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Resolved: The United States federal government should substantially
increase its security cooperation with the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization in one or more of the following areas: artificial intelligence,
biotechnology, cybersecurity
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TOPIC ANALYSIS: NEGATIVE STRATEGIES
Counterplans

pl
e

Given the resolution’s wide range of possibility in both topic area and US and NATO action, negative teams will
have ample room to utilize counterplans in their argumentative toolbox. Negative’s can leverage counterplans
to demonstrate alternative actors and mechanisms to solve the affirmative’s harms while opening areas to
demonstrate disadvantages to the affirmative’s proposed plan of action.

Sa

m

Bilateral Counterplans: Given the resolutions’ focus on the US and NATO specifically, there are many areas for
negative counterplans advocating for different bilateral engagements: EU and NATO, US and EU, US and
China/Russia, EU and China/Russia, etc. The negative can point to net-benefit’s such as more strategic or
advantageous cooperative partnerships and relationship building. This counterplan could pair well with
disadvantages around the US and NATO as a hegemonic security partnership that makes other actors feel
insecure and that its necessary to defend against them. Affirmatives best strategies against these possible
counterplans is through a strong defense of their actors, namely why the US and NATO are a valuable
partnership that should cooperate on the plan action. Tied with disadvantages to the negative’s bilateral actors
of choice, affirmatives can argue their plan actors are preferable.

m
ar

k

Unilateral Counterplans: Given the resolution’s emphasis on the US’s cooperation with NATO, the negative has
the possibility of advocating for a single-actor counterplan, such as Us action alone. Net-benefits could include
technological edge and competitiveness arguments, as well as bureaucratic and diplomatic efficiencies due to
the absence of multiple actors. These counterplans could pair well with disadvantages that point out
technological competitiveness within nation’s individually, or the inefficiencies of multi-actor institutions.
Affirmatives can defend against these counterplans by arguing the importance of US and NATO cooperation for
being at similar technological capacities, preparedness, and coordination for threats to the alliance.

at

er

UN Counterplan: Given the exclusivity and politicization of NATO members, the negative can advocate for the
United Nations as an alternative actor to the plan’s action. The negative could point to net-benefits such as
global inclusivity and coordination, as well as global enforcement and accountability. This counterplan could pair
well with a NATO politicization disadvantage arguing NATO actions escalate tensions and conflicts globally due
to western versus eastern competition for global power. Affirmatives could argue against the UN as an alternate
actor by pointing out the UN’s flaws such as Security Council vetoes and differing interests and values, as well as
the UN’s historic and ongoing difficulties ensuring international enforcement of rules and norms.

Disadvantages

W

Technology Arms Race: The negative can argue that increasing US and NATO security cooperation will only
accelerate a technological arms race between those western powers and hostile actors such as China and Russia.
The result could be backlash from China and/or Russia, which could escalate and be worse than how things are
currently in the status quo. Affirmatives can argue that a technological arms race is already occurring, and only
having stronger US and NATO capabilities will prevent escalation and potential conflict.
Tech Industry: The negative can argue that increasing US and NATO security cooperation in artificial intelligence,
biotechnology, and/or cybersecurity hurts the competitive edge of private technology companies developing the
solutions to these modern issues. Info-sharing could deter technological innovation, and multi-actor cooperation
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could stifle the competition in the global free market. Affirmatives can respond by saying private companies
already cooperate with the country they reside in, that US and NATO security cooperation would be a financial
benefit to companies, and that multi-national collaboration will improve innovation across borders.

m
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Politics: The negative can argue that increasing US security cooperation with NATO will have political impacts.
The President may need to expend capital to get Congress to allocate necessary resources to NATO. Congress
might give the President a loss by taking action with NATO contrary to the President’s opinion on international
organizations (think Trump). There has been growing opposition to the US expending its energy and resources
on international organizations, and with midterm elections upcoming, a US policy increasing security
cooperation with NATO in an area that may not be the most pertinent area of concern could come with political
ramifications or consequences – for example, Republicans taking control of the Senate and gaining more seats in
the House of Representatives, or could come at the expense of other important policies in the works such as
military aid to Ukraine. Affirmatives can respond with the usual answers to politics—running links the other way,
reading solid uniqueness takeouts, and, of course, impact turning the politics scenarios.

k

Sa

Hegemony Good/Bad: Increased security cooperation in one of the topic areas may weaken our hard-power
capacity, and that might be bad. Or, increased security cooperation may increase our soft power, and that might
be bad. The opposite scenarios might be true: For example, increased security cooperation might strengthen our
hard power (some affirmatives may even claim this in the 1AC, and negatives may argue that’s bad). It’s best to
have good impact files both ways on hegemony good/bad, as well as the many hard power and soft power
dynamics, when debating this resolution.

Kritiks

W

at

er
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Security: The negative can argue that the logics of increasing security cooperation between the US and NATO are
rooted in a fear of international actors, such as Russia and/or China, that actually are self-fulfilling prophecies.
Our security actions to prepare against others as a threat in turn make them consider us as threats and do the
same. This cycle only makes security more of an issue itself as someone always tries to carry the biggest stick.
The impact to such a process is the hyper-preparedness and innovation in areas of war and defense that makes
conflict more likely. Affirmatives can argue against this by stating this is already a condition of the world and
isn’t unique to the plan, that to do nothing would lead to bad impacts, and that security preparedness leads to
successful deterrence.

We’re a small non-profit. Please don’t share this file with those who have not paid including via dropbox,
google drive, the web, printed copies, email, etc. Visit us at www.wcdebate.com

West Coast Publishing

NATO 2022-23 NEGATIVE

Page 14

W

at

er

m
ar

k

Sa

m

pl
e

DEFINITIONS

We’re a small non-profit. Please don’t share this file with those who have not paid including via dropbox,
google drive, the web, printed copies, email, etc. Visit us at www.wcdebate.com

West Coast Publishing

NATO 2022-23 NEGATIVE

Page 15

Security Cooperation

Kevin Scott, director of US Joint Force Development, 23 May 2017
Joint Publication 3-20, “Security Cooperation,” Joint Chiefs of Staff,
https://www.jcs.mil/Portals/36/Documents/Doctrine/pubs/jp3_20_20172305.pdf

pl
e

Security cooperation means interactions that build security relationships that promote
specific US security interests

Sa

m

Security Cooperation: All Department of Defense interactions with foreign security establishments to build
security relationships that promote specific United States security interests, develop allied and partner nation
military and security capabilities for self-defense and multinational operations, and provide United States forces
with peacetime and contingency access to allied and partner nations.

Security cooperation means developing allied capabilities for self-defense and multinational operations
Defense Security Cooperation University, May 2021

k

“Green Book: Chapter 1 Security Cooperation,”
https://www.dscu.edu/documents/publications/greenbook/01_Chapter.pdf?id=1
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According to Title 10 U.S. Code Section 301, the term “security cooperation programs and activities of the
Department of Defense” means any program, activity (including an exercise), or interaction of the DoD with the
security establishment of a foreign country to achieve a purpose as follows: (A) To build and develop allied and
friendly security capabilities for self-defense and multinational operations. (B) To provide the armed forces with
access to the foreign country during peacetime or a contingency operation. (C) To build relationships that
promote specific United States security interests. Other DoD policy statements identify DoD-managed or
administered security assistance programs as components of security cooperation.
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Security cooperation harmonizes resources and capabilities across different actors
through collaborative information sharing
“Cooperative Security as NATO’s Core Task,” NATO,
https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/topics_77718.htm?selectedLocale=en
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North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 10 February 2022

Sa
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Cooperative security – a network of “security partnership” - Generally speaking, CS consists of three
components, including strengthening partnerships, contributing to arms control, non-proliferation and
disarmament, and assisting potential new countries to prepare for NATO membership. In order to operationalize
this new core task, the Alliance acts as a coordinator, involving groups of states or other international
organizations with common interests who cooperate on a wide range of security issues. This provides
frameworks for political dialogue and regional cooperation, increases military interoperability and can be
essential to the success of many operations and missions. In this way, CS could be seen as an approach to
engagement which provides increased collaboration between different actors resulting in information sharing
and the harmonization of resources and capabilities.

Security cooperation harmonizes resources and capabilities across different actors
through collaborative information sharing

k

North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 10 February 2022
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“Cooperative Security as NATO’s Core Task,” NATO,
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Cooperative security – a network of “security partnership” - Generally speaking, CS consists of three
components, including strengthening partnerships, contributing to arms control, non-proliferation and
disarmament, and assisting potential new countries to prepare for NATO membership. In order to operationalize
this new core task, the Alliance acts as a coordinator, involving groups of states or other international
organizations with common interests who cooperate on a wide range of security issues. This provides
frameworks for political dialogue and regional cooperation, increases military interoperability and can be
essential to the success of many operations and missions. In this way, CS could be seen as an approach to
engagement which provides increased collaboration between different actors resulting in information sharing
and the harmonization of resources and capabilities.
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AT: Inherency
Even under Trump, there was transatlantic cooperation over the development of AI
Ulrike Franke, Franke is a Senior Policy Fellow at the European Council on Foreign Relations ,
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January 20, 2021,
“Artificial divide: How Europe and America could clash over AI” https://ecfr.eu/publication/artificial-divide-howeurope-and-america-could-clash-over-ai/ (accessed: 03/27/22)
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There are two main rationales for current efforts at transatlantic cooperation on AI. Firstly, among experts and
policymakers, there are concerns that AI may be developed and used in ways that are contrary to liberal
democratic values and ethics. Secondly, some policymakers fear that AI may give their geopolitical competitors a
significant advantage. While the former is the primary reason why many European states want to work with
other democratic countries, the latter has played an important role in motivating the US to seek cooperation
with Europe and other allies. This was the case even under Donald Trump, who was not known for his
appreciation of alliances in general, and Europeans in particular.

Collaborative development of AI is taking place on a global scale

Ulrike Franke, Franke is a Senior Policy Fellow at the European Council on Foreign Relations,
January 20, 2021,
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“Artificial divide: How Europe and America could clash over AI” https://ecfr.eu/publication/artificial-divide-howeurope-and-america-could-clash-over-ai/ (accessed: 03/27/22)

W

at

er

The next phase could be a period of international, and specifically transatlantic, cooperation on AI. After several
years of European states working at full capacity to understand how to support domestic AI research, including
by assembling expert teams to deliberate new laws and regulations, there is growing interest among
policymakers and experts in looking beyond Europe. On the EU level, AI policy and governance have already
received significant attention, with the European Commission playing an important role in incentivising member
states to develop AI strategies, such as by starting to tackle issues around how to make sure AI is “ethical” and
“trustworthy”. But recent months have seen a rise in the number of calls for international cooperation on AI
driven by liberal democracies across the world. Western countries and their allies have set up new forums for
cooperation on how to take AI forward, and are activating existing forums. More such organisations and
platforms for cooperation are planned. Calls for cooperation between the United States and Europe have
become particularly regular and resonant: following last year’s US presidential election, it was reported that the
European Commission planned to propose a “Transatlantic Trade and Technology Council”, which would set
joint standards on new technologies. And, in September 2020, the US set up a group of like-minded countries
“to provide values-based global leadership in defense for policies and approaches in adopting AI”, which
included seven European states, in addition to countries such as Australia, Canada, and South Korea. In June
2020, the Global Partnership on Artificial Intelligence was founded to consider the responsible development of
AI; it counts among its members the US, four European states, and the European Union.

NATO is already collaboratively developing AI
Vivienne Machi, Machi is a reporter based in Stuttgart, Germany, contributing to Defense

News' European coverage, November 03, 2021,
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Member-nations also agreed to a new policy that treats data as a “strategic asset,” and sets a framework for
both NATO headquarter-generated data and national data to be exploited across the alliance in a responsible
fashion, van Weel said. The data and AI review board will serve as a quasi “Chief Data Officer” that ensures the
alliance’s data, wherever it originates from, is stored securely and adheres to the principles agreed to by NATO’s
members. “This is step one … to create a trust basis for allies to make them actually want them to share data,
knowing that it is stored in a secure place, [and] that we have principles of responsible use,” van Weel said. It
remains to be seen how each country will contribute to the innovation fund or the tech accelerator, but at least
one ally already has some ideas. Estonia has built up experience working with startups, and has invested heavily
in cybersecurity technologies since the Baltic nation faced a wave of cyber attacks. That instance led to the
creation of the NATO Cooperative Cyber Defence Centre of Excellence in Tallinn. That center could play a key
role in the alliance’s EDT efforts, particularly related to technologies like AI that will require a “basis” in cyber,
said Tuuli Vors, counsellor to the Estonian delegation to NATO.

Heiko Borchert, John Allen and Marcin Zaborowski, Dr Heiko Borchert directs Borchert
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Consulting & Research AG, a strategic affair consulting boutique, General John Allen is
President of Brookings and former Commander of NATO’s International Security Assistance
Force in Afghanistan., and Marcin Zaborowski is policy director of the future of security
program at the Bratislava-based think tank GLOBSEC, December 13, 2021,
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To ensure NATO’s relevance and to keep “our people safe”, the Alliance “must continue to strengthen and
modernize our deterrence and defence,” NATO Secretary-General Jens Stoltenberg said at the Riga Summit on
30 November 2021. Innovation plays a critical role in modernizing armed forces amid a complex strategic
environment. To this purpose, Stoltenberg unveiled the Defence Innovation Accelerator for the North Atlantic
(DIANA) on 22 October 2021. DIANA shall bring defence and commercial companies together with military users
to develop novel solutions that meet the needs of the future battlefield. He also launched the NATO Innovation
Fund to invest up to €1bn to support innovators developing emerging technologies.
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AT: Hegemony
Investing in AI causes a security competition that is bad for security and the economy
Paul Scharre, Scharre is the Vice President and Director of Studies at the Center for a New
https://tnsr.org/2021/06/debunking-the-ai-arms-race-theory/ (accessed: 03/27/22)
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Even if military AI spending does not rise to the level of an “arms race,” many nations are nevertheless engaged
in a security competition in the adoption of military AI, a competition that does pose risks. The situation that
states find themselves in with regard to AI competition is much more accurately described as a security
dilemma,16 a more generalized competitive dynamic between states than the more narrowly defined “arms
race.” In his 1978 article, “Cooperation Under the Security Dilemma,” Robert Jervis defined the security dilemma
as follows: “[M]any of the means by which a state tries to increase its security decrease the security of
others.”17 As Charles Glaser has pointed out, it is not obvious from this definition why it would be intrinsically
bad for an increase in one state’s security to come at the expense of another’s security.18 In fact, decreasing the
security of other states could have beneficial effects in enhancing deterrence and reducing the risks of
aggression or achieving a favorable balance of power in a region, which could lead to greater political influence.
The problem comes in the second- and third-order effects that could develop when another state reacts to
having its security reduced. Responses could include counterbalancing with a net effect of no change in security
(or worsening security). Glaser argues that there are some situations in which security competition is a rational
strategy for a state to pursue even if competitors will arm in response. In other situations, arming may be a
suboptimal strategy for a state, which would be better served by restraint or pursuing arms control.19 Security
competition could even leave both states worse off than before. This can occur during a traditional arms race if
nations expend vast sums of money in an unsuccessful attempt to gain an advantage over one another, with the
result that both nations divert funds from non-defense expenditures. If the outcome of a security competition is
the same relative military balance as before, the balance of power may not have meaningfully changed, but both
nations could face diminished economic and social well-being at home relative to if they had avoided a security
competition. Even absent this “guns vs. butter” tradeoff, however, there are other ways in which security
competition can lead to a net negative outcome for both states.
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There is no threat to hegemony because there is no AI arms race
Paul Scharre, Scharre is the Vice President and Director of Studies at the Center for a New

American Security, Summer 2021, “Debunking the AI Arms Race Theory”,
https://tnsr.org/2021/06/debunking-the-ai-arms-race-theory/ (accessed: 03/27/22)
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Of course, AI can also be used for weapons. Militaries around the world are actively working to adopt AI to
improve their military capabilities. Yet the militarization of AI does not, at present, meet the traditional
definition of an arms race, despite the rhetorical urgency of many national leaders. Michael D. Wallace, in his
1979 article “Arms Races and Escalation,” defined an arms race as “involving simultaneous abnormal rates of
growth in the military outlays of two or more nations” resulting from “the competitive pressure of the military
itself, and not from domestic forces exogenous to this rivalry.” Wallace further stated that the concept of an
arms race only applied “between nations whose foreign and defense policies are heavily interdependent” and
who have “roughly comparable” capabilities.11 AI is being adopted by many countries around the globe.12
Arguably at least some of the dyads, such as the United States and China, meet Wallace’s definition in terms of
being nations with “roughly comparable” capabilities, locked in competition, “whose foreign and defense
policies are heavily interdependent.” However, AI fails the arms race test in the critical area of spending.

There is no AI arms race: hasty development causes war to escalate and an increase in
deadly accidents
Paul Scharre, Scharre is the Vice President and Director of Studies at the Center for a New
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The so-called AI arms race has become a common feature in news headlines,4 but the arms race framing fails to
match reality. While nations are clearly competing to develop and adopt AI technology for military use, the
character of that competition does not meet the traditional definition of an arms race. Military AI competition
nevertheless does pose risks. The widespread adoption of military AI could cause warfare to evolve in a manner
that leads to less human control and to warfare becoming faster, more violent, and more challenging in terms of
being able to manage escalation and bring a war to an end. Additionally, perceptions of a “race” to field AI
systems before competitors do could cause nations to cut corners on testing, leading to the deployment of
unsafe AI systems that are at risk of accidents that could cause unintended escalation or destruction. Even if
fears of an “AI arms race” are overblown, military AI competition brings real risks to which nations should
attend. There are concrete steps nations can take to mitigate some of these dangers.
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NATO Leads to Wars
NATO drives global bloodshed and interventionist wars
Djibo Sobukwe, former Central Committee member of the All African People’s Revolutionary Party who

pl
e

worked with Kwame Ture on the political Education Committee, February 23, 2022
“NATO and Africa: A relationship of colonial violence and structural White supremacy,” Black Agenda Report,
https://mronline.org/2022/03/01/nato-and-africa/ (accessed 4-23-2022)
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Considering the public media attention and concern about possible expansion of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO), it is worth reminding people about NATO’s bloody history in Africa. NATO was founded in
1949 after WWII at a time when African countries were still under the yoke of colonialism. In fact most of the
original founders of NATO had been Africa’s principal colonizers such as UK, France, Portugal, Belgium, Italy and
the USA as lead NATO organizer and dominant partner. The organization was established as a collective defense
against the Soviet Union with the requirement (Article 5) that any attack on one was considered an attack on all
and therefore requiring a collective response. Since NATO was founded with the purported purpose of halting
possible Soviet aggression and stopping the spread of Communism it would seem to follow that after the
collapse of the USSR in 1991 there would no longer be a need for NATO. Since then however, NATO has
expanded from the founding twelve to at present thirty member states many of whom are eastern European
countries, formerly Soviet republics and Warsaw Pact allies. Today, NATO has become a huge axel in the wheel
of the military industrial complex controlled by U.S. empire for the purpose of full spectrum dominance, driven
by the ferocious appetites of corporate capital.
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NATO will securitize resources through war
Horace Campbell, Professor of African American Studies and Political Science @ Syracuse, 2019
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“Global NATO: A 70-Year Alliance of Oppressors in Crisis,” Counter Punch,
https://www.counterpunch.org/2019/04/09/global-nato-a-70-year-alliance-of-oppressors-in-crisis/ (accessed 423-2022)
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If the USA has formulated an objective of military control of the planet, it is because, without it, they cannot
secure the exclusive access to these resources. As we know: China, India and the South as a whole need them as
well for their development. For the USA, they must limit the access and ultimately, there is only one means:
war.[27] Progressives must brace for intensified struggles In the final analysis we must go back to the Middle
East where an alliance between women in Bahrain, Israel, Yemen, Iran and Saudi Arabia holds promise for a new
platform. The women of Egypt gave us that notice when they mobilized to come out in forces across religious
and class lines. These women are opposed to fundamentalist who want women to cover up but will disrobe
them and beat them if they fight for their rights. This new mobilization of progressive women can now be seen
in the politics of the USA where a new generation is maturing with new skills to fully mobilize against the NATO
and the Pentagon. What remains to be seen is whether these forces will oppose the massive expenditures of the
Pentagon and return to the call of Seymour Melman for demilitarization and the conversion of the military,
financial, information complex. While the energies of many are focused on the issues of electoral politics,
progressives must remain alert to new false flag operations of NATO. We are in a revolutionary moment and
revolutionaries cannot be pessimistic. There are three important tasks: dismantle NATO, fight imperialism,
racism, and white supremacy globally and be at the forefront for social justice and solidarity in all parts of the
world.
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NATO Leads to Russian Aggression
NATO leads to Russian aggression, evidence to the contrary ignores basic history and
fact
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John Mearsheimer, Professor of Political Science at U Chicago, and Isaac Chotiner, staff writer, March 1,
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“Why John Mearsheimer Blames the U.S. for the Crisis in Ukraine,” The New Yorker,
https://www.newyorker.com/news/q-and-a/why-john-mearsheimer-blames-the-us-for-the-crisis-in-ukraine
(Accessed 4-22-2022)

W

at

er

m
ar

k

Sa

m

With Ukraine, it’s very important to understand that, up until 2014, we did not envision NATO expansion and
E.U. expansion as a policy that was aimed at containing Russia. Nobody seriously thought that Russia was a
threat before February 22, 2014. NATO expansion, E.U. expansion, and turning Ukraine and Georgia and other
countries into liberal democracies were all about creating a giant zone of peace that spread all over Europe and
included Eastern Europe and Western Europe. It was not aimed at containing Russia. What happened is that this
major crisis broke out, and we had to assign blame, and of course we were never going to blame ourselves. We
were going to blame the Russians. So we invented this story that Russia was bent on aggression in Eastern
Europe. Putin is interested in creating a greater Russia, or maybe even re-creating the Soviet Union. Let’s turn to
that time and the annexation of Crimea. I was reading an old article where you wrote, “According to the
prevailing wisdom in the West, the Ukraine Crisis can be blamed almost entirely on Russian aggression. Russian
president Vladimir Putin, the argument goes, annexed Crimea out of a longstanding desire to resuscitate the
Soviet Empire, and he may eventually go after the rest of Ukraine as well as other countries in Eastern Europe.”
And then you say, “But this account is wrong.” Does anything that’s happened in the last couple weeks make
you think that account was closer to the truth than you might have thought? Oh, I think I was right. I think the
evidence is clear that we did not think he was an aggressor before February 22, 2014. This is a story that we
invented so that we could blame him. My argument is that the West, especially the United States, is principally
responsible for this disaster. But no American policymaker, and hardly anywhere in the American foreign-policy
establishment, is going to want to acknowledge that line of argument, and they will say that the Russians are
responsible.
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Blaming Russia for Ukraine is an argument constructed in the West to justify Western
aggression
John Mearsheimer, Professor of Political Science at U Chicago, and Isaac Chotiner, staff writer, March 1,

2022
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“Why John Mearsheimer Blames the U.S. for the Crisis in Ukraine,” The New Yorker,
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Absolutely. My argument is that he’s not going to re-create the Soviet Union or try to build a greater Russia, that
he’s not interested in conquering and integrating Ukraine into Russia. It’s very important to understand that we
invented this story that Putin is highly aggressive and he’s principally responsible for this crisis in Ukraine. The
argument that the foreign-policy establishment in the United States, and in the West more generally, has
invented revolves around the claim that he is interested in creating a greater Russia or a reincarnation of the
former Soviet Union. There are people who believe that when he is finished conquering Ukraine, he will turn to
the Baltic states. He’s not going to turn to the Baltic states. First of all, the Baltic states are members of nato
and—
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NATO Leads to Imperialism
NATO undermines decolonial efforts globally
Horace Campbell, Professor of African American Studies and Political Science @ Syracuse, 2019
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“Global NATO: A 70-Year Alliance of Oppressors in Crisis,” Counter Punch,
https://www.counterpunch.org/2019/04/09/global-nato-a-70-year-alliance-of-oppressors-in-crisis/ (accessed 423-2022)
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The celebration of NATO’s 70 years of existence provides another opportunity to unearth the real history of the
ideas, practices and destruction wrought by this military alliance. Even with the clear exposure of the
cooperation between NATO, the CIA and the British MI6 to spread terror and psychological warfare in Europe
immediately after the formation of this military alliance, the mainstream media, academics and policy makers
remain silent on activities of the ‘stay behind armies’ and ‘false flag’ operations that distorted the real causes of
insecurity in the world after 1945. The evidence of the manipulations of the peoples of the world to ensure the
continued survival of NATO has been well documented in the fraudulent interventions and bombings in the
Balkans right up the present multiple wars against the peoples of Iran.
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Vijay Prashad had identified NATO as the prime defender of the Atlantic project. This Atlantic project, he noted
was, “a fairly straightforward campaign by the propertied classes to maintain or restore their position of
dominance.” This Atlantic Project was anchored in the military alliance called NATO with its principal work, that
of reversing the South Project; the struggles for peace bread and justice by the poorer citizens of the planet,
especially those who had emerged on the world stage after the decolonization of Africa, Asia, and the
Caribbean.
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NATO uses humanitarian violence as a justification for neo-colonial exploitation
Djibo Sobukwe, former Central Committee member of the All African People’s Revolutionary Party who
worked with Kwame Ture on the political Education Committee, February 23, 2022
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“NATO and Africa: A relationship of colonial violence and structural White supremacy,” Black Agenda Report,
https://mronline.org/2022/03/01/nato-and-africa/ (accessed 4-23-2022)
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Those mentioned here are but a small sampling of NATO/AFRICOM’s bloody works in Africa’s past. NATO
continues to operate under guise the of “training” and “humanitarian” peacekeeping assistance. Jihadist
terrorist violence on the continent has increased since the founding of AFRICOM and NATO’s destruction of
Libya resulting in civilian casualties and instability which the west has used as pretext and justification for the
continued need for AFRICOM. As the Black Alliance for Peace’s AFRICOM watch bulletin reported , since the
founding of AFRICOM there has also been an increase in coups by AFRICOM trained soldiers. Consistent with
what Nkrumah, Rodney and others warned of in the 1960’s and 1970’s NATO continues today in the form of
AFRICOM facilitating wars, instability, and the corporate pillage of Africa. The Democratic Republic of Congo
(DRC) for example is continuously plundered for its strategic raw materials such as cobalt, tantalum, chromium,
coltan, and uranium etc. These minerals are strategically important not only for electronic devices but also for
the technologies that drive the military industrial complex. AFRICOM continues to rely on its neocolonial African
proxies to fight wars on its behalf in the DRC and throughout Africa to achieve its objectives. With the rise of
China, the US/NATO now seek to ensure full spectrum dominance that seeks to shut China or any other country
out of the competition to control global capital.
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Chase Madar, JD, civil rights attorney in New York, April 15, 2022
“Should NATO Exist?,” The Nation, https://www.thenation.com/article/world/nato-ukraine-debate/, (accessed
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Beyond its expansion from 12 initial members to 30, NATO has also strayed from its defensive mandate. Though
its bombardment of Serbia in 1999 over the breakaway region of Kosovo is vaguely remembered as a
humanitarian win, it shouldn’t be. Washington, which is to say NATO, lurched into its 78-day bombing of
Belgrade without exhausting diplomatic alternatives, and the bombing campaign only accelerated the genocide
of ethnic Serbs from Kosovo and the Serbian slaughter of some 10,000 Kosovars. After Kosovo, the alliance
looked outside Europe for its reasons for being. In 2011, NATO imposed a no-fly zone over Libya, and it soon
stumbled into a regime-change war against Moammar Gadhafi. Now that nation is in its 11th year of civil war,
and the operation is widely regarded as a disaster. To the degree that this rudderless security pact has made war
easier, more salable, and more attractive for Western leaders than diplomacy, the alliance has been a liability to
peace and stability.
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