



























































































































































AN A

*430411*

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
1000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-1000

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Tunisia and Europe Trip (6-11 October)

1 recently returned from a successful trip with stops in Tunis for bilateral mectings: in
Thessaloniki, Greece, where | attended the mecting of Southeastern European Defense
Ministers; and Birmingham, England, where I participated in the NATO informal
Dcfense Ministerial Meeting.

Tunisia

My first stop was in Tunisia. | had very frank and positive discussions with President
Ben Ali and the Minister of Defensc Mohamed Jegham. Ben Ali immediately spoke of
our excellent and strategic bilateral relationship. He also expressed his desire to see the
relationship further strengthened, including in the military realm, though, as you know,
he is wiscly giving by far the greatest priority to economic development. On the Iraq
issue, he believed the sanctions against Iraq were not working but I cmphasized to him
that they were preventing Saddam from reconstituting his WMD arsenal and threatening
his neighbors as well as his own people. With regard to the MEPP, Ben Ali wants to be
constructive but has limits, as more recent events have shown. During the meeting, he
said the Tsraeli/Palestinian clashes were predictable, given the sensitivity of the Jerusalem
issue. Consistent with his general approach, his comments refrained from anti-Israeli
diatribes and focused on getting the Israclis and Palestinians back to the negotiating table.

On Maghreb issues, Ben Ali gave a downbeat assessment of Algerian President
Bouteflika, though he stressed that the bilateral relationship with Algeria was actually
very good. He believes that Bouteflika is out of touch with his country’s realities because
of his lengthy absence from Algcria. le also said that Bouteflika’s government lacks
clear ideas on how to solve the country’s problems. On Morocco, Ben Ali was worried
that King Mohamed had made too many promises to his people and expressed concemn
over perceived growing influence of Islamic extremists in Morocco. He also indicated
that the UN Referendum Plan for Western Sahara is not working. He believes a
negotiated settlement is the only way to resolve this conflict. Ben Ali expressed hope
that the US will expand its presence in the Maghreb region, asserting that it was not the
private preserve of anyone (read France). He also registered concemn over what he saw as
the lack of progress on the Eizenstat Initiative (US-North African Economic Partnership).

During my separate discussions with Minister of Defensc Jegham, he reaffirmed the
importance of our close defense cooperation and hoped it would be bolstered by
expanding combined exercises and additional security assistance for the modernization
and maintenance of the Tunisian Armed Forces.
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Southeast European Defense Ministerials

As events in Belgrade unfolded in early October, [ met with nine Southeast European
Ministers of Defense in Thessaloniki, Greece. This was the fourth time I had attended
the Southeast European Defense Ministerials (SEDM), a very successful initiative we
started several years ago, with five regional (Albania, Macedonia, Bulgaria, Romania,
Slovenia) and four NATO (US, Italy, Greece, Turkey) members. SEDM has spawned a
number of practical cooperative efforts in the region, including a peacekeeping brigadc
(which will probably be used in Bosnia) and an engineer task force (which will begin
with road building in Albania). SEDM has been a modest success story in building
regional stability, cooperation and good neighborly relations in this difficuit area, mostly
getting Greece and Turkey to work together successfully on the development of the
pcacekeeping brigade. [n this light, it was noteworthy that we welcomed Croatia’s
presence at the meeting for the first time. The fact that Croatia is now a member of
SEDM says important things about the rapid, positive changes in thc region—a fact
underscored by the developments in Belgrade even as we met. Bringing Serbia into the
SEDM in the not too distant future will be a useful step, though all the countries wanted
to cnsure that there was actual progress in taking that step. I also spent time with Greek
MoD Akis Tsohatzopoulos, with a follow on mceting to develop US-Greck cooperation,
mostly in the Balkans and the Mediterranean.

NATO Informal Defense Ministerial Meeting 10 October

The Birmingham Ministerial meeting occurred during a period of historic change in
European sccurity. Both NATO Allies and European Union (EU) members are in the
pracess of determining capabilities needed to perform their organizations’ respective
security and defense missions. This endeavor requires an objective assessment of the
current and projected threat environment, honest identification of capabilities shortfalls,
and perhaps most importantly, NATO-EU cooperation to rectify those shorttalls without
unnecessary and costly duplication. NATO and EU capabilities are inextricably
interrelaled, as the only common pool of European forces. Therefore, this NATO-EU
relationship demands close, transparent cooperation to establish a unified, collaborative

defense planning review process, and provide for assured EU access to NATO
operational and force planning.

Four EU-NATO working groups have been formed and meet regularly to discuss the
mechanics of defense cooperation. In September, NATO ambassadors met with their EU
counterparts for the first time in an historic meeting. There is a great deal of work that
remains to be done in establishing NATO-EU security and defense links. The Ministcrial
meeting provided me with an opportunity to reiterate our commitment to NATO and
European security while also demonstrating our leadership in establishing closer ties
between NATO and the EU. 1 emphasized our strong support for the EU goal of
developing its own security and defense policy with a credible military capability to back
it up, and oftered a vision of NATO-EU relations that includes a unitary planning review
process. It is my strong belief that it would be inadvisable to create separate parallel



NATO and EU defense planning processes as that would contradict the reality that
NATO and the EU will draw from the same pool of forces. Separate, duplicative staffs
would also waste already precious resources. To demonstrate our seriousness, | invited
the four non-NATO EU members (Austria, Finland, Ireland, and Sweden) and France to
observe NATO’s examination of our forces commitled to the Alliance (which is a key
element of NATO’s defense planning process) on 2 November.

The reaction 10 my intervention was overwhelmingly positive. Both Defense Ministers
and media commented on the strong statement of our support for the EU"s Security and
Defense Policy and our willingness to lead the development of NATO-LCU links in these
areas. With the next Defense Ministerial Meeting scheduled for early December, we are
working closely with our Mission at NATO and our Country Tcams in EU member states
to finalize as many of these NATO-EU security and detense links as possible bcfore the
end of the year.





























































































































































































