164 PC 14 E


PC
164 PC 14 E

Original: English
[image: image1.jpg]



NATO Parliamentary Assembly

SUMMARY
of the meeting of the Political Committee
March 11th Hall, Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania, 
Vilnius, Republic of Lithuania
Saturday 31 May 2014
www.nato-pa.int
26 June 2014

ATTENDANCE LIST
Chairperson
José LELLO (Portugal)
General Rapporteur
Ojars Eriks KALNINS (Latvia)
Rapporteur of the Sub-Committee on 
on NATO Partnerships
Rasa JUKNEVICIENE (Lithuania)


Rapporteur of the Sub-Committee on 
Transatlantic Relations
Jadwiga ZAKRZEWSKA (Poland)
President of the NATO PA
Hugh  MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc BAYLEY (United Kingdom)
Secretary General of the NATO PA
David HOBBS 
Member delegations

Albania
Pandeli MAJKO
Belgium
Daniel BACQUELAINE



Theo FRANCKEN



Jan JAMBON



Gerald KINDERMANS



Philippe MAHOUX



Olga ZRIHEN

Bulgaria
Spas PANCHEV

Canada
Raynell ANDREYCHUK



Jane CORDY



Jack HARRIS



Ted OPITZ

Croatia
Boris BLAZEKOVIC



Marin JURJEVIC

Czech Republic
Josef NEKL

Denmark
John Dyrby PAULSEN

Estonia
Marko MIHKELSON



Kadri SIMSON

France
Michel DESTOT



Pierre LELLOUCHE
Germany
Alexander BONDE



Robert HOCHBAUM



Karl A. LAMERS



Alexander S. NEU

Greece
Evangelos BASIAKOS



Konstantinos KOUKODIMOS



Evripidis STYLIANIDIS



Lazaros TSAVDARIDIS

Italy

Paolo ALLI



Lorenzo BATTISTA



Franco PANIZZA



Domenico SCILIPOTI

Luxembourg
Fernand KARTHEISER



Jean-Marie HALSDORF
Netherlands
Angelien EIJSINK

Norway
Oeyvind HALLERAKER

Poland
Renata BUTRYN


Jan DZIEDZICZAK


Wojciech PENKALSKI



Dariusz SELIGA

Portugal
Manuel Filipe CORREIA DE JESUS

Romania
Angel TILVAR



Gabriel VLASE



Haralambie VOCHITOIU

Slovakia
Juraj DROBA



Daniel DUCHON



Anton MARTVON



Boris SUSKO

Spain

Emilio ALVAREZ



Beatriz RODRIGUEZ-SALMONES

Turkey
Ali Riza ALABOYUN



Metin Lufti BAYDAR



Faik OZTRAK

United Kingdom
Sir Menzies CAMPBELL



David CRAUSBY



Tobias ELLWOOD



Michael GAPES
United States
Loretta SANCHEZ

Associate delegations

Armenia
Koryun NAHAPETYAN
Austria
Mario KUNASEK



Hannes WENINGER

Azerbaijan
Gudrat HASANGULIYEV
Finland
Eero HEINALUOMA




Ilkka KANERVA



Jussi NIINISTO

Georgia
Giorgi BARAMIDZE



Levan BERDZENISHVILI


Tedo JAPHARIDZE



Irakli SESIASHVILI
Moldova
Alexandru CIMBRICIUC



Vadim VACARCIUC
Montenegro
Obrad Miso STANISIC

Serbia
Branislav BLAZIC



Dubravka FILIPOVSKI

Sweden
Staffan DANIELSSON



Cecilia WIDEGREN
Switzerland
Chantal GALLADÉ


Thomas HURTER

Ukraine
Oleh OSUKHOVSKYI



Rostyslav PAVLENKO

Regional Partner and Mediterranean 
Associate Member Delegations
Algeria
Mohammed ELOUAD


Miloud FERDI
Jordan
Adnan ELFARAJAT

Morocco
Said CHBAATOU



Hamid KOUSKOUS

Parliamentary Guests
Afghanistan
Khalid A. PASHTOON
Mali

Haidara Aichata CISSE

Speakers 
Linas Antanas LINKEVICIUS, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Republic of Lithuania


Ahmed RASHID, Writer and Journalist, Pakistan



H.E. Mr Gabriele CHECCHIA, Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Italy to NATO



H.E. Mr Rudy HUYGELEN, Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Belgium to NATO



H.E. Mr Tomas VALASEK, Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Slovakia to NATO

International Secretariat 
Steffen  MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc SACHS,  MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Director


Susanna POWER,  MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Co-ordinator


Shalva DZIDZIGURI, Research Assistant



Maxime HUMEAU, Research Assistant
1. 
In his opening remarks José Lello (PT) welcomed members of the Committee and honourable speakers. In particular, he thanked the Lithuanian delegation for hosting the 2014 Spring Session and declared the Committee meeting open.  Thereafter, the  draft Agenda [057 PC 14 E] and the Summary of the Meeting of the Political Committee held in Dubrovnik, Croatia, on Saturday 12 and Sunday 13 October 2013 [230 PC 13 E] were adopted.
I. Consideration of the Comments of the Secretary General of NATO, Chairman of the North Atlantic Council, on the Policy Recommendations adopted in 2013 by the NATO Parliamentary Assembly [069 SESP 14 E] 
2.
 Mr Lello expressed his appreciation for NATO Secretary General Anders Fogh Rasmussen’s comments on the resolutions passed by the NATO PA at the 2013 Annual Session in Dubrovnik. 
II. Presentation by Linas Antanas Linkevicius, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Republic of Lithuania, on Developments in the East of Europe – Lithuania’s Perspective
3.
At the beginning of his presentation Minister Linas Antanas Linkevicius reminded Committee members of the discussion in the early 1990s when security pundits publicly raised the issue of dissolving NATO.  However, instead of dissolving, NATO further expanded its core tasks from collective defence to crisis management and cooperative security, he reminded participants.  Moreover, as he pointed out, Article 5 remained a cornerstone of transatlantic security. 

4. 
The speaker then elaborated on the current situation in Ukraine. He argued that the tension with Russia had already started in 2008, when, at the Bucharest Summit, NATO allies refrained from granting Membership Action Plan (MAP) to Ukraine and Georgia.  In hindsight, those allies who had cautioned that by not offering MAP to the two countries NATO would provoke Russia, turned out to be right, he said.  This proved that not only action, but equally inaction could cause a provocation, he suggested.  Mr Linkevicius continued by suggesting that the Alliance had not always been tough enough in its signals towards Russia which the Kremlin viewed as a sign of weakness.  In this context, he reminded participants of the NATO meeting in Brussels in December 2008 when the allies called upon Russia to respect the international principles and comply with the agreement achieved with Georgia.  However, as he stressed, to this day Russia continues to ignore its international obligations.    

5. 
Mr Linkevicius further emphasised that the developments in Ukraine were as much about NATO’s ability to deal with this crisis as they were about Ukraine.  He recalled his visit to Kiev, several days prior to the Spring Session in Vilnius, where he had met with the Ukrainian president‑elect Petro Poroshenko and other government officials.  The situation on the ground was challenging as violence continued to increase in eastern Ukraine and the death toll was continuing to rise as a result of armed clashes between Ukrainian government forces and Russia-backed separatist militia groups.   As Ukraine’s border with Russia was not properly protected, combatants and arms could easily enter from Russia.  In conclusion, Mr Linkevicius underlined that Ukraine faced not only security challenges, but also dire political and economic realities.  Unless Russia received a firm, adequate reaction from NATO, it would try to instigate another conflict in Transdnistria.  Such scenarios could only be prevented by extending imposed sanctions over Russia and NATO allies should seriously consider imposing the second phase of targeted sanctions, he said.  

6. 
The discussion following the presentation by the Minister focused on information warfare with the Russian Federation, future possible scenarios in Ukraine and the type of assistance NATO could offer to the new government in Kiev.  In response, Mr Linkevicius noted that the Russian TV channels and other media outlets were not free and primarily served the Kremlin’s propaganda campaign.  They were effectively addressing the Russian speaking population not only in Ukraine, but also in the Baltic countries.  He shared the view that the creation of alternative Russian speaking channels could be effective countermeasures by NATO member countries with a significant Russian majority, as a delegate from Latvia had suggested.  The Lithuanian Foreign Minister also questioned whether NATO member countries’ adhering to earlier agreements would make sense while Russia violated all international agreements. The NATO Summit in Wales would address the Ukrainian crisis, he informed participants, adding that all options, including military aid to Ukraine, should be carefully considered.  Sanctions that had been imposed should remain in force because they were effective.  Rather than considering how to reset the relations with Russia NATO should focus on resetting its own thinking, he concluded.  

III. Consideration of the Draft Report of the Sub-Committee on NATO Partnerships    NATO Partnerships and the Open Door Policy of the Alliance [059 PCNP 14 E] by   Rasa Jukneviciene (Lithuania), Rapporteur 

7. 
Next, the Chairperson introduced Rasa Jukneviciene (LT) and invited her to take the floor to present the Sub-Committee report on NATO Partnerships and the Open Door Policy.  Outlining the key points of her draft report, Ms Jukneviciene noted that partnerships had become increasingly important for the Alliance and would be even more so in the future.  It was essential for NATO to revisit its partnership activities with a view to deepening existing partnerships and building new ones.  As the Alliance had been instrumental in spreading stability and security throughout Europe, NATO needed to continue its Open Door Policy and encourage applicant countries to continue their reforms.  The Sub-Committee Rapporteur called upon NATO Allies and partners to find a strong response to the Russian aggression in Ukraine. 

8. 
She emphasised that NATO needed to consider deepening its relationship with like-minded countries such as Finland, Sweden or Australia but also with countries of the Mediterranean Dialogue (MD) and the Istanbul Cooperation Initiative (ICI).  Concerning the Open Door Policy,    Ms Jukneviciene urged the alliance to grant Georgia the MAP at the upcoming Wales Summit in September.  She emphasised that recognition of Georgia’s and other aspirant countries’ achievement at the summit would uphold the principle that every nation was free to choose its own fate. She emphasised that NATO should continue to support Ukraine’s sovereignty.  In this context she explained that Lithuania had already agreed with Poland to create trilateral military brigade with Ukraine, which would help the Ukrainian armed forces to reach the NATO standards and achieve more interoperability.     

9. 
During the Q&A session, members of the Georgian delegation inquired about other options of how NATO could support Georgia.  Ms Jukneviciene reiterated her conviction that Georgia had met all the criteria to receive the MAP in Wales – which would be the best option for NATO to support the country.  Other members of the Georgian delegation proposed comments on the draft report with regard to the NATO/Georgia relationship, including, for example, changing some terms to clearly express Russia’s “aggression” in or “occupation” of Abkhazia and South Ossetia. 

10. 
Asked by an Armenian delegate about future prospects for NATO’s partnerships with those countries which did not intend to become NATO members, such as Armenia, the Rapporteur emphasized that while she favoured deeper relationship with Armenia, there were limits as Armenia preferred to develop a closer military partnership with Russia.  The Georgian delegation announced that they would forward a few modifications to the draft report and the Rapporteur promised to consider including them in the updated report for the Annual Session in The Hague. 

IV. Presentation by Ahmed Rashid, Writer and Journalist, Pakistan, on Current Developments in Afghanistan – Implications for post-2014
11. 
Ahmed Rashid started his presentation by underlining the historic importance of the current presidential elections in Afghanistan as the first democratic transfer of executive power the country has known for the past two centuries.  Moreover, he noted that Dr Abdullah, the leading contender for the second round, managed to secure wide-ranging support, across Tajik, Pashtun and Hazara ethnic constituencies.

12. 
The speaker then deplored the lack of transparency regarding the future operational plans of the United States and their partners in Afghanistan.  He added that any military activity on Afghan soil post-2014 that would not be related to the training and advising of the                                    Afghan National Security Forces (ANSF), such as counter-terrorism and intelligence operations in Pakistan and Iran, should be made public. 

13.
Mr Rashid estimated that Afghanistan would need an annual aid of between                                  7 and 8 billion USD over the next five years to prop up its economy, public services and security forces.  Noting that international assistance is decreasing, he warned of the dire consequences for the country’s economy and the popular resentment this was likely to generate with the possible result of the re-establishment of international jihadist terrorist bases in the country.

14. 
On peace negotiations with the Taliban, the speaker noted that Pakistan continued to play a key role in successful talks.  However, Islamabad was debilitated by the multiple simultaneous civil wars.  He added that a progressive fraction of Taliban leadership, aware of the stalemate, could be attracted to the idea of reconciliation, and brought to lobby for peace.

15. 
As the Istanbul regional process didn’t yield any concrete results, Afghanistan and its neighbours should sign a non-interference and non-aggression pact to increase regional stability.  India and Pakistan must stop vying for influence over the country, he elaborated, adding that China could bring its influence to bear on that issue.  Indeed, for diplomatic and economic reasons China was interested in fostering security in Afghanistan.  The speaker also said that credible, neutral international mediation efforts should focus on a regional settlement before in-country reconciliation could be attained.

16. 
Mediation was also in the Western interest as Afghan stability was paramount to Western security Mr Rashid said.  The continuous terrorist threat should not be discarded, as Iranian, Uzbek, Afghan and Pakistani extremist groups are still entrenched in border tribal areas and as the Al-Qaeda Arab component dubbed core Al Qaeda managed, despite its near-annihilation, to convey its ideologies and activities to local chapters across the globe.

17. 
The subsequent discussion started with considerations on Afghan governance. Arguing that a more decentralised structure was likely to emerge post-2014, Mr Rashid raised the issue of a possible constitutional change.  If Afghans were ready to consider a change of the constitution they could possibly also contemplate replacing the presidential system with a parliamentary one.  In any case, whether or not the Taliban would be included in such consideration would be a determining element.  This last point prompted a question on the position of women, and the speaker stated that the enormous strides made by Afghan women should not be sacrificed for the sake of peace with the Taliban.  Following comments on the production of and trade in narcotics in Afghanistan, Mr Rashid warned that a dramatic decrease in international assistance was likely to increase corruption significantly, which would effectively turn the country into a narco-state.  On the regional situation, he stated that Pakistan should reciprocate Indian overtures for an improved bilateral relationship.  This could include Pakistan granting special economic partner status to India or an invitation for the head of state to visit Pakistan.  He also advocated for a stronger political involvement of the United Nations in Afghanistan.  On peace talks, he noted that the unity of Taliban leadership around the Quetta Shura would facilitate negotiations far better than an umbrella of dozens of insurgent groups.  Asked if the ANSF could hold their own against the Taliban if they were deprived of substantial international aid, Mr Rashid anticipated that the ANSF would likely be able to hold urban areas but that swathes of the country would undergo ghettoization at the hands of insurgents and warlords.

V. Panel discussion with H.E. Mr Gabriele Checchia, Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Italy to NATO, H.E. Mr Rudy Huygelen, Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Belgium to NATO and H.E. Mr Tomas Valasek, Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Slovakia to NATO on The NATO Wales Summit
18. 
Each Ambassador engaged in a specific issue to be tackled at the upcoming Wales Summit. Gabriele Checchia called for an assessment of the progress made in Afghanistan, and a discussion of the way forward. He described ISAF as the most challenging mission in NATO’s history, and honoured the sacrifices made for our security in uprooting terrorist safe havens and building credible ANSF. The Italian Permanent Representative to NATO also reminded participants that the level of interoperability among NATO member states achieved in Afghanistan would bolster Alliance capabilities to tackle asymmetric threats in the future.  Turning to Operation “Resolute Support” NATO’s follow-up mission to ISAF, the Ambassador highlighted the need to sign the Bilateral Security Agreement between Afghanistan and the U.S. soon in order to provide the new force with legal basis.  He also stressed the importance of increasing Afghanistan’s institutional and civil capacity as the right path to sustainable peace. In this context Ambassador Checchia pointed to success that had been achieved so far, including the successful organisation of the first round of the ongoing presidential election, improved health and education services, advances in women’s rights, increased economic opportunities and press freedom.

19. 
Rudy Huygelen stressed the value of NATO partnerships as evidenced by the large non-member contributions made to ISAF.  He called for preserving the interoperability that had been achieved among NATO and with partner forces. The Belgian Ambassador to NATO also welcomed the influence which partner countries can have in shaping NATO decisions.  Turning to NATO-EU relations, Ambassador Huygelen highlighted the complementarity of the European Union’s civil capabilities, such as the External Action Service, with NATO’s military capacities.  Although relations with Russia had deteriorated to the point where a real partnership was no longer possible, the Ambassador encouraged NATO to keep the moral high ground and to continue its agreements.  He also pleaded for closer partnerships with Ukraine, Moldova, Georgia and the other membership candidates - Bosnia-Herzegovina, Montenegro and Macedonia.
20. 
Tomas Valasek stressed the importance of a stronger and better investment in NATO capabilities as defence budgets kept falling while demand for military force was growing. The end of the Afghan mission was a challenge as the Allies must strive to preserve the capacities and interoperability which they built during their engagement in the country.  To that end the Connected Forces Initiative (CFI), which focused on exercises and readiness, would bolster the interoperability of NATO militaries.  NATO’s Smart Defence initiative had shown some success, such as NATO Allied Ground Surveillance initiative.  However, national sovereignty remained a challenge to the pooling and sharing of resources, as states wanted to preserve their privileges.  Ambassador Valasek concluded on the need for greater emphasis on deployability and anticipation, while NATO Allies reconsidered the pre-positioning of equipment and forces, in order to maintain their ability to meet future threats to the Alliance.
21. 
The discussion that followed started with comments on the issue of post-conflict stabilisation and peace-building in connection with NATO combat missions.  Pointing out that NATO neither had the structure nor the resources for peace building, Ambassador Huygelen responded that NATO should cooperate with organisations that have the mandate and the resources to do that.  On NATO relations with Pakistan, Ambassador Checchia agreed that NATO must use its network of partnerships to encourage Pakistan to develop a more constructive dialogue with Afghanistan but also with India.  Turkey’s commitment to the Heart of Asia Initiative was a good example in this context, he noted.  A question on Russia’s increased activities in the Arctic prompted both Ambassadors Valasek and Huygelen to emphasise the preference for political action before military ones.  An Italian delegate raised concern over the exploding influx of migrants coming through Libya to Europe.  Ambassador Vasalek commented by briefly elaborating on the complexities of the security situation in Libya.  Resolving the alarming security situation and political difficulties that Libya was currently facing would require a nation-wide military and civilian operation and broad international support, he noted.

VI. Consideration of the Draft Report of the Sub‑Committee on Transatlantic Relations NATO After 2014 [060 PCTR 14 E] by Jadwiga Zakrzewska (Poland), Rapporteur 

22. 
Jadwiga Zakrzewska (PL) started her presentation by congratulating the Ukrainian government for conducting successful presidential elections.  She then moved on to summarise the draft report by identifying the factors that made 2014 a defining year for NATO.   First, the recent annexation of Crimea had demonstrated that Europe’s security was still fragile and military threats were hard to predict.  Second, after nearly 13 years of engagement the ISAF mission was gradually coming to an end.  Third, instability at NATO’s southern borders continued and the protracted civil war in Syria directly affected Turkey, NATO’s ally.  

23. 
Inadequate defence spending remained a serious problem for the Alliance, Ms Zakrzewska argued and added that some member states of the alliance still continued to cut their defence budgets mostly after 2008.  As a consequence there was a mismatch between limited resources and the continuing, and possibly increasing, demand for NATO engagement.  Alliance cohesion was being put to the test by uncoordinated defence reduction and the fact that the United States continued to assume a disproportionate military burden.  Moreover, modern technology had become a destructive tool in the hands of international terrorist groups or drug cartels.  The changing face of warfare posed increasing dangers to critical infrastructure, economies and national security of NATO allies. Shifts in economic and military power, changing demographics, and competition for scarce resources required NATO to review its strategy as well as its future roles, missions, and functions, she added.

24. 
In conclusion, the Polish delegate urged the Alliance to place greater emphasis on crisis prevention – which was both cheaper and more effective than crisis management. In addition, NATO needed to emphasise the importance of the transatlantic link. She suggested that in light of the current crisis in Ukraine the allies should reaffirm their support to Central and Eastern European member states by strengthening their military presence in the region.  Ms Zakrzewska also proposed that NATO should put more emphasis on cyber defence as this issue would become a dominant feature of the future security environment. 
25. 
In the ensuing Q&A, a UK delegate pointed out that resource sufficiency was not the only component of credible deterrence, and needed to be complemented by the readiness to use force. He asked if NATO actually had the resources to implement Article V if necessary, as some of its members had no “heavy lifting” capabilities and the USA was pivoting to the South East Asia.  In her response, Ms Zakrzewska agreed that NATO Allies needed to engage in concrete steps and strengthen collective defence capabilities.  She added that the 2008 Georgia war and the annexation of Crimea in 2014 by the Russian Federation should have reminded the Alliance that instability in its eastern borders posed significant security challenges. 

26.  A Spanish delegate highlighted the strategic importance of Africa and a security challenge it posed to the Alliance, adding that high public deficits and lacking defence investments  continued to hamper NATO. Ms Zakrzewska agreed that the developments in Africa posed a considerable security challenge and that NATO Allies needed to monitor the events in the region closely.  This included also the emerging situation in Nigeria, she added.  She cautioned, however, that NATO members were reluctant for military engagement in this continent.
27. 
A delegate from Morocco noted that the draft report painted primarily a bleak picture of the MENA region.  He suggested the Rapporteur to add also some positive aspects including Morocco’s recent success to modernise its civil institutions, promote human rights and develop its national economy.  A Danish representative stressed the importance of the 2% GDP spending, and the need for Allied investments to generate effective, robust, and easily deployable forces.  The Sub-Committee Rapporteur shared this view.
28. Following this, Committee chairman José Lello invited Haidara Aichata Cissé (ML) to speak on the situation in Mali.  In her brief statement pointing out that the Malian government struggled to fight the terrorist groups which infiltrated the country from Libya, Ms Cissé stressed the need to prevent weapon stockpiles in Libya from falling into the hands of terrorist groups.  Another problem was drug trafficking, the delegate from Mali explained.  She noted that France and the USA had already stepped up to support the Malian government in tackling these issues and enquired what tools NATO had at its disposal to assist the Malian government and military.  She also asked if the NATO PA could adopt a declaration in support of Mali.  In reply José Lello suggested that she should contact NATO directly concerning the possible assistance to Mali. 

29.
Loretta Sanchez (US) stressed that the United States remained committed to Europe and to European security.  At the same time, she encouraged European states to invest more in collective security and crisis management efforts.
VII. Consideration of the draft General Report on The Evolving Security Dynamics at NATO’s South Eastern Border – Implications for Transatlantic Co-operation [058 PC 14 E] by Ojars Eriks Kalnins (Latvia) General Rapporteur
30.  In his presentation of the report, Ojars Eriks Kalnins (LV) took up Secretary General Rasmussen’s comment during the plenary discussion the day before that NATO didn’t face just one crisis but several.  Iran’s increasing role for regional security and the civil wars in Syria and Iraq were at the heart of the crisis in the Middle East.  Describing Syria’s protracted and intractable civil war the General Rapporteur warned about the conflict’s debilitating spillovers to neighbouring Turkey, Jordan, Lebanon and Iraq.  The expansion of jihadist movements on Syrian territory posed a particular threat to region.  In Iraq especially, the flare-up of sectarian tensions brought about by cross-border extremist groups was compounded by the country’s political fragility. Mr Kalnins highlighted the urgency of a power-sharing agreement in order to defuse the worsening security situation in Iraq.

31. 
The Rapporteur stated that Iran was vying with its Gulf rivals for influence over the future of Syria, and is thus adamantly supporting the Assad regime. He noted Iran’s deep involvement in Iraqi politics and economy.  He praised the Iranian president Rohani’s new communication style towards the West, but cautioned that Iran’s core agendas and decision channels remained the same. Mr Kalnins continued his presentation by calling upon NATO Allies to develop a contingency plan for Syria if instability there would threaten Turkey’s security, and to devise a common and active policy towards Syria and Iraq.  In addition, he argued that NATO Allies and the international community should increase their assistance to Syria’s neighbours to help them tackle refugee management and border security.  The General Rapporteur concluded his introduction by underlining the need to engage Iran over regional security issues.  
32. 
In the discussion, a British representative staunchly opposed any military assistance to any element of the Syrian opposition.  The position of the Kurds was also broached as their autonomy is a contentious issue in both Iraq and Syria, and as the Syrian Kurdish PYD rebels were reported to occasionally collaborate with Assad forces despite the general anti-regime stance of Syrian Kurds.  The United Kingdom delegate also suggested that any engagement of Iran should also address human rights issues, and that any assistance to Iraq security forces should focus on the country’s internal security, and not its national defence.

33.  Several delegates suggested that the report should also mention the use of barrel bombs in Syrian and Iraqi urban areas and the persistent obstructionism of Russia and China on the United Nations Security Council.  Other comments referred to the dire refugee situation – which delegates deemed a priority to be addressed as an entire “lost generation” could destabilise the region in the long-term.  Finally, arguing that a “new Afghanistan” had emerged in the Near-East, a Turkish representative highlighted the deteriorating humanitarian and security situation on his country’s border.

VIII. Closing remarks
34.
The Chairperson briefed Committee members on visits of the Sub-Committee on NATO Partnerships to Georgia and Armenia.  The next visit of the Sub-Committee will be to Greece, together with the Assembly’s Special Mediterranean and Middle East Group. John Dyrby Paulsen (DK), Chairperson of the Subcommittee on Transatlantic Relations briefed the Committee on the recent visit the United States and Canada.  Details of the Sub-Committee’s next visit to Italy have not been decided yet.  Reminding the Committee that the next Rose‑Roth Seminar will take place in Baku, Azerbaijan in June, Chairman José Lello encouraged members to participate in this event. 
35.
Mr Lello concluded the meeting by thanking the Lithuanian delegation for hosting a very successful Spring Session and by announcing that the next session will take place in The Hague, Netherlands in November 2014.   
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