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New Threats and the Transatlantic Bond

Ladies and Gentlemen,

I would like to thank Professor Roberts for excellent introduction. Also, I would like to thank International Institute for Strategic Studies for inviting me to speak here today.

Only a while ago I have unveiled the plaque in the library of IISS commemorating 400th Anniversary of the birth of Wenceslaus Hollar. Hollar was the man who drew London, who documented its face and life before Great Fire and after. He was born in Prague, left Bohemia to improve his skills in German cities, travelled to Austria, was commissioned to work in England, had to search safety in exile in Antwerp and died in London. Very European fate and a very European man. But to our business:

Ladies and Gentlemen,

It is not a surprising statement to say that the world is changing fast. But it is important to keep this cliché in mind because so are the factors that threaten to destabilizing it. We constantly have to re-evaluate the risks to our security and well-being. Less than twenty years ago the major threat to world peace and stability was the potential for an all-out war between two competing blocs. A lot has changed since then.

The fall of communism in the late eighties brought about new challenges. The artificial stability based on a concept of mutual assured destruction formulated in Kennedy’s era disappeared. The global political arena soon saw the arrival of new players – new countries, groups with specific ethnic, political, economic or religious agenda, eager to pursue their interests previously suppressed by the world’s political division – often by any means necessary. 

At the same time, the end of the Cold War combined with massive spread of the new technologies brought about a rapid and profound globalization of the world’s economy. This process resulted in an unprecedented growth of many formerly underdeveloped countries. The intensive economic development of countries like China and India pushed the global demand for energy to record heights. As the planet’s resources and our energy production capacities are limited, we are inevitably confronted with a new kind of competition with strong security ramifications.  

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

The rise of religious - particularly Muslim – extremism and the increasing demand for energy pose the two major security risks to the security of free societies in the twenty-first century. Let me share with you a few thoughts on these challenges as well as on how the transatlantic community can face and minimize them. 

1. Religious and political extremism

The sudden ideological vacuum of the nineties gave rise to religious extremism. That was particularly true in religiously strong-minded Muslim societies. I believe this fact is no coincidence. The highly explosive mix of extreme poverty, poor personal prospects and intense ethnic or religious sentiment combined with aggressive ideology, leads to manipulation of the masses, which often results in acts of violence. Similar conditions in the 20th century gave rise to communism in Russia in 1917 or fascism in the German Weimar Republic in the 20s and 30s. In fact, the Hussites in the Czech lands used poverty and religious sentiment to make the masses join their cause in the 15th Century just like Oliver Cromwell did in England two centuries later. 

Similarly, in the early nineties, generations of Muslim youth with literally no political, economic or social future became easy prey for radicals, who were eager to recruit the willing crowd to help them pursue their political agenda. They soon found an intellectually simple and easily conveyable doctrine to convince them. It was based on blaming the West and its allies for the hardships of the rest of the world – mostly due to its alleged political arrogance, its social and cultural decadence or simply its different religion. In their view – the West became a legitimate target. 

Unfortunately, the huge advances in modern technology made it easier for less developed countries and even non-state groups to obtain means to destabilize whole nations and regions. 

Soon, it became obvious that the most serious threat to the security of the free world are anti-Western extremist groups, potentially operating with a support of less responsible regimes and in the worst case scenarios - perhaps even equipped with weapons of mass destruction. 

The terrorist attacks in the nineties and in recent years confirmed this assumption. Terrorists have clearly demonstrated their determination to attack free societies all over the world. And the fight goes on. Al-Qaeda´s Zawahiri threatens with further attacks only because Salman Rushdie was knighted by Her Majesty.

So how can the free world defend itself against such threats? And what is the role of transatlantic institutions in the process? 

Stabilizing the most vulnerable societies

As the use of force against operating terrorist groups is legitimate and necessary, it must be accompanied by activities designed to remove the appeal of radical ideology to the general population, especially in Muslim societies. The potential recruits must have a reasonable prospect of an economically, socially and even politically definable existence in a stable environment. Developing democratic principles, such as the rule of law, good governance and a strong civil society is the way to achieve this goal. And the transatlantic community is not always aware of that.

British trade and development secretary Douglas Alexander conveyed the same message – undoubtedly approved by your Prime Minister – last week in the United States. “In the 21st century strength should be measured by what we can build together”, he said and also he called for a new alliance of opportunity. Our approach based on multilateralism should be driven not by single interests but by core values. There is the point in the argument.

True, in conflict areas like Afghanistan or Iraq, we have adopted such strategy in NATO´s “Comprehensive Approach” initiative, introduced at Riga Summit. It calls for a more intensive co-operation between the military and civilian elements at specific missions as a well as a robust involvement of NGOs, international organizations and local actors. Great Britain’s involvement in developing the whole concept is particularly noticeable. The Czech Republic is also strongly supportive. 

However, I have noticed that in the statements of the new British representatives the stress is on the adjective “effective”, calling for effective international system. Indeed, we cannot return to magic term “multilateralism” without making clear that what we have in mind is effective multilateralism. This is a great challenge for our European and UN institutions. We cannot afford another Bosnia or Rwanda genocide; we cannot be all the time slowly reactive to terrorists´creativity. This is where I see the big opportunity for NATO. But NATO cannot fight to end the poverty, to secure trade justice or cope with climate change consequences. All these issues need active engagement of the US. When promoting multilateralism, we have to secure that all key players want to be effective: Russia, China, India, and South America.

It is very sad and disappointing to hear Russia just making an announcement about their departure from the system of collective security, about suspension of CFE Treaty from their side. 

We can understand that Russia, which is economically recovering, is claiming its former position of superpower. I pay respect to President Putin for being an excellent tactician. However, we are scared by the strategy oriented more on prestige and on building military might instead of investing into civil infrastructure, into oil and gas industry, into environmental technologies etc. With this strategy I am afraid that Russia will once again end up as a giant on a clay feet.

As far as stabilized countries are concerned, we should continue to call for political, economic and social liberalization. However, sometimes we rush to introduce free elections without creating a strong institutional framework to anchor the positive political changes. In my opinion, the institute of rule of law is particularly important. I would even call it a precondition for democracy. The development of England into a cradle of democracy might have started with the trial of the Black Prince in the Middle Ages. Strong and independent judiciary as one of de Montesquieu´s branches of power has been an essential element of American democracy since its very birth. Similarly, it was a stable and predictable legal environment with enforceable laws that led to the development of first democratic elements in Central European societies. 

The rule of law forms the basis of long-term political and social stability and helps neutralize ideological excesses when they occur. Only after there is a strong and enforceable legal framework in place, can major political transition begin without concerns about democracy destroying itself by empowering non-democratic actors. The world would not have to fear a rogue group winning elections in any country, if there were legal mechanisms effective enough to prevent abuse of power. 

Certainly, I am not the first one promoting these ideas. The term “constitutional liberalism” coined by Austrian Erik von Kuehnelt- Leddihn describes in a more sophisticated way what I have in mind. In his famous book Liberty or Equality published fifty years ago he tried to separate constitutional liberalism from democracy. And Britain is excellent example of the rightness of his views. And contemporary political commentators like Fareed Zakaria operate with this term and idea on a daily basis.

In addition to that, while promoting democratic principles, we should also respect the traditions and lifestyles of the societies we want to influence. Every society and every nation in the world - including ours - have their sense of pride. Imposing our will hastily will hurt this pride and jeopardize our goal of strengthening democracy throughout the world. 
Pro-active approach

Unfortunately, no democratic changes can discourage all potential terrorist recruits from joining the radical groups. Therefore, we also have to be ready to react when a terrorist attack is imminent or even underway. 

The intelligence and law enforcement communities play the key role here and the international co-operation in this field is absolutely indispensable. 

With new technologies becoming more accessible every day, we cannot disregard the possibility that in a not very distant future an irresponsible and hostile regime might acquire a weapon, which – combined with the right missile technology - would pose a grave danger to millions of civilians, literally anywhere in the North Atlantic area. The Czech Republic perceives this risk as credible. That is why the Czech government decided to participate in a US-led missile defense project this spring. Being a medium-sized country with limited military capacities, we view our participation in the project as a contribution to the collective defense of ourselves and our allies against such a threat. 

Fortunately, NATO acknowledges the risk, too. We welcome the fact, that the Alliance has taken the first steps to develop a missile defense system of its own and we support the idea of combining both systems as soon as technically possible. 

2. Energy security

Ladies and gentlemen,    

Let me mention another challenge, which is currently shaping the security debates in Europe as well as United States – energy security. Energy is a precondition for economic growth. With particularly Asian economies on the rise, its consumption is soaring. Whereas the supply is limited, the demand is skyrocketing, driving the prices of energy-related commodities to record heights. 

Both, Europe and the United States, are highly dependant on energy-related imports, as is China and India. With the supply limited, we are witnessing an increasing rivalry in gaining access to energy resources all over the world, particularly in the Middle East and Africa. 

The consequences of this situation are very disturbing. The supplier countries are getting extreme economic and political leverage over their clients, which in some cases take form of a direct meddling into their internal affairs. 

Furthermore, as a substantial part of the world´s energy resources is situated in countries with semi-democratic regimes and dictatorships, the ruling elites often use their profits to bribe or crush their opponents. Their false legitimacy, based on huge amounts of cash, then hinders any progress in much needed political, economic and social liberalization. Needless to say, the consequences for the global campaign against terror and our efforts to promote democratic principles worldwide are thus highly unfavorable. (As the old truth says – as the price of oil soars, democracy suffers.)

The G-8 summit in St. Petersburg produced a document on global energy security, outlining the basic principles for ensuring energy security and economic growth without neglecting the pressing environmental issues. We also welcome the debate on European Union energy policy and I am proud to say that we belong to the most pro-active participants. In the European context 

· we strongly promote maximum diversification of sources as well as energy transit routes,

· we call on producers and transit countries to join the Energy Charter to legally streamline the relations between the supplier and client no matter how many transit countries lie between them, 

· and last but not least, we call for a responsible government oversight over energy markets. 

Let us not forget that huge supranational oil companies are also gaining more and more influence. Even though most of them may be based in the West, their primary interests are not necessarily the same as those of Western governments. As they have every right to make profits in their field of business, the governments should create clear and transparent rules for them to do so without compromising the energy security of their citizens. This does not mean we should aim for a tight state control and start looking for ways to block initiative, resourcefulness and entrepreneurial spirit of our private businesses

Total state control over energy resources and their distribution leads to corruption and discourages private investment. Recent months also showed that striking a fair deal with an all-controlling state is close to impossible. I believe, Royal Dutch Shell and British Petroleum could tell us stories about that.

However, relying on market forces to correct the gap between supply and demand is naïve and wrong, too. There is virtually no competition on the supply side of the energy market. Its oligopoly-type, even monopolistic structure is almost immune to any kind of free market pressures. 

That is why we have to find the right balance between the need for strategically necessary government oversight and the principle of free entrepreneurship. Transparent, enforceable and well-defined mechanisms are needed. Before these are in place, let us proceed with caution in further development of some otherwise interesting concepts – for instance the so-called “unbundling”. Uncontrolled sellouts without strictly set rules could result in hostile takeovers by companies whose interests might in the end interfere or even directly counter our common security goals. 

Conclusion 

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

as complex as today´s threats are, the transatlantic community has every potential to successfully deal with them. But let us remember that in the globalized world, our security is indivisible. There is no such thing as a safe country in an unstable neighborhood. Our societies and economies are interdependent and intertwined. That is especially true in case of Europe and America. We should not forget that when we define our goals in confronting our common challenges. And we should not forget that when we look for solution in order to achieve them.

Thank you for your attention.
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