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 ATA NEWSLETTER 

Dr. Karl A. Lamers  
ATA President  

Dear ATA Members and Friends, 
   
It is my pleasure to address you in this letter, the first of a long 
series, as I promised at the ATA Council meeting in May. It is my 
aim to ensure that all of you are informed about the full range of 
activities that all national associations, the ATA Secretariat and I 
are carrying out.   
 
It has been a great pleasure meeting you all for our annual 
Council meeting on May 10th at NATO Headquarters, followed by 
a visit to SHAPE on May 11th. I would like to express my grati-
tude to NATOôs Public Diplomacy Division and SHAPE for making 
this possible. My special thanks go to Assistant Secretary General 
Jean-François Bureau who has been an extraordinary support for 
the ATA and whose expertise and professionalism will be much 
missed at NATO.  
 
In addition, I would like to thank you, all our members, for your 
outstanding commitment. In my opinion, our Council meeting 
has been a great success. We took important decisions for the 
future of the ATA. We decided on an ATA book publication and 
the development of a proposal for a fair contribution system.  
 
Furthermore, we agreed on the creation of a Mediterranean 
Working Group. On May 9th, prior to the Council Meeting, I was 
able to chair a preparatory meeting for the ATAôs Mediterranean 
Dialogue committee. I continue to ask all interested associations 
to contact the ATA if there are delegates interested in participat-
ing. The working group will prepare the creation of the Mediter-
ranean Dialogue Committee for the General Assembly in Tirana 
during the summer in Brussels. 
  

Continued on next page... 

Greetings from the President  



             

A Message from the Secretary General  

Regarding my initiative to create a NATO Day ҍ a new initiative that we hope to develop in 

all of our member countries ҍ I have already received a few replies to my letters to govern-

ments and parliaments. I am optimistic that we continue to receive positive feedback, so 
that we will be able to establish this day as an informative day for educating our fellow citi-
zens, and for helping NATO in a visible and significant way. 
  
On June 1st, I visited Riga to speak at the Latvian Transatlantic Organizationôs public dis-
cussion ñNATOôs Future: A Baltic Viewò, which was very successful. The conference was 
organized by the Chairman of the Latvian Transatlantic Organization, Toms Baumanis, and 
Secretary General Sandis Sraders together with the Latvian Delegation to the NATO Parlia-
mentary Assembly. The main topic was NATOôs New Strategic Concept and the Allianceôs 
activities in the coming years. The participation of the Ministers of Defence of the three 
Baltic States was the highlight of the conference.  
 
I was also able to accept the invitation of the President of the Portuguese Atlantic Commit-
tee, Dr. Bernardino Gomes, to make an official visit to Lisbon on June 22nd to 24 th. I met 
with the Board of the Commission and have been able to see the very impressive progress 
made by the Portuguese government and our Portuguese Atlantic Committee in the prepa-
rations of the NATO Summit. Furthermore, I met with the President of Parliament with 
whom I talked about the NATO Day proposal, the Deputy Defence Minister and the Presi-
dent of the Defence Committee. 
 
At the beginning of September (6 th to 8 th) I will visit Budapest on the invitation of Prof. E. 
Sylvester Vizi, President of the Hungarian Atlantic Council. In Budapest, I will meet with 
the members of the Hungarian Atlantic Council and the Hungarian Youth Atlantic Council. 
Additionally, some discussions with students/pupils and the Hungarian public about NATOôs 
New Strategic Concept are planned.  
 
There are many more events lined up for me to attend, and I will keep you up to date on 
all these exciting opportunities.   
  
With that, I hope you enjoy this summer edition of the ATA Newsletter and are looking for-
ward to seeing you all at the General Assembly in Tirana in the fall!  
  
      All the best, 
 
 
       
      Dr. Karl A. Lamers MdB 
      President of the Atlantic Treaty Association 
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Dear friends and colleagues, 
  
Much has happened since the last ATA newsletter. One of the ATAôs more significant 
events was the annual Council meeting, which took place on May 10th at NATO Head-
quarters, followed by a visit to SHAPE on May 11th.  
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Troels Frøling, ATA Secretary General  

At NATO HQ, delegates had the privilege of meeting with H.E. Per Poulsen-Hansen, Perma-
nent Representative of Denmark to NATO, H.E. Ivo Daalder, Permanent Representative of 
the US to NATO, H.E. Martin Erdmann, Permanent Representative of Germany to NATO, 
and H.E. Jüri Luik, Permanent Representative of Estonia to NATO, for a discussion panel on 
NATOôs most pressing issues. I would like to thank the ambassadors for their time and 
candour in this excellent discussion.  
 
The ATA delegates also had the honor of meeting and discussing with the Assistant Secre-
tary General for Public Diplomacy, Mr. Jean-François Bureau, for the last time in his capac-
ity as Assistant Secretary General. On behalf of our association, the ATA, President Lamers 
presented the Assistant Secretary General with a gift and farewell letter from the ATA Bu-
reau, and thanked him for his invaluable service.  

Dr. Jamie Shea, Head of Policy Planning at the Private Office of the Secretary General, also 
made time to meet with the representatives of the ATA Council and engaged in a very 
lively discussion on NATOôs new Strategic Concept.  
 
The next day delegates were brought to SHAPE in Mons to be briefed and to discuss NATO 
operations with Lieutenant Colonel Günter Schellmann, Wing Commander Hakan Ja-
kobsson, and Mr. Rainer Sulzer.  
 
Again, the ATA would like to thank NATO PDD and SHAPE for hosting the Council meeting 
and making these discussions possible. 
  
In terms of multimedia, the ATA has recently launched its new website. It is much more 
interactive and will regularly provide information on upcoming events and articles from our 
member associations. Please send us all of your event information and articles that you 
would like to see published. The ATA Facebook fan page was also recently launched, act-
ing as a forum of public discussion for anyone within the ATA network. Within a month, 
the ATA fan page had already reached over 500 fans! 
  
Last but not least, the ATA Secretariat will be saying goodbye to our interns, Simona Kor-
dosova from Slovakia and Kyla Cham from Canada. We would like to thank them for all 
their hard work during the past few months and wish them all the best as they return to 
their respective countries. 
 
I encourage all associations to continue in their efforts to promote public support for NATO 
and to further the values set forth by the North Atlantic Treaty Organization as well as to 
work together to continue to educate and engage our youth.  
  
I look forward to seeing many of you again in the coming months.  
  
     Yours, 
 
 
      
     Troels Frøling 
     Secretary General of the ATA 
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       Institutes Meetings  
        with the ATA Bureau   
        Washington D.C., USA  
 

 
The ATA Bureau had the opportunity to attend a series of meetings with Washington -
based policy institutes and think tanks, before and after their Bureau meeting at the 

Atlantic Council of the United States in Washington D.C., from April 12th to 14 th, 2010. 
Mr. Bernardino Gomes, former ATA President, joined the Bureau as a guest for some of 

the meetings. 

On April 12th, the ATA Bureau was first in-
vited to meet with Dr. Karen Donfried, Ex-
ecutive Vice President, and Mr. David J. 
Kramer, Senior Transatlantic Fellow, of the 
German Marshall Fund of the United 
States  (GMF).  
 
First led by Dr. Donfried, the group dis-
cussed the disenchantment between the 
EU and the US, which intensified after the 
Copenhagen Summit. Europeans perceived 
Obamaôs refusal to participate in another 
EU-US summit as a snub although it was 
rather due to pragmatic and travel consid-
erations. The US, themselves, had been 
rather disappointed by the EU support in 
Afghanistan and their efforts in Iraq. Al-
though Obama and Bush differed in per-
sonality, in many areas, their policies were 
very much alike ï driven mainly by the USô 
internal agenda. It was for this reason that 
the Europeans seemed to have difficulty 
understanding the actions of the US ad-
ministration. 
 
In regards to the Strategic Concept, it was 
expressed that the process of writing the 
NSC was important because it would cre-
ate more unity and reassurance within the 
alliance. These considerations brought Dr. 
Donfried to discuss the GMFôs annual sur-
vey ñTransatlantic Trendsò, in which peo-
ple all over Europe and the US are asked 
to reply to a set of questions designed to 
evaluate the general tendencies in the dif-
ferent countries of the Alliance with regard 

to NATO and the transatlantic relationship.  
The question of reassurance for allied 
countries relates to the one of US approval 
in Central and Eastern Europe.  
 
One of the questions asked in the GMFôs 
questionnaire was: ñIs NATO essential?ò 
Countries like Slovakia that were so enthu-
siastic about joining NATO were not as 
supportive anymore. It seemed that in 
2009 the situation in Afghanistan and 
more specifically the person of the Afghan 
President Karzai and general corruption 
within the Afghan government caused a lot 
of disillusion amongst Europeans. How-
ever, it was decided that building a con-
sensus about the Afghan mission was es-
sential, and that President Obamaôs contin-
ued efforts to try to reassure those leaders 
of the importance of their concerns, and 
that they were being taken seriously, was 
crucial.  
 
The next discussion, led by Mr. Kramer, 
moved towards the reset of relations be-
tween the US and Russia. It was agreed 
upon that the process would take a lot of 
time and that a real reset was difficult to 
achieve. In the US-Russia relationship, 
Iran was the most important issue, and 
not necessarily Russiaôs relations with its 
neighbors ï something that is crucial to 
the EU. It was mentioned that regarding 
Iran, it would be difficult to reach a resolu-
tion in the UN Security Council because of 
Russia, China, and even Israel. 
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The domestic situation in Russia had been 
continually deteriorating. Medvedev had 
not been acting on countering corruption 
and the growing problem with murders 
and terrorist attacks. The concern was 
whether the US and/or the EU would re-
main quiet about that, so as to not upset 
the reset progress, which in turn would 
only create more problems in the long run.  
 
The two most difficult issues in the USô ne-
gotiations with Russia had been missile 
defence and information exchange. The 
US, however, needed to go ahead with 
their missile shield due to the growing Ira-
nian threat.  
 
In conclusion, all discussants agreed that 
the NATO-Russia relationship would re-
main stagnant as Moscow continued to be 
unwelcoming to new agreements, and that 
therefore the main goal was to prove that 
the alliance was united and active, and to 
offer reassurance to the allies in Eastern 
Europe, for both US and European secu-
rity.  
 
The Bureau was then invited for a meeting 
with the Atlantic Council of the United 
States (ACUS). The following ACUS par-
ticipants were in attendance: Mr. Fred 
Kempe, President and CEO; Dr. Frances 
Burwell, Vice-President and Director of the 
Transatlantic Relations Program and the 
Young Atlanticist Program; Ms. Nancy 
Walker, Director of the Michael S. Ansari 
Africa Center; Mr. Alexei Monsarrat, Direc-
tor of the Global Business and Economics 
Program; Mr. David Kirk, Associate Direc-
tor of the Young Atlanticist Program; Ms. 
Cynthia Romero, Assistant Director of the 
Transatlantic Relations Program; Mr. 
Nicholas Siegel, Research Assistant to the 
President and Assistant Director of the 
Transatlantic Relations Program; Mr. Jeff 
Lightfoot, Associate Director of the Inter-
national Security Program; Ms. Shikha 
Bhatinagar, Associate Director of the South 
Asia Center; and Mr. Ross Wilson, Director 
of the Dinu Patriciu Eurasia Center. 
 
 

Dr. Burwell explained that the ACUSô suc-
cess story could serve as an example for 
other ATA chapters, if it was adapted to 
the specificities of every country.  
 
Mr. Kempe then introduced the ñthree Iôsò: 
influence, impact, and income. Influence 
was needed on policy makers, which lead 
to impact on public opinion, which lead to 
income, which in turn allowed the organi-
zation to grow and have more influence, 
more impact, more income and so forth. 
New programs would also have to be cre-
ated regularly in order to help retrieve 
funding. This lead to a diversification of 
subjects besides transatlantic relations but 
by becoming a much stronger and influen-
tial organization the ACUS also became 
much stronger on NATO, as well as on 
business and economic relationships 
across the Atlantic. This was very impor-
tant in a very competitive marketplace 
where relevance is key to survival. 
 
The Directors and Associate Directors then 
took turns briefly explaining the different 
centers and programs of the ACUS, and 
what their current agendas were.  
 
A meeting at RAND Corporation  took 
place the next day on April 13 th with Senior 
Advisor and former ATA President, Amb. 
Robert E. Hunter, and Amb. James F. Dob-
bins, Director of the RAND National Secu-
rity Research Division and former US Am-
bassador to the EU.  
 
One of the main topics of discussion was 
US Foreign Policy and its major concerns ï 
Iran and the probability of a third world 
war were among those. President Obama 
did not want a war, but the sanctions put 
in place were very serious. The sanctions 
diminished Iranôs ability to project influ-
ence and power, and eliminated any eco-
nomic and military powers they had, but 
they could only work provided that there 
was a global consensus on them.  
 
As previously mentioned at the GMF meet-
ing, the signing of the nuclear treaty with 
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Russia was seen as very important in 
terms of resetting relations with Russia. 
This would be much needed for economic 
reasons, and was a way to improve 
Obamaôs reputation both domestically and 
internationally.  

The problem between the US and the EU 
according to discussants, was that most 
Europeans wanted the US to focus more 
on EU related issues such as the Balkans, 
cyber security, and energy, whereas the 
US were more focused on the Persian Gulf, 
Iraq and Afghanistan. The Europeans were 
naturally more focused on issues concern-
ing Europe, and that the Americansô con-
cerns were elsewhere. Détente had been 
exceptionally useful in Europe during the 
80s, but outside Europe, the Soviet Union 
had still had influence in Afghanistan, Mo-
zambique and South America. The US 
maintained their concern over Soviet influ-
ence, and the implicit bargain was that the 
US would help consolidate peace in Europe 
if Europe helped them stabilize their influ-
ence in the rest of the world. Although the 
European leaders understood this bargain, 
much of the European public opinion 
showed that they did not share this con-
cern. 
 
The discussion moved on to the subject of 
Afghanistan: When President Obama an-
nounced he was pulling out troops, it was 
only to ease domestic issues in a situation 
where the public opinion was much di-
vided. However, reconstruction efforts and 
the training of Afghan security forces were 

still needed and reductions would entirely 
depend on the actual improvement on the 
ground.  There was criticism towards Af-
ghan President Karzai and the fact that 
corruption still very much existed within 
the government and all layers of Afghan 
society, no matter how much the interna-
tional community pushed for a democratic 
system. But the improvements were ongo-
ing and Afghanistan had a functioning 
power, free media, and some elements of 
a civil society, and the main objective was 
that the country could remain stable so 
that violence and civil wars would be less 
likely to return.  
 
The second meeting on April 13th was 
held at the National Defense University 
(NDU) with Mr. Leo Michel, Senior Fellow, 
and Dr. Phillip Saunders, Acting Director of 
the Institute for National Strategic Studies. 
The topic of discussion revolved around US 
and EU challenges towards China and the 
increasing issue of cyber attacks. 
 
The topic was introduced with the descrip-
tion of the ideal China that both the US 
and the EU would like to see: one that is 
engaged in the world, playing a positive 
role in global governance, and that would 
come to share some of the same values 
and promote them.  
 
It was said that the US had more military 
challenges than Europe with China be-
cause of their security interests in Asia, 
and different points of concern were men-
tioned: Chinaôs nuclear capabilities and the 
difficulty of engaging in an arms control 
agreement with them had been a growing 
concern, as well as Chinaôs ability to jam 
US satellites in space and the resulting 
high costs to protect them.   
 
The cyber issue was also a significant con-
cern. Apparently, many cyber attacks origi-
nating in China had caused significant in-
trusion in US and European military and 
government systems.  An attack like the 
one in Estonia was very difficult to deter, 
and the real authors impossible to dis-

The ATA Bureau at the Department of States 
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cover. When asked about attacks from 
China, the Chinese authorities stated that 
they had been attacked themselves, 
which, with Chinese cyber security being 
very weak, and important activity from 
Taiwanese hackers getting inside their sys-
tems, might partly be true.  
 
Another important issue was Chinaôs politi-
cal situation, with regard to their commit-
ment to the one -party rule, their relations 
with Taiwan (autonomy vs. unification), 
and particularly with regard to human 
rights and the incurring business practices 
(notably in Africa), all of which gained 
more importance with Chinaôs emerging 
global presence as an economic player and 
political actor.   
 
Regarding the USô interest for Europe and 
the EUôs relevance for the US, some dis-
cussants stated that the many strategic 
and defense reviews being written in the 
US showed how much Americans thought 
about Europe, especially in fields like nu-
clear proliferation, cyber threats, and the 
High North. The US military was also put-
ting emphasis on a shift towards a com-
prehensive approach to link vertical de-
partments (defense department, develop-
ment aid, etc.) that have to deal with hori-
zontal challenges, which has support in 
Europe.  
 
The group also discussed nuclear arma-
ment, bringing up the point that nuclear 
weapons on European ground were very 
well protected and that the presence of 
these weapons provided reassurance to 
many countries in Europe. It was neces-
sary to have clear language on nuclear 
weapons in the new strategic concept, as 
missile defence and nuclear deterrence 
were very much related. 
 
The next meeting was held with Bruce 
Turner, Director of European Political and 
Security Affairs at the U.S. Department 
of State . The discussion mainly revolved 
around the structures of the EU and 
NATOôs New Strategic Concept.  

For NATOôs new strategic concept Article 5 
needed to be invigorated, by determining 
a broader explanation of what deterrence 
means, including political means, missile 
defense, conventional arms control and 
contingency planning, for example. How-
ever, on these particular topics, a lot 
would depend on how far the relationship 
and negotiations with Russia would go. In 
addition, NATO needed to cooperate better 
with other organizations such as the EU, 
OSCE and the UN, and that developing a 
comprehensive approach on crises (as 
learnt from Afghanistan) and a language 
that everyone could agree on regarding 
nuclear weapons was also very important. 
The US would like a document that would 
be a short one, or at least the one that 
would be presented to the public, one that 
would be able to appeal to the next gen-
eration, which had not grown up during 
the cold war. It would be seen as a public 
relations and confidence building exercise, 
and also as reaffirming the values for all 
allies. 
 
Some voices in the group said that Europe 
was no longer a major priority for the US, 
but that Asia was instead, because there 
was a lot of confidence in what Europe 
could manage on its own. However, there 
was interest in finding out how to best co-
operate to have a strong EU and a more 
holistic approach of the transatlantic rela-
tionship. NATO and the EU, as well as the 
governments in both organizations, 
needed to approach things with more con-
sistency.  

The Bureau with Bruce Turner at the State department  



It was stated that Russia was the main 
concern dividing the alliance and that the 
European Security Treaty and the NATO-
Russia Council treaty both aimed at limit-
ing NATO enlargement so as to prevent a 
perceived encroachment of the West on 
Russiaôs sphere of influence. However, the 
US was ready to engage with Russia on 
whatever progress it was possible to make, 
hoping that Russians would see that their 
greater interest lay in working together. 
The negotiation on a nuclear treaty was 
therefore an important step, and the US 
hoped that the reset of the relationship 
could spill over on other issues as well.  
 
The discussion then moved to the subject 
of the Mediterranean Dialogue, with the 
recognition that there had not been any 
success, mainly due to the members. It 
was mentioned that NATO was a demand-
driven organization and that NATOôs time 
and energy was mainly consumed by its 
operations, where partnerships did work 
well, as opposed to purely formal relation-
ships in which there was no clear sense of 
what to discuss.  
 
Lastly, the Af-Pak situation was briefly 
touched upon, mentioning the complexity 
of the relationship with Pakistan, due 
amongst others to their sensitivity to for-
eign meddling.  
 
The final meeting on the 13 th of April was 
at the Centre for American Progress  
with Senior Fellow, Lawrence Korb. Presi-
dent Obama was the topic of the discus-
sion, as Korb went into details regarding 
the U.S. administration. He touched on 
issues of nuclear weapons, Afghanistan, 
and some of Obamaôs policies. 
 
The group discussed that within the US 
itself, the economy had been better, and 
productivity as well as the stock market, 
had been increasing. Unemployment, how-
ever, was still a big problem, and the war 
in Afghanistan was also losing popularity. 
Many troops had been deployed, and the 
costs had been extremely high. This had 
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been a huge concern with the deficit being 
blamed on Obama after his healthcare bill 
was passed.  
 
Outside of the US, Obama wanted a new 
start with Russia on nuclear missiles. In 
order to get more cooperation on Iran, it 
was suggested that the key was to treat 
the Russians with respect and as if they 
still were a superpower. But with Russia, 
Iran, Israel, North Korea and China as car-
riers of weapons of mass destruction, it 
was important to prevent all overreactions, 
even with the growing concern of how to 
control these states. The meeting was con-
cluded with the point that a possible mili-
tary strike on Iran would not stop, but only 
delay their nuclear program. 

On April 14th, the Bureau met with Tobin 
Bradley, Director of NATO and European 
Affairs, at the National Security Coun-
cil .  
 
On the question of what the Afghanistan 
mission was: a war, something like a war, 
or a non-international armed conflict, dis-
cussants confirmed that it started with an 
attack on American soil on American citi-
zens, and that the war was based on 
NATOôs Article 5, but was now considered 
counter-insurgency. The military mission 
was successful, but there was obviously 
room for improvement between the civilian 
and training sides.  
 
Since 9/11, and after the Prague summit, 
NATO had become more credible, building 

The ATA Bureau with Tobin Bradley at the NSC 
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significance of NATO, and the problems 
NATO has had to deal with. 
 
The following points were important for 
the NSC: The values needed to be reaf-
firmed to strengthen the transatlantic rela-
tionship; the NSC needed to be compre-
hensible so that politicians were able to 
grasp it and take it to their publics; the 
nature of threats needed to be discussed 
and how NATO was important in address-
ing non-military threats; the question of 
where NATO will act in the future will have 
to be addresses, i.e. a shift to the South -
East; costs will have to be lowered and 
spending will have to be smarter; the rise 
of organizations other than states will have 
to be considered; the rise of partnerships 
like Australia and the rise of the EU will 
need to be acknowledged;  the develop-
ment of a comprehensive approach with a 
necessary civilian component will have to 
be stressed. 

The group discussed that compared to 5-
10 years ago, NATO had been finding resil-
ience in itself. With many soldiers being 
sent away for war, NATO had been strug-
gling with reassuring their member coun-
tries on why they needed to contribute, 
especially in Eastern Europe, where NATO 
had not been much of a presence any-
more. The challenge was to focus on what 
NATO does well and to show that to the 
public. It was the general sense that Af-
ghanistan had given the alliance new ex-
perience and lessons. It started as a 

up their capabilities and growing over 
time. That made it a lot easier for the US 
President to work with NATO. In regards 
to Afghanistan, many countries had started 
stepping in to do their part. All of the USô 
troops and force planners were under 
NATOôs command. However, there was still 
a lack of transparency within the mission, 
as some countries, for example Germany, 
implemented their own plans for the re-
gion they were in charge of.  
 
On whether a strong Mediterranean policy 
would be possible with the New Strategic 
Concept the American view was that the 
most important was that allies and part-
ners applied their military, political, diplo-
matic and economic power in the same 
direction all together. Partners were given 
the opportunity to enhance their and allied 
security by cooperating. It was suggested 
as well that future partnerships would be 
determined by which countries wanted to 
be involved in missions, rather than by 
simply having formal committees.  
 
When discussing Euro-Atlantic integration 
and the USô strong support of the Balkan 
countriesô integration process it was said 
that it was every countryôs responsibility to 
make their own decisions of what changes 
they needed and were willing and able to 
make. In terms of Georgia and Ukraine, 
Georgia had been making a lot of progress 
while Ukraine had not. Yanukovych and 
Saakashvili both needed to know that they 
had support and that they would receive 
help if they asked for it. It was made very 
clear that there was no such thing as a 
sphere of influence, neither for Russia, nor 
for the US, and that Russia could not op-
pose any countryôs free decision to inte-
grate into NATO.  
 
The Bureauôs final meeting during their 
time in Washington was with James 
OôBrian, Principal of the Albright Stone-
bridge Group . He listed some of the 
highlights on the experts groupôs recom-
mendations list for the New Strategic Con-
cept, and he discussed with the group the 

The ATA Bureau with James OôBrian at the Albright Group 
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                 ATA Council Meeting Delegates at SHAPE HQ in Mons, Belgium 
                                                                                   May 11th, 2010 

counter terrorism mission that then turned 
into a combat mission to which many 
members were ill prepared. But when the 
mission was better handled on a technical 
level the politics could follow.   
 
The NATO mission in the Balkans was a 
real success, with states that are able to 
assume their full responsibility and ready 
for Euro-Atlantic integration.  

The meeting was concluded with more 
suggestions from the group for topics that 
the new Strategic Concept needed to ad-
dress: enlargement policy; the importance 
of the public opinion for Afghanistan; and 
the importance of a community of values.  
 
The ATA thanks all institutions for meeting 
with the Bureau during their time in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

For more information on the Atlantic Treaty Association, membership and activities, 
please visit www.ata-sec.org, contact the Secretariat at info@ata-sec.org or  

become a fan on Facebook! 
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17 March 2010, Skopje  
 
Considering the strategic determination of the Republic of Macedonia for Euro-
Atlantic integration, the Euro -Atlantic Council of Macedonia (EACM) organized a 
round table, entitled: ñExperiences to Share: Countries of the Visegrad Group and the 
Euro-Atlantic Integration.ñ 
 
Speakers at the event were: 
-  Lazar Elenovski  
President of the Euro-Atlantic Council of Macedonia  
- H. E. Mr. Ferenc Kékesi,  
Ambassador of the Republic of Hungary to Republic of Macedonia 
-  H. E.  Mr. Jozef Braun,  
Ambassador of the Czech Republic to the Republic of Macedonia 
-  H. E. Mr. Dariusz Karol Bachura,   
Ambassador of the Republic of Poland to the Republic of Macedonia 
- Dr. Róbert Kirnág , Charg® dôAffaires 
Head of Mission of the Slovak Republic to the Republic of Macedonia 
 
Those in attendance were diplomatic representatives in the country: representatives 
of the Ministry of Defence, representatives of political parties, civil society, university 
professors and the media.  
 
A public debate of this type has great importance in sharing the experiences and ef-
fects of the Euro-Atlantic integration of the countries in Central Europe and provides 
an opportunity to share the lessons learned. Benefits of joining the Euro -Atlantic fam-
ily include political, democratic, economic and security benefits. 

Public debate with the Ambassadors of the 
Visegrad Group of Countries  

For more information on the Euro-Atlantic Council of Macedonia,  

please contact: info@atamacedonia.org. 

Speakers and attendees at the public debate 



                                                                                                                                 ATA Meeting with PM Berisha 
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The Atlantic Treaty Association expresses gratitude to PM Berisha for his support in the 
organization of its General Assembly meeting in Tirana in Autumn 2010. 
 
 In March of this year, Prime Minister Sali Berisha received the Secretary General of the 
Atlantic Treaty Association, Troels Frøling. Welcoming the guest, PM Berisha positively 
assessed the work and contribution of the Atlantic Treaty Association (ATA) about in-
forming the public and promoting the vision of peace, global security and values of 
freedom and democracy that the North Atlantic Alliance represents. 
  
The Secretary General of the Atlantic Treaty Association, Troels Frøling   cordially 
thanked PM Berisha for the warm hospitality and expressed special gratitude to PM 
Berisha for the support that the government of Albania is giving to organization of the 
56th General Assembly of the Atlantic Treaty Association in Tirana in Autumn 2010. 
Senior NATO officials are expected to take part in this rather important event, along 
with distinguished personalities from 42 NATO member and partner countries, which 
are part of the Atlantic Treaty Association. Top political personalities of the countries of 
the Western Balkans region will also be included. 
  
During this meeting, PM Berisha thanked Mr. Frøling for the support that the Atlantic 
Treaty Association has given for Albaniaôs membership in NATO.  

  
On his part, ATA Secretary General Frøling 
conveyed to PM Berisha the cordial greetings 
of Dr. Karl A. Lamers, member of the Ger-
man Parliament and President of the Atlantic 
Treaty Association. 
 

Premier Berisha receives the  
Secretary General of the ATA, Troels Frøling   

ATLANTIC COUNCIL OF ALBANIA  



Public lecture attendees 

Public Lectures on  
Albania and its  

role in NATO  
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On the first anniversary of Albaniaôs entry into NATO, the Atlantic Council of Albania 
implemented the project: ñPublic Lectures in Far Zones of Albania over NATO and Alba-
nia.ò 
 
This project, supported by the Albanian Ministry of Education and the Danish Ministry 
of Defense, was drafted to be implemented in the form of a group of public lectures to 
be held with university students and mainly with students in their final year of secon-
dary school. These students came from different Albanian cities and regions, such as 
Saranda, Delvina, Gjirokastra, Kolonja, Korça, Bilisht, Pogradec, Librazhd, Gramsh, Hi-
marë, Shkodër, Kukës, Tropojë, Burrel, and Rrëshen, etc. 
 
Based on the fundamental idea that security and NATO issues must be available for the 
Albanian public, particularly the youth, the project provided information for other differ-
ent and important topics. At the same time, the project collected information on what 
the young people were interested in.  
 
The public lectures included: the History of NATO; the role of NATO before and after 
the Cold War; Evolution and Enlargement of NATO; Albania and NATO; Todayôs role of 
NATO for international security; Military missions of NATO and the participation of Al-
bania; The view over international security at present time; Obligations of Albania as a 
NATO member country; Discussion on NATOôs new Strategic Concept; and the role of 
Albanian Youth Atlantic Council, etc. 
For the students and teachers, some books, for example ñNATO in Brief,ò NATO publi-
cations and NATO DVDs have been distributed. 
 
Among the speakers were: Dr. Arian Starova, President of ACA; Mr. Petrit Karabina, 
Vice-President of ACA; Mr. Kristaq Birbo, ACA Secretary Executive; Mrs. Orinda Maltezi, 
President of Albanian Youth Atlantic Council; and Mrs. Albana Veizaj, Diplomatic Office 
of the President of the Republic. 
 
Students debated about NATO issues and asked many questions about the role of the 
Atlantic Council of Albania, its missions, and the ongoing NATO-led missions. The stu-
dents and teachers suggested to the representatives of Atlantic Council of Albania to 
continue to hold this kind of public lecture in the future.  

__________ 
 

To learn more about the upcoming General Assembly in Tirana and the activities of the Atlantic 

Council of Albania, please visit www.atlantic-council-al.com. 
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The Atlantic Councilôs annual Spring Con-
ference was held on April 8, 2010 at Trinity 
College, at the University of Toronto. This 
yearôs topic was óMinimizing Conflict in the 
Race for Natural Resources: Securing Eco-
nomic Stability in the 21 st Centuryô, looking 
at different issues pertaining to energy se-
curity from geopolitical, economic and mili-
tary standpoints. Conference attendees 
were offered an in-depth look at many dif-
ferent aspects of resource scarcity from an 
impressive list of speakers from a wide 
range of industries and professional back-
grounds. The speakers provided thorough, 
informed and detailed discussions that 
sparked debate and dialogue on how en-
ergy security will impact both the public 
and private sectors and how NATO will de-
fine its role in dealing with the increasingly 
complex security issue. 

The conference was divided into three ses-
sions, following a welcome address and 
introduction from the Hon. Bill Graham, 
Chairman of The Atlantic Council of Can-

ada. The first session identified global re-
source needs and security issues, with 
panelist Mohamed Yahya, manager of the 
United Nations Interagency Framework 
Team for Resource Management Preven-
tive Action, presenting his view on the 
UNôs response to the challenges faced by 
resource-rich developing countries and its 
cooperation with other agencies such as 
the EU in dealing with resource-based con-
flict. Colonel Andrew Budd, Branch Chief of 
the Strategic Policy and Concepts Branch 
at the NATO Headquarters, offered a mili-
tary perspective to the issue, focusing on 
the threat of future conflict and the secu-
rity challenges arising from resource scar-
city and climate change. He discussed the 
threats posed by those with rich resources, 
using oil and gas as weapons of influence 
or as economic levers in international poli-
tics, and the need to reform the out -dated 
international organizations of today.  
 
The second session offered a closer look at 
energy for the next decade, looking at the 
impact of energy security on the private  

 

Minimizing Conflict in the Race for Natural  
Resources: Securing Economic Stability  

in the 21 st  Century  

ACC Vice-President, Col. (Retôd) John C. McKenna and  
Immediate Past President, Col. (Retôd) Brian S. MacDonald 

Attendees mingling 

Website: www.atlantic -council.ca, email: info@atlantic-council.ca 
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sector and from within the economic spec-
trum. The panelists were Dr. Maureen S. 
Crandall, Professor of Economics from the 
National Defence University, Washington 
D.C., Mr. Peter Gibson, Manager and Di-
rector of Portfolio Strategy and Quantita-
tive Research at CIBC and Dr. James A. 
Boutilier, Special Advisor and Commander 
of the Maritime Forces Pacific. The third 
session, looking at the importance of min-
erals, included Mr. Harry Skinner, Senior 
Researcher of the G8/G20 Group at the 
University of Toronto, Mr. Ian London, 
Market Development and Energy Advisor 
of Avalon Rare Metals and Mr. Bernard R. 
Wilson, Lead Director of Consolidated 
Thompson Iron Mines Limited. 

The Atlantic Council had the privilege of 
welcoming Rear-Admiral Paul A. Maddison, 
Commander of the Maritime Forces Atlan-
tic, who delivered a highly -informative key-
note address on the new challenges faced 
by Canadaôs Navy. The Spring Conference 
ended on a much more informal note, as  

attendees and participants mingled and 
continued discussions over cheese platters 
and wine at the conference reception. Eve-
ryone was also given the much-anticipated 
opportunity to meet and talk with the 
speakers, other Atlantic Council members 
and colleagues and Rear-Admiral Maddi-
son. The reception, an always much 
looked forward to part of the event, 
brought together people from varying 
backgrounds and professions to fulfill The 
Atlantic Councilôs aim of promoting aware-
ness and dialogue amongst the Canadian  
public on global security issues. Overall, it 
was not only an educational and informa-
tive event, but also one that provided a 
valuable opportunity to discuss one of the 
worldôs most pressing security concerns 
with highly -qualified and knowledgeable 
specialists and experts. 

 
Written by: Tanah Sullivan 

Annual Tribute Dinner:  
Honouring Canadian Hero and Peace Warrior 

Captain (Retired) Trevor Greene  
The Atlantic Council of Canadaôs (ACC) 
2010 Annual Tribute Dinner at Trinity Col-
lege, of the University of Toronto hon-
oured Captain (Retired) Trevor Greene on 
Tuesday, May 18th with the Exceptional 
Contribution to International Peace and 
Security Award.  Trevor Greene was pre-
sented the Annual Award for his distin-
guished international leadership primarily 
concerning his extraordinary work in Af-
ghanistan that helped to address pressing 
humanitarian challenges and worked to-
wards developing community capacity 
within the local population in support of 

the military mission.  Since 2007, the At-
lantic Council of Canada has brought to-
gether influential Canadian leaders to hon-

ACC Interns 

Head table 


