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EDITORIAL 

Dear Readers,

A New Year arrived with new intentions, new goals and 
new beginnings. HERALD Magazine will continue to keep the 
memories and introduce successes and challenges stay behind 
like a trail of the past looking forward to the path of the future.

The last semester of 2015 dominating the great achieve-
ments of a successful and challenging year, underscored the 
great efforts by all participants that day by day built a fruitful 
and promising relationship with national and multinational 
entities.

Public Affairs ambition to keep its online presence and 
visibility reached unprecedented views of the NRDC-GR website 
and Social Media accounts (NRDC-GR YouTube channel, Twitter 
and the recent created HQ’s Facebook account).

Herald magazine is one of the most successful media 
platforms. It represents an open window to the world, via ad-
dressing views and beliefs of subject matter experts and special 
guest, in military, historical, scientific, cultural and other issues 
of a global interest.

I would like to express our greatest thanks and apprecia-
tion to all contributing guests and staff for their articles, news 
and event coverage, and much more. Views expressed in this 
magazine belong to the authors and do not represent any offi-
cial opinions of NRDC-GR or NATO.

The year is new, the hopes are new, the aspirations are 
new but our wishes for happiness and prosperity remains the 
same from you and your families. 

Best Wishes,

Stavros SIDIROPOULOS 
OF-5 (HAF)

Chief PAO/StratCom Advisor
NRDC-GR/PAO
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Commander NRDC – GR HQs 
Lieutenant General Ilias Leontaris

Dear readers,
It is my great honor to welcome you 

to the 6th issue of the “HQ NRDC-GR Her-
ald”, a bi-annual review with the aim to 
share with you our recent achievements 
and to promote our efforts and future 
goals.

Since its inception in 2001, as a NATO 
organization, NRDC-GR has been the 
model for transformation. As anticipated, 
the path to success continued during the 
second semester of 2015 when NRDC-GR 
received excellent evaluation results after 
our yearly capstone exercise “GORDIAN 
KNOT-15”, which also served as our Com-
bat Readiness Evaluation. This evaluation 
began the NRDC-GR process towards its 
near term objective, which is to become 
a NATO Joint Task Force (JTF) HQ and sup-
port the NATO Long Term Rotation Plan. 
On the road to JTF HQ we will cooperate 
with other NATO headquarters and use 

their gained knowledge and experience 
in order to conduct our transition both 
efficiently and timely. By achieving this 
objective NRDC-GR will be ready to un-
dertake the role of a JTF in a Small Joint 
Operation (Land), whenever and wherev-
er is required. 

The path for this transformation it is 
not simple and has some significant mile-
stones that must be attained. The first 
milestone is this year’s capstone exer-
cise GORDIAN KNOT 16, at where critical 
fundamentals of the operations as joint 
headquarters will be tested. I am confi-
dent that the high level of professional-
ism and determination of our personnel 
coupled with the continuous support of 
the Host Nation and contributing Nations 
will result to another success story in 
NRDC-GR’s history. 

During my tenure as NRDC-GR Com-

mander, NRDC-GR has proven its read-
iness time after time, through tough 
NATO evaluations, as a Ground Readiness 
Force HQ’s and above all it is has earned 
an esteem place in the NATO community 
amongst its counterparts.  Nevertheless, 
NRDC-GR will continue its aim for success 
to further reaffirm its status, advance 
its participation in new NATO plans and 
make our HQ an indispensable focal point 
in upcoming NATO advancements.

NRDC-GR is a successful organization 
because of the personnel that worked 
hard to contribute to its success. For 
my last input as NRDC-GR’s commander 
I would like to express my sincere grati-
tude and appreciation to all its person-
nel for their hard work and dedication to 
NRDC-GR and its mission. I have no doubt 
that the path to success will continue be-
cause of you. 

Thank you.
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Diffused Wars, Diffused Media 
in a Risk Environment 

Dr. Nikos Panagiotou is Assis-
tant Professor, School of Journalism 
and Mass Media Communication, Fac-
ulty of Economic and Political Sciences, 
Aristoteleio University. He has been a 
Chevening Scholar of the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office, Socrates Schol-
ar at Universidade Fernando Pessoa 
(Portugal), Scholar of the State of Lux-
embourg, in University of Luxembourg, 
and RCAP Scholar from APU University, 
Japan. His is a peer-reviewer at St. An-
tony’s International Review Oxford Uni-
versity, b) Multi-Disciplinary Scientific 
Journal of International Black Sea Uni-
versity, and c) Journal of Culture and 
Society and member of the advisory 
board of peer reviewers for Network-
ing Knowledge. He has participated in 
a series of scientific researches, has 
published articles in International and 
Greek journals and in edited volumes. 
His research interests are upon:  Global 
Journalism, Political Communication, 
Mass Media Literacy, Conflict Analysis 
and Resolution.

  he Syrian Civil War, Ukraine 
conflict, etc constitute paradigms of the 
new political, economical etc environ-
ment. An environment were rapid and 
unexpected changes take place and 
make order contingent and not given. 
This environment is characterized nei-
ther by chaos nor by order but from 
metastability (Urry 2007), where we 
continuously balance between order 
and uncertainty. Certainties of the past 
are scattered and obscured resulting in 

a different strategic and communication 
environment. The most recent conflict 
experiences around the world have once 
again proven that states are no longer 
alone in global affairs and that non-state 
actors have the capacity to influence 
both national and international politics. 
According to Zinnes (1968) contending 
the perceptions of international conflicts 
are more significant than the conflict 
itself. The role of the media in foreign 
policy and conflict issues is more com-
plex. Not only do they provide decision 
makers with opportunities to advance 
their goals, but also constrain them. 
Mass media provides meaning and medi-
ates the meaning of the action in foreign 

policy. Their influence is greater in for-
eign policy issues because of the lack of 
personal experience, and consequently, 
the public’s reliance upon the informa-
tion that receives from the mass media 
in general”(Panagiotou 2006:12). 

 The coverage of war by mass 
media has gone from a 1970s flow (Wil-
liams 1974) through the event time of 

T

Dr. Nikos S.Panagiotou
Assistant Professor 
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the Gulf War to a twenty-first century 
‘torrent’ (Gitlin, 2001) or flux (Hoskins& 
O’Loughlin 2010). These changes call for 
a ‘revision’ in the way that we approach 
the new strategic environment upon 
which conflicts are taking place.  
 In order to understand the role 
and the possible impact of International 
news coverage and Media pressure in 
the coverage of Global issues, especially 
Wars and International Crisis, we have to 
take into consideration Diffused Wars as 
an essential approach. This approach is 
the key to understand among other rea-
sons the policy reactions and most im-
portantly the connections between me-
dia and foreign policy. Diffused War(s), 
is a policy media interaction model that 
moves beyond the simple effect/non ef-
fect dichotomy. It allows us to understand 
the role of media especially in Interna-
tional Crisis and Wars that take place in 
a new media ecology. Media are con-
sidered as active players in a serious of 
factors that determine policy responses. 
Diffused war  refers to a new paradigm 
of war in which Media are recognized as 
an important actor, that makes possible 
more diffuse causal relations between 

action and effect. In order to understand 
medias role in Foreign policy we have to 
take into account the new players (social 
media,changes in the way that traditional 
media operates) the flux information en-
vironment that challenges the certainties 
of the past.  This approach is in line with 
Gilboa findings(97:2003) about media im-
pact. Gilboa suggests that realtime televi-
sion coverage imposes constraints on the 
policy-making process.  This is more than 
true, especially in the diffused wars and 
the flux information environment that is 
curbing the time available for policy mak-
ing by demanding immediate response 
to crises and events. Under this approach 
media are seen not as a commentator 
neither as a catalyst but as an agent that 

constructs, under various ‘influences’ the 
“environment” upon which the political 
decisions will take place. In this model, 
media role is recognized more as an in-
dependent variable, than dependent es-
pecially the new media. Media environ-
ment is more diffused, in contrary with 
the more given environment of the past 
were wars took place. In many ways, 
communications technology is bringing 
those who deliver the news and those 
who make policy closer together. It is as 
O’Hefferman (189:1993) “ policymaking 
cannot be done without the media, nor 
can the media cover international affairs 
without government cooperation. In this 
flux information environment, of contin-
uous news stream, new challenges arise 
for the armed forces. The need is related 
with necessary changes in the strategic 
communication and the need to include 
new media and new forms of commu-
nication in order to combat radicaliza-
tion and the spread of terror. Extremist 
groups create content that  grasp media 
and audience attention and on the same 
attracts and recruits young people from 
the West.

 In this diffused environment our 
responses should be characterized by the 
ability to change and adapt to track the 
changes and correspond to this fluid en-
vironment and fluid audience.
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Global Politics and the Unavoidable Shift from a 
Hierarchical Diplomacy Communication Model 

to a Network - Oriented One
Dr. Christos A. Frangonikolopoulos is Associate Professor 

at the School of Journalism and Mass Communications, Aris-
totle University of Thessaloniki. He also teaches at the Greek 
Open University. He was born in South Africa in 1965, studied 
Politics and Government (BA Honours) and International Rela-
tions (PhD) at the University of Kent at Canterbury (England). 
In Greece, he is the author of the book The Global Role of Non-
Governmental Organizations (I. Sideris, 2007) and co-author of 
the following books: Greek Media and Foreign Policy (Ι. Sideris, 
2011), An Introduction to Cosmopolitan Democracy (I. Sideris, 
2010), The Resolution of International Conflicts (I. Sideris 1994). 
He is also co-editor of Transnational Celebrity Activism: Chang-
ing the World?, (London, Intellect 2011). In Greece and abroad 
he has published in journals such as Global Society, The Round 
Table, Nordicom, Etudes Helleniques, Greek Review of Political 
Science, Journal of Contemporary European Studies, Journal of 
Media and Cultural Politics, Place Branding and Public Diploma-
cy, Diplomacy and Statecraft, Global Discourse, Bridges, Journal 
of International Electronic Governance, New Perspectives on 
European Society and Politics and Media Dialogues. 

  he world suffers from a de-
bilitating global democratic deficit that 
is generated by the deepening of the 
challenges that are global in scope, and 
the underperformance of global mecha-
nisms for their resolution. In this envi-
ronment, legitimacy cannot be confined 
to strictly sovereign and territorially 
based communities.  Existing approach-
es to foreign policy, however, continue to 
be directed primarily at informing/influ-
encing audiences for the purpose of pro-
moting the national interest and foreign 
policy goals. Although important, such 
actions are monological, disregarding 
that in today’s world it is what one hears 
and understands, not what one says that 
is important. 

 The rise of global communica-
tions are affecting the way in which gov-
ernments conduct their diplomacy and 
increase the importance of the public 
dimension in foreign policy. They pro-
vide new opportunities for citizen par-
ticipation as members of the public are 
developing new competencies for global 
engagement through the use of infor-
mation and communication technology. 
Moreover, as the concept of security has 
been broadened, the gap of what used 
to be domestic and foreign policy has 
rapidly closed, making citizen’s everyday 
concerns the concerns of foreign poli-
cymakers. This has not only facilitated a 
shift from geopolitics to a foreign policy 
that emphasizes the primacy of values 

and ethics, but has also opened up the 
field of global politics to other actors/
types of activity, which mainly rely on the 
social power of individuals and NGOs. 
Social power, defined as the ability to set 
standards, create norms and values that 
are deemed legitimate and desirable, 
without resorting to state-centric power, 
is a central part of contemporary global 
politics. 

 As a result, diplomacy today can 
only be successful if designed to operate 
within a ‘polylateral’ world of multiple 
actors. The challenge for diplomacy is to 
be inclusive and collaborative, facilitating 
substantive dialogues with broader for-
eign societies and actors, not only when 
trying to convey messages and develop 

T

Dr. Christos Frangonikolopoulos
Associate Professor 
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friendly relations, but also when dealing 
with global issues. Engaging other actors, 
internal/external, and incorporating their 
views should be at the center and not 
the periphery of diplomacy. This is not 
to oversee the persisting importance of 
traditional means of foreign policy, but to 
state that they are not a priori the prin-
cipal foreign policy tools. This requires a 
shift from a hierarchical diplomacy com-
munication model to a network-oriented 
one. The first, transmits top-down infor-
mation flows to a target audience, seek-
ing to influence public opinion. The net-
work model, on the other hand, and in 
light of common transnational problems, 
seeks to build relationships around com-
mon interests in order to promote action 
in fields where governments seem un-
able to deliver. 

 The changing global environ-
ment, characterized by cultural diversity, 
turbulence, the emergence of new actors 
and the rise of interactive media, makes 
this all the more necessary. This is so be-
cause we no more live, if we ever did, in 
closed communities, but in an open and 
interconnected global system. The defin-
ing principle of this system, sovereignty, 
is dynamic and has been redefined sev-
eral times in several ways in the past cen-
turies. In the last two decades, and given 
the post-Cold War developments, we 
have witnessed the passage from nomi-

nally absolute sovereignty to responsible 
sovereignty. This signified a break away 
from the belief that internal affairs and 
security can only be decided by national 
leaders and governments on the basis of 
‘national interest’ calculations, towards a 
more holistic understanding that is also 
contingent upon respect of human rights, 
welfare standards, and democratic and 
participatory decision-making processes. 

 In this new conceptual frame-
work, diplomacy should create new pos-
sibilities for reconsidering state sover-
eignty with an eye to serve global public 
goods. This may seem groundbreaking, 
radical and even problematic for national 
communities that function on the basis 
of national democratic legitimacy and 

accountability. Nevertheless, legitimacy 
and accountability can no more be con-
fined within strict territorial limits/bor-
ders since the world is composed increas-
ingly by communities of common fate 
and a number of issues are of a global 
character and nature. 

 Accordingly, it is irrational in 
many cases for the national interest, tra-
ditionally defined as the maximization of 
utility and powers of states, to be con-
structed in terms of opposition to the 
others; to the contrary it makes much 
more sense to be constructed in con-
junction with the interests of others. In 
particular, the dismantling of the global 
economy and the perpetuation of climate 
change carry costs for everyone and thus 
defy narrow understandings of national 
considerations and instead require global 
treatment. Absolute rather than relative 
gains are thus increasingly more perti-
nent to dominate the construction of na-
tional interests and foreign policy in the 
twenty-first century. 

 International politics via tradi-
tional diplomatic means and intergov-
ernmental venues, and operating on the 
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norm of sovereignty, has for decades now 
failed to efficiently tackle what can rightly 
be seen as truly global critical threats. In 
the very end, sovereignty is not so much 
an end in itself as a means to human wel-
fare. In the ‘global village’ of the twenty-
first century where state sovereignty is 
frequently an anachronistic impediment 
to global cooperation, which is no more 
an option but an indispensable need, al-
ternative diplomatic theorizations seem 
to be in demand. 

 Therefore, there is urgent need 
of diplomacy to work on a broadened 
thematic agenda that does not leave out 
any of the paramount global issues. The 
goal of diplomacy should be to explain 
fully one’s policies and show how they 
contribute to the delivery of global pub-
lic goods, such as peace, security, respect 
for human rights and international law, 
prosperity, sustainable development and 
more. 

 The concept of the ‘noosphere,’ 
introduced by Ronfeldt and Arquilla more 
than a decade ago, is particularly helpful 
at this point. Drawing from the ancient 
Greek word ‘noos,’ which means ‘mind,’ 
it points to the public sphere, the sphere 
of knowledge, ideas and discourse. It re-
fers to a ‘global realm of mind,’ where in-
formation and power are increasingly in-

tertwined, that redefines the contours of 
power, security, strategy and diplomacy 
in the information age. The ‘noosphere’ 
becomes a sphere of ideas, values, norms 
and arguments within which both state 
and non-state actors are engaged; poli-
tics cease being only power-maximizing 
but also adopt power-sharing aspects; 
and national interests are redefined tak-
ing into account the interests and prefer-
ences of the wider society. These delib-
erations lead to noopolitik, which does 
not substitute but works in parallel with 
realpolitik; noopolitik is about whose 
story, not army or economy, wins. In this 
understanding, diplomacy is the major 
means at the disposal of states and other 
international actors to participate in and 
influence the noosphere with the intent 
to satisfy their own interests, which, 
however, increasingly – have to – align 
with broader public interests that know 
of no national borders. 

 What is missing from diplomacy, 
then, are the discursive processes that 
will allow it to play its essential role in 
global politics in the twenty first century. 
Diplomacy can create hubs for discussion, 
argumentation, counter-argumentation 
and feedback, and become a reflective 
process that helps to understand the 
shortcomings and deficiencies of one’s 

policies. Diplomacy currently works pre-
dominantly on communicating aspects 
of culture, education and identity in an 
apolitical way. It should, to the contrary, 
focus on the mounting threats common 
for and relevant to most, if not all, parts 
of the global population. In today’s criti-
cal global juncture, meta-issues, such as 
climate change, and access to water and 
clean air, have ascended in importance in 
the global arena and should be increas-
ingly targeted by diplomacy.  Such prob-
lems are traditionally dealt within inter-
governmental fora, which not only prove 
inadequate in yielding substantial results, 
but also remain confined to diplomatic 
practices that fail to engage citizens of 
the world. 

 Diplomacy, should, thus expand 
substantially to become the means for 
the improvement of foreign policies and 
the management of global problems, 
with states and intergovernmental or-
ganizations investing on further enhanc-
ing the deliberation, links and networks 
with citizens, social movements and 
NGOs. Discursive diplomacy requires 
that states move beyond their narrow 
national-minded foreign policies, work-
ing to achieve global public goods, as well 
as the resolution of global problems. In 
this effort they can ally with citizens of 
the world and substantially gain from de-
liberation and feedback from the global 
public. In so doing, not only will it cre-
ate space for alternative theorizations to 
mainstream paradigms, aiming to shape 
conducive ground for alternative, poten-
tially groundbreaking, policies to follow, 
but will also function in the direction of 
existing policies, making them more ef-
ficient, opening new potential paths to 
action enhancing transparency and legiti-
macy.
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Crisis Management at NATO

 Cricis Management is one of NA-
TO’s fundamental security tasks. It can in-
volve military and non-military measures 
to address the full spectrum of crises 
– before, during and after conflicts – as 
outlined in the 2010 Strategic Concept.

One of NATO’s strengths is its crisis 
management capacity, based on experi-
ence, tried and tested crisis management 
procedures and an integrated military 
command structure. This enables it to 
deal with a wide range of crises in an in-
creasingly complex security environment, 
employing an appropriate mix of political 
and military tools to help manage emerg-
ing crises, which could pose a threat to 
the security of the Alliance’s territory and 
populations.

Within the framework of the Alli-
ance, members work and train together 
in order to be able to plan and conduct 
multinational crisis management op-
erations, often at short notice.  In this 
context, NATO is an enabler which helps 
members and partners train and operate 
together, sometimes with other actors 
where appropriate, for combined crisis 

management operations and missions.

NATO’s role in crisis management 
goes beyond military operations aimed at 
deterring and defending against threats 
to Alliance territory and the safety and 
security of Allied populations.  A crisis 
can be political, military or humanitarian 
and can also arise from a natural disaster 
or as a consequence of technological dis-
ruptions.

Allies decide on a case-by-case basis 
and by consensus, to contribute to effec-
tive conflict prevention and to engage 
actively in crisis management, including 
non-Article 5 response operations. Some 
operations may also include partners, 
non-NATO countries and other interna-
tional actors. NATO recognises that the 
military alone cannot resolve a crisis or 
conflict, and lessons learned from previ-
ous operations make it clear that a com-
prehensive political, civilian and military 
approach is necessary for effective crisis 
management.  

Many crisis management operations 
have their own objectives and end-state 
depending on the nature of the crisis, 

which will define the scope and scale of 
the response. To ensure effectiveness 
and resilience, NATO’s crisis management 
instruments are continuously adapted to 
the evolving security context. Over time, 
NATO has led and conducted a number of 
crisis management operations, including 
beyond the Euro-Atlantic area.

• NATO’s role in crisis manage-
ment

The manner of dealing with a crisis 
depends on its nature, scale and serious-
ness. In some cases, crises can be pre-
vented through diplomacy or other mea-
sures, while other situations may require 
more robust measures, including the use 
of military force. In this regard, NATO has 
a holistic approach to crisis management, 
envisaging involvement at all stages of 
a crisis and considering a broad range 
of tools to be effective across the crisis 
management spectrum. This approach 
is clearly reflected in the Alliance’s 2010 
Strategic Concept.

In effect, NATO has had the capac-
ity to deal with crisis management and, 
more specifically, collective defence and 
disaster relief operations for a long time. 
Only at a later stage, during the 1990s, 
did it become involved in non-Article 5 
operations, that is, those that are mainly 
conducted in non-NATO member coun-
tries to prevent a conflict from spreading 
and destabilising the region.

In 1998, the Euro-Atlantic Disaster 
Response Co-ordination Centre (EAD-
RCC) was established to co-ordinate aid 
provided by different member and part-
ner countries to a disaster-stricken area 
in a member or partner country. NATO 
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also established a Euro-Atlantic Disaster 
Response Unit, which is a non-standing, 
multinational mix of national civil and 
military elements that have been volun-
teered by member or partner countries 
for deployment to the area of concern.

Civil emergency planning has be-
come a key facet of NATO involvement in 
crisis management. In recent years, NATO 
has provided support for many countries. 
In May 2014, for instance, it provided sup-
port to Ukraine through a team of experts 
who advised on the protection of critical 
infrastructure in the context of the crisis 
with Russia. The EADRCC has coordinated 
assistance in flood-devastated countries 
including Albania, Bosnia-and-Herzegov-
ina, Czech Republic, Hungary, Romania 
and Ukraine. It supported the United Na-
tions High Commissioner for Refugees in 
Kosovo; helped coordinate aid which was 
sent to earthquake-stricken Turkey and 
Pakistan; helped to fight fires in the for-
mer Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and 
in Portugal; and supported Ukraine and 
Moldova after extreme weather condi-
tions had destroyed power transmission 
capabilities. The EADRCC also conducts 
consequence management field exercis-
es on an annual basis, bringing together 
civil and military first response teams to 
practice interoperability.

• Who decides and how?

Crisis decision-making at NATO

When a crisis occurs, no decisions 
on planning, deployment or employment 
of military forces are taken without po-
litical authorisation. Decisions are taken 
by the governments of each NATO mem-
ber country collectively and may include 
political, military or civil emergency mea-
sures, depending on the nature of the 
crisis.

In addition to the regular consulta-

tions that take place to move ongoing 
activities forward, at any given time, Ar-
ticle 4 of the Washington Treaty gives 
each Ally the right to bring issues to the 
table for consultation and discussion with 
other fellow members: “The Parties will 
consult together whenever, in the opin-
ion of any of them, the territorial integ-
rity, political independence or security of 
any of the Parties is threatened.” Article 
4 is critical to NATO’s crisis management 
process, since consultation is at the basis 
of collective action.

NATO has different mechanisms in 
place to deal with crises. The principal po-
litical decision-making body is the North 
Atlantic Council (NAC), which exchanges 
intelligence, information and other data, 
compares different perceptions and ap-
proaches, harmonises its views and takes 
decisions by consensus, as do all NATO 
committees.

In the field of crisis management, 
the Council is supported by the Oper-
ations Policy Committee, the Political 
Committee, the Military Committee and 
the Civil Emergency Planning Committee.

Additionally, NATO communication 
systems, including a “Situation Centre” 
(SITCEN), receive, exchange and dissem-
inate political, economic and military 

intelligence and information around the 
clock, every single day of the year.

The overarching NATO Crisis Re-
sponse System (NCRS) is a process within 
which a number of elements are geared 
to addressing different aspects of NATO’s 
response to crises in a complementary 
manner. These include: the NATO Crisis 
Management Process (NCMP), the NATO 
Intelligence and Warning System (NIWS), 
NATO’s Operational Planning Process 
and NATO Civil Emergency Planning Cri-
sis Management Arrangements, which 
together underpin NATO’s crisis manage-
ment role and its ability to respond to 
crises.

• A wide range of crisis manage-
ment operations - definitions

Depending on the nature of a crisis, 
different types of crisis management op-
erations may be required.

Article 5 - Collective defence

Referred to as “Article 5 operations”, 
collective defence implies that the deci-
sion has been taken collectively by NATO 
members to consider an attack or act of 
aggression against one or more members 
as an attack against all. NATO invoked Ar-
ticle 5 for the first time in its history in 
September 2001 following the terrorist 
attacks against the United States.
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Non-Article 5 crisis response oper-
ations

Crisis response operations cover all 
military operations conducted by NATO in 
a non-Article 5 situation.

A “crisis response” or “peace-sup-
port operation” are generic terms that 
may include conflict prevention, peace-
keeping, peacemaking, peace building, 
peace enforcement and humanitarian 
operations. These are multi-functional 
operations conducted in support of a UN/
OSCE mandate or at the invitation of a 
sovereign government involving military 
forces and diplomatic and humanitarian 
agencies and are designed to achieve 
long-term political settlement or other 
conditions specified in the mandate.

o Conflict prevention: activities 
aimed at conflict prevention are normal-
ly conducted under Chapter VI of the 
UN Charter. They range from diplomatic 
initiatives to preventive deployments of 
forces intended to prevent disputes from 
escalating into armed conflicts or from 
spreading. Conflict prevention can also 
include fact-finding missions, consulta-
tions, warnings, inspections and monitor-
ing. NATO makes full use of partnership, 
cooperation and dialogue and its links to 

other organisations to contribute to pre-
venting crises and, should they arise, de-
fusing them at an early stage.

o A preventive deployment with-
in the framework of conflict prevention 
is the deployment of operational forces 
possessing sufficient deterrent capabili-
ties to prevent an outbreak of hostilities.

o Peacekeeping: peacekeeping 
operations are generally undertaken un-
der Chapter VI of the UN Charter and are 
conducted with the consent of all Parties 
to a conflict to monitor and facilitate im-
plementation of a peace agreement. 

o Peacemaking: this covers dip-
lomatic activities conducted after the 
commencement of a conflict aimed at es-
tablishing a cease-fire or a rapid peaceful 
settlement. They can include the provi-
sion of good offices, mediation, concilia-
tion and such actions as diplomatic pres-
sure, isolation or sanction.    

o Peace building: peace building 
covers actions which support political, 
economic, social, and military measures 
and structures aiming to strengthen and 
solidify political settlements in order to 
redress the causes of a conflict. This in-
cludes mechanisms to identify and sup-
port structures which can play a role in 

consolidating peace, advance a sense of 
confidence and well-being and support-
ing economic reconstruction.

o Peace enforcement: these op-
erations are undertaken under Chapter 
VII of the UN Charter. They are coercive 
in nature and are conducted when the 
consent of all Parties to a conflict has not 
been achieved or might be uncertain. 
They are designed to maintain or re-es-
tablish peace or enforce the terms speci-
fied in the mandate. 

o Humanitarian operations: these 
operations are conducted to alleviate hu-
man suffering. Humanitarian operations 
may precede or accompany humanitari-
an activities provided by specialised civil-
ian organisations.

Natural, technological or humani-
tarian disaster operations

Operations to assist member and 
partner countries that are affected by 
disasters also fall under the scope of cri-
sis management. In 2005, NATO assisted 
Pakistan when it was hit by a devastating 
earthquake that claimed the lives of an 
estimated 80,000 people. NATO also reg-
ularly responds to requests for assistance 
following natural disasters such as heavy 
flooding and forest fires.

Loukas VOULTSIOS
OF-3 (HE A)

SO Combat Assessment
NRDC-GR/G2
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Preface

Gone are the days that people across 
the globe had peace in mind during dai-
ly activities. In recent almost 100 years, 
namely in 20th century, a new mutating 
and illegal threat has been appeared and 
posed one of the biggest problems under 
the fundamental pillars of international 
community: terrorism. 

As a single word, terrorism covers a 
wide range of illicit actions, taken over 
by small groups of people and directed 
mainly by extremist leaders. Those sorts 
of attacks make most likely big troubles 
at a great variety of targets, located from 
remote areas to the centers of densely 
populated cities, starting from American 
continent to Europe, Africa and Middle 
East area. In fact, it is an asymmetrical 
threat not only for security forces around 
the world but also for all individuals due 
to the fact that everyone can be a terror-
ist victim, posed the world at risk. 

Regrettably, there are lots of facts in 
which we have been witnessed in ter-
rifying events and in most cases those 
attacks left numbers of guiltless people 
dead. It is a not deniable fact, that ter-
rorism has caused death, physical injury 
and other damages; it is naturally a scary 
phenomenon.

Short History of terrorism

Historically speaking, terrorism can be 
dated from the 1st through the 14th cen-
tury. The Zealot’s, who were active after 
the Roman occupation of Palestine, were 
the first known terrorist organisation in 

Terrorism: A Global Menace and the Confron-
tation Difficulties in Democratic States

history in Roman times. An indicated ex-
ample of early terrorism is the Order of 
the Assassins or “Hashhashin”, who were 
a secretive Islamic sect active in Iran and 
Syria from the 11th to the 13th century. 
Their origins go back to Hassab I Sabah 
who adopted an extreme of Ismaili doc-
trine that called for the seizure of several 
mountain fortresses. Years later the As-
sassins decided to transfer their activities 
from mountain regions to the main cen-
tres. During the years assassins killed a 
large number of enemies, mainly Sunnis 
but also Christians. 

Then, there were some terrorist activ-
ities between 14th and till early 18th cen-
tury, but the origins of modern terrorism 
was marked by Maximilien Robespierre’s 
“Regime de Terreur” (Regime of Terror) 
in 1793. Beginning with the 19th centu-
ry, modern terrorism was used mainly by 
the European far left to achieve political 
goals. The 20th century brought new 
waves of terrorism and the use of terror, 
since it takes more and more internation-
al dimension.

When talking about terrorism in 20th 
century, we can recognize two major 
sectors in terrorism, the first is the left 
wing terrorist and separatists (not only in 

Hassan Ben Sabbah, 
the First Grand Master of the Order of Assassins

Europe), the second one is the so called 
international terrorism, that stroke the 
western world not for the first time on 
11 September 2001, but at that day the 
dimension of international terrorism be-
came dominant. That black day of 9/11 
marked a new step in the history of mod-
ern terrorism, not only because NATO 
evoke for the first time in its history the 
Article 5, but also made obvious to the 
Western States how vulnerable they are.

Difficulties in defining Terrorism

In order to extend our knowledge 
further, we have to indicate first the defi-
nition of terrorism. In particular, there 
are plenty of ambiguous definitions of 
terrorism. In accordance with Oxford 
dictionary, terrorism is the use of violent 
action in order to achieve political aims 
or to force a government to act. There is 
no doubt that this definition is too gener-
al in meaning but through the years, this 
definition has been transformed to many 
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other meanings because of causing many 
terrible attacks. According to UN Reso-
lutions 1373 and 1566 on the one hand, 
terrorism is not possible to be clearly de-
fined with a single definition, causing a 
real trouble in attempts of international 
community to deal with. On the other 
hand instead, the European Convention 
on the suppression of terrorism in 1977 
and the International Convention for the 
suppression for the financing of terrorism 
in 1999 both failed to define terrorism. 

In accordance with studies have been 
made during the past decades, research-
ers have found more than 200 definitions 
of terrorism. As one can easily under-
stand, there are many problems about 
attaining a comprehensive definition. 
Hence, the definition difficulties adds an 
additional problem to authorities to sep-
arate the terror activity from other non – 
terror events and therefore in combating 
terrorism in the best way. UN member 
states have not yet agreed on a common 
definition of terrorism, but no general ac-
cepted definition is available. On the con-
trary, NATO has a “military concept for 
defense against terrorism” (MC 472) and 
gives a wide range of definitions related 
to terrorism and countermeasures. For 
instance, the official definition indicat-
ed by NATO refers to “the unlawful use 
or threatened use of force or violence 
against individuals or property in an 
attempt to coerce or intimidate govern-

ments or societies to achieve political, 
religious or ideological objective (AAP-
6).”

Terrorists: Who are they?

The identity of terrorists and their 
acting methods located in the center of 
the realm of attempts of detecting suit-
able ways on how we have to deal with 
this problem. Actually, a common accept-
able approach as terrorist action is an 
asymmetric threat that the conventional 
forces face obstacles to spot them and to 
eliminate completely. To be honest with 
ourselves, it is difficult to counter un-
predictable violence taken by weak illicit 
groups of separatists because it is like a 
war without front lines against an inde-
scribable enemy in shadow. As a result, 
in many times we can’t gain clear knowl-
edge on where it would lead or how it 
would end and to what extent. 

Taking into consideration the terrorist 
events till now, we can draw the profile of 
at least the leaders’ identity and the goals 
they try to achieve. 

It should be noted that terrorists al-
most always utilize violence in order to 
gain political power either inside the 
countries or to influence foreigner coun-
tries’ decisions contrary to their issues 
with their interests. They also aim at hit-
ting of human rights, freedom and pros-
perity of the societies. 

Another parameter of terrorism is 
the linkages not only with the organized 
crime worldwide but also with other ter-
rorist groups. It is a strong bond between 
common-law criminals, opening new op-
portunities to terrorist groups.

Among others, some prominent ter-
rorist groups such as Boko Haram, Al 
Qaeda and more recently ISIS, make 

the tackle of problem further complex, 
consisting some of the deadliest terror-
ist groups in the planet. More recently, 
based on VOA news information North 
Africa has become one of the basis for 
ISIS, pledge alliance to Boko Haram ter-
rorist group, keeping an eye to reach to 
European targets through North Africa. It 
should be underlined also that leaders of 
terrorist groups, such Osama bin Laden, 
one of the most notorious terrorist lead-
er, play a crucial and vital role in operat-
ing attacks and inspire their warriors to 
commit suicide in the name of their god, 
using mainly traditional methods such as 
bombs and explosives and causing num-
bers of casualties in several areas. 

Current and Future Trends in Ter-
rorism

Unfortunately, terrorism remains one 
of the difficult obstacles for the interna-
tional community. Coming mainly from 
Middle East where weak and fragile re-
gimes of the countries located, terrorist 
provoke massive attacks to a wide range 
of the world, particularly in Western 
countries. The main features of terror-
ists’ methods are common with the tra-
ditional ones. Guns and suicide bombing 
are the most ordinary way to fight at the 
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The six individuals who have been at the helm of the terror group are from Iraq, the Iraqi interior ministry 
told Al Arabiya News Channel. (Al Arabiya)

faithless people.  It is estimated that apart 
from using internet to send messages to 
tremor people worldwide, the above 
mentioned manner won’t be changed. 
Being in the head of global terrorism, 
ISIS has shown that they will continue 
to fight several targets in many places of 
the planet. Having in mind the attack in 
World Trade Center (WTC) in Sep, 11 No-
vember, conducted by Al Qaeda, we can 
humbly say that this attack marked a new 
era in global terrorism, covered on line 
by media globally. Additionally, it was the 
first time terrorist attacked outside their 
country, in fact in one of the safest coun-
tries, US of America. Great constructions 
like tubs and trains stations are under the 
fear of terrorist attacks and the same ten-
dency will be continued if western soci-
ety not takes strict measures in order to 
counter this big challenge as soon as it is 

possible.

Terrorism also seeks to achieve spe-
cific political objectives, causing fear and 
panic as the mechanisms by which other-
wise relatively weak groups like al-Qaeda 
can force their will on more powerful ac-
tors. As Peter Neumann, the director of 
the International Centre for the Study of 
Radicalisation, puts it: “Terrorism is not 
necessarily about the number of people 
you kill; it’s about the terror you create.”

Ways to Combat Modern Terrorism

It is hard to believe nowadays that 

governments are able to negotiate with 
terrorists. Terrorism is not acceptable in 
any way and nobody must negotiate with 
murders. Notwithstanding, to counter 
terrorism is a difficult task for everyone. 
Terrorism has been widespread and 
recently with a great intention in the 
continent of Africa, founded there with 
sister terrorist organizations, such as al-
Shabaab in Somalia and many others.  Al 
– Qaeda also had added another obsta-
cle at the confrontation of the terrorism 
complex problem. 

Since 9/11, al-Qaeda has established 
a much wider network. This includes for-
mal affiliates that pledge “bayat” (loyal-
ty) to al-Qaeda’s leaderships as well as 
groups that aren’t formally dedicated to 
al-Qaeda’s cause but are willing to help 
it (like the Afghan Taliban). Theoretically 
speaking, al-Qaeda is in command of its 
affiliates, but in practice it doesn’t exer-
cise complete control over their day-to-
day operations. As a result, local griev-
ances and concerns, rather than a pure 
devotion to anti-American jihad, often 
shape the actions of members of the 
al-Qaeda network.

On the other hand, international or-
ganizations like UN and NATO had played 
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a critical role in an attempt to reduce the 
global poverty, the main reason of terror-
ism in accordance with Kofi Anan opin-
ion, a former Secretariat General of UN. 
Moreover, the UN Security Council may 
decide what measures not involving the 
use of armed force are to be employed to 
give effect to its decisions, and it may call 
upon the Members of the United Nations 
to apply such measures. These may in-
clude complete or partial interruption of 
economic relations andrail, sea, air, post-
al, telegraphic, radio, and other means 
of communication, and the severance of 
diplomatic relations (UN Charta, Article 
41). Also, the Sep 11, 2001 was the main 
cause for NATO after UN resolution, to 
take over its first operation against ter-
rorism in the Middle East, supported by 
allies.

Despite the progress in the frame of 
security measures taken by the major-
ity of the western society, terrorism is 
here and we carry on taking this menace 
into account that terrorist attacks might 
take place not only inside the countries 
but also as a separate branch in the new 
forms of threatening. Unifying for in-
stance our efforts we will be able to ori-
ent ourselves to a better way for counter-
ing this asymmetric threat, enriching our 

UN Headquarters

awareness by taking part in Think Tanks. 
Unity is a common ground or if you pre-
fer a common table in which the interna-
tional community must gather in order 
to find commonly acceptable measures 
against this storm and to shape an effec-
tive counter – terrorism strategy. 

Those efforts must be contiguous and 
endless with the view to eliminating the 
tremor activities. Additionally, all coun-
tries must be able to adopt new and com-
mon measures in the use of the internet 
in order to be in line with a world com-
mon code, to work actively and collabo-
ratively with one another other around 
the world with the view to raising aware-
ness about the efforts to be taken. 

Instead of Conclusion

To be pragmatic, terrorism is not a 

new parameter in life, depended mainly 
on the way we can prevent it. It is obvious 
that terrorism is an asymmetric threat, a 
real threat for some time to come, not 
only at national level but also at interna-
tional one, posed a real danger to all fun-
damental human rights, making the fore-
seeable future further gloomy. Terrorism 
can be tackled day-by-day, so as to create 
a more sanguine and shine world. It’s our 
indebtedness to the next generations.

“Like it or not, terrorism will contin-
ue to be a problem for the United States, 
its allies, and the rest of the international 
community”. 

(Daniel R. De Petris is an analyst at Wikis 
rat, CNN.com, Small Wars Journal and The 
Diplomat, Inc., a geostrategic consulting firm, 
and a freelance researcher).

“(…) Protecting and promoting de-
mocracy `remains the best answer to ter-
ror’. (…) The most effective way is to have 
a combination of all the things in our in-
ventory, and that goes from nation-build-
ing to intelligence to diplomacy, political 
talks, and if necessary, military power”.                
       (NATO Secretary General Jaap Hoop de 
Scheffer, 10 March 2004)

Konstantinos PALOUKAS
OF-3 (HE A)

SO1 Exercise Section 
NRDC-GR/G7



articles

14

NATO and NATO Nations International 
Legal Responsibilities with Regard to Cultural 

Property Protection in Military Operations 

 I. Cultural Property Protec-
tion in International Law. The 1954 
Hague 

 Convention. 
 The legal recognition that cultur-
al property belongs to mankind was not 
made until the Convention respecting the 
Laws and Customs of War on Land and its 
annex dated 18 October 19072, which 
forms the fundamental basis of present 
laws protecting cultural property. After 
World War II, efforts were launched to 
develop a comprehensive international 
convention on the protection of cultural 
property. The Convention for the Protec-
tion of Cultural Property in the Event of 
Armed Conflict (The 1954 Hague Con-
vention) was adopted on 14 May 19543 
(including its first protocol) and on 26 
March 1999 the Second Protocol4 to the 

1954 Hague Convention was adopted by 
the States party to those Conventions. 
 
 II.  Definition of cultural prop-
erty and the relevant protection. 
 Article 1 of the 1954 Hague Con-
vention establishes a definition of cultur-
al property that includes: 
a. “movable and immovable property of 
great importance to the cultural heritage 
of every people ... “; 
b. “buildings whose main and effective 
purpose is to preserve or exhibit ... mov-
able cultural property ... “; and 
c. “centres containing a large amount of 
cultural property ... “. 

 Article 2 of the 1954 Hague Con-
vention defines the protection of cultural 
property (i.e. CPP) as: “ ... the safeguard-
ing and respect of such property”. Arti-

cles 3 and 4 go on to further set out what 
safeguarding (in time of peace) and re-
spect (in the event of armed conflict) en-
tail. The latter includes not using cultural 
property for the purposes of war, refrain-
ing from acts of hostility against cultural 
property and preventing theft, pillaging 
or misappropriation of cultural property. 

 The identification of specific 
property to be protected by the 1954 
Hague Convention is not, however, as 
straightforward as the abovementioned 
definitions would seem to portray. Under 
the 1954 Hague Convention, Nations are 
responsible for: 
   - first identifying cultural property,
  - second marking each item of cultural 
property with the emblem of the 1954 
Hague Convention, a blue and white 
shield, and 
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   - third forwarding data about each item 
of cultural property to the UNESCO. 
 - UNESCO collects information from 
nations, enters it into a database, and 
provides technical assistance in the or-
ganization of the protection of cultural 
property. 

 III. NATO and NATO Nations Re-
sponsibilities under 1954 Hague Con-
vention
 The 1954 Hague Convention 
is legally binding on nations that have 
(signed and) ratified it. All NATO Nations 
have ratified (or acceded to) the 1954 
Hague Convention, with the exception of 
the United Kingdom which has signed but 
not ratified it and Iceland, which has nei-
ther signed nor ratified it. 
 Unlike most of the NATO Na-
tions and most of the PfP nations, which 
are directly bound by the 1954 Hague 
Convention, NATO, as an international 
organization, is not a party to the 1954 
Hague Convention and therefore not di-
rectly bound by its provisions. However, 
all nations and military forces, including 
NATO (as an international organization), 
are deemed to be bound by the general 
rules of Customary International Human-

itarian Law5. The 1954 Hague Convention 
binds the relevant nations to the terms of 
its provisions, but neither includes sanc-
tions that can be imposed on any nation 
in breach of their provisions6 .

 IV. Cultural Property Protec-
tion a core NATO value 
 The protection of cultural prop-
erty is inferred as a collective value of 
NATO through the preamble of the North 
Atlantic Treaty which states that the Alli-
ance is “ ... determined to safeguard the 
freedom, common heritage and civilisa-
tion of their peoples ... “ Such language 
in NATO’s founding documents indicates 
that the Alliance holds itself to be bound 
to protect cultural property where appro-
priate and possible. NRDC-GR incorpo-
rates these values in its policy as well as in 
its decision making process. With regard 
to targeting NRDC-GR takes into account 
all the legal considerations including 
collateral damage and cultural property 
protection, as a policy restriction, when 
dealing with potential targets which may 
be in proximity to cultural property. 
NRDC-GR targeting training includes 
trammg on methodology for estimating 
collateral damage as well as an exten-
sive focus on the Law of Armed Conflict 
(LOAC), including the elements of cultural 
property protections covered under the 
LOAC. 
 
 V.  Conclusion 
 NATO Nations and NATO as an 
Organization (bound by customary inter-
national law) have a positive obligation 
to protect cultural property based on 
international law and the collective val-
ues of the Alliance. NRDC-GR Legal Office 
adapts its training activities to constantly 
address the relevant issues in its lectures 
and seminars on a comprehensive basis. 
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Transnational Terrorism: A New Security Paradigm 
versus Analytical Challenges for Military Planners

A new terrorist era that should shake 
the world
 The world of the twenty first 
century is perceived as one in which 
transnational non state actors pose new 
threats to security (homeland security: 
a new strategic paradigm-Jacob N. Shap-
iro and Rudolph P. Darken). Even though 
global terrorist organizations are very ra-
tional in their behaviours and place great 
reliance on network structures, this kind 
of threat is neither a new phenomenon, 
nor is the scale of destruction threatened 
by new fanatic terrorist groups discontin-
uous with the past terrorist campaigns, 
nor are the goals of the current threat 
out of line with past experience. 
 Regardless to historical similar-
ities of this specific threat, four claims 
are generally made to support the argu-
ment that the world faces a dramatically 
different environment. The first is that 
terrorist groups operating without geo-
graphically defined objectives, require a 
strategic response that is different from 
that required by nationalist groups. The 
second is that communications technolo-
gy and the ready availability of technical 
know how have rendered transnational 
organizations newly capable of achiev-
ing strategic impact (super empowered 
individuals-Friedman 2002). The third is 
that the frequency of attacks around the 
world has increased to the point where 
terrorism should be a matter of central 
concern. The fourth is that the ideology 
behind the fanatic groups of current con-
cern drives them to seek a fundamentally 
new scale of destruction. In other words, 
their goals are sufficiently different to re-

quire a different strategic response.
 As past evidences play against 
this new terrorist era theory, debates 
were concluding that each claim could be 
contradicted with the following observa-
tions (RAND Corporation-St Andrews da-
tabase of international terrorist incidents 
developed by Bruce Hoffman):
• Transnational goals of the cur-
rent fanatic terrorist organizations are not 
new, such as the ones to compel external 
power to support apostate regimes, then 
to replace these weakened regimes when 
they do not have external support, and to 
finally expand such revolution. 
• Successful historical responses 
to extremism have not involved a new 
strategic perspective, but rather a com-
bination of political change and law en-
forcement (Enders and Sandler 2004).
• Evidence does not support the 
claim that technology has given terrorists 
the capability to achieve a fundamentally 
greater level of destruction.
• Evidence does not support the 
claim that modern communications have 
increased have increased the number of 

terrorists.
• Evidence again does not support 
the claim that modern terrorists have 
more destructive goals than previous 
radical threats. 

Realistic approaches to the small N 
problem 
 Taking the above mentioned ob-
servations as factors, it is now possible to 
look at the transnational threat in a more 
pragmatic way. 
In dealing with transnational terrorism, 
the adversary is not one alliance system 
with a unified command and control, 
but many smaller, highly varied organi-
zations. Consequently, any model of the 
adversary is likely to be misleading. Craft-
ing a serious and strategic response to 
terrorist operations requires taking into 
account the great variety of terrorist or-
ganizations, giving tremendous problems 
for Military Planners. 
 Essentially, building models that 
can handle the variety of terrorist orga-
nizations, to help in crafting strategies 
against them, depends a good deal on 
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having a large amount of data that unfor-
tunately do not exist, because the num-
ber and frequency of terrorist organiza-
tions and attacks are inherently low. This 
small N problem means that it is quite 
difficult, if not impossible, to track trends 
and tendencies in the behaviour of a ter-
rorist adversary (assessing and compar-
ing data sources for terrorism research 
- Ivan Sascha Sheehan). In addition, as 
such adversary’s activities do not follow 
a strong central tendency, policy adapta-
tion is quite difficult. 
To deal with these data problems, it 
would require a robust exercise pro-
gramme with a substantial simulation 
and experimentation component. But 
there is another, more problematic, 
small N problem related to what Military 
Planners must prepare for. As in design-
ing programmes to deal with large scale 
warfare against a conventional adversary 
bloc, it could be relatively easy to prepare 
the best response to the other side’s av-
erage patterns, against a terrorist threat, 
it must get it right for each cell, as it is no 
longer enough to figure out what is the 
right strategy on average. Thus while Mil-
itary Planners are getting less data than 
before on how the enemy will behave, re-
sponses must be more discriminate and 
carefully calibrated. 

Conclusions 
 Given the analytical challeng-
es presented by the very nature of the 

terrorist threat, it is unlikely that a single 
strategy can be articulated. However, a 
number of areas for increased attention 
can be identified. 
 First, the lack of a central ten-
dency to the threat places a significant 
weight on collecting operational intel-
ligence as a primary prevention mecha-
nism.
 Second, because an offensive 
military strategy can be counterproduc-
tive (Kaplan 2005), by increasing the to-
tal number of terrorists, and because it 
is impossible to kill all terrorists overseas, 
local law enforcement must play the ma-
jor role in prevention (Enders and San-
dler). Getting good at filling this role re-
quires that local police officers be able to 
respond to information generated within 
the intelligence community. This in turn 
requires systems to share information 
and exercises to practise using them.
 Third, a greater focus should be 
placed on securing the most dangerous 
weapons and materials.
 Fourth, the small N problem al-
ready discussed means that preparing for 
a highly variable threat is critical. Given 
the problematic data on terrorism, the 
best way to prepare is through simulation 
and exercises that incorporate the variety 
of adversaries, rather than using a stan-
dardized threat. 
 If terrorist threat is truly grave, 
then preparedness efforts should place 
significant attention on these depicted 

focus areas. More precisely, given the 
small N problem, raising the frequency 
of exercising is the only way to explore 
all the nuances of the terrorist threat, 
and to understand how different moti-
vations, objectives, and methods should 
influence our preventive efforts. What is 
needed is an approach to exercises that 
raises the frequency and allows a full ex-
ploration of this adversary. A more exten-
sive understanding of the components of 
preparedness and prevention will help us 
develop exercises that exploit gaps in our 
capabilities, thus improving our posture 
while addressing the dynamic nature of 
this adversary. Exercise design produces 
exercise data (measure of performance). 
These data should be used to develop 
strategies that result in policy. That poli-
cy can then be tested within a simulation 
environment to determine its projected 
outcome over a wide variety of scenari-
os and adversaries. The process then re-
peats with the data from those exercises, 
refining the strategy and resulting new 
policies that can be tested through ex-
ercises and experimentation. This is only 
possible if and when exercising become 
cost effective and a routine part of pre-
paredness.

Vittorio LIPARI
OF-4 (ITA A)
Coordinator

NRDC-GR/G5
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Major Naval Operations in Assist of Land Forces
Definition of a major naval operation

 In generic terms, a major naval 
operation consists of a series of related 
major and minor naval tactical actions 
conducted by diverse naval forces and 
combat arms of other services, in terms 
of time and place, to accomplish an 
operational (and sometimes strategic) 
objective in a given maritime theater of 
operations. Major naval operations are 
planned and conducted in accordance 
with an operational idea (scheme) and 
common plan. They are normally an inte-
gral part of a maritime or land campaign, 
but they can sometimes be conducted 
outside of the framework of a campaign.
 Major naval operations are the 
principal methods by which naval forces 
achieve operational objectives in a con-
flict at sea. Navies around the world 
planned and executed numerous major 
naval operations.  Major naval operations 
have been conducted on relatively few 
occasions since 1945, because of the ab-
sence of a war between major naval pow-
ers. Yet naval forces have conducted sev-
eral major naval operations since then. 
For example, in the Korean War (1950–
53) UN naval forces conducted a major 
amphibious landing at Inchon in Septem-
ber 1950  “Operation CHROMITE” (pic.1- 
pic.2), a major evacuation from Hungnam 
in December 1950 (pic.3), and a naval 
blockade of North Korea. During the 
Vietnam War, the U.S. Navy conducted 
major operations aimed to stop the 
flow of fighters and supplies by the sea 
from North Vietnam to South Vietnam 
in 1965–70 “Operation MARKET TIME” 
(pic.4) and conducted massive strikes and 

pic.2 pic.3

attacks by its carrier forces from “Yankee 
Station” in the Gulf of Tonkin. The Navy’s 
mining of North Vietnam’s ports in May 
1972 “Operation POCKET MONEY” was 
also a major naval operation, in terms 
of the scale of the objective. In January 
1991, in the opening phase of the Gulf 
War “Operation DESERT STORM” (pic.5), 
the U.S. Navy and its coalition partners 
conducted a series of actions that could 
be considered a major combined naval 
operation, aimed at obtaining and then 

pic.1

pic.4
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maintaining control of the northern part 
of the Persian (Arabian) Gulf. Likewise, 
coalition forces conducted a series of 
tactical actions in the northern part of 
the Gulf in the opening days of the war 
against Iraq in March 2003 “Operation 
IRAQI FREEDOM” (pic.7, pic.8)

Naval operations through history

 During World War I, the first ma-
jor joint/naval operations emerged; the 
Entente’s amphibious landing at Gallipoli 
in April 1915 (pic.9, pic10) and the Ger-
man landing in the Gulf of Riga in October 
1917 “Operation ALBION” (pic.11,pic.12) 
are the best-known examples. The prin-
cipal objectives of the Gallipoli landing 
operation were to take Turkey out of the 
war, open a direct link with the Entente’s 
embattled ally in Russia, force the Ger-
mans to shift troops from the Russian 
front, and influence Greece to side open-
ly with the Entente powers.
 The landing at Gallipoli eventu-
ally failed. The last British troops were 
evacuated in January 1916. The losses 
on both sides were heavy. The Entente 
committed about 490,000 troops to the 
operation and suffered 141,100 casual-

pic.5 pic.6

pic.7 pic.8

pic.9 pic.10

ties (including about 44,100 killed).
 The Turks employed some 
500,000 troops and had about 251,300 
casualties (including some 86,700 killed).
 A more successful amphibious 
landing operation was conducted by the 

German navy and the army in the Gulf 
of Riga. This was the first time the Ger-
mans had planned andexecuted a joint 
operation of such size and complexity. 
The operational objective of the landing 
was to open the Gulf of Riga and thereby 

pic.11 pic.12
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threaten the rear of the Russian Twelfth 
Army, defending the Baltic coast. The 
Germans achieved complete surprise, 
and the entire operation was a resound-
ing success. The Twelfth Army was even-
tually destroyed, and the threat to the 
flank of General Oskar von Hutier’s Eighth 
Army was eliminated.
 In contrast, the Soviets focused 
on developing a theory of naval oper-
ations as part of their overall approach in 
developing operational art. Their theor-
ies were incorporated into the Red Na-
vy’s doctrine. The Soviet Field Manual of 
1930(BU-30) was the first doctrinal docu-
ment to spell out the rudiments of joint 
operational employment of naval forces 
and ground troops. Afterward, the Soviets 
developed the theory of what they called 
“naval operations”—specifically, recon-
naissance, amphibious landings and an-
ti-amphibious operations, and operations 
on sea communications. Five years later, 
the Soviet navy adopted the new Com-
bat Manual of Naval Forces(BU-MS-37). 
For the first time, the Soviets elaborated 
“naval operations” and “day-to-day (rou-
tine) activities” as the principal methods 
by which the combat employment of 
naval forces and aviation would accom-
plish operational objectives. The new 
manual envisaged about a dozen types 
of naval operations (operations aimed at 
destroying the enemy forces at sea, oper-
ations against coastal “objects” [instal-
lations], operations on sea communica-
tions and blockade, operations in support 
of own sea communications and counter 
blockade, landing operations, anti-land-
ing operations, and operations in sup-
port of the army flank). The day-to-day 
activities of the fleet forces were aimed 
ataccomplishing operational objectives 
by obtaining and maintaining what the 
Soviets called a “favorable operational 

regime” in one’s own coastal waters and 
deployment area. The Soviet views on 
the character of modern warfare at sea 
and operational art were incorporated 
into the Provisional Manual on Conduct 
of Operations (NMO-40),  issued in 1940. 
However, the Soviet theory of naval oper-
ations was very poorly applied during the 
country’s war with Nazi Germany.
 In World War II, all the major 
navies conducted, independently and in 
cooperation
with other services of the armed forces, 
a large number of major naval operations 
in all the maritime theaters of war.
 Since the end of World War II 
most regional wars have not involved 
major navies on both sides, and so only 
a few major naval operations have been 
conducted. The British recapture of the 
Falklands in 1982 (Operation CORPOR-
ATE) was a major naval/joint operation 
with a limited strategic objective. Rela-
tively recently, the operations of the 
coalition naval forces in the Gulf War of 
1990–91 to obtain and maintain control 
of the northern part of the Arabian (Per-
sian) Gulf constituted a major combined 
naval operation.

Major Operations in Support of Ground 
Forces on the Coast

 One’s naval forces can cooper-
ate with ground forces operating along 
the coast in both the offense and de-
fense. In the broadest terms, naval forces 
support troops on the coast by providing 
cover, support, and supply. Cover means 
preventing enemy air, missile, or gunnery 
strikes, or amphibious landings on the 
flank or in the rear of friendly ground 
troops. These tasks are accomplished by 
destroying forces that threaten friendly 
ground troops from the sea, as well as 

enemy amphibious forces at their em-
barkation areas, in transit, and in their 
landing areas. Support by naval forces 
encompasses a range of tasks, from de-
stroying important targets on the coast 
and in the depth of the enemy defenses 
to attacking maritime traffic in coastal 
waters flanking troops on the coast. Sup-
ply includes transport of troops and ma-
teriel; seizure of crossings over water ob-
stacles (straits/narrows, river estuaries, 
etc.) for friendly troops; and evacuation 
of troops from beaches, naval bases, or 
ports.
 Naval forces can support 
ground forces by major and minor tac-
tical actions. Only in some situations it 
will be necessary to plan and conduct 
major operations, whether predomin-
antly naval or joint, with other services. 
The success of the ground troops along 
a coast is affected not only by the naval 
forces directly supporting them but also 
by those conducting major operations 
to destroy enemy naval forces at sea or 
in their bases and thereby obtaining sea 
control. In general, a major naval oper-
ation can be planned to destroy a fleet 
threatening friendly troops operating 
along the coast; to seize, by an amphib-
ious landing, a major island, strait, or a 
stretch of enemy-held coast; to defend a 
coast against an enemy amphibious land-
ing; to attack the enemy’s maritime trade 
or protect one’s own; and to conduct 
large-scale evacuations of troops or civil-
ians. The principal tasks of naval forces in 
supporting friendly ground forces on the 
offensive are attacks on the enemy troop 
concentration and installations/facilities 
in the depth of enemy’s defenses; am-
phibious landings; destruction of enemy 
naval forces posing a threat to the ad-
vance of friendly troops along the coast; 
prevention of tactical amphibious land-
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ings or raids, and the arrival of enemy re-
inforcements by sea or land; transport of 
friendly troops and materiel; capture of 
naval bases/ports; and support in cross-
ing water obstacles.
 Naval forces can significant-
ly help ground forces advancing on the 
coast by blockading large stretches of an 
enemy-held coast to prevent reinforce-
ment of the enemy’s army. Another 
method of preventing the arrival of ene-
my reinforcements to frontline troops is 
to interdict rail and road communications 
with strikes by carrier- or land-based air 
or surface combatants. In general, inter-
diction is more successful the fewer rail 
or road lines the enemy army depends 
upon for bringing up supplies, and the 
flatter the terrain. For example, the UN 
interdiction effort in Korea was only par-
tially successful, because the communists 
used terrain features to their advantage; 
in fact, they increased the flow of sup-
plies to their frontline troops, despite 
heavy punishment by UN aircraft. They 
also had effectively unlimited human re-
sources with which to keep roads and rail 
lines in operation. Another reason for the 
incomplete success of UN interdiction 
was a self-imposed limitation against at-
tacking the actual sources of enemy sup-
plies. In addition, UN aircraft were unable 
to find and destroy at night or in adverse 
weather small, individual targets not de-
stroyed in daylight raids.
 In World War II, a large num-
ber of troops were transported across 
straits and narrows. For example, during 
the Normandy (pic.13, pic14) invasion 
about five million Allied troops crossed 
the English channel. In the same con-
flict, the Germans transported about a 
million and a half troops across the hun-
dred-mile-wide Sicilian Narrows (or Strait 
of Sicily)and eight hundred thousand 

across the Danish Straits. During Allied 
Operation “BAY TOWN” on 3 September 
1943 (pic.15), two divisions of the British 
XIII Corps of the Eighth Army, carried on 
twenty-two LSTs and 270 smaller landing 
craft, landed across the two–ten-mile-
wide Strait of Messina on the Calabrian 
coast near Reggio and Villa San Giovanni. 
Also, large contingents of troops were 
redeployed from one theater to another 
through the Strait of Gibraltar, the Suez 
Canal, the Strait of Malacca, and the

pic.13

pic.14

pic.15
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Formosa Strait. 
 In support of a major defensive 
operation on the coast, one’s naval forces 
would conduct a series of such tactical 
actions as providing surface fires, laying 
defensive minefields, protecting trans-
port of troops and materiel, conducting 
amphibious raids, taking part in anti-am-
phibious defense, and helping defend 
major naval bases/ports. In some situ-
ations, naval forces might also conduct 
major operations to evacuate friendly 
troops and civilians. Naval forces would 
play the principal role in major anti-am-
phibious operations. Success in such a 
major operation would depend on timely 
detection of the enemy movements pri-
or to the landing, activation of the entire 
coastal defense system, and timely de-
ployment of forces. A major anti-amphib-
ious operation would normally consist 
of four main phases: strikes against the 
assembly areas of the enemy invasion 
forces; actions to destroy enemy forces 
at sea; a battle for the bridgehead; and a 
battle in the depth of the landing object-
ive area. For each phase, the defender 
should determine an objective to be ac-
complished. Slowing an enemy’s advance 
along the coast is closely related to pro-
tracted defense of naval bases and ma-
jor ports. Prolonged defense of a naval 
base could tie up significant numbers of 
enemy troops and thereby gain enough 
time for the front line to be stabilized by 
building up defenses and bringing in new 
reinforcements. Sometimes a stubborn 
defense of even a small naval base can 
win valuable time for preparing defenses 
of more important naval bases or ports.
 The main tasks of naval forces in 
defense of naval bases and major ports 
include providing fire support to friendly 
troops on the ground, taking part in de-
fense against attacks from the sea and 

in the air, providing support to tactical 
landings or raids on the flanks of enemy 
ground forces, keeping open access to 
naval bases or ports besieged from the 
land side, transporting reinforcements 
of troops and materiel, and evacuating 
troops and civilians. During World War 
II, the large naval base at Sevastopol in 
the Crimea was defended by the Soviets 
for about 290 days (29 October 1941–7 
July 1942). Soviet surface ships and sub-
marines kept the garrison supplied until 
the Germans, with complete command 
of the air, began their final attack on the 
fortress on 7 June 1942. Seven German 
and two Romanian divisions took part 
in the operation, supported by the Ger-
man VIII Air Corps and 208 batteries of 
all calibers brought to bear on the Soviet 
fortifications. The Soviet Black Sea Fleet 
continued to carry reinforcements and 
supplies to the fortress, support its de-
fenders with gunfire, and evacuate the 
wounded.
 Naval forces should be prepared 

pic.16

to carry out evacuation of friendly troops 
and civilians when their lines of retreat 
are cut off on land or isolated in a pock-
et and threatened with destruction. The 
problem in this type of support is that the 
timing is critical, when the naval forces 
involved may have been given other im-
portant tasks.
 The British successfully evacu-
ated some forty-three thousand Allied 
troops (out of a total of fifty-seven thou-
sand men) from Greece in Operation DE-
MON (pic.16), between 24 and 29 April 
1941.
 About twenty-seven thousand 
men were landed on Crete, partly to re-
inforce it and partly to economize on 
shipping by using the shortest passage 
until the evacuation was complete. An-
other sixteen thousand men were taken 
directly to Egypt under cover of the Brit-
ish fleet. The evacuation of Allied troops 
from Greece was exceedingly hazardous, 
because the Luftwaffe rendered the main 
embarkation port of Piraeus almost un-
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usable. The Germans enjoyed superiority 
in the air, which by the time of evacuation 
had become air supremacy. Nonetheless, 
the entire effort was carried out in five 
nights. Because Piraeus was put out of 
action, the embarkation took place from 
the beaches, three in Attica and three in 
the Peloponnesus. There was no air cover 
for Allied troops except for a handful of 
long-range fighters operating from Crete. 
British losses were four transports and 
two destroyers sunk.
 One of the largest and most 
successful evacuations of troops across a 
small stretch of water took place in the 
English Channel in 1940. Despite almost 
constant attacks by the Luftwaffe and 
advancing German troops, the British 
extricated from Dunkirk in Operation DY-
NAMO about 338,000 troops (including 
139,000 French troops). About 240,000 
were evacuated from the port of Dunkirk, 
the rest from nearby beaches. The evacu-
ation took place between 27 May and 4 
June 1940 (pic.17).
 The Germans conducted sever-
al large-scale evacuations of their own 
troops and civilians in the Black Sea in 
1943–44. Despite huge Soviet superiority 
on the ground, at sea, and in the air, the 
Germans were highly successful in evacu-
ating their personnel and large quantities 
of weapons and equipment. Prepara-
tions to evacuate the Crimea started on 
27 October 1943. On 8 April 1944, when 
the Soviet offensive to retake the Cri-
mea began, about 130,000 German and 
seventy thousand Romanian troops were 
on the peninsula. Another ten thousand 
were cut off in the Yalta hills but were 
evacuated by barges. The final Soviet 
attack on the Crimea started on 7 May 
1944, and two days later Hitler finally 
gave the order to evacuate the peninsula. 
By 11 May only about twenty thousand 

German troops remained; two days later 
the last German ship left the Chersonese 
Peninsula. In one month about 130,000 
Romanian and German soldiers had been 
evacuated by sea. German losses on the 
Crimea had been seventy-eight thousand 
men killed or captured. A total of 190 
German warships and merchant vessels 
took part, sufficient to evacuate 123,000 
men one way, though large distances 
were involved—some two hundred naut-
ical miles separated Sevastopol from 
Constanta, the main debarkation port. 
The Axis losses were surprisingly low.
 The German navy performed 
extraordinarily well in the evacuation ef-
fort, despite the fact that the Soviets con-
trolled both the sea and the air around 
the peninsula. Despite their numerical 
superiority on the ground, in the air, and 
at sea, the Soviets were unable to hinder 
the embarkation of troops at Sevastopol.

Conclusion

 The types of major naval oper-
ations are distinguished by their principal 
purposes. In the broadest terms, they can 
be grouped as operations of fleet versus 
fleet, fleet versus shore, and shore versus 
fleet. In World War II, major naval oper-
ations, amphibious landing operations 
in particular, involved in some cases 
hundreds of ships, craft, and aircraft. In 
the Korean War and afterward, only a 
relatively few major naval operations 
were conducted. Because of the steady 
reduction in the size of the blue-water 

pic.17

navies and the tremendous increase in 
their combat power, major naval oper-
ations were conducted with relatively 
small numbers of ships and aircraft. The 
likelihood of conducting a major naval 
operation against the enemy fleet at sea 
is remote today. The most likely scenario 
is a major naval operation conducted to 
destroy or neutralize a major part of the 
enemy fleet at its bases and at sea. In an 
enclosed or semi-enclosed sea, such as 
the Persian (Arabian) Gulf, operations will 
also include participation of land-based 
air and in some cases also ground forces. 
Amphibious landings with operational 
objectives will be conducted in the future, 
but they will be much smaller in size than 
in the past. The blue-water navies will 
occasionally conduct major operations 
versus enemy shores to destroy or neu-
tralize important installations/facilities 
in the littorals and even in the enemy’s 
strategic depth. Major operations to at-
tack enemy maritime trade or to protect 
friendly maritime trade will be conducted 
mostly by naval forces and other services 
jointly employed. Most actions in sup-
port of friendly ground forces operating 
in the coastal area will be tactical in scale; 
major naval operations will be conducted 
only in exceptional situations.

Vasileios ZACHARIOU
OF-4 (HE N)
Chief MOCC

NRDC-GR/MOCC
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NATO Rapid Deployment Corps – Greece
Establishment Day 10th Anniversary

 On he 29th of September 2015, 
in the “PEDION AREOS” Camp, the 10th 
Anniversary of the NATO Rapid Deploy-
able Corps – Greece Headquarters Estab-
lishment Day took place. The ceremony 
was honored with their presence of dis-
tinguished visitors from political and mil-
itary authorities, with the Deputy Minis-
ter of Interior and Administrative Reform 
as well as NATO Command and Force 
Structure HQ’s. Commander of NRDC-
GR Lt General Ilias LEONTARIS welcomed 
all distinguished visitors to the “Pedion 
Areos” Camp, in Thessaloniki, Greece.
 The decision for the formation 
of NRDC-GREECE was made in the early 
part of last decade. It was activated in 
2001 on the solid basis of the Hellenic C’ 

Army Corps, one of the oldest and most 
celebrated formations of the contempor-
ary Hellenic Army. The emblem of the 
Headquarters combines both national 
and NATO symbols, along with the motto 
“TO CUT THE GORDIAN KNOT”, which re-
fers to Alexander the Great when he was 
challenged to unbind the famous knot in 
Gordion during his campaign against the 
Persian Empire in 334 BC. The motto em-
bodies the strong determination of our 
personnel to carry out any mission, in any 
place, at any time, and by all available 
means. The Headquarters was granted 
the International Status in 2004, and at 
the end of 2005, the North Atlantic Coun-
cil accepted the offer of Greece for the 
establishment of a Deployable Corps size 

HQ with Low Readiness status, named 
NATO Deployable Corps – Greece, as a 
part of the general structural changes of 
the Alliance at that period. Since then, 
the HQ has achieved tremendous mile-
stones:
 -In June 2005, the Headquarters 
conducted the Exercise “Gordian Knot 
‘05”, the venue in which it declared its 
Full Operational Capability as a Graduat-
ed Readiness Force Headquarters.
 -In June 2008, for the Exercise 
“Gordian Knot ‘08”, a Combat Readiness 
Evaluation with High Readiness criter-
ia, the Headquarters was deployed at a 
long distanced area from the peace time 
location, far away from the home base 
facilities, in the island of CRETE. All the 
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available means were used and Greece as 
lead nation during the deployment suc-
cessfully activated the whole supporting 
mechanism with the involved military 
and civilian authorities. 
 -In October 2011, exercise “Bril-
liant Ledger ‘11” was completed, through 
which the headquarters was evaluated 
and certified as a Land Component Com-
mand for the NATO Response Force 2012.
 -On November 2011, the Head-
quarters conducted the Exercise “Stead-
fast Juncture ‘11”, where the NATO Re-
sponse Force package was certified by 
SHAPE, along with the Joint Level Head-
quarters in various locations across Eur-
ope. 
 -After the successful certifica-
tion NRDC-GREECE undertook the NATO 
Response Force Land Component Com-

mand role, for an annual period for the 
first time throughout the year 2012, as 
a result of lessons identified by other 
Headquarters in the previous years.
 -In March 2012, during the 
NATO Response Force Standby period, an 
Activation Rehearsal was executed, aim-
ing to demonstrate the Headquarters’ 
capability at achieving the synchroniza-
tion of the internal activities that derive 
from a NATO Response Force activation. 
 -In December 2012, the exercise 
“Gordian Knot ‘12” was conducted during 
the NATO Response Force Standby period 
in order to maintain such a level of profi-
ciency and capabilities. 
 -In November 2013,  with “Gord-
ian Knot ‘13”, NRDC-GREECE examined 
its Initial Entry Capabilities within a War 
Fighting scenario, surmounting the main 

differentiator of a Low versus High Readi-
ness Headquarters.
 -In December 2014, the exercise 
“Gordian Knot ‘14” took place. This exer-
cise was the venue in which we under-
went our national High Readiness Force 
evaluation. The exercise was based in a 
war fighting scenario and provided the 
opportunity for the Headquarters to test 
the Command & Control concept, as well 
as the decision making process. GORD-
IAN KNOT ‘14, was embedded in Exercise 
TRIDENT LANCE ’14, which was the venue 
for the declaration of the Full Operation-
al Capability of LAND COMMAND. Our 
Headquarters participated as Corps HQ 
subordinate to LANDCOM HQ.
 -In June 2015, the exercise 
“Gordian Knot ‘15” was conducted, with 
the participation of personnel from 20 
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nations, representing 40 various NATO 
and national Headquarters.  COMMAND-
ER of LAND COMMAND as Chief Evalu-
ator and NATO Senior Monitor, author-
ized by SHAPE, verified the Headquarters 
as a Combat Ready High Readiness Force 
Headquarters, the result of a very intense 
and successful Combat Readiness Evalu-
ation during which the HQ managed to 
achieve excellent results in all evaluation 
areas. 

Commander’s Vision 
 Our commander’s vision for 
NRDC-GREECE is for this Headquarters 
to remain a key player within the Gradu-
ated Readiness Force community, by 
sustaining its hard won credibility and 
reputation, confirmed through the dec-
laration of our Combat Readiness as High 
Readiness Forces Land Headquarters, 
while subsequently setting all necessary 
conditions for the evolution of the Head-
quarters towards NATO Force Structure 
Joint Headquarters. We will perform as 
a training tool by transferring knowledge 
to the Greek and Allied personnel, as well 
as a pool of well-trained Subject Matter 

Experts in key NATO domains, available 
to both Greek Armed Forces and NATO 
Command and Force Structure Head-
quarters. 

Mission
 Our mission as a High Readiness 
Forces Land HQ is to be ready to rapidly 
deploy, as a Corps or Land Component 
Command Headquarters, to any desig-
nated area of operations when author-
ized by the North Atlantic Council, under 
NATO command, in order to conduct or 
sustain combined and joint land-centric 
operations across the operational spec-
trum for collective defense or Non Article 
5 Crisis Response Operation. 

Capabilities
• Execution of Article 5 or NA5CRO
• Deployment over strategic distances
• Sufficient mobility within the JOA
• Sustainability for at least 6 months
• Command and Control of forces up 

to:
 -5 Major Formations
 -20 CS and CSS Units
• Coordination with Maritime Oper-

ations
• Coordination with Tactical Air Oper-

ation
 
 The Hellenic Air Force has de-
veloped a Deployable Air Operations 
Coordination Center as a pioneer project 
developed for NRDC-GR needs. Being 
unique NATO-wide, it provides a state of 
the art working place protected against 
infrared, ultraviolet, electromagnetic 
pulse and chemical biological radio nu-
clear threats. Furthermore, the high-tech 
Communications Information System 
equipment and links guarantee the prop-
er flow of information and monitoring of 
operations  
 Among the capabilities of our 
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Elias NIKEZIS
OF-3 (HE A)

SO2 Media OPS
NRDC-GR/PAO

Headquarters is the Digital Deployable 
Printing Machinery, the sole deployable 
one existing in the framework of NATO, 
able to print, in the field, maps, Psycho-
logical Operations material, posters and 
even magazines. 

The Way Ahead
 Greece offered the Headquar-
ters in the NATO Long Term Rotation Plan 
for an annual stand-by period as a Joint 
Headquarters for Small Joint Land Heavy 
Operations in the 2nd semester of 2018. 
However, the emergence of the Readiness 
Action Plan triggered military committee 
advice that proposes the extension of the 
standby period for the respective Head-
quarters that undertake the Joint Task 
Force mission to 2 years. 
 During the official Anniversary 
ceremony, the Chief of Staff Major Gen-
eral Dimitrios KALOGEROPOULOS deliv-
ering the speech of the Day concluded:  
“Gaining a significant appreciation within 
the NATO community, after a series of 
several significant and successful accom-
plishments, the Headquarters stares into 
the future full of ambition and hunger 
for further developments and achieve-
ments. Conveying the identical thoughts 

and feelings of the Staff, ascertained all 
that NRDC-GR, successor of the history 
and the traditions of the C’ Army Corps, 
respecting the past achievements, de-
clares its readiness and willingness to 
set another brick on the wall where the 
NATO-member nations’ solidarity and vi-
sion for a better world leans on”.
 Right after the ceremony for the 
Establishment Day’s 10th Anniversary, 
a commendation ceremony took place, 
during which the staff of NRDC-GR HQ, 
both Greek and multinational personnel, 

were called one by one and received the 
certificate of commendation along with 
the coin of excellence from the Guest of 
Honor, in recognition of their devoted 
performance during the planning and 
execution phases of exercise GORDIAN 
KNOT 2015. Commander of NRDC-GR Lt 
General Ilias LEONTARIS presented them 
as an example of dedication for the fu-
ture and encouraged all the staff to fol-
low their example.
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NATO “Regional Exercise 2015”

 From the 21st to 25th Sep 2015, 
in the facilities of NATO Rapid Deploy-
ment Corps – Greece (NRDC-GR) HQ, the 
5th in a series of 6 workshops (WS) was 
conducted, of the NATO Regional Exer-
cise 2015 (REGEX15). This was an annual 
NATO exercise for Partner Nations under 
Joint Force Command Naples, hosted this 
year in Greece.
 The participation in NATO’s RE-
GEX15 from the Partner Nations included 
40 Staff Officers from 14 different Partner 
Nations (Partnership for Peace, Medi-
terranean Dialogue, Istanbul Cooper-
ation Initiative and Partners Around the 
Globe): Algeria, Austria, Bosnia & Her-
zegovina, FYROM, Jordan, Kyrgyzia, Mo-
rocco, Moldova, Montenegro, Pakistan, 
Qatar, Serbia, Tunisia, and Ukraine.
 The aim of REGEX15 was to train 
and mentor exercise planners from NATO 
and partner nations in planning, organ-

izing and conducting an exercise at the 
brigade level, in accordance with NATO 
procedures. The participants had the 
opportunity to enhance their knowledge 
in NATO training procedures and Exercise 
Planning Process (EPP), gaining signifi-
cant training and exercise benefits.
 Five weeks after WS 5 ended, 
NRDC-GR HQ, from the 04th to 13th Nov 
2015, conducted the last of 6 Workshops 

and the Execution Phase of the NATO RE-
GEX15.
 The main purpose of the execu-
tion phase was to train and mentor exer-
cise participants from non-NATO Partner 
Nations in organizing and conducting a 
Multinational Brigade-level Exercise in 
accordance with NATO procedures and 
standards, in order to increase under-
standing and strengthen the co-oper-
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ation between NATO and its partners.
 The friendly and very construct-
ive atmosphere encouraged the posi-
tive attitude of all participants, greatly 
benefitting the achievement of multiple 
training objectives. Commander NRDC-
GR Lieutenant General Ilias LEONTARIS 
expressed his great appreciation to the 
contributing personnel for the successful 
finalization of the exercise and his grati-
tude to the Hellenic National Defence 
General Staff for the opportunity to host 
this exercise.
 Following the conclusion of all 
activities and events, on Thursday the 
12th of November 2015, NATO Rapid 
Deployable Corps – Greece (NRDC-GR) 
held the Distinguished Visitors Day. 
Commander of NRDC-GR Lt General Ilias 

LEONTARIS welcomed all distinguished 
visitors to the HQ premises. 
 The event was honored by the 
presence of Hellenic National Defense 
General Staff DCOS OPS Maj General 
Konstantinos FLOROS, as well as repre-
sentatives from the political and military 
authorities of the participating nations.
 The visitors, after being briefed 
on the structure, role and mission of the 
HQ, toured the NRDC-GR area of the exer-
cise. Following that, they had the chance 
to visit an actual deployment of a Brig-
ade’s exercise area at Nea Santa, where 
they were guided to the Command Post 
and functional areas of the Brigade.
 This high-value, annual NATO 
regional exercise, of JFCNP, hosted this 
year by Greece, will be concluded on the 

13th November 2015. After six work-
shops and an Execution Phase, REGEX15 
will put into place the basis for an in-

creased understanding and strength-
ening of co-operation between NATO and 
its partners.

Georgios THEODOROU
OR-9 (HE A)

Chief Production & Web Admin
NRDC-GR/PAO
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11th NRDC-GR Plenary Conference

          he 11th NRDC-GR Plenary Confer-
ence was held at the HQ’s premises from 
30th Sep to 01st October 2015. National 
Representatives from the participating 
nations and additional countries that are 
going to join the HQ participated, while 
Greece was represented by the Hellenic 
National Defense General Staff (HNDGS) 
and the Hellenic Army General Staff 
(HAGS) officers.

The Commander of NRDC-GR Lt. Gen-
eral Ilias LEONTARIS welcomed all the 
participants and highlighted that we 
have to cope with the new challenges 
that came up, as well as the changes 
needed for the next steps of the HQ, in 
order to deal with the evolving NATO 
transformation.

The outcome of the conference was 
the approval of the proposals for chang-
es in the structure of the HQ, and an in-
vitation to new Nations and additional 
members from the participating nations 
in NRDC-GR. This was achieved success-
fully, with two additional countries join-
ing the HQ.

T
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NRDC-GR “Finance Conference 2015”

F       rom Tuesday 20th to Wednes-
day 21st of Oct 2015, in the Main Con-
ference room “Alexander the Great” of 
NATO Rapid Deployable Corps – GREECE 
Headquarters (NRDC-GR HQ), a two-day 
finance conference took place, titled “Fi-
nancial Management of Multinational 
Organizations in the Context of Resourc-
es Restrictions: New Challenges and 
Perspectives”, organized by the Finance 
Branch of NRDC – GR/G8.

Personnel from financial Branches 
from NATO Command and Force Struc-
ture Headquarters and National General 
Staff and Hellenic Formations, finance 
officers, military schools and University 
students had the opportunity to discuss 
from various perspectives, all the crucial 
issues related to the Financial Manage-
ment and Multinational Military Organi-
zations.

COM NRDC-GR, Lt General Ilias LE-
ONTARIS, addressed the conference and 
highlighted that initiatives of this kind 
contribute to common understanding of 
Financial Management for Multinational 
Military Organizations and serve the alli-
ance towards a more balanced combina-
tion of needed and available resources 
during the conduct of military opera-
tions.

The conference, which was chaired 
by NRDC-GR/ACOS G8 – Financial Con-
troller Col Georgios RATSIKAS, success-
fully enabled an interactive forum for 
all participants to share knowledge, ex-
change insights, as well as preview and 
debate the new challenges for financial 
management. During the two days of 
the conference, two sessions were held: 
The first day’s session focused on issues 
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arising from the impact of financial crisis 
to the evolution of defense expenditures, 
whereas the second day’s session con-
centrated on how we can bring about ef-
ficiencies through cooperation and sup-
port our staff during times of change.

The overview of this conference was 
that all participants expressed great in-
terest in analyzing the various aspects 
under discussion, a fact that was proved 
by a vivid dialogue and included different 
arguments following every presentation.

COS NRDC-GR Major General Dimi-
trios KALOGEROPOULOS, who proceeded 
with the closing remarks, expressed his 
appreciation to all speakers and partici-
pants for their valuable contribution to 
the successful conduct of this event and 
highlighted the importance of Financial 
Management in military operations.
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NRDC-GR G3 Air Seminar 
“Exploiting the 3rd dimension During Army Orerations”
           ATO Rapid Deployment Corps – 
Greece (NRDC-GR) Headquarters con-
ducted the annual G3 Air Branch seminar 
entitled “Exploiting the 3rd dimension 
during Army Operations”, on the 20th of 
November 2015, in its main conference 
room “Alexander the Great”.
Internal entities and subject matter ex-
perts from NATO Command and Force 
Structure Headquarters participated, 
adding value to the seminar and enhanc-
ing the understanding of facts and fig-
ures concerning Airspace Management 
parameters.
A discussion session took place after-
wards, giving an opportunity for all the 
participants to exchange opinions with 
their counterparts about crucial issues 
related to the management of the air-
space from various perspectives. Close 
links among airspace users benefit with 
participation, enhancing the already 
great cooperation established during the 
previous years.
The seminar was part of NRDC-GR HQ’s 
annual training program, conducted in 
a very friendly and constructive atmos-
phere providing all attendees with a con-
siderable sum of experience.

N
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NRDC-GR Seminar On “Syrian Crisis”

 ATO Rapid Deployable Corps 
– Greece conducted the “Syrian Crisis” 
seminar in its premises, on the 23 of 
Nov 2015, within the framework of the 
“Knowledge Development” process. The 
Commander NRDC-GR Lt General Ilias LE-
ONTARIS welcomed distinguished guests 
and lecturers and highlighted the initia-
tive of the Headquarters on organizing 

N

and hosting such important events.
The aim of the seminar was to contrib-

ute to a better understanding of the Syria 
current crisis and its implications, count-
ing on the experience of civilian experts. 
Its main objective was to define the sce-
nario of the current crisis in the PMESII 
domains, providing a general overview of 

Role in the New Multi -Polar International 
System”; Mr. Mallias Alexandros, Ambas-
sador Ad Honorem, presenting “Beyond 
Syrian Chaos: Lessons not learned”;  Prof 
Mazis Ioannis., from Ionian University, 
who presented the “Structure, Operation 
and Action of ISIS/DAESH”; Prof Panagio-
tou Nikolaos from Aristotle University of 

the Historical context of the crisis, main 
actors/factors and analyzing the strategic 
implications and consequences through 
a Geopolitical/Geostrategic perspective.

The seminar agenda included presen-
tations by Dr Grivas Konstantinos, from 
the Hellenic Military Academy, who de-
veloped the theme: “Syrian Conflict’s 
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Thessaloniki: “The use of Social Media 
by ISIS – Propaganda and Other Dimen-
sions”; Ms. Rebecca Fong, US Consul 
General in Thessaloniki: “The beginning 
of the Crisis in Syria: My Personal Ex-
perience”; Prof Luongo Giuliano, from 
the Italian Institute of Advanced Stud-
ies in Geopolitics: “Update on Massive 
Migrants Flow from Syria and Overview 
on Possible Economic – Social Impact 
on EU”;  and Prof Litsas Spyridon from 
University of Macedonia, with “Syria Be-
tween a rock and a hard place: Assad, 
the so-called Islamic State and the future 
prospects of the state”.

The well-timed seminar, part of NRDC-
GR HQ annual training program, was con-
ducted in a very fruitful and constructive 
atmosphere.  Lectures were followed by 
a discussion session, setting the oppor-
tunity for all participants to exchange 
opinions, experiences and ideas on issues 
concerning the Syrian Crisis, providing all 
attendees with a considerable sum of ad-
ditional experience.
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NRDC-GR Advances to Its Future Role

 ATO Rapid Deployable Corps – 
Greece (NRDC-GR) conducted the “Joint 
Task Force Academics” seminar on its 
premises, from the 1st to the 3rd of Dec 
2015, within the framework of the Bat-
tle Staff Training III/15. The Commander, 
NRDC-GR Lt General Ilias LEONTARIS, 
welcomed the representatives from 
NCS/NFS HQs and other NATO entities 
(JALLC, JWC), who participated alongside 
academics in order to share their advice 
from observations and analysis about the 
Joint Task Force Headquarters (JTF HQ) 
transformation process.

The JTF Academics, a three–day semi-
nar, consisted of plenary sessions with 
the participation of external lecturers in 
Main Conference Room, while a syndi-
cate, headed by NRDC-GR G2 with the 
participation of NRDC-ITA INTEL Branch, 
also took place.

The seminar was conducted in a very 
fruitful and constructive atmosphere and 
has been a unique opportunity to ex-
change opinions, experiences and ideas 
on issues concerning JTF HQ implementa-
tion. Following Commander NRDC-GR Lt 
General Ilias LEONTARIS’ statement, dur-
ing GOKT 2015 DV Day: “The future be-
longs to the ones who work for it; NRDC-
GR HQ works for the future.

N
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NRDC-GR Logistic Transition to Joint

 RDC-GR Rear Support Command 
(RSC) carried out the “JLSG Seminar” on 
15th and 16th of December 2015. 

Apart to the HQ staff personnel, exter-
nal participants’ experts from many HQs 
joined the Seminar. 

The purpose of the seminar was to ob-
tain knowledge and experience provided 
by other HQs which have already trans-
formed their RSCs to Join Logistic Support 
Group (JLSG). JLSG Seminar was carried 
out delivering presentations and inform-
ing the audience about the course of ac-
tion, adopted by NFS HQ’s to transform 
RSC to JLSG and the major difficulties that 
were faced during this effort. 

The first day of the seminar, Major 
General Plamen LlLOV NRDC-GR Deputy 
Commander (DCOM) welcomed all the 
external participants to NRDC-GR. He 
mentioned the successful transformation 
to HRF HQ after the CREVAL during the EX 
Gordian Knot 15. Furthermore, he stated 
the importance of the JLSG Seminar for 
the transition to JHQ and particularly, RSC 
transformation to JLSG. 

After the opening remarks the pres-
entations took place with the discussion 
among them. Seven presentations were 
performed, according the schedule. 

The first two presentations provided 
by NRDC-GR/G5, giving a qeneral over-
view of the HQ. The third briefing was 
from NRDC-GR/RSC “JLSG Deployment 
Concept”, summarizing all issues and fo-
cusing on JLSG. 

Then took place the presentations of 
the domains of the external participants. 
First of ali, JFC Naples representative pre-
sented “JLSG experiences & concerns” . 

N
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Then NRDC-ESP delivered the presen-
tation “NRDC-ESP JLSG Certification Pro-
cess”. 

Last presentation of the seminar for 
the first day, was from NRDC-T, which 
mentioned issues about “JLSG Interaction 
and Coordination”. 

During the second day of the semi-
nar, Commander NRDC-GR Lieutenant 
General lIias LEONTARIS (COM NRDC-GR) 
welcomed all the external participants. 
He mentioned that the experience of the 
external participants is very useful for us. 

NRDC-IT had the first briefing for the 
second day of the seminar providing 
“Transformation of JRSC to JLSG”. 

LANDCOM was followed about generic 
issues about JLSG and then RRC-FR pre-
senting the “French JLSG Concept”. 

Next briefer was from MNC-NE pro-
viding “MNC-NE Integration”. After that 
ARRC briefing presented us the “EC ARRC 
& Ex ARRCADE FUSSION 15”. 

Last, but not least, the NSPA repre-
sentative provided us “NSPA & Commer-
cial Support to Operations”. 

At the end or during the presentations, 
all the participants had the opportunity 
to discuss about the topics of each brief-
ing, so they end in useful conclusions at 
both days of the seminar. The intention 
was not only to provide the briefings, but 
to create common understandings and 
fruitful conclusions. 

In closing remarks, DCOS RS NRDC-
GR Brigadier General Bruno MORACE 
thanked again the external participants 
for their knowledge and information that 
shared with the HQ staff officers.
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 n Friday, 04 September 2015, 
the Chief of the Hellenic National De-
fense General Staff General Mikhail Ko-
starakos, who has been appointed as 
Chairman of the European Union Mili-
tary Committee – EUMC, paid a farewell 
visit to NATO Rapid Deployable Corps 
- Greece (NRDC-GR) Headquarters, in 
Thessaloniki.

Escorted by the Commander of NRDC-
GR, Lieutenant General Ilias Leontaris, 
the General was guided through the 
HQ’s premises, where he had the chance 
to see the recently renovated areas and 
buildings.

The Hellenic CHOD was briefed about 
Ex. GOKT-15 performance and the re-
sults of the relevant Combat Readiness 
Evaluation (CREVAL) of NRDC-GR as High 
Readiness HQ as well as about the way 
ahead for the transformation to Joint 
Headquarters (JHQ).

In his speech to the NRDC-GR person-
nel General Mikhail Kostarakos empha-
sized that “the HQ’s presence in Thes-
saloniki Greece creates opportunities 
for all personnel, both the allied and the 
Hellenic, to be trained in the new arising 
concepts and NATO procedures, in order 
to be ready to contribute to the Alliance 
efforts.

Concluding the General praised 
Greece’s role in the alliance, highlighted 
that its standpoint is of a great impor-
tance to NATO on the eve of the 21st 
Century challenges and promised that 
he will remain supporter and ambassa-
dor of NRDC-GR as he is considering the 
HQ as a window for the future.

O

Hellenic Chief Of Defense General Staff Visits NRDC-GR
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NRDC-GR Celebrates German National Day

O n October 2nd NRDC-GR HQ 
celebrated the German National Day 
with the flag raising ceremony in front of 
the main building of HQ at Pedion Areos 
camp with the presence of the Com-
mander NRDC-GR Lieutenant General 
Ilias LEONTARIS, the German Consul Mr. 
Dr Ingo VON VOSS, the entire staff of the 
HQ as well as many German invitees liv-
ing in Thessaloniki.

The official National Day of Germany 
is October 3rd and this day is referred to 
the accession period from 1989 to 1990 
within the German Democratic Republic 
(GDR) reunified with to the Federal Re-
public of Germany. 

LtCol. Ole Klingebiel, as Senior Ger-
man Officer assigned to NRDC-GR, deliv-
ered a speech explaining also the mean-
ing of the colors and the three discrete 
parts of German flag. A reception hosted 
by the German contingent followed at 
the end of the celebration.
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Municipality Of Thessaloniki  Honors NRDC-GR Personnel
T he Municipality of Thessaloniki 

City held a ceremony, on the 14th Oc-
tober 2015, honoring the presence of 
NRDC-GR in the city of Thessaloniki, in 
celebration of the 10th Year Headquar-
ters Establishment Anniversary. The 
event was attended by Holiness Metro-
politan of Thessaloniki Anthimos, consu-
lar authorities, along with other distin-
guished visitors from the city authorities 
and University Community as well as lo-
cal commercial and industrial represent-
atives.

The Headquarters was activated in 
the year 2001, when Greece decided to 
offer a deployable Corps size Headquar-
ters to the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation (NATO). Full Operational Capabil-
ity was achieved in June 2005, when it 
was officially declared as one of the rel-
evant NATO Force Structure formations 
on 29th September 2005, thus being 
the Headquarters official establishment 
day. NRDC-GR passing a series of tests 
all these years proved the high quality 
of both the Greek and Allied personnel 
as well as the Commitment of Greece to 
strengthen its bonds with the Alliance.

The Mayor of Thessaloniki, Ioannis 
Boutaris, in his speech embraced all the 
Allied personnel and their families. Re-
ferring in a series of activities that took 
part in the city such as NATO conferenc-
es, seminars, meetings, exercises, bring-
ing in the same time personnel from 
the 28 NATO members states as well as 
from Partner Nations, he highlighted 
their contribution in the best way for the 
promotion of the city of Thessaloniki, 
surrounding tourist and sightseeing loca-
tions and the Greek Culture.

Lieutenant General Ilias Leonta-
ris, Commander of C’ Army Corps and 
NRDC-GR Headquarters, further added 
NRDC-GR as a living footprint within 
the Alliance, provides many benefits to 

the Hellenic Armed Forces, the Hellenic 
republic and to the growth of the local 
economy during this uncertain financial 
times.

The participation of NRDC-GR in vari-
ous NATO activities gives Greece the 
opportunity to keep updated and get 
involved in the decisions concerning the 
future and the transformation of the Alli-
ance as well as the development and the 
implementation of new doctrines, poli-
cies and concepts. The benefits from the 
presence of the Headquarters in the city 
of Thessaloniki are multiple for the local 
economy and society since the presence 
of the Allied personnel and their families 
in the region, enhance and further pro-
mote the city of Thessaloniki and Greece 
worldwide.
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 ATO Rapid Deployable Corps – 
Greece (NRDC-GR) celebrated the Span-
ish National Day, on the 16th October 
2015. A flag raising ceremony took place 
in Headquarters (HQ) premises with the 
presence of the Commander NRDC-GR 
Lieutenant General Ilias Leontaris, the 
HQ personnel and representatives from 
the local authorities.

Brigadier General Salvator Sanchez 
Tapia, the Senior National Representa-
tive of Spain, addressed the HQ on the 
meaning of the day.

“This national holiday commemo-
rates the date, 12th October 1492, when 
Christopher Columbus reached for the 
first time the coasts of America; on an is-
land in the Bahamas. Columbus voyages 
across the Atlantic Ocean initiated the 
European exploration and colonization 
of the Americas.

In 1492 with the victory over the King-
dom of Granada, Their Catholic Majes-
ties Queen Isabella and King Fernando 
completed the unification of the Chris-
tian Kingdoms of Spain. That year, Spain 
was born as a moderate state.

Each and every 12th of October, Spain 
celebrates the linkage between two 
worlds, the old and the new one in a 
community of culture and blood”.

The ceremony concluded with a small 
reception took place in the HQ. 

N

NRDC- GR Celebrates Spanish National Day
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NRDC-GR Celebrates Turkish Republic Day

T he Turkish Republic Day was 
celebrated at NRDC-GR with a Flag rais-
ing Ceremony on Friday, the 6th No-
vember 2015. NRDC-GR Deputy Com-
mander M. General Plamen LILOV, the 
Turkish General Consul Mr. Orhan Yal-
man OKAN, distinguished guests and 
the entire staff of the HQ participated in 
the event.

During the Ceremony, a speech was 
delivered by the Senior National Repre-
sentative of Turkey for the meaning of 
the occasion.

Lt Col. Sakin KUTSAL, as Senior Na-
tional Representative of Turkey in NRDC-
GR delivered his address to all partici-
pants. During his speech he presented 
the history of the Republic of Turkey. He 
mentioned the significant milestones of 
development that during these 92 years 
Turkey has achieved, not only as a Dem-
ocratic country but also as an important 
contributor to the world peace through-
out its membership to NATO. Finally he 
expressed his gratitude for the hospital-
ity that Greece as Host Nation provides 
to Turkish officers assigned to NRDC-GR.

After the ceremony a small reception 
was held in the HQ.
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O n Monday, 9th of November 
2015 NATO Rapid Deployable Corps – 
Greece Commander, Lieutenant General 
Ilias Leontaris  welcomed the Deputy 
Commander of the United States Army 
Europe Major General (USA-A) William 
GAYLER who paid a visit to the HQ.

Accompanied by the 12th CAB Com-
mander, Col (USA A) Christopher WA-
TERS, the Chief ODC, Col. Jay GARDNER 
along with five (USA A) SOs, was briefed 
about the structure – mission - capabili-
ties and activities of NRDC-GR HQ.

In his following remarks the Deputy 
Commander of USAREUR, Major General 
(USA-A) William GAYLER, expressed his 
appreciation for the great efforts dem-
onstrated by the NRDC’s achievements 
as well as his confidence that HQ will be 
capable to accomplish its mission to fu-
ture challenges, a capability that is cru-
cial nowadays for the Alliance.

Major General William GAYLER had a 
small tour to the HQ΄s key installations 
and facilities related to its operational 
capabilities, such as the Digital Deploy-
able Printery and the Deployable Air 
Operations Centre, unique among NATO 
community.

Deputy Commander of the United States Army Europe
Visits NRDC-GR
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Hellenic Army Staff and Command College Visit NRDC-GR

T  he Hellenic Army Staff and 
Command visited the NATO Rapid De-
ployable Corps-GREECE (NRDC-GR) on 
Wednesday 11th of November 2015.

The students, after being briefed on 
the structure, role and mission of the 
HQ’s, had the chance to have a tour in 
the installations of NRDC-GR and the on-
going REGEX-15 exercise, that is being 
conducted by the HQ.

BGen Theodoros KOULOURIS, Com-
mander of the College thanked for the 
warm welcome, and the opportunity 
that was given to the students to have 
the valuable experience of how a NATO 
structure HQ functions, as well as to be-
come acquainted with the capabilities of 
NRDC-GR .
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 n Tuesday, 24th of November 
2015 NATO Rapid Deployable Corps – 
Greece Commander, Lieutenant General 
Ilias Leontaris, welcomed the Hellenic 
Army General Inspector, Lieutenant Gen-
eral Nikolaos DEVETZIS, at “PEDION ARE-
OS” camp.

Following an official reception cer-
emony, Lieutenant General Nikolaos 
DEVETZIS had the opportunity to visit 
NRDC-GR facilities, focusing on the de-
velopments of the infrastructure of the 
buildings and the surrounding area of 
the HQ up to the recently renovated 
buildings “D” and “Ε”.

Lieutenant General Nikolaos DE-
VETZIS, addressed a speech at the War 
Museum to all personnel, expressing his 
appreciation for the high professionalism 
of all personnel, “Your professional per-
formance in the recent Combat Readi-
ness Evaluation that was addressed to 
all NATO community, sets an example for 
others to emulate” and his confidence 
that NRDC –GR will be capable to accom-
plish its mission to future challenges.

O

Hellenic Army General Inspector Visits NRDC-GR
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ΝRDC-GR Celebrates Albanian Independence Day

 ajor General Dimitrios KALO-
GEROPOULOS, Chief of Staff of NATO 
Rapid Deployable Corps – GREECE 
(NRDC-GR), welcomed the General Con-
sul of Albania in Thessaloniki, Mrs Pav-
lina Ylli, and distinguished visitors, at the 
Albanian Flag raising ceremony that took 
place at the HQ’s premises, on 27th of 
Nov 2015.

Lieutenant Colonel Adrian BEQAJ, Al-
banian Senior National Representative at 
NRDC-GR, during his address on the oc-
casion of this Albania Independence Day 
highlighted that:

“The 28th of November 2015 marks 
the 103rd anniversary of Albania inde-
pendence. This date unites all Albanians 
around the world, without distinction, 
on the roots of the Albanian state in the 
Balkans, in Europe, in time and history”.

Furthermore, he added that: “In this 
day of 1912 national elites of the time, 
represented by different religions, unit-
ed by the same nationality, raised the 
flag of George Kastrioti and declared the 
independent state of Albania”.

At the end of his speech the Lieu-
tenant Colonel expressed his deepest 
respect to all NRDC-GR participating na-
tions as well as the gratitude to the host-
ing nation Greece for the great hospitali-
ty, support and the friendly environment 
that creates the conditions for an excel-
lent cooperation among its members.

A short reception that took place right 
after the ceremony concluded the event.

Μ
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C ommander of NATO Rapid De-
ployable Corps – Greece, Lieutenant 
General Ilias LEONTARIS, welcomed the 
Deputy Chief of the Hellenic National 
Defense General Staff, Lieutenant Gen-
eral Georgios PARASCHOPOULOS in the 
Headquarters premises, who paid an of-
ficial visit on Wednesday, December 9th 
2015.

Following a reception ceremony, a 
briefing presented to the General re-
garding the structure, role and mission 
of the Headquarters as well as the up-
coming challenges on the way ahead to 
NRDC-GR transition to Joint Headquar-
ters (Joint Task Force HQ). A tour fol-
lowed to the HQ facilities, including the 
Digital Deployed Printery and Deployed 
Air Operations Center, unique capabili-
ties among NATO community.

Lieutenant General Georgios PARA-
SCHOPOULOS during the visit expressed 
his great appreciation for all personnel 
efforts driven to the last years’ successes 
and his confidence that NRDC-GR HQ will 
be capable to accomplish any assigned 
mission in the future. Finally, he added 
his wishes to all Greek and Allied person-
nel for the upcoming Christmas and New 
Year’s Eve holidays.

Deputy Chief of Hellenic National Defense General Staff 
Visit to NRDC- GR
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SEEBRIG Commander Visits NRDC-GR

T  he Commander of NATO Rapid 
Deployable Corps-GREECE (NRDC-GR), 
Lieutenant General Ilias LEONTARIS wel-
comed the SEEBRIG (South East Europe 
Brigade) Commander Brigadier General 
Numan YEDİYILDIZ in the premises of the 
Headquarter on Friday 11th of Decem-
ber 2015.

Br.Gen Numan YEDİYILDIZ was briefed 
upon the structure, role, mission of 
NRDC-GR as well as the upcoming chal-
lenges on the way ahead to NRDC-GR 
transition to Joint Headquarter (Joint 
Task Force HQ).

In accordance with MPFSEE Agree-
ment, the South-Eastern Europe Brigade 
(SEEBRIG) was established and activated 
by seven participating Nations, on 31st 
of August 1999 in Plovdiv and was then 
hosted in Constanta, then in Istanbul and 
is currently located in Tyrnavos (Larissa).

The force (SEEBRIG), will be available 
for possible employment in UN or OSCE-
mandated NATO-led or EU-led conflict 
prevention and other peace support op-
erations. It could also participate in “coa-
lition of the willing” type international 
initiatives. The Force will also function 
“within the sprit” of PfP.
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Hellenic Alternate Minister of Defense Visits NRDC-GR

O  n December 22nd 2015, Com-
mander of NATO Rapid Deployable Corps 
– Greece, Lt General Ilias LEONTARIS 
welcomed, the Alternate Minister of De-
fense Mr. Dimitrios VITSAS, who paid an 
official visit to the Headquarters prem-
ises, in Thessaloniki.

Following an official reception cer-
emony, DMOD received a basic briefing 
regarding the structure, role and mission 
of the Headquarters as well as for the 
upcoming challenges on the way ahead 
to NRDC-GR transition to Joint Head-
quarters (Joint Task Force HQ). He also 
had the opportunity to visit HQ facilities, 
including the Digital Deployed Printery, 
the Deployed Air Operations Center and 
the recently renovated areas.

The visit concluded with an address of 
the Deputy Minister of Defence Mr. Dim-
itrios VITSAS to the HQ personnel, at the 
War Museum of Thessaloniki, where he 
urged all to continue their unremitting 
efforts towards the future challenges, 
expressing to the Greek and Allied per-
sonnel and their families his warmest 
thoughts and best wishes for a wonder-
ful holiday season and a happy new year 
full of health, happiness and prosperity.
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