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Mr. Chairman, 

It is my pleasure to be here. I am honoured to have this opportunity to open seminar organized by the Warsaw Centre of Eastern Studies on “NATO’s New Role in the Newly Independent States Area”. 

There is no need to say that officials do not always agree with think-tanks and NGO’s community. It is however beneficial, both for the independent centres and the decision-makers to have an opportunity to meet each other, to discuss and listen to each other.  At the beginning of nineties it was quite a new phenomena in Central and Eastern Europe to have a serious, meaningful, well informed and influential institutionalized player outside of an institutional decision-making process or to say it simply – outside of the government. But nowadays, here in Poland, both NGO’s and research community could be seen as an integral part of political landscape, playing increasingly important role in a broad decision-shaping process, making it possible for experts to discuss topical issues in a more open and informal way within official institutions. Such an exchange of views and ideas is inspiring each other and is resulting sometimes in a creative and innovative thinking. 

And I am sure this conference gives us an opportunity to do just that - exchange of information and mutual inspiration with respect to the future of NATO’s relations with the East. I am happy to welcome here a group of distinguished guests, from NATO states and Partner countries, as well as from the NATO International Secretariat. I am sure it will be for all of us interesting to listen to their presentations and to understand better how some problems are seen from somewhat different perspectives. 

The timing of the conference is perfect. Last week, I have had an opportunity to participate in series of meetings of foreign and defense ministers of NATO and ministerial Council of the OSCE. All these meetings were just concluded in Maastricht and Brussels. Our ministers discussed such issues as UE-NATO relationship, Iraq, Afghanistan, as well as future of EAPC and NATO relations with Partner countries, especially NATO-Russia and NATO-Ukraine relations. NATO at this stage is in the process of preparations to the next Istanbul summit (June 2003). Summit agenda is being shaped right now, and Allies are having consultations on how to address future challenges to the stability of Euro-Atlantic zone, and the new reality in which the Alliance has to operate in the early 21st century. 

The subject of our meeting today, is NATO’s partnership with nations of Eastern Europe, Central Asia and the Caucasus. As you know NATO International Secretariat has just released its “Report on How to Enhance NATO’s Engagement with Central Asia and the Caucasus”. Partners in those regions have different objectives in their relations with the Alliance, and they range from future membership to selective engagement. While creating a universal mechanism for co-operation, the Alliance has to differentiate its relations with each of those countries, taking into account their internal situation and declared political agenda with respect to NATO. 

As a rule, the things are complex, but one element is for certain: co-operation with NATO is a two way street. The scale of this co-operation is to a large extent dependent on the willingness of Partner countries to undertake reforms, and to respond to a very basic question: whether they are ready to take their share of responsibility in the enhancement of security and stability in the Euro-Atlantic zone. 

The Interim Report prepared under the auspices of the Centre for Eastern Studies is going to be a basis and a starting point for our discussion here at the Center, presents a review of the new phenomena shaping the international security environment. The role and significance of NATO in the new reality could be properly understood if one tries to imagine how to ensure security in the Transatlantic region without the Alliance. Consequences and implications are hard to imagine. Nevertheless, the Alliance is in the ongoing process of enlargement, transformation and adaptation to new challenges and threats. From the point of view of both its new members and other East or South European countries, which have either not joined the NATO structures yet, or do not intend to do so at all, NATO has become a new ‘center of gravity’. The best illustration of such a tendency is multilateral process and political philosophy of inclusiveness reflected in institutional arrangements such as Partnership for Peace and the Euro-Atlantic Partnership Council, the NATO–Russia Council, established in May 2002, and the Action Plan for cooperation between NATO and Ukraine.

The actual perception of NATO across the partner states is a new and relatively unexplored area of research. It is worth noticing because what often shapes politics are not only facts and events but the right or wrong perception and self-perception. In case of some countries their attitude towards NATO is, to a greater extent determined by current perception of the Alliance, held by members of political and military elite or by society, rather than by the actual state of their relations with the Alliance. The Report’s authors present also their individual forecasts and prognosis for the future development of ties between NATO and its partner states. Report includes also some preliminary recommendations for the politicians who are responsible for shaping NATO policy towards East and South European states. The final section of the Report contains a number of proposals and suggestions which, according to the authors, should be taken into account when defining Poland’s “Eastern” policy within the Alliance. 

For us in Poland, the presented Interim Report is interesting for a number of reasons. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, before concluding my brief introductory remarks, I would like to make 5 points:

First of all, the Report focuses on Poland’s immediate neighbourhood which is crucial for shaping our security. No need to say that we attach great importance to NATO’s Eastern policy. Since the beginning of our membership in the Alliance, Poland played an active role in defining NATO’s “eastern dimension”. For obvious reasons we are and will, be for the years to come, interested in developing co-operation not only with Russia and Ukraine but also between NATO and Belarus, Moldowa, Georgia, Azerbaijan, Armenia.

Secondly, the Report is not restricted to a research of documents and speeches, but it analyses as well the decision implementation process. Sources include also numerous publications in newspapers and magazines and interviews with some 150 persons. 

Third, the Report describes the perceptions of NATO transformation in the light of new threats, in countries developing their relations with the Alliance.

Fourth, the Report fills an important gap. Western perception of NATO’s future is often focused on differences between the United States and Europe. As a rule, Eastern dimension of the Alliance, which is the subject of the Report, usually draws little attention.

Fifth, a strong argument is made for NATO as a stabilizing force  - not only on a regional or Atlantic level, but also in a global context – well beyond the traditional area of NATO’s interest. A case in point is Georgia: the country’s pro-Atlantic orientation was a key factor in the peaceful transfer of power from President Shevardnadze to the new leadership. 

The Report is not limited to an overview of the Alliance’s traditional tasks, military capacities and scope of operation as defined by the Washington Treaty. The authors focus their research on NATO’s new role in a new security environment and its possible contribution to global security. 

The Report is a proof how important is the role of scholars and NGOs in shaping NATO’s security policy. It is a significant, practical example of the participation of these communities in democratic decision-making process concerning national and international security policy. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish you will have a very fruitful discussion during this conference. 
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