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A member of the United Nations civilian mission in Kosovo was shot dead in the
center of this city on Monday night, the United Nations said Monday.
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commercial air service to Yugoslavia, a senior official said yesterday.
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...Although the EU has a single market and a single currency, the dream of a s
ingle defense strategy has long eluded it.
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On the surface, at least, not much appeared to have changed at the old Atlanti

¢ Command in Norfolk when Defense Secretary William S. Cohen and Gen. Henry H.

Shelton, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, showed up last week for a forma
| ceremony renaming it the Joint Forces Command.






















































taining good trade relations."</P>

<P> A Senate defense specialist said Russia agreed to allow more sensitive s
eismic monitors to be placed near Novaya Zemlya, but only if the United States
agreed to provide Moscow with advanced computers and U.S. nuclear weapons testi
ng data. The administration refused.</P>

<P> On Russia, the aide said the administration faces a dilemma. "Either the
y accuse the Russians of violating the treaty or concede the treaty cannot be v
erified," the aide said.</P>

<P> U.S. intelligence agencies are now saying that "you can have militarily
significant developments below the [seismic] detection threshold," the aide sai
d.</p>

<P> Administration officials have said verification is not as important as p
romoting the agreement itself as a deterrent to nuclear weapons proliferation.<
/P>

<P> "The CIA has indicated that they cannot verify to a hundred percent whet
her or not someone has conducted a nuclear test," Defense Secretary William S.
Cohen said Sunday on NBC's "Meet the Press."</P>

<P> "But we believe with this treaty, you're going to have at least an addit
ional 320 sites that will help monitor testing around the world," he said. ". .

. We are satisfied we can verify adequately, not a hundred percent, but satisf
y ourselves that there is no testing going on that would put us at any kind of
a strategic disadvantage."</P>

<P> Asked about the fact that the United States cannot detect nuclear blasts
below a few kiloton yield, Secretary of State Madeleine K. Albright said: "We
can detect what we need to."</P>

<P> "Those that are below a certain level, we do not think would undercut ou
r nuclear deterrent because they would be so small that they would not affect o
ur nuclear deterrent capacity," Mrs. Albright said on ABC's "This Week."</P>

<P> A Pentagon official, however, said the Clinton administration is support
ing anti-nuclear-weapons activists by supporting the test ban. "They want our n
uclear capability to deteriorate so they can never be used," the official said.
</P>

<P> The treaty was signed by 154 nations, including five nuclear weapons pow
ers. It would ban all nuclear tests, although the treaty itself does not define









Most obvious is the easy familiarity of the big guns, planes and ships that he
Iped make this the American Century. Rivalries among the services and within ea
ch branch tend to favor the status quo, too, as does the defense establishment'

s innate conservatism, which manifests itself in risk-aversion, impatience and
intolerance of failure. And beyond the Pentagon, entrenched business interests,
old-fashioned congressional pork-barreling and political intrigue have proved
to be powerful agents working against change.</P>

<P> The impact of these forces is evident in the history of UAVs, which hav
e been the wave of the future for the past quarter of a century. Military strat
egists love the idea. Former Pentagon acquisition chief Paul Kaminski predicts
that the next century could bring an end to manned combat aircraft altogether.
Congress has repeatedly signaled its approval. Backers also have included some
Air Force higher-ups, including Gen. Ryan, the chief of staff, and his father,
who served as the service's top officer 30 years ago.</P>

<P> But consider what happened in 1993 when Congress, five years after unsu
ccessfully prodding the Air Force and the rest of the Pentagon to take UAVs mor
e seriously, created the Defense Airborne Reconnaissance Office to oversee deve
lopment of unmanned aircraft throughout the military. The office met continual
resistance from Air Force officials who pushed for ever more-advanced manned fi
ghters, to the point where the Pentagon now plans to spend $340 billion on 3,70

0 of them over 30 years -- even though the U.S. remains unchallenged in the air
</P>

<P>  Gen. Kenneth Israel, who ran the new office, frequently found himself p
laying defense. Lobbying for funds on Capitol Hill, he would see his message mu
ddied by military officials who wanted money for manned aircraft. Inside the Pe
ntagon, the same crowd would question his data. At one meeting, he detailed how
much money the Air Force could save by using UAVs for reconnaissance, instead
of manned U-2s and SR-71s. A colleague stated flatly that he didn't believe the
figures.</P>

<P> "Ina typical work year, | had about 250 meetings, and most of them wer

e just like this," says Gen. Israel, now retired and working with defense consu

Itants Burdeshaw Associates Ltd. in Bethesda, Md. "It was a struggle every day

to make people aware of what UAVs could do." The pilot-dominated Air Force hier
archy, he adds, has always been biased against UAVs. "Critics determined that t

he best way to slow down a bold and innovative idea was to load it down with cu
Itural innuendoes and inaccurate comparisons between manned and unmanned aircra
ft," he says.</P>

<P>  Air Force Gen. David Nagy, who oversees acquisitions of UAVs and other
equipment, acknowledges that "there's been a lot of skepticism" in the service
toward UA Vs, but, he adds, "There's a recognition now that there's plenty of ro
om for manned and unmanned."</P>

<P> Pilotless reconnaissance aircraft got their first big tryout a few year



s after Mr. Powers parachuted from his U-2 into an international incident. To ¢

ut pilot losses, the Pentagon deployed unmanned vehicles called Lightning Bugs
over Southeast China and North Vietnam. Launched over the Gulf of Tonkin from a
C-130 cargo plane and piloted by joystick by engineers from maker Ryan Aeronau
tical, the jet-powered drones flew 3,500 missions during the Vietnam War.</P>

<P> Some were used to spy. Others scattered leaflets from President Nixon,
urging North Vietnamese combatants to "please quit this foolishness." An early
U.S. drone snapped the first photo of a still top-secret version of a Soviet Mi

G fighter. Another drone had eyes and teeth painted on the front and was nickna
med the Tomcat. A few played chicken with enemy fighters.</P>

<P> But a political power-play helped deny the program wider support, indus
try executives and military historians say. Washington officials, tightly contr

olling the war from the Pentagon, insisted that they view the resulting black-a
nd-white reconnaissance photos first, so they could relay orders back to Southe

ast Asia. That caused delays, which diminished UA Vs' usefulness and made them a
harder sell once the war was over and the U.S. slashed defense spending. Meanw
hile, the Air Force and the Navy were increasingly -- and justifiably -- worrie

d that they were being outdone by advances in Soviet fighter aircraft, so the s
ervices pushed hard for new fighters and bombers, especially those employing st
ealth capabilities.</P>

<P> "It wasn't difficult for someone wearing a white scarf to decide where
they wanted to put their funding requirements. [f the money was limited, they'd
put it into manned aircraft," recalls Norm Sakamoto, a Ryan Aeronautical vice
president involved in UAV work since the late 1950s.</P>

<P> Other times, geopolitical concerns came into play. While the war was st
ill under way, Ryan Aeronautical engineers designed a radar-evading, highflying
, long-range UAV to spy on the Chinese. By the early 1970s, the U.S. was almost
ready to deploy 27 of these Compass Arrows. But according to military historia
ns, President Nixon killed the program to help pave the way for normalized rela
tions with the Chinese after his historic summit meeting with Mao Tse-tung.</P>

<P>  After that, the Army and the Navy periodically dabbled in UAVs. With no
U.S. alternative, the Navy in the mid-1980s bought an Israeli-designed UAV sys
tem, called the Pioneer. After the Navy bombed Fayluka Island just east of Kuwa
it City during the Gulf War, some Iraqis tried to surrender to a Pioneer flying
overhead. Another drone used in the Persian Gulf, developed in less than a mon
th by Northrop Grumman Corp., was made to look like U.S. fighter aircraft on Ir
aqi radar; in the early hours of the air war, these drones flushed out Iragi an
tiaircraft defenses so that real F-16s could bomb them.</P>

<P>  Unpopular new programs often fall victim to the Pentagon's longstanding
aversion to the risk of failure. After winning a joint Army-Navy competition a


































































<P> Earlier, the chief police officer at the crime scene had said the victi
m was believed to be a middle-aged man, possibly of ethnic Albanian descent. </
P>

<P> "There is a possibility that he was assaulted prior to being shot," sai
d Ken Burnham, the Pristina area commander for the United Nations police. </P>

<P> Mother Teresa Street, where the man's body was found, is closed to traf
fic every evening and becomes the capital's busiest pedestrian thoroughfare. Hu
ndreds of young people parade up and down the street every night. </P>

<P> United Nations headquarters and the city's main hotel are only a short
walk away. </P>

<P> The United Nations police and British peacekeepers sealed off the area
and soldiers carried the body wrapped in a black plastic bag on a stretcher to
an ambulance. </P>
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ring the 78-day NATO bombing campaign last spring.</P>

<P> "People are going to freeze otherwise," an EU diplomat told Reuters. EU
diplomats also contend that the assistance would boost political opposition pa
rties that could emerge as a democratic alternative to the Yugoslav president.<
/P>

<P> U.S. officials say they have no objection to the distribution of humani
tarian aid, such as food and medicine, inside Serbia. The United States has pro
vided $35 million to the United Nations and various relief agencies for use thr
oughout Yugoslavia. In addition, the Clinton administration has earmarked $12 m
illion to strengthen pro-democracy forces in Serbia, such as labor unions and a

n independent press.</P>

<P> A senior U.S. official expressed skepticism, however, about whether the
fuel oil will be needed this winter. The official also noted that providing oi

| could free up resources within the Yugoslav government for other purposes. "W
ill it be properly used? How will you monitor it? Are you sending the right sig
nal?" the official quoted Albright as asking the EU ministers.</P>

<P> "We don't want to see a situation developing where what began as a huma
nitarian gesture gradually creates a cascade to ending pressure on the regime,"
the official added. "She's tried to put an outer limit on what they want to do
N</P>

<P> Besides the fuel oil plan, several key European allies--the official de
clined to specify which ones--argued during the buildup to the Luxembourg meeti
ng for an end to the commercial flight ban. But, after Albright's intervention,
"they did not put it forward for now," the official said.</P>

<P> If the European foreign ministers wanted to demonstrate solidarity with
the opposition to Milosevic, they were disappointed. At the last minute, 10 ke
y opposition politicians, including such familiar figures from recent street de
monstrations as Vuk Draskovic and Zoran Djindjic, canceled plans to attend the
Luxembourg meeting.</P>

<P> Declining to board the aircraft that carried 20 other opposition figure

s from Belgrade, the top leaders said they would not participate in the meeting
because the EU wanted them to pledge that if they come to power they will extr
adite Milosevic to face war crimes charges at an international tribunal in The
Hague.</P>

<P> The opposition leaders said agreeing to this demand would play into Mil
osevic's strategy of portraying his adversaries as Western puppets--or "bootlic
kers," as the Serbian leader called them yesterday.</P>







aders agree the cause is worthy, but are too distracted by a bigger crisis else
where to get involved. So the North Atlantic Treaty Organization can be involve
d, but it is up to the Europeans to run the show.</P>

<P> The exercise marks a step forward in the European Union's on-again, off-ag
ain campaign to speak with one voice. Although the EU has a single market and a
single currency, the dream of a single defense strategy has long eluded it. On

ly now, following the Kosovo conflict, is Europe prepared to act on the soberin

g lessons it has drawn from Yugoslavia's bloody breakup and the U.S.'s perceive
d isolationism.</P>

<P> Europe wants the ability to handle the next crisis on its own. And to prov

e that it means business, last week Javier Solana of Spain left his post as NAT

O secretary-general to become the EU's first High Representative for a Common F
oreign and Security Policy. His mandate: to give Europe the military capacity f

or "autonomous action," independent of NATO.</P>

<P> The big question is what this independence would mean for the Western alli
ance. At the very least, it could mean that the EU would set up a political cou

ncil that would advise NATO on European-led peacekeeping operations. At the oth
er extreme, the EU could wind up with its own pan-European defense organization
that would exclude NATO.</P>

<P> To some extent, the Europeans and the U.S. are already behaving like a hus
band and wife preparing for a messy divorce. The two sides have started auditin

g shared NATO assets to see what belongs to whom. Some Europeans are saying tha
t they need their own satellites to make sure they aren't being misled by U.S.
intelligence. Others are talking about setting up their own chain of command, ¢
utting U.S. officers out of the loop.</P>

<P> It is atall order, and Mr. Solana doesn't have much time to fill it. EU |
eaders have given him until the end of 2000 to work out the details of Europe's
new defense identity. But if anyone is up to the task, it is Mr. Solana.</P>

<P> Once a radical Socialist who opposed Spain's entry into NATO in the 1980s,
Mr. Solana has since proved himself invaluable to the alliance. This was espec
ially true during the 78-day air war against Yugoslavia, when he held together

an alliance that embraced German pacifists, Italian communists, pro-Serb Greeks
and distracted U.S. Democrats.</P>

<P> Mr. Solana winces at the suggestion that Europe is looking to replace NATO
as its core defense alliance. But he also makes it clear that the military rel
ationship between the EU and NATO has to change.</P>

<P> "To have a good and solid partnership, it has to be more among equals," he



said. The EU, he added, only wants to be able to act in limited missions when
the other NATO allies, such as the U.S., don't want to participate but Europe f
eels it has a responsibility. Such a shift is "not revolution," he says. "It's
evolution."</P>

<P> The Clinton administration is going along with the European plans, albeit
with misgivings. U.S. Secretary of State Madeleine Albright has backed the idea
but also warned the Europeans not to "decouple” from the U.S., not to "discrim
inate" against NATO allies, notably Turkey, and not to "duplicate” existing NAT
O assets. U.S. Defense Secretary William Cohen, for his part, says he wants to
see Europe develop its defense capacities "under NATO's umbrella."</P>

<P> The European initiative could carry a fat dividend for the U.S. If Europe

gets a bigger say, it would have a greater incentive to spend more on its own d
efense. Kosovo showed Europe's lack of materiel -- from transport planes to pre
cision-guided bombs to secure communications. With the Soviet menace gone, many
Americans are weary of taking up the defense slack for Europe. But the Europea

n initiative also carries a danger. It could, some defense experts warn, threat

en the very existence of NATO and the continuing role of U.S. forces in Europe.
</P>

<P> Many European defense analysts believe that the EU would be better served
by developing alternative arrangements. It could, for instance, expand on ad-ho
¢ capacities in Britain or France or on existing combined European forces, such
as the British-led ACE Rapid Reaction Command that deployed in Kosovo.</P>

<P> Charles Grant, director of the London-based Center for European Reform, th
inks that some decoupling from the alliance might not be a bad thing. "There ma
y be some merit in reminding the Americans that the EU might on occasion act au
tonomously," he said.</P>

<P> Trouble is, autonomous action would likely require more spending on the ki
nd of cutting-edge weapons used in Kosovo. And for now, most EU governments are
reluctant to increase their defense outlays. </P>

<a name="e 199910 I2teamwork.htm'">

<TABLE BGCOLOR="#FF9900" WIDTH=100% BORDER=0 CELLPADDING=0 CELLSPACING=0>
<TR><TD ALIGN=LEFT><B><FONT FACE=Arial SIZE=-1>http://ebird.dtic.mil/Oct1999/e
9991012teamwork.htm</FONT></B>
</TD>
<TD ALIGN=RIGHT><A HREF=#TOP><FONT FACE=Arial SIZE=-1>
<B>RETURN TO TOP</B></FONT></A>

</TD>

</TR></TABLE>





























































qi tanks before their crews knew the enemy was present.</P>

<P> But the wars of tomorrow are less likely to be this kind of engagement.
They are more likely to be fast-breaking conflicts in remote locations, where
U.S. forces must arrive quickly on battlefields that may lack the convenient se
aports and high-quality airfields needed to handle its present massive equipmen
t.</P>

<P> And the Army won't have the six months it took to prepare for the Persi
an Gulf War--and perhaps not even the four weeks it needed to deploy two Apache
gunships and associated gear in last spring's Balkan war.</P>

<P> The limitations of the Army's arsenal in this kind of fight are clear.<
/P>

<P> The 70-ton M-1 tank was too large for Balkan bridges that could typical
ly accommodate about 50 tons and too wide to pass through the region's narrow s
treets.</P>

<P> The Army's big field artillery piece, the $17-million Crusader, is an e
ngineering marvel that can accurately hurl 100-pound shells 25 miles at a rate
of 10 a minute. But this weapon--like the M-1, a product of 1970s research--wei
ghs 100 tons and is tough to move, maintain and refuel.</P>

<P> The heavy divisions, at 10,000 to 18,000 soldiers each, are also in lin
e for downsizing.</P>

<P> The Army brass has long recognized these limitations and has made repea
ted efforts to deal with the problem. But a number of reform efforts have fizzl
ed, in the reformers' views.</P>

<P> In the late 1970s, Army Chief of Staff Gen. Edwin Meyer designated the
Army's 2nd Division as an experimental unit that would test new concepts. The a
rmored gun system, a lighter, more maneuverable tank born of this effort, "woul
d have been perfect for Kosovo," said Richard J. Dunn, a retired Army colonel w
ho served as a combat engineer in the Vietnam War. "It could darn near go anywh
ere."</P>

<P>  But the program was canceled in 1996, on the eve of production. The Arm
y continued instead to improve the M-1--adding another 10 tons to its weight si
nce the Gulf War.</P>

<P> In another move meant to address criticisms about lack of mobility, the
Army announced last spring that it would create a headquarters at Ft. Polk in




















































































<P> North Korea's plutonium production programme was shelved in 1994 after
the signing of a non-proliferation agreement between North Korea, Japan and the
United States. American intelligence officials fear that President Kabila may
have given North Korea access to the Shinkolobwe mine in exchange for military
assistance against the Congolese rebels. </P>

<P> Hanneline De Beers, a researcher at South Aftrica's Institute for Securi

ty Studies, said: "We have had reports of sightings of North Koreans in Congo f
or more than a month. But it is not clear whether they are providing personal s
ecurity for President Kabila, training his fighters, or working at the uranium
mine." </P>

<P> Ms De Beers said that the Shinkolobwe mine is flooded and the water dam
age severe. "It could take up to five years to put it right." There was, howeve

r, no concrete proof that it was uranium that had rekindled North Korea's inter

est in Africa, she said. </P>

<P> Pyongyang's presence in Africa is not unprecedented. During the 1980s N
orth Korean military advisers helped to train Zimbabwe's notorious Sth Brigade,
responsible for carrying out massacres in Matabeleland. North Korea's renewed
presence on African soil may simply mean that it has contracted out its militar

y advisers to President Kabila, or that it is seeking clients for fresh arms sa

les. </P>

<P> But the arrival of North Korean military advisers does not augur well f
or the fragile peace agreement between President Kabila and the Congolese rebel
forces. </P>

<P>  Since the signing of the July-August peace accord, which was designed t
o bring Africa's most complicated civil war to a close, both sides have repeate
dly exchanged accusations of ceasefire violations. </P>
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