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President’s Message 

NEWSLETTERNEWSLETTER  

September 2010September 2010  

The sum-

mer has flown 
by, and the 
Fall with its 
many activi-

ties has arrived.  As I write 
this, we are about to  leave for 
Brussels on our NATO Study 
Tour, to visit NATO Head-
quarters, SHAPE in Mons, and 
the AWACS base in Geilen-
kirchen, Germany.  An inter-
esting aspect of our visit to 
NATO HQ will be the oppor-
tunity to meet again with  

Ambassador Martin Tre-
nevski, most recently Mace-
donian Consul General in 
Toronto. He has just spent his 
first three weeks in Brussels 
as Head of his country’s Mis-
sion to NATO.  Elsewhere in 
this issue you will find an 
article by him describing his 
country’s aspirations to join 
NATO, and the difficulties 
being experienced along the 
way. 

 

           You will find several other 
timely articles and reports in 

this issue, including an inter-
view with Ambassador William 
Crosbie conducted by Sean 
Palter, another example of the 
exceptional work done by our 
interns, as are the articles by 
Kirsty Hong, Chelsea Plante, 
Amina Yasin and Monika 
Wyrzykowska.  In that context, 
I am delighted to welcome 
Jonathan Preece back.  He has 
taken over the editorship of our 
In Focus News Digest. 

Atlantic Council School 

Initiative 
�The Atlantic Council of Canada launched its school outreach program on 

           June 9th, 2010.—Written by William Simmons  

The Atlantic Council’s 

Secondary School Outreach 
Program officially launched 
on June 9th 2010 at Bur Oaks 
Secondary School in Mark-
ham. Two grade 10 History 
classes received a 75-minute 
presentation on Canada’s  

involvement in NATO, which 
follows from the Atlantic 
Council’s aim to promote 
interest in and knowledge of 
Canada’s most important 
military alliance. Kirsty 
Hong, Robert Baines, and 
William Simmons presented 
on behalf of the Atlantic 
Council and were extremely 
successful in providing the 
high school students with an 
enthusiastic and informative 
power point presentation that 
was met with a high level of 
interest by the students.  

        Alyssa Chan, the teacher of  

one of the grade 10 classes 
stated: “This is exactly what 
our students needed!” The Bur 
Oak presentations were a very 
important first step for the 
outreach program that plans to 
be fully in effect for Septem-
ber 2010. Weekly presenta-
tions are being planned in 
high schools across the 
Greater Toronto Area and 
York Region. The Atlantic 
Council’s goal is to provide 
high school students with the 
opportunity to learn more 
about Canada’s role in NATO 
throughout the organization’s  
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President of Pakistan Asif Ali Zardari (L) with NATO 
Deputy Secretary General Claudio Bisogniero © NATO  

history, while also providing 
the students with informative 
information about the possibil-
ity of participating in non-
governmental organizations 
like the Atlantic Council.  

 

              Essential areas of NATO 
that were focused on in the 
presentation included the crea-
tion of NATO, its activities 
throughout the Cold War, the 

emergence of NATO’s new 
identity following the terrorist 
attacks of September 11th, as 
well as Canada’s and NATO’S 
involvement in Afghanistan. An 
important feature of the presen-
tation is that it complements the 
material that is currently being 
taught in the classes’ curriculum.  

 

           In association with the out-
reach program, the Atlantic  

              

participation and cooperation is 
essential for the program’s suc-
cess.  

Council is organizing a 
teacher’s workshop on Oct 
13, 2010 that will provide 
prospective teachers inter-
ested in the Outreach Pro-
gram with a preview of the 
presentation. The workshop 
is intended to be an informal 
event to raise general aware-
ness with interested educa-
tors as their  

NATO Aids Pakistan in Relief 

Efforts 
� The North Atlantic Treaty Organization has decided to come to the   

 rescue of flood-hit Pakistan, providing airlift and sealift facilities  
  as part of flood relief efforts.—Written by Monika Wyrzykowska  

On Friday, August 20th, NATO an-

nounced that it would provide disaster 
relief to flood-stricken Pakistan, in re-
sponse to a request made by the coun-
try’s government. The first NATO air-
craft carrying relief goods departed from 
Germany and arrived at the 
Chaklala Airbase near the 
capital city of Islamabad 
carrying goods including 
power generators, water 
pumps and tents. Pakistan 
is  now in the third week of its worst 
floods in memory. Nearly a third of the 
country has been hit, and more than four 
million Pakistanis have been made 
homeless. Eight million people are still 
in urgent need of humanitarian assis-
tance.    

 

     “Pakistan requested NATO to assist 
with a specific list of goods on the 7th of 
August, two weeks ago,” said Ambassa-
dor Maurits Jochems, NATO Deputy 
Assistant Secretary General for Opera-
tions, “and immediately our Disaster 
Response Coordination Centre went into 
action and coordinated in a clearing 
house function the donations by individ-
ual NATO nations and NATO partner 
nations.”  

 

    The (European-Atlantic) Disaster 
Response  Coord ina t ion  Cen t re 
(EADRCC) has indeed been acting as a          
clearing house for international aid for  

about two weeks. However the 
EADRCC is a coordinating body rather 
than a directing one. In the case of a 
disaster requiring international assis-
tance, it is up to individual NATO and 
partner nations to decide whether to 
provide assistance, based on information 

r e c e i v e d 
from the 
E A D R C C . 
The deploy-
ment of 
NATO re-
sources (in 

this case aircrafts) is a major step in this 
situation, signaling its gravity.  

 

    The EADRCC itself was created only 
in 1998 by  the Euro-Atlantic Partner-
ship Council as one of the two basic 
elements of its policy on “Enhanced 
Practical Cooperation in the Field of 
International Disaster Relief”. The other 
element is the Euro-Atlantic Disaster 
Response Unit (EADRU) – a non-
standing, multi-national force of civil 
and military elements, which can be 
deployed in the event of a major natural 
or man-made disaster in a member coun-
try of the Euro-Atlantic Partnership 

Council (EAPC). The EADRU is com-
prised of national units that are under 
national control and will only be de-
ployed on disaster relief missions upon 
request by the disaster-stricken country. 
Both the EADRCC and EADRU tasks  

are performed in close co-operation with the 
United Nations Office for the Coordination 
of Humanitarian Affairs, which retains the 
primary role in the coordination of interna-
tional disaster relief operations.  

 

     However with the August 20th decision, 
Pakistan became the 6th purely humanitarian 
aid and relief mission that the North Atlan-
tic Council, NATO’s supreme political 
body, has approved in its 61 year his-
tory.  NATO’s first relief operation occurred 
in 1992  following the break-up of the So-
viet Union. NATO assisted an international 
relief effort by flying teams of humanitarian 
assistance experts and medical advisors to 
Russia and other Commonwealth of Inde-
pendent States nations. In 1999, NATO de-
ployed the ACE Mobile Force to Albania. 
This established the Albanian Force that 
provided humanitarian assistance to the 
influx of refugees from the Kosovo Con-
flict. In the wake of Hurricane Katrina, 
NATO coordinated cargo as well as national 
flights in the U.S., aiding the urgently 
needed movement of materials. In 2008, 
NATO warships were deployed to escort  

“This is exactly what 
our  

students needed.”  
- Bur Oaks Secondary School 

teacher 

“[The] Pakistan flood became the 6th 

purely humanitarian aid and relief mis-
sion ... approved in its 61 year  

history.” 
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ships carrying relief sup-
plies to Somalia in order 
to protect them from pi-
rates. The most recent 
deployment of aid to Paki-
stan is in fact the second 
time NATO is aiding dis-
aster relief in that country. 
After a devastating earth-
quake struck northern 
Pakistan in 2005, NATO 
established an air bridge 
to Pakistan as well as 
other assistance. The 2005 
disaster    

On June 16, 2010, the Uni-

versity of Toronto's Munk School of 
Global Affairs hosted a three-day con-

ference by the G8 Research 
Group, discussing a number of 
salient issues for the 
current G8/G20 
meetings in To-
ronto.  

 

The first day of 
the conference featured 
an in-depth look at the 
prevalent challenges the G8 countries 
face vis-à-vis effective global health 
governance, food security, mal- and 
under-nutrition, child and maternal 
health, and chronic diseases. In her 
keynote speech, the Honourable Bev 
Oda, Minister of International Coop-
eration, conceded that the G8 coun-
tries have failed to live up to their 
promises in combating extreme pov-
erty and strengthening global develop-
ment according to the Millennium 
Development Goals (MDGs) deline-
ated by the United Nations in Septem-
ber 2000.  Meeting these challenges is 
not simply an issue of injecting greater 
aid dollars into new global health and 
development initiatives, but rather 
ensuring that such initiatives reap 
positive results- results that are palpa-
ble at the primary, local, and commu-
nity levels.  Ameliorating the discon-
nect between the eight wealthiest na-
tions in the world and their commit-
ment to global health governance, 
nutrition and food security requires a 
firm departure from the “development-
as-usual” strategy.  In order to remedy 
these shortcomings, G8 leaders must 
make meaningful commitments and 
fulfill them in a timely way, according 
to Bev Oda. 

 

As it relates to the global 
health challenge, particularly in the 
developing world, G8 leaders, heads 
of states and NGOs must recognize the  

The 2005 disaster was a 
catalyst for dialogue be-
tween NATO and Paki-
stan. In May 2007, during 
the first visit ever by a 
NATO Secretary General 
to Pakistan, both sides 
agreed to hold regular 
high-level political ex-
changes. The shared ob-
jective of bringing secu-
rity and stability to Af-
ghanistan has been the 
major goal of broader 

cooperation. 

September, 2010September, 2010          www.atlantic-council.ca  
Page 3Page 3  

Governing Global 

Development 
� G8 and G20 Experts at the Munk School of Global  

Affairs examine the role of the G8 in Health, Nutrition and  
food.—Written by Kirsty Hong  

various linkages between 
nutrition, food security, sustainable 
agriculture, chronic diseases, and 
maternal and child health.  During 
the conference, Mark Raizenne from 
the Public Health Agency of Canada 
introduced the concept of “One 

Health” which pro-
vides an integrated 
approach to manag-
ing and becoming 
increasingly aware 
of the delicate bal-
ance between ani-

mal, ecosystem, and human health.  
Unsustainable agriculture and farm-
ing practices negatively impact the 
environment as well as deteriorate 
food availability and security, which 
in turn affect human health and con-
tributes to chronic diseases. 

 

Moreover, with regards to 
Millennium Development Goals 
Four and Five- reducing child and 
maternal deaths, Nigel Fisher, presi-
dent and CEO of UNICEF Canada 
urged that “now is the time to invest 
in maternal, newborn and child 
health.  It makes good economic and 
political sense.” Recognizing the 
inherent complexities in global 
health governance is the first step to 
better manage these challenges. As 
Bev Oda contends, strengthening 
good governance of global develop-
ment requires increasing account-
ability and transparency among G8 
countries together with developing 
nations.  Within a domestic context 
as well, G8 governments must re-
main accountable to their publics, to 
ensure that the allocation and spend-
ing of national aid funds are done in 
a transparent manner.  Only through 
a comprehensive approach to global 
health, food security, and nutrition 
at the local community levels can 
change truly be implemented.  

 

  

“Now is the time to in-
vest in maternal, new-

born and child health.  It 
makes good economic and  

political sense.”  

Quran Burning halted amidst fears  

it could spark attacks  

against NATO troops  
Written by Amina Yasin  

A non-denominational 

church in Gainsville Flor-
ida, planned to com-
memorate the ninth anni-
versary of the September 
11th atrocities with what it 
called “the international 
burn a Quran day.”  Led 
by Rev. Terry Jones, the 
Dove World Outreach 
Center put into motion 
plans to burn 200 copies 
of Islam's most sacred and 
revered book, the Holy 
Quran.  The controversial 
evangelical preacher says 
that the intent of his 
“international burn a 
Quran day” is “to raise 
awareness and to warn…
about the teaching and 
ideology of Islam,” ac-
cording to a statement on 
the church’s website. 

 

         The proposed event 
garnered global attention 
and galvanized a multi-
tude of high profile do-
mestic and international 
figures to unequivocally 
condemn the Florida 
church and Rev. Terry 
Jones for religious intoler-
ance.  Barack Obama, the 
US president, cautioned 
that the planned Quran 
burning will only “aid al-
Qaeda with its  
 
 

 recruitment efforts.” Former 
president Clinton also 
weighed in on the contro-
versy, saying that the pastor’s 
plans were “outrageous and 
that it was regrettable that a 
pastor with a church of no 
more than 50 people, can 
make this outrageous and 
distrustful ,  d isgraceful 
plan...” 

 

        Gen. David Patraeus the 
top U.S. and NATO com-
mander in Kabul, commented 
on the domestic matter when 
he warned that the planned 
torching of the Quran could 
pose as a serious threat to 
NATO troops and American 
soldiers in Muslim countries.  
Caught in the middle are 
more than 90, 000 American 
troops, who with NATO al-
lies have been waging a long 
and difficult campaign to win 
the hearts and minds of the 
Afghan people and defeating 
al-Qaeda, the radical move-
ment responsible for the Sep-
tember 11 attacks. NATO 
Secretary General Rasmussen 
along with Patraeus and 
many other military generals 
and world leaders fear that 
images of the burning of the 
Quran could undoubtedly 
endanger NATO troops and 
the overall effort in Afghani-
stan. 
 



701-165 University Avenue, Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M5H 3B8, Tel 416.979.1875, Fax 416.979.0825, info@atlantic-council.ca www.atlantic-council.ca 

September, 2010September, 2010          www.atlantic-council.ca  
Page 4Page 4  

 MACEDONIA IN NATO—NOW 

As the next Summit of NATO in mid 

November this year approaches, so are 
the expectations and hopes of the peo-
ple and the Government of the Repub-
lic of Macedonia (RoM), for an invita-
tion to our country to join the Alliance. 

 

     As odd as it may sound, RoM has 
been kept in the waiting room of the 
Alliance as a consequence of the Bu-
charest Summit Declaration of April 
03, 2008 (believe it or not: because of 
its name or rather because of the block-
ades from Greece, which in the mean-
time regretfully became the official 
political position of the Alliance). 

 

     But what seems to be the nature and 
the history of this “name issue”, which 
will surely take its place as a unique 
precedence in world anthologies of 
international relations?  

 

    The story goes back to 1912 and 
1913 when after two Balkan Wars, 
Macedonia (until then one of the rich-
est regions of the Ottoman Empire) was 
divided in four parts: the largest one 
becoming part of the then Kingdom of 
Greece (Aegean Macedonia), the sec-
ond large part of the then Kingdom of 
Yugoslavia (Vardar Macedonia), the 
third part of the Kingdom of Bulgaria 
(Pirin Macedonia) and the smallest one 
part of the newly created Kingdom of 
Albania. 

 

     The official policy of all four King-
doms was: There is no Macedonia and 
there are no Macedonians as an ethnic-
ity with their own language, identity 
and culture, and as a result of that  
                    policy, terrible atrocities 
       and genocides against                 

against ethnic Macedonians commenced 
especially in Aegean Macedonia (Greece), 
Vardar Macedonia (Yugoslavia) and Pirin 
Macedonia (Bulgaria). 

 

     All Greek Governments consequently 
did their best to diminish every possible 
trace of Macedonian presence in the part 
they got after the Balkan Wars. For exam-
ple some 83,000 toponyms were changed 
from Macedonian (a language whose exis-
tence they do not recognize) to Greek. Hun-
dreds of thousands of Ethnic Macedonians 
were systematically forced to leave their 
homes and properties and migrate mostly to 
overseas countries like Canada, USA and 
Australia. Newcomers and migrants from 
Asia Minor were settled in their homes and 
thus the ethnic composition in that area was 
changed drastically.  

 

     Things have changed in the part of Ma-
cedonia occupied by the Kingdom of Yugo-
slavia after World War II. People’s repre-
sentatives from all ethnic parts of Mace-
donia gathered on the 2nd of August of 
1944 in the historical monastery St. Prohor 
Pchinski for the First Assembly of ASNOM 
(Anti Fascist Assembly for People’s Libera-
tion of Macedonia). This was sponsored by 
and graced with the presence of personal 
representatives of the Governments of the 
USA (President Roosevelt), Great Britain 
(PM Winston Churchill) and Russia 
(President Stalin). At that historic meeting, 
the independent state of Macedonia was 
declared, which later remained as one of the 
constitutional entities of the Yugoslav Fed-
eration. 

 

     Regrettably, the policy of denials and 
assimilation against Macedonians remained 
in Communist Bulgaria and in post-war 
Greece. One of the darkest episodes of the 
Balkan history occurred during the Civil 
War in Greece 1946-1949 when ethnic Ma-
cedonians were killed or driven from their 
villages, and thousands of children were 
taken from their parents and sent to camps 
mostly in what used to be Eastern Europe. 

 

         After the fall of the Berlin Wall and the  

 
 

 

     “iron curtain” the people of the Republic 
of the Macedonia saw a historic and unique 
opportunity for the realization of the dreams 
of their ancestors for the creation of an inde-
pendent state of Macedonia. A referendum 
for independence was organized on Septem-
ber 8th 1991 on which over 90% of the people 
voted “YES” for the Independence of their 
country. At the same time a Greek 
“offensive” to prevent such a thing from hap-
pening started on all possible levels and 
fronts. Namely in 1988 the Federal Govern-
ment in Athens decided to change the name 
of the territory they got after the two Balkan 
Wars from Northern Greece into “Middle” 
and “Southern” Macedonia. This act is so 
unusual since historically (read Demosthenes) 
the Greek attitude (known in the historical 
science as Interpretatio Graeca) was: ‘There 
is no Macedonia and there are no Macedoni-
ans.’ 

 

     RoM faced all sorts of problems and ob-
stacles in the meantime: for example her ad-
mission as a member to the United Nations 
under the description former Yugoslav Re-
public of Macedonia; total blockade of its 
border with Greece for 18 months; and con-
tinuous blockades for RoM membership in 
different international organizations.   

 

     Some hopes that a truce would be reached 
between the two countries were raised in 
1995 when the Interim Agreement was signed 
between Greece and RoM at the UN, spon-
sored by the US Government and the Secre-
tary General of the UN. RoM made serious 
concessions, for example, changing the sym-
bol on the National flag and articles of her 
Constitution. Greece obliged herself by this 
agreement (Article 11) that she would not 
obstruct Macedonian membership in interna-
tional organizations! Regrettably Greece 
never respected this internationally acclaimed 
obligation, as shown by her denying or rather 
preconditioning Macedonian membership in 
NATO.  In New York in 1995 the two coun-
tries agreed that they would discuss the dif-
ferences regarding the name of the country 
with the assistance of a mediator on behalf of 
the Secretary General of the UN.  
 

�The NATO solution for Macedonia has continually been blocked by 
Greece as a result of the Balkan nation’s name choice.  The dispute has its roots 
in antiquity.  Written by Martin Trenevski, Ambassador of the Republic of Macedonia to 

NATO. The views expressed are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect 

the views of the institute or its members.   
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   Strangely Greece managed to transform 
these discussions into negotiations in 
which they took very rigid positions and 
drew a “Red Line” which in practice 
proved to be “Take it or Leave it.” 

 

     RoM has done her best to contribute 
to peace internationally, especially in the 
troubled region of the Balkans. In the 
past 12 years RoM participated in 15 
International Peace Missions with 2000 
soldiers and officers led by NATO, the 
EU, and the UN. RoM was also among 
the first nations to support the American 
operation “Iraqi Freedom” and is among 
the leading nations with a number of 
troops in the ISAF mission in Afghani-
stan.  

 

     The current centre-right Government 
in RoM is firmly determined to stay in 
Afghanistan shoulder to shoulder with 
Americans and 
other partici-
pants within 
the ISAF mis-
sion as long as 
it takes. Strate-
gic partnership 
with the USA 
is of top importance for our Government 
and country. We will continue to support 
the fight against the evils of our times 
within our capacities in Afghanistan and 
elsewhere for as long as it takes.  For 
RoM, membership in NATO is an abso-
lute top priority! Parallel to this our Gov-
ernment makes continuous and serious 
efforts for our country to become a mem-
ber of the EU which is a lengthy process. 

 

     RoM was one of the leading members 
of the so-called Vilnius Group and Adri-
atic Group and was very successful in 
making all the necessary reforms of the 
armed forces, the system of defense and 
society in general as specified in its 
Membership Action Plan with NATO. 
By doing that, the Republic of Mace-
donia has proved to be a reliable partner 
and loyal ally of the international com-
munity for preserving world peace and 
fighting global evils like terrorism, drugs, 
weapon, and people trafficking.  

 

     All hopes that the highest priorities 
for Macedonia and the Macedonians – 
our country to become a member of 
NATO – were dashed in pieces at the 
Bucharest Summit in 2008 when a very 
obvious Greek blockade towards our 
membership was “wrapped” into Article 
20 of the Bucharest Summit Declaration  

as:  “An invitation to the former Yugo-
slav Republic of Macedonia will be 
extended as soon as a mutually accept-
able solution to the name issue has 
been reached” (!?)  

 

     This position of the Alliance regret-
tably became official policy towards 
my country, although many legal ex-
perts question the legality of that con-
clusion! Namely the conclusion is 
based on Articles 5 and 10 of the North 
Atlantic Treaty having in mind the 
principles of consensus and solidarity!? 
As for the “principle of solidar-
ity” (Article 5), it refers very precisely 
to the situation of “an armed at-
tack” (thanks God Macedonia is not at 
war with any of its neighbors). As for 
the “principle of consensus” of the 
NATO members with Greece, the ques-
tion arises: what???  

    Forcing a can-
didate country to 
change its con-
stitutional name 
on the insistence 
of one member 
country can 

hardly be justified in democracies 
within the Alliance, especially by the 
broader public of the member coun-
tries. Thus, the conclusion from the 
Bucharest Summit Declaration can’t be 
sustained and justified, and it needs to 
be changed so that RoM will be invited 
into the Alliance at the upcoming 
NATO Summit in Lisbon. (For the 
record: there is no single document of 
the Alliance which says that the name 
of the country can be a problem for its 
accession of a candidate country to the 
Alliance). 

 

    Enlargement of the Alliance has 
been one of the top priorities of NATO 
in the past, as it is in the New Strategy 
which will be presented for adoption 
during the Lisbon Summit in Novem-
ber. We do believe that at last common 
sense will prevail among NATO mem-
bers and RoM will be invited to join 
the Alliance, which is in the interest not 
only of the people of the Republic of 
Macedonia, but of the Alliance in gen-
eral.  

 

              We should all do our best to pre-
serve NATO from being Balkanized 
with traditional animosities and irra-
tionalities from the region. On the con-
trary NATO values should prevail in 
the Balkans. 
 

 
 

SENATOR SEGAL  

APPOINTED TO  

COMMONWEALTH 

Group -Written by Sean Palter  

The Atlantic Council of 

Canada is pleased to an-
nounce that one of our 
directors, Senator Hugh 
Segal, has been 
named to the 
Commonwealth 
Eminent Per-
sons Group 
(EPG). 

 

    “This distin-
guished Group 
will set out de-
cisive recommendations 
on how to strengthen the 
Commonwealth and fulfill 
its potential in the 21st 
century,” said Kamalesh 
Sharma, Commonwealth 
Secretary-General. “This 
Group’s work will aim to 
ensure that the Common-
wealth remains relevant to 
its times and makes the 
best use of its networks 
and partnerships to do 
so.” 

 

     Also sitting as mem-
bers of the Group are: Tun 
Abdullah Ahmad Badawi, 
Chairperson and former 
prime minister of Malay-
sia; Patricia Francis of 
Jamaica; Dr. Asma Ja-
hangir of Pakistan; Sam-
uel Kavuma of Uganda; 
the Honourable Michael 
Kirby o Australia; Dr. 
Grace Machel of Mozam-
bique; the Right Honour-
able Sir Malcolm Rifkind 
of the United Kingdom; 
Sir Ronald Sanders of 
Guyana; and Sir Ieremia 
Tabai of Kiribati. 

 

     Segal was appointed to 
the Senate in 2005 by 
former prime minister 
Paul Martin. His  

distinguished political 
career has spanned 
four decades, includ-
ing chief of staff to 

former prime 
minister Brian 
Mulroney. He 
served as a di-
rector of the 
Atlantic Coun-
cil of Canada 
for the past 10 
years. 

 

     “W e  a r e 
pleased and honoured 
that Senator Segal has 
been appointed to this 
important position,” 
said Julie Lindhout, 
President of the Atlan-
tic Council of Canada. 
“I have had the privi-
lege of working with 
the Senator for a num-
ber of years now and 
am confident that his 
unique perspective 
will enhance and 
strengthen the Com-
monwealth.” Along 
with Sonja Bata and 
the Honourable Bill 
Graham, Segal cur-
rently serves as the co-
chair of the Canadian 
Naval Centennial Gala 
on November 6, 2010 
at the Royal York. 

     Senator Segal is a 
member of the Order 
of Canada and holds a 
honourary doctorate 
from the Royal Mili-
tary College of Can-
ada. The EPG will 
present its recommen-
dations in October, 
2011 at the Common-
wealth meeting in 
Perth, Australia. 
 
 

“The official policy of all four Kingdoms 
was: There is no Macedonia and there are 

no Macedonians...as a result of that policy, 
terrible atrocities and genocides against 

ethnic Macedonians commenced.” 
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CARTOON  
 
Mission  
Accomplished?  
US Ends Combat  
Mission to Iraq 

Drawing By Andrew de Vos  

F o l l o w i n g 

the annual general meeting of the 
Atlantic Council of Canada, di-
rectors, members, and guests, 
were invited to an insightful 
presentation by Sgt. Peter Moon 
about the work of the Canadian 
Rangers in Ontario’s remote and 
isolated communities. 

 

   Clad in their distinctive red 
sweatshirts and baseball caps, 
the Canadian Rangers are a 
volunteer force and a sub-
component of the Canadian 
Forces reserves. Formally estab-
lished on May 23, 1947, there 
are currently 4,250 Canadian 
Rangers serving in 169 commu-
nities across Canada, 18 of 
which are in Northern Ontario. 
Many Canadian Rangers are 
Aboriginal and there are a total 
of 23 different languages spoken. 

 

   Sgt. Peter Moon holds the dis-
tinction of being the oldest ser-
geant in the Canadian Forces, 
having joined the forces after 
retiring in 1999 from a long and 
successful career in journalism. 
Originally from Scotland, Sgt. 
Moon completed his national 
service with the Royal Air Force  
before migrating to Canada in 
1957. He is now the public  

positive externalities for its citi-
zen-soldiers. Ontario Rangers 
are invited to the headquarters of 
the 3rd Canadian Ranger Patrol 
Group in Barrie in order to re-
ceive training from soldiers on 
search and rescue operations. 
Rangers are also trained in pub-
lic speaking, instilling in them 
the confidence to use these skills 
in their community. In turn, 
Rangers now teach first-aid at 
the Borden-Barrie headquarters. 
Such exercises build confidence 
and allow the Rangers to take 
much pride in their role. 

 

   Sgt. Moon also drew the audi-
ence’s attention to the chal-
lenges faced by Aboriginal com-
munities. Unemployment rates 
of 78-85% are not uncommon in 
isolated, northern communities. 
Low literacy rates are another 
problem in some areas. For ex-
ample, the Rangers are trying to 
implement a situational aware-
ness patrol in the sub-Arctic, but 
there is reluctance to participate. 
Rather than filling out the forms 
and paper work that the job en-
tails, the participants would 
forego three days pay. These are 
challenges not only for the 
Rangers, but for the Canadian 
government as a whole. 

 

    Looking forward,  and 
prompted by an audience ques-
tion, Sgt. Peter Moon stated that 
the Rangers’ current goal is to 
have an OPP trained search and 
rescue team in every community 
– an initiative that already saves 
lives. The Rangers program is 
expanding, with Newfoundland, 
South Labrador and the Prairie 
Provinces all mentioned as areas 
of growth. Following the enter-
taining as well as informative 
presentation and a lively Q & A 
session, members and guests of 
the Atlantic Council of Canada 
were invited to join the speaker 
for a reception. We at the ACC 
hope that we have at least as-
sisted Sgt. Moon in over-coming 
one of the Rangers’ hurdles – 
and that is reaching a wider au-
dience with their mission. 

CANADA’S NORTH— 

THE RANGERS  
� A Roundtable Speaker Presentation with  

Sgt. Peter Moon -Written by Monika Wyrzykowska  

affairs ranger for the 3rd Cana-
dian Ranger Patrol Group. 

 

   The Canadian Rangers are the 
military’s eyes and ears in the 
North hence their motto, 
“Vigilans,” or “The Watchers.” 
Their original focus on sover-
eignty operations and surveil-

lance is still a priority, however 
the Canadian Rangers also as-
sist in domestic operations. 
Rangers perform search and 
rescue operations for missing 
hunters, trappers, fishers, and 
overdue travelers. They assist in 
evacuations in cases of forest 
fires, tainted water, avalanches, 
and flooding as well as in res-
cue operations from plane 
crashes. The Ranger patrol is 
often the largest organization in 
a community and thus the first 
point of aid for the local police. 
It is there to help on the ground, 
hours, or even days, before the 
Ontario Provincial Police can 
arrive on the scene. 

 

  Sgt. Moon stressed the role the 
Rangers play as leaders in their  

communities by working with 
the Junior Canadian Rangers 
(JCR) Program. Under the 
Rangers’ supervision, young 
Canadians, aged 12 to 18, are 
taught various skills that are 
transferable to their daily lives. 
Unlike its Army counterpart, 

the Canadian Cadet 
program, which can 
prove to be too much of 
a cultural shift for abo-
riginal youth, the JCR 

Program is run by local com-
munities, Rangers, and the 
Army. Junior Rangers are 
taught life and traditional skills 
such as tanning hide and fish-
ing, in addition to Ranger skills. 
The program also gives them 
the opportunity to participate in 
an annual summer camp and 
meet other youth from across 
the province. 

 

   The important work of the 
Rangers rarely reaches a wider 
Canadian audience due to the 
lack of main stream media in 
those isolated areas, something 
that Sgt. Moon, as a former 
journalist, laments. However, 
despite their underrepresenta-
tion in the public eye, the  
Rangers program has many  

“Sgt. Moon holds the distinction of 
being the oldest sergeant in the  

Canadian Forces” 
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THE CANADIAN NAVY COMBATS 

MARITIME BLINDNESS 

On May 26, 2010 the Atlantic 

Council of Canada, its members, 
and guests were privileged to 
welcome Commander Steven 
Waddell, the Commanding Offi-
cer  o f  HMCS Freder ic -
ton.  Commander 
Waddell spoke 
about Canada’s 
leading role in 
defending the 
freedom of the 
seas from the 
growing phenomenon of piracy in 
the Horn of Africa as part of its 
continuing commitment to inter-
national peace and security.  

 

      After joining the Canadian 
Navy in 1990 as a Maritime Sur-
face and Sub-Surface Officer, Cdr 
Waddell was posted to HMCS 
Gatineau in 1992 and deployed 
with NATO to the Adriatic Sea in 
the early days of the Yugoslav 
civil war.  Following a successful 
deployment he was afforded the 
privilege to command and assume 
his current position in HMCS 
Fredericton in January 2009.  In 
October 2009, he deployed on 
Operation SAIPH, a six-month 
mission to the Gulf of Aden, Ara-
bian Sea, and the Horn of Africa 
to conduct counter piracy opera-
tions with Standing NATO Mari-
time Group 1 and counter terror 
operations with Combined Task 
Force 150. 

 

      Since the second wave of the 
Somali civil war in the early 21st 
century, piracy in waters off the 
coast of Somalia has been a threat 
to international commerce and 
shipping. As a result, Canada has 
deployed ships almost three 
dozen times, since 1991 to the 
neighbourhood of the Indian 
Ocean and the Arabian Sea to 
carry out counter-terrorism and 
c o u n t e r - p i r a c y  o p e r a -
tions.  Commander Steven  

Waddell and his crew spent the last 
six months “on-station” with 
NATO’s multinational maritime 
force off the east coast of Africa un-
der Operation SAIPH.  Here, they 
worked tirelessly towards preventing 
and deterring piracy and terrorism to 

improve the 
region’s secu-
rity and pro-
vide a safer 
maritime envi-
ronment.  As 
Captain of the 

HMCS Fredericton, Commander 
Waddell provided valuable insight on 
Canada’s leading role in maritime 
security and discussed the gratifica-
tion he received for providing secu-
rity to legitimate mariners overseas 
as part of the multinational efforts 
against piracy.  

 

      The roundtable event provided 
ACC members and guests with a rare 
opportunity to interact with the ship’s 
captain, hear his first-hand accounts 
and view operational images from 
t h i s  f a s c i n a t i n g  d e p l o y -
ment.  Commander Waddell's presen-
tation also addressed the prevailing 
issue of “maritime blindness.”  He 
discussed in detail the lack of aware-
ness among Canadians regarding the 
navy and the role it plays in today’s 
security environment.  The Canadian 
navy serves an important interna-
tional purpose and has a significant 
local relevance.  Yet, there is a par-
ticular blindness in Canada for issues 
related to the navy, and the army and 
air force tend to occupy our collec-
tive attention more. 

 

          Commander Waddell spoke about 
the importance of community out-
reach methods that work towards 
raising awareness among Canadians 
who have never seen a warship, and 
might not understand the significant 
role the navy plays in Canadian soci-
ety.  In a country with the largest 
coastline in the world it is of  
   

  

preponderant importance that Canadians understand that 
we are a Maritime nation that is absolutely dependent on 
the oceans for our economic wellbeing.  Moreover, the 
navy relies on a well informed Canadian public to en-
sure that they are well supported into the future.   

“There is a lack of awareness 
among Canadians regarding the 
navy and the role it plays in 
today’s security environment.”  

� A Roundtable Speaker Presentation with  

Cdr. Waddell -Written by Amina Yasin  

Pictured above: ACC 
roundtable speaker, 
Commander Steven 

Waddell; Above Left: 
ACC President Julie 

Lindhout with Cdr 
Waddell; Above Right: 
ACC Corporate Devel-
opment Officer Robert 

Banes; Left: ACC Vice-
President Col. McKenna 

and Barry Davenport  
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CANADIAN ARCTIC SOVEREIGNTY 

HEATS UP � Changing ice conditions have resulted in a new scramble for territory and re-
sources among the top arctic powers. -Written by Monika Wyrzykowska ,  

 

 
 

         Prime Minister Stephen Harper 

recently returned from his five-day 
long tour of Canada’s Arctic region, 
an annual event meant to underline  
one of the current government’s 
main policy tenets – Arctic sover-
eignty. 

 

       Harper’s trip coincided with a 
series of military exercises in the 
region – Operation Nunalivut in the 
High Arctic, Operation Nunakput in 
the western Arctic, and the largest 
of the three, Operation Nanook, in 
Canada’s Eastern and High Arctic. 
Operation Nanook began on August 
6th and concluded on August 29th, 
involving approximately 900 troops 
and demonstrating an increased ca-
pacity to conduct and sustain Cana-
dian Forces operations in the north. 
Among the Operation’s achieve-
ments was the northern-most de-
ployment of the Arctic Response 
Company Group as well as the first 
deployment of the Maritime Com-
ponent Command in the Arc-
tic.  Conducted by Joint Task Force 
(North),  the joint operation also 
featured sovereignty and presence 
patrols, Composite Dive Team exer-
cises, Arctic survival training, and 
included the participation of ships, 
aircraft, and personnel from the Ca-
nadian Rangers, Army, Navy, Air, 
and Special Forces. The Operation 
ended with a whole-of-government 
spill response training exercise that 
included the remediation of a simu-
lated petrochemical leak in the 
Resolute Bay area of Nunavut.  “All 
these efforts are towards one non-
negotiable priority and that is the 
protection and promotion of Can-
ada’s sovereignty over what is our 
north,” said PM Harper in a speech 
to the troops. 

 

        Canada’s sovereignty has been 
one of Prime Minister Harper’s 
main policy focuses since winning 
the 2006 federal elections. In May  

government released its “Canada First Defence 
Strategy”, identifying six core missions, first 
among them being the conduct of daily domes-
tic and continental operations, including tasks 
in the Arctic and operations 
as a part of the North 
American Aerospace De-
f e n c e  C o m m a n d 
(NORAD).  

 

          The Arctic has become a 
hot issue, so to speak, as 
Canada is formally in-
volved in territorial disputes with two other 
Arctic claimants: the United States over the 
Beaufort Sea lying between the Northwest Ter-
ritories, the Yukon Territory and the American 
state of Alaska, and Denmark over Hans Island, 
between Canada’s Ellesmere Island and Den-
mark’s Greenland possession on the other end 
of the Arctic. The status of the Northwest Pas-
sage, a sea route through the Arctic Ocean, 
which is becoming more accessible with the 
melting of the polar ice cap, is also in dispute. 
The United States, Canada and Denmark, three 
of the 12 founding members of NATO, coordi-
nated their strategies and in this year’s Opera-
tion Nanook have for the first time collectively 
participated in military exercises in the Arctic 
region. 

 

        The scramble for the Arctic is bound to inten-
sify, as it reportedly contains 30 percent of the 
world’s undiscovered natural gas and 13 per-
cent of undiscovered oil. The effects of global 
warming are making access to these resources 
ever more possible and thus a pressing geopo-
litical issue. The five Arctic-shore countries 

– Canada, the US, Denmark, Norway, and Rus-
sia – are equally interested in extending their 
Arctic territories and need a consensus legiti-
mizing the contours of their possessions. In 

January 2009, NATO con-
ducted a two-day Seminar 
on Security Prospects in 

the High North, hosted by 
the Icelandic Government, 
to address these emerging 
challenges. The serving 
Secretary General Mr. De 

Hoop Scheffer pointed to a number of contribu-
tions that NATO could make in this respect, 
including relief operations, search and rescue 
missions, as well as serving as a forum of dis-
cussion and utilizing the opportunities inherent 
to the NATO-Russia Council. 

 

          Indeed Russian exercises in the Arctic were 
highlighted during Harper’s Arctic tour. Can-
ada dispatched CF-18 fighter jets to allegedly 
ward off two Russian Tupolev Tu-95 strategic 
bombers that were patrolling off Canada’s 
northern border, but never breached Canada’s 
sovereignty. The ability to actually exercise 
sovereignty in the Arctic has prompted the 
Harper government to make investments into 
the next generation of Radarsat advanced sens-
ing satellites as well as committing to replace 
Canada’s aging fighter jets.  Although Harper’s 
Arctic tour brought much needed attention to 
Canada’s northern border, if Canada doesn’t 
wish to “lose it”, it must “use it” – not only for 
military exercises or for resource extradition, 
but as a viable economic and cultural part of 
Canada. 

“The scramble for the Arctic is 
bound to intensify, as it reportedly 
contains 30 percent of the world’s 
undiscovered natural gas and 13 

percent of undiscovered oil.”  



701-165 University Avenue, Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M5H 3B8, Tel 416.979.1875, Fax 416.979.0825, info@atlantic-council.ca www.atlantic-council.ca 

     Page 9     Page 9  
September, 2010September, 2010          www.atlantic-council.ca  

DANISH ATLANTIC YOUTH 

SEMINAR REPORT 2010 
-Written by Lana Polyakov 

On July 5-11, I traveled to Aal-

borg Air Base in Denmark to par-
ticipate in the Danish Youth Atlan-
tic Seminar (DAYS) hosted by the 
Danish Atlantic Treaty Association 
(DATA).  The theme of this year’s 
event was “Forum for Security 
Politics through 25 Years” the title 
of which gave away the year’s 
particular highlight of DAYS, as 
they were celebrating their 25th 
Anniversary!  

 

        Since 1986, over the past 25 
years DAYS has introduced over 
1300 young professionals from all 
over Europe, Russia, the Caucuses 
and North America to discuss con-
troversial world issues that shape 
our lives today, and map the way 
into tomorrow.  This year was no 
exception with 34 participants, 
from 23 different countries and 
nine staff of DATA; the seminar 
was well equipped with brilliant 
young minds, future leaders, and 
those who made it all possible. 

 

       After everyone’s arrival, the eve-
ning of July 5th was a night to re-
member.  The dinner was a deli-
cious feast of traditional Danish 
food, which was the trend during 
our entire stay. To welcome the 
participants Mr. Troels Frøling, 
Secretary General of ATA and 
DATA opened with an introduc-
tion to the Atlantic Treaty Associa-
tion (ATA), followed by an his-
torical introduction to the seminar 
entitled “Breaking down Borders 
for 25 years” by our Master of 
Ceremonies, Dr. Mogens Skjøth.  
Dr. Skjøth is a truly remarkable 
man.  He is a World War II veteran 
who fought in the Danish Resis-
tance, an historian, an artist, a mu-
sician, and the founder of DAYS.  
His welcome address moved some 
of us to tears, and his music, songs 
and tales throughout the program 
inspired and educated us. 

 

       A Traditional Danish Folk Dance 
wrapped up the night—we danced  

or as some may argue—stepped on 
each other, we laughed and hugged 
and broke down all discomforts; it 
was our first social activity of many.  
Other activities throughout the week 
included a guided tour of Aalborg 
old town; a visit to the Guild of King 
Christian the IV which during WWII 
was a secret meeting place of the 
Danish Resistance; we watched and 
cheered the World Cup finals; took a 
trip to Skagen, walked to “Grenen,” 
the Northern-most point of Denmark 
and swam and picnicked at the 
beach; participated in dance, karaoke 
and singing competitions; visited a 
Viking burial ground of 9-11th centu-
ries; and the most popular activity… 
the jump from the practice tower for 
parachute jumping at the air base.  

        

       DAYS was also academically 
stimulating with 3 full days of panel-
conference style lectures, with pres-
entations by various scholars, and 
experts of the political security field 
that were followed by discussions 
and debates.  The first day of lectures 
focused on different perceptions and 
perspectives on security politics with 
two speakers from the University of 
Co p e n h a ge n : Dr .  H e nr i k  Ø .                  
Breitenbauch, Senior Researcher at 
the Centre for Military Studies ana-
lyzed the 
evolution 
of secu-
r i t y 
s t r a t e -
gies, while Dr. Ole Wæver, professor 
of international relations discussed 
the concept of security in the world 
today. 

      

       On the second day of lectures the 
focus was future aspects of foreign 
policies.  The Western approach to 
new threats and challenges was dis-
cussed by Prof. Christopher Coker 
from the London School of Econom-
ics and Political Science who gave a 
frank assessment of future potential 
threats and risk societies.  Major-
General Karsten J. Møller, Senior 
Analyst of the Danish Institute for 
International Studies (DIIS) spoke  

about the current and future 
tendencies in Russian foreign 
policy and stressed that it is 
important to keep in mind 
that (due to its size) Russia is 
a difficult country to govern.  
Lieutenant Colonel Kim 
Nødskov of the Royal Danish 
Air Force discussed the mod-
ernisation of China’s military 
forces and its potential strate-
gic consequences. 

 

          The third and final day of 
lectures was focused on new 
threats and challenges.  Dan-
ish writer and publisher Mrs. 
Lene Andersen spoke about 

the task 
of under-
standing 
d e m o c -
racy and 
its core 

values namely the rule of 
law, humanism and plurality.  
Dr. Jørgen Staun, project 
researcher at DIIS discussed 
the 2008 South Ossetia War 
and Russian foreign policy in 
the South Caucasus and fu-
elled debate among Georgian 
participants when he stated 
that Russia was forced to 
react to an attack initiated by 
President Saakashvilli.  The 
second last speaker of the 
Seminar was Mr. Thierry 
Legendre, Special Advisor 
for the Danish Ministry of  

Defence—or as most of you 
may better know him from 
his last post as the Policy 
Officer in the Office of the 
NATO Secretary General.  
Mr. Legendre discussed a 
multi-faceted approach to 
energy supply and security 
and suggested that the key 
to NATO’s future success is 
to police and protect, foster 
partnerships, and support its 
members. 

 

            The last two days of 
DAYS were both academic 
and social—a Simulation 
Game focusing on the Crisis 
in the Caucasus headed up 
by Mr. Selim Percinel, a 
terrorism and conflict ana-
lyst who had created this 
game.  This was his 6th year 
at DAYS.  Each participant 
was assigned to play a role 
of a country or an organiza-
tion; with the main task of 
playing the game as realisti-
cally as possible.  Even 
though this was ‘just a 
game,’ participants took 
their functions quite seri-
ously, and their roles were 
assigned by the organizers 
very cleverly—the partici-
pant from Greece for exam-
ple was given the job of 
playing the Ambassador of 
Turkey to NATO.   

1. 2010 DAYS Participants.  2. Master of Ceremonies, Dr. Mogens 
Skjøth at the Viking burial ground.  3. ATA & DATA SecGen Mr. 
Troels Frøling, accepting the Certificate of Appreciation from 
ACC.  4. Myself, Dr. Mogens Skjøth, & former ACC intern Kyla 
Cham… "acting cool" :) 

“DAYS was a perfect example of foster-
ing cooperation, understanding, and re-

spect building beyond borders.”   
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and finally the role of NATO Secretary 
General was given to me, a Canadian!  My 
keyword throughout this experience was 
diplomacy, and the lessons I have learned 
all revolved around patience. 

 

        During the farewell dinner to wrap up 
the seminar, I had the pleasure of awarding 
Secretary General Troels Frøling a Certifi-
cate of Appreciation on behalf of the At-
lantic Council of Canada signed by our  
President Julie Lindhout and Chairman the 

 

 fostering cooperation, understanding, 
and respect building beyond borders.  
Many new friendships were formed, 
and lessons learned.  I would like to 
thank Mrs. Lindhout for giving me this 
opportunity; it was a truly unique and 
valuable experience that I will never 
forget. 

 

 Hon. Bill Graham. The certificate was in rec-
ognition of the outstanding contribution in 
support of NATO and the goal of furthering 
International Peace and Security through edu-
cation of future world leaders as well as con-
gratulations on the 25th Anniversary of DAYS 
awarded to our long standing partner the Dan-
ish Atlantic Treaty Association. 

 

        DAYS for me, above all, was intellectually 
stimulating. It was a perfect example of  

 � Violence in Kyrgyzstan has widely been believed to be the result of a weaken-
ing economy combined with poverty and corruption. -Written by Monika Wyrzykowska 

Home to the Manas Air Base, a 

transit hub central to NATO efforts 
in Afghanistan, Kyrgyzstan is on the 
brink of civil war. The NATO Part-
nership-for-Peace member country 
has experienced recent ethnic 
clashes between the majority ethnic 
Kyrgyz and minority Uzbeks in the 
south of the country, leaving be-
tween 300 to 2000 people dead. 
Some 400,000 people are also dis-
placed as a result. 

 

          The violence in a country that 
was once called the Switzerland of 
Central Asia followed a bloody up-
rising in April of this year that top-
pled President Bakiyev who had just 
been re-elected for another five-year 
term of 23 July, 2009 with 76.4% of 
the vote. 

 

       Bakiyev’s re-election was marred 
by allegations of ballot-stuffing, 
inaccuracies in voter lists and multi-
ple voting, with the Organization for 
Security and Co-operation in Europe 
calling the vote “a disappointment.” 
Bakiyev had first been elected in 
2005, after the so-called Tulip revo-
lution saw angry demonstrations 
successfully ousting long-serving 
president Askar Akaev. In power 
since 1990, Akaev had been the 
country’s first elected president. 

 

           The 2005 elections were consid-
ered a new start for Kyrgyzstan, the 
best chance it had  at democracy and 
at a flourishing civil society since 
the break up of the Soviet Union. 
However, the hopes of the Tulip 
Revolution soon wilted away: newly 
  
 
 
          

elected Mr. Bakiyev dashed the country’s aspi-
rations by breaking his promise to limit presi-
dential power and failing to curb endemic 
nepotism. For many Kyrgyz, it seemed as if the 
disliked Akaev clan was being replaced by the 
Bakiyev one. During his time in office, corrup-
tion increased and media freedom was curbed 
once again. Bakiyev was re-elected in 2009, 
partly because his opposition was too divided 
to offer a decent alternative. 

 

        A revolt in April of this year changed the 
political landscape once again, carrying with it 
possibly severe geopolitical repercussions. Kyr-
gyzstan is the only country to host both a Rus-
sian and an American military base. Mr. Baki-
yev was skillful at managing both. Under his 
candidacy, the United States military installa-
tion at Manas International Airport was opened 
in December 2001. Supporting U.S. operations 
in Afghanistan, the base provided support for 
personnel and cargo transiting as well as aerial 
refueling, in addition to hosting forces from 
several other ISAF member states. The base 
stirred controversy both locally and among the 
regional powers, Russia and China. An incident 
which involved the shooting of a local civilian 
in 2006, as well as rumours of fuel dumping 
have led to strains with the local population. 

        Bakiyev attempted to use Manas as economic  

leverage, and did so quite successfully. After 
being promised more than $2 billion in aid and 
loans from Russia in February 2009, he quickly 
declared that the American base would be 
closed within six months. The aid money was 
seen as a way of outbidding the Americans, 
presumably in order for Russia to safeguard its 
former sphere of influence. Afterall, Russia had 
made no secret of its displeasure at the Ameri-
can presence in Kyrgyzstan. The U.S. re-
sponded in kind. It had to strike a new deal in 
order to secure its vital base. On 7 July 2009, a 
new agreement was ratified, increasing the rent 
of the U.S. facilities from $17.1 million to $60 
million and it included an additional $117 mil-
lion for various direly needed infrastructure and 
development projects. Despite his ability to 
play off geopolitical rivalry for Kyrgyzstan’s 
benefit, Bakiyev’s failures to reform domesti-
cally led to his downfall. In the aftermath of the 
disputed 2009 elections and the revolt that fol-
lowed, troops and supplies bound for Afghani-
stan were grounded for several days. Although 
operations are back to normal now, Washington 
is concerned the new government’s warm rela-
tions with Moscow could affect its five-year 
lease. 

 

       The new government is decidedly pro-
Russian. In fact, the interim President Roza  

NATO SECURITY IN LIGHT OF KYRGYZ 

UNREST 



701-165 University Avenue, Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M5H 3B8, Tel 416.979.1875, Fax 416.979.0825, info@atlantic-council.ca www.atlantic-council.ca 

     Page 11     Page 11  
September, 2010September, 2010          www.atlantic-council.ca  

Otunbayeva has publically called for its 
neighbour to send troops into the country 
in order to help calm the unrest. Russian 
President Medvedev has so far declined 
but is politically supportive of the new 
leadership. The future of the Manas Air-
base is still uncertain. Some members of 
the interim government have suggested 
that the U.S. lease should be shortened. 
Locals are ambivalent and even employ-
ees at the base, who earn on average $120 
above the national monthly norm, are 
hardly supportive of it. “If the govern-
ment finds it (the base) harmful for the 
country, that it brings no benefit to the 
people, then of course they should close 
it”, commented Zhopara, a waitress at the 
base canteen. 

 

       Moreover, political allegations continue. 
Otunbayeva’s allies have accused the U.S. 
of turning a blind eye to allegations of 
corruption linked to the sale of fuel at the 
base, alleging that Bakiyev and his family 
profited unfairly form such deals.  

         On his June visit to Kyrgyzstan, Assis-
tant U.S.  Secretary of State Robert Blake, 
said Washington could review fuel con-
tracts to make such deals more transparent. 
For now, Otunbayeva has stated that she 
will abide by all agreements covering the 
base and allow the transit center lease to be 
extended automatically for another year 
this summer. On June 27th, Kyrgyzstan 
voted to create Central Asia’s first parlia-
mentary democracy and while tensions 
continue to simmer in the south of the 
country, Otunbayeva will try to push 
through her electoral reforms. 
 

       The former president has said his deci-
sion in 2009 to extend the   Manas lease, 
months after announcing the U.S. military 
would have to leave, unnerved the Kremlin 
and was a factor in his overthrow. The 
Manas base remains as important as ever 
for the U.S. and for the NATO effort in 
Afghanistan. About 50,000 troops traveled 
into or out of Afghanistan via Manas in 
March. Pentagon officials say  

          they have other options, but they 
would be more expensive. Other NATO 
supply routes have recently been 
fraught with danger. Just in June, mili-
tants destroyed 50 NATO supply trucks 
on the Pakistan border heading for Af-
ghanistan. 
 

        Both Moscow and Washington  
offered prompt support for Otun-
bayeva’s interim government immedi-
ately after it came  to power. However a 
decision o n the renewal of the Manas 
base will probably not be taken until 
after the general elections scheduled for 
October. With the proper reforms in 
place to increase transparency of the 
base’s transactions, and with Russia’s 
cautious approach to sending in its 
troops, the economic benefits of the 
base may outweigh the potential politi-
cal liabilities of aggravating Russia. 
One thing is clear – the U.S. and NATO 
can hardly afford to lose it. 

DANGEROUS WATERS—MARITIME PIRACY 
                      -Written by Chelsea Plante  

  According to the Interna-

tional Maritime Bureau’s (IMB) 
Piracy Reporting Centre, the 
number of maritime piracy at-
tacks has seen a dramatic in-
crease in recent years. It was not 
until 2008, however, that piracy 
drew in the attention of the inter-
national community when the 
Faina, a Belize-flagged vessel 
transporting 33 T-72 tanks and 
ammunition on to Kenya, and 
the Sirius Star supertanker, car-
rying more than USD $100m in 
oil to the United States, were 
hijacked by pirates operating off 
the coast of Somalia. By the end 
of the year, more than 120 pirate 
attacks occurred in the Gulf of 
Aden, acquiring more than USD 
$100m – a figure that is large for 
a country experiencing eco-
nomic ruin. By early 2009, na-
vies had been deployed to the 
Gulf of Aden by more than a 
dozen countries, and four resolu-
tions were passed by the United 
Nations condemning all acts of 
piracy and armed robbery 
against vessels off the maritime 
coast. 
 
 

    Despite the resolutions to 
bring the fight against them to 
shore, and the intense interna-
tional naval presence in the re-

gion, including the deployment 
of EU and NATO multilateral 
counter-piracy forces and naval 
resources from the US, UK, 
Denmark, the Netherlands, 
France, Pakistan, India, Iran, and 
Russia, maritime pirates carried 
out an unprecedented number of 
attacks and hijackings in 2009. 
In April, the killing of three So-
mali pirates by the US Navy 
during a rescue operation of a 
US cargo ship drastically raised 
the stakes. By October 2009, 
confrontations with pirates far 
surpassed levels in 2008, and 
their use of guns had increased 
by 200 percent. Since the start of 
2010, more than 30 ships have 
been hijacked and tens of mil-
lions of dollars have been col-
lected by pirates in ransoms. It is 
also believed that as much as 50  
 

  percent of all  attacks go unre-
ported because of ship-owners’ 
fears of increased premiums and 
costly post-incident investiga-

tions, mak-
ing losses 
per year a 
substantial 
understate-
ment. In 

addition to the direct danger that 
piracy puts ships in and their 
crew members, it also poses 
significant geopolitical threats, 
as well threats to industries, and 
the environment. As maritime 
security decreases around 
coastal states, it often under-
mines the legitimacy of local 
governments. Also, though the 
exact economic tolls are uncer-
tain, the yearly cost of piracy is 
estimated to be in the billions. 
Lastly, in a world where 60 per-
cent of the world’s crude oil is 
carried by ships, it is not incon-
ceivable that an act of piracy 
could lead to serious environ-
mental damage. It is clear that 
curbing this problem is         neces-
sary for both global trade and 
security. In light of the issue, 70 
experts from NATO, Partner  

and Mediterranean Dialogue 
countries met at a NATO-
funded Advance Study Insti-
tute in Hammamet, Tunisia (a 
coastal and maritime  
country), between September 
20-25. The purpose of the 
meeting was to examine ways 
by which a collaborative, 
human-centric information 
system could increase the 
ability of states to predict and 
prevent piracy occurrences, 
and if unsuccessful, would 
enable states to quickly rec-
ognize the nature of an event 
for a efficient collective re-
sponse. Specific achieve-
ments include a better under-
standing of the maritime en-
vironment’s vulnerabilities, a 
formulated evaluation crite-
ria, and crew security aware-
ness and detection training 
support. 

 

           With maritime security 
and piracy issues increasingly 
becoming a top priority, the 
hope is to create a significant 
risk for pirates that will, in 
the end, deter and considera-
bly reduce piracy. 

“As much as 50 percent of all attacks go unre-
ported because of ship-owners’ fears of in-
creased premiums and costly post-incident 

investigations…” 
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BALLISTIC MISSLE DEFENSE IN THE 21st 

CENTURY 
-Written by Kirsty Hong 

   

 

   The new security environ-

ment in the 21st century has fos-
tered renewed relevance for mis-
sile defense in American and 
NATO nuclear security strategy.  
In the post-Cold War context and 
particularly after the September 
11th 2001 terrorist attacks on 
U.S. soil, the nature of nuclear 
threats has fundamentally 
changed.  The threat of an acci-
dental or unauthorized launch of 
ballistic missiles in the context of 
a Cold War stand-off is less for-
midable today than it was during 
the latter half of the 20th century.  
Currently, the preponderant threat 
to the NATO Alliance concerns 
nuclear proliferation by state ac-
tors and non-state transnational 
terrorism.  The potential acquisi-
tion of nuclear weapons by 
“rogue” states such as Iran can 
lead to greater proliferation of 
nuclear and other biological and 
chemical (NBC) weapons, a sce-
nario which poses “an increas-
ingly credible threat to US allies 
and military forces abroad.”  
Moreover, Iran’s prospects for 
acquiring nuclear weapons in the 
future may foment a ‘domino 
      nuclear effect’  

   
 
 
 
 in the Middle East and sur-
rounding region that could lead 
to aggravated geopolitical ten-
sions and military responses via 
nuclear options.  

 

        Thus, Iran’s current nuclear 
ambitions are perceived by the 
West as threatening to U.S. and 
NATO security because any nu-
clear proliferation potential can 
increase the chances of a nuclear 
confrontation with the West and 
elsewhere.   
 

          As a result, the case for 
ballistic missile defense (BMD) 
offers new means for the U.S. 
and NATO to respond to a range 
of pre-existing and emerging 
nuclear threats. The most recent 
case for missile defense was 
announced by incumbent U.S. 
President Barack Obama on Sep-
tember 17, 2009- the same day 
he also cancelled Bush’s ‘third 
site’ BMD plan in Europe. 
Obama’s revision plan consists 
of a sea- and land-based missile 
interceptor system projected to 
start in 2011 at an estimated cost 
of $5 billion.  According to the 
Obama administration, Iranian 
long-range ballistic missiles are 
no longer an immediate threat, 
but rather the short and  
 

medium-range ballistic missiles 
(such as the Shahab 3) pose a 
greater threat.  The Obama ad-
ministration has responded to the 
newly reassessed Iranian nuclear 
threat by focusing on a mobile, 
regional BMD capability based 
on the Aegis sea-based system 
consisting of Standard Missile 3 
(SM-3) anti- ballistic missiles and 
sensors designed to counter short- 
and medium-range ballistic mis-
siles.  Continued support has been 
offered by Poland and the Czech 
Republic despite the dissolution 
of Bush’s original BMD plan. In 
addition, Romania, another 
NATO member, agreed in early 
2010 to host American missile 
defense interceptors on its soil. 
 

          Obama’s ‘phased, adaptive 
approach’ offers significant ad-
vantages over Bush’s ‘third site’ 
plan.  By design, Obama’s plan 
offers more flexibility and a 
greater range of options to detect 
and track enemy missiles.  From 
a technological point of view, the 
Aegis BMD system consists of a 
transportable BMD capability 
that could be deployed around the 
world on relatively short notice 
during crises or as the situation 
may demand. Obama’s plan is 
also strategically flexible, allow-
ing for greater systematic im-
provements and expansions to the 
BMD system over the long-run.  
Because the Aegis BMD system 
is a naval asset, it is highly mo-
bile as opposed to a fixed site 
plan; thus, the nature of the sys-
tem translates into greater area 
coverage in NATO-Europe.  In 
the former Bush plan, the BMD 
system would have left parts of 
southeastern Europe unprotected.  
Thus, the proposed Aegis BMD 
system is far more comprehensive 
in terms of fiscal costs, techno-
logical complexity, and political 
commitment.  As Obama stated 
himself, the system will provide  

“stronger, smarter, and 
swifter defenses” eventually 
capable of detecting and 
tracking ballistic missiles of 
all range types. Therefore, 
from a technological-
military viewpoint, Obama’s 
plan offers a better approach 
t o  s t r e n g t h e n i n g 
‘transatlantic strategic cou-
pling’ between the U.S. and 
its NATO-European allies.    
 

        However, while the on-
going case for missile de-
fense in Europe offers a 
nascent opportunity for the 
U.S. to respond to nuclear 
threats, the re-emergence of 
missile defense has laid 
grounds for renewed debate 
within the U.S. and NATO.  
The importance of a U.S.-
led BMD system in NATO-
Europe is not that it is a dis-
tinctly American or Euro-
pean issue, but precisely a 
transatlantic one.  Thus, the 
impact of Obama’s BMD 
plans on ‘transatlantic stra-
tegic coupling’ (TASC) for 
the NATO Alliance should 
be assessed because BMD 
reflects a long history of 
U.S. nuclear commitment to 
European security.  There-
fore, how effective is the 
current U.S. BMD system 
for assuring TASC and reaf-
firming its ‘nuclear guaran-
tee’ in NATO-Europe?  Can 
real security guarantees be 
made through missile de-
fense systems in Europe, 
and can Obama's plan fo-
ment a much needed 
"strategic renewal" for the 
Alliance?  In other words, 
while Obama’s new vision 
for missile defense in 
Europe offers greater flexi-
bility for near- and long-
term nuclear threats, a more  
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prominent question remains: does 
a phased, adaptive BMD ap-
proach in NATO-Europe auto-
matically translate into enhanced 
‘transatlantic strategic coupling’?  
 

      I define 'transatlantic strategic 
coupling' as a multi-dimensional  
concept expressed through a po-
litical-ideational dimension and a 
military-strategic one.  It relates 
to strengthened Alliance solidar-
ity, unity, and coherence- one 
based on a shared purpose and 
shared threat.  More importantly, 
the concept signifies the U.S.' 
abiding commitment to NATO-
European security, or in other 
words, the ‘indivisibility of Alli-
ance security.’  
 

         In order to understand the 
current BMD debate in regard to 
Alliance security and defense, 
one must first recognize the in-
herent tension between U.S. na-
tional security interests and trans-
atlantic ones.  Yet, the problem is 
that ‘transatlantic interests’ are 
essentially ambiguous since 
European allies espouse divergent 
national interests and hence frame 
NATO issues in various ways.  
Moreover, the U.S. has had a 
history of treating NATO-
European interests as secondary 
to its own strategic national secu-
rity interests.  As a result, diver-
gent European and American 
security interests and approaches 
have led to a recent history of 
“strategic dissonance” within the 
Alliance.  In order to redress this 
problem, the U.S must frame its 
national security interests as be-
ing indivisible from NATO-
European ones. I contend that the 
Obama administration has the 
opportunity and capability to 
forge new concrete ‘transatlantic 
interests’; however, BMD archi-
tecture alone does not automati-
cally translate into strengthened 
Alliance coherence and coupling, 
but entails an additional set of 
essential factors. 
 

         Obama’s BMD system can-
not by itself eliminate the under-
lying strategic dissonance and 
military-strategic deficiencies in 
Europe.  Both the U.S. and  
 

   
 

NATO-Europe must recognize 
these underlying factors that have 
obstructed ‘strategic realignment’ 
hitherto. The Obama administra-
tion must 
unders tand 
N A T O -
E u r o p e ’ s 
d i v e r g e n t 
approaches 
to security if 
it wants BMD architecture in  
Europe to be a constructive agent 
for strategic renewal.  In addition, 
the phased, adaptive BMD plan 
still has to tackle a number of 
technological uncertainties at 
present and in the future; that 
without effective remedies to 
ensure technological feasibility, 
reliability, and survivability, the 
proposed system can undermine 
Alliance coherence and TASC 
will lack credibility.  
 

        What is more, although tech-
nology plays an essential part in 
enhancing TASC, Ernest J. 
Yanarella argues that “the techni-
cal facet of technology is only a 
small part of what is meant by 
technology in its social context…
What constitutes technology… 
are such things as the ideational 
basis of past and present techno-
logical planning, the particular 
institutional setting and organiza-
tion of technological planning, 
and the socio-economic context 
of the technological planning 
enterprise.” Thus, given the evo-
lution of U.S. BMD systems, the 
technical aspects of what has 
changed from Bush’s to Obama’s 
plan provide little critical analysis 
vis-à-vis its impact on the NATO 
relationship and TASC because 
the concept of TASC itself is first 
and foremost a political-
ideational one, followed by tech-
nological-military backing.   
 

         Therefore, TASC is more 
than a technological-strategic 
concept; it is a political-

ideational commitment and ap-
proach.  It is not enough for mili-
tary technology to provide the 
means for greater transatlantic 
strategic coupling, but that 
NATO-European leaders are con-
vinced that this is a satisfactory  

response.  In other words, TASC 
must be assured politically before 
the military-technological effects 
can translate into greater cohesion 

for the Alli-
ance.  In com-
paring 
Obama’s plan 
to Bush’s plan, 
the technologi-
cal differences 

illustrate divergent ideational and 
strategic bases.  Thus, it is the 
ideational basis and strategic ra-
tionale behind Obama’s revised 
plan that offers greater opportu-
nity for NATO’s strategic cou-
pling.   
 

           Yet, even beyond the tech-
nological aspects and political 
rhetoric of strengthening TASC, 
the problem is not that the U.S. is 
prepared to deploy BMD systems 
in Europe but whether the U.S. 
commitment would remain stead-
fast in the event of a de facto nu-
clear strike where BMD technol-
ogy would fail or be subverted.  
How would the U.S. respond in 
the NATO-European theatre?  
Thus, the real question is: what is 
the extent of technology and a 

political-ideational basis in the 

role of guaranteeing transatlantic 

strategic coupling?  Assessing 
missile defense in Europe re-
quires critical thinking about an 
Iranian short- or medium-range 
missile strike, but in this case 
BMD is only part of the re-
sponse, not a sufficient one be-
cause BMD is only a defensive 
response.  As Robert Hughes con-
tends, “Defense…is agnostic as 
to motive or to accident.  How-
ever the missile or missiles were 
released, they would look the 
same to the defensive systems 
that would have to ‘kill’ them.  
The intention of the attacker…is 
relevant to the offensive equation 
in determining the proper retalia-
tory response.” Hence, in the 
event of a nuclear strike on 
NATO-European territory, the 
essential point is not whether 
defenses would fail or not, but 
how the U.S. and NATO would 
respond; that is to say, would the 
U.S. authorize an offensive or  

counter-strike nuclear 
response, and what would 
be the nature of such a 
response?   
 

       Strengthening TASC 
is not simply achieved by 
the U.S.’ willingness to 
make political and tech-
nological BMD commit-
ments, or in meeting 
those commitments with 
military-strategic means.  
The test of TASC is in the 
outcome.  The question 
then becomes how much 
of NATO-European secu-
rity and defense is the 
U.S. willing to absorb 
into their own national 
security framework?  

 

  

      Whatever the answer, 
TASC is more than a con-
genial partnership of mu-
tual political-military 
cooperation, but entails 
the ‘indivisibility of Alli-
ance security’.  If the U.S. 
desires to strengthen 
TASC in NATO-Europe, 
it must approach any pol-
icy and implementation of 
that policy from this prin-
ciple.  As Stephen Cim-
bala argues, “The U.S. is 
not accomplishing much 
if it is defending itself 
alone;” on the contrary, 
the U.S. “is not in Europe 
just to defend Europe, but 
to defend North America 
one step removed.”   
 

          Therefore, if strate-
gic realignment is the 
desired future for NATO, 
then both the U.S. and 
NATO-Europe must do 
their part in addressing 
protracted issues of un-
equal burden sharing, 
military deficiencies, and 
divergent transatlantic 
platforms.  Obama’s 
BMD plan can provide 
the opportunity for con-
fronting these issues.  
TASC should 

“The preponderant threat to the 
NATO Alliance concerns nuclear 
proliferation by state actors and 

non-state transnational  
terrorism.”   
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  also be examined from a long-
term perspective, keeping in mind 
that Obama’s phased approach 
will be incremental over the next 
decade and potential changes and 
revisions at any stage of BMD 
deployment cannot be ruled out.  
Thus, although European allies 
may accept the preliminary 
sketch of the BMDarchitecture as 
it presently stands, both internal 
and external factors may trigger 
negative responses from NATO 
members at any point over a 
range of possible logistical, po-
litical, and military-strategic fac-
tors that can negatively impact 
U.S. and Alliance security in the 
long-term and hence undermine 
TASC. 

 

          Furthermore, by the end of 
Obama’s scheduled BMD  

      deployment, the defense archi-
tecture in NATO-Europe will 
theoretically be able to intercept 
all types of ballistic missiles 
aimed at NATO-Europe and the 
U.S from the region.  Accord-
ingly, the enhancement of 
NATO’s own security and re-
gional protection via BMD  can 
also equally diminish and under-
mine the security and protection 
of other regional states, most no-
tably Russia.  Thus, it is impor-
tant to ask: what degree and form 
of security does the NATO Alli-
ance require, and how does a U.S. 
BMD system in Europe enhance 
or reduce the threat from Iran’s 
nuclear potential and other belli-
cose threats?  The justification for 
a BMD response should not sim-
ply be based on perceptions of  

 

         Iran’s intentions or capabilities 
at present, but on the implications 
and potential long-term conse-
quences that these perceptions 
may bear down the road.  Hence, 
long-term implications should be 
thoroughly considered because 
they can jeopardize transatlantic 
strategic coupling.  \ 

 

           In conclusion, although 
Obama’s new BMD plan offers 
greater potential for transatlantic 
strategic coupling at present and 
in comparison to Bush’s former 
‘third site’ plan, it is unlikely that 
BMD alone, from both a political 
and military perspective, can gar-
ner enough constructive force to 
foment a “strategic realignment”.  
The future of BMD in the U.S. 
and in NATO-Europe, as  

 illustrated hitherto, will 
likely remain a volatile 
and contentious issue on 
the transatlantic agenda.  
Transatlantic strategic 
coupling must therefore 
not solely rely on techno-
logical or even political 
commitments of BMD. 
Instead, TASC must be 
strengthened holistically 
through a genuinely-
shared sense of threat and 
mutual desire for the indi-
visibility of Alliance se-
curity through a common 
and unambiguous transat-
lantic approach. 

DISABLED AFGHAN CHILDREN TRIUMPH 

OVER ADVERSITY AT EXCEPTIONAL SCHOOL 
�With the help of the Sarahim School Afghan children have been 

able to triumph over their perceived disabilities, after decades of war  
ravaged their nation resulting in tens of thousands of children losing 
limbs to discarded landmines left behind by past and current occupi-
ers. -Written by Amina Yasin  

After decades of conflict in Afghani-

stan, the physical scars of war have be-
come all too apparent among the thou-
sands of victims who have lost arms and 
legs or both, as a result of discarded 
landmines and other explosive remnants 
of war.  About 10 million such hazards 
contaminate nearly every Afghan prov-
ince, since they were discarded in 1979 
by Soviet occupiers and by others in-
cluding the United States since 2001 
under the US military’s Operation En-
during Freedom. It has been reported 
that the conflict plagued nation has over 
one million disabled people. This is one 
of the highest percentages anywhere in 
the world.  According to a report by 
Handicap International - a non-
governmental organization supporting 
people with disability -Afghan children 
comprise of at least 200,000 of those 
affected and living with permanent dis-
abilities (physical, sensory and/or mental 
impairment). 

                                           Yet, facilities and official help  

of charities. 

 

        The disabled in Af-
ghanistan have contri-
butions to make but 
they need more support 
to help them integrate 
into society.  Hope in 
the face of despair 
comes in the form of 
Nazifa and Frydoon 
Shairzay and their team 
at the Sarahim Center of 
Special Education in 
Afghanistan.  Recogniz-
ing the human dignity 
of individuals with spe-
cial needs, the Sarahim 
School for Exceptional 
Children in Kabul pro-
vides those children 
who have sustained  

for such people are extremely limited in 
what is one of the world's poorest and 
most violent nations.  Moreover, ser-
vices for the disabled in Afghanistan 
have further been exacerbated by the 
appalling conditions in most Afghan 
hospitals, which tend to amputate limbs 
damaged by mine explosions rather 
than save them.  As a result services for 
the disabled in Afghanistan have pri-
marily focused on the provision of or-
thopaedic aids, causing amputees to 
become the most visible manifestation 
of disability in the country.    

 

             The Afghan government’s formal 
service program grants disabled Af-
ghans with benefits of 400 Afghanis a 
month – about $8 Canadian.  The 
downside, however, is that accessing 
the benefit requires that they go to an 
office and a great many are immensely 
isolated and immobile.  Unfortunately, 
the great majority of Afghans with dis-
abilities have to live with whatever re-
sources they find in themselves and 
their families, or through the assistance  

some form of physical 
and/or mental disability 
with quality educational 
programs, basic medical 
care, physical therapy 
and trades training.  All 
of which enables them 
to  become se l f -
sufficient and produc-
tive members of their 
society.    Since its in-
ception the school man-
date has been to assure 
that Afghan children 
with disabilities de-
velop mentally, physi-
cally, emotionally, and 
vocationally through 
the provision of an ap-
propriate individualized 
education in the least  
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restrictive environment.   

 

       After 25 years of exile Nazifa 
and Frydoon Shairzay started the 
Sarahim Center of Special Educa-
tion in 2005 with three students.  
They were shocked at the state of 
their country after years of war 
and devastated by the number of 
children they found begging or 
left to the hardships of street life 
after sustaining crippling injuries 
from landmines, lack of sufficient 
nutrition, and medical care.  
Troubled by what they encoun-
tered the two Afghan women 
formed a plan to provide a center 
for disabled children, and with 
the assistance of internal and ex-
ternal donors, the Sarahim center 
was founded.  Initially a small 
home located in Kabul, the Sara-
him center has since relocated to 
a 10 bedroom house converted 
into classrooms.  Today the cen-
ter serves over 70        children with  

many more on the waiting list.   

 

         The Sarahim Center of Special 

 Education has a special connection 
to the Atlantic Council of Canada.  

Since 2007, the Atlantic Council 
introduced an annual award that 
recognizes a Canadian who has 
made a significant contribution to 
international peace and security, 
and to furthering the values the 
founding members set forth in the 
North Atlantic Treaty: “to safe-
guard the freedom, common heri-
tage, and civilization of their peo-
ples, founded on the principles of 
democracy, individual liberty, and 
the rule of law.”   Each year the 
award for Exceptional Contribu-
tion to International Peace and 

Security brings together influential 
Canadian leaders to honour indi-
viduals who have made distinctive 
contributions to the strengthening 
of the transatlantic relationship 

        

      Past Atlantic Council award 

recipients include, Captain 
(Retired) Trevor Greene, General 
(Retired) Rick Hillier, Major-
General David Fraser, and former 
UN Deputy Special Representative 
of the Secretary General to Af-
ghanistan and former Canadian 
Ambassador to Afghanistan, 
Christopher Alexander.  The award 
consists of a citation and a finan-
cial contribution made in the name 
of the recipient to the Sarahim 
School for Children in Kabul, Af-
ghanistan. 

 
          

         Understanding the important 
contributions that the disabled can 
make to Afghan society, the Atlan-
tic Council of Canada has made it 
its mission to continue to  

 

 

   financially contribute and 
promote the work of the 
Afghan Sarahim School 
for Exceptional Children 
through its annual 
awards in Canada.  Be-
cause of what they’re 
taught at the school the 

children “feel empowered 
to become masters of their 
own destiny and contribute 
to the betterment of their 
community,” by eventually 
leading independent and 
productive adulthoods. 
 

     The Atlantic Council of 
Canada honours the Sara-
him School in Kabul for 
nurturing a climate of ac-
ceptance and respect for 
Afghan children with dis-
abilities.   

          

“Because of what they’re taught at the school the children feel 
empowered to become masters of their own destiny and  

contribute to the betterment of their  
community...”  

ATLANTIC COUNCIL INTERVIEW WITH  

AMBASSADOR TO AFGHANISTAN, WILLIAM 

CROSBIE � Strategic Policy and Research Analyst Sean Palter, of the Atlantic Council of 
Canada, corresponded with Ambassador William Crosbie for an enlightening one-on-

one interview. -Written by Sean Palter 

On June 15, 2009, William Crosbie was 

given one of the most difficult jobs in the 
country; he was named as Canada’s Am-
bassador to Afghanistan. He is now the 
fifth head of mission in Afghanistan since 
Canada formally reestablished ties with 
the nation following the ouster of the Tali-
ban.  

 

        Working for the government in one ca-
pacity or another since 1987, Crosbie is no 
stranger to Ottawa and life in the foreign 
service. It is such a rich history that has 
prepared him for this monumental task. 

 

       Crosbie graduated from Memorial Uni-
versity in 1978 with a degree in political 
science and history, after which he earned 
a law degree from Dalhousie. Before his 
appointment, he served as the assistant 
deputy minister for the new Consular Ser-
vices and Emergency Management 
Branch. 

Pictured above: Ambassador to Afghanistan, Wil-
liam Crosbie 

 
 What does the job of Canada’s 

 Ambassador in Afghanistan 

 entail?  

 As Canada’s ambassador to Af

 ghanistan, I see my role as two-fold.  

 The first is to lead our Canadian 

team. Today we have about 120 civilian offi-

cials deployed in Kabul and Kandahar, in-

cluding personnel from Foreign Affairs and 

International Trade Canada, the Canadian 

International Development Agency, the Royal 

Canadian Mounted Police, Canada Border 

Services Agency, and the Correctional Ser-

vice of Canada. That is in addition to the 

approximately 2,850 Canadian Forces per-

sonnel stationed here. A key part of my job is 

working closely with our military colleagues 

to ensure that we are coordinated in order to 

achieve our objectives.  
     Secondly, it’s to inform Canada’s ap-

proach in this country. There is no  

shortage of Afghan men and  



701-165 University Avenue, Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M5H 3B8, Tel 416.979.1875, Fax 416.979.0825, info@atlantic-council.ca www.atlantic-council.ca 

     Page 16     Page 16  
September, 2010September, 2010          www.atlantic-council.ca  

         women who are bravely trying 

to rebuild their country, with the 

support of my team. It is impor-

tant for us to learn from them 

how best Canada can support 

their efforts.  When I speak to 

Afghan audiences, I start with 

two messages. The first is that we 

are here as guests of the Afghan 

government and people and the 

second is that we are here to sup-

port all Afghans who are trying to 

build a future for their country.  

 – including ourselves. Incidents 

in both Kandahar and Kabul 

clearly illustrate how difficult and 

dangerous the work is. But Can-

ada’s goals in Afghanistan are 

realistic. Canada will continue 

working with the Afghan people 

and their security forces; striving 

to improve the local security 

situation and helping to set the 

conditions for increased develop-

ment.  

in their own government 

to deliver basic services and 

provide them with security. This 

is why Canada is working with 

the Government of Afghanistan, 

with Parliamentarians and with 

Afghan civil society - to help 

build greater institutional ca-

pacity to provide services. 

        Building confidence in 

Afghans is essential.  There are 

signs of growing confidence in 

their willingness to participate 

in governance (at the district 

and local level and at the pro-

vincial and national level), to 

plan for their future and to in-

vest in their future. This is a 

society shattered by decades of 

war, intimidated by violence 

and deeply suspicious of its own 

ability to heal. The legacy of 

conflict driven by ethnic, politi-

cal, religious and tribal differ-

ences lies just below the sur-

face. Afghans need our help 

and the support of their 

neighbours to address this bur-

den.  

      Polling has shown consis-

tent support among two thirds 

of Afghans for the presence of 

foreign forces in Afghanistan to 

train their own forces and to 

provide security. 

Councils now include 

women. As leaders of civil 

society  organizat ions, 

women are speaking out on 

health care and human 

rights issues and helping to 

create jobs. The brave men 

and women I have met are 

inspiring. Despite the secu-

rity challenges, I am con-

vinced that with the support 

of Canada and its allies, 

Afghanistan can transform 

itself into a peaceful and 

prosperous country.   

     We have learned lessons 

from our time here - as have 

our allies.  I am convinced 

that those lessons are pay-

ing off as a result of an in-

crease in the level of re-

sources and the way they 

are being used more effec-

tively, such as in the area of 

police training.  When 

you’re training students who 

are illiterate, weak from 

poor nutrition and lacking 

in social skills, training 

techniques need to be 

adapted. It is impressive to 

see how Afghan police are 

now getting, for the first 

time, training that is really 

tailored to their needs.  A 

policeman doesn’t need to 

know how to read a novel, 

but through literacy training 

at his police station, he is 

learning how to read a li-

cense plate for reporting 

purposes. It’s a process and 

it takes time.  

 What has been the pro

 gress that you’ve wit-

nessed since being there?  

 The most important ele

 ment of progress is ca-

pacity building, and that is occur-

ring.  The Afghan National Secu-

rity Forces have proven much 

more capable to prevent attacks, 

to resist them when they happen 

and to recover from their impact. 

Government ministries have dem-

onstrated an improved capacity to 

develop programs, identify priori-

ties and to deliver basic ser-

vices.  The recent Kabul Interna-

tional Conference is an example.  
More Afghans have been willing 

to present themselves as candi-

dates for election to Parliament. 

Parliament has begun to play a 

larger role in national political 

life. Provincial councils have at-

tracted men and women who want 

to represent their fellow citizens 

with pride.  Afghan civil society is 

developing. Our investment in 

people - through projects to edu-

cate, train, deliver health care, 

finance livelihoods, foster local 

governance, promote women's 

rights - are giving hundreds of 

thousands of Afghans the oppor-

tunity to change their lives. 

 What has been the  

 major challenges  

 security wise?  

 Taliban strikes are indis

 criminate – attacking 

 both civilians and mili-

tary. They employ tactics such as 

roadside bombs, vehicle bombs 

and suicide bombs, all of which 

have a detrimental impact on Af-

ghans and the   in ternational 

       community  

 What are some of the 

 goals that you would 

like to see accomplished within 

the next year?  

 One goal is to continue 

 to help build capacity 

within the Government of Af-

ghanistan so that it can operate 

independently from international 

assistance and provide its citizens 

with the services they need. We 

are doing this through our six 

priorities and three signature 

projects – spanning the areas of 

development, security and gov-

ernance - to which we have com-

mitted ourselves. I have had the 

opportunity to meet many Afghan 

representatives of government 

and civil society since my arrival 

and I am confident that these pri-

orities and projects enjoy wide 

support from our Afghan part-

ners.  Another goal is to help all 

Afghans from every walk of life - 

Parliamentarians, civil society, 

women taking up leadership roles, 

parents and children - to be better 

equipped, better educated, better 

trained and healthier in order 

to create better futures for them-

selves.    

 How can Canadians 

 and NATO gain the 

confidence of the Afghan  

people? 

 Canada is recognized 

 and respected for our 

contributions and our leadership. 

Afghan partners and NATO allies 

have expressed great appreciation 

and gratitude for the sacrifices 

Canada continues to make in Af-

ghanistan. What remains key is 

that Afghans not only have confi-

dence in themselves to build their 

own future but also confidence  

 Working in  

 Afghanistan must be 

extremely difficult due to the 

security challenges and the 

cultural differences. At the 

same time, I cannot imagine 

any other country where you 

can do as much good as you 

can there. How do you bal-

ance these two realities?  

 I have to keep remind   

 ing myself how far 

 Afghanistan has come 

since 2001 and how far it has to 

go. It is a country with a very 

young population – about 70% 

under 25 years of age, 44% 

under 14 years. More than 70% 

live in rural communities. Only 

12% of women and girls are 

literate and for males the figure 

is 20%. And yet there are now 

more than 6 million girls and 

boys in school and Parlia-

ment and Provincial  

 From the moment 

 you wake up to 

the moment you go to 

sleep, what does a typical 

day for you entail?  

 I spend a lot of 

 time meeting Af-

ghans.  Of course these are 

often Cabinet Ministers, 

Parliamentarians, senior 

civilian and military officers 

and polished leaders in civil 

society.  Many of them 

speak English.  But I also 

treasure the opportunity to 

meet Afghans who do not 

move in these circles - kids   
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in small homemade schools, elders 

from villages who sit cross-legged 

on the dining room chair, women 

from across the country who are 

members of local councils for the 

first time, young Afghan journal-

ists who ask me difficult questions 

on local TV shows.  I also work 

closely with allies from over 45 

countries - from giants like  

Afghan-Canadians who have 

had no connection with the 

coun t ry  be fo re  coming 

here. This leaves me very proud 

and it’s what I take home with 

me at the end of each day.   

 
  
          

 the US to tiny  Luxembourg, Ma-

cedonia and Singapore. One con-

stant is being witness to the re-

markable work that Canadians 

are doing— those who are part of 

the Canadian government’s civil-

ian and military team, but also 

Canadians who are here with the 

UN, NGOs Afghan organizations 

and businesses.  Many are  

 FEATURE ATLANTIC COUNCIL INTERNS 

“NEW INTERNS” 
Aleks Dhefto is a current undergraduate student at Queen’s University in Kingston, Ontario. He is complet-

ing his B.A. (Honours) in Political Studies with a Minor in French Studies. His areas of interest are comparative 
politics and international relations. Aleks was born in Tirana, Albania and has split his life between Toronto, 
Kingston and Tirana. He speaks English, French, Italian and Albanian. He will be our intern in Albania and will 
help with administrative duties for the ATA annual assembly. He has been part of multiple Model UN’s and 
NATO’s through Queen’s, including ones hosted at Carleton University, Harvard University, Mcgill University 

and Queen’s University. Last year he was the the chair for the Queen’s University Model NATO. Through his time with the ACC and 
ATA, he hopes to gain a better understanding of how NGOs help NATO’s mission, and perhaps have fun along the way too.   

Chelsea Plante recently completed a Master’s degree in International Public Policy at the Balsillie School of 

International Affairs at the Wilfred Laurier University Campus. She specialized in Global Governance and Envi-
ronment. Throughout the past year, Chelsea worked as a desk-based researcher for the Centre for International 
Governance Innovation (CIGI). While at CIGI, she corresponded with Afghan field researchers to collaborate on 
a quarterly publication, the Security Sector Reform Monitor: Afghanistan. In addition to this, she tracked devel-
opments and recent trends in ongoing security sector reform processes in Afghanistan and wrote/edited a number 
of country profiles for the Security Sector Reform Resource Centre webpage. She also had the opportunity to 
attend an interdisciplinary conference with Paul Heinbecker where she met with experts from the foreign policy 
community in Ottawa and was able to discuss policy-relevant issues.  Chelsea also holds a Bachelor of Arts de-
gree from McGill University, with a major in International Development Studies and a minor in International 
Relations. While at McGill she was a member of the International Relations Student Association of McGill 

(IRSAM) where she did volunteer work in the Montreal community. Chelsea hopes to acquire a better understanding of transatlantic is-
sues during her time as an intern at the ACC. In particular, the role of NATO and its response to emerging security threats and the multi-
sided demands of complex security operations.   

William Simmons is currently entering his final year of his undergraduate program at the University of 

Toronto where he is completing a specialist degree in Canadian Studies as well as majoring in Political Science.  
William plans to continue his education in Ottawa by pursuing a Masters Degree in International Affairs. On 
campus, William is heavily involved with his program and is the current President of the Canadian Studies Stu-
dent Union at University College. As a current member of the Toronto Scottish Regiment, William will be look-
ing to take his commission next year and train to become an Infantry Officer with a reservist unit in Ottawa. As 
an intern with the Atlantic Council of Canada, William will be focusing on launching the Secondary School Out-
reach Program to promote Canada’s involvement in NATO to high school students, and to raise general aware-
ness of the Atlantic Council of Canada.  

Jonathan Preece graduated with a B.A. Hon. from Wilfrid Laurier University before going on to complete 

his M.A. at Queen’s University with a focus in international relations and Canadian foreign policy. He first joined 
the ACC as an intern in September 2009 after first being introduced to the business of Atlantic Treaty Association 
through his participation in the 2008 Transatlantic Crisis Simulation held in Otzenhausen Germany. Jonathan has 
since returned to the ACC for a year-long contract through the Department of National Defence, Security and 
Defence Forum grant program. Through his work with the ACC – an organization concerned with the most press-
ing issues facing the international community – Jonathan believes he will gain valuable work experience while 
continuing to explore his interest in Canadian foreign affairs, international relations, and international law. In par-
ticular, Jonathan plans on focusing his ACC research on the international legal issues that have arisen as a result 

of the war in Afghanistan, and how such developments could affect future NATO operations. Upon completion of his tenure with the 
Atlantic Council of Canada, Jonathan will be attending law school at the University of Western Ontario in September 2011.          
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FEATURE ATLANTIC COUNCIL EVENTS 

“UPCOMING EVENTS” 

The Atlantic Council of Canada 
invites you to the 

2010 Ottawa Fall Conference  
On 

Cyber Warfare 
held at  

The Lester B. Pearson Building at 
DFAIT 

On 

Wednesday, November 17th, 2010 
Contact: Lana Polyakov at 416-979-1875 or by email at  

Lana.polyakov@atlantic-council.ca 

The Atlantic Council of  Canada 
 

Teachers Workshop 
 

When: Wednesday, Oct 13, 2010  
6:00 

Where: 165 University Avenue 
4th Floor Conference Room 

 
Contact: William Simmons at 416-979-1875 or by email at  

williamarthur.simmons@utoronto.ca 


