NATO After Afghanistan

( See Karl-Heinz Kamp, pp. 54-59, June 2010)

Captain Tom Fedyszyn, U.S. Navy (Retired) -  Dr. Kamp’s proposal to return NATO to its former self after its withdrawal from Afghanistan is likely to appeal to those happy to return to the “good old days” when NATO was the world’s supreme player in global defense.  His goal is that the Alliance resume its focus on “defense of the population, territory and vital interests of its member nations”. His logic, unfortunately, demands the denial of the world in which we live – one which NATO helped shape. 

 The concerns he voices are precisely those arguing against his conclusion.  NATO’s former self was obsessed with major combat and developed militaries accordingly.  Today, he acknowledges, most European members give defense short shrift in the budget, except for exorbitant personnel expenditures. His concerns over Russia are a direct result of the competition fostered by “traditional” NATO.  A reversion to this alliance can lead only to Russia’s perception of again being encircled by an aggressive western adversary.


His worries about nuclear developments and state-on-state conflict originate far from European territory and, if anything, argue for more, rather than fewer Alliance activities beyond Europe.  

The world has changed.  The NATO territorial security guarantees provided in 1949 kept Europe safe and free.  Today, they would reinvigorate past animosities with Russia, bleed European defense budgets and draw our collective attention away from the problems so clearly stated in NATO’s own strategic concepts – global instability, terrorism and human insecurity.  While it is undoubtedly politically correct to cloak oneself in the goodness of the NATO Article 5 territorial security guarantees and returning to our European roots, one should consider whether this emphasis is the proper strategic response for today’s world.                                                                                                            
