daladr kopeji manevri, bet esam arr saku5i

micra nodroSinaSanas apmacrbas kopa ar vacu kolegiem. Vdcijai

tas ir kaut kas pavisam jauns, konstitucionalu iemeslu deJ, bet ir

loti labi, ka varam sadarboties, un man S[iet, ka mes dro5i vien

darbosimies Bosnijas ziemelu dala kopa ar poliem.

skandinaviem un amerikaniem. Tatad, mums b[s daudz iespeju

kop€jam macrbam.

Bet, ja runa ir par Baltijas valstrm, tad jaruna par Baltijas

bataljonu. Viss sakas ar ideju, ka Baltijas valstrm bftu
jasadarbojas rnilitaraja joma. Ta bija laba doma, ta atbilda senam

Baltijas sadarbrbas tradlcijam. Mes to panunajam Ziemefvalsttr

arzsardzlbas ministru sapulce un ideja guva loti noteiktu atbalstu.
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AtbilstoSi mhsu tradrcijam un politiskajai doma5anai, kadu
lrrrdi spriedam, vai Ziemefvalstim bfitu Saja procesa japiedalas,

tadu pagaju5a gada aprrll lfidzam Baltijas valstis s[t-rt arr savus

lrilrstavjus uz Ziemefvalstu miera uztureSanas apmacrbu
icstad€m. Ziemefvalstis jau sen miera uztureSanas apmacrbas

riko kopeji, tAdEl nebija iemesla, kapec an Baltijas valstis tur
ncvar€tu piedalrties. Tadu pec tam lena gara saka atUstTties ideja,
I'a mes varetu Baltijas valstis atbalstTt vel plaSaka meroga. Tagad

rsam izveidoju5i valstu grupu, kas atbalsta Baltijas miera
rrzture5anas bataljonu. Tas ir ne tikai Ziemefvalstis, bet arr piecas

e itas, loti svarrgas valstis, proti - Vacija, Lielbritanija, Amerikas
Savienotas Valstis. Francija un Flolande.

Reizi trijos mene5os Kopenhagena pulcejas 5o valstu
pilrstavji, lai diskutetu, ka varam atbalstrt miera uzture5anas
bataljonu. Tas ir praktiska rakstura parrunas, varu to apliecinat,

to esmu tajas piedah.jies. Runajam par to, ka labak veikt
;r1;rnaclbas. Briti teica, ka vilri varot piedavat valodas macTbas,

rrn tas ir labi, jo militara apmacrba pie mums notiek angfu
r aloda. Savukart mes piedavajam organizet miera uztureSanas

;rpmacrbas. Parejas valstis piedavaja cita veida pahdzrbu.
Ne jau viss ir gajis gludi. Piemeram, mums trlka tukSu

pritronu, lfldzam Polijai, vai tadas nevaretu piegadat. Tagad an
l'olija atbalsta Baltijas bataljonu. Sobrld aicinam Ukrainu ziedot
I Lri;Sas patronas apmacrbam.

Si praktiska darba pamata ir vairaki vienkar5i merfi.
l'irmkart, tadejadi m€s sagatavojam arvien vairak miera
rrrtureSanas speku dallbnieku, jo ANO tadi ir vajadzrgi visa

t,asaul6. ArI NAI'O mekle zaldatus, kas varetu piedalrties
llrrsnijas miera uzture5anas spekos. Tatad, gatavojam jaunus

Eiropa.s Savientbas un NATO paplasina.iona -
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kadrus arT Sim procesam.

Otrkart, palldzam Baltijas valstu bru4otajiem spekienr
pierast pie rietumu militaro struktfiru apmacrbu stila un labak

integreties rietumu struktlras. Domaju, ka tas ir loti svarTgi,

Zaldatu vadi no Baltijas jau ir piedaliju5ies "ParlnerattiecTbas

mieram" programmas pasakumos gan Danija. gan ASV.
Tadu varbfit vissvarTgakais moments Saja procesa ir, ka

Baltijas valstis tagad darbojas kopa. 'fiekas jflsu aizsardzrbas

rninistri, jlrsu bruloto speku komandieri, jlsu miera uztureBanas

speku vaditaji. Palenam rnes dibinam kontaktus. Ja vel nesen,

paSa sakuma, britiem un ziemefvalstu parstavjiem bija jabrauc uz

Baltijas valsttm un jasaka: "L[k, ka m€s veidojam miera
uztureSanas bataljonus," tad tagad Baltijas valstis nak pie mums

ar konkretiern lugumiem par pahdzrbu, lai spertu nakamo soli.

Baltijas parstavji prasa mlsu uztic€Sanos, bet ziemelvalstis un

rietumvalstis katru rcizi var diskutet, vai lugums ir apmierinams,
vai varam to atlauties utt. TieSi ta Sim projektam butu jadarbojas.

Pedejais mer\is, manuprat, ir sadarbTba droSTbas

jar-rtajumos. M€s darbojamies kopa, taja paSa laika neapdraudot

nevienu citu valsti Saja regiona. M[su merkis ir tuvinaties. Jtis

droii vien ja:u zinat, ka tuvakaja nakotne paredzeti daudzi jauni
projekti - par vienotu gaisa telpas izveidi, par sadarbibu juras

flotes jautajurnos u.c. Domaju, ka atkal butu jamegina

sadarboties Baltijas, ziemefu un rietumu valstrm. Japiemin, ka uz

sapulci par Baltijas gaisa telpas izveidi iel[dzam 4n Krievijas
parstavjus. Ceram, ka drlz mums piebiedrosies arr

Sanktpeterburgas un Kafiningradas parstavji.

Vestnieks jau mineja, ka mes Horvatija esam izvietojuSi
savus vadus, savukart premjerministrs atgadinaja, ka Latvija

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO papla.iini.iunu -
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plano nosfitrt savus zaldatus uz Bosniju. Protams, tas ir lemums,
lias japie4em Latvijas parlamentam un valdTbai, tadu m€s esam
gatavi j[s atbalstrt, ja izlemsiet ta rrkoties.

Ka jau teicu, Sobrrd mfisu programma Krievija ir
lrartraukta, bet ceram, ka drlz to varesim adaunot, jo v€lamies
icsaist-rt Krieviju miera uzture5anas procesa. Runa nav tikai par
llosniju. Velamies izveidot universalus miera uzture5anas
noteikumus. Nebus labi, ja viena pasaules mala darbosies NATO
miera uztur€Sanas speki, bet cita - NVS speki. Velamies meklet
icsp€jas, nkot kopejas apmacrbas.

Nobeiguma vel paris vardu par NATO paplaSina5anos.

Atbalstu to, ko teica Hantera kungs. Nedrrkstam NATO
papla5ina5anas konteksta veidotjaunas robeZas Eiropa, taja pa5a

laika nedrTkstam atjaunot vecos Eiropas mDrus. 1991. gada
Parlze musu organizacllas vadrtajs teica, ka katrai valstij ir jabflt
tiesrbam izveleties savu aliansi. Nedrrkstam to aizmirst. Visi
Ioreiz parakstrjam vienu dokumentu, Sodien mes atbalstam
vienotu un brrvu Eiropu, nevis ietekmes sftru atjauno3anu.
l)ateicos!
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NATO papla5inflSana - varianti un perspekUva

Pateicos, ka man dota iespeja uzrunat tik ieverojamu

auditoriju par temu - NATO papla5inaSanas perspektrva

nakamajos gados. I oti svarrgi pieverst uzmanTbu daZadajiem 5I

procesa variantiem, jo jautajums joprojam ir atklats' DaLas

NATO valstu galvaspilsetas kadreiz par daudz optimistiski

uztvEraNATO gatavrbu papla5inaties uz austrumiem, bet Sobnd

nav pie4emts neviens lemums par to, kuras valstis ieklaut NATO

un kad tas varetu notikt. Musu rrcrba ir tikai daLi n{rtaii par to,

kadi varetu blt Sr procesa daLadie varianti un scenariji:

. Viens ir NATO paplaiina5anas pet-rjums, kas tika publicets 5a

gada septembrr. Ka varblt zinat, oktobrr NATO parstavji

informeja Latvijas parstavjus par 5r petrjuma svangakajiem

rezultatiem. Dokumenta par papla5ina5anu ir loti piesardzrgi

un atturTgi vardi, vienkar5i tapec, ka NAIO Sobrrd nav

izveidojies konsensuss par papla5ina3anas objektiem un laika

posmu. Joprojam nav rastas atbildes uz foti principialiem
jautajumiem.

. Otrs svarrgs faktors ir Krievijas preto5anas jebkada veida

paplaSina5anai. Ta ir izradrjusies stingraka un ap4emrgaka

neka cereja daLi atras NATO papla5ina5anas atbalstrtaji.
. Tre5kart, starptautiskajd politika gaidami vairaki notikumi, arT

prezidenta vele5anas Krievija un Amerika, kas liecina' ka

l€mumu par atsevi5[<u valstu uz4em5anu NATO droSi vien

nepie4ems atrak ka 1997. gada.

Eiropas Savicntbas un NATO paplaiinaSana -
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Iiemot vera Sos radTtajus, kadi it varianti trn iespejamie

rr,lnajumi?
Aplukojot starptautiskaja prese publicetos viedoklus par

\AIO paplaSin[Sanu, joprojlm atrodam daudzus ievadrakstus,

L'ilos bezkompromisa valoda ir izteikumi par labu vai pret

\i,\fO papla5inaianai. Sada Ycida raksti m€dz bht maldinoSi, jo

li!,'rada iespaidu, ka varianttr spektrs ir loti pla5s, sakot ar iespeju

r)oclarIt neko (tatad - NATO nepapla5inat vispar) un beidzot ar

rr speju izveidot no NATO jaunu EDSO organizaciju, ttzqemot

,rirans€ visas iesp€jamas valstis. PatiesTba variantu spektrs ir
,l.iudz Sauraks. jo abi ekstremalie varianti jau sen ir atmesti'

r,-i:darTt neko vairs nav iespejams, jo NATO ir parsteigusies ar

'',rlljumiem, un Austrumeiropa raduSas certbas, ko nevar

r i*nkarii ignor€t. 'las nozTme, ka lemr-rms par paplaSina5aru ir
rrcizbegams. neskatoties uz to, cik liela m€ra tas patTk vai nepatrk

t'i pretiniekiem, sevi3l5i - Krieviiai. Nav arT iespejarns uztlemt

l;,,\TO visus, kas to velas, jo Sis variants nav pie4emams alianses

1'riireizejiem dalTbniekiem. l'atad realo variantu spektrs NATO

lrrrpla5ina5ana ir reducejams uz trts galvenajienl risinajumi.':m.

Velos mazliet parunat par 5o variantu plusiem un mlnusiem.

Pirma ir rninimalu risinajumu grupa. Tas nozTme

|;rpla5inat NATO, bet darrt visur iespejamo, lai samazinatu visas

iir:qatTvas sekas. Var iedomaties divus konkr€tus scenarijus.

l'irmais ir NATO uzqemt tikai vienu jauntt valsti. Sim variantam

rr vairaki piekritcji NATO mrtne Brisele. 'Ia NAfO pierad-rtu

:neju papla5inaties uz austrumiem un taja paSa laika samazinatu

rcsp€jamas problemas un negatTvas sekas, seviSli attiecrbas ar

Iirieviju. Protams, galvena probl€ma Sada gad-4uma b[tu
rzveleties valsti. kas tiktu uzqemta. Ta varetu b[t Polija, jo 1ai ir
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strategiska nozrme, ka arl akuvs lobijs vairakas NATO valstTs.
Ta varetu btt Ungarija, jo tiesi srs valsts uzdnkstesanas noveda
pie dzelzs priekskara atversanas. iehijas republikai b,tu savi
atbalstrtaji, jo ta alianse ienestu sahdzinosi maz problemu, ta kr
tas teritorija nav etnisku konfliktu. Bet bfitu foti sareZgrti
paskaidrot neizvel€tajarn valsum, kapec tas netika izveletas.

otrs scenarijs b[tu vel minimalaks. varetu garantet NATO
dahbvalsts statusu daudzam Austrumeiropas valstrm, bet pateikt,
ka uz4emsana alianse notiks tikai tad, ja pret srm valstrm tiks
versts konkrets militars drauds. Tas butu kondicionals statuss, ko
liela mera ietekmetu strategiskie apstdkli Austrumeiropa. NATo
paplasinasana notiktu tikai tad, ja Krievija fio ta ir vienrga valsts,
kas varetu rrkoties no speka pozTcijam) sperlu noteiktus solus.
Iespejamie krit€'ji varetu but: Krievijas nepaklausanas ierodu
samazinasanas llgumiem, karaspeka izvietosana valsts rietumu
da!a, kodolierodu samazinasanas partrauksana vai politiska un
rnilitara imperialisma atj auno5ana.

sa,iam risinajumam b..tu savas prieksroclbas, jo tadcjadi
tiktu parvarets viens no pasreizejas paplasinasanas politikas
galvenajiem trfikumiem, proti, soh.iums dalas valstrs
(galvenokaft - viSegradas valstrs) panakt drosrbu un stabilitati.
lai arr tam nekadu rpaso drosrbas problemu nav, taja pasa laika
atstajot novarta citas, piemeram, Baltijas valstis. Tads variants
garantetu NATO perspektrvu valstrrn, kam sada perspektrva ir
loti nepieciesama, bet tas neradrtu paSai aliansei laika spiedienu.
Sadu petspektrvu varetu solrt arl Baltijas valstrm. "Kondiciondlo
dallbvalstu" politisko un ekonomisko stabili zacrlu garantetu atra
uz4emsana Eiropas Savienrba. vel vairak, NATO rastos iespeja
ieverojami ietekmet ieksEjo attrstrbu Krievija, jo ta varetu

Eirop.as ,Savicnihas un NATO p,plLt.sitttt,\.ttnct _
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r cicinat miermTlTgas politikas veido5anu Saja valstr.
Tadu acrmredzami ir arT risinajuma tr[kumi. Dalas valstis,

scviSki Vi5egradas valstis, to varetu uzskaut par sava veida
lirap5anu. Bet v€l svarrgaks bDtu jautajums par STs pieejas
ticamTbu. ir loti ja5aubas vai NATO tik tiesam uz4emtu
lpdraudetas valstis politiska sasprlejuma vai militaras krrzcs
rrpstakfos. Sads solis augsta mera veicinatu sasprlejumu, un
vcsture rada, ka krlzes apstaklos NATO tieSi cenSas samazinat
sasprlOjumu, nevis liet effu ugunr.

LTdz ar minimalistu variantiem varam apsvert arr
nraksimalistu variantu, ko atbalsta daZi eksperti Klintona
rrciministracija, ka arr Vacijas aizsardzibas ministrija. Saja
varianta paredzEta vismaz Vi5egradas valstu uzqemsana NATO

lrec iespejas atrak. Pozitrvs elements b[tu tas, ka Vi5egradas
e erTbas tiktu apmierinatas un NAT'O k![tu par vadoSo
organizaciju Eiropas droSrbas struktflras veidoSana. Pie tarl tiktu
perfekti izmantots "iesp€ju logs", ko mes Sobrrd saskatam
lriropa. Tadu no otras puses __ Sads solis aliansei radrtu loti
nopietnu spiedienu laika, kad NAIO ir foti sareZgTti rast
I'onsensusu par principialiem jautajumiem. Pie tam Krieviju Sads

solis var€tu loti nokaitinat. Varam sevi mierinat ar domu, ka
lirievija Sobnd ir vaja un tai nav rstas ietekmes attiecTbas ar

\rATO. Tadu pasaule ir vairaki dro5rbas jautajumi, taja skaita
ie rodu neizplatrSana ult kodoldroSrba, kuru risinaSana ir
nepiecie5ama aktrva Krievijas lTdzdahba. Mums jaatceras, ka
'nekontroleto kodolierodu" jautajums ir seviSli aktuals
.\merikas Savienotaj am ValstTm.

Tre5o variantu grupu varetu saukt par pragmatisku un
iirtegracionistisku. Tas nozlme vairak vai mazak apvienot NATO

Eiropas Sttyicnrhu.s un NATO paplaiinaiana -- 
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un Eiropas Savienrbas paplasinala'u. ka tas aprakstrts NATo
paplasinasanas p€t-rjuma. Te ka ieks€jas drosrbas un labklajftas
nodrosinasana Austrumeiropas valstrs prasa piec.ju Rietumeiropas
tirgum. dahbvalsts statuss Eiropas savienlba srm valstrm vismaz
pagaidam ir svangaks par Cairbvalsts statusu NATO. Tatacl
paralela paplasinasanas varetu bDt zelta viduscefs. T'a ka Eiropas
SavienTbas paplaSin55ana ir !oti laikierilpigs process, NA|O b[tu
laiks attrstrt un parvaldrt savu paplasinaianos austrtulu virziena.
-laLrtrljumu par NAro paplasinasanu tadejadi varetu atrisinat
pakape'iski un bez uitimatrviem lernumiern. Tacu an iddai
pieejai ir savas probl€mas, io 'res nezinam. vai laiks vien
atrisinas visas paplasinasanas radTtas grr-ltrbas. lesp€jarns, ka pec
desmit gadienr Krievija vel arvien nebDs parlraukusi pretosanos
NAI'O paplaiinaianai Lrn NATO nebIs atbrlvojusies no
attungurna Saja jautajuma. Pie tam Eiropas Savienrbas
papiaSin[Sana prasrs iev€rojamas refornas tadas jomas k[
subsrclijas terauda. cgJu un lauksairnniecrhas sektoros. Daudzi
austrurneiropiesi iaubas, vai paireizejas ES clahbvarstis sp€s tik
atri atrisinat Sis poiitiski pretrurugas refcrrmas.

Nevelos rnin€t, kurS no trim variantiem varetu but
realakais. Mans merkis ir noradrt, ka 

'eviens 
no tiem nav bez,

savam problemam un sareZgljumiem. ladu sis fakts ne vienmer
tiek rDpigi pardomats. Dazi NAfo paplasinaianas atbalstrtaji
joprojam mna par vieglu atrisinajr_rmu, kas bfitu pier;remams
visam iespejamam pusem. Parasli sadi cilveki prasa NAf'o atru
paplasinasanu, neizsl€dzot no 5r procesa nevienu valsti un taja
pa5a laika nenokaitinot Krieviju. 'Ias ta nevar 

'otikt. l,udzu
neparprotiet mani - nevelos teikt" ka |JATO paplir.sinaiana ir
neiespejama vai paragra tikai tapec, ka Saja joma vei ir

l:iropus .\ttvit'nTbtts ttn NA'[t ) tttutl,r.tttr,r.:an,r -
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rrcatrisinati jautajumi. Tadu iespejamas problemas obligati

iriiekfauj diskusijas par to, kad un ka NATO tiks papla5inata uz

rrustrumiem. Centieni Sos sareZgrlumus slept zem neapstrrdeta

bet tik un ta miglaina argumenta par "stabilitates eksporteSanu"

var€tu beigties ar "kred-ttkartes" variantu - izpleties tagad, maksa

velak. Visnepat-lkamakais rezultats butu lemums par vienas vai

i airaku valstu uz4emsanu, ko noraidrtu daLi NATO dalTbvalstu

parlamenti. Tas neblt nav neiespejami. Amerikas Savienoto

Valstu vesture rada, ka Kongress foti viegli var noraidTt

rrr-lministracijas lemumus, ja senatori un Vietnieku nama deputati
j;rutajuma atklaj pretrunas. Jus atceresieties, ka Kongress

lsto4desmito gadu sakuma atteicas apstiprinat START-2 ltgumu,

urddjadi ignorejot iespejamas sekas austrumu-rietumu klimata.

!as pats vardtu notikt arT ar NATO papla5ina5anu, ja amerika4Lr

kongresme4i piepesi atklatu, ka kada papla5ina5anas scenariia

,rmaksas ir lielakas par priek5rocTbdm, kas rastos no ASV
rjroSTbas interesu viedokla, vai art, ja amerikali parak daudz

i rzmanlbas veltTtu neokomunistiskaj am tendencem daLas NATO
itandidatvalstls. Tas viss gan nav sakams tikai par ASV
iiongresu, bet an par citiem NATO valstu parlamentiem.

Tadu svangak par visiem argumentiem, runajot par NATO
raplaSina5anas plusiem un mlnusiem ir, ka ta ir tikai dala no

.jaudz plaSaka jautajuma - kada vispar ir NATO nakotne? Mums
tlaudz vairak jadoma tie5i par 5o jautajumu. Kadu NATO mes

velamies redzet, kadi butu tada NAIO merki, kura ir 20 vai
i'airak valstu? Kadi bfis NATO nakotnes uzdevumi, ja, ka visi
..ieram, Krievija izdosies izveidot demokratiskas, sadarblgas un

uzticamas strukt[ras.
PEdejos piecos gados radu5as daladas koncepcijas par
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NATO "identitates knzes" parvaresanu, daZas koncepcijas pat ir
ieviestas prakse. Pirma koncepcija bija par "savstarpeji saistrtam
institucijam" - jedziens, kas loti atri vairakos aspektos izra{qas
nepraktisks. Otrkart, bija doma par "uzdevumu sae+em5anu,, no
ANO vai EDSO. Tadu Bosnijas lieta jau sen ir pieradijusi Sada

varianta trlkumus: kas notiek, ja NATO sa$em uzdevumu, bet
NATO dahbvalstis nebUt nav ieinteresetas Sada uzdevuma
veikSana?

Ieverojamas personas Sobrrd apgalvo, ka NATO savu
"identitates krTzl" var atrisinat, "projicejot stabilitati,' vz
austrumiem. Sie cilvOki uzskata, ka NATO paplaiina5ana Sada

veida varetu bDt pasmerl,<is. Tadu nebDt nav skaidrs, vai stabilitates
projic€Sana vien pal-rdzes saglabat alianses saliedetrbu un speju
nepartraukti atbalst-rt visas dalibvalstis. Sl problEma mazakskar tas
alianses valstis, kam ir tiesas intereses Vidus un Austrumeiropa,
seviSki Vaciju. Bet Amerika situacija izskatas pavisam citada.
Arvien lielaks skaits amerika4u uzskata, ka Austrumeiropa ir
svanga, bet nebtt ne vitala no Amerikas interesu viedokJa. Ja Sie

pa5i amerika4i Rietumeiropa nesaskata nekada veida draudus, tad
tDlrt rodas jautajums: kads vispar ir NAIO pastave5anas iemesls un
ka var pamatot foti dargo ASV karaspeka izvieto5anu Eiropa?

Te nav runa par vienkar5a amerika4a izolacionismu.
Arvien bieZdk Sis arguments paradas iev€rojamas politiskas
aprindas, kur runa ir par izmaksam un iegutajiem rezultatiem.
Attrstot 5o domu, varam teikt, ka NATO, kas aprDpe
neapdraudetu regionu un "eksporte" stabilitAti uz ne parak
svarrgu regionu, nav tads NAIO, kas bfltu iafinanse no ar ASV
nodokfu maksataju naudas.

Tas nenozr-me, ka stabilitates projice5ana ir slikta ideja, bet

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Baliijas valstu iesp€jas un peispekt:a

Karls Hains KantLts

rri nekada gad-rjurna nedos visas atbildes aliansei, kas Sobrid

rrrekle jaunas misijas. Arvien vairak amerikagu uzskata, ka

NATO jauzqemas uzdevumi, kas kalpotu Amerikas interesem

r isa pasaule. Tads NAfO, kas spetu risinat droSTbas problemas,

rciksim, Persijas lTda regiona, Amerika gutu plasaku atzinTbu par

lraSreizejo NATO. Nedomaiu, ka tad, kad senators Lugars tzleica

slvu plaSi rezonejoso formulejumu, ka NATO jasak darboties

rirpus sava regiona vai art ta bls lemta izntk5anai, vi45 ar

icdzienu "arpus sava regiona" domaja tikai Lln vienTgi

,\ustrumeiropu.
E,iropa ganduz neviens nav pilnTba pardomajis 5rs

rri-nerikatu virzTbas sekas. Loti iespejams, ka NATO izveidoiana

lrar organizaclju, kas spej risinat drosTbas problemas visa

pasaul€, bls svarTgs jautajums transatlantisko partnerattiecTbu

parkartoSana. Jadoma, ka an paSu eiropieSu vidu nebfis

'"'ienpratTbas Saja jautajuma. l)audziem eiropieSiem ir svarTgs

Viclusiflras regions, tap€c vili varetu priecaties par paplasinatu

NATO misiju. Citi iebildTs pret jebkuru pazTmi, ka NATO ir

naklauta ASV strategijai. Vienadi vai otradi, NA|O uzdevuma

,raplasinasana jebkura virziena prasrs ieverojami vairak [dzekfu,

itas jau SobrTd notiek vai katra alianses galvaspilseta un tas bus

.;rctruna ar budZetu.

Tatad NATO papla5ina5anas jautajums ir tikai viens solis

pla5aka jautajurna par NAfO attrstrbu. Tas nekada gadljuma nav

universals lTdzeklis NATO identitates knzes atrisinasanai, un ar

to nebts iespejams aizvietot plaiaku organizacijas atUst-tbu.
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Priek5sedetaja kungs, ekselences, damas un kungi.
Pirmkart, faujiet man pateikties par iellgumu piedalities Saja

pasakuma un apmeklet 5o skaisto vietu, kas iespaido ar savu

dinamiku un energiju.
Vai ir viegli komentet Sorrt dzird€to? Mani ludza atbraukt

ministra viet6, kam bija japaliek majas politiskas virtuves def.

Neesmu valsts parstavis, tap€c varu izteikt tikai savas, ne Polijas
valdlbas domas.

Esmu piedal-rjies tik daudzas konferences par NATO
paplaSinaSanu, ka nespeju tas visas atcereties. Skiet. esam

sasniegu5i vietu, kur analrtiskais process ir mazliet paralizets.

Sobrid ir pateikts viss iespejamais par paplaSina5anas plusiem un

mrnusiem, tie visi k zinami. Jasaka gan, ka 5o to svaigu es

saklaus-rju interesantaja Kampa kunga referata. Tomer velos
atgriezties pie viena jautajuma, kas man Sliet visbfltiskAkais.

Pec 1989. un 1991. gada notikumiem, kas bija galvenie
iemesli, kapec mDsu valstis vilinaja biedra statuss Eiropas
Savienrba un pec tam NAfO? Man b[tu jalabo Karaganova
kunga teiktais par mlsu it ka pienakumu nepievienoties nevienai
militarai vai arzsardzrbas aliansei. So domu mums, toreizejai
Cehoslovakijai un Ungarijai, centas uzspiest vestnieks
Kvicinskis. Musu puse tam nepiekrita un, kad sabruka Padomju
Savienrba, jautajums apklusa. Protams, 1990. gada bija arl tadi
Polijas valdlbas parstavji, kas runaja par valsts neitralitati. Tadu

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO panlaiinttJana -
166 Balt'ijas valstu iespejas un peispekttva

Anlons Kantinskis

1991. gada kfuva skaidrs, ka Polija velas iestaties NATO. Kad
prezidenti Valensa un Jelcins 1993. gada augusta parakst-rja abu
valstu draudzrbas hgumu - es neatkartoSu visu, kas toreiz tika
teikts, bet prezidents Jefcins akcepteja NAIO papla5ina5anu.

Kapec pievieno5anas NATO ir tik atraktTva iespeja Baltijas
valstTm, ka arr Polijai un Ungarijai? Uzskatu, ka visuma ta ir
konstruktTva ideja. Tas pamata nav bailes no agresijas. Domaju,
ja iesta5anas NAIO Latvijai nozrmetu paaugstinatus agresijas
draudus, tad iesta5anas Saja organizacija Latviju neinteresetu.
Agresija un tas draudi nav faktors musu vertejuma. Jautajums ir
lrar to, ka mes velamies integreties rietumos, bet rietumi nav vis
speka, bet gan vertTbu sistema.

Saja gadsimta visas m[isu valstis ir pieredzeju5as tragedijas
un mocrbas, un varbtt beidzot ir pienacis laiks par nakotni domat
mazliel optimistiskak. So optimismu dafCji rada kaut vai tas, ka
mes varam dzrvot demokratiska sabiednba ar atbildTgu valdrbu,
segt savus paradus un atbildet par savu rTcrbu. [,oti
ciemoralizejoSa bija situacija, kad musu politili vareja klusu
pateikt, ka vili rrkojas ta vai ta tapec, ka t[ lika darTt Maskava.
M[su valstrs bija vesela bezatbildrbas hierarhija, kur katrs
cilveks vareja paskaidrot savu rTcrbu, radot vienu stavu augstak.
Visaugstakais stavs bija Maskava.

Ja runa ir par tirgus ekonomiku, par likuma noteiceja
speku, par minorita5u un cilvektiesrbu respektesanu, par iespeju
piedalrties kontinenta problemu risina5ana, tad runa ir par to, ko
Karlsena kungs stastr.ja par Baltijas bataljonu, runa ir par Baltijas
valstu piedahSanos 5o valstu problemu atrisina5ana.

Tatad iemesls, kapdc. manuprat, 5r valsts velas iestaties
l'rlAfo, ir konstruktrva ideja. Ta ir doma par piebiedro5anos

Eiropas Suvicttrhus un NATO paplaiinaiana -- 
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zinamat civilizacijai. Tas ir vissvangakais faktors. Sl cloma nav

versta ne pret vienu valsti vai cilvOku. N4rrsu viedoklis Saia

jautajuma saskan ar to, ko rzleica vestnieks F{anters.

ladu m€s, protams, saprotam an to, ka problema ir foti
sareZgrta gan tehnisku, gan arl politisku iemeslu del. Es ar lielu
interesi un simpatijam klausrjos, ko mums stastrJa Karaganova

kungs. Tadu brrZiem rnan radas iespaids, ka Saja telpa ir sejt.
kam ir loti atSlirigs pakausis. ka te seZ Karaganova kungs, bct
aiz viga t daLadt politi\i. "l'e es nerunaju par nacionalistienr.
Runaju par cilvekiem, kas kadreiz sevi uzskatr]a par

demokratiem vai varbut ta dara vel tagad, bet kam ir tadi uzskati
par pasaules karlrbu, kas manam pratam nav gluZi pier?emami.

Vestnieks I'Ianters arzradlja, ka NAIO uzskatos par Eiropas

kartibu nav tada jedziena ka "ietekmes sfEras", tadu no Krievijas
puses mes nepartraukti dzirdam runas par tiesrbam sagiabat savu

ietekmes sfEru, dzirdam valodas par "tuvajam arzemem". PddEja

laika ir pat nacies dzirdet, ka Polija ir "videjo arzerniu" skaita,

kas liecina. ka Krievija ir specialisti, kas strada, lai defrnetu
"arzerniu" jedzienu.

Kad pirms paris gadiem pirmoreiz dzird1lu par krievu
minorita5u tieslbu problemam Latvija un Igaunija, sapratu, ka

apmeram 20 procentu no teikta ir taisnTba, bet 80 procentu - ne.

Mums visiem ir pieredze Saja joma. Polijai bija arkartrgas
grutrbas Veimaras republikas laika. kad vacu minoritates tiesTbu
jautajums tika izmantots, lai pilnigi paralizetu Polijas ncTbu

Tautu SavienTba. Tiesa, Polijas minorita5u politika torerz nebija
rpa5i laba, bet vacu minoritatei bija izr,rOmuma stavoklis. 'Ias pats

notika Cehoslovakija, ja_ runa ir par vaciesiem pinns otra
pasauies kara, 30. gados. So jautajumu var loti veikli izmantot.

Eiropas Savientbas un NA'!'O papluiinuictna -
Bctlt'ijas valstu iespejas un peis/aktn,a

Antons Kaminskis

lai grautu citu valstu diplomatisko darbrbu. Manuprat, tas ir
noticis arl Saja gadrJuma. Atliek tikai pallkoties uz krievu
nrinoritates uzticlbu Groznija laika, kad minetajai pilsetai

Lrzbruka generafa Gradova karaspeks, lai gan pats generalis

tlaudz runaja par krievu minoritates statusu. Domaju, ka
(iroznijas krievi butu atdevu5i nezin ko, lai tajd laika un varblt
jebkura laika atrastos Baltijas valstts, nevis Groznija.

Ka neoficiala persona es velos akcentet vienu paradoksu.

Laika, kad Krievija pretojas NATO papla5inaSanai, mes

rcdzam, ka Krievija papla5ina savu militaro teritoriju.
Karaganova kungs te runaja par lielaiam priek5roclbam, ko

Krievija guva no PSRS sabrukuma. Sl zona. kura ir neatkangas

bet vaji apbru4otas valstis. Arvien bieZak Srs valstis tiek
paklautas Krievijas militarajai sfErai. Pallkojieties uz Gruziju.

kur Krievija ir izvietojusi savu karaspeku uz NATO alianses

robeZas Kaukaza. Tagad mes dzirdam, ka ir hgums starp

Krieviju un Baltkrieviju par to, ka karaspeks, ko nakamgad

bltu bijis jaizved, tur paliks vEl25 gadus. Tiek rekonstruets un

efektlvi papildinats Krievijas militarais speks Baltkrievija. Par

SIm lietam nerunaju ar bailem, nedomaju, ka Krievija grasas

sakt karu. Tadu runaju par faktu, ka 5r paplaSina5anas notikusi
laika, kad dzirdets daudz runu par pretoSanos NATO
papla5inaSanai. Domaju, ka te ir runa par dubultstandartu.

Gribetos dzirdet kadu atbildi uz 5o repliku.
Ceru, ka var€sim atrisinat jautajumu par Krievijas

attieksmi pret NAIO papla5ina5anu, kas nav versta pret Krieviju.
NATO paplaiinaSana, manuprat, droSi vien mainTtu organizacijas

visparejo virzienu, pahdzetu stimulet parmai4as un politisku

stabilizaciju Krievija, kas radltu cie4u valstt un paaugstinatu
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valsts cie4u pret starptautiskajiem likumiem. Noteikti mainTtos

attiecrbas starp Krieviju un NATO.
Saprotu, ka tagad valda viedoklis, ka NATO

papla5ina5anai janotiek kopa ar lTguma parakstT5anu starp NATO
un Krieviju, kas taja paSa laika garantetu Ukrainas droSrbu,

Karaganova kungs par to nerunaja, bet es gribetu dzirdet vi4a
viedokli par to, cik realas ir Sadas rpa5as attiecrbas starp Krieviju
un NATO, runajot par organrzacijas papla5ina5anu. Varb[t ar to
arl beig5u, lai neat4emtu laiku citiem runatajiem. SirsnTgs

paldies!

Bo Httlts

l)r. Bo HULTS
/nie drij as Arp olitikas instituta direktor s

Paldies, priek5sedetaja kungs! Man ir liels prieks
piedal-rties Saja konference. Velos pateikties Atim Leji4am par

ielugumu un iespeju sveikt kolegi no Zviedrijas Karaliskas kara

zinat4u akadcmijas.
Koment€tajam ir grltaks uzdevums ka referentiem, jo vi4i

saka to, ko ir paredzeju5i teikt, bet mums japieverS uzmantba

tam, ko vi4i ir pateikuSi. Arr es sakuma planoju teikt tikai to, ko

biju paredzejis, bet man ir jakomente arr dzirdetais. Tas nozTme,

ka manas piezTmes ir ta sa5vrkatas ar sarkanu un zilu tinti, ka to

dro5i vien var saprast tikai €giptologi. Bet tik un ta pam€ginasim

kaut ko pateikt.

Pirmkart, velos teikt, ka parstavu tikai pats sevi. Mani
uzskati nav nevienas Ziemefvalsts valdrbas uzskati.

NAT'O papla5inaSanas jautajums. protanrs. nav risinJms

Zvtedrrja, vienkarSi tapec. ka Zviedrija nav NATO dal-rbvalsts.

l'adu tas nenozrme, ka mus Sis jautajums neinterese. Mlsu dro5rbu

noteikti ietekmes diskusij as par papla5ina5anu rezultats. Zviedrij as

oficiala politika, ko formuleja apmeram pirms nedefas, iq ka

NATO papla5ina5ana vairos an Zviedr4as droSrbu. Neierasta

parliecrba, bet ta ir Zvredrijas oficiala politika. Pie tam jasaka, ka
Zviedrijas uzskats, tapat ka NATO uzskats, ko mums nupat

skaidroja Roberts Hanters, ir, ka NAIO papla5ina5anas mer\im

iabut - dro5Tbas garante5ana visiem eiropie5iem. Mes nevelamies

izslegt vai atstumt Sergeju Karaganovu un tos, kas stav aizvtga.
Tadu velos Siem atzinumiem pievienot v6l divus, kas,

manuprat, ir svangi. Pirmam kartam - un es neuzskatu, ka ta ir

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO poplasinasana -' 
Boltijas valstu iespejas in perspckttva

Eiropas Savientbas rm NATO paploiinisatta -
l'10 Balfryas valstu iespejas un pei,sJickttvu t71



Komentari

pa5saprotama lieta, lai gan Bobs Hanters varb[t ta doma - NAT( )

papla5ina5anai ir jastiprina Amerihas Savienoto Valstu klatb[tnc
Eiropa. Amerika par 5o jautajumu ir daladi viedokfi, bet,

manuprat, ja NATO papla5ina5anas ilgtermila efekts bus
samazinat ASV nozTmi Eiropas dro5Tbas jautajumu risina5ana,
tad ta nav laba ideja, un to es velos pateikt foti atklati.

Otrkaft, jasaka, ka NAIO papla5ina5ana nedrrkst traucet
papla5inat Eiropas Savientbu, tatad - integret Eiropu ka
patstavrgu esamrbu. Un te es veletos papildinat to, ko teica
Sergejs Karaganovs: mums nepiecie5ama pla5aka koncepcija par
jedzienu "Eiropa", konstruktrvi un jauna veida jadoma par

nakotni. I eoretiski tam, protams, varu piekrist, bet, ja runa ir par
praktiskiem apsverumiem, un par to mes esam runaju5i ar jflsu

[S. Karaganova - red.] kolegiem, tad jajauta - kas ir 5T

brrnumaina lieta? Ka varam to formulet, pacefoties pari seklam
idejam par EDSO attrstr5anu? Es Sadu formulejumu vel neredzu,
lai gan, protams, tas netrauce analrti(us ka, piemeram, Sergejs

Lrn es, tadu meklet.
Visi runajam par to, ka nepiecie5ams no jauna rrtirzat

Eiropas dro5ibas problemas, atmetot auksta kara laikmeta
doma5anu. Tas ir foti grfiti, un tieSi zviedriem, kuru domaSanu,

manuprat, joprojam nosaka "aukstais karS" un mlsu neitralitate.
Auksta kara instit[cijas tagad ir izzuduSas vai arr no

struktlram partapu5as procesos. Tas, protams, nozrme, ka
mlsdienas NATO vairs nav ta organrzacija, kas blja 1949.,

1950., 7961. var 1989. gada. Visi to apzinamies, bet alianses
darbrbas principi joprojam ir nemainlgi - iebied€Sana no speka

poncr.jam un dialogs. B[sim realisti un sapratrsim, ka tas nav
mainrjies.

Eiropas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinuSana -
172 Baltijas valsttt iespejas un peisyiektrva

Bo Hults

NATO alianse, tapat ka Eiropas Savienlba, ndkotnes

virzrbu noteiks dahbvalstu intereses Saja posma pec auksta kara

beigam. Katra gad-rjuma Saja jautajuma nav Tpa5as noteiktrbas.

NATO Sobrrd peld foti nenoteiktos fide4os un atrodas kaut kur
starp kolektrvu aizsardzlbu daZam valstrm un kolekuvu droSrbu

visam valstrm. Tapat ka iepriek5ejais runatajs, Kampa kungs, art

es domaju, ka Sobrrd nav noteiktibas jautajuma par nakotnes

virzrbu. Piekrltu Boba Hantera teiktajam, ka Sobrrd Eiropa ir
tre5a iespeja parkartot nakotni un mes nedrTkstam 5o iespeju

palaist garam. Tam es piekrrtu, tomer domaju, ka Sajas

organizacrjas nav rstas skaidrTbas par to, kurp mes dodamies.

Varblt tas ir neizbegami.
Jau divus gadu desmitus cen5amies vairot dro5Tbu ar

Eiropas Dro5rbas un sadarbTbas organizacijas pahdzTbu, un ir
skaidrs, ka cefs vel nav gala. Svangakas attieclbas Saja joma,

protams, ir starp Krieviju un parejo Eiropu. Auksta kara vesture

pierada, vismaz man, ka NATO rietumeiropie5iem deva

nepiecie5amo dro5rbas sajfltu, lai tie varetu atjaunot kara

izpostTto tautsaimnieclbu. Sobrrd biju5ds PSRS sabiedrotas

valstis mums jauta, kap€c an tam nevaretu nodro5inat Sadu

parliecTbu. Tas ir logisks jautajums, tadu taja pa5a laika visi
saprotam, ka situacija ir mainljusies, ka aukstais kar5 patie5am ir
beidzies.

Tapec man ir vieglak noraidTt Sergeja Karaganova teikto,
ka Baltijas un citam Vidus un Austrumeiropas valsttm, kam nav

dro5u strategisku poztciju, javairas biedroties vai ka citadi
sadarboties ar Rietumiem, jo tas vairotu 5o valstu nedro5rbu.

PatiesTba, jebkuras krTzes gadrJuma jfisu valstis b[s pirmas, ko
samTdTs. Tas ir tradicionals apgalvojums, ko mazas valstis
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vienm€r dzird no liel[m valstTm izvairieties no briesmam. Tadu

tas nemaz nav tik viegli, atrodoties tada geostrategiska stavoklt,

kada esat jils. Atkal jakonstate, ka speles noteikumi ir
mainTju5ies.

Domaju, ka kolegis no Danijas, Karlsena kungs, trap-rja

desmitnieka, sakot, ka tas nav jautajums par jaunu robeZu

izveido5anu Eiropa, bet mums jaropejas, lai netiktu atjaunotas

vecas robeZas. Uzskatu, ka tas ir loti fundamentals jedziens. Ko

tas noztme, runajot par NAIO papla5ina5anu? Man laikam
japiekrTt Robertam Hanteram, ka NATO tagad ir sasoh.jusi tik

datdz, ka goda saglaba5ana prasa, lai paplaSinaSana notiktu.

Tadu tas bus lens process. Varam pateikties Kampa kungam, kas

tik skaidra valoda iztirzaja katras valsts tzredzes Saja jautajuma.

Ir skaidrs, ka process nebls bez sareL!-tjumiem, tas nebDs art

parak atrs.

Ja varu turpinat par Eiropas Savienrbu, tad Zvredrlla

uzskata, ka Baltijas valstu uz4emsana Eiropas Savienrba ir
priek5noteikums stabilitates nodro5ina5anar Ziemeleiropa. Es

tam pilnlgi piekr-rtu. Taja pa5d laika - no praktiska viedokfa Sis

jautajums ir foti sareZgrts. Stokholma nesen notika konference,

kura piedal-rjas Polijas parstavji - vairaki ministri, taja skaita ad

finansu ministrs, tapat arT biju5[s Polijas valdtbas tirdznieclbas

un socialie ministri. Un viens no poliem, mazltet pie5liebjot
galvu, jautaja: "Vai jls, zviedri, patiesi saprotat, cik maksas 5t

Eiropas Savienrbas papla5ina5anas politika? Varbtt j[su nodokfu

maksataji vel nav sadumpojuSies tik ]oti, ka tas ir Francija, bet

tik un ta - vai vili bus gatavi par to samaksat?" Man bija loti
interesanti verot, ka zviedri, kas piedalijas Saja konference, viens

otru aplflkoja, lai redzetu, kuri ir gatavi maksat par Eiropas

Eiropas Savientbas un IVATO paplaiinaSana -
1'/4 Balfijas valstu iespejas ttn peisfekttt'a

Bo Hults

Savienrbas papla5ina5anu. Domaju, ka vairums nebltu ar mieru
to dar-rt.

Tatad Sis jautajums ir saistrts ar lieliem praktiska rakstura

sareZgr]umiem. Protams, tas nenozTme, ka process nebltu jasak.

Ziemelvalstis vienmer ir uzskat-rju5as, ka Baltijas valstis ir tie5i

tada pa5a pozrclja ka Viduseiropas valstis, un pret tam jaizturas

tieSi tapat, ja runa ir par Eiropas Savienrbas papla5inS5anu.

Nobeig5u ar regionala rakstura piebildi. Ziemefvalstis
atzrst, un domaju, jts lieliski saprotat, ka tam ir seviSl5a atbildlba,
veidojot stabilitati un dro5Tbu Saja regiona. Domaju, ir skaidrs,

ka nav runa par Danijas viduslaiku karafu vai Gustava Adolfa
karalvalsts atjaunoSanu. MEr\is ir integret 5o regionu
demokratiska Eiropa. DaZs piemines situaciju, kada bija pirms

50 gadiem, bet atgadina5u, ka stavoklis ir pilnTgi mainTjies.

Ziemefvalstis, tatad: Zviedrlja, Danija un Somija, tagad t
Eiropas SavienTbas dahbvalstis. Domaju, ka tas iev€rojami
maina situaciiu. Pateicos par uzmanlbu!

Eintttrr.t .\ttvi<'nihas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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Eitivids BAJARUNS
Lietuvcrs Republikas Arlietu ministrii us Starptautisko attiectbu
nodalas vadltajs

Sak5u ar to pa5u, ko teica profesors Kaminskis, kad vilS
sfidzejas, ka Surp ir sfit-rts foti negaidot. Ar mani ir tapat, tapec

neb[t nav viegli komentet to, kas Sodien te ir teikts. Ja runa butu
par to, vai Lietuva v€las iestaties NATO, mans uzdevums butu
daudz vieglaks. Es varetu apkopot mlsu prezidenta un citu valsts
parstavju rakst-rto un teikto par 5o temu. Tadu, ja runa ir par

Sodien uzklaus-rto, tad pievienojos apmeram 90 procentiem no ta,

ko esmu dzirdejis. Velos pievienot tikai daZus elementus, kas,

manuprat, ir loti svarrgi. Man loti nepat-lk runat pEdej am,bezlam
ir arr ta problema, ka esmu oficials parstavis. IJzsveru, Sodien es

pauZu savus personrgos uzskatus.

Ja runajam par NAIO papla5ina5anu, tad ir foti grlti
pateikt kaut ko jaunu, ko nav teikuSi Sodienas runataji un kas nav
minets NAIO papla5ina5anas petrjuma. Srs petr.jums ir loti
svarlgs tajazirya, ka tagad var beigties baumo5ana par to, cik liela
mera NATO valstis atbalsta papla5ina5anu, kapec tas to dara

u.tml. NATO papla5inaSanas pet-rjums rada tie5i 16 NATO
dahbvalstu uzskatus Saja liet6.

M[su valsts talaka rrcrba atbildrs Saja pet-rjuma teiktajam,
proti, ka petrjums ir nakamais solis NAIO papla5ina5ana. ArT es

esmu piedah.jies vairakas konferences par 5o temu, tapec velos

runat par jautajumu, kas ir ar to saisUts, proti, loma elements

NATO paplaSinaSana.

Nav jau svarrgi, kura pasaules mala notiek konference par

NATO papla5ina5anu. Vienmer un visur runa ir arr par Krieviju.

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
Baliijas valstu iespeias un peisSiekt:a

Eitit'ids Bajaruns

fap€c es neblSu iz4€mums un art es sak5u tie5i ar 5o jautajumu.

Man Skiet, ka Lietuvas politika ir spejrga pahdzet Krievijai
kltt par patiesi demokratisku valsti. Nevaretu teikt, ka tas butu

mlsu arpolitikas galvenais merfis, bet visiem ir skaidrs, ka m[su
arpolitikd nav ne kripatilas agresivitates pret Krieviju.

Tas ir ne tikai tapec, ka labi saprotam Krievijas
nozrmrgumu geografiska zi)a, bet an tapec, ka dzTvojam viend

dro5rbas telpa. Tadel esam ieintereseti izmantot daZadus veidus,

ka varam pahdz€t Krievijai integreties rietumos. Varbfit tas ir
mazliet ambiciozi, bet piemers ir kaut vai tas pats stabilitates

pakts. Jau no pa5a sakuma esam stimuleju5i domu, ka Krievijai
japiedalas Baltijas apala galda darblba. Tas ir tikai daZas no

iespejam, sarunas par 5o temu jaturpina.

Thdu, ja runaju par musu pozitwo attieksmi pret Krieviju, tas

nenozrme, ka neraiz€j amies par Krievij as agresrvajiem izteicieniern.

Tadus viegli vareja saklausrt 5a gada rudenl, protams, mes par to

esam pamatrgi noraizeju5ies. Mums tiek izteikti draudi, tas ir
parbaud-rjums, ka rietumu valstis uz to reages. Varb[t izklausTsies

drvaini, bet, manuprat, pat Siem Krievijas draudiem ir kaut kas

pozitrvs, jo tie rada. ka Krievija ir sakusi pielemt domu, ka NAfO
varetu uz4emt Viduseiropas valstis. Domaju, ka tas ir apsveicami.

Tadu visas konferences par NAIO paplaSina5anu tik un ta turpina

runat par Krievijas faktoru, tas ir ]oti sareZgTts jautajums NATO
valstu politi\iem un parlamentarie5iem. Bet, manuprat, jautajums

par Krievijas faktoru ir maksllgi radrts. Krievijas uzskati un NAfO
papla5ina5ana ir daLadi jautajumi, lai an kopdji saistrti. Krievija

notiek apsveicami demokratizacijas un tirgus ekonomikas izveides

procesi. NATO papla5inaSana neietekm€s Krievijas problemu

risina5anu, jo ta ir saistrta tikai ar dro5rbas situaciju Eiropa.
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Daudzas rietumu valstis apgalvo, ka tam ir labas attiecTbas

ar Krieviju. To pa5u varam teikt arl mes. Tadu. ja
priek5noteikums uz4emsanai NATO mums bus labas attiecibas

ar Krieviju, tad jakonstate, ka Krievija Saja joma bez grDtrbam

vares radTt visadas problemas. Mums ir foti plaSas tirdzniecrbas

un ekonomiskas attiecTbas. Ka jau profesors Karaganovs teica,

Krieviju foti interese Baltijas ostas. B[tu viegli demonstret

rietumiem, ka attiecrbas ir problem[tiskas.
Vel varetu runat par to, ka vairaki referenti Sodien mineja

NATO papla5inaSanas paralOlo raksturu ar Eiropas Savienrbas

papla5ina5anu. Profesors Karaganovs Baltijas valstu uz4emSanu

Eiropas Savienrba raksturoja ka alternauvu uz4em5anai NAIO.
Kampa kungs to mineja ka vienu no iespejamiem scenanjiem.

Manuprat, Sie procesi jau tagad ir ciesi saistrti, un tas ir pateikts

arT NATO papla5ina5anas petrjuma. Tur atzlts, ka NAIO b[s
jzrvelta sevi5\a nzmanTba tam valstrm, kas var ceret uz iekfDianu

lriropas Savier-rTba un ir parakstr.ju5as Eiropas hgumu.

Sis savstarpejas attiecrbas ir foti dabiskas. NATO,

rlanuprat, .iau ir noteikusi zonu, kura varetu notikt
papla3ina5ana. Ta nav makslTga zona, taja nav manama auksta

kara laika mitologija par strategiskiem "pelekas zonas"

aprekiniem.
Domaju, ka 5o procesu paral€lismu varEtu veicinat, sakot

abu organizacrju sarunas ar jaunam dalTbvalstrm. Tas vismaz

atrisinatu pirmo un saprgako jautajumu par to, kuras valstis ka

pirmas var ceret uz uzryem5anu.

Vel es gribetu rundt par to, kapec Baltijas valstis atSBiras

no citiem regioniem. Zinu,kaVi5egradas grupas valstis loti crnas

pret 5o apzrmejumu - Vi5egradas valstis - jo uzskata, ka tas ir
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rnakslTgs nosaukums un ta p[rmerTga tzmanto5ana varetu traucet

atsevi5$o valstu uz4emsanu Eiropas Savienrba un NATO.

Domaju, ka arr Baltijas valstu gadrJuma b[tu labi, ja rietumu

valstis noteiktak apzinatos, ka tas ir trts atsevi5\as valstis, kam ir
ciesi saistTta vesture, bet kas tik un ta ir atS(ingas. Sts atSfinbas

nevis vajina, bet stiprina mtsu valstis. Nekas netrauce igaur.ru

kolegiem cie5ak sadarboties ar Somiju, kamer lietuvie5i cieSak

sadarbojas ar Poliju. Domaju, ka tas ir loti nozTmlgi, jo pdrak

bieZi Baltijas valstis tiek uzskatrtas par vienu vienotu teritoriju.
Man ir grlti komentet to, ko teica iepriek5ejie runataji, bet

v€los nobeigt ar domu, ka m[su attieclbas ar Krieviju, lai ka an

tas nebltu nesenas vestures "iekrasotas", nevar blt par traucekli

mlsu integracija rietumos. Profesors Karaganovs jau teica, ka,

sabrflkot Padomju Savienrbai, Krievija pekS4i atrada kopeju

valodu ar daudzam mazam kaimilvalstrm. Ja daLas no Sim

valstlm klus par Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO dahbvalstrm, tad

Krievijai kaimilos bls miengas un demokratiskas valstis.

Krievija daudz runa par to, ka ta nevelas robeZu ar NAIO. Tadu

Krievijai jau tagad ir robeZa ar NAfO. Tas ir Talajos Ziemefos,

un jasaka, ka Krievijai nav miertgakas robeZas par robeZu ar

Norvegiju. Ar to arr beigSu. Pateicos par uzmanlbu!
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DEBATES
(Vada iurnalists Karlis Streips)

K. Streips: Sakot apaJa galda diskusijas, vispirms velos

pateikties visiem runatajiem par loti interesanto stastTjumu.

Domaju, ka no radu5ies vairaki jautajumi, ko m€s varam izpetrt

Sajas debates. Varbtt tiem, kas runaja pirmie, ir kas sakams par

to, ko teica velakie runataji. MDsu kolegim no Igaunijas vel nav

bijusi iespeja izteikties. Lfldzu, saksim debates ar vina
pardomam.

Simmu Tiik (Igaunija): Varbut mineSu tikai daZas atzirlas

par iepriek5 teikto. Atceros, musu Zviedr4as kolegis teica, ka

Vidusieropas un Baltijas valstu integracija Eiropas SavienTba bfls

arkaftrgi darga. Es par to Saubos. Vai 5f cena tie5am bus tik
nesamerrgi augsta? Kad iesniedzam prasTbu kfut par Eiropas

Savienrbas pilntiesrgu locekli, skaidri pateicam, ka mlsu merkis

nav salenrt Zviedrrjas, Francijas vai kadas citas valsts nodokfu

n"raksataju naudu. Mes velamies iestaties Eiropas Savienrba

tapec, ka atrodamies Eiropa un tas ir loti dabiski, veleties but

Eiropas Savieniba. Tur ir mlsu vieta. Ka jau 1993. gada teica

toreizej ais premj erministrs, mums v aiadzrga nevis palTd zrba, beI

tirdzniecTba. Nevelamies but tikai pat€retaji, esam gatavi dot tik,
cik spejam, gan Eiropas Savienrba, gan art "Partnerattiecrbas

mieram" programma. Velamies pahdzet atrisinat Bosnijas
jautajumu. Esam gatavi sltut savus zaldatus uz Bosniju, kur vi4i
darbotos kopa ar Ziemelvalstu bataljonu amerikalu divTzija. Ja

runa ir par izmaksam, tad katra valsts ir jaapllko individuali.

Grlti sahdzinat Igauniju ar, teiksim, Poliju, kas ir daudz lielaka

valsts ar daudz atustrtaku politisko kulturu. Katrs iautaiums ir
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iarisina atsevi5ki. Vel gribetos kaut ko pateikt kolegim

Karaganovam. Varblt vilam pat-lk buferis starp Krieviju un

Rietumeiropu. Tada gadijuma m€s savukart varam justies

iepriecinati, ka ir tik loti liels buferis starp Igaunijas robeZu un

$.Tnas mfiri. Paldies!

K. Streips: ArT es pirmo jautajumu velos uzdot

profesoram Karaganovam. Atgadinu, profesors Kaminiskis

stast-rja, ka Krievija tsteno divu veidu politiku - ta lod stingri

pretojas NATO papla5inaSanal:uz austrumiem, bet taja pa5a laika

acrmredzami pllas izveidot savu militaro bloku NVS, uzbrlk
iedenijai, cen5as no jauna apspriest sen nokartotus jautajumus

par karaspeka izvietoSanas hgumu u.tml. Vai tas ir
dubultstandarts?

S. Karaganovs: Pirmkart, velos pateikties Kaminska

kungam, vi45 teica, ka man ir laipna seja. E,s butu laimlgaks. ja

ifis bUtu jaunkundze, bet tik un ta esmu pateicrgs. Doma tr - aiz

manas laipnas sejas vrd kada fauna seja. Varbtit tas ir Gradovs,

kam ir ta launa seja. Bet Gradovs ir viens no Krievijas

drosmrgakajiem un konstruktrvakajiem politi\iem. Vi45 ir spejis

parakstTt lTgumu, kas Krievijas karaspeku paklauj amerika4u

kontrolei. Ja vilS ir slikts, tad kas, jflsuprat, ir labs? Otrkart, ja

runa ir par divpusejo pieeju, tad tas S[iet stipri dlvaini.

Baltkrievija un Krievija ar kaut kadu naudu it ka parstrukture

savus bru4otos spekus, bet man nav zinams neviens gadr.jums,

kad kaut kas patiesi bltu parstrukturets. Tiesa, m€s atkal esam

izvietoju5i karaspeku Gruzija, bet mlsu karasp€ks no turienes

nekad pilnlba nav aizgajis, un mums ir juridisks pamats

karaspeka izvietoSanai Saja valstr. Esam atjaunoju5i daLas dalas,

kas tur bija agrak. Ja runa ir par plaSaku jautajumu, tad Krievija
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ir cilveki, kas velas parkartot Ta5kentas hgumu, lai tas bltu ne

tikai dro5Tbas, bet an aizsardzrbas hgums. Paldies dievam, mr-tsu

militaristi nav gatavi to darTt, jo saprot, kada bltu cena. Krievi
Sobnd skaita naudu, ka tas nav darlts nekad vestur€. Esam

nabagi, bet neesam tik nabagi, lai mums b[tu vajadzrga
apvieno5anas apvieno5anas pec. Krievi nevelas, lai NATO
papla5ina5ana vai kads cits faktors vi4us grlstu virziend, kur
valstis, kam mes esam vajadzrgi, interesejas par dro5rbas un

arzsardztbas lTgumiem. Ja nu SIs valstis Sadas attiecrbas gutu

virsroku? Nedomaju, ka tas ir iespejams, jo art tam nav naudas,

bet domaju, ka Sobnd tas ir jatur atstatu no Krievijas, Saja nollkd
nolemjot nepaplaSinat NAIO. Yar arz manis ir citas sejas -
Gradova seja un citas? Ja. DaLas r, un daLas no tam ir pat foti
negl-rtas.

K. Streips: Paldies, profesorl Profesor Kaminski, vai jums

ir kas piebilstams'?

A. Kaminskis: Runajot par generala Gradova negllto seju,

es domaju par visu pasakumu Cedenija. Vi45 ka aizsardzTbas

ministrs dro5i vien var pierlemt lemumus par to. Nezinu, vai

tadus lemumus Krievija pierlem Arzsardztbas ministrija vai visa

valdrba. 'Iadu fakts ir tads, ka karaspeka dalas, ko bija paredzets

izvakt no Baltkrievijas, tomer tur paliks, un tas noztm€, ka

Krievijas karaspeks tomer ir uz Polijas robeZas. Tas neapSaubami

ir piemers, ka Krievija papla5ina militaro telpu.

B. Hults: I aujiet mazliet parunat par izmaksu jautajumu.

Runa jau nav par naudu vien. Runa ir par daLadu valstu

sabiedrrbas parstrukture5anu, lai ta atbilstu Eiropas SavienTbas

prasrbam. Tas noteikti bls loti dargs process, lai gan katra valstr

tas risinasies citadi. Jaatceras arr, ka Eiropas Savienrba ir
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necilvecTgais monstrs, ko sauc par kop€jo lauksaimnieclbas
politiku. Domaju, ka daudzds valstrs 5T politika radrs foti lielas
problemas, pirmam kartam jau Rumanija, Bulgarija, Ungarija un
vel daZas valstrs. J[s teicat, ka runa nav par pahdzrbu, bet
tirdzniecrbu. Arr tirdzniecrbas jautajums var but pietiekami
sareZgrts. Protams, izmaksas katra valsU bus citas, bet domaju,
ka kopuma parak maz uzmanrbas tiek veltrts apstaklim, ka tas

bls foti dargs prieks gan jaunuz4emamajam, gan an citam
valstrm. Es nesaku, ka tas ir neiespejams process, bet tas noteikti
prasrs foti lielu parkarto5anos daZadajas valstrs, ka arr "nastas

pardall5anu" Eiropas SavienTba. Zrnot, cik l6ni Eiropas
Savienrba SobrTd strada, tas prasrs laiku.

K. Streips: Hantera kungs, v€los lai Sada aspekta tiktu
anahzeta arr NATO paplaSina5ana. Uzruna jus minejat
jautajumus, par ko valstrm ir jadoma, ja tas velas kffit NAI"O
dahbvalstis, tadu tfa5i nerunajat par to, ka valstrm sagatavoties,
lai varetu kaut ko piedavat aliansei. BreLi dzirdam par salTdzino5i
s-rkam problemam, piemeram, ka Austrumeiropas munlcija nav

savietojama ar NATO munrciju, tapec ir grtti rTkot kopejus
manevrus. Tas liecina, ka tuvakaja nakotne nevar but ne rlu-rzrs

par Baltijas vai Viduseiropas valstu gatavlbu apvicnoties ar
NATO jebkada veida arzsardztbas alianse. Vai ta nav?

R. Hanters: Ka jau teicu, viens no Amerikas un vis:-rs

alianses uzdevumiem jautajuma par NATO papla5ina5anu ir
gadat, lai tiktu uznemtas valstis, kas ir gatavas ne tikai pateret,

bet an radTt droSrbu. Jautajums nav tik daudz par to, vai valsts,
kas iestajas NATO, no pirma mirkfa ir gatava piedallties
militaros pasakumos arzem€s. Piemeram, 1982. gada NATO
uzqema Spaniju, ir biju5as arl daudzas citas valstis, kas tika
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uz4emtas pirms vel speja piedalTties visos NATO pasakumos,
pirms brja gatavas darboties militaraja komiteja. Spanija pilnlbd
piedalas notikumos Bosnija, tadu ta joprojam nav pilnrgi
integreta mlsu struktlras. Mums ir japarliecina dahbvalstu
parlamenti, ka jaunatnac€jas valstis, pret kuram mes
uz4emamies saisUbas, ir valstis, kas dro5rbas jautdjumus uztver
ar vislielako nopietnrbu. Tam jabflt gatavam ne tikai piedalrties
kopejas dro5rbas veidoSana alians€, bet an uztemties saist-rbas
pret citam dahbvalstrm. NAIO hguma 5. panta paredzets, ka
dalibvalstis apl,lemas aizsargat cita citu. Tas nozrm€, ka ir pilnigi
iespejams, ka jaunam NATO dahbvalstrm kadreiz naksies
aizsargat citas dallbvalstis. Par to jadoma loti nopietni. Es sevi5fi
velos pieminet Amerikas Savienoto Valstu Senatu. kam bus
jalemj, vai mes esam gatavi sniegt Sada veida garantijas. Tas
nenozrme, ka valstij jabtt pilnigi gatavai brldr, kad sakam
paplaSina5anu, tadu katrai valstij taja bridi bus jademonstre, ka ta
ir virzljusies uz priek5u un ir pilnibd gatava to turpinat.
V€rtejuma standarts bus aplemsanas, kam seko rTcTba, nevis tas,
vai valsts jau pilnTba Tstenojusi mineto procesu. Priecajos, ka jls
par to jautSjat, tas rada, ka viens no loti stingriem
prieksnoteikumiem bus nopietna iesaistTsanas "Partnerattiecrbas
mieram" programma. Valstis, kas nav gatavas Saja programma
uz4emties aktrvas saist-rbas, var nedomat par piedahianos
NATO. To mes formali neesam pateiku5i, bet domaju, ka tas td
ous.

Bet vel es gribetu runat par to, ko teica Bo Hults - par
Amerikas iesaistrSanos Eiropa. Mes Eiropa esam iesaistrti
vairaku iemeslu dOf. Viens no tiem ir kaut kas tads, ko
nevajadz1tu vertet parak zemu. Tas ir amerikapu raksturs un
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Amerikas vesture, kas paredz saistrbas pret demokratiskajam
valstrm, kas ciena tas pa5as vertrbas, ko ciena Amerika.
Amerikas iedzrvotaji vesturiski nav c-rn-rju5ies par speku. Vi4i
crnas par nozrmrgam vertTbam un spej par tam crnrties loti
intenswi. Piemeram, 2. pasaules kara laika cT4a Eiropa mums
bija augstaka prioritate par cr4u Azija. lai gan ta bija Azijas
valsts, kas pirma uzbruka Savienotajam ValstTm. Uzbrukums bija
nevis Atlantijas, bet gan Klusaja okeana. ArT Persijas jlras lTda

kara, kad aktuals bija foti nopietnais jautajums par naftu,
amerika4us galvenokart intereseja tas, ka jacrnas pret agresiju.
un, otrkdrt, tas, ka Sadamu Huseinu vareja sahdzinat ar Adolfu
Flitleru. VidEjais amerikanis preclzi saprata 5T kara jautajumus un
parcilveciskas intereses, kas bija lielakas par strategiskam
interesem. Tadu arr strategiskam interesem ir svanga loma
amerika4u doma5ana, un amerikaliem ir foti svarrgi nodro5inat,
lai ceturto reizi neb[tu jadara tas, ko Saja kontinenta esam jau
dar-rju5i tns reizes. Mes ieradamies Eirop-a 1917. gada, kad kar5

jau ilga trTs gadus. M€s ieradamies 1942. gada beigas, kad
konkretais kar5 jau bija ildzis tns gadus. Mes ieradlmies auksta

kara pa5a sakuma. Tagad v€lamies, lai nebutu vel viena auksta

kara, lai nenotiktu jauna Eiropas sadah5ana, lai neparadrtos jauni
draudi. Gribam dant visu iespejamo, izmantojot daZadas jomas,

lai visam Eiropas valstTm, taja skaita arT Krievijai, radltu iemeslu
nkoties citadi, lai varetu izvainties no situacijas atjauno5anas,

pret kuru mes tik smagi esam c-rn-rjuSies jau tns reizes. Varblt ir
cilveki, kam nav viegli to saprast, bet tads ir amerika4u
viedoklis. Man varbutvajadzejajau atrak pateikt, ka Srs valsts un
tas kaimi4valstu brTvTba un neatkarrba ir vitali svangs jautajums

Amerikas Savienotaiam Valstrm. Mes nekada sadliuma
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nepiefausim, ka vel 51 gadu tiek rznlcinAta Latvijas un tds

kaimir,rval stu neatkarTba.

K-H. Kamps: Es gribetu rundt par to, kas ir "iekSa" un kas

"drd", divu iemeslu dcf . Pirmkart, jautajums par to, kuras valstis

tiks uz4emtas, domine visas debates par NATO paplaSina5anu.

Otrkart, Baltijas valstis ir salemu5as signalus no NAIO valstrm,

ka tas netiks uzr;emtas pirmaja posma. Divas piezrmes.

Vispirms, jasaka, ka debates par paplaSina5anu vismaz kadu

laiku notikazem,ja ta var teikt, mordla jumta. Tika skaidrots, ka

Austrumeiropas valsttm pienakas uz4em5ana NAIO, jo tik
daudzus gadus tas biju5as lrlnieces. Tas ir saprotams viedoklis,
bet problematisks, jo izveleties ir loti gruti. Piem6ram, var

aizrad|rt, ka trim Vi5egradas valsttm uz4em5ana pienakas vairak
ka ceturtajai. Var jautat, vai Baltijas valstrm ta pienakas mazak?

Jautajumu par to, kuras valstis uz4emt, var risinat arr no

strategiska viedokfa, 4emot vera racionalus droSlbas

apsverumus. Tas nozrme, ka NAIO rzvele bfltu daudz

vienkarsaka, tadu tas botu saprgi tam valstrm, kas paliek aiz

svrtras. Mums jaatceras: daudzviet Eiropa uzskata, ka

uz4emsana NATO nozrm€ dro5rbu, bet neuz4em5ana - briesmas.

Manuprat, tas td nav. Neaizmirsrsim, ko mums iemacrja aukstais

karS. Ir iespejams radrt apstakfus, kad valstis, kas nav NATO
dahbvalstis, ir labi aizsargatas, tas visiem ir skaidrs. To saprot

gan pati valsts, gan arl katrs iespejamais agresors. M[su vid[ ir
parstavis no valsts, kas tie5i ta dzrvojusi - ta n Zvredrrja.

Jautajums nebija tikai par to, ka Zviedriju uzskatrja par rietumu
sastavdafu. Zvredrljadariju visu, lai nepiecieSamrbas gad-rjuma ta

ar savu apbru4ojumu varetu kfDt par 17. NATO dahbvalsti. Tas

nozlme, ka valsts, kas paliek arpus NATO, foti noteikti var radTt
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apstakfus (piedaloties "Partnerattiecrbas mieram" programma),

kas parliecina ne tikai Srs valsts iedzTvotajus, bet arl jebkuru

iespejamo agresoru, ka ta ir dro5rbas sistema iekfauta valsts. An
tad, ja politisku vai citu iemeslu dcl ta formali nav NATO

dalTbvalsts.

P. Karlsens: Es veletos komentet vairakus jautajums, kas

nupat ir izskaneju5i. Pirmkart, par papla5ina5anas izmaksam. Par

to esam saku5i runat NATO. Runa5u foti atklati, neskatoties uz

to, ka man blakus seZ Amerikas vestnieks. NATO ir
konservatlvas personas - gan civilie, gan art militarie parstavji,

kas apgalvo, ka rzmaksas bus foti lielas un tap€c NATO ilgu

laiku netiks papla5inats. Tadu patTkami, ka tas jau nebls vecais

NATO, ko papla5inas. Mums nav jabuve vecas vadTbas

struktflras, vecas kara bazes, u.tml., jo pret NATO vairs nav

versti tie pa5i draudi. Varam bnvEt vieglaku NATO, un tas nebls

tik dargi. Tomer es pilnrgi pievienojos otram apgalvojumam par

izmaksu jautajumu. Pat, ja mes aplukojam paSreizEjas miera

uzture5anas operacijas, arT tam ir nepiecie5ams finansejums no

mtsu parlamentiem. Horvatija jau ilgaku laiku diene 1 500 daqu,

kas kalpo zem ANO karoga. Ik pa bridim mes sa4emam atpaka!

izdoto naudu. Reizem tas ir daZus gadus velak, bet mes sa4emam

naudu no NATO. Tadu tagad mums ir arr NATO miera

uztur€Sanas speki un ta ir cita lieta. Mums bija speciala saruna ar

mflsu parlamentarie5iem, pirms varejam s[tTt 800 dar,ru uz

Bosniju. Zinu, ka tadas pa5as sarunas ir notiku5as Polijas

parlamenta, zintr, ka tas pats notiks an Baltijas valstTs, lai gan no

Sejienes uz Bosniju dosies tikai viens vads. Tas bfls loti dargi, un

tas rada, cik maksa tikai miera uzture5ana tada vieta ka Bosnija.

Vel es velos rundt par NAIO papla5ina5anu un Ameriku.

T1
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PieJauju, ka ir tadi amerika4i, kas vairak doma par situaciju

Amerika un mazak par situaciju Eiropa. Tadu laimrga karta viqi
nedoma tikai par veco NAIO. Vi4iem nav skaidrs, kapec butu

vairak jdrflp6jas par Danijas dro5Tbu neka par demokratiskas

Polijas vai demokratisku Baltijas valstu dro5rbu. Problema ir
papla5ina5anas jautajuma atrisina3and, vai NAIO darbrba butu
jaturpina tapat ka lldz Sim. Saja zi4a es nepiekntu Bo Hultam
(parasti, ja saruna piedalas danis un zviedrs, vi4i cenSas viens

otram nepiekrist).
Tre5kart, velos komentet, ko teica mans kolegis no

Vacijas, kas ir musu otra kaimir,rvalsts. (Mes vienmer cen5amies

mazliet pakaitinat vacie5us.) Kampa kungs kaut ko teica par

amerika4u ieinteresetTbu vai tas trtkumu Vidus un
Austrumeiropa, bet vai arT Vacija nav politi\u, kas runa tikai par

Vi5egradas valstTm un aizmirst demokratiskds Baltijas valstis?

Esmu dzird€jis Vacijas politikus rundjam, ka Ziemefvalstis var
rflpeties par Baltijas valstTm, kads cits var rupeties par

Vidusjlras valstrm. Vi4i velas raizeties tikai par Vacijas
austrumu kaimiqvalstrm. Esmu dzirdejis amerika4us, taja skaita

foti cien-rjamo KisindZera kungu, kas rund tapat. Bet tur nekas

nesandks, jo regionalisms ir laba lieta, bet tikai, ja tas ir pla5akas

aizmugures - tatad programmas "Partnerattiecrbas mieram" vai
pa5a NAIO - konteksta. Mes varam turpinat savu darbu
"P artnerattiec rbas mieram" pro gramma, varam p alldzlt izveidot
Baltijas bataljonu, bet Ziemefvalstis to nevar rzdarlt vienas

paSas.

Ceturtais punkts - mana komentara b1a paredzcti tikai trls
punkti, bet velos runat par darba kartlbu. Vai mes nevaretu Jaut

izteikties arr publikai? Vi4i ir foti pacietrgi klausr.ju5ies. Redzu,

Eiropas SavienTbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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ka daLi ir aizmigu5i, citi jau ir aizgaju5i. Vai tagad nevaram

uzklausrt vilu j autajumus?

K. Streips: Ja, bet tikai p€c tam, kad b[Su uzdevis pedejo

jautajumu. Vestnieks Hanters ltdz vardu, bet es v€los papildinat

ministra teikto. Tik tie5am, vairuma NATO valstu nav

vienprat-rbas par NATO papla5ina5anu uz austrumiem, Amerika
nav nekads iz4emums. Bet, ja runa ir par demokratijas principu

atbalstr5anu, tad man Skiet, ka an Amerikas gadrjuma

demokratijas principi tiek pakartoti strat€giskam interesem.

Jums taisnTba, ka Persijas lTda kara laika tika salldzinats Sadams

Huseins un Adolfs Hitlers. Tadu neatceros, ka kads bltu
sahdzinajis Kuveitu ar Daniju.

R. Hanters: [,oti priecajos, ka debates par NATO var

apvienot dalus un zviedrus. laujiet pateikt paris lietas. Pirmkart,

man S\iet, ka es nepilnigi atbildEju uz Bo Hulta jautajumu, vai

debates Amerika par NATO papla5ina5anu pahdzes vai kaitEs

mlsu ap4emTbai palikt Eiropa. Domaju, ka pahdzes, jo STm

debatern ir ciesa saistrba ar diviem jautajumiem. Pirmais ir
jautajums par nakotnes dro5rbu, vai mes spesim izvairTties no ta,

ko jau tns reizes esam dar-rju5i. Tas, ko mes daram, lai piesaistrtu

Franciju tuvak aliansei, ir labi un jauki, bet ta nav atbilde uz 5o

jautajumu. Tas, kas notiek Srs pasaules malas valstts, ir foti
svarTgi. Otrkart, runajot par pahdzrbas snieg5anu Srm valstrm

tagad, kad tam ir iespeja izveidot demokratiskas un apvienotas

valstis, runa ir par soh.jumu, kurus jau 40 gadus esam devuSi,

pildtsanu. Domaju, ka NATO diskusijas par Viduseiropu
veicinas atbalstu Amerika. To es nevaru pieradrt, bet t[ds ir mans

uzskats. Velos atbalstrt to, ko teica Kampa kungs, - vai valsts ir
vai nav NATO dahbvalsts. Ja valsts iestajas NATO, tas negarante

t88
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tas dro5Tbu, iz4emot attieclba pret vienu draudu, kas ir minets
NATO hguma 5. panta. Valsts var pievienoties NAIO, bet tik un
ta sagraut savu iek5politiku un veidot autoratlvu valdrbu.
Nevienam nebls labi tada valstT. Bet valsts var arr nepievienoties
NATO, taja pa5a laika darot visu iespejamo programma
"Partnerattiecrbas mieram", un ar laiku konstat6t, ka ar to
pietiek. Godigi sakot, meginat iestaties NAfO, pirms izdarlts
viss iesp€jamais programma "Partnerattiecrbas mieram" - tas

nav pareizi. To es jau teicu. Neieteiktu nevienai valstij meginat
iestaties NAIO, kas nav izdar-rjusi visu parejo, tie5i to pa5u

iemeslu de!, ko mineja Kampa kungs. Bez tam konstateju, ka
vilS runaja par Zvredriju ka 17. NATO valsti un neviens vinam
neuzbruka...

K-H. Kamps: Tas bija ta, lai Soreiz jums tas nebltu jadara.

R. Hanters: Tie5am es pats kadreiz ta teicu, un man radas

lielas nepatikSanas, jo zviedri nebija gatavi atzrties, bet tik un td,
tas papildina to, ko mes te runajam.

K. Streips: Paldies, vestnieka kungs! M€s varetu lugt
klausrtajus izteikties vai uzdot jautajumus, tikai, l[dzu, ja j[s
runajat, tad palemiet vienu no mikrofoniem, kas ir starp
kresliem, un piecelieties kajas. Tas nav tapec, ka mes jus
nedzirdetu, bet tulki jls nevares dzirdEt. Kamer klausitaji doma
jautajurnus. lDdzu ...

S. Karaganovs: Es, protams, neiebilstu pret klausrtaju
jautajumiem, bet foti atri vOlos komentet nepieciesamrbu
papla5inat NAIO. An Temot vera to, ko iepriekS teicu par

iespejamam 5I procesa sekam, velos uzsvert, ka Krievija mes
nedomajam tik Sauri, ka bltu gatavi likt visu uz speles un pateikt

- visu vai neko! Ta tas nav. JDs jau teicat, ka Krievija nav pilnlgi

Eiropas Sqvientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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atstata aiz svrtras. MCs aktrvi sadarbojamies ar daudzdm valsum,
ar kolegiem Baltijas valstrs, Polija, Zvredrrja, Amerika, sevi5li
Danija. Sadarbojamies ]oti daudz, esam iesaistrti Saja procesa.

Domaju, ka tas ir foti svarTgi, jo velamies tur piedalTties, un b[tu
loti kaitrgi visam mfisu valstTm, ja mes tiktu atraid-rti. Tas slikti
ietekmetu demokratisko reformu procesu, varetu graut visparejo

uzticrbu rietumiem. Tatad ir iespejams piedalrties proces6, bet

nepieprasrt tll-rteju iesta5anos alianse. Ta, manuprat, tas ir jadara.

K-H. Kamps: Protams, jautajums nav par to, ka vienu
jauku ntu jls pamodrsieties un pazi4osiet: "No Sodienas mes

bhsim dro5i!" Ta tas nenotiek. Runa ir par rstu dro5rbu, un tas

prasa loti nopietnu ap4em5anos. Nepiecie5ams laiks un smags

darbs. Es pilnrgi piekntu, ka tas ir process. Nav jau svarrgi
dokumenti. Svangi bUt patiesi integretai valstij, ar Tstu

ap4em3anos. Valstij jabut rstai partnervalstij. Tas nav

vienvirziena cefS. JabDt plusmai abos virzienos.
K. Streips: L[dzu! Par,remiet mikrofonu.
R. Freudenlteins: Paldies! Mans vards ir Rolands

Freuden5teins. Esmu Konrada Adenauera fonda parstavis
Var5ava un tatad Api4a kunga kolegis. Paldies, ka mani ielldzat,
un es noteikti atbilde5u ar to paSu. Manuprat, debates hdz Sim

brrdim biju5as trls veidu klldas, un velos par tam atzradlt.
Pirmkart, neviens nav apstrTd€jis mrtu, ka NATO papla5inaiana

vajinas Krievijas demokratus. Papla5ina5ana vel nemaz nav
notikusi, par to loti Saubas arr rietumu valsus, bet tik un ta esam

pieredzeju5i, ka pedejos paris gados Krievijas demokrati ir
kfuvu5i arvien vajaki. V€rojot politiku, kadu Sodien Tsteno

Jefcina kungs un Kozireva kungs, es neatpazrstu neko no t6, ko
vi4i teica pirms diviem vai trim gadiem. Vel jakonstate, ka
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daudzas sabiedriskas aptaujas krievi ir teiku5i, ka vir,rus nemaz

neinterese jautajums par NATO papla5ina5anu vai
nepaplaSina5anu. To var saprast, jo krieviem ir citas raizes -
darbs, ekonomika, inflacija, predu pieejamrba un td talak.

Manuprat, NATO papla5ina5ana ir jautajums, kas nodarbina tikai
Krievijas politikus, kas intelektuala zi4a ierobeZoju5i sevi ar

apgalvojumu, ka NATO paplaSina5ana ir blstama un kaittga

demokratiem. Ta ir viena lieta.
Otrs jautajurns. Ir foti svarTgs iemesls NATO

papla5ina5anai - varbtt pat vissvangakais iemesls - par kuru
neviens vel nav runajis. Apmeram 200 gadu, ne tikai auksta kara

laika, valstis no Tallinas lldz Tiranai ir biju5as sava veida otras

Skiras valstis, ciktal runa bijusi par patstavrbu un dro5Tbu. Ja

runajam 20. gadsimta vardiem, tad STm valstrm bija samazinata

patstavTba un foti ierobeZota dro5Tba. Tas bija ka spefu laukums

lielajam valstTm. Tas bija teritorijas, par kuram vareja ctn-tties, ko

vareja okupet un reizem arl anekset. Domaju, ka 1989. gada

notikumi rad-rja vienreiz€ju iespeju atteikties no 51 S[<iru

sadah]uma Eiropas dro5lbas sist€ma. Krievija pati var tikt gala ar

savu droSTbu, savu psihologisko dro5Tbas sajltu. Bet STm dzili
eiropeiskam valstrm ir tieslbas beidzot iekffit, ta sakot, Eiropas

dro5rbas biznesa klase. Domaju, ka tas var notikt tikai papla5inot

NATO un Eiropas Savienlbu. Tiesa, tas neatrisinas visas 5o

valstu probl€mas, tam tik un ta bus iek5cji nestabilitates faktori,
bet ta vismaz tiks atrisinata problema par divu 51,<iru sistemu

Eiropas dro5Tb[.

Tresais punkts. Varam cits citam stast*tt, cik loti grflta un

sarel.ffta ir 5o divu organrzaclju papla5inaSana. Protams, tas ir
sareZ$rts un grlts jautajums. Tas kaut ko maksas, lai gan,

Eiropas Savienthas utt NATO paplasinuiona'
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manuprdt, izmaksas nebfls tik lielas, ka daZs labs velas apgalvot.

Bet ta vieta, lai viens otram stastttu, cik tas viss b[s sareZgrti,

varbDt pieversrsimies saviem tautie5iem un parlamentiem un

parliecinasim vi4rus, ka tie ir nepiecie5ami so!i. Manuprdt, nav

nekadasjegas atkartot atkal un atkal, cik gruts bfis Sis process. Ja

esam parliecinati, ka 5I ir parciza rtcTba, tad musu pienakums ir
parliecinat tos, kas par to Saubas. Tas ir uzdevums arr Krievijas
kolegiem. Vi4iem ir japasaka saviem politifiem, ka NATO
papla5ina5ana nav drauds Krievijai, ka tas ir jautajums, kas ir
jarisina NATO un Eiropas Savienrbas valstrm. Pateicos par

uzmanTbu.

K. Streips: Paldies! Vestnieka kungs?

R. Hanters: Paldies par loti interesanto komentdru.

Runajot par jflsu otro punktu, ka nepiecieSams atteikties no divu
Skiru sistemas dro5lba - tie5i tas bija viens no iemesliem, kapec

tika izveidota Ziemelatlantijas sadarbTbas padome un
"Partnerattiecrbas mieram" programma, tas ir art iemesls NATO
paplaSina5anai. Stm valstrm ir tiesTbas blt dro5am un neblt
lielakas sistemas $lniecem. Man gr[ti spriest, vai tas ir mlts, ka

NATO papla5ina5ana ir saistrta ar Krievijas demokratiem. Jusu

doma, ka ta ir problema politi\iem, it intrig€jo5a, bet es

nedzTvoju Krievijd un nespeju par to spriest. Tadu ir pilnrgi
skaidrs, ja NATO paplaSina5ana palTdzes sagadat dro5lbu
Viduseiropai, bet Eiropas Savienlbas papla5ina5ana pahdzes

sagadat labklSjlbu, tad tas neizbegami pahdzes tiem, kas vel
Krievijai spoZaku nakotni. Mes foti cen5amies parliecinat

cilv€kus, ka NATO papla5ina5ana stiprinas an Krievijas droSrbu.

Godrgi sakot, pa5ai Krievijai to nav izdevies izdar-rt Viduseiropa,

ka redzejam pEdEjos 50 gados.
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Jusu pddEjais jautajums ir vissareZg-rtakais. Nevelos, lai
mums butu grfiti parliecinat savus parlamentus. Man ka
Amerikas vestniekam NATO tas Sliet problematiski. Vispirms
jdpdrliecina visu 16 valstu iedzrvotaji, ka musu rrcrba ir parciza,
katauz ilgu laiku sagadas dro5ibu visa Eiropa. Tas ir svarrgakais
uzdevums, un es priecajos, ka jus to pieminejat.

K. Streips: Arr es velos kaut ko piebilst klaus-rtaja otrajam
jautajumam, un veletos uzdot par to jautajumu profesoram
Karaganovam. Patiesi, jau 200 gadu starp Tallinu un Tiranu, kd
vi45 teica, bijusi samazinata dro5rba. Ja runa ir par teritoriju starp
Tallinu un Kau4u, tad tas noticis vienas valsts d6f. Tas bija
politiskas iekartas, kas valdrja Krievija, roku darbs. Man ir loti
interesanti klaus-rties, ka cilveki, tai skaita vairaki 5r seminara
referenti, apgalvo, ka uz4em5ana NAIO Baltijas valsUm nav
jautajums par aizsardzrbu pret iespejamo dro5rbas problemu no
austrumiem, ka tas ir jautajums par iesaisU5anos Eiropa, par visu
ko, tikai ne par bailem. Manuprat, ta neb[t nav taisnrba.

S. Karaganovs: Paldies, ka ieminEjdties par 5o jautdjumu,
mani mazliet Soke tas, ka ievirzrju5as debates. Mes te irtirzajam
politisku jautajumu, bet tad mlsu pofu draugs saka rundt par

krievu zaldatiem uz B altkrievij as robeZas un krievu zaldatiem uz
Turcijas robeZas. Mes sakam runat par to, kas un pret ko ir
jaaizsarga. Ja te tiek pateikts, ka kads t jaaizsarga pret Krieviju,
tad varu tikai pateikt "paldies"! Tas ir tie5i tas, no ka es visvairak
baidos, ka alianse tomer, pa5iem paplaSinatajiem to neveloties,
tiek veidota pret Krieviju. Boba Hantera teiktais parstav
pa5reizejas Amerikas valdrbas uzskatus, bet diemZel Saja

pasaules mala ne visi tam pievienojas. Baidos, ka NATO
paplaSina5ana var€tu no jauna saasinat militaro jautajumu, sakt
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jaunas debates. Otra lieta, ko velos pateikt, t mazhet skarba -
piedodiet, bet esmu demokrats, kas savulaik (atSliriba no jums)

uz4emas foti lielu risku, sakot, ka valstis, kas atrodas musu

kaimir,ros, jauzskata par draudzrgam valstrm. Tadu Srs diskusijas

ir notiku5as Krievijas politiskaja klase, ne pla5aka sabiednba.

Paldies dievam, iedzwotajus maz interese debates par NATO
papla5inaSanu, tapat ka tas ir jDsu valstTs. Pie jums cilv€kiem tas

ir vel neinteresantak ka Krievija. Patiesais jautajums ir par musu
jaunas, liberalas un kapitalistiskas politiskas Sliras izdzrvoSanu.

Tai par to taga{ ir jacrnas. Ja runa ir par NAIO paplaSina5anu

Pohja vai citur, tad 5I lieta var vi4us skart loti saplgi. Atceros, ka

mes kadreiz ludzam Vacijas augstam amatpersonam izbraukt
arpus Maskavas un parunat ar viet€jiem laudrm. Ka viliem tika
iedzelts, kad vi4i saka aizstavet NATO papla5ina5anu! Nevelos,

lai Sis jautajums kfutu par pla5u politisku diskusiju objektu
Krievija, jo zinu kada bus reakcija. Ta bus automatiska. Paldies

dievam, Sobrld jautajumu risina tikai politiskajas aprindas, bet

viegli varEtu notikt td., ka virsroku glst speki, kam ir loti
polarizeti uzskati. Ta notiek demokratijas apstaklos, bet vai ta ir
labi?

K. Streips: Vards kolegim no Igaunijas.

Simmu Tiik Domaju, ka te tomer tiek runats par bailem.
Nevaretu teikt, ka igau4i tik foti baid-rtos no krieviem, ka naktT

nesp€j gulet. Tomer igau4i ir norupeju5ies, jo no Krievijas tiek
sa4emtas drlmas vestis. Arr Sodien dzirdejam nepaukamas zi4as

par Krievijas politiskas elites un sabiedrlbas psihologiskajam
problemam. Mes gulam mierrgi, bet esam norupeju5ies. Mes
esam realisti, bet naktTs gulam, jo pa dienu ir jastrada. Paldies.

K. Streips: Profesor Kaminski?
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A. Kaminskis: laujiet uzsvcrt, ka manis teiktais par

Krievijas karaspeku uz Polijas Baltkrievijas robeZas nebija saistrts

ar bailem par draudiem. I oti noteikti v€los pateikt, ka Polija
neparedz konfliktu ar Krieviju. Par 5o lietu runaju tikai, lai
akcentetu dubultstandartu Krievijas politika, un tas nav viens un
tas pats.

K. Streips: Profesor Hult?
B. Hults: Man ir kas sakams par Freuden5teina kunga

mineto tre5o punktu. VigS teica, ka mums esot japarliecina

skeptili, ka papla5ina5anas izmaksas varbDt tomer nebls tik
lielas, ka par to esot japarliecina arl Bo Hults. Zinat, es jums

pilnlgi piekntu. Uzskatu, ka bez Eiropas Savienrbas
papla5ina5anas un padzifina5anas bls apdraudeta Eiropas, ko
mes pazrstam, ilgtermi4a rzdnvolana. Es tam ticu. Tapec
jautajums, protams, nedrrkst but par izmaksam, jo lieta ir parak

svarlga. Bet jaatceras, ka musu valstu iedzrvotaji par to nav
sevi5li parliecinati. Tas sakams arr par cilvekiem, kas j[su, mana

un daudzas valstrs lems par papla5ina5anu un padzifina5anu. Un
tapec, par sprti tam, ka seZu blakus Sergejam Karaganovam, es

neuzskatu, ka Krievija ir visbrstamakais drauds, ar ko mums
Sobrld jarOlinas. Datdz vairak jabaidds no ta, ka varetu partrtkt
Eiropas integracijas process, jo tas var6tu nozlm6t veidojuma, ko
vesturiski apnmEjam ar vardu "rietumi", sabrukSanu. Tas

nozrmetu arT Boba Hantera parstaveto valsti, Japanu un daudz ko
citu. Tas, ltk, ir rstas briesmas! Sergeja valsts Saja strategiskajd
jautajuma ir visnotal maznonmtgs elements. Bet tie5i tas arr

apliecina jlsu teikto. Protams, mums par to ir japarliecina m0su
iedzrvotaji, taja skaita an tadi, kam, m[suprat, vajadzetu but
pratrgakiem. Tas nebfls viegli, un mums tas jaapzinas. Paldies!
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K. Streips: Es tom€r gribEtu v€l jautat "maznofrmrgaprn
elementam", jo, manuprat, vi45 tik "maznozrmrgs" tomer nav. Jtsu
apgalvojums, ka NAIO papla5ina5ana javeic loti uzmamgi, lai
neradrtu politisku pretreakciju Krievija, ir foti izdevlga Krievijai,
sevi5li, ja par to var parliecinat rietumu valstu parlamentus un
iedzwotajus, vai ne? Ths butu loti viegls pa4emiens, ka partraukt

procesu.

S. Karaganovs: Nu, ja. Mes neesam tik stulbi ka varbut
izskatamies.

R. Hanters: Jacer, ka mes neviens tads neesam.

K. Streips: Vestnieka kungs, vai jums ir kas sakams?

L. Napers: Ja. Lerijs Napers, ASV vestnieks Latvija. Es

gribEju parunat par izmaks[m un tad uzdot jautajumu. Esam

atklaju5i gan Latvija, gan parejas Baltijas valstrs, ka ir iespejams
paveikt foti daudz ar sahdzinoSi maziem resursiem. 'fas rpaSi

sakams par darbrbu droSlbas joma, un Karlsena kunga teiktais
par Baltijas bataljonu to lieliski pierada. Te paveikts loti liels
dargbs un izmantoti tikai mazi vairaku valstu dro5rbas
ieguldrjumi. Domaju, ka tas ir paraugs, ko varetu izmantot arr
citos jautajumos, jo mazs ieguldr.jums partnerattiecrbu konteksta
var daudz vairak palielinat kopEjo ieguldr.jumu. Man liekas, ka
jautajums par izmaksam nav tik saregrts , ja par to domajam tada
veida.

Vel velos pajautat Karaganova kungam - mes daudz esam
runajuii par Krievijas attieksmi pret NATO papla5inaSanu.

Sakiet, vai jts uzskatat par iespejamu, ka Sis viedoklis laika gaita
varetu main-rties? Piemeram, atceros laiku, kad krievi foti stingri
palerca, ka vili nekad nepielaus Vacijas apvieno5anos, tadu tik
un ta tas notika. Vai jls domajat, ka, piemeram, Krievijas

liirtryus Suvicntbas un NATO paplaiinasana -
Boltijas valstu iespejas in perspekttvat96

Eiropas Savientbas un I{ATO paplaiinaiana -
Balfijas valstu iespejas un pei.sfektwa 191



Debates

karaspeka kopejais darbs Bosnija varetu pieradrt, ka arr

sareZgrtos apstakfos var pastavet partnerattiecrbas starp Krieviju
un NAIO, ka tas varetu ietekmet Krievijas politil5u uzskatus par

NATO? Galu gala, ja Krievija un NAIO var but partneres

Bosnija, kapec tam bltu jabDt pretiniecem citur pasaul€?

S. Karaganovs: Es jums pilnlgi piekrTtu un, paldies, ka

devat man iespeju par to runat. Mes Krievija jau sen stradajam

kopa ar draugiem no NAIO. lai mainltu musu politi\u un

iedzTvotaju uzskatus par NAIO. Darbs veicas foti labi, tadu tad

sdkas runas par papla5inaianu. Tagad atkal esam tur, kur sakam,

iz4emot jautajumu par militarajiem draudiem' Ja mums izdosies

izveidot pla5as un draudzlgas attiecTbas ar NATO, stipras,

divpusejas attiecrbas ar lielakajam un mazakaiam NATO

dahbvalstrm, tad, manuprat, pec paris gadiem doma5ana Krievija

bus citada. Sobrrd problema ir ta, ka mes rrkojamies akli, un

tados apstakfos ir bTstami pielemt svartgus lemumus. Nevaram

zinat, kas notiks 2000. gadd, bet, ja mums lidz 2000. vai 1999'

gadam izdosies radTt savstarpOju uzticTbu, ja Sas uzticrbas pamata

bus kopeja politika, tad uzskati maimsies. Ja an jautajumu par

NATO paplaSina5anu risinas pla5aka kontekstd, situacija bus

cita.

K. Streips: Turpinot to pa5u domu, profesor Karaganov,

ka, jDsuprat, Sos uzskatus varetu ietekmet gaidamas parlamenta

vele5anas Krievija, ka arT prezidenta velesanas? Protams, ir
paragri minet,.kas varetu but nakamais Krievijas prezidents, bet

priek5veleSanu kampa4a noteikti piedalTsies an tadi cilv€ki, kuru

uzskati Sajd lietd nav tik toleranti.
S. Karaganovs: Domaju, ka parlamenta veleSanas tas

neb[s bfitisks jautajums, bet prezidenta priek5vele5anu kampa!a

Eirooas Savienrbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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arpolitika kopuma bfls loti svartga' Mes zinam, ko plano

opozTcijas partijas, un, protams, tas bfis pa5reizOjais prezidents,

kam uzbruks. Kopejais efekts, diemZel, bfis uzskatu

nocietina5ana.

K. Streips: Hantera kungs?

R. Hanters: Vel par papla5ina5anas izmaksam. Tie, kas ir
r[prgi izlas-rjuSi petrjumu par papla5inaianu, zina, ka NATO

sagaida, lai katra jauna dahbvalsts uz4emtos saisubas par

alianses kopEjo droSlbu, tadu NAIO Sobrld neplano jaunajas

dahbvalsus izvietot karasp€ku, un uz nenoteiktu laiku esam

pilnrbd atteikusies no kodolierodu izvietoSanas sajas valstrs. Pie

tam Sobrrd neuzskatdm, ka bus nepiecieSams izveidot jaunas

militaras vadrbas struktlras. Srs ir trls lietas, tatad, kas maksas

vai nu foti maz, vai neko. NATO vadrbas centra bus

nepiecie5ama parkarto5ana, organizaclj-a esoSajam valstrm bls
jdatkapjas no daZadiem vadTbas poste4iem, lai tur varetu stradat

arT jauno valstu parstavji, bet tas neko daudz nemaksa.

Manuprat, ir svangi uzsvert to, ko vestnieks teica par valsttm,

kas piedalas "Partnerattiecrbas mieram" programma un velas

k|[t par NATO dahbvalstrm. Mes tadu neprasam, lai Srs valstis

perk dargus ierodus, lidma5rnas un tankus. Velamies, lai tas

maina savu bru4oto speku struktflru, izveido labu un dro5u

vadTbas sistemu un lai to brulotie speki spetu stradat kopa tadas

vietas ka Bosnija. Tas ir sahdzinosi leti, un varetu pat izradrties,

ka daudzam valstTm tadcjadi izdosies ietauprt lTdzeklus.

Ja runa ir par uzskatu veido5anos Krievija, tad es foti ceru,

ka NATO rtctba, kas Sobrrd neblt nav draudo5a, Krievija tiks

tztverta adekvati. To nevar garantet, bet ta tas notika Vacijas
jautajuma. Mes ceram arT, ka nakama gada vele5anas Krievija,
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butiskakais jautajums, runajot par NAIO, bfis tas, cik liela m€ra

NAIO, Krievija un citas valstis guvu5as panakumus Bosnija.
Sadi panakumi kalpos loti daudziem cilvekiem, taja skaita an
Krievijas politifiem, kas velas izveidot labas attiecrbas ar

rietumiem. Tam nav garantijas, bet mes varam pec ta tiekties.
K. Streips: Saprotot, ka arpolitika nav primarais jautajums

parlamenta veleianas, vai tomer vele5anu rezultata varetu
veidoties parlaments, kas spetu sareZgrt sadarbrbu Bosnija vai
pat to patraukt?

S. Karaganovs: Partraukt ne, jo mDsu konstitUcija
parlamentam nav paredz€tas tadas tiesrbas. Tadu parlaments

varetu kavet 5o procesu, piemeram, neapstiprinot ta finanse5anu.

Starp citu, tas ir risks, runajot par jebkuru parlamentu, jo visa
pasaulc parlamenti mekle iesp€jas ka ietauplt hdzeklus. Sevi5li
Krievijd jebkuram parlamentam b[tu grlti atrast nepiecie5amos

lldzekfus Sada veida pasakumam. Mums bls jdmekle veids, ka to
rzdarr]-.

K. Streips: Vai vel kads velas ko jautat?

G. Stamers: Mans vards ir Guntis Stamers, esmu petnieks
Latvijas Arpolitikas institlta un velos jautat Karaganova
kungam. Jus mazliet runajat par etnisko krievu minoritati
Baltijas valstls. Ko jfis ar to domajat? Kads kompromiss Saja

jautajuma bltu pie4emams Krievija?
S. Karaganovs: Runa nav par etniskajiem krieviem.

Atceros, ko viena no saviem darbiem ir rakstrjis Jurijs Tenjarovs:
"Krievijas iniperijas kanclers ir Karls Erihs Marija Ivans

Vasiljevids $esaroda, vila tevs ir vacietis, vi4a mate ir ebrejiete,
un vif S piedzima spar,ru kugl, kas celoja no Londonas uz Duru."
LUk, ka var def,rnet krievu. Manas rtpes ir par minoritatem
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vispar un to tiesrbam. Ja minoritates ir apmierinatas, tad art mes

esam apmierinati.
K. Streips: Varbut parunasim par Eiropas Saviembu.

Daudz esam runaju5i par NATO, mazak par Eiropas Saviembu.
Profesors Karaganovs teica, ka Krievija b[tu stava sajusma, ja
Baltijas valstis pievienotos Eiropas Savienrbai, jo tadejadi
Krievija robeZotos ar partiku5am valstrm. Man grlti notic€t, ka

Krievijas valdrba par 5o jautajumu valda vienprat-rba. Hulta
kungs, vai jums par to butu kas sakams?

B. Hults: Priecajos, ka Sergejs to pateica, jo arr es esmu

manr]is, ka Krievija ne visi ir sajfisminati par 5o domu.

Manuprat, Krievijd ir cilveki, kas uzskata, ka pievieno5anas

Eiropas Savienrbai ir tikai pirmais solis pla5aka procesa, jo
dahbvalsts Eiropas Savienrba nodibina attiecrbas arl ar

Rietumeiropas saviembu, un drrz vien sakas runas par NATO un
ta talak. Es personrgi pievienojos Sergeja uzskatam. Krievijai par

5o lietu jadoma racionali un jasaprot, ka Baltijas valstis, kam ir
cie5as attiecTbas ar Eiropas Savientbu, tie5am bus valstis, kas pie

Krievijas robeZas veidos particrbu un Eiropas civilizaciju.
Sodien daudz esam runaju5i par to, ka Eiropa veidojas civilas
starpvalstu attiecrbas un kar5 arvien vairak tiek uzskatrts par

neiespejamu. Man nak prata tas, ko savulaik izdarrla cars P€teris

Lielais. ViLrS gan nebija labakais Zviedrijas draugs, tadu vi45
atvEra logu uz Eiropu. Manuprat, ir logiski, ka Krievijai jarlkojas
tikpat racionali.

K. Streips: Tikai neaizmirstiet, kur cars Peteris uzbDveja

5o savu logu uz Eiropu.
Simmu Tiik DaZi cilveki labpratak aizsledz durvis ka

atver losu.
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K. Streips: Ludzu?
P. Raudseps: Pauls Raudseps no laikraksta "Diena". Ja jau

sakam runat par krieviski runajo5ajam minoritdt6m, tad,

manuprdt, tas ir interesants jautdjums arl NATO papla5ina5anas

konteksta. Ir dzirdets, ka iev€rojamais krieviski runajo5o skaits

Baltijas valstTs var6tu kavet to uz4em5anu NATO. GribEtos

uzzinat diskusijas dahbnieku viedokli Sajd jautdjuma, sevi5li
v€stnieka Hantera viedokli.

R. Hanters: Mums td nav problema.

Simmu Tiik: Domaju, ka art krieviem Igaunija ir
valadnga dro5rba. Tadu ne mazaka dro5rba, ka kadreiz bija
igau4iem.

K. Streips: J[s [K-H. Kamps] gan minejat, ka ,eehijas
republika ta tiesi ir priek5rocrba, ka tur nav etniska jautajuma.

K-H. Kamps: Es velejos papildindt Karlsena kunga teikto,
un tad6jddi atbildc5u arl uz jfisu jautajumu. Karlsena kungs teica

gl,uLi pareizi, ka Vacijas politifi izteiku5i pla5u atbalstu
Vi5egradas valstTm un vairak vai mazak ignoreju5i Baltijas
valstis. Divas piezrmes par to. Pirmkart, ir foti dabiski, ka valstis

nosaka savu interesu telpu. Vacija ir tuvu gan Ungarijai, gan

Polijai, un tapec NATO papla5inaSanas jautajums mums ir foti
aktuals. NATO ir arr valstis, kuras, mazliet parsptl€jot, rremz
neinterese Austrumeiropa. Spanijai, piemeram, Austrumeiropa ir
bijusi nebijusi. Vi4i pasaka, ka lielaka problema ir Vidusj[ras
valstu apvieno5anas, tapec vairak bttu jaruna par to. So

jautajumu nevai risinat, domajot tikai par to, kuras valstis var€tu

tikt izslegtas, nevis uz4emtas. Nekad neesmu sapratis Sos

apgalvojumus, par kuriem jDs jautajat, ka Baltijas valstu

minorita5u iedzrvotaji varetu traucdt Baltijas valstu uzr,temSanu
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NATO. Es to nekad neesmu sapratis. Tapat neesmu spejis saprast

loti bieZi dzirdeto apgalvojumu, ka Baltijas valstis militari nav

aizstavamas. Tas ir mullrbas. BerlTne, piemeram, nekad nav

bijusi militari arzstav ama.

E. Bajarflns: Es velejos izteikties par Krievijas un Sergeja

Karaganova akceptu tam, ka Baltijas valstis iestajas Eiropas

Savienrba. Domaju, tas ir jautajums, kura Krievijas politifi var

rast saska4u ar rietumu politil,<iem, jo art vili mus vedina domat

par neitralitati un dahbu nevis NAIO, bet Eiropa. Tas tomer

nozrmE dro5lbas jedziena sadahsanu vairakas dafas. Dro5rba nav

dalams jedziens, un, ja Krievija un Karaganovs velas uzskatrt, ka

Eiropas Savienrba ir tikai ekonomiska organrzacija, tad vi4iem

nav taisnTba. Ta ir tikai viena Eiropas Savienrbas da!a. Tas varblt
ir meginajums atdalTt dro5rbas ekonomiskos, politiskos un

arzsardztbas elementus. Nezinu, vai ta var klut par Krievijas

oficialo politiku, bet tas ir loti vienkar5ots uzskats par to, kas ir
NATO un kas ir Eiropas Savienrba. Krievija uzskata, ka NATO

ir aizsardzrbas alianse, bet Eiropas Savienrba nav nekas cits ka

ekonomisks klubs vai ekonomiska organizac4a. Bet mes visi
redzam, ka gaidamaja Eiropas SavienTbas konferenc6 viens no

jautajumiem bus kopejas arpolitikas un dro5rbas politikas

izveido5ana. Nav paredzams, ka Eiropas SavienTba aizvietos

NATO atzsardztbas jautajumos, bet vienalga ta pilnveidos savu

aizsardzrbas funkciju. Domaju, ka tada gadr.juma Krievija vairs

nebls gatava piefaut Baltijas valstu iesta5anos Eiropas

Savienlba.

K. Streips: Karlsena kungs un tad Hantera kungs.

P. Karlsens: Es veletos papildinat to, ko teica kolegis no

Vacijas. Kad Danija 1949. gadd iestajas NATO, daudzi cilveki
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teica, ka Daniju nav iespejams aizsargat. Ja apllkojam tolaiku
Eiropas karti, varam saprast, kapec daudzi ta domaja. Mums

nekad nendcas parbaudrt 5o apgalvojumu, un tas ir labi. Bet taja

pa5a laika jaatceras, ka toreiz Danija dzrvoja apmdram 500 000

cilveku liela, vaciski runajo5a minoritate. 200 gadu pirms Otra

pasaules kara Vacij a blja Danijas lieldka dro5rbas problema.

Desmit gadus vOlak arr Vacija iestajas NAIO, un pirmo reizi p€c

kara vacu zaldati ieradas Ddnija. Pie mums toretz notika pla5as

demonstracijas. Bet tagad situacija ir main-rjusies. Mes esam gan

Eiropas Savienrba, gan NAIO un vairs neatceramies, ka 5is

briesmu lietas notika tikai pirms 50 gadiem. Pirms mene5a mlsu
ministrs devas uz da4u un vacie5u NATO m-ttni, vi45 helikopten
pieversas man un jautaja: "Kam Sobrld ir vadlba, da4iem vai

vacie5iem? Kura valodd man bfis jaruna?" Tas rada, ka lietas

mainas un tam ta ir janotiek an citur Eiropa.

K. Streips: Vestnieka kungs?

R. Hanters: Es turpina5u iepriek5ejo tematu. Mums

skaidri jasaprot, ka Latvija, Lietuva un Igaunija ir rietumu

valstis. Tam ir tiesrbas but rietumos un gadat par savu dro5rbu.

Jautajums ir, ka vislabak to izdarrt. Runajot par to, vai ir saist-rba

starp NAIO un Eiropas Savienlbas paplaSina5anu - tiesa, NATO

pet-rjuma tas ir mazliet komentets. Teksts ar nol[ku ir nedaudz

"migla trts", jo gan NAIO, gan art Eiropas Savienrba ir valstis,

kas velas Sos jautajumus saist-tt, bet mes, amerika4i, |oti noteikti

uzskatdm, ka NAIO bftu japagaida, kamer Eiropas Savienrba

lemj par papla$inaSanos. Ja tas notiks laicTgi, tas bus lieliski. Ja

ne, tad mes virztsimies talak. Mes nesaskatam iemeslus 5T

procesa novilcina5anai.
K. Streipsz Ludzu?

Eirooas Scwientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana'
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DZ. Gunstaders: Mans vards ir DZons Gunstaders, esmu

Igaunijas, Latvijas un Lietuvas departamenta vadrtajs ASV
Valsts departamenta. Es velos izteikties par daLam lietam, kas te

Sodien ir izskaneju5as. Man liekas, ka ir loti pareiza doma, ka

Karaganovs, tik atklati uzstajoties pret Baltijas valstu iestaSanos

NATO, lauj saprast, ka Krievija jau ir atzinusi, ka Viduseiropas

valstis to izdans. Problema ir, ka Karaganovs velas novilkt hniju
pie Nlmenas upes vai Polijas robeZas. Otrkart, domaju, ka

Kaminska kungs mineja foti nozrmrgus faktus par to, kas notiek

Cedenija un 5r procesa ilgtermir,ra sekdm, ka arT Krievijas
dubultstandartu. Domaju, mums jasaprot, ka pat toreiz, kad tika
veidota td saucamd Neatkarrgo Valstu Savientba, pat 1991. gada

Jefcins izveidoja 5o organizaciju ta, ka bija jutama vir,ra velme no

ta panakt ne tikai ekonomisku sadarbTbu vien. Domaju, ka jau

torciz bija doma par liniju novilk5anu austrumos.

Velos atbalstrt Ronaldu Freuden5teinu un izteikt domu, ka

rundtdji Sodien ir aizmirsu5i kddu foti svarlgu elementu. Proti,
turpinot Kaminska kunga domu, velos aizrad-rt, ka mes visi
Sodien rundjam ta, it ka Krievija bltu vienota un sakarTga

struktlra. Var jau logiski teikt, ka Padomju Savienrbas

sabrukuma sakums bija Gorbadova lemums nefaut Baltijas
valstrm de fakto iegrlt neatkar1bu un suverenitati 80. gadu beigas.

Kdds runiitiijs: Sdk5u savu jautajumu ar apgalvojumu,

kam varat nepievienoties, bet uzskatu, ka Eiropas Saviemba nav

neviena, kas nopietni domatu par kopEjds agraras politikas

realizesanu Polija, Rumanija, Bulgarija, Lietuva vai Latvija, jo
tas maksatu neticami dargi. $emot to vera, vai nav ta, ka mEs

runajam nevis par to, ko tas maksatu nodoklu maksatajiem, bet

gan, ko tas maksatu zinamam intereSu grupam? Rietumu

Eiropas Savienrbas un NATO paplaSinaiana -- 
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nodokfn maksataji Zviedrrja, Somija un citur visuma tikai iegutu,
pateicoties brrvakai tirdzniecTbai, letakam precem un kopejas

agraras politikas likvideSanai, kas katram Rietumeiropas
pateretajam, kas nav zemnieks, dro5i vien izmaksa daudzus

tlksto3us. Vai nevaretu teikt, ka Eiropas SavienTbas valstis pa5as

sev ir radr.ju5as neertu situaciju politiska dialoga zi4a, citejot to,

ko pirms 30 gadiem teicis profesors Hajats, ka Rietumeiropa
jautajumus risina, lemjot, kur5 no diviem politiski iespejamiem,

tomer sliktiem, teiksim, lauksaimnieclbas politikas variantiem ir
vissliktakais, un izveloties to otru, nevis meginot atrast logiskako

ekonomisko vai lauksaimniecisko risinajumu.
K. Streips: Profesor, vai jums ir kas sakams?

B. Hults: Es, protams, piekr-ttu, ka vardu "izmaksas" var
skaidrot daLadi, un man ir mazliet Lel, ka Sis jautajums par

izmaksam te kfuvis tik brltisks. Es piekrrtu, ka tiem, kas lemj STs

lietas Francija, visvairak jarCliinas ar to, ko doma franc[Zi, kadas

ir visu franc[Zu intereses, sakot ar slkzemnieku un beidzot ar

visaugstako lemeju Saja procesa. Mums jasaprot, ka tas, ka Sim

procesam ir pievienojusies Vacija, ka visi ir nolemu5i, ka tads

bus Sis process, nozlme, ka ir iespejams bflvet 5o milzrgo Eiropas

monumentu. Ja mes saksim atkapties loti principialos
jautajumos, vai tas bus logiski? Mana valstT bija foti plaSi

protesti, jo nupat bija izdevies no4emt valdlbas kontroles slodzi

no Zviedrijas lauksaimniekiem un tad bija no ta jaatkapjas, jo
mes iestajamies Eiropas Saviemba. Musu zemnieki par to
sakuma loti $aub-rjas, bet ar laiku vi4u atklaja, cik brini5$Iga
pasaule ir atverusies vi4u priekSa.

K. Streips: Paldies. Lndzu?
Nezinims: Es jau divus gadus stradaju Eiropas Komisija,

Eirooas Savientbas un NATO paplaiinaiana -
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un velos 5o to piebilst. Domaju, ka Sis jautajums ir foti svartgs,

jo lauksaimniecrbas politika domine debates par savienTbas

papla5ina5anu uz austrumiem. Pirmkart, mums jaatceras, kabez
kopejas lauksaimniecrbas politikas nebltu notikusi Eiropas

apvienoSanas. Nebltu radrta Eiropas Ekonomiska savienTba,

nebltu parakstlts Romas hgums. Ta toteiz bija apvieno5anas

cena. Reiz tas ir pateikts, es pilnrgi piekrrtu, ka nepiecie5ama

lauksaimniecrbas politikas reforma, bet te ir foti principials

jautajums. Ir cilveki, kas saka, ka iemesls, kapec nepiecie5ama

lauksaimniecrbas politikas reforma, ir, ka Eiropas Saviembu

grasas papla5inat uz austrumiem. Es tam nepiekntu. Arr bez 5r

faktora politikd b[tu nepieciesamas reformas divu iemeslu de!.

Pirmkart, Eiropas Savienrba ir parakst-rjus GAIT noteikumus,

kas pieprasa daudz nopietnaku reformu par to, kada tika veikta

1991. un 1992. gada. Savienrba ir ap4emusies hdz 2000. gadam

veikt daudz pla5aku reformu. Otrkart, foti pamatota ir doma, ka

kopejds lauksaimniecrbas politikas reformeSana kalpos

pateretaju un nodoklu maksataju interesem. Un tikai tre5aja vieta

var "ierindot" domu, ka politika japdrkarto tapec, ka Eiropas

Savienrba tiks papla5inata uz austrumiem. Vcl pcdcjd' prezrmez

Komisija par paplaiina5anu austrumu vtzienanule ka ir izdevusi

zi4ojumu, kura ir komenteti jautajumi par kopEjo

lauksaimniecrbas politiku. PetTjumu pec paris dienam oficiali
prezentes Madride, tA tezes guvu5as foti pla5u atbalstu

Viduseiropas asocietajas valstrs. Tas ir dokuments,kas "aiziet"

vistalak, lai pateiktu, - neparsptlesim papla5inaSanas izmaksas.

Si pet-4uma interesantakA tcze, ko neviena cita pet-tjuma nav

apllkota, ir: "Ja mes papla5indsimies, saviemba ienaks daudzas

relatrvi nabadngas valstis, kam ir lielas problemas
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lauksaimniecTbas sektora, kam ir liels skaits lauku iedzrvotaju un

kuram tapec pienaksies subsrdijas. Bet jdatceras, ka subsrdijas ir
pamatotas uz vidEjiem rad-rtdjiem, ko ievero visa Eiropas

Savienrba. Sie vidEjie rad-rtaji maintsies, ja notiks paplaSina5ana

uz austrumiem. Citiem vardiem sakot, visa sistema bus jamaina,

pie4emot, ka netiks akceptets Spanijas variants, ka neviens

zemnieks nezaudes ne pesetu papla5ina5anas de!. Par to vel ir
jaruna, bet ir mulligi pie4emt, ka pa5reizeja subsrdiju politika

automatiski tiks attiecinata uz Austrumeiropas valstrm 2000.

gada un pec tam. Papla5ina5ana prasts pa5as politikas mai4u.

Pateicos par uzmanlbu!
K. Streips: Art man liekas, ka Sis jautajums guvis parak

lielu uzmanlbu pat Baltijas valstrs un Austrumeiropa, jo
lauksaimniecrbas parkartoSana Austrumeiropa ir j autaj ums, kas

talu parsniedz jautajumu par politikas saska4o5anu ar Eiropas

SavienTbas kopEj o lauksaimniecrbas politiku. Lauksaimniecrbas

reformu prasa pa5reizEja globala situacija. Atceros, ko ASV
Valsts sekretars Vorens Kristofers teica pirms paris nedefam kada

NATO sapulce. Vi4S slavEja to, ka vairakas valstis - Sliet, vi45

mineja Poliju un Ungariju - ir izveidoju5as oficialas iestades, kas

risina jautajumu par to, "ka mums iekflt NATO un piemeroties

NATO standartiem". Daudzds Austrumeiropas valstrs ir izveidoti

valdTbas departamenti, to mer$is ir atrast veidu, ka ieklauties

Eiropas Saviemba. Ludzu?

V. Hermanis: Mans vards ir Voldemars Hermanis, esmu

Zurnalists no "Neatkangas Cr-4as". Klausos 5o loti interesanto

sarunu, bet jutu, ka gandrTz nekas nav pateikts par Rietumeiropas

Savienrbu un to, cik lield mera ta spetu sagadat aizstavrbu un

dro5lbas sajutu Baltijas valstrm. Velos jautat vestniekam
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Hanteram, ka Amerika skatas uz iespeju, ka NATO
papla5inaSanas vieta vardtu nevis paplaSinat, bet stiprinat
Rietumeiropas Savienrbu Baltij as valstu interes6s.

R. Hanters: Pateicos par jautajumu! Auksta kara laika
Amerikai bija !oti pretrunrgi uzskati par Rietumeiropas

Saviembu. Velejamies, lai eiropie5i aktlvi piedal-rtos NAIO, bet

velejamies arr, lai procesam bltu vienoti mer[<i, jo toreiz bija
jarisina arkartrgi svangi jautajumi par konfrontaciju ar PSRS,

sevi5ki, par iespejamu konfrontaciju ar kodolierodiem. Tapec

mes nekad nebijam rpa5i pdrliecinati par stipru Rietumeiropas

Saviembu. Sodien Saubu vairs nav, un mes foti priecatos par

stipru Rietumeiropas Savienrbu citu iemeslu dEf. PirmkArt, td

liek Rietumeiropas valstrm nopietni domat par droSrbu, un tas ir
labi. Otrkar\ h pahdz gaddt par dro5rbas renacionalizaciju, ka

mums patrk to saukt. ArI tas ir labi. Tre5kart, ta ir adjunkts

Eiropas Saviembai, kas Saja pasaules mala var veidot kontaktus

ar Viduseiropas valstu militarajam iestadem. Protams, ta ir vel

viena organizacija, kurd piedalas Vacija, to atbalsta visi, pirmam

kafiam jau Vacija. Un pEdTgi ta ir sava veida apdroSina5ana pret

iespeju, ka Amerika kadu dienu varetu pacelt cepuri un doties

majas, lai gan mes ta nedarrsim. Tadu mums ir arr savi iebildumi.
Pirmkart, par sprti tam, ka mums visuma ir labvehgi uzskati par

Rietumeiropas Saviembu, mes loti noteikti domajam, ka speka

un politikas gribas nepietiek, lai veidotu divas militaras
institDcijas un divus daZadus spekus. Mlsu uzskats ir, ka javeido

vienoti speki un NATO ir pirmtiesrbas to izmanto5ana. Tam visi
ir piekritu5i. Tapat ir dar-rju5as valstis, kas piedalas Eiropas

korpusd - Vacija, Francija, Spanija, Luksemburga, Portugale un

Befgija. Visas ir atzinu5as, ka gadr.juma, ja Eiropas korpusa speki
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bts vajadzrgi NATO aliansei, tad NAIO b[s tiesrbas to pieprasrt.

Otrs, ko jautajam, ir, vai gadrJuma, ja Rietumeiropas Saviemba

velas kaut ko dant, nebutu pratrgi vispirms par to pajautat

NATO, jo mes dro5i vien veletos jebkura tada pasakuma

iesaistrties. Tre5kart, un tas papildina to, ko teica Bo Hults, mes

nev€lamies, lai valstis iek![st NAIO, td sakot, pa setas durvrm.

Uzskatam, ka jebkurai valstij, kas ir pilntiesTga Rietumeiropas

Savienrbas locekle, jdbflt arl NATO loceklei. Tas noz-tm€, ka

pirms kada valsts tiek uzgemta Rietumeiropas Savieniba, m€s

veletos, lai ar mums konsultejas, vai mes tajd brrdr v€lamies to

uz4emt arr NAIO. Domaju, ka visi saprot, kapec mes to
v€lamies. Rietumeiropas Savienrbas saistrbas vismaz uz papta ir
vel stingrakas par NATO saist-rbam. Nav iedomajams gadTjums,

kad kadd valstl notiktu kas tads, kas pras-ttu 5o saistrbu izpildi,
bet neradrtu foti nopietnas sekas arr NATO. Tapec uzskatdm, ka

NATO jdbfit balsstieslgai jautajuma par dallbvalsts statusa

pie5lirSanu Rietumeiropas Saviemba. Tadas ir m[su rlpes.
K. Streips: Kampa kungs?

K-H. Kamps: Vel viena piebilde. J[s paudat parsteigumu,

cik maza loma debates par NATO ir Rietumeiropas Saviembai.

Pirms diviem gadiem arT daLi Vacijas politi[<i ieteica lai
gadrjuma, ja NATO papla5inaSana izrad|rtos foti sareZgrta,

austrumeiropiesiem var€tu ta vieta ieteikt iestaties

Rietumeiropas Savienibd. Iemesls, kdpOc Sis ieteikums izradtias

nepie4emams, ir, ka tas nav tas, ko austrumeiropie5i velas. Vi4i
velas bt orgbnizacljd, kuras saistrbu izpildd piedalas an
Amerikas Savienotas Valstis. Atceresimies, ka toreiz, kad NATO
pieddvdja "maksimdlo" ideju, austrumeiropie5i staveja gara

rinda, lai tur pieteiktos. Tadu daZus m6ne5us vclak, kad
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Rietumeiropas Savienrba veidoja savu sadarbrbas padomi,

ieradas loti maz Austrumeiropas valstu parstavju. Tas uzskatami

rada, kam tiek dota priek5roka.

V. Matiss: Vita MatTss, Sorosa Fonda-Latvija
izpilddirektore. Srs pecpusdienas sarunas pamata ir bijis
pie4emums, ka visas Baltijas valstis velas iestaties Eiropas

Savienrba un NAIO. Es velos norad-rt uz fenomenu, kas ir
veidojies p6dejos detros gados. Ja 1988., 1989. un 1990. gada,

kad Tautas front€m bija ziedu laiki, ja arl 1997. gada uz

barikadem cr4as sauciens bija "Atpakaf uz Eiropu!", ja tas bija
neatkanbas kust-rbas kaujas sauklis Latvija un parejas Baltijas
valstls, tad Sodien, manuprat, m6s piedzrvojam pretreakciju.

Nesen notiku5as vele5anas Latvija loti skaidri rd{4a, ka, sevi5ki

laukos, sak skanet cita dziesma, proti: "Ja mums bija japardzTvo

50 gadu Maskavas okupacija, vai mums tagad tt vaiadnga
Briseles okupacija?" Pirms detriem vai pieciem gadiem tas ta
nebija, bet Sodien Latvija tas ta ir. Domaju, jasaprot, ka lauku
psihologija foti svarrgs elements ir doma, ka zemnieks ir valsts

mugurkauls. Tas ir tapat ka Sveice, kur 5o jedzienu lieto ka

argumentu, kapec nebfltu labi iestaties Eiropas Savienrba. Tas

pats notiek arl Latvij[. Tas liela mera ir mtts, bet ]oti svarrgi

nenovert6t parak zemu to, cik specrgi mlti var but politiskajos
procesos. Arl Zviedrija nesen notika pretreakcija pret iesta5anos

Eiropas Saviemba, un domaju, tas rada, ka 5o procesu nedrrkst

ne4emt vera. Blakus progresam, kas ir nepiecie5ams, lai Baltijas
valstis izveidotu savas militaras struktlras, savu civilo
sabiedrrbu, ir nepiecie5ams loti svarrgs psihologisks attrst-rbas

cefS, lai Baltijas valstu iedzlvotaji var€tu saprast, ko rsti nonmE
Eiropas Savienrba un integre5anas taja. NATO ir vienkarSaks
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jautajums, tur ir runa par seniem mrtiem par Krievijas laci, un
Latvijas iedzivotaji daudz labdk saprot priek5roclbas, kadas

rastos pec iesta5anas NAIO. Tadu Eiropas Savienlba ir daudz

sareZgltaks jautajums neka mes reiz1m iedomajamies.
K. Streips: Vai kadam bttu kas piebilstams? NC? Vel

kl aus-rtaj u j autaj umi ?

P. Karlsens: I aujiet atri piebilst. Nedomaju, ka te ir runa
par ielugumu iestaties NATO. Jautajums ir par to, ka dalas
valstis velas iestaties NAIO un NAIO lemj, vai alianse velas tas

uz4emt. Katrai valstij pa5ai jaizlemj, vai ta velas llgt uzlem5anu
NATO, neviens tas nespieZ. Runajot par Rietumeiropas
Savienrbu, arr Danija, tapat ka Zviedrija, mums ir iebildumi pret
parak lielu "sttre5anu" no Briseles puses, ir bijis loti janopulas,

lai parliecinatu iedzrvotajus par eiropeisko sadarbTbu. Sle
jautajumi katrai valstij jarisina atsevi5li. Baltijas valsUs, kd jau
tika teikts, tagad notiek |oti aktrvas diskusijas par 5o temu, un
mes atbalstrsim Baltijas valstis jebkura to lemuma. Negrasamies
kadu kaut kur aizvest.

Simmu Tiik: PirmkarI, par atgrie5anos Eiropa. Jautasim

vienalga kuram Tallinas iedzrvotajam: "Kur jus esat?", vir,r5

atbildes: "Eiropd." Vi4am nekur nav jaiet, lai "ieietu" Eiropa.
Otrkart, es Igaunija neredzu nekadu pretreakciju pret to, kada

ekonomika mums bUtu javeido, nekddu pretreakciju pret Eiropas
Savienrbu. Protams, vienmer par STm lietam bfis jaraizejas, bet
Igaunija tie nav zemnieki, kas tik foti satraucas. DrTzak tie ir
cilveki Tallina,'Tartu un citas lielakas pilsetas, jo vi4i saprot, ka
Sobrrd mums ir pilnTgi brrva lauksaimnieciskd. trdzntecrba, nav
nekadu tarifu un barjeru, bet, ja mes iestasimies Eiropas
Savienrba, tad bus jaizveido muitas barjeras, un sviests un maize
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kf[s daudz ddrgaki. Jautajums ir jaskata otradi. Paldies!
K. Streips: Redzu, ka diskusiju dahbnieki un klausrtaji

pec piecu stundu garam debatem sak nogurt. Vestnieka kungs?
R. Hanters: Isa piezrme par valstTm, kas velas iestaties

NATO. Mes rlpejamies par Latvijas, Lietuvas un Igaunijas
brrvrbu un neatkarlbu, un tam nav nekada sakara ar to, vai tas

piesakas iestaties NATO. Tas nav iz5liro5ais.
K. Streips: Nupat ieradas daZi klausrtaji, kas priecdsies,

uzzino! ka mes esam gandrrz beigu5i. Vai kads velas teikt
p€d6jos vardus?

R. Hanters: Tikai kaut ko, ko vajadzeja pateikt jau atrak,
kamer Karaganova kungs vel te bija. MEs noteikti velamies
Krieviju akttvi iesaist-rt arpasaul€, un foti velamies, lai izdodas
pa5reizejais Krievijas eksperiments. Bet divos jautajumos es

velos, lai visiem ir pilnrga skaidrlba. Pirmkart, NATO un noteikti
an Amerikas Savienotas Valstis nav slegu5as nekadas norunas ar
Krieviju par to, ka NAIO papla5inaSana ir saistrta ar kaut ko citu.
Nekadu norunu nav. Karaganova kungs mineja kaut kadu norunu
par Vacijas apvieno5anu. Es zinu, ka Sadu norunu nebija. Mes
velamies palldzlt Krievijai iesaistrties pasaules aprit6, bet arr
Krievijai ir jauz4emas atbildrba par savu rTcrbu, arT attiecTba uz
savu kaimir,rvalstu brrvrbas un neatkarrbas respekte5anu. Ja

Krievija velas veidot lieti5$as attiecTbas ar mums, tai ir jaatnst,
kas jls esat, kas atrodaties Seit, ka arT vairakas citas valstrs.
Krievijai jdpierdda sava ap+emSanas Saja zir,ra.

K. Streips: Paldies, vestnieka kungs. Ludzu?
E. Barajtrns: Es velos pateikties instit[tam par 5r seminara

sarTkoSanu. Pirms meneSa Lietuvas Arlietu ministrija kopa ar
NAIO informacijas dienestu rrkoja konferenci par NATO
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paplasinaSanu, kura piedatljds 15 Zumalistu, ekspertu un politi[<u

no Krievijas, 10 no Baltkrievijas un 10 no Ukrainas. Atklajam,

ka vir,riem maz interese jautajums par Baltijas valstTm'

Uzskatdm, ka musu uzdevums ir lugt rietumu un krievu

ekspertus izmantot Baltijas valstis kd vietu, kur var risinat Sadas

sarunas un nkot sapulces. Paldies par iespeju ieteikt Sadu ideju

arr institltam.
K. Streips: Ministra kungs?

P. Karlsens: Ja jau Hantera kungs runaja par norundm, tad

jaatgadina, ka bija minetas sarunas Ukraina. Varu teikt, ka arl tur

nebus nekadu norunu, bet mes atbalstam Ukrainas aktTvu

hdzdalibu "PartnetattiecTbas mieram" programma. Ukrai4i nav

izteikusi velesanos iestaties NATO, tadu vi4i ir izteikusi velmi

sadarboties ar mums, tapec mes sadarbosimies ar vi4iem'

Pateicos.

K. Streips: Vel kads?

A. Leji45: PCdCjie vardi acrmtedzot bfls mani' Velos

pateikties gan runatajiem, gan arT klaus-rtajiem. Ta bija gara

diena. Lcl, ka daLi ieverojami Latvijas politi\i nevareja

piedal-rties politiskds virtuves dc!.DaLivispar atteicas, citi te bija

kddu brTdi un tad aizgaia, bet, pateicoties Zurnalistiem, kas

parstav lielako dalu Latvijas laikrakstu, par 5o seminaru uzzinds

gan politilSi, gan an sabiednba. Domaju, ka tas ir foti svarrgi un

ceru, ka mfsu draugi no Lietuvas un Igaunijas rakstts par 5o

semindru savap valstrs. Paldies par piedahsanos, un ceram jus

atkal sastapt Rigd!
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