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QUOte — Unquote: (photo credit: reway2007)

We conclude that there is currently no major conventional threat to the

UK and its NATO allies and no single, overwhelming threat against

which we should shape our Armed Forces. But the development of a

number of major trends will produce a wider range of potential threats

to stability than we have previously faced, many of them transnational

in nature. It will be harder to predict which threats will emerge as the

most significant, leading to a future international context characterised

by uncertainty.

The Defence Green Paper, Adaptability and Partnership: Issues for a Strategic Defence Review, UK MoD, 3
February

The defense industry is pleased but bemused,” said Loren Thompson, the chief operating officer at the
Lexington Institute, a policy group financed partly by military contractors. “It's been telling itself for years that
when the Democrats got control it would be bad news for weapons programs. But the spending keeps going
on.”

Gates Shakes Up Leadership for F-35, New York Times, 2 February

As part of efforts to further reduce nuclear weapons in general, as well as to build confidence in a better
order of security in Europe, we today call on the leaders of the United States and Russia to commit
themselves to early measures to greatly reduce so-called tactical nuclear weapons in Europe. These
measures could be the result of negotiations, but there is also room for substantial unilateral confidence
building efforts.

Carl Bildt, foreign minister of Sweden, and Radek Sikorski, foreign minister of Poland, New York Times, 1
February

NATO could stake out a new position consistent with the Obama administration’s disarmament stance by
striking out explicit references to US forward deployed nuclear forces in Europe in the new [Strategic]
Concept, in recognition that they are no longer central to NATO's strategy, before taking the incremental step
of beginning to quietly remove the weapons and investing political and military assets in more effective
capabilities.

Mind the Gap: healing the NATO rift over US tactical nuclear weapons in Europe, BASIC, January 2010

We are at a decisive moment in the Afghan campaign. A new Afghan Government is being formed, a new
military strategy is put into practice and the International Community is being rallied on the civilian as well as
the military front for a further attempt to establish a degree of stability and security in Afghanistan.

UK Foreign Secretary David Miliband visit to NATO, 25 January

MS. ASHTON: [Afghanistan has] changed enormously in the last few years. It continues to change. A figure
that | find very encouraging is that in 2002, 5 percent of people had primary healthcare. The figure is over 85
percent now. There are definite ways in which we have made inroads and significant changes in that
country, and there’s more to do.

SECRETARY CLINTON: One more statistic, because Cathy and | are statistics kinds of people.... in 2001,
there were only slightly less than 1 million children in school in Afghanistan, and they were all boys. Today,
there are slightly over 7 million. There are still 5 million who are not yet in schools, but the increase in
capacity and commitment — 40 percent of the 7 million in school now are girls.

Press conference following the meeting between EU High Representative for Foreign Policy Catherine
Ashton and US Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton, Washington DC, 21 January

You can't bring a civilian who has been killed back to life.
Interview with General Stanley McChrystal, the top US and NATO commander in Afghanistan, Der Spiegel,
11 January

NATO is in dire need of [internal] reform.

Ivo Daalder, US Ambassador to NATO, interview for NATO
There is no flag large enough to cover the Review, January 2010

shame of killing innocent people for a purpose
which is unattainable (Howard Zinn,1986)

Howard Zinn, historian and activist, born 24
August 1922; died 27 January 2010
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NATO Watch Feature Article:

Towards the Lisbon Summit: Is
NATO'’s Glass Half-Full or Half-Empty?

lan Davis, Director, NATO Watch

NATO’s next Summit in Lisbon is scheduled for
19-21 November. According to US Ambassador to
NATO, Ivo Daalder, the Summit will be dominated
by four topics: adoption of a new Strategic
Concept, Afghanistan, missile defences and
NATO-Russian relations (we know this courtesy of
the Ambassador’'s recent press roundtable with
German journalists posted on YouTube). At this
mid-point between Summits (the previous NATO
Heads of State meeting took place ten months
ago in Strasbourg / Kehl) it is worth taking a reality
check on these four crucial issues for transatlantic
security, and asking: is NATO'’s glass half-full or
half-empty?

Adoption of a new Strategic Concept

The debate on NATO's new strategic concept is
one of the most important that is unfolding at this
time, with potentially huge implications for
international interventions and peace-building
globally. It should be recognised from the outset
that NATO has generally surpassed expectations
by organising a number of innovative consultation
strategies. A group of eminent persons headed by
Madeline Albright has been at the heart of these
Harmel-plus type consultations, which have three
distinct phases. The first, a reflection phase,
which is now coming to a close, involves a series
of online forums and discussions, four Strategic
Concept Seminars with a wide range of experts
from the strategic community, as well as a number
of national and regional events organised by
Allied member and Partner states. The second
consultation phase with allied capitals (mainly
governments, but where possible, also relevant
parliamentary committees) is about to start, and
will include a meeting in Prague on asymmetrical
threats and discussions with Russian officials in
Strategic

Moscow.
Concept ves 4‘

The drafting and final negotiation phase begins in
April when the Group of Experts is expected to
present its analysis and recommendations to the
NATO Secretary General. Based on the experts’
analysis and recommendations and Allies’ initial
reactions, the Secretary General will produce his
own report, which will be submitted to Alliance
governments. The Secretary General will then
collect political guidance on the drafting of the
new Strategic Concept and is likely to share a first

MATCOY s Mew

draft with Permanent Representatives towards the
end of July. A final version is expected to be
agreed by the Allied Heads of State and
Government at the Lisbon Summit.

(photo credit: jespis)

Key players have

been keen to

stress the

importance of

brevity and clarity

in the final

document in order

to  build public

support and

understanding  of

the Alliance. If the

new Strategic

Concept is indeed

very short

(Ambassador

Daalder says it should be akin to the North

Atlantic Treaty — 14 Articles and 23 sentences), it

is only likely to deal with generalities, leaving the

difficult decisions (such as the future of NATO'’s

nuclear doctrine) to be pushed further down the

road or to be covered in a much more detailed

accompanying strategic guidance document that

would remain classified. Both of the previous two

Strategic Concepts (1991 and 1999) were

accompanied by a classified military document:

respectively MC 400 and MC 400/2. Given the

conservatism on offer here, expect the 2010

Strategic Concept to be accompanied by, wait for
it, “MC 400/3".

The devil, of course, will lie in the detail of such
classified documents, and it is disappointing that
NATO does not make these available. For
example, the NATO Military Committee produced
an interim report last year entitled, ‘Defining the
Military Dimension of the New Strategic Concept’,
which their news release described as a "starting
point for informing the political debate, to provide
a military frame for the New Strategic Concept
and to contribute to a common understanding of
the new global strategic threats". This is precisely
the sort of information that ought to be in the
public domain since it has important implications
not only for the new Strategic Concept, but for
national defence capabilities and spending
priorities. It would also enable informed and
knowledgeable experts within civil society and
parliaments to offer constructive feedback on the
Military Committee’s initial analysis. The
document remains classified, however.

A public consultation exercise appropriate to 21
century expectations would entail open access to
information (from NATO bodies such as the
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Military Committee) that is needed to inform the
debate, especially among member state
parliaments and parliamentary committees. Most
worryingly, it also seems likely that the reports
from both the Expert Group and the NATO
Secretary General will also be kept out of the
public domain.

Afghanistan

(The family photograph of delegates at Lancaster House
attending the ‘Afghanistan, The London Conference’, 28
January - photo credit: Foreign and Commonwealth Office)

President Obama and others have been keen to
define the Afghanistan War as a ‘Good War’ (in
contrast to the ‘Bad War' in Iraq). While such
black or white pronouncements are largely for US
domestic consumption, last week's London
conference on Afghanistan confirmed that large
swathes of the international community share this
view, at least in public. Ministers from 67
countries, along with senior representatives from
the United Nations, NATO and EU came together
to try and align military and civilian resources
behind an  Afghan-led political  solution.
Consensus was reached on two major points:
there needs to be a five year plan to shift security
responsibilities to the Afghan people, and Taliban
members need to be lured out of their ranks and
into the mainstream. "Concrete" plans for the
delivery of the London Afghanistan Conference's
objectives are to be finalised at a conference in
Kabul later this year, but achieving Afghan self-
reliance on security issues will be far from easy (see
NATO Watch Observatory No.1, 3 and 5).

Neither will it be easy to implement a peace
process in which the Afghan Government is
expected to hold talks with Taliban leaders while
regular Taliban fighters are offered jobs and rural
development incentives to disarm. While the
proposed Afghan national council for peace,
reconciliation and reintegration is a welcome step
forward, it requires that the US and NATO allies
fight a cleaner war. This is what General Stanley
McChrystal promised this summer, with fewer
civilian casualties and house raids, and a more
transparent detention process. But can he
deliver? While US troops that operate under
NATO command may be enforcing stricter rules of
engagement, a parallel counter-terrorism war

continues to be fought with US Special Forces
and drones. Largely out of sight of public scrutiny
and not on the agenda of high-profile events like
the London Conference, this dirty war risks
undermining any fledgling peace process. As
Mary Kaldor argues in a recent review of the US
counter-insurgency literature, “the enemy-centric
approach continues not only in the rhetoric of the
Obama administration but also in the drone
attacks on Taliban and al-Qa’eda strongholds.
And despite the emphasis on legitimacy, the
Americans continue to support governments
composed of warlords (in Afghanistan) or of
sectarians (in Iraq) whom they empowered for
support in the war on terror”.

Missile Defences

Also last week, US Secretary of State Hillary
Clinton called on Russia to drop its opposition to
plans for a European missile shield, the latest
reincarnation of which is intended as a hedge
against Iranian-launched missiles. Moscow
stridently opposed a Bush-era plan that involved
deploying 10 missile interceptors in Poland and a
radar installation in the Czech Republic; it has
also raised doubts over the Obama
administration's revised programme to use land-
and sea-based versions of the Standard Missile 3
system.

However, despite the latest failure to achieve an
intercept in a major flight test of the US Missile
Defence Agency’'s Ground-based Midcourse
Defense (GMD) system—only eight (out of 16)
GMD intercept flight tests since 1999 have been
successful—and an estimated $35.5 billion price
tag according to the US Government
Accountability Office, NATO continues to explore
ways of synergising its own more limited Active
Layered Theatre Ballistic Missile Defence
(ALTBMD) Programme with the US GMD system.
This is justified by NATO officials on the basis of a
“rapidly  growing ballistic  missile threat”
(Ambassador Daalder), despite such assertions
being contested by some independent experts
(including this one). To facilitate a proper
discussion of the threat and the best way of

meeting it, NATO ballistic missile threat
assessments and industrial studies should be

(Menwith Hill, UK; photo credit: tj.blackwell)
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declassified and placed in the public domain.

At a time when many NATO economies are
suffering from the worst economic collapse since
the Great Depression and public spending
programmes are being frozen — in the US, this
includes all sectors of the federal budget except
for defence, homeland security, veterans and
international affairs — a further fattening of the
military-industrial complex through new missile
defences contracts appears badly misguided. At a
minimum, NATO leaders should be looking to
slow down spending for missile defence while
maintaining funding for its continued research and
development.

NATO-Russian Relations

Despite a number of differences (in addition to
missile defences, these include the future of
European security, Georgia and NATO's own
expansion), US/NATO-Russian relations appear to
be on a stronger footing than for some time.
Washington and Moscow are almost finished
negotiating a successor nuclear arms control
agreement to the now-expired

1991 Strategic Arms Reduction

Treaty (START), while the

December 2009 Foreign Ministers

meeting of the NATO-Russia

Council (NRC) agreed to revitalize

NATO-Russia  military-to-military

cooperation. During a recently

concluded two day meeting in

Brussels (26-27 January), the

NATO Military Committee in NRC-

format exchanged views with their

Russian counterparts on military

cooperation in the field of logistics, counter-
terrorism, search and rescue at sea and counter-
piracy. This discussion led to agreement of the
“NRC-MR (Military Representatives) Framework
for NATO-Russia Military-To-Military Cooperation”
which is expected to lead to a work plan of military
cooperative activities. The next NRC-MR will take
place in May. Again, to aid wider public
understanding of the emerging cooperation and
allay fears within some NATO member states of
‘Russian appeasement’, a more open process and
publication of core agreements should be
undertaken.

Conclusion: Half-full or half-empty, who
can tell?

A common thread running through all four topics
is the absence of openness and transparency in
NATO's internal policy-making and procedures,
both formal (among the committees located
primarily in Brussels) as well-as the informal
channels. While the current penchant among
NATO officials for using social networking sites
and new media for messaging and outreach is

innovative and welcome, it is no substitute for a
publicly available and dynamic information
disclosure policy. In seeking to determine whether
NATO'’s glass is half-full or half-empty, it is the
opaque nature of the glass itself that makes it
impossible to know for certain one way or the
other.

NATO remains the only major intergovernmental
body not to have even a basic information
disclosure policy. Even the World Bank has
recently adopted such a policy (having conducted
a review of its information policy that included
non-governmental input, see the Model World
Bank Policy on Disclosure of Information).
Similarly, an interagency task force has reviewed
US national security classification policy in
response to a request last summer from President
Obama. The NATO Secretary General's
commitment to greater transparency seems
genuine and his rhetoric needs to be translated
into something concrete and tangible. Otherwise,
the Alliance will continue to be perceived by its
own publics as a closed and secretive

organisation.
(photo credit: prenetic)

In addition to flashy PR videos on
YouTube, on-line ‘security jams’
and other Web 2.0 innovations for
“getting the message out”, NATO
needs to adopt an information
openness policy consistent with
the access to information laws
already in place in the Alliance’s
28 member countries (the
aforementioned US example,
notwithstanding), including
guidelines for proactive
publication of core information, a mechanism by
which the public can file requests for information,
and an independent review body for hearing
appeals against refusals or failures to make
information public within a short time-frame.

There is a widespread belief in NATO circles that
citizens within the Alliance take peace and
security for granted. This may be so. But the
greater problem lies with ministerial and elite
decision-makers within NATO and member
governments. They take the support of the public
for granted and proclaim new security frameworks
and ideologies without subjecting them to
sufficient prior independent scrutiny and debate.
Is it too much to ask that the Lisbon Summit
explore ways to reconnect with citizens and to
deepen and extend the shared values-base within
the Alliance?

Note: NATO Watch will be doing its bit to improve
transparency and accountability by holding its second
Shadow NATO Summit (probably in Brussels) on 15-16
November. If you can help with funding or organisation
please contact lan Davis at NATO Watch.




News, Commentary and Reports

Afg hanistan: (photo credit: Stitch)

News

With Raw Recruits, Afghan Police Buildup Falters, New York
Times, 2 February

UN in secret peace talks with Taliban, The Guardian, 28 January

Afghan Tribe, Vowing to Fight Taliban, to Get U.S. Aid in Return,
New York Times, 27 January

NATO Secretary General appoints new Senior Civilian Representative in Afghanistan, NATO News, 26
January. Interview with the new Senior Civilian Representative in Afghanistan Mark Sedwill (natochannel.tv)

Afghan drive to stop poaching of police recruits, Financial Times, 25 January
British and US troops to launch new Afghanistan offensive, The Guardian, 25 January
Race against time for Nato strategy, Financial Times, 25 January

Fear of Rising Death Toll: Berlin Reluctant to Follow American Lead on Afghanistan, Der Spiegel, 25
January

McChrystal sees Taliban role, Financial Times, 24 January

Gates sees room for Taliban in Afghan government, Financial Times, 22 January

UK diplomat tipped to take Nato role, Financial Times, 21 January

Allies hatch plan to lure away Taliban fighters, Financial Times, 20 January

Dutch decision to affect Australian ISAF mission, Radio Netherlands Worldwide, 19 January
Taliban launches fierce assault on Kabul, Financial Times, 18 January

US releases names of prisoners at Bagram, Afghanistan, BBC News, 16 January

U.S.-Russian Accord On Transit Of Military Cargo Fails To Get Off The Ground, Robert Coalson, Radio Free
Europe Radio Liberty, 15 January

Armenia Plans Troop Deployment in Afghanistan, Emil
Danielvan, Eurasia Daily Monitor Volume: 7 Issue: 8, 13
January

Afghans more optimistic for future, survey shows, Adam
Mynott, BBC News, 11 January

NATO encouraged by recent Afghan poll, NATO News, 11
January

Drone Flights Leave Military Awash in Data, New York
Times, 10 January

Obama’s men scorn Dutch tactics, Radio Netherlands Worldwide, 8 January

Intelligence overhaul ordered for Afghanistan - The new strategy is to move beyond simply hunting
extremists and gather information about local concerns, people and leaders in an effort to win over Afghans
and marginalize the insurgency, Julian E. Barnes and Laura King, LA Times, 5 January

The London Conference

This conference took place in London on 28 January and
was co-hosted by UK Prime Minister Gordon Brown,
Afghan President Karzai and UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-
moon, and co-chaired by the UK and Afghan Foreign
Ministers and the UN. See dedicated pages on the UK
Government's Afghanistan website.

Communiqué : Afghan Leadership, Regional
Cooperation, International Partnership




NAC statement on Afghanistan conference, NATO News, 3 February

Afghanistan conference sets out plan for two-tier peace process - Kabul government should take over
responsibility for war and running country in next five years, Julian Borger, The Guardian, 28 January

NATO Secretary General welcomes results of
London Conference, NATO News, 28 January

Opening remarks to United Nations International
Conference on Afghanistan, UN Secretary-General
Ban Ki-moon, London, 28 January

Remarks at the International Conference on
Afghanistan, Hillary Rodham Clinton Secretary of
State, London, United Kingdom, 28 January

Remarks by NATO Secretary General Anders
Fogh Rasmussen at the London Conference on
Afghanistan in London, UK, 28 January

Opening remarks by President of Afghanistan

Hamid Karzai (US Army Sgt. drinks tea with ANP — photo credit: The U.S. Army)
Kazakhstan to intensify OSCE engagement to support security and stability in Afghanistan, says OSCE
Chairperson, OSCE Press Release, 28 January

Statement by the Secretary General on progress before London conference, NATO News, 27 January

Press point - by NATO Secretary General Anders Fogh Rasmussen and UK Foreign Secretary David
Miliband, UK Foreign Secretary visit to NATO, 25 January

Afghanistan on the Eve of the London Conference, Ahmed Rashid, Heinrich Boll Foundation, 12 January

Commentary and Reports

NATO Secretary General Anders Fogh Rasmussen video blog, “Engaging with the insurgents”, 3 February

Advancing the Rights of Women and Girls: Keys to a Better Future for Afghanistan, Office of the
Spokesman, US Department of State, Washington, DC, 29 January. For the complete Women'’s Action
Plan for Afghanistan, please see here

Obama’s Secret Prisons - Night Raids, Hidden Detention Centers, the “Black Jail,” and the Dogs of War
in Afghanistan, Anand Gopal, TomDispatch.com, 28 January. Also see interview on Democracy Now, 2
February

The west's uncertain Afghan steps - Karl Eikenberry's leaked cables raise fundamental questions — and do
nothing to bolster confidence in US leadership, Simon Tisdall, The Guardian, 26 January

Unanswered Questions on Afghanistan and Pakistan Policy, Brian Katulis, Center for American Progress, 25
January

Back from Afghanistan, Adm. James Stavridis Commander, U.S. European Command and Supreme Allied
Commander, Europe, Allied Command Operations Blog, 25 January

The al-Qaida Movement - Status and Prospects, Paul Rogers, Oxford
Research Group, January 2010

The time to talk to the Taliban is now, Ahmed Rashid, The Guardian, 25
January

FT interview transcript: Gen Stanley McChrystal, Financial Times, 25 January

Release of the Afghanistan and Pakistan Regional Stabilization Strategy,
Hillary Rodham Clinton, Secretary of State, Washington, DC, 21 January. The
Strategy Document is available here

666 to 1 - The U.S. Military, al-Qaeda, and a War of Futility, Nick
Turse and Tom Engelhardt, TomDispatch.com, 14 January

Were Afghan children executed by US-led forces? And why aren’t the media
interested? media lens, 11 January {Also see BBC Comment on Afghan
reporting in relation to this complaint and the response by media lens: BBC's

defensive and misleading identikit response} (Kandahar Airfield and Camp Nathan Smith,
Afghanistan — photo credit: lafrancevi)




“Killing the enemy is not the best route to success”, Interview with General Stanley McChrystal, Der Spiegel,
11 January

The Shadow War - Making Sense of the New CIA Battlefield in Afghanistan, Tom Engelhardt and Nick
Turse, TomDispatch.com, 10 January

Afghanistan: On the road with Obama's boys - Ben Anderson, who spent four weeks with US marines in
Helmand, finds that numbers are just the beginning of the problem, The Guardian, 9 January

A Blueprint for Making Intelligence Relevant in Afghanistan, Major General Michael T. Flynn (US Army),
Captain Matt Pottinger (USMC), Paul D. Batchelor (DIA), Center for a New American Security, January 2010

Afghanistan: Post-Taliban Governance, Security, and U.S. Policy, Kenneth Katzman, Congressional
Research Service, 30 December

Private Security Contractors in Iraq and Afghanistan: Legal Issues, Jennifer K. Elsea, Congressional
Research Service, 22 December

Arms Control:

From Capitol Hill to Istanbul - The Origins of the Current CFE Deadlock, Ulrich Kithn, CORE Working Paper
No0.19, Hamburg: Centre for OSCE Research, December 2009.

Gender:

EU/NATO High-level event, “Women, Peace & Security: Empowering women in peace and conflict”,
Brussels, 27 January. For initial conclusions of the event, click here; Videos of the conference’s main
speeches are available on the NATO website here.

Speech on 'Empowering Women in Peace and Security' by NATO Secretary General Anders Fogh
Rasmussen at the European Commission, 27 January

Humanitarian Relief:

C17 conducts third humanitarian relief flight to Haiti, NATO News, 2
February

NATO aircraft brings aid to Haiti, NATO News, 27 January

NATO's Allied Command Transformation website portal collects data on
Haiti crisis, NATO News, 21 January

SAC flies its first humanitarian relief flight to Haiti, NATO News, 16 January (photo credit: NATO)

Missile Defence:
Romania 'to host missile shield', BBC News, 4 February

MDA Budget Continues Aegis, Thaad Focus, Aviation Week, 2 February

Air Force: Test Missile Misses Its Pacific Target, Associated Press, 1 February

Clinton Calls on Russia to Support Missile Shield, NTI Global Security Newswire, 29 January
Lavrov: Russia not ready to set up missile defense shield together with U.S., Kyiv Post, 22 January

Poland to Deploy U.S. Missiles Near Russia, New York Times, 21 January
Space systems and missile defense in 2010, Taylor Dinerman, spacereview.com, 18 January

Gordon discusses Czech role in missile defence, Prague Daily Monitor, 14 January

NATO Defence Ministers Meeting — Istanbul:

Defence Ministers to focus on operations and transformation in Istanbul, NATO
News, 4 February

NATO Parliamentary Assembly:

Members of the Defence and Security Committee met new Allied Commander Transformation Stephane
Abrial, Obama National Security Adviser James Jones and General David Petraeus, CENTCOM in annual
visit to the United States, Press Release, 3 February




NATO Parliamentary Assembly Participates in Election Observation Mission in Ukraine, Press Release, 14
January

Ukraine’s presidential election meets most international commitments, Press Release, 18 January

NATO Partnerships:
NATO Partnerships: A Speech Delivered by US Ambassador Daalder in Vilnius, Lithuania, 15 January

Better NATO-EU relations require more sincerity, Can Buharal , Centre for Economics and Foreign Policy
Studies (EDAM), Turkey, EDAM Discussion Paper, January 2010

Prime Minister of the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia meets NATO Secretary General, NATO News
15 January. Joint press point with NATO Secretary General Anders Fogh Rasmussen and Nikola Gruevski,
Prime Minister of the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia

NATO and Chinese Commanders discuss counter-piracy operations, NATO News, 11 January

Planning for EU military operations, Luis Simon, European Union Institute for Security Studies, Occasional
Paper - n81, January 2010

Strength in numbers? Comparing EU military capabilities in 2009 with 1999, Daniel Keohane and Charlotte
Blommestijn, European Union Institute for Security Studies, Policy Brief - N, December 2009

NATO-Russia Relations:

Agreement reached on NATO-Russia military cooperation, NATO News, 26 January
Russia Drafts European Security Pact, Volha Charnysh, Arms Control Today, January/February 2010
Medvedev's Plan: Giving Russia a Voice but not a Veto in a New European Security System, Richard J.

Krickus, Strategic Studies Institute US Army War College, December 2009. The author proposes that the
time has come to provide Russia with a NATO Membership Action Plan (MAP).

Nuclear Weapons: (photo credit: hellothomas)

Next, the Tactical Nukes, Carl Bildt and Radek Sikorski, New York
Times, 1 February

Getting to Zero - From nuclear sharing to a European deterrence
strategy, Patrick Keller and Benjamin Schreer, IP Global Edition,
1/2010

A Global Undertaking: Realizing the Disarmament Promise of the
NPT, Middle Powers Initiative Briefing Paper for the Atlanta
Consultation llI: Fulfilling the NPT, 21-22 January

Mind the Gap: healing the NATO rift over US tactical nuclear weapons in Europe - NATO'’s Strategic
Concept review needs to include nuclear posture, in a measured and balanced discussion with coherence,
cohesiveness and security at its heart, BASIC, January 2010

‘The German Coalition and NATO Nuclear Policy Debate’, Martin Butcher, NATO Monitor Issue Brief — 8
January 2010
What to do about Europe’s secret nukes, Eben Harrell, Time Magazine, 4 January

The end of nuclear sharing? US Nuclear Weapons in Europe, Hugh Beach, RUSI Journal, December 2009
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Piracy:
NATO ship prevents pirate attack in Gulf of Aden, NATO News, 28 January

Strategic Concept:

How does NATO need to change? (Part 2), NATO Review, January 2010.
This second part of NATO Review on the how NATO should change, looks at the
importance of ‘getting the message out’, and compares its new Strategic Concept with the last one 10 years
ago. It includes interviews with the new US Ambassador to NATO, Ivo Daalder, the new Supreme Allied
Commander in Europe, Admiral James Stavridis and the former Chair of the Military Committee during the




1999 Strategic Concept, General Klaus Naumann - all bringing different perspectives to today's exercise of
drawing up a new Strategic Concept.

Exchange of views with Madeleine Albright, Chair of the Group of Experts advising NATO Secretary General
Fogh Anders Rasmussen on the new NATO Strategic Concept, ISIS Europe Parliamentary Update (Joint
AFET-SEDE Committee), 27 January

"Anticipating the New Strategic Concept" conference held in Spain, NATO News, 27 January. Click here for
the programme and other details.

US Ambassador Ivo Daalder in Berlin NATO talks on the preparations for Lisbon Summit, YouTube, 22
January

NATO partnerships discussed at Strategic Concept Seminar in Norway, NATO News, 14 January
Norway hosts a seminar on NATO’s Strategic Concept, NATO News, 14 January

Third Seminar on NATO's Strategic Concept: NATO's Partnerships and beyond, Oslo, Norway, 14 January.
From the seminar:
Opening remarks by Jonas Gahr Stgre, Foreign Minister of Norway and The Hon. Madeleine K.
Albright, Chair of the Group of Experts
Press point with the Hon. Madeleine K. Albright, Chair of the Group of Experts and Jonas Gahr
Stare, Foreign Minister of Norway
Interview with Jonas Gahr Stgre, Foreign Minister of Norway
Concluding remarks: Madeleine K. Albright, Chair, Group of Experts and Grete Faremo, Defence
Minister of Norway

Transatlantic cooperation:
Remarks on the Future of European Security, Hillary Rodham Clinton Secretary of State, L'Ecole
Militaire, Paris, France, 29 January

Speech by Minister for Foreign Affairs of Finland, Alexander Stubb at Chatham House: The New Atlantic
Decade, 27 January

U pcoming Events : (photo credit: woodleywonderworks)

Online Security Jam — The European Commission and
NATO will join together for the 1st time to back a
worldwide online brainstorm - the Security Jam - to be
held online between 4-9 February

Roundtable on the Strategic Concept and the future of
NATO, Centre for European Reform, London, UK, 9
February

Dr Liam Fox MP, Shadow Defence Secretary, Spring
Address on The UK, NATO and the EU: What Future Role
for Britain's Armed Forces? 12-1pm, 11 February at
Politeia, London, UK

NATO Parliamentary Assembly meeting, Brussels, Belgium, 14-16 February
Ballistic Missile Defense: Global and Regional Dynamics, Vienna, Austria, 18-19 February

Fourth (and final) seminar to be held by NATO’s Group of Experts on the developing Strategic Concept,
Washington DC, 23 February

The Future of NATO's Nuclear Deterrent: The New Strategic Concept and the 2010 NPT Review
Conference, Rome, Italy, 28 February-2 March

NATO’s New Strategic Concept Seminar Comprehensive Approach to Crisis Management, Helsinki, Finland,
4 March

GMF Brussels Forum, Brussels, Belgium, 26-28 March
NATO-EU Assets and Interoperability, ISIS Europe Seminar, Brussels, 13 April

The Eleventh RUSI Ballistic Missile Defence Conference, Royal United Services Institute, Whitehall, London,
26-27 May




7th Pan-European Conference, Standing Group on International Relations (SGIR), European Foreign Policy
in transition: New IR/El approaches to EU foreign policy, Stockholm, Sweden, 9-11 September

NATO Summit, Lisbon, Portugal, 19-21 November

Security News from NATO Member States

(photo creditdarkmattey
Denmark

Denmark Assumes Command of NATO’s Counter Piracy Mission
“Ocean Shield”, NATO News, 25 January

France

France test-fires submarine-launched missile, spacewar.com, 27
January

Sarkozy puts woman in charge of 'spy school' - Academy designed
to stop infighting between rival intelligence chiefs, John Lichfield,
The Independent, 11 January

Germany
Working towards a world free of nuclear weapons, German Foreign Ministry, 3 February

Netherlands

The future of Dutch foreign policy, Giles Scott-Smith, NRC Handelsblad, 29 January. The investigation into
the reasoning behind the Dutch support for the US-UK invasion of Iraqg may well mark a post-Cold War
turning point for Dutch foreign policy. The days of the taken-for-granted US-European relationship are over

Saddam war decision backfires on Dutch government, Radio Netherlands Worldwide, 12 January

Iraq invasion violated international law, Dutch inquiry finds - Investigation into the Netherlands' support for
2003 war finds military action was not justified under UN resolutions, The Guardian, 12 January. For further

details, see the Dutch Committee of Inquiry Iraq website

Spain

Special Issue on NATO - UNISCI Discussion Papers No.22, Research Unit on International Security and

Cooperation (UNISCI), Complutense University of Madrid, January 2010.

Turkey

Tensions rise in Turkey's dispute with Israel, Financial Times, 14 January

United Kingdom

MoD plans cuts in senior army and civilian posts - Green paper
warns of funding crisis for major weapons projects in new era of
warfare, The Guardian, 4 February

MOD sets the big questions for Strategic Defence Review, MoD
Press Release, 3 February

The Defence Green Paper, Adaptability and Partnership: Issues
for a Strategic Defence Review (Cm 7794), MoD, 3 February

Forces battle for dwindling resources, Financial Times, 2
February

UK seeks French defence entente, Financial Times, 2 February

CCTV in the sky: police plan to use military-style spy drones -
Arms manufacturer BAE Systems developing national strategy
with consortium of government agencies, The Guardian, 23
January

UK threat level raised, security service MI5, 22 January

RAF Selects Rivet Joint to Replace Nimrod R.1s, defenceiq, 20
January

11

UK’s Armed Forces face
personnel cuts of 20% over
the next six years

A new RUSI report suggests the
UK's number of trained service
personnel is projected to fall by
around 20%: from 175,000 in 2010
to around 142,000 in 2016. This is
the probable result of a projected
cut in the defence budget of around
10-15% in real terms, together with
continuing real annual unit cost
growth of between 1% and 2% for
UK defence capabilities

Capability Cost Trends -
Implications for the Defence
Review, Malcolm Chalmers, Future
Defence Review Working Paper
No.5, RUSI, January 2010




UK military chiefs clash over future defence strategy - First Sea Lord defends navy and insists Britain must
keep 'hard power', The Guardian, 18 January

Risk-averse Britain may lose stomach for war, warns minister, The Times, 14 January. (See speech by Bill
Rammell Minister of State for the Armed Forces, 13 January)

Conservatives to delay Trident replacement by five years, The Daily Telegraph, 14 January
Tories plan defence budget overhaul, Financial Times, 14 January

MoD to slash jet fighter orders as it struggles to save aircraft programme - Cost of 140 US-built planes has
risen by £25m each, The Guardian, 12 January

5,000 soldiers unfit for frontline duties, MoD figures show - Data reveals many soldiers and officers cannot
carry out combat duties because of physical or mental problems, The Guardian, 12 January

UK 'incapable' of fighting modern wars, defencemanagement.com, 5 January

United States
Quadrennial Defense Review (128 pages), US Department of Defense, February 2010

Fiscal Year 2011 Defense Spending Request: Briefing Book, Laicie Olson, Center for Arms Control and Non-
Proliferation, February 2010

Record $708 Billion Sought for Defense, WSJ, 2 February

Vision Meets Reality: 2010 QDR and 2011 Defense Budget, Travis Sharp, Center for a New American
Security, 1 February

A Military Budget of Add-ons, Not Choices, Makes the Security Imbalance Worse, Obama is spending more
on defense than Bush, Anita Dancs and Miriam Pemberton, Institute for Policy Studies, 1 February

US military responsibilities to expand, Financial Times, 31 January. The US will take on a broader range of
military responsibilities, including defending space and cyberspace, in spite of growing pressure on budgets

US raises stakes on Iran by sending in ships and missiles -Pentagon says Patriot shield will deter strike on
American allies in the Gulf, The Guardian, 31 January

‘New Thinking’ in the Pentagon, Mary Kaldor, Global Policy Volume 1, Issue 1, January 2010
Pentagon to Send More Special Forces Troops to Yemen, WSJ, 28 January
U.S. military teams, intelligence deeply involved in aiding Yemen on strikes, Washington Post, 27 January
Pentagon calls for ‘Office of Strategic Deception’, Raw Story, 27 January
Draft QDR: DoD Alters Force Planning Construct, Defense News, 27 January

Pentagon Time - Tick...Tick...Tick..., Tom Engelhardt, TomDispatch.com, 26 January
Deputy Secretary Visits U.K. to Promote Defense Cooperation, defence-aerospace.com, 24 January

The Drone Surge - Today, Tomorrow, and 2047, Nick Turse, TomDispatch.com, 24 January
Obama: Hawk, Dove, or Owl? William Hartung, TPM Cafe, 22 January

Drone kills 15 suspected pro-Taliban militants in a US drone attack in Pakistan's south Waziristan region,
Financial Times, 18 January

The President’s Dilemma - Deficits, Debt, and US Defense Spending, PDA Briefing Memo 45, 18 January

An Undisciplined Defense - Understanding the $2 Trillion Surge in US Defense Spending, Carl Conetta,
Project on Defense Alternatives, PDA Briefing Report No.20, 18 January

Al-Qaeda has a new strategy. Obama needs one, too, Bruce Hoffman, Washington Post, 10 January

Yemen: Latest U.S. Battleground, Stephen Zunes, Foreign Policy in Focus, 8 January

IDEAS, FEEDBACK, SUGGESTIONS?

Ideas, feedback, suggestions? We want to hear from you. Please contact us at
info@iandavisconsultancy.com with any feedback or suggestions.




