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YATA Conference at NATO HQ, 12 December 2005

“Are we winning the fight against international terrorism

and does NATO have a role to play in this fight?”
We, the representatives of the Youth Atlantic Treaty Association, have assembled on December 12, 2005 at NATO Headquarters to examine the state of the fight against international terrorism and the potential contributions of the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) therein.

While terrorism is not a new phenomenon, we recognise that the changing nature of the threat now include strikes on global targets, more substantial damage, and the use of technology to both transmit the perpetrators’ messages more broadly and achieve its goals more cost-effectively. The new security environment is not territorially defined; nor can the response be. Just as the terrorists use a spectrum of approaches to instill fear, societies must use military, political, social, and economic tools to stop them.


NATO has made great progress in transforming the Alliance’s capabilities, and, can best respond to the new security environment by building on its strengths. It has mostly streamlined its command structures, made progress toward the development of a rapid response force, and led the way in efforts to promote international consensus on the nature of the threat. Yet, a great deal remains to be done to prepare the Alliance and its member States. 


With this context in mind, we would like to recommend that NATO address the following areas as it looks to the future of the fight against international terrorism. 

Military Aspects (which are part of the solution and complementary to the political and economic aspects)

Intelligence is a priority for NATO in the fight against terrorism. We propose:

· the creation of an intelligence fusion and dissemination centre with national military intelligence fusion of NATO members, trained in a common way. We stress not only the need for technical intelligence (which demands advanced information security and communication technologies) but especially for human intelligence and interoperability. 

Training 

· firstly, NATO should train respectively its own troops so that NATO forces are interoperable and able to respond to new threats. 

· furthermore, NATO could train military law enforcement forces in third countries under the threat of terrorism (upon request of the government of the concerned state) in a state building framework. 

NATO Response Force

-    NATO could use the NATO Response Force in the fight against terrorism if this is politically and legally approved and in a case-by-case basis. 

Economic and social aspects 

NATO should encourage and provide an unofficial framework in which NGOs can gather on specified topics where appropriate. Thus enhancing their co-operation dialogue in order to carry out their tasks and projects more efficiently. 


NATO should encourage its members to allocate more resources into research and development in the Defence industry, especially with regard to counter-terrorism. 

Political aspects


NATO should enhance public outreach to upgrade its profile as a political organisation, and this understanding should also expand to NATO’s perception of itself. 


NATO should promote democracy and co-operate with non-member States even though they may not share all the common values of the NATO community in the fight against international terrorism, based on the understanding that an exclusion of such states would be counterproductive. 


NATO should proclaim that under no circumstances human rights would be sacrificed to justify the counter-terrorism efforts. 

Better partnerships


NATO should improve co-ordination and co-operation with other multinational institutions in order to avoid duplication and to ensure an effective and efficient decision-making. 


NATO should agree to a common definition of terrorism among member States as a basis for collective action against terrorism. 

What NATO cannot do 



NATO should clearly define its agenda and stick to it instead of taking up a wide variety of issues because outstretching its tasks leads to inefficiency, as its resources are limited.  


NATO should not attempt to solve the economic, social, cultural dimensions of the fight against terrorism. It should be aware that this requires the co-operation of various international organisations, of which NATO should be responsible for primarily the military aspects. 


NATO should be aware of its limits on the basis of the whereabouts and the political nature of the conflict. 


NATO’s role in the fight against terrorism is crucial but insufficient. 


Conclusion 

The world will never be free from terrorism. Yet, because collective defence does not end at national borders, NATO must expand its role in the spectrum of counter-terrorism operations in order to diminish the size, scope and frequency of attacks. While NATO leaders have endorsed measures aimed at improving the Alliance’s ability to take on operations, and respond successfully to some new threats, more remains to be done. The most incumbent challenge will be to achieve consensus around concrete actions between allies, enlarging the coalition of states engaged in these activities and deepening co-operation on all fronts. 

Through this position paper, we hope to strengthen the Alliance’s ability to strategize about these issues and to provide the insight of future leaders who will be faced with the new realities, which evolve from today’s decisions.
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