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I am delighted to be present today to discuss the European Security and Defence Policy (ESDP). 

Seven years have now elapsed since the horrors of 9/11 and the international community continues to grapple with an ever-evolving set of global threats, from terrorism and extremism of various hues to climate change and the energy crisis. Given the linkages which exist between many of these threats, it is imperative that, in its response, the international community deploys all of the resources at its disposal in a coherent and effective manner. With 27 members, a population that numbers half a billion and a pivotal role as the world’s largest furnisher of development and humanitarian assistance, it is clearly vital that the European Union rises to this challenge. The EU has recognized the need to marshal its resources more effectively in the service of global security – to quote the European Security Strategy “Active policies are needed to counter the new dynamic threats. We need to develop a strategic culture that fosters early, rapid, and when necessary, robust intervention”.
However, closer co-operation within the EU in the defence and security fields has been viewed with hesitation by some of the EU’s Member States. This is partly because defence policy goes to the core of national sovereignty. It may also be explained by the significant divergences which exist as regards policy related to defence and military matters: for example, some of the EU’s Member States, such as Ireland, Austria and Finland, have a tradition of neutrality, whilst others have played a prominent role in the NATO alliance.  Nonetheless, the compelling logic of closer EU co-operation in the security and defence fields has propelled the Union onwards in  incrementally building solid EU defence structures over the last decade in full complementarity with the NATO commitments of several EU Member States. 
The principles underpinning this process are articulated in broad terms in the EU’s treaties, with the Treaty of Amsterdam citing the objective of strengthening “the security of the Union in all ways” and incorporating the “Petersberg tasks” – humanitarian and rescue tasks, peacekeeping tasks and crisis management – into the Treaty on European Union. As of June 2008, there were 11 EU missions in action across the globe, ranging in nature from the deployment of military detachments in Chad to the provision of a rule of law mission to conduct training of key personnel in Iraq. 
It is still early days for the ESDP and there remain several fundamental questions which hold the key to its future effectiveness.
First, it is widely emphasized that the EU needs to address the “capabilities gap” in the area of defence to ensure that the EU is best placed to fulfil the demands of the ESDP. At a national level, there are swingeing disparities in what individual EU Member States spend on their militaries. A recent report by the Center for Strategic and International Studies in Washington noted that, whilst some EU Member States – such as the UK, France and Spain – are spending more than 3% of GDP on defence, military outlay in some other Member States is below 1.5% and is falling significantly in several. Total annual military spending in all 27 EU Member States is a little over half that which is spent by the United States. However, it is important to look also at how the EU’s defence profile might be reinforced at a collective, rather than a national,  level.
Second, the fostering of collaboration on defence projects is a critical element in building an EU-level defence identity. One important initiative is the European Defence Agency (EDA). The EDA was created in 2004 with the mandate of helping EU Member States develop their defence capabilities for crisis-management operations under the ESDP. The EDA is tasked with promoting defence Research and Technology (R&T), promoting armaments co-operation and creating a competitive European defence equipment market and strengthening the European defence, technological and industrial base. The EDA was instrumental in steering through a voluntary code of conduct on defence procurement and manages a portfolio of 40 research projects. There are, of course, several examples of transnational co-operation in the defence industries, notably the Eurofighter, a project on which Germany, Italy, Spain and the UK collaborated. 
Third, as the ESDP matures, its interface with NATO, the OSCE, UN and other key multilateral bodies will also have to be carefully nurtured in order to continue to ensure effective complementarity of action. There have been encouraging examples of such co-operation, for example between EU and NATO in FYROM. 
To conclude, it is fair to say that, whilst the EU has projected “soft power” effectively during its first fifty years of existence, it has been less successful in marshalling all its resources, including military, to the service of conflict prevention, crisis management and post-conflict repair. It will undoubtedly be fascinating to observe how the potential of the ESDP is realized in the coming years.
We will now proceed to a more detailed powerpoint presentation.
