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European security – key Features
The beginning of the XXI-st century in terms of European security landscape is being marked by many factors. With your permission I am going to enumerate 8 of them:

1. a kind of combination of old and new threats. Those of unconventional nature, often defined as asymmetrical threats shape anew European security environment, while the “old” ones cannot be still neglected (as every day reports from the Balkans prove to that – not to mentioned the recent developments in Ukraine);

2. the qualitatively new type of transatlantic relations;

3. the evolution of the US role in European security (including challenges for the second term of president Bush);

4. the erosion and diminishing power of multilateral international organisations and alliances, including UN, OSCE and even NATO – paradoxically – paralleled by more requests for their interventions in different form. On the other hand, the static nature of structures and dynamic character of security process made international organisations less and less efficient in exercising their functions;

5. the build-up of defence capabilities by the European Union and strengthening its political influence in the field of foreign policy and international security;

6. the challenges connected with evolving of Russia as a new regional and global power not comparable to the Soviet Union nor to the Tsarist Russia;

7. a continent-wide call for more partnership and integration from those excluded (so far) from the EU and NATO;

8. a growing awareness that international security environment to much greater extent is destabilized by internal, domestic and local tensions (and their influence on European security) including those in remote parts of the world than by traditional intra-state hostilities.

Three years after the September 11 we find ourselves in the security environment where actions of its key actors are hardly predictable nor prone for advanced planning (NATO, EU, US, Paris, Berlin, London or Moscow). 

Apart of the influence of disputes over Iraq on the transatlantic relationship, blocking many badly needed solutions, disappearance of the "culture of political debate" contributes to the overall image of the troubled partnership. Any step forward in this domain came recently at the expense of abandoning strategic thinking and debate among US and European Allies.

What we need in that specific and difficult situation is innovative and imaginative approach towards security issues, both in terms of strategy and the underlying processes. It is not tantamount to any revolution or to building a new security system. Instead we need to think over what has to be done to adjust the existing institutions to the new threats, risks and challenges. It means that exclusiveness has to be replaced by an inclusive approach in terms of partners and agenda, based on ensuring - above all - complementarity of institutions instead of their rivalry. It is not to build a perfect world - but to optimise the use of existing resources. 

History tells us that even when it seems that we have neutralised all the key threats of the past, new ones crop up unexpectedly. The adaptation of the existing international security system to new tasks and requirements calls for the redefinition of old principles and the elaboration of new principles and norms adequate to the new needs. While working on new strategies to overcome new stumbling blocks and threats it is necessary to address to the foundations of international system.

For Poland the proper security system for the Euro-Atlantic area should encompass three main elements:

· effective transatlantic links;

· proper NATO transformation – it means to find the solution merging the defence alliance with the collective security functions; in other words - more political functions and effective defence capabilities;

· development of European defence capabilities in harmony and co-operation with NATO.

War on terror - a new beginning or new organizing principles of in international security

One of the most serious challenges to the present security system is international terrorism on an unprecedented global scale. It is rather the scale and intensity not terrorism itself that defines the new type of threat we face today.    

While distributed unevenly across the world - the awareness of its existence calls for unified stance of the whole international community. Literally no country can feel safe of terrorist attack - therefore fight against terrorism should become uniting factor of security policies of all civilized world. On the other hand, one cannot put all the forms of conflicts into the category of global terrorism. Often it is seen and interpreted as a weapon of weak and poor people. In combating terrorism there are two main approaches in extreme: a legalistic approach putting accent on multilateralism and international law – on one side, and on the other - there is more operational practical approach driven by militarised thinking accentuating efficiency and decisiveness.

There is no need to say that there is a lot of space between these two positions.  It offers a room for compromise, dialogue, for creative co-operation, not only between both sides of Atlantic, but also within so called Greater Middle East countries. There are already certain efforts made by EU, NATO, G8, UN or US itself, but all those efforts seem not to be harmonised enough to achieve their target. In fact, we are at the  beginning of this process and it depends entirely on all of us how it will be developed.      

European and Euro-Atlantic structures - in search of complementarity

With a new threats and challenges on the not-far-horizon European and Euro-Atlantic structures have been in a process of reconstituting themselves following the end of Cold War. The process encompasses challenges posed by:

· widening enlargement of all the structures (as a result we are confronted with the natural dilemma: widening vs. deepening);

· new partners determining the scope of its outreach;

· new priorities and aims following the evolution of security environment and agenda;

· new tools needed and capabilities as prerequisites for effective action;

· new political ambitions and underlying strategies, and last-but-not-least:

· strains on resources calling for harmonisation of activities. 

The new identities of EU, NATO and the new role of transatlantic co-operation in the field of security are largely in the process of shaping (despite the fact that a few years ago it might have looked like we are done with the process).   

Today’s NATO is not limiting its role in security area, nor it does it with geography of its possible action (from Kosovo to Afghanistan and Iraq). It continuously proves that it is relevant and uniquely suited to solve security problems, being a powerful tool for the international community. NATO has shown in the past its capacity to adapt to changing security environment. There is still a ground to believe that there is no alternative for continuous internal reform. The name of the game is currently: more political dialogue among Allies and decisive steps strengthening NATO defence responses.

At the same time we assist to the birth of a new genuine European pillar of defence expressed by ESDP within the EU. There will be no effective security system on the European continent without appropriate defence tools ready to be used when needed. There is no room for competition between NATO and EU in this field. The common denominator for both organisations is: capabilities. Most of the states participating in this process are members of both those organisations simultaneously or are shortly to become so. They all posses single set of capabilities. It clearly means that building up mutual tights in political and operational spheres will benefit both organizations.

For Poland, the defence and security agenda is neither long nor complicated. Consolidating our freedom after half a century in fact meant making a fairly straightforward decision – to join both NATO and the EU memberships. We still need both of them to protect our security. The key tenets of our security are based on:

· Poland’s membership in NATO;

· development of effective European Security and Defence Policy;

· bilateral politico-military co-operation with the US;

· good relations with 7 countries – neighbours of Poland;

· adaptation of Polish armed forces to facing new challenges in rapidly changing security scenarios.

They are reaffirmed by our National Security Strategy.  

Therefore we can say that Poland’s security approach is:

· Transatlantic – since NATO commitments and the US presence are bound to remain essential for the security of Europe and beyond;

· European and engaged in ESDP - as it opens a new chapter in the European integration process;

· not competitive in terms of search for optimal policy solutions (based on use of the most effective instruments),

· constructive and open towards our own neighbours and areas neighbouring Euro-Atlantic area.
Middle East offers now the decent portion of worries and solutions in the field of security. Its importance for Europe is even higher because of its geographical proximity.

For many years we got used to the fact that Middle East constitutes important security problem. But can Middle East make a contribution to security of the region working together with Europeans and Americans? The answer is: yes. To achieve this goal there are certain conditions to be met:

· first of all it requires strong political will from the leaders of Middle East countries;

· their openness to the initiatives and new ideas, and growing sense of ownership and responsibility for their effective implementation;

· a new open-door-policy towards Middle East countries not in terms of membership in NATO or EU, but in terms of a real partnership;

· agreeing on joint principles, norms and aims of actions undertaken together;

· preparation of individually tailored action plans answering the specific needs of partners;

· implementation of agreed actions and measures with consequence, patience and determination;

· a readiness of Euro-Atlantic community to work together in accordance with the collectively agreed agenda.

We are perfectly aware that the above mentioned points might seem now very close to wishful thinking. Nevertheless the new political situation around the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and possible new quality with regard to the situation in Iraq (elections) may offer some ground for optimism in this regard. 

Israel belongs to the small group of “key-holders” to the solution at least to the part of the problems of this region.      

Conclusion

This year significantly changed the perspective of Polish security policy. The main question is how to operationalize two new institutional instruments available to us. 

Our position of medium-sized country in Central Europe, well anchored in Western institutions and placed in relatively stable neighborhood, increases our responsibility Europe-wide, and selectively points our attention to the matters of wider (global) application. For Poland it means that our soldiers have been carrying their portion of responsibility for peace in the Balkans, Middle East, Afghanistan and Iraq.
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