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Panel V : Maritime Security : Doesthe EU need a maritime strategy?

After thisvery comprehensiveintroduction, it ismy intention to focusa bit

upon my observationsto our topic based on recent work for the EU.

First, yes, thereis still a“ Sea Blindness” in most of the member states.This
iIsthe biggest concern for all who areresponsible for Security and Defence.
Insidethe EU it isup to now only the Commission who istaking car e about
maritime issues, for good reasons with emphasis on Safety and Security
ISsues.

The ongoing, rather successful, Operation Atalantaisa good example for
the potential of the EU, if thereisa political will behind such an activity.
Thisoperation, under the framework of ESDP, is, of coursein linewith the
different papers mentioned during theintroduction. It isin linewith the
European Security Strategy, but the obvious Sea Blindness which you can

identify in thisdocument from 2003 has diminnished. Keeping in mind that



Europe, the Europe of 27 Member States, isa peninsular, it needsalot of
brave men ad women not to mention the European Maritime Domain with
one singleword. Europe, even without the ambition “ to build security in
our neighbourhood”, issurrounded by the Artic Sea, the North
Atlantic,including the approachesto the M editerranean, the Baltic Sea, the
Mediterrenean Sea and the Black Sea. Close neighbours are Russia, Turkey
and Georgia. | think thisbrief view shows very impressively where a great
part of Europe’schallenges and tasksfor the near futureare.

Second, yes, the Commission has identified these challenges and possible
tasks. The Green and Blue Papersare proving that a lot of good initiatives
areon their way and that from the aspects of Safety and to a certain degree
Security alot has already been achieved.

Third, no, thereis not a comprehensive approach taken by the Commission
so far, all activitiesto achieve safety and security are more or less sector al
activities, developed to serve only one purpose and with arather low degree
of integration .

Fourth, yes, the Commission hasidentfied thisas an area with much room
for improvement and has developed with great emphasisis and engagement
the now discussed “ Integrated Maritime Policy” which is, from my point of
view, a big step forward to theright direction.

Fifth, yes, there was a great engagement by the French and the Swedish

Presidency for Maritime Security and Maritime Surveillance as



prerequesitefor for all Maritime activities, which will be continued by the
Spanish and hopefully by the Belgian Presidency aswell. So thereisfrom
the Presidencies” point of view a continous support for Maritime Security.
This political support isvital to overcome the wide spread Sea Blindnessin
some Member States.

Sixth, yes, up to now | have spoken about Safety and Security only. For a
better understanding | will try to separatethe threeterms. Safety, Security
and Defence and will allocate tasksto them :

Safety isfrom amore or lessinternational accepted definition theinternal
safety of a ship and the overall navigational safety,

An allocation of tasksfor a Navy could be a contributing actor when called
upon to assist, for examplein Search and Rescue missionsor in the
prevention of pollution.

Security isthe area where a common under standing has not been achieved
yet.

Taking into consider ation that threats are no longer caused by combatants
only, but by all sortsof criminals, including pirates, and terrorits, wearein
a Situation that constabulary task and naval tasks are no longer separ ated
from each other. The separation between internal and external Security is
taken over by eventsand not longer valid for effective and affordable
solutions. Some Member States have solved this challenge, others, like

Germany,aretrying to find a way out of this dilemma.



The spectrum of Security missionsis reaching from combating illigal
migration, combating piracy and robbery at sea up to protecting critical
infrastructure, including pipelines, oilplatforms and sea based windmills.
Navies ar e contributing when called upon and will support civilian agencies
aswell asacting asa military force, when the asymmetric threat is causing
a danger to one or more states.

Defence missions see the Navies as global actors, and the allocation of tasks
iIsdefined from controlling areas of interests, detecting and evaluating
Maritime Domain threats up to combating profileration of armament.

But even the traditional tasks of a Navy need today and in the futurea
compr ehenisive solution.

Seventh, yes, thereisan international legal framework, and the

I nter national M aritime Organisation, the UN organisation taking care of all
maritime matters, isdoing a good job, but it isalong and sometimes painful
process to achieve progress.

Eighth, yes, we urgently need a change of the mindset of all peopleinvolved
in Maritime Safety, Security and Defence matters. What we need iscalled a
comprehensive approach, an integrated answer to respond to the present
and future challenges and threats. The Lisbon Treaty isa unique
opportunity to achieverthis.

Nineth, if you look into the ESS you can identify under the headline“ Key

Threats’ fivethreatsand one challenge. They all have an impact on



Maritime Seurity and Defence. Terrorisme has proved thiswith a great
number of killed people. The Proliferation is, asall threats, not limited to
only one aspect: Thereisa clear and present danger that the seawaysare
still a preferred way of dealing with all kinds of weaponsincluding that odd
mass destruction.

Regional conflicts can be prevented and influenced from the sea, an old and
proven concept, State Failure can be reduced by Naval and Maritime

oper ationg/initiatives.

Organized Crimeisathreat for many states, including European States,
and to fight it successfully needs comprehensive action.

| am surethat the discussion about a European Maritime Strategy will
support thisprocess. And all discussions which are supporting the change
of mindset towar ds comprehensive and integr ate solutions are more than
necessary.

Asaconclusion, | am in favour of the process which isbeginning with athe

development of an European Maritime Strategy.
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