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Note to readers 

This Istanbul Summit Media Guide has been prepared as a quick
reference tool featuring key topics on NATO’s agenda.

For users to be able to absorb the information rapidly, each theme
starts with an explanation of the most salient issues relevant to the
subject. This is followed by an overview of decisions taken at
recent summit and ministerial meetings and a detailed chronology
tracing all the steps in the evolution of the issue at hand. For more
in-depth information, a carefully selected list of official documents
and background reading has been given through web links. This is
complemented, when appropriate, by additional facts and figures,
depending on the nature of the subject.

To provide the most updated information possible, the electronic ver-
sion of the media guide (www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm) has
been updated to reflect any changes there may have been since the
time of print, early May. In addition, for ease of access to further
sources of information, the web links given in the electronic version
of the press kit are clickable. 

Note: References made in this document to the former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia are marked with an asterisk (*) referring to
the following footnote: "Turkey recognises the Republic of
Macedonia with its constitutional name."

© NATO 2004

http://www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm
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ISTANBUL, 28-29 JUNE 2004

This event will be an opportunity to welcome the seven new mem-
bers to their first summit meeting. In particular, Heads of State
and Government will take decisions on: 

• Expanding NATO’s operation in Afghanistan in support
of the Bonn process; 

• Strengthening NATO's contribution to the fight against
terrorism, including WMD aspects; 

• Supporting stability in the Balkans, including through
the completion of SFOR and a new EU mission in
Bosnia, and through NATO’s continuing engagement in
Kosovo; 

• Delivering more capable, usable and responsive forces
in support of NATO's new missions; and 

• Strengthening cooperation with partners, especially in
and beyond the Euro-Atlantic area.

SUMMARY OF KEY DECISIONS AND INITIATIVES AT PREVIOUS

SUMMIT MEETINGS

Prague, 21-22 November 2002 
Invitation of Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania,
Slovakia and Slovenia to begin accession talks; Reaffirmation of
NATO’s Open Door Policy; Adoption of a series of measures to
improve mil i tary capabil i t ies (The Prague Capabil i t ies

    



Commitment, the NATO Response Force and the streamlining
of the military command structure); Adoption of a Military
Concept for Defence against Terrorism; Decision to support
NATO member countries in Afghanistan; Endorsement of a
package of initiatives to forge new relationships with partners.

Rome, 28 May 2002
NATO Allies and the Russian Federation create the NATO-
Russia Council, where they meet as equal partners, bringing a
new quality to NATO-Russia relations. The NATO-Russia
Council replaces the NATO-Russia Permanent Joint Council. 

Washington D.C., 23-24 April 1999
Commemoration of NATO's 50th Anniversary; Allies reiterate
their determination to put an end to the repressive actions by
President Milosevic against the local ethnic Albanian population
in Kosovo; The Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland partici-
pate in their first summit meeting; Adoption of the Membership
Action Plan; Publication of a revised Strategic Concept;
Enhancement of the European Security and Defence Identity
within NATO; Launch of the Defence Capabilities Initiative;
Strengthening of Partnership for Peace and the Euro-Atlantic
Partnership Council, as well as the Mediterranean Dialogue;
Launch of the Weapons of Mass Destruction Initiative. 

Madrid, 8-9 July 1997
Invitations to the Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland to begin
accession talks; Reaffirmation of NATO’s Open Door Policy;
Recognition of achievement and commitments represented by
the NATO-Russia Founding Act; Signature of the Charter on a
Distinctive Partnership between NATO and Ukraine; First meet-
ing of the Euro-Atlantic Partnership Council at summit level that
replaces the North Atlantic Cooperation Council; An enhanced
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Partnership for Peace; Updating of the 1991 Strategic Concept
and adoption of a new defence posture; Reform of the NATO
military command structure; Special Declaration on Bosnia and
Herzegovina.

Paris, 27 May 1997
Signing of the Founding Act on Mutual Relations, Cooperation
and Security between the Russian Federation and the North
Atlantic Treaty Organisation. The Founding Act states that NATO
and Russia are no longer adversaries and establishes the
NATO-Russia Permanent Joint Council.

Brussels, 10-11 January 1994
Launching of the Partnership for Peace (PfP) initiative; All North
Atlantic Cooperation Council partner countries and members of
the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE)
are invited to participate; Publication of the Partnership for
Peace Framework Document; Endorsement of the concept of
Combined Joint Task Forces (CJTFs) and other measures to
develop the European Security and Defence Identity;
Reaffirmation of Alliance readiness to carry out air strikes in
support of UN objectives in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Rome, 7-8 November 1991
Publication of the Alliance’s new Strategic Concept, of the
Rome Declaration on Peace and Cooperation and of statements
on developments in the Soviet Union and the situation in
Yugoslavia.

London, 5-6 July 1990
Publication of the London Declaration on a Transformed North
Atlantic Alliance, outlining proposals for developing cooperation
with the countries of Central and Eastern Europe across a wide

           



spectrum of political and military activities including the estab-
lishment of regular diplomatic liaison with NATO.

Brussels, 4 December 1989
Against the background of fundamental changes in Central and
Eastern Europe and the prospect of the end of the division of
Europe, US President Bush consults with Alliance leaders fol-
lowing his summit meeting with President Gorbachev in Malta.
While the NATO summit meeting is taking place, Warsaw Pact
leaders denounce the 1968 invasion of Czechoslovakia and
repudiate the Brejhnev Doctrine of limited sovereignty. 

Brussels, 29-30 May 1989
Declaration commemorating the 40th anniversary of the Alliance
setting out Alliance policies and security objectives for the
1990s aimed at maintaining Alliance defence, introducing new
arms control initiatives, strengthening political consultation,
improving East-West cooperation and meeting global chal-
lenges; Adoption of a comprehensive Concept of Arms Control
and Disarmament.

Brussels, 2-3 March 1988
Reaffirmation of the purpose and principles of the Alliance (ref-
erence to the Harmel Report on the Future Tasks of the Alliance
published in 1967) and of its objectives for East-West relations;
Adoption of a blue print for strengthening stability in the whole
of Europe through conventional arms control negotiations.

Brussels, 21 November 1985
Special meeting of the North Atlantic Council for consultations
with President Reagan on the positive outcome of the US-USSR
Geneva Summit on arms control and other areas of cooperation.
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Bonn, 10 June 1982
Accession of Spain; Adoption of the Bonn Declaration setting
out a six-point Programme for Peace in Freedom; Publication of
a statement of Alliance’s goals and policies on Arms Control and
Disarmament and a statement on Integrated NATO Defence.

Washington D.C., 30-31 May 1978
Review of interim results of long-term initiatives taken at the
1977 London Summit; Confirmation of the validity of the
Alliance’s complementary aims of maintaining security while
pursuing East-West détente; Adoption of 3 per cent target for
growth in defence expenditures.

London, 10-11 May 1977
Initiation of study on long-term trends in East-West relations and
of a long-term defence programme (LTDP) aimed at improving
the defensive capability of NATO member countries.

Brussels, 29-30 May 1975
Affirmation of the fundamental importance of the Alliance and of
Allied cohesion in the face of international economic pressures
following the 1974 oil crisis; Support for successful conclusion
of negotiations in the framework of the Conference on Security
and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) (to result in 1975, in the sign-
ing of the Helsinki Final Act).

Brussels, 26 June 1974
Signature of the Declaration on Atlantic Relations adopted by
NATO foreign ministers in Ottawa on 19 June, confirming the
dedication of member countries of the Alliance to the aims and
ideals of the Treaty on the 25th anniversary of its signature;
Consultations on East-West relations in preparation for US-
USSR summit talks on strategic nuclear arms limitations.

            



Paris, 16-19 December 1957
Reaffirmation of the principles, purposes and unity of the
Atlantic Alliance; Improvements in the coordination and organi-
sation of NATO forces and in political consultation arrange-
ments; Recognition of the need for closer economic ties and for
cooperation in the spirit of Article 2 of the Treaty, designed to
eliminate conflict in international policies and encourage eco-
nomic collaboration.
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KEY INFORMATION

NATO is currently running peacekeeping operations in Kosovo
and in Bosnia and Herzegovina. In parallel, both Serbia and
Montenegro and Bosnia and Herzegovina have asked to join
NATO’s Partnership for Peace programme. 

In addition, NATO also led a peacekeeping operation in the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia*, which is already a member of
Partnership for Peace. 

NATO IN KOSOVO

The recent upsurge in violence between ethnic Albanians and
Serbs has shown the importance of a continued military pres-
ence in the province of Kosovo. This presence is provided by a
NATO-led peacekeeping mission called the Kosovo Force or
KFOR. KFOR works alongside the UN Mission to Kosovo
(UNMIK) and other international and non-governmental agen-
cies to stabilise the province.

KFOR is deployed in accordance with UN Security Council
Resolution 1244 that calls for an effective international civil and
security presence in Kosovo. It establishes Kosovo as an entity
under interim international administration, while a solution is
sought for the future status of the province. It also requests the
UN Secretary-General to appoint a Special Representative to
oversee the implementation of the international civil presence,
and authorises member states and relevant international organ-
isations to establish the international security presence. 

      



NATO conducted a 78-day air campaign against the regime of
President  Slobodan Milosevic in 1999 to end the ethnic cleans-
ing of Kosovar Albanians. Tension started in 1989 when
Belgrade removed Kosovo’s autonomy, imposing direct control
over the province. It then started to oppress the Kosovar
Albanian population. In 1998, major violence erupted in Kosovo
with the actions of the Serb forces provoking flows of refugees
and internally displaced persons. 

NATO IN BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA

NATO has been running a peacekeeping operation in Bosnia
and Herzegovina since December 1995 in accordance with the
UN Security Council Resolution 1031. Discussions are currently
taking place for the termination of the NATO-led peacekeeping
force, the NATO-led Stabilisation Force or SFOR, and the hand
over of the mission to the European Union by end 2004.

SFOR succeeded the NATO-led Implementation Force or IFOR
at the end of 1996. IFOR was deployed in accordance with
UNSCR 1031, transferring responsibility for military operations
in Bosnia from UNPROFOR to NATO and mandating IFOR to
oversee the implementation of the military aspects of the
Dayton Peace Accord.

The Dayton Peace Accord establishes Bosnia and Herzegovina
as a single, democratic and multiethnic state with two entities:
the Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina and Republika
Srpska.

This peace agreement ended a four-year war in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, which started fol lowing the break up of
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Yugoslavia (Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, the Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia and Slovenia) at
the end of the Cold War.

NATO IN THE FORMER YUGOSLAV REPUBLIC OF

MACEDONIA*

On the request of the late President Boris Trajkovski, NATO con-
ducted three operations in this country:

• Operation Essential Harvest: This was a 30-day mission
which began on 27 August 2001 and finished on 26
September. Its aim was to disarm ethnic Albanian
insurgents on a voluntary basis. Approximately 3 500
NATO troops, with logistical support, were sent to the
country. The operation resulted in the collection of
nearly 4 000 weapons and several hundred thousand
more other items, including mines and explosives.

Violence broke out in the country when ethnic Albanian
extremists challenged government authorities to grant
the ethnic Albanian community more rights. NATO
adopted a double-track approach: it condemned the
attacks but urged the government to adopt constitu-
tional reforms to increase participation of ethnic
Albanians in society and politics. NATO's conditions for
deployment were that the political dialogue between
the various parties in the country had a "successful
outcome" and a cease-fire was respected.

• Operation Amber Fox: The mandate for this operation
was to help protect EU and OSCE monitors overseeing
implementation of the peace plan, signed on 13 August
2001. The operation started on 27 September 2001,

         



comprising some 700 NATO troops, together with 300
NATO troops that were already based in the country. It
was terminated on 15 December 2002.

• Operation Allied Harmony: This was a follow-on 
mission that started on 16 December 2002. Its aim was
two-fold: to provide support for the international moni-
tors and to assist the government in taking ownership
of security throughout the country. It was terminated
on 31 March 2003 and, on the same day, the EU took
over responsibility for the mission with Operation
Concordia, the first EU-led military mission. Concordia
has since been replaced by a police mission called
Proxima. 

NATO has maintained a headquarters in the country -
NATO Headquarters Skopje - to assist authorities in the
development of security sector reform and pursue the
integration of the country into Euro-Atlantic structures. 

RECENT SUMMIT AND MINISTERIAL DECISIONS

• 23-25 April 1999: NATO sets out the objectives of its
air campaign against the Serb regime; Launch of the
South East Europe Initiative, which aims to integrate
countries of the region into European and Euro-Atlantic
structures. Bosnia and Herzegovina is included from
the start. The Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (Serbia
and Montenegro) participates from the time President
Milosevic is overthrown, in October 2000.
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CHRONOLOGY

2004 23 March: First visit of Prime Minister Vojislav Kostunica
of Serbia and Montenegro to NATO HQ.
17 March: Upsurge of violence in Kosovo.
26 February: President Trajkovski is killed in an air crash. 

2003 15 December: Operation Concordia in the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia* is terminated and
replaced by an EU-led police mission called Proxima.
29 July: The EU and NATO agree a concerted approach to
the Western Balkans.
31 March: NATO terminates Operation Allied Harmony
and the EU takes over the responsibility for the mission
with Operation Concordia.
17 March: NATO decides to terminate Operation Allied
Harmony.

2002 16 December: Operation Allied Harmony commences, as
a follow-on force to Operation Amber Fox.
15 December: Operation Amber Fox is terminated.
14 March: The Belgrade Agreement is signed under the
mediation of the EU High Representative setting out the
basis of a new federal state - Serbia and Montenegro (for-
merly the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia).

2001 5 December: Deputy Prime Minister, Dr Nebojsa Covic,
states that the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia is consider-
ing membership of NATO's PfP programme.
16 November: Fifteen constitutional amendments con-
tained in the Ohrid Framework Agreement are passed by
the Parliament of the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia*.

                                         



27 September: On the request of President Trajkovski,
NATO launches Operation Amber Fox to provide addi-
tional protection for EU and OSCE monitors.
22 August: On the request of President Trajkovski, NATO
launches a 30-day mission - Operation Essential Harvest -
to collect and destroy all weapons voluntarily handed in by
the National Liberation Army and ethnic Albanian groups.
13 August: Signing of the Ohrid Framework Agreement
between the Skopje government and ethnic Albanian
insurgents, paving the way for the introduction of internal
reforms and the entry of NATO-led troops to collect the
insurgents' weapons.
5 July: A cease-fire is signed between the Skopje govern-
ment and ethnic Albanian insurgents.
28 June: President Milosevic is transferred to the
International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia in
The Hague.
20 June: President Trajkovski of the former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia* requests NATO assistance in view
of growing tensions between both parties. NATO declares
that it will help on the condition that hostilities cease and a
political dialogue is started that would lead to a peace plan.
10 January: First visit of a Serbian government official,
Foreign Minister Goran Svilanovic, to NATO HQ.

1999 20 June: Withdrawal of Serb forces from Kosovo com-
plete. 
12 June: First elements of KFOR enter Kosovo.
10 June: End of NATO's air campaign against Serb forces;
UNSCR 1244 is adopted, calling for an international civil
and security presence in Kosovo.
May: The European Union launches the Stability Pact for
South Eastern Europe.
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23-25 April: Launch of NATO’s South East Europe
Initiative at the Washington Summit.
24 March: Beginning of Operation Allied Force, NATO’s air
campaign to end ethnic cleansing in Kosovo.
20 March: The OSCE Verification Mission is obstructed by
Serbian forces and forced to withdraw. US diplomatic
efforts fail to persuade President Milosevic to stop attacks
on the Kosovar Albanians.
February: Negotiations in Rambouillet and later in Paris
(15-18 March) fail.
30 January: In support of the six-nation Contact Group,
NATO authorises the use of air strikes against Serb forces,
if required, and sends warnings to both sides of the con-
flict following further acts of violence.

1998 13 October: The deterioration of the situation in Kosovo leads
NATO to authorise activation orders for air strikes in support
of diplomatic efforts to persuade Belgrade to withdraw its
forces, cooperate in bringing an end to the violence and facil-
itate the return of refugees. The OSCE establishes an aerial
surveillance mission in support of UNSCR 1199 imposing
conditions for a cease-fire and leading to limitations on
Serbian and Kosovar-Albanian forces and operations.
June: SFOR's mandate expires, but NATO agrees to con-
tinue leading a similar force under the same name.
28 May: NATO foreign ministers agree that the Alliance
should seek to contribute to a peaceful solution of the
Kosovo crisis.

1997 10 July: First indicted war criminal arrested by SFOR in
Bosnia and Herzegovina.

                        



1996 20 December: SFOR replaces IFOR in Bosnia and
Herzegovina.
12 December: SFOR becomes the legal successor to
IFOR in accordance with UNSCR 1088.

1995 16 December: Beginning of the deployment of IFOR in
Bosnia and Herzegovina.
14 December: Signing in Paris of the General Framework
Agreement for Peace agreed in Dayton, Ohio,  ending the
Bosnian war.
October: Renewed attacks on UN forces and NATO air-
craft result in further air strikes.
September: Air strikes are discontinued.
31 August: Due to continued attacks by Bosnian Serb
forces on Sarajevo, NATO launches an air campaign
against Bosnian Serb military targets.
July: The UN designated Safe Areas of Srebrenica and
Zepa are overrun by Bosnian Serb forces.
May: 370 UN peacekeepers are taken hostage by Bosnian
Serb forces and used as human shields at potential tar-
gets in a bid to prevent further air strikes.

1994 February: On the request of the UN Secretary-General,
NATO authorises air strikes to end the strangulation of
Sarajevo. Four warplanes violating the no-fly zone are
shot down in what is NATO’s first military engagement and
further air strikes are conducted to protect UN forces.

1993 April: NATO aircraft begin Operation Deny Flight in sup-
port of UNSCR 816, establishing a no-fly zone over
Bosnia and Herzegovina.
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1992 December: NATO states that it is ready to support peace-
keeping operations under the authority of the United
Nations Security Council.
November: NATO and the Western European Union begin to
enforce the sanctions and embargo imposed by UNSCR 787
October: NATO AWACS aircraft begin monitoring opera-
tions in support of UNSCR 781 imposing a no-fly zone
over Bosnia and Herzegovina.
July: NATO begins monitoring operations in the Adriatic in
support of the UNSCR 713 and 757 imposing an arms
embargo and sanctions in the former Yugoslavia.
June: NATO foreign ministers announce their readiness to
support, on a case-by-case basis, peacekeeping activities
under the responsibility of the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe (subsequently renamed the
Organization on Security and Cooperation in Europe).
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OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS
AND BACKGROUND READING

Go to the electronic version of the press kit for clickable links
(www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm)

The General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, 14 December 1995
http://www.nato.int/ifor/gfa/gfa-home.htm

United Nations Security Council Resolutions and other docu-
ments relating to Bosnia and Herzegovina and to Kosovo
http://www.un.org/Depts/dpko/dpko/home.shtml

NATO statement on Kosovo at the Washington Summit, 
23-25 April 1999
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-062e.htm

The EU and NATO agree on a concerted approach to the
Western Balkans, 29 July 2003
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-089e.htm

About NATO in Kosovo
http://www.nato.int/kosovo/kosovo.htm

Operation Allied Force
http://www.nato.int/kosovo/all-frce.htm

KFOR web site
http://www.nato.int/kfor/welcome.html

IFOR web site 
http://www.nato.int/ifor/ifor.htm

                   

http://www.nato.int/ifor/ifor.htm
http://www.nato.int/kfor/welcome.html
http://www.nato.int/kosovo/all-frce.htm
http://www.nato.int/kosovo/kosovo.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-089e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-062e.htm
http://www.un.org/Depts/dpko/dpko/home.shtml
http://www.nato.int/ifor/gfa/gfa-home.htm
http://www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm


13

NATO IN THE BALKANS

SFOR web site 
http://www.nato.int/sfor/index.htm

About NATO in the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia* and
its three operations
http://www.nato.int/fyrom/home.htm

Background information on NATO's role in peacekeeping 
(pp107-135 of the NATO Handbook 2001)
http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf

About NATO's South East Europe Initiative. Web module 
containing background information, official documents and 
declarations on the subject
http://www.nato.int/seei/home.htm

          

http://www.nato.int/seei/home.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf 
http://www.nato.int/fyrom/home.htm
http://www.nato.int/sfor/index.htm
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A FEW FACTS AND FIGURES

• The six-nation Contact Group for Kosovo was com-
prised of France, Germany, Italy, Russia, the United
Kingdom and the United States.

• Force levels and structures within NATO’s operations
are reviewed by NATO’s Military Authorities every six
months. Changes are introduced to respond to the
evolution of the situation in the country concerned. The
figures below are valid as at 26 May 2004. 

1. KFOR WITH AN OVERALL STRENGTH OF

18 700 PERSONNEL

A. Contributing NATO countries (25)

Belgium Luxembourg
Bulgaria The Netherlands
Czech Republic Norway
Denmark Poland
Estonia Portugal
France Romania
Germany Slovakia
Greece Slovenia
Hungary Spain
Iceland Turkey
Italy United Kingdom
Latvia United States
Lithuania
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B. Contributing non-NATO countries (11)

Argentina Ireland
Armenia Morocco
Austria Sweden
Azerbaijan Switzerland
Finland Ukraine
Georgia

KFOR initially comprised 50 000 personnel provided by all 19
NATO member countries and 19 non-NATO countries under uni-
fied command and control. Early 2002, it comprised approxi-
mately 39 000 troops, and by spring 2002: 32 000. 

2. SFOR WITH AN OVERALL STRENGTH OF

7 800 PERSONNEL

A. Contributing NATO countries (20)

Bulgaria Norway
Canada Poland
Czech Republic Portugal
Denmark Romania
France Slovakia
Germany Slovenia
Greece Spain
Hungary Turkey
Italy United Kingdom
The Netherlands United States

      



B. Contributing non-NATO countries (7)

Albania Ireland
Argentina Morocco
Austria Sweden
Chile

SFOR originally comprised 31000 troops. By early 2001 they
had been reduced to 19000, and in spring 2002, the decision
was taken to reduce troops to 12000 by end 2002 and to
restructure SFOR.
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KEY INFORMATION

NATO is strongly committed to help establish the conditions in which
Afghanistan enjoys a representative government and self-sustaining
peace and security through its leadership of the International
Security Assistance Force (ISAF). It has committed itself to remain in
Afghanistan for as long as it takes to achieve these objectives, on
the basis of existing UN Security Council Resolutions, with the aim
of helping to lead Afghanistan out of nearly four decades of author-
itarian rule, foreign occupation and civil war.

INITIAL ISAF TASKS

ISAF's tasks are laid out in a Military Technical Agreement estab-
lished at the Bonn Conference. Its tasks include assisting the
Afghan Transitional Authority in the maintenance of security in
Kabul and its surrounding areas so that the Transitional Authority
and UN personnel can operate in a secure environment.

In more concrete terms, ISAF has been assisting, through its
presence, in creating a secure environment, developing Afghan
security structures, identifying reconstruction needs, as well as
training and building up future Afghan security forces. This has
involved helping to train the first units of the new Afghan
National Army and national police, rehabilitating schools and
medical facilities, restoring water supplies, providing agricultural
technical assistance and many other civil-military projects.

    



ISAF also operates parts of the Kabul International Airport (the
Kabul International Airport task force) and maintains an Air
Liaison Officers Cell. It has played a role in supporting the
removal of heavy weapons in Afghanistan to three cantonment
sites near Kabul and has supported the security arrangements
for the voter registration and national elections. 

Earlier in the year, ISAF assisted in providing security for a major
political event, the convening of a constitutional Loya Jirga 1, a
grand council specific to Afghanistan, which adopted a new
constitution. ISAF will also assist the Afghan authorities, within
its means and capabilities, with the holding of national elections
whether presidential or parliamentary, or a combination thereof.
To this end, ISAF has been working with the Afghan Transitional
Authority and its chair, President Karzai, as well as with the UN
Assistance Mission to Afghanistan (UNAMA), other international
organisations and non-governmental organisations operating in
the country. 

ORIGIN AND STRUCTURE OF ISAF

ISAF was created in accordance with the Bonn Conference,
December 2001, after the ouster of the repressive Taliban
regime. Afghan opposition leaders attending the conference
began the process of reconstructing their country, by setting up
a new government structure, namely the Afghan Transitional
Authority. The concept of a UN-mandated international force to
assist the newly established Afghan Transitional Authority was
also launched to create a secure environment in and around
Kabul and support the reconstruction of Afghanistan. 

1 Loya is the Pashtun term for "grand" and Jirga is a Persian/Mogholi word 
meaning "group".
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These agreements paved the way for the creation of a three-way
partnership between the Afghan Transitional Authority, the
United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan (UNAMA) and
ISAF.

ISAF is not a UN force, but is a coalition of the willing deployed
under the authority of the UN Security Council (four UNSC
Resolutions - 1386, 1413, 1444 and 1510 - relate to ISAF). Since
11 August 2003, it is supported and led by NATO, and financed
by the troop-contributing countries. 

ISAF is structured into four main components:

• ISAF Headquarters: commands the Kabul Multinational
Brigade and conducts operational tasks in its area of
responsibility. It liaises with and assists in the work of
UNAMA, the Afghan Transitional Authority, and govern-
mental and non-governmental organisations;

• the Kabul Multinational Brigade: ISAF's tactical head-
quarters, responsible for the planning and conduct of
patrolling and civil-military cooperation operations on a
day-to-day basis;

• the Kabul International Airport: ISAF assists the Afghan
Ministry of Civil Aviation and Tourism in the overall
operation of the airport;

• the Provincial Reconstruction Team (PRT) in Kunduz.

PRTS AND THE EXTENSION OF ISAF 

The UN has extended ISAF's mandate to cover the whole of
Afghanistan (UNSCR 1510). NATO is now operating beyond
Kabul in Kunduz, where it took over the Provincial

     



Reconstruction Team (PRT) led by Germany. It is currently con-
sidering the take-over of more PRTs across the country which
will operate separately but complement other PRTs under
Operation Enduring Freedom, the US-led counter-terrorist oper-
ation in Afghanistan. 

PRTs are small teams of civilian and military personnel working
in Afghanistan's provinces to provide security for aid workers
and help reconstruction work. They are key in supporting the
three pillars of the Bonn Agreement: security, reconstruction
and political stability.

In the longer term, consideration may be given to enhancing
unity of command between ISAF and Operation Enduring
Freedom. 
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CHRONOLOGY

2004 September: National elections expected to take place.
31 March-1 April: NATO Secretary General participates in
a donor's conference on Afghanistan in Berlin.
February: ISAF IV succeeded by ISAF V under the com-
mand of Lt. Gal. Hillier.
4 January: Adoption of a new constitution by the Loya
Jirga.

2003 31 December: NATO assumes command of the Kunduz
Provincial Reconstruction Team, previously led by
Germany.
19 December: NATO decides to expand the role of
ISAF IV.
19 November: Appointment of Mr Hikmet Cetin (Turkey)
to the position of NATO Senior Civilian Representative in
Afghanistan.
13 October: the UN Security Council adopts resolution
1510 authorising the expansion of ISAF's operations to
include operations anywhere in Afghanistan.
28 September: Meeting between NATO Secretary
General, Lord Robertson and the President of
Afghanistan, Hamid Karzai.
11 August: NATO takes over the command and coordina-
tion of ISAF. Lt. Gal. Gliemeroth commands ISAF IV.
5 July: First NATO troops set off for Kabul.
16 April: The North Atlantic Council agrees to expand
NATO's support to the international peacekeeping force in
Afghanistan.
February: ISAF III under the command of Germany and
the Netherlands, on the basis of UNSCR 1444.

                              



2002 27 November: The Supreme Headquarters Allied Powers
Europe (SHAPE) hosts a Force Generation conference for
ISAF.
17 October: NATO approves a request from Germany and
the Netherlands for NATO support in helping them to pre-
pare to take over command of ISAF early 2003.
20 June: ISAF II under the command of Turkey, on the
basis of UNSCR 1413. 
10-20 June: A national Loya Jirga takes place and gives
the Transitional Authority 18 months in which to hold a
second national Loya Jirga to adopt a constitution and 24
months in which to hold national elections.
13 June: Harmid Karzai is elected as Head of the Afghan
Transitional Authority; the UN issues a mandate for a
multinational force deployed in and around Kabul to help
stabilise the country and create the conditions for self-
sustaining peace.
4 January: ISAF tasks laid out in a Military Technical
Agreement.

2001 20 December: ISAF I established by UNSCR 1386 under
the command of the United Kingdom, with forces and
assets from 18 other countries.
5 December: Bonn Conference. 
7 October: Launch of US Operation Enduring Freedom.
September-October: Ouster of the repressive Taliban
regime by the US.
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OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS 
AND BACKGROUND READING

Go to the electronic version of the press kit for clickable links
(www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm)

Final Communiqué of NATO defence ministers, announcing the
decision to expand ISAF beyond Kabul (paragraph 5), Brussels,
1 December 2003
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-148e.htm

Announcement in the final communiqué of NATO foreign minis-
ters in Madrid, 3 June 2003, of NATO take-over of ISAF
(paragraph 3)
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-059e.htm

About NATO in Afghanistan
http://www.nato.int/issues/afghanistan/index.htm

Fact sheet on ISAF
http://www.nato.int/issues/afghanistan/factsheet.htm

NATO's ISAF mission online
http://www.afnorth.nato.int/ISAF

Frequently Asked Questions on ISAF
http://www.afnorth.nato.int/ISAF/Update/media_faq.htm

"The Road to Kabul". NATO Review article (Summer 2003) by
Diego Ruiz Palmer giving a detailed account on the role, func-
tioning and evolution of ISAF up to the NATO take-over
http://www.nato.int/docu/review/2003/issue2/english/art3_pr.html

                  

http://www.nato.int/docu/review/2003/issue2/english/art3_pr.html
http://www.afnorth.nato.int/ISAF/Update/media_faq.htm
http://www.afnorth.nato.int/ISAF
http://www.nato.int/issues/afghanistan/factsheet.htm
http://www.nato.int/issues/afghanistan/index.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-059e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-148e.htm
http://www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm


"Preparing for the Constitutional Loya Jirga". ISAF news piece
by Major Guy Turpin explaining the origins, functioning and role
of this council, 5 December 2003
http://www.afnorth.nato.int/ISAF/Update/getready.htm

Operation Enduring Freedom
http://www.army.mil/operations/oef/

     

http://www.army.mil/operations/oef/
http://www.afnorth.nato.int/ISAF/Update/getready.htm
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A FEW FACTS AND FIGURES

COMMANDERS

The overall command of ISAF comes under the Supreme Allied
Commander, Europe, General James Jones, who appoints the
commander of the ISAF Headquarters. The Kabul Multinational
Brigade (KMNB) is subordinated to the ISAF Headquarters and
is commanded by a separate commander. 

ISAF HEADQUARTERS

• Operational command for ISAF IV since 15 January
2004: General Gerhard W. Back (German Air Force),
Regional Commander-in-Chief Allied Forces North
Europe, Brunssum, the Netherlands

From 17 July 2003 to January 2004: General Sir Jack
Deverell (British Army), Regional Commander-in-Chief
Allied Forces North Europe, Brunssum, the Netherlands

• Commander of ISAF IV since 9 February 2004: 
Lt. General Rick Hillier (Canadian Army)

Commander of ISAF IV from 25 June 2003 to February
2004: Lieutenant-General Götz Gliemeroth (German
Army), Commander JCC (NATO’s Joint Command
Centre headquartered in Heidelberg, Germany)

• Deputy Commander of ISAF since 6 February 2004:
Major-General Wolfgang Korte (German Army)

Deputy Commander of ISAF IV from 25 June 2003 to
February 2004: Major-General Andrew Leslie (Canadian
Army) and Commander of Regular and Reserve Force
army brigade groups in Canada’s Land Forces Central
Area, based in Toronto. 

       



THE KABUL MULTINATIONAL BRIGADE (KMNB)

• Commander KMNB since February 2004: Brigadier-
General Jocelyn Lacroix (Canada)

COMKMNB from August 2003 to February 2004:
Brigadier-General Peter Devlin (Canada)

ISAF I: Led by the United Kingdom. Forces and assets from 18
other countries, including from 12 NATO member countries:
Belgium, the Czech Republic, Denmark, France, Germany,
Greece, Italy, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Spain and
Turkey. Five from NATO Partner countries: Austria, Bulgaria,
Finland, Romania and Sweden; and one non-European country:
New Zealand.

ISAF II: Led by Turkey. Participation from nine other NATO
member countries: the Czech Republic, Denmark, France,
Germany, Greece, Italy, the Netherlands, Norway and Spain; ten
NATO Partner countries: Albania, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria,
Finland, Ireland, Lithuania, Romania, Sweden and the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia*; and one non-European
country: New Zealand.
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ISAF III: Led by Germany, the Netherlands and Canada.
Participation from 11 other NATO member countries: Belgium,
the Czech Republic, Denmark, France, Greece, Hungary,
Iceland, Italy, Norway, Spain and Turkey; 14 NATO Partner coun-
tries: Albania, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Croatia, Estonia,
Finland, Ireland, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Sweden,
Switzerland and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia*;
and one non-European country: New Zealand.

ISAF IV: Led by NATO. Participation from 23 NATO member
countries: Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, the Czech Republic,
Denmark, Estonia, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland,
Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway,
Poland, Romania, Spain, Turkey, the United Kingdom and the
United States; eight NATO Partner countries: Albania,
Azerbaijan, Croatia, Finland, Ireland, Sweden, Switzerland and
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia*; and one non-
European country: New Zealand.

ISAF V figures, as at 26 May 2004 

       



ISAF WITH AN OVERALL STRENGTH OF 6300 PERSONNEL

A. Contributing NATO countries (25)

Belgium Lithuania
Bulgaria Luxembourg
Canada The Netherlands
Czech Republic Norway
Denmark Poland
Estonia Romania
France Slovakia
Germany Slovenia
Greece Spain
Hungary Turkey
Iceland United Kingdom
Italy United States
Latvia

B. Contributing non-NATO countries (10)

Albania Ireland
Austria New Zealand
Azerbaijan Sweden
Croatia Switzerland
Finland the former Yugoslav

Republic of
Macedonia*
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KEY INFORMATION

NATO does not have a direct role in the international stabilisation
force in Iraq. So far, it has been providing support to Poland, on
the explicit request of this country. It is supporting Polish troops,
which are leading a multinational division in Iraq's central
province, with force generation, secure communications, logis-
tics, movement coordination, intelligence and logistics expertise.

In addition to its support to Poland, NATO responded to a request
made by Turkey, in February 2003, for defensive assistance from
the Alliance in the event of a threat to its population or territory
resulting from armed conflict in neighbouring Iraq.

After intense debate within NATO, Operation Display Deterrence
was launched (20 February-30 April) under the overall command
of the Supreme Allied Commander Europe (SHAPE) and run by
NATO's regional headquarters Southern Europe (AFSOUTH).
NATO activated its integrated air defence system in Turkey, pro-
vided four AWACS aircraft, three Dutch ground-based air defence
PATRIOT batteries, as well as equipment and material for the pro-
tection from the effects of chemical and biological attack. NATO
was also prepared to augment Turkey's air defence assets if 
necessary. 

This initiative was originally part of a package of six measures pro-
posed by the United States in the event that the Alliance chose to
become more involved in the possible military campaign against
Iraq.

    



n

 

CHRONOLOGY

2003 3 September: Poland assumes command of the
Multinational Division (MND) Central South in Iraq.
30 June: SHAPE organises a Force Review conference to
finalise the plans for NATO support to Poland and its
planned role in Iraq.
3 June: NATO approves support for Poland in Iraq.
21 May: NATO agrees to provide support to Poland in its
planned role in the international stabilisation force in Iraq.
16 April: NATO agrees to conclude Operation Display
Deterrence, which is formally terminated by Commander-
in-Chief, Admiral Johnson, on 30 April.
March: The United States launch Operation Iraqi
Freedom, with the support of the United Kingdom.
20 February: Operation Display Deterrence, in Turkey, is
activated.
19 February: NATO's Defence Planning Committee
authorises the deployment of surveillance aircraft and
missile defences to Turkey.
16 February: NATO's Defence Planning Committee
decides that NATO military authorities should provide mil-
itary advice on the feasibility, implications and timelines of
defensive measures to assist Turkey.
10 February: Turkey formally invokes Article 4 of the North
Atlantic Treaty.

2002 21-22 November: NATO Heads of State and Government
pledge their full support for the efforts of the UN to ensure
full and immediate compliance by Iraq with UN Security
Council Resolution 1441.
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OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS 
AND BACKGROUND READING

Go to the electronic version of the press kit for clickable links
(www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm)

Press release giving details on NATO support to Poland, 
3 September 2003
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-093e.htm

Decision sheet of the Defence Planning Committee on support
to Turkey within the Framework of Article 4 of the Washington
Treaty, 16 February 2003
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p030216e.htm

Prague Summit statement on Iraq, 21 November 2002
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-133e.htm

Speeches by Jaap de Hoop Scheffer in which he mentions the
possibility of NATO taking on a greater role in Iraq
• At the National Defense University, Washington,

29 January 2004,
http://www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040129a.htm
• At the Diplomatic Academy Warsaw, 4 March 2004
http://www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040304a.htm

About NATO and Iraq. Issue page giving news items, official
documents and speeches on NATO's support to Poland and
Turkey
http://www.nato.int/issues/iraq/index.html

              

http://www.nato.int/issues/iraq/index.html
http://www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040304a.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040129a.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-133e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p030216e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-093e.htm
http://www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm


Operation Display Deterrence (20 February - 16 April 2003),
NATO's defensive assistance to Turkey. This module gives an
overview of support provided by NATO
http://www.nato.int/issues/turkey/index.html

AFSOUTH, Operation Display Deterrence
http://www.afsouth.nato.int/operations/NATOTurkey/DisplayDeterrence.htm

Consultations on measures to protect Turkey
http://www.nato.int/docu/update/2003/02-february/e0210a.htm

Operation Iraqi Freedom - The United States Army
http://www.army.mil/operations/oif/

             

http://www.army.mil/operations/oif
http://www.nato.int/docu/update/2003/02-february/e0210a.htm
http://www.afsouth.nato.int/operations/NATOTurkey/DisplayDeterrence.htm
http://www.nato.int/issues/turkey/index.html
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KEY INFORMATION

Since the invocation of Article 5 of the Washington Treaty on
12 September 2001, NATO member countries have continued to
show a strong determination to play their part in the fight against
terrorism following the attacks against the United States on 
11 September 2001. The Alliance has conducted a number of
operations and launched several initiatives to this effect.

NATO OPERATIONS

• Command of the International Security Assistance
Force (ISAF) in Afghanistan since August 2003,
directed by the Regional Headquarters Northern
Europe (AFNORTH) in Brunssum, the Netherlands.
Initially, NATO gave support to the United Kingdom,
Turkey, Germany and the Netherlands, who led ISAF
from January 2002 until August 2003.

• Launching of Operation Active Endeavour on 
6 October 2001 to conduct surveillance in the Eastern
Mediterranean. Elements of NATO's Standing Naval
Forces patrol the area, monitor merchant shipping, and
since March 2003, escort civilian shipping through the
Straits of Gibraltar and board suspicious vessels. Since
March 2004, its area of operations has been expanded
to the whole Mediterranean and the support of
EAPC/PfP partners and Mediterranean Dialogue coun-
tries and other selected countries enlisted. Further
changes are under consideration. The operation is

         



directed from Allied Naval Forces Southern Europe
(NAVSOUTH) in Naples, Italy.

• NATO peacekeeping forces in the Balkans are acting
against terrorist groups with links to the Al-Quaida net-
work regularly. They focus on the illegal movement of
people, arms and drugs, and work with regional
authorities on border security issues.

• Conduct of Eagle Assist from mid-October 2001 to
mid-May 2002. This operation consisted in protecting
the US homeland from further terrorist attacks with
NATO Airborne Warning and Control Systems (AWACS)
aircraft. 830 crew members from 13 NATO member
countries flew approximately 4 300 hours over 360
operational sorties.

• Assistance in the security operation for the upcoming
Olympic Games in Athens, Greece, on the request of
the host country.

On the request of the United States, NATO also provided initial
support for coalition operations against the Taliban and 
Al-Quaida in October 2001 and agreed on a package of eight
measures, which included:

1) greater intelligence-sharing;

2) assistance to states threatened as a result of their sup-
port for coalition efforts;

3) increased security for facilities of the US and other
Allies on their territory;

4) back-filling of selected Allied assets needed to support
anti-terrorist operations; 

5) blanket over-flight rights; 

6) access to ports and airfields; 

7) deployment of NATO naval forces to the eastern
Mediterranean; 
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8) deployment of Airborne Early Warning aircraft to patrol
US airspace.

THE PRAGUE PACKAGE

At the Prague Summit, 21-22 November 2002, NATO Heads of
State and Government adopted a Prague package to adapt
NATO to the challenge of terrorism. This package comprised:

• a new military concept for defence against terrorism.
This concept underlines the Alliance's readiness: to act
against terrorist attacks, or the threat of such attacks,
directed from abroad against the populations, territory,
infrastructure and forces of NATO member countries;
to provide assistance to national authorities in dealing
with the consequences of terrorist attacks; to support
operations by the EU or other international organisa-
tions or coalitions involving Allies; and to deploy forces
as and where required to carry out such missions.
These activities will be supported by measures to fur-
ther improve intelligence-sharing among Allies;

• the adoption of a Partnership Action Plan on Terrorism
(PAP-T) - in which NATO's Mediterranean Dialogue
partners can now also participate on a case-by-case
basis. The plan provides a framework for NATO-Partner
cooperation on terrorism, defining partnership roles as
well as instruments to fight terrorism and manage its
consequences;

• the adoption of measures in the field of weapons of
mass destruction: NATO has five concrete initiatives
underway: a deployable nuclear, biological and chemi-
cal (NBC) analytical laboratory; an NBC event response
team; a virtual centre of excellence for NBC weapons 

       



defence, providing electronic linkage of schools that do
work on NBC weapons; a NATO biological and chemi-
cal defence stockpile, which assesses what members
hold in the way of vaccines, chemical protection gear
etc; and a disease surveillance system;

• the protection of civilian populations: members and
partners are working together to improve civil pre-
paredness against and manage the consequences of
possible terrorist attacks with chemical, biological and
radiological agents;

• missile defence: see chapter on "Capabilities";

• cyber-defence: efforts are underway to improve the
protection against and otherwise prepare for a possible
disruption of NATO and national infrastructure assets,
including information and communication systems;

• cooperation with other international organisations:
NATO is eager to deepen its relations with the EU, the
UN, the OSCE, EUROCONTROL, the International Civil
Aviation Organisation and the International Air
Transport Association so that information is shared and
action taken more effectively in the common fight
against terrorism.

In addition, the creation of the NATO Response Force, the stream-
lining of the military command structure and the launching of the
Prague Capabilities Commitment (see chapter on "Capabilities")
introduce changes for NATO to be better prepared for new chal-
lenges, including terrorism.
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OTHER INITIATIVES

At their meeting on 2 April 2004, NATO foreign ministers
decided to prepare an enhanced package of measures
against terrorism in time for the Istanbul Summit. Among the
measures suggested are: improved intelligence sharing,
enhanced response to national requests for NATO support, fur-
ther developing Operation Active Endeavour, and reinforcing
cooperation with partner and Mediterranean Dialogue countries,
as well as with other international organisations.

Following 11 September, NATO created a temporary Terrorist
Threat Cell, which has become permanent since end 2003. It is
now called the Terrorist Threat Intelligence Unit and analyses
general terrorist threats, as well as those that are more specifi-
cally aimed at NATO.

In addition, the attacks on the US gave a significant boost to the
NATO-Russia relationship. Combating terrorism has been identi-
fied as a key priority by NATO and Russia. It was one of the main
drivers behind the creation of the NATO-Russia Council in May
2002 where the development of joint terrorist threat assessments
and the analysis of the proliferation of risks and possible counter-
measures have been identified as possible areas of cooperation.

The Conference on National Armaments Directors (the
CNAD - NATO's most senior armaments forum) and the
Armaments Community are making a strong contribution to the
improvement of the Alliance's defence posture against the
threat of terrorism and are considering this issue as a high pri-
ority. The CNAD is focusing  on the identification of equipment
and technology to assist in this effort. The Main Armaments
Groups pay particular attention to work in the following fields:

              



• Nuclear-Biological-Chemical (NBC) defence in support
of the wider issue of the defence against weapons of
mass destruction and their delivery means. Efficient
results have also been obtained with the creation of a
NBC Battalion which cooperates actively with its
European counterpart. Work is also ongoing on the
individual and collective protection of soldiers with
emerging technologies;

• protection of wide body aircraft against man-pads;
protection of rotary wings (helicopter rotary blades) for
aircraft from ground threats; protection of harbours and
vessels; improvised explosive devices (covers all types
of 'home-made' bombs); detection of mines;

• the Network-Centric/ Network Enabled Capability is
also a specific field for which efforts are being re-
inforced (Network-Centric describes the linking
together of information systems);

• in the field of intelligence sharing, work is being coordi-
nated with the Battlefield Information Collection and
Exploitation System (BICES) Agency.

All these activities are developed to reply to the military require-
ments and commitments of the Alliance. They receive support
from the Research and Technology Agency, which aims to find
long and short-term solutions in emerging technologies, and
from the industrial community which is looking for cooperative
and affordable projects.

Finally, the armaments projects or programmes are a valuable
contribution to defence against terrorism for both military and
civilian use. This aspect is perceived as a strong basis to re-
inforce NATO cooperation with the European Union.  

 



RECENT SUMMIT AND MINISTERIAL DECISIONS

• Brussels, 2 April 2004: NATO foreign ministers decide
to prepare for the Istanbul Summit an enhanced pack-
age of measures to fight terrorism

• Prague Summit, 21-22 November 2002: Adoption of
the Prague package 

• Meeting of foreign ministers in Reykjavik, 14-15 May
2002: NATO declares it will operate when and where
necessary to fight terrorism. 
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CHRONOLOGY

2004 5 April: Third high-level NATO-Russia conference on com-
bating terrorism, Norfolk, Virginia.
2 April: NATO foreign ministers decide to prepare an
enhanced package on terrorism in time for the Istanbul
Summit.
16 March: NATO decides to expand Operation Active
Endeavour to the whole Mediterranean and enlist the sup-
port of EAPC/PfP partners and Mediterranean Dialogue
countries and other selected countries. 
11 March: Violent terrorist attacks are perpetrated against
Spain.

2003 11 August: NATO takes command of ISAF in Afghanistan.

2002 9 December: Second high-level NATO-Russia conference
on combating terrorism, Moscow.
21-22 November: Prague Summit initiatives. 
17 October: NATO approves a request from Germany and
the Netherlands for NATO support in helping them to pre-
pare to take over command of the ISAF mission early
2003.
14-15 May: At Reykjavik, NATO foreign ministers decide
that the Alliance will conduct operations  when and where
necessary, as decided by the North Atlantic Council, to
fight terrorism. 
4 February: First high-level NATO-Russia conference on
combating terrorism, Rome.

2001 26 October: Launching of Operation Active Endeavour.
9 October: Launching of Eagle Assist.
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4 October: On the request of the US, NATO adopts eight
measures to expand options available in the campaign
against terrorism.
12 September: NATO invokes Article 5 for the first time in
its history; all NATO's Partners in the Euro-Atlantic
Partnership Council condemn the attacks.
11 September: The Al-Quaida terrorist network perpe-
trates large-scale attacks against the United States.

          



n

 

OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS 
AND BACKGROUND READING

Go to the electronic version of the press kit for clickable links
(www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm)

Declaration on terrorism by NATO foreign ministers, 2 April 2004
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2004/p04-057e.htm

NATO's military concept against terrorism, endorsed at the
Prague Summit on 21 November 2002
http://www.nato.int/ims/docu/terrorism.htm

Partnership Action Plan against terrorism, adopted at the Prague
Summit 
http://www.nato.int/docu/basictxt/b021122e.htm

NATO foreign ministers in Reykjavik declare that to fight terror-
ism, NATO will act whenever and wherever necessary
(paragraph 5), 14-15 May 2002
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-059e.htm

The eight measures adopted by NATO on the request of the
United States, 4 October 2001
http://www.nato.int/docu/speech/2001/s011004b.htm

About NATO and terrorism. Issue page giving access to key
documents on the subject
http://www.nato.int/terrorism/index.htm

A chronology of NATO's response to 11 September
http://www.nato.int/terrorism/chronology.htm

                

http://www.nato.int/terrorism/chronology.htm
http://www.nato.int/terrorism/index.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/speech/2001/s011004b.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-059e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/basictxt/b021122e.htm
http://www.nato.int/ims/docu/terrorism.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2004/p04-057e.htm
http://www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm
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About NATO in Afghanistan. Issue page containing key informa-
tion on the theme
http://www.nato.int/issues/afghanistan/index.htm

Video interview with Ted Whiteside, Head of NATO’s Weapons of
Mass Destruction (WMD) Centre, 22 May 2003
http://www.nato.int/multi/video/2003/v030522/v030522a.htm

      

http://www.nato.int/multi/video/2003/v030522/v030522a.htm
http://www.nato.int/issues/afghanistan/index.htm
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A FEW FACTS AND FIGURES

The figures below are valid as at 26 May 2004. 

ACTIVE ENDEAVOUR WITH AN OVERALL STRENGTH OF

2 700 PERSONNEL

A. Contributing NATO countries (11)

Denmark Portugal
Germany Spain
Greece Turkey
Italy United Kingdom
The Netherlands United States
Norway

B. Contributing non-NATO countries

None
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KEY INFORMATION

NATO is putting into place a series of measures to increase the
deployability and usability of its forces. It is aiming to do this
through the development of realistic output indicators so that it
can fulfil its present and future operational commitments and fight
new threats such as terrorism and the spread of weapons of mass
destruction.  

REVIEW OF NATO'S DEFENCE PLANNING PROCESS

In the run-up to the summit, work has been undertaken on
NATO's defence planning process to assist in the transforma-
tion of NATO's military capabilities. The Defence Review
Committee was assigned this task in June 2003 and announce-
ments are expected on a streamlined defence planning review
at the NATO Summit in Istanbul, as well as initiatives to improve
force generation/operational planning processes. 

The aim is to make the defence planning process more respon-
sive, efficient and coordinated, and to make sure it receives
even greater attention from political leaders. One of the issues
at stake is usability: members have to be able and willing to
deploy and sustain a certain percentage of their forces on
Alliance operations, which has not always been the case up to now. 

    



WHAT IS THE NATO DEFENCE PLANNING PROCESS?
Once NATO has defined the type of military forces it needs to
fulfil its missions, it must develop those forces. The NATO
defence planning process is used for this purpose: it serves as
an instrument to ensure that members generate the necessary
military forces and capabilities to fulfil NATO missions. Basically,
it translates Alliance political concepts and vision into practical
guidance for members as they prepare their defence pro-
grammes and budgets. 

The defence planning process is a long-term process that
includes several planning disciplines such as armaments, civil
emergency planning, consultation, command and control, logis-
tics, resource, nuclear and force planning. It has been used by
NATO over the years.

Ministerial Guidance on defence planning is given once every
two years by NATO defence ministers. It was last given in June
2003, when ministers approved a framework for defence plan-
ning up to 2010 and beyond. 

Ministerial Guidance establishes the Alliance level of ambition in
military terms and sets the goals for many of the planning disci-
plines. Subsequent elements of the process set specific require-
ments to member countries and assess their ability to meet the
assigned targets. In June 2003, it was emphasised that the
defence planning process "be flexible, responsive and more
focused on capabilities for the full range of Alliance missions.
It should take into account national planning cycles and also
consider the evolving NATO-EU relationship. The Allied
Command Transformation will play a major role in this review
and the subsequent work to develop capabilities".
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IMPLEMENTING THE PRAGUE CAPABILITIES PACKAGE

The Prague Summit, 21-22 November 2002, saw the launch of
three key military transformation initiatives that are essential in
adapting NATO's military capabilities. 

THE PRAGUE CAPABILITIES COMMITMENT (PCC)
Member countries have made firm political commitments to
improve capabilities in more than 400 specific areas, covering
the following eight fields:

• chemical, biological, radiological and nuclear defence;

• intelligence, surveillance and target acquisition;

• air-to-ground surveillance;

• command, control and communications;

• combat effectiveness, including precision-guided
munitions and suppression of enemy air defences;

• strategic air and sea lift;

• air-to-air refuelling;

• deployable combat support and combat service
support units.

Progress in each of the areas identified above is being reviewed
on a regular basis. The PCC is yielding tangible results, but it
takes years to develop and field military capabilities, and much
of the work under PCC remains to done. For multinational
projects such as strategic sea-lift, strategic airlift and air-to-air
refuelling, good intentions have yet to be matched by financial
commitments. 

      



THE NATO RESPONSE FORCE

Work continues on the development of the NATO Response
Force (NRF), which is a permanently available multinational joint
force at very high readiness, consisting of land, air and sea
components, as well as various specialist functions. With over
20 000 troops, it will be able to start to deploy after five days'
notice and sustain itself for operations during 30 days and more
if re-supplied.

It will undertake the following types of missions:
• act as a stand-alone force for Article 5 (collective

defence) or non-Article 5 crisis response operations
such as evacuation operations, disaster consequence
management (including chemical biological, radiologi-
cal and nuclear events), and support humanitarian
crisis situation and counter terrorism operations; 

• be the initial entry force facilitating the arrival of larger
follow-up forces;

• be used as a show of NATO determination and solidar-
ity to deter crises (quick response operations to sup-
port diplomacy as required).

The fully operational NRF can consist of up to a brigade-size land
component with forced entry capability, a naval task force com-
posed of one carrier battle group, an amphibious task group and
a surface action group, and an air component that will be capa-
ble of 200 combat sorties a day. Combat support and combat
service support capabilities will be integral parts of the NRF. 

The NRF will be tailored to a specific operation as required.
Contributions will be drawn from the entire NATO Force
Structure and from other forces contributed by NATO member
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countries. Support from Partner countries is not excluded as is
the case at present for existing NATO operations. 

The NRF rotational system functions as follows: After a six-
month training programme, the force is certified to the highest
standards, especially with regard to capability and interoper-
ability. It is then put "on-call" for six months. Once forces are
committed to an NRF rotation, they would only be withdrawn
under exceptional circumstances. The force is then replaced by
a new set of units who follow the same programme. 

Initial operational capability of the NRF will be reached by
October 2004 and full operational capability by October 2006.
The first rotations have been prototypes. The rotational scheme
is planned as follows:

• NRF 1: 15 October 2003 - end 2003 (Joint Force
Command, AFNORTH, in Brunssum, the Netherlands); 

• NRF 2: January 2004 - end June (AFNORTH);

• NRF 3: End June 2004 - end 2004 (Joint Force
Command, AFSOUTH, in Naples, Italy);

• NRF 4: January 2005 - mid July (AFSOUTH);

• NRF 5: 15 July - end 2005 (Joint Headquarters Lisbon,
Portugal);

• NRF 6: January 2006 - mid July (Joint Headquarters
Lisbon, Portugal). 

It is anticipated that command of future rotations will be shared
between these three headquarters, under the overall command
of the Supreme Allied Commander, Europe (SACEUR). However,
SACEUR will have a shared responsibility with the Supreme
Allied Commander for Transformation (SACT) since the NRF will
be a catalyst for continuing the on-going capabilities transfor-

   



mation process. SACEUR is responsible for operations and
holds strategic military command over the NRF. SACT develops
and plans future capabilities, applies emerging technologies
and adapts military doctrine and training, including for the NRF. 

THE MILITARY COMMAND STRUCTURE

NATO has streamlined its military command arrangements to
provide a leaner, more efficient, effective and deployable com-
mand structure. The restructuring, launched in 2002, was based
on the agreed minimum military requirements document for the
Alliance’s command arrangements. It has resulted in a signifi-
cant reduction in headquarters and Combined Air Operations
Centres. More importantly, it reflects a fundamental shift in
Alliance thinking.

Previously, the command structure was divided into two main
geographic areas with one strategic command covering Europe
and the other the North Atlantic area. These commands have
now been replaced by one operational command - the Allied
Command Operations (ACO) - and a functional command - the
Allied Command Transformation (ACT). The sole purpose of
ACT is to be the engine of military transformation of the Alliance.
Both commands are accountable to the Military Committee for
the overall direction and conduct of all Alliance military matters
and come under the political authority of the North Atlantic
Council, which is one of NATO's most important decision mak-
ing bodies.

It must be noted that NATO is gradually introducing these funda-
mental changes, which means that, if modified, commands have
to be "activated" before their new denominations become official
and the old ones defunct. In addition, further minor changes may
be made to the command structure in this transition phase.
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• The Allied Command Operations (ACO): It is responsible for
all Alliance operations and is based at the Supreme
Headquarters Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE), Mons, Belgium.
Its commander is the Supreme Allied Commander Europe
(SACEUR) who is dual-hatted as Commander, United States
European Command. SACEUR is responsible for different
levels of commands: the strategic level, the operational level
and the component or tactical level. 

• The operational level consists of:

– Two standing Joint Force Commands (JFCs):
Brunssum, the Netherlands, and Naples, Italy. They
can conduct operations from their static locations
or provide a land-based Combined Joint Task Force
(CJTF) headquarters1. 

– One standing Joint Headquarters (JHQ): Lisbon,
Portugal. A deployable sea-based CJTF HQ capability
can be drawn from this headquarters.

• The component or tactical level consists of six
Component Commands (CCs), which provide service-
specific - land, maritime, or air - expertise to the oper-
ational level. Although these component commands
are available for use in any operation, they are subordi-
nated to one of the Joint Force Commanders.

1 Combined Joint Task Forces equip NATO with multinational and multi-service
forces capable of conducting a wide range of military operations at short notice.
They provide the structures needed for the command and control of such
forces, facilitate the participation of non NATO countries in NATO-led opera-
tions, as is the case in Bosnia and Herzegovina and in Kosovo, and pave the
way for future European-led military operations.

         



– For JFC Brunssum, there is: an Air Component
Command at Ramstein, Germany; a Maritime
Component Command at Northwood in the United
Kingdom; and a Land Component Command at
Heidelberg, Germany. 

– For JFC Naples, there is: an Air Component
Command at Izmir, Turkey; a Maritime Component
Command in Naples, Italy; and a Land Component
Command in Madrid, Spain. 

In addition to these Component Commands, there are four
static Combined Air Operations Centres (CAOCs):

• Uedem, Germany; 

• Finderup, Denmark; 

• Poggio Renatico, Italy; 

• Larissa, Greece.

There are also two deployable CAOCs - in Uedem and Poggio
Renatico. As the deployable CAOCs need to exercise their
capability to mobilise and deploy, the current facility at Torrejon
Air Base in Spain is the primary site for training and exercising
that capability. A small NATO element is stationed at Torrejon to
support this mission.

SACEUR is also at the head of:
• The NATO Response Force; 

• The NATO Airborne Early Warning Force; 

• The five High Readiness Forces Corps Headquarters; 

• The Standing Naval Forces, Atlantic (STANAVFORLANT),
Mediterranean (STANAVFORMED), and Mine Counter
Measures (STANAVMCM);
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• The NATO Integrated Extended Air Defence System
(NATINEADS).

In addition, SACEUR has permanent Technical Arrangements
with the EUROCORPS and the High Readiness Forces
(Maritime) Headquarters, UK, Italy and Spain. The majority of
NATO formations are organised in the NATO Force Structure
and, in peacetime, remain under national control. 

• The Allied Command Transformation (ACT): It is responsible
for the transformation of Alliance military capabilities and is
co-located with the US Joint Forces Command Norfolk in
Norfolk, Virginia, USA. Its commander is the Supreme Allied
Commander Transformation (SACT), who is also dual-hatted
as the US Joint Forces Commander, responsible for the trans-
formation of US forces. ACT aims to enhance training, improve
capabilities, test and develop doctrines and conduct experi-
ments to assess new concepts. It also aims to facilitate the
dissemination and introduction of new concepts and promote
interoperability. 

In order to undertake these responsibilities, it has identified five
main transformation "processes": 

1) Strategic Policy, Concepts, and Requirements;

2) Capability Planning and Implementation; 

3) Joint and Combined Concept Development,
Experimentation, Assessment and Doctrine;

4) Future Capabilities Research and Technology, and 

5) Training and Education. 

     



There is an ACT Staff Element in Belgium primarily for resource
and defence planning issues. ACT includes the Joint Warfare
Centre in Norway, a new Joint Force Training Centre in Poland
and the Joint Analysis and Lessons Learned Centre in Portugal. It
also supervises the Undersea Research Centre in La Spezia, Italy.

There are direct linkages between ACT, Alliance schools and
NATO agencies, as well as the US Joint Forces Command. A
NATO Maritime Interdiction Operational Training Centre in
Greece, associated with ACT, is also envisaged. In addition, a
number of nationally - or multinationally - sponsored Centres of
Excellence focused on transformation in specific military fields
support the command.

ALLIED GROUND SURVEILLANCE

A key element of the Alliance's transformation, and an essential,
enabling capability for the NATO Response Force (NRF) is the
ongoing, multinational, co-operative effort to develop and
acquire an airborne, stand-off ground surveillance system for
the Alliance. The programme to achieve this is better known by
its short title AGS. The NATO-owned and operated core AGS
capability will be supplemented by interoperable national
assets, forming a system of systems.

The need for an airborne system that can detect and track vehi-
cles - such as tanks, trucks or helicopters, moving on or near
the ground has been recognised for over 20 years. The first Gulf
War brought the utility of such a capability, combined with the
ability to take high resolution radar pictures day or night in all
types of weather, to the fore. In 1992, the NATO Military
Committee confirmed the requirement for an AGS capability
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and the next year the North Atlantic Council tasked its senior
armaments forum - the Conference of National Armament
Directors, to explore all possibilities for a co-operative Alliance
approach to an affordable and effective AGS capability.

Over the past ten years, there have been many attempts to
identify an approach to develop and acquire that capability, but
none garnered sufficient support from a sufficient number of
nations, to be realised.

A number of national airborne ground surveillance systems have
been, or are being fielded, including the United States' Joint
Surveillance Target Attack Radar System (JSTARS), the United
Kingdom's Airborne Stand-off Radar (ASTOR) system, the
French HORIZON and Italian CRESO helicopter systems. The
interoperability of these national systems has been enhanced by
the efforts of the Coalition Aerial Surveillance and
Reconnaissance (CAESAR) project. This seven state effort has
developed common tactics, techniques and procedures for air-
borne ground surveillance systems. Building on the CAESAR
project's success, the same seven countries, to be joined by
other Allies, will launch the Multi-sensor Aerospace-ground
Joint Interoperable ISR Coalition (MAJIIC) to address the fusion
of data from a wide range of Intelligence, Surveillance and
Reconnaissance (ISR) sensors.

Two industrial consortia (Transatlantic Industrial Proposed
Solution – TIPS with EADS, Galileo Avionica, General Dynamics
Canada, Indra, Northrop Grumman and Thales; and the Co-
operative Transatlantic AGS Solution - CTAS, with Raytheon,
Alenia-Marconi Systems and Siemens) offered proposals which
employ manned, or a mixture of manned and unmanned plat-
forms, to meet the agreed NATO requirement for AGS. Definition

                   



studies outlining the operational, technical, cost and schedule
details of their proposals have been provided by each consor-
tium. These have been evaluated and countries in the AGS
Steering Committee have chosen to sign a contract with TIPS
by Spring 2005. 

At Istanbul, commitments are expected from nations to fund a
two year design and development effort leading to the acquisi-
tion of an AGS system with the goal of achieving an initial oper-
ational capability by 2010.

WEAPONS OF MASS DESTRUCTION

The scale and atrocity of the 11 September 2001 attacks have
reinforced efforts to improve the protection of civilian popula-
tions and deployed forces from weapons of mass destruction
(WMD) attacks. 

NATO has been focusing on a series of initiatives to counter
nuclear, biological and chemical (NBC) attacks. One of the pro-
posed initiatives nearing fruition is the establishment of a mobile
laboratory system for use by a deployed NATO Response Force
commander. A NATO Staff Target for a multinational Stand-Off
Detection programme is also being envisaged that would iden-
tify and warn what chemical and biological agent was being
used in an attack. 

Work is continuing on the NATO multinational Chemical,
Biological, Radiological, Nuclear (CBRN) defence battalion,
which achieved its initial operational capability in December
2003 and will be fully operational from July 2004 onwards. 
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This multinational battalion is designed to respond to and man-
age the consequences of the use of weapons of mass destruc-
tion both inside and beyond NATO's area of responsibility.
Under normal circumstance, it will operate within the NATO
Response Force and will therefore follow a six-month rotation
cycle. It may also be committed to other tasks. Currently, over
ten member countries contribute forces to the battalion under
the leadership of the Czech Republic. Other rotations will follow
under the leadership of other member countries. 

NATO is also continuing its policy of support for arms control,
disarmament and non-proliferation to pursue its security objec-
tives, including preventing the spread and use of WMD and their
means of delivery. It has stated on numerous occasions its com-
mitment to existing international arms control and disarmament
accords and multilateral non-proliferation and export control
regimes. In particular, it is committed to the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and supports the aims of the
Proliferation Security Initiative. 

MISSILE DEFENCE

NATO's air defence system comprises a fleet of 17 Airborne
Warning and Control System (AWACS) aircraft (and three
trainer/cargo aircraft used for pilot instruction and cargo and
passenger transport). NATO is considering an extension of this
air defence system with an Alliance Theatre Missile Defence
(TMD) system.

The TMD system would be deployable and used to protect
NATO troops on the ground or a threatened territory or region
against shorter and medium-range ballistic and cruise missiles,

     



and even against aircraft, UAVs and other unexpected threats.
It would consist of a multi-layered system of low and high-
altitude defences, including battle management command and
control, early warning radar, various interceptors, etc. 

In May 2001, NATO launched two feasibility study contracts for
a future Alliance TMD system. The studies were conducted by
teams led by Lockheed-Martin Missiles and Fire Control, and
Science Applications International Cooperation (SAIC). NATO
has combined the technical options put forward by the two
studies and is in the process of taking a decision this year on
whether the Alliance will acquire such a weapons system. 

NATO's Consultation, Command and Communications Agency
in The Hague oversees the TMD programme, which could
become NATO's largest cooperative project.

In addition to ongoing work on Active Layered Theatre Ballistic
Missile Defence (TMD), at the 2002 Prague Summit, Heads of
State and Government initiated a new NATO Missile Defence
feasibility study to examine options for protecting Alliance terri-
tory, forces and population centres against the full range of mis-
sile threats. This new MD Feasibility Study is under contract
since December 2003, with an expected duration of 18 months,
and will address critical issues such as command and control
architecture, and the optimum mix of planned and existing sys-
tems and capabilities.
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RECENT SUMMIT AND MINISTERIAL DECISIONS

• Prague Summit, 21-22 November 2002: NATO adopts
a three-pronged approach to improving its defence
capabilities - launching of the Prague Capabilities
Commitment, creation of the NATO Response Force
and streamlining of the military command structure. It
also adopts a Military Concept for Defence against
Terrorism and initiates a new MD Feasibility Study

• Meeting of foreign ministers in Reykjavik, 14-15 May
2002: NATO states it will operate "when and where
necessary" to fight terrorism

• Washington Summit, 23-25 April 1999: Adoption of the
Defence Capabilities Initiative and launch of the
Weapons of Mass Destruction Initiative.

    



n

 

CHRONOLOGY

2004 16 April: NATO decides to sign a contract with the
Transatlantic Industrial Proposed Solution by Spring 2005
to develop an Alliance Ground Surveillance core.

2003 1 December: NATO defence ministers issue a statement
on capabilities; establishment of the NATO multinational
Chemical, Biological, Radiological, and Nuclear Defence
Battalion. 
15 October: Launching of the first NATO Response Force
prototype.
9 October: Informal meeting of NATO defence ministers in
Colorado Springs dedicated to transformation, usability
and operations.
11 August: NATO takes over the command of ISAF.
12-13 June: Adoption of latest Ministerial Guidance on
NATO's Defence Planning Process; Defence Review
Committee tasked to review the process.

2002 21-22 November: Launching of the Prague capabilities
package.

1999 23-25 April: NATO adopts the Defence Capabilities
Initiative and launches the Weapons of Mass Destruction
Initiative.

1997 8-9 July: Updating of the Alliance's 1991 Strategic
Concept at the Madrid Summit.

1991 7-8 November: Publication of the Alliance's new Strategic
Concept at the Rome Summit.
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OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS 
AND BACKGROUND READING

Go to the electronic version of the press kit for clickable links
(www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm)

Statement on capabilities issued by NATO defence ministers on

1 December 2003

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-149e.htm

Final communiqué of the Defence Planning Committee and the

Nuclear Planning Group held in Brussels on 1 December 2003,

reviewing progress on capabilities 

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-147e.htm

Final communiqué of the Defence Planning Committee and the

Nuclear Planning Group held in Brussels on 12 June 2003, giving

general information on capabilities

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-064e.htm

Final Communiqué at the Prague Summit, comprising text on the

Prague Capabilities Commitment, the NATO Response Force and

the streamlining of the command structure (paragraph 4)

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-127e.htm

Statement on capabilities by NATO defence ministers, 6 June 2002

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-074e.htm

NATO foreign ministers in Reykjavik declare that to fight terrorism,

NATO will act whenever and wherever necessary (paragraph 5),

14-15 May 2002

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-059e.htm

              

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-059e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-074e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-127e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-064e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-147e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-149e.htm
http://www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm


Statement on the Defence Capabilities Initiative by NATO Heads of

State and Government, 25 April 1999

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99s069e.htm

NATO's Strategic Concept, 24 April 1999

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-065e.htm

The NATO Response Force

http://www.nato.int/issues/nrf/index.html

About the new military command structure

http://www.nato.int/issues/military_structure/command/index-e.htm

About NATO's Multinational CBRN Defence Battalion

http://www.nato.int/shape/issues/cbrndb/index.htm

Background information on the Defence Capabilities Initiative

(pp. 50-53 of the NATO Handbook 2001)

http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf

Background information on the Conference of National Armaments

Directors and armaments cooperation (pp 181-182 of the NATO

Handbook 2001)

http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf

NATO and Iraq

http://www.nato.int/issues/iraq/index.htm

                

http://www.nato.int/issues/iraq/index.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf
http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf
http://www.nato.int/shape/issues/cbrndb/index.htm
http://www.nato.int/issues/military_structure/command/index-e.htm
http://www.nato.int/issues/nrf/index.html
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-065e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99s069e.htm
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A FEW FACTS AND FIGURES

NAMES OF NATO COMMANDERS AND HEADQUARTERS

Please note that with the changes being introduced to the com-
mands, the names of the commanders are not always available.
In addition, further minor changes many be made to the com-
mand structure. The following tables were last updated early
May 2004.
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KEY INFORMATION

NATO and the EU share common strategic interests. In a spirit of
complementarity, both organisations consult and work together to
prevent and resolve crises and armed conflicts. 

The decision to cooperate on security issues goes back to
24 January 2001 when the NATO Secretary General and the EU
Presidency exchanged letters defining the scope of cooperation
and the modalities of consultation between the two organisations.
Cooperation has accelerated ever since, in particular with:

• the signing of the landmark "NATO-EU Declaration on
ESDP" (European Security and Defence Policy), which
paved the way for the "Berlin Plus" arrangements;

• the adoption of the "Berlin Plus" arrangements, which
form the basis for practical work in crisis management
between the two organisations.

The "NATO-EU Declaration on ESDP", agreed on 16 December
2002, not only reaffirmed the EU assured access to NATO’s plan-
ning capabilities for its own military operations, but also reiterated
the following political principles of the strategic partnership: 

• effective mutual consultation;

• equality and due regard for the decision-making
autonomy of the EU and NATO;

• respect for the interests of the EU and NATO members
states;

• respect for the principles of the Charter of the United
Nations;

    



• coherent, transparent and mutually reinforcing develop-
ment of the military capability requirements common to
the two organisations. 

Following the political decision of December 2002, the "Berlin
Plus" arrangements, adopted on 17 March 2003, provide the
basis for NATO-EU cooperation in crisis management by allowing
EU access to NATO's collective assets and capabilities for EU-led
operations. In effect, they allow the Alliance to support EU-led
operations in which NATO as a whole is not engaged. They con-
sist of the following major elements:

• a NATO-EU Security Agreement (covers the exchange
of classified information under reciprocal security pro-
tection rules);

• assured EU access to NATO's planning capabilities for
actual use in the military planning of EU-led crisis man-
agement operations;

• availability of NATO capabilities and common assets,
such as communication units and headquarters for EU-
led crisis management operations; 

• procedures for release, monitoring, return and recall of
NATO assets and capabilities; 

• Terms of Reference for NATO’s Deputy SACEUR - who
in principle will be the operation commander of an EU-
led operation under the "Berlin Plus" arrangements
(and who is always a European) - and European
Command Options for NATO; 

• NATO-EU consultation arrangements in the context of
an EU-led crisis management operation making use of
NATO assets and capabilities; 
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• incorporation within NATO's long-established defence
planning system, of the military needs and capabilities
that may be required for EU-led military operations,
thereby ensuring the availability of well-equipped forces
trained for either NATO-led or EU-led operations. 

WORKING TOGETHER IN THE FIELD UNDER "BERLIN PLUS"
ARRANGEMENTS

On 31 March 2003, the EU-led Operation Concordia took over
the responsibilities of the NATO-led mission, Operation Allied
Harmony, in the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia*.
Concordia was terminated on 15 December 2003 and replaced
by Proxima, an EU-led police mission.

In line with the "Berlin-Plus" arrangements, NATO’s Deputy
Supreme Allied Commander Europe (DSACEUR) was appointed
as Operation Commander of this first ever EU-led military
peacekeeping mission. 

NATO supported the EU on strategic, operational and tactical
planning. An EU-Operation Headquarters (OHQ) was set-up at
NATO’s Supreme Headquarters Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE)
in Mons, Belgium, to assist the Operation Commander. In addi-
tion, an ‘EU Command Element’ (EUCE) was established at
AFSOUTH in Naples, Italy (which is the NATO Joint Force com-
mand for Balkan operations). The Chief of Staff of AFSOUTH
also became Chief of Staff of the new EU Command Element,
assisted by an EU Director for Operations. 

These dual NATO-EU posts guaranteed the linkage between the
EU’s and NATO’s operational chain of command during

              



Concordia. This mission was the first in which NATO assets had
been made available to the EU. 

A few months later, in July 2003, the EU and NATO published a
"Concerted Approach for the Western Balkans", which outlines
core areas of cooperation and emphasises the common vision
and determination both organisations share to bring stability to
the region.

The EU is also willing to lead a military operation under "Berlin Plus"
arrangements in Bosnia and Herzegovina following the termination
of SFOR. This transition to a new EU mission would not, however,
be a sign of NATO's disengagement from Bosnia. A new NATO
Military Liaison and Advisory Mission (NATO HQ Sarajevo) will com-
plement the new EU mission with specific NATO competencies,
such as assistance with defence reform and for the country's poten-
tial future Partnership for Peace membership.

OTHER AREAS OF COOPERATION

EU and NATO foreign ministers have reaffirmed their willingness
to develop closer cooperation to combat terrorism and the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. The institu-
tions have already exchanged information on their activities in
the field of protection of civilian populations against chemical,
biological, radiological and nuclear attacks. NATO and the EU
also consult on other issues of common interest, such as the
situation in Moldova and Afghanistan.

Concerted planning of capabilities development and mutual
reinforcement between NATO’s Prague Capability Commitment
(PCC) and the EU’s European Capabilities Action Plan (ECAP)
have also become part of the NATO-EU agenda. 
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The EU’s earlier ECAP comprised a catalogue of forces and
capabilities for the EU Headline Goal (to be able to deploy up to
60000 troops by the end of 2003 for humanitarian and rescue
missions, as well as peacekeeping and peacemaking). NATO
experts provided military and technical advice starting from the
preparations to the implementation of the ECAP. NATO and EU
capabilities planning and mutual reinforcement between the
Prague Capability Commitment (PCC) and the ECAP are being
addressed in the NATO-EU Capability Group, established in
May 2003.

Since then, the EU announced the creation of a new concept in
February 2004, which would lead to the launching of rapid reac-
tion units composed of joint battle groups. According to the
"Headline Goal 2010", these units would be completely devel-
oped by 2007. 

The "Headline Goal 2010", approved by the Council in May
2004, also envisages the creation of an EU Defence Agency that
would focus on the development of defence capabilities,
research, acquisition and armaments. In effect, the "Headline
Goal" aims to translate the European Security Strategy into con-
crete military objectives in order to fulfil the EU's capability
development in the long-term. 

PRACTICAL WORKING ARRANGEMENTS

NATO and EU officials meet on a regular basis at different levels:
• at foreign ministers' level twice a year; 

• at ambassadors' level (the North Atlantic Council with
the EU’s Political and Security Committee) a minimum
of three times per semester;

• at the level of the Military Committee twice every
semester;

       



• at the committee level on a regular basis;

• at staff level on a routine basis.

The establishment of permanent military liaison arrange-
ments is being considered to facilitate cooperation at the oper-
ational level. Proposals include establishing an EU cell at
SHAPE (NATO’s strategic command for operations in Mons,
Belgium) and NATO liaison arrangements at the EU Military
Staff. 

RECENT SUMMIT AND MINISTERIAL DECISIONS

• Prague, 21-22 November 2002: Prague Capabilities
Commitment (PCC) and creation of the NATO
Response Force (NRF). NATO leaders reaffirmed their
readiness to give the EU access to NATO assets and
capabilities for operations in which the Alliance is not
engaged militarily

• Washington, 23-25 April 1999: Decision to develop the
"Berlin Plus" arrangements on NATO assets and capa-
bilities made available for future possible EU-led 
operations.
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CHRONOLOGY

2004 18 February: France, Germany and the United Kingdom
launch the idea of EU rapid reaction units composed of
joint battle groups.

2003 December: NATO and the EU start to assess options for
the possible termination of NATO's stabilisation force in
Bosnia (SFOR) by the end of 2004 and its transition to a
new EU mission; Adoption by the European Council of a
"European Security Strategy".
19-25 November: First joint NATO-EU crisis management
exercise (CME/CMX 03) based on the standing "Berlin
Plus" arrangements.
29 July: Development of a common strategy for the
Western Balkans.
19 May: First meeting of the NATO-EU capability group.
31 March: Transition from the NATO-led operation Allied
Harmony to the EU-led Operation Concordia in the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia*.
17 March: Agreement on a set of key cooperation docu-
ments, known as the "Berlin Plus" package.
14 March: Entry into force of a NATO-EU security of infor-
mation agreement.

2002 16 December: EU-NATO Declaration on European
Security and Defence Policy (ESDP).
21-22 November: At the Prague Summit, NATO members
declare their readiness to give the EU access to NATO
assets and capabilities for operations in which the Alliance
is not engaged militarily.

                            



2001 19 November: Creation of the European Capability Action
Plan (ECAP).
30 May: First formal NATO-EU meeting at the level of for-
eign ministers in Budapest. The NATO Secretary General
and the EU Presidency issue a joint statement on the
Western Balkans.
24 January: Beginning of institutionalised relations
between NATO and the EU with the establishment of joint
meetings, including at the level of foreign ministers and
ambassadors. Exchange of letters between the NATO
Secretary General and the EU Presidency on the scope of
cooperation and modalities for consultation.

2000 7 December: Signature of the EU's Treaty of Nice con-
taining amendments reflecting the operative develop-
ments of the ESDP as an independent EU policy (entry
into force February 2003).
19 September: The North Atlantic Council and the interim
Political and Security Committee of the European Union
meet for the first time to take stock of the progress in
NATO-EU relations.

1999 10 December: At the Helsinki Council meeting, EU mem-
bers establish military "Headline Goals" to allow the EU,
by 2003, to deploy up to 15 brigades (50000 – 60000
troops) for "Petersberg tasks" (these consist of humani-
tarian and rescue tasks, peacekeeping and peacemaking).
EU members also create political and military structures
including a Political and Security Committee, a Military
Committee and a Military Staff. The crisis management
role of the WEU is transferred to the EU. The WEU retains
residual tasks.
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3-4 June: European Council meeting in Cologne decides
"to give the European Union the necessary means and
capabilities to assume its responsibilities regarding a
common European policy on security and defence".
23-25 April: At the Washington Summit, Heads of State
and Government decide to develop the "Berlin Plus"
arrangements.

1998 3-4 December: At a summit in St Malo, France and the
United Kingdom make a joint statement affirming the EU's
determination to establish a European Security and
Defence Policy (ESDP).

1997 2 October: Signature of the EU's Treaty of Amsterdam
incorporating the WEU's "Petersberg tasks". The EU
affirms the role of the WEU as an integral part of its devel-
opment and envisages the possible integration of the
WEU into the European Union.

1996 3 June: In Berlin, NATO foreign ministers agree for the first
time to build up an ESDI within NATO, with the aim of
rebalancing roles and responsibilities between Europe and
North America. An essential part of this initiative was to
improve European capabilities. They also decide to make
Alliance assets available for WEU-led crisis management
operations. These decisions lead to the introduction of the
term "Berlin Plus".

1994 January: At the Brussels Summit, NATO endorses the
concept of Combined Joint Task Forces, which provides
for separable but not separate deployable headquarters
that could be used for European-led operations and is the
conceptual basis for future operations involving NATO and
other non-NATO countries.

                  



11 January: NATO Heads of State and Government agree
to make collective assets of the Alliance available on the
basis of consultations in the North Atlantic Council, for
WEU operations undertaken by the European Allies in pur-
suit of their Common Foreign and Security Policy.

1992 19 June: In Oslo, NATO foreign ministers support the
objective of developing the WEU as a means of strength-
ening the European pillar of the Alliance and as the
defence component of the EU, that would also cover the
"Petersberg tasks".
February: the EU adopts the Maastricht Treaty, which
envisages an intergovernmental Common Foreign and
Security Policy (CFSP) and "the eventual framing of a
common defence policy" (ESDP). The WEU is considered
as the EU's defence component; close cooperation
between NATO and the WEU.
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OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS 
AND BACKGROUND READING

Go to the electronic version of the press kit for clickable links
(www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm)

Joint press statement by the NATO Secretary General and the
EU Presidency, 4 December 2003, summarising progress made
in NATO-EU cooperation since the Madrid meeting, 3 June 2003
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-153e.htm

NATO-EU Concerted Approach for the Western Balkans drawn
up on 29 July 2003 ("Framework for an enhanced NATO-EU
dialogue and a concerted approach on security and stability in
the Western Balkans")
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-089e.htm

Joint press statement by the NATO Secretary General and the
EU Presidency, 3 June 2003, summarising progress made in
NATO-EU cooperation since the joint Declaration of
16 December 2002
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-056e.htm

Council Decision on the release of information under the NATO-
EU Security of Information Agreement, 24 March 2003
http://register.consilium.eu.int/pdf/en/03/st07/st07588en03.pdf

EU-NATO Declaration on ESDP (European Security and Defence
Policy), 16 December 2002
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-142e.htm

EU Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP)
http://europa.eu.int/comm/external_relations/cfsp/intro/index.htm

              

http://europa.eu.int/comm/external_relations/cfsp/intro/index.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-142e.htm
http://register.consilium.eu.int/pdf/en/03/st07/st07588en03.pdf
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-056e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-089e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-153e.htm
http://www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm


Reference to the Prague Capabilities Commitment in the Prague
Summit Declaration, November 2002 (paragraph 4)
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-127e.htm

Statement on Capabilities by NATO Defence Ministers,
6 June 2002
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-074e.htm

Joint press statement by the NATO Secretary General and the
EU Presidency, 14 May 2002, summarising progress made in
NATO-EU cooperation since the Brussels meeting, 6 December
2001
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-060e.htm

Joint press statement by the NATO Secretary General and the
EU Presidency, 6 December 2001 on NATO-EU cooperation
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2001/p01-167e.htm

First Joint press statement to be issued by the NATO Secretary
General and the EU Presidency, 30 May 2001. The statement is
on the Western Balkans
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2001/p01-080e.htm

EU Headline Goal - Helsinki European Council, 
11 December 1999 (Presidency Conclusions, 11/12/1999, 
Nr 00300/1/99, Chapter II)
http://europa.eu.int/council/off/conclu/dec99/dec99_en.htm

NATO's Defence Capabilities Initiative, Washington Summit, 
25 April 1999
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99s069e.htm

              

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99s069e.htm
http://europa.eu.int/council/off/conclu/dec99/dec99_en.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2001/p01-080e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2001/p01-167e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-060e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-074e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2002/p02-127e.htm
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An Alliance for the 21st century, Washington Summit commu-
niqué, 24 April 1999, outlining the "Berlin Plus" arrangements
(paragraphs ;8-10) 
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-064e.htm

Joint Declaration issued at the Franco-British Summit, St Malo,
France, 3-4 December 1998
http://www.iss-eu.org/chaillot/chai47e.html

The Amsterdam Treaty – Final Act (3) – Declaration relating to the
WEU, 10 November 1997
http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/treaties/dat/amsterdam.html#0125030020

The Amsterdam Treaty – A Comprehensive Guide: Common
Foreign and Security Policy, November 1997
http://www.europa.eu.int/scadplus/leg/en/lvb/a19000.htm

NATO-EU relations and ESDI - Ministerial Communiqué, Berlin,
3 June 1996 (paragraphs 2; 7; 8 and 20)
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1996/p96-063e.htm

Treaty on European Union (Maastricht Treaty), 29 July 1992 
(reference to CFSP and ESDP) – Declaration on WEU
http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/treaties/dat/EU_treaty.html

About the NATO-EU strategic partnership. Issue page containing
key information on the theme
http://www.nato.int/issues/nato-eu/index.html

Evolution of NATO's European Security and Defence Identity
(ESDI) and historical perspective on NATO-EU relations 
(pp. 97-103 of the NATO Handbook 2001)
http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf

                  

http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf
http://www.nato.int/issues/nato-eu/index.html
http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/treaties/dat/EU_treaty.html
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1996/p96-063e.htm
http://www.europa.eu.int/scadplus/leg/en/lvb/a19000.htm
http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/treaties/dat/amsterdam.html#0125030020
http://www.iss-eu.org/chaillot/chai47e.html
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-064e.htm
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A FEW FACTS AND FIGURES

NATO MEMBER COUNTRIES (26)

Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia,
France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Latvia,
Lithuania, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland,
Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Turkey, United
Kingdom, United States.

EU MEMBER COUNTRIES (25)

Austria, Belgium, Cyprus*, Czech Republic*, Denmark, Estonia*,
Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary*, Ireland, Italy,
Latvia*, Lithuania*, Luxembourg, Malta*, the Netherlands,
Poland*, Portugal, Slovakia*, Slovenia*, Spain, Sweden, the
United Kingdom.

* Members since May 2004

OPERATION CONCORDIA

Operation Concordia replaced the NATO-led Operation Allied
Harmony. It was set up to protect OSCE and EU
observers/monitors. Some 400 military personnel from 14 non-
EU countries and 13 EU member states were engaged in this
operation. It was terminated on 15 December 2003 and suc-
ceeded by an EU Police Mission called Proxima.
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KEY INFORMATION

Seven partner countries officially became members of NATO on
29 March 2004: Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania,
Slovakia and Slovenia, bringing the total membership of the
Alliance to 26. They had been invited to start accession talks with
NATO at the Prague Summit in November 2002.

Since 1999, they have participated in the Membership Action
Plan (MAP), which is a programme designed to help aspiring
partner countries meet NATO standards and prepare for possible
future membership. Participation in the MAP does not prejudge
any decision by the Alliance on future membership, however, it
greatly facilitates the process. Currently, Albania, Croatia and the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia* are members of the
MAP. 

In accordance with Article 10 of the North Atlantic Treaty, the
door to NATO membership remains open to other European coun-
tries that are ready and willing to undertake the commitments and
obligations of membership and who are potential security
providers. 

FORMAL STEPS TOWARDS NATO MEMBERSHIP

Aspirant countries are expected to participate in the
Membership Action Plan to prepare for membership and
demonstrate their ability to meet the obligations and commit-

          



ments of membership. They must then be officially invited by
NATO to begin accession talks with the Alliance. Once this invi-
tation is issued, the major steps in the process are:

• accession talks with a NATO Team;

• invitees send letters of intent to NATO, along with
timetables for completion of reforms undertaken as
part of the MAP process;

• accession protocols are signed by NATO countries;

• accession protocols are ratified by NATO countries;

• the Secretary General invites the potential new mem-
bers to accede to the North Atlantic Treaty;

• invitees accede to the North Atlantic Treaty in accor-
dance with their national procedures;

• upon depositing their instruments of accession with the
US State Department - the depository of the treaty -
invitees become NATO members.

RECENT SUMMIT AND MINISTERIAL DECISIONS

• Prague, 21-22 November 2002: Seven partner countries
are invited to start accession talks - Bulgaria, Estonia,
Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia

• Washington, 23-25 April 1999: Presence, for the first
time, of the Heads of State and Government of the
Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland at a NATO sum-
mit; Launching of the Membership Action Plan

• Madrid, 8-9 July 1997: Three partner countries are
invited for accession talks - Czech Republic, Hungary
and Poland.
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CHRONOLOGY

2004 28-29 June: Presence, for the first time, of the Heads of
State and Government of Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia,
Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia at a NATO
summit, Istanbul.
29 March: Accession of Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia,
Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia.

2003 26 March: Signing ceremony of the Accession Protocols
of the seven invitees.

2002 21-22 November: Seven partner countries are invited to
start accession talks - Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania,
Romania, Slovakia and Slovenia.

1999 12 March: Accession of the Czech Republic, Hungary and
Poland.

1995 28 September: Publication of Study on NATO 
enlargement.

1994 January: NATO reaffirms that it remains open to the mem-
bership of other European countries.

1990 With the reunification of Germany, the new German
Länder in the East become part of NATO.

1982 30 May: Spain joins the Alliance (and the integrated mili-
tary structure in 1998).

1955 6 May: Accession of the Federal Republic of Germany.

                             



1952 18 February: accession of Greece and Turkey.

1949 4 April: signature of the North Atlantic Treaty by 12 found-
ing members: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France,
Iceland, Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway,
Portugal, the United Kingdom and the United States.
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OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS 
AND BACKGROUND READING

Go to the electronic version of the press kit for clickable links
(www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm)

The North Atlantic Treaty - or Washington Treaty - the founding
document of the Alliance (contains 14 Articles)
http://www.nato.int/docu/basictxt/treaty.htm

Study on NATO Enlargement issued by the Heads of State and
Government participating in the Meeting of the North Atlantic
Council, Brussels, 3 September 1995. The study examines the
"why and how" of NATO enlargement (contains six chapters)
http://www.nato.int/docu/basictxt/enl-9501.htm

Statement by Heads of State and Government that NATO
remains open to the membership of other European countries,
11 January 1994
http://www.nato.int/docu/comm/49-95/c940111a.htm

Table providing an overview of the ratification process, identify-
ing those NATO countries that have ratified the protocols and
the date of ratification
http://www.nato.int/issues/enlargement/ratification-e.htm

Official document on the Membership Action Plan
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-066e.htm

Further explanations on the Membership Action Plan (pp. 65-67
of the NATO Handbook 2001)
http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf

              

http://www.nato.int/docu/handbook/2001/pdf/handbook.pdf
http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-066e.htm
http://www.nato.int/issues/enlargement/ratification-e.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/comm/49-95/c940111a.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/basictxt/enl-9501.htm
http://www.nato.int/docu/basictxt/treaty.htm
www.nato.int/istanbul2004/presskit.htm


About enlargement. Issue page containing key information on
the theme
http://www.nato.int/issues/enlargement/index.html

The road to membership. Detailed information on the different
steps toward membership of the Alliance
http://www.nato.int/docu/comm/2002/0211-prague/more_info/membership.htm

    

http://www.nato.int/docu/comm/2002/0211-prague/more_info/membership.htm
http://www.nato.int/issues/enlargement/index.html
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THE ENLARGEMENT OF THE ALLIANCE
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A FEW FACTS AND FIGURES

NATO MEMBER COUNTRIES (26)

Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia,
France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Latvia,
Lithuania, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland,
Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Turkey, United
Kingdom, United States

MAP COUNTRIES (3)

Albania, Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia*

NATO PARTNER COUNTRIES (20)

Albania, Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Croatia, Finland,
Georgia, Ireland, Kazakhstan, Kyrghyz Republic, Moldova,
Russia, Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistan, the former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia*, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, Uzbekistan

MEMBERS OF NATO'S MEDITERRANEAN DIALOGUE (7)

Algeria, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Mauritania, Morocco, Tunisia 

         



Contributions of the 26 member countries to NATO's civil
and military budgets and to the security investment pro-
gramme.

Defence expenditures of NATO member countries
(1980-2003) http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-146e.htm

NATO COMMON-FUNDED BUDGETS
ADJUSTED COST SHARE ARRANGEMENTS

Civil Military Budget NATO Security
Budget Investment Programme

Member countries at «26» at «26» at «25» at «26» at «25»

Belgium 2.66 3.1364 3.4973 3.1364 3.4973
Bulgaria 0.35 0.3500 0.4063 0.3500 0.4063
Canada 5.35 4.0745 4.9713 4.0745 4.9713
Czech Republic 0.90 0.9000 1.0563 0.9000 1.0563
Denmark 1.41 2.2277 2.4057 2.2277 2.4057
Estonia 0.11 0.1100 0.1277 0.1100 0.1277
France 14.59 13.3368 0 13.3368 0
Germany 15.53 17.8475 20.0207 17.8475 20.0207
Greece 0.38 0.3800 0.4600 1.0000 1.0500
Hungary 0.65 0.6500 0.7629 0.6500 0.7629
Iceland 0.05 0.0400 0.0500 0 0
Italy 5.75 6.8609 7.3856 7.0979 8.8045
Latvia 0.14 0.1400 0.1625 0.1400 0.1625
Lithuania 0.21 0.2100 0.2438 0.2100 0.2438
Luxembourg 0.08 0.1422 0.1508 0.1422 0.1508
Netherlands 2.75 3.5271 3.9130 3.5271 3.9130
Norway 1.09 1.8412 1.9361 1.8412 1.9361
Poland 2.48 2.4800 2.9077 2.4800 2.9077
Portugal 0.63 0.4604 0.5680 0.4604 0.5680
Romania 1.14 1.1400 1.3233 1.1400 1.3233
Slovakia 0.46 0.4600 0.5340 0.4600 0.5340
Slovenia 0.26 0.2600 0.3018 0.2600 0.3018
Spain 3.50 3.3760 3.9812 3.3760 3.9812
Turkey 1.59 1.2627 1.5085 1.2627 1.5085
United Kingdom 16.13 12.2438 14.6572 12.2438 14.6572
United States 21.81 22.5428 26.6683 2111.7258 24.7094

100.00 100.0000 100.0000 100.0000 100.0000

    

http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2003/p03-146e.htm
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Video interviews with the Ambassadors of the seven invitee
countries during the accession process. 
Questions: What does your country bring to NATO? In what way
will you contribute to the new military structures and missions of
the Alliance?

• BULGARIA

Transcript of video interview with Ambassador Emil Valev, Head of

the Mission of the Republic of Bulgaria at NATO HQ 

www.nato.int/docu/speech/2003/s031027a.htm

• ESTONIA

Transcript of video interview with Ambassador Harri Tiido, Head of

the Mission of the Republic of Estonia to NATO 

www.nato.int/docu/speech/2003/s031027b.htm
Estonia's contribution to NATO

www.vm.ee/eng/nato/kat_359/4245.html

• LATVIA

Transcript of video interview with Ambassador Imants Liegis,

Head of the Mission of Latvia to NATO

www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040109a.htm
Latvia's contribution to NATO

www.nato.int/invitees2004/latvia/capabilities.htm

• LITHUANIA

Transcript of video interview with Ambassador Ginte Damusis,

Head of the Mission of the Republic of Lithuania to NATO

www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040116b.htm
Operations abroad: Lithuanian military deployments

www.nato.int/invitees2004/lithuania/ops.htm

                      

www.nato.int/invitees2004/lithuania/ops.htm
www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040116b.htm
www.nato.int/invitees2004/latvia/capabilities.htm
www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040109a.htm
www.vm.ee/eng/nato/kat_359/4245.html
www.nato.int/docu/speech/2003/s031027b.htm
www.nato.int/docu/speech/2003/s031027a.htm


• ROMANIA

Transcript of video interview with Ambassador Bogdan Mazuru,

Head of the Mission of Romania to NATO

www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040109b.htm

• SLOVAKIA

Transcript of video interview with Ambassador Igor Slobodnik,

Head of the Mission of the Slovak Republic to NATO

www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040116a.htm
Slovakia's engagement for peace in the world

www.nato.int/invitees2004/slovakia/peace.htm

• SLOVENIA

Transcript of video interview with Ambassador Matjaz Šinkovec,

Head of the Mission of Slovenia to NATO

www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040119a.htm

             

www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040119a.htm
www.nato.int/invitees2004/slovakia/peace.htm
www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040116a.htm
www.nato.int/docu/speech/2004/s040109b.htm



