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1.
Following the opening remarks by the Chairwoman, Senator Raynell Andreychuk (CA), both the draft agenda [182 PC 11 E rev. 2] and the Summary of the Meeting of the Political Committee held in Varna, Bulgaria on 28 May 2011 [139 PC 11 E] were adopted. The Chairwoman then outlined the procedures for amending the Committee’s draft resolution on the Political Transformation in the Middle East and North Africa [205 PC 11 E].

I. 
Presentation by Mr. Teodor Baconschi, Foreign Minister of Romania, on Romania’s vision on the future of NATO.

2. 
In his presentation to the Committee Foreign Minister Baconschi covered a broad range of issues.  The Romanian Parliament will vote on the Missile Defence treaty signed recently in Washington between the United States and Romania.  He expressed the hope that the bilateral treaty with the U.S. could be ratified by the end of 2011.  Romania considers this as a crucial part of the missile defence system and an important contribution to Alliance security.  The speaker said he hoped that missile defence will be one of the main deliverables of the forthcoming NATO Summit in Chicago in May 2013.  Continuing on this theme, Mr Baconschi conveyed that Romania supports a robust and strong NATO alliance based on transatlantic relations. 

3.
Turning to Afghanistan, the Minister highlighted that Romania currently has 1,900 troops on the ground there as part of ISAF (International Security Alliance Force) operations and that Romania agreed with the ‘in together, out together’ principle.  He confirmed Romania’s commitment to a conditions-based, not calendar-driven, transition process in Afghanistan.  Any “savings” that NATO member states could achieve through reducing the military presence on the ground in Afghanistan should be reinvested, particularly through expanding training, he emphasized.  On this matter, he highlighted the role of the Romanian gendarmerie in instructing their Afghan counterparts.  The Bonn conference in December 2011 will be important for the future path of Afghanistan, he said.  

4.
 Turning to Libya, Mr. Baconschi noted that the situation there still remains unpredictable and that NATO needs to continue monitoring the developments closely.  NATO’s involvement in Libya, the first after the New Strategic Concept was agreed upon, was a success, he stated, adding that this success has validated the underlying principles of the NATO alliance.  However, he pointed out that better early warning systems are needed.

5.
 In the Balkan region, the Foreign Minister pointed out that NATO and the EU played large roles in shaping regional security.  Pointing out that Romania has troops serving in the Kosovo Force (KFOR), he said that Bucharest will actively contribute to enhance regional security, adding that KFOR and the EU rule of law mission EULEX need to continue.  Mr Baconschi underlined that the Black Sea area is important for Euro-Atlantic security and that Romania wants to see a robust partnership for co-operation with Caucasus and Central Asian states.  He also stressed Romania’s desire to see the NATO-Russia partnership become more concrete, and that Romania sees missile defence as an opportunity for NATO-Russia relations that could benefit all parties. 

6.
In terms of NATO - EU relations, Romania has consistently supported strengthening the dialogue between both institutions, Mr Baconschi said.  He added that states should be more receptive to finding new ways of working together in times of austerity and that Romania is fully supportive of NATO’s drive for smart defence and the development of cyber defence capabilities.  Concluding his remarks, Mr Baconschi said that better NATO-EU co-operation would avoid duplication of capabilities and that he looked forward to the Chicago Summit where he expected the support of member states to deliver on the challenges that face NATO at present and in the future.

7.
The discussion following the presentation focused on NATO’s Open Door policy, the situation in Ukraine and Moldova, Libya and missile defence.  Concerning NATO enlargement, Mr Baconschi reminded Committee members that Romania, situated at the crossroads of the EU, NATO, Russia and Ukraine, has always been in favour of enlargement.  Therefore, it does not want to see the onset of enlargement fatigue, particularly as far as NATO membership is concerned.  Responding to a question about Ukraine and NATO Mr Baconschi stated that the alliance must stick to its democratic standards, but keep dialogue open under certain criteria and conditions.  In response to a question on the situation in Moldova, the speaker replied that Romania was engaging with Moldova first and foremost along EU lines, but that it would like to involve NATO also.  He pointed out that in Moldova there are democratically elected representatives in favour of reform. He also mentioned the constitutionally neutral position of the country and Romania’s willingness to facilitate negotiations with Moldova.

8.
Concerning Libya, the speaker described the NATO operation as one executed by a coalition of the willing and formed under a UN resolution and acting on NATO principles.  On missile defence, Mr Baconschi said he hoped that the Chicago Summit will generate a strong commitment to missile defence, especially among European member states.  He explained that Romania was in favour of the most possible transparency in relation to missile defence and that he hoped Russia will be on board.  Mr Baconschi added that he expected Russia to act jointly and co‑operatively in the face of common threats, but that it was up to the Russian authorities to define their own room for manoeuvre on certain issues.  Finally, on Kosovo, Mr Baconschi stated that Romania does not recognise Kosovo as a matter of principle and that this position is a foreign policy red line.  However, he stated that Romania contributes to the KFOR and supports the EULEX mission.  

II. 
Consideration of the draft Report of the Sub-Committee on Transatlantic Relations on Afghanistan - the Regional Context [185 PCTR 11 E] by John Dyrby Paulsen (Denmark), Rapporteur
9.
Following the presentation of the report, members commented on Turkey’s role as a facilitator for negotiations with the Taliban and also discussed the criticism by Afghan president Karzai that NATO would be unable to safeguard the security of the Afghan people and the need for increased regional co-operation, including with China.  Mr Paulsen responded by acknowledging that NATO may not have communicated the achievements well enough to the Afghans and the Western public.  Moreover, the fact that Afghans are at the centre of the negotiation process and do not want NATO involvement is testament to the ultimate goal of Afghan security controlled by Afghans themselves.  The Rapporteur agreed that increased regional co-operation is needed to stabilise Afghanistan, adding that, for the time being, China continues to be cautious concerning a stronger engagement in Afghanistan.  He agreed with another member that China could play a more prominent role, particularly because of its close ties with Pakistan.  

10.
Other comments and questions referred to corruption in Afghanistan, the recent Afghan‑Indian summit, the role of Iran.  One member suggested a minor change to the report by highlighting the important contribution of Russia to the efforts of ISAF.  In response, Mr Paulsen said that, in his view, the recent strategic agreement between Afghanistan and India, could, if conducted in a transparent manner, facilitate regional co-operation in the long run.  On Iran’s role in Afghanistan, he considered Tehran’s role to be generally constructive.  Though they have a number of contested issues with Tehran, particularly its nuclear programme, NATO member countries should separate these and try to keep the Iranians positively engaged in Afghanistan.  On Russia’s role in Afghanistan, the Rapporteur agreed to add a short reference of its support.  
The draft report [185 PCTR 11 E] was adopted unanimously.  

III.
Presentation by Nawabzada M. Amad Khan, member of the Pakistani National Assembly and former Secretary of State, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Pakistan, on The Current Situation in Pakistan
11.
During his presentation Mr Khan sought to reassure the members that Pakistan was doing all it could in the fight against terrorism, pointing out that Pakistan is on the frontline in this endeavour.  Its military and paramilitary forces suffered over 5,000 casualties and an estimated 35,000 civilian have lost their lives due to the conflict, he added.  Mr. Khan also highlighted that it was hard for the democratically elected Pakistani government to take a stance, as the war is very unpopular in Pakistan.  Therefore, the support of the international community’s is welcome to convince the Pakistani public that the war is not imposed on them.  The speaker also stressed Pakistan’s contribution in the fight against international terrorist groups.  In this context he said that Pakistan has 150,000 troops engaged in counter-terror activities and that the international community’s funds do not cover the full cost of these operations.  Mr Khan also highlighted that 70% of all ISAF supplies continue to come through Pakistan.  Speaking on threats to the government, the guest speaker outlined that the flood in Pakistan, a free but somewhat immature media and the three million Afghan refugees in Pakistan were destabilising factors that undermined the government’s writ.

12.
Turning to Afghanistan, Mr Khan said Pakistan is not interested in a weak government in Afghanistan.  Presidents Zardari and Karzai enjoy good relations which has also resulted in increased military and intelligence co-operation, he pointed out.  Pakistan’s position on the Afghan peace process is that it should be Afghan led and that Afghan leaders must find their own way in their efforts to bring about peace.  Many of the insurgents and terrorists arrested or killed were neither Pakistani nor Afghans, he said, emphasising the role of the drug trade in funding the insurgency in Afghanistan.  Addressing the death of Osama bin Laden in Pakistan, Mr Khan said this was a serious intelligence lapse.  He also reminded the Committee that Pakistani authorities have been helping to target al-Qaeda leaders in Pakistan and that both the military and intelligence services were overstretched at present.

13.
In relation to India’s involvement in Afghanistan, Mr Khan said Pakistan did have serious concerns.  He said in the wider context of Indo-Pakistan relations Pakistan was trying to mend fences and that both nations’ foreign ministers had met recently. Mr Khan expressed concern that there is a regional security imbalance, partly due to the fact that an increasing number of countries sign nuclear agreements with India.  

14.
In the question and answer period, Committee members inquired about Pakistan-India relations, a “shadow government” in Pakistan, NATO’s possible role in assisting Pakistan, the difficulties of controlling the Afghan-Pakistani border and whether there had been co-operation with al-Qaeda in the past.  In response to the questions and comments, the speaker acknowledged that Pakistan’s “obsession” with India is true, but in part that it is due to India’s increased defence spending, especially on tanks which could be used against Pakistan.  Moreover, the Kashmiri problem is aggravated because of the pervasiveness of bellicose rhetoric in both India and Pakistan, he said.  Pakistani position is to continue the dialogue with India over the smaller Kashmir issues, for example concerning water, which could eventually pave the way to dialogue on the Kashmir issue itself.  At present, he suggested, more confidence building measures were needed.  

15.
Responding to a comment from an Afghan member, Mr Khan said that not every terrorist attack in Afghanistan is planned in Pakistan, and added that the drug trade was a hugely important factor in Afghanistan’s security situation.  As to allegations that parts of the Pakistani security apparatus might collude with terrorist groups, the speaker responded by saying that the Pakistani government had taken action against a senior intelligence figures in headquarters recently.  He also stressed that the Pakistani security services continue to work with allied security services, and that their co-operation had been instrumental in unveiling some terrorist plots in NATO member states.  Addressing the Madrassa issue, Mr Khan said this was a very contentious one for Pakistan and had to be handled with caution, but the government was doing what it could.  NATO member states should cut funding and recruitment for terrorist groups.  The porous nature of the Pakistani-Afghan border makes it hard to police and that extra surveillance equipment would be very helpful.  The Chairwoman, Raynell Andreychuk, thanked Mr Khan for his openness and for his presentation.

IV. 
Presentation of the draft General Report on The Rise of China and Possible Implications for NATO [183 PC 11 E] by Assen Agov (Bulgaria), General Rapporteur
16.
In the discussion following Mr Agov’s summary of the report members raised questions concerning China’s social imbalances, China-NATO relations and China’s role in Afghanistan.

17.
Mr Agov responded by saying despite its increasing economic power and diplomatic clout, China suffers from serious social imbalances.  China is downplaying its growing military power.  There is good co-operation against piracy, the Rapporteur said.  That said, the delegation which recently visited China also learned that Chinese views on NATO remain sceptical, he explained.  In a similar vein, the People’s Liberation Army is unlikely to contribute to efforts stabilising Afghanistan, he added.  Mr Agov added that he would continue to encourage open dialogue between NATO and China as the Alliance monitors the country’s progress.  The Rapporteur also accepted a Turkish proposal to change the term “Islamist” (in “Islamist terror groups”) in the report.  Members also discussed whether there should be special mention of the bilateral US-China relations.  
The draft report [183 PC 11 E] was adopted unanimously.  

V. 
Presentation of the draft Report of the Sub-Committee on NATO Partnerships on Belarus: A Difficult Partner [184 PCNP 11 E] by Daniel Bacquelaine (Belgium), Rapporteur
18.
In the discussion that followed Mr Bacquelaine’s draft report, questions from the floor focused on possible ways to influence the regime.  In response, the Rapporteur said that the current economic crisis might lead Minsk to implement some reforms.  Responding to a question if Russia could be used to push Belarus towards respecting human rights and cease spreading weapons to radical regimes, the speaker replied that he was not so sure that promoting reform and human rights should be done through Russia.  A joint initiative by NATO, the EU and the Council for Europe towards Belarus could be helpful, even though such an endeavour could highlight the discrepancies between the EU and NATO on Belarus. Therefore an initiative which involved NATO and the Council of Europe may be more realistic, he said.  Chairwoman Raynell Andreychuk noted that Belarus has no parliamentary traditions and that much work needs to be done to support and teach them the tools of democracy.  She also highlighted the need for a signal of the unity between NATO and the EU on Belarus, whilst commending both Poland and Lithuania for their help on Belorussian issues.

19.
Commenting on the situation in Belarus, Vladimir Socor, Senior Fellow of the Jamestown Foundation, suggested that any engagement with Belarus needs to have three clear approaches.  The first, he said, was a clear overarching objective, namely the continuation of Belarus as an independent state. The second approach must be the development of credible local partners to achieve this objective, particularly because the current opposition in Belarus is not effective.  Finally, Western countries should promote a dialogue with Belarus which takes into account cross-cultural and ethnic differences.  Committee members who responded to the comments agreed that there should be a common approach by Western countries to the regime and that continued contact with representatives of the opposition is helpful.  Mr Bacquelaine concluded by highlighting the need for pushing forward with continued democratization. 
The draft report [184 PCNP 11 E] was adopted unanimously.
VI. 
Presentation by Professor Aude Merlin, Free University Brussels, on Stability and Security in the North Caucasus

20.
Professor Merlin noted that instability and insecurity were on the rise in the region, especially in Dagestan, where there is a vicious circle of violence that is proving difficult to break.  The collapse of the Soviet Union, the rise of the independent states in the South Caucasus, increased violence and high profile attacks on Moscow by separatists have generated a growing perception that the Russian Federation is losing control of the North Caucasian Republics.  As a consequence many in Russia are in favour of allowing full independence for the North Caucasus Republics, she suggested.  The overall increase in violence in the region can not solely be blamed on the Chechen conflict, as it is restricted in scope, Professor Merlin said.

21.
The speaker then went on to elaborate on the nature of violence in the region.  She said that in the 2004-2005 era, clandestine Islamist structures were developed and these carried out attacks against local government representatives and members of parliament.  She outlined how the Islamisation of violence was having cross-border impacts and that Moscow’s policy, based on “Chechenising” the situation by delegating to local authorities, has actually strengthened authoritarian regimes in the area.  For now, the picture of the security situation is mixed, she said and pointed out that it had deteriorated in the Kabardino-Balkaria region, as in Dagestan.  In contrast, security has somewhat improved in Ingushetia and Chechnya.  Efforts to stabilise the situation of the region are severely hampered by corruption, warlords, lack of democracy and economic crimes.  In conclusion, she noted that Moscow has published its North Caucasus Strategy 2025, focused on developing the economy and fighting corruption.  However, implementation of the strategy could be tempered by growing disenchantment among many Russians with the region, the speaker cautioned, pointing out that racism against Caucasians has been on the rise in Russian cities with nationalists in Moscow demonstrating against the region.

22.
Contributions from Committee members to the discussion highlighted the potential for al‑Qaeda to get a foothold in the region, human rights abuses by Russian security services and the “Islamisation” of the region.  Professor Merlin responded that she was at this point unaware of al-Qaeda getting a foothold in the North Caucasus.  The declared goal of the fighters has been to establish a North Caucasian emirate, but added that the militant arm of the protest movement does not have a real political project.  In the past, local elites had a vision of independence and regional co-operation.  Concerning the possible involvement of Russian intelligence services in human rights abuses in the area, Aude Merlin replied that many of the abuses have been recorded by NGOs and independent journalists.  One member challenged the view that “Islamisation” was the main source of instability, saying the political games being played in the Kremlin directly impacted the situation in the North Caucasus. 
VII. 
Presentation of the draft Report of the Mediterranean and Middle East Special Group on Implications on the Uprisings in the MENA region [143 GSM 11 E rev. 3] by Senator Cabras (Italy), Rapporteur 

23.
Following Senator Cabras’ presentation there was a lively discussion on the draft report.   Members inquired on Palestine, the need of NATO to adjust to the recent changes in the MENA region, and the EU’s Barcelona process.  In his response, the Rapporteur agreed to add a paragraph in the report on Palestinian relations with the UN and to update the part of the report which refers to the position of the Turkish government.  Senator Cabras also agreed with another member who suggested that NATO needs to adjust to the developments in this part of the world and adapt its policy.  Accepting a request by a Romanian member, Senator Cabras said that the citation in the report that Romania is a “sultanistic regime” will be removed.  As to the Barcelona process, Senator Cabras said that it is still relevant and that the EU must enhance its neighbourhood policy and increase its budget for the Mediterranean.  In reply to comments from an Algerian member, Senator Cabras said that though NATO’s intervention in Libya has been successful many serious security concerns remain.  He concluded by saying that the countries undergoing transition following the “Arab Spring” face many challenges ahead in regard to establishing truly democratic societies in the region.
The report will be discussed and adopted at the next meeting of the Middle East Special Group in Djibouti in November 2011.
VIII. 
Consideration of Amendments and presentation of the Committee’s Draft Resolution on The Political Transformation in the Middle East and North Africa [205 PC 11 E] by Assen Agov (Bulgaria), General Rapporteur
24.
Following the introductory remarks by the General Rapporteur, the Committee discussed and voted on the draft resolution on The Political Transformation in the Middle East and North Africa. 

25.
There were twelve amendments to the draft Resolution.  The following amendments were accepted:  amendment 9, orally amended (Karl A. Lamers), amendment 4 (Sever Voinescu-Cotoi), amendment 1, orally amended (Sergio De Gregorio), amendment 2 (Sergio De Gregorio), and amendment 3 (Sergio De Gregorio).  The following amendments were defeated:  amendment 11 (Victor Ozerov), amendment 5 (Ali Riza Alaboyun, Muzaffer Bastopcu, Metin Lufti Baydar), amendment 12 (Victor Ozerov, Musa Manarov).  The following amendments were withdrawn:  amendment 6 (Ali Riza Alaboyun, Muzaffer Bastopcu, Metin Lufti Baydar), and amendment 7 (Ali Riza Alaboyun, Muzaffer Bastopcu, Metin Lufti Baydar).  

The draft Resolution on the Political Transformation in the Middle East and North Africa [205 PC 11 E], thus amended, was adopted.

IX. 
Election of Committee and Sub-Committee Officers

26.
All officers eligible for re-election were re-elected.  The Committee elected the following new officers: 
Sub-Committee on NATO Partnerships

Chairperson

Marit Nybakk (Norway)


Vice-Chairperson
Allison Schwartz (United States)
Sub-Committee on Transatlantic Relations


Vice-Chairman
Dobroslav Dimitrov (Bulgaria)


Vice-Chairman
Sever Voinescu-Cotoi (Roumania)
X. 
Summary of the future activities of the Sub-Committees 
27.
The presentations of the Sub-Committee activities in 2011 and plans for 2012 by Sub‑Committee Chairmen Senator De Gregorio and Rainer Stinner concluded the meeting of the Political Committee.  A decision of whether one of the visits of the Sub-Committee on Transatlantic Relations in 2012 will be to the United States or to Iraq was postponed to the next meeting of the Political Committee.  The Chairwoman closed the meeting by expressing her thanks to the Romanian delegation for hosting a successful Annual Session.
________
( 	Turkey recognises the Republic of Macedonia by its constitutional name.
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