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SUMMARY

Enhancing EU-US cooperation in security and defence has been a longstanding goal.
The EU and the US are natural partners in cooperation in security and defence, as
evidenced by their cooperation within international organisations, including NATO, by
their shared values and by the perception of shared threats. The two conduct their
foreign policies based on common beliefs such as the promotion, protection and
observance of human rights and the rule of law, democracy, inclusive political
processes, economic development and social inclusion. They also share security
concerns in regions ranging from the Balkans, to Africa, the Middle East and Asia, and
on issues such as nuclear non-proliferation, terrorism and ethnic conflicts. While the
aforementioned areas offer grounds for cooperation towards more effective and
efficient transatlantic security and defence, according to several studies, challenges for
further cooperation remain in a number of sectors. These include research and
technology (R&T), interoperability, defence procurement, crisis management, counter-
terrorism and the promotion of global and regional security.

This briefing forms part of a broader research project on the perspectives on
transatlantic cooperation in the US election year, requested by the Chair of the
European Parliament's delegation for relations with the United States.
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Context and the state of play
The EU and the USA conduct their foreign policies based on shared beliefs and values,
such as the promotion, protection and observance of human rights and the rule of law,
democracy, inclusive political processes, economic development and social inclusion
around the globe. They also share
security concerns in regions ranging
from the Balkans, to Africa, the
Middle East and Asia, and on issues
such as nuclear non-proliferation,
terrorism, countering violent
extremism and ethnic conflicts. In
the USA, the 2014 Quadrennial
Defense Review identified five
strategic priorities, namely
rebalancing towards the Asia-
Pacific region; maintaining a strong
commitment to security and
stability in Europe and the Middle
East; sustaining a global counter-
terrorism campaign; strengthening
key allies and partnerships; and prioritising key modernisation efforts. The EU Global
Strategy presented in June 2016 similarly focuses on supporting regional architectures;
strengthening state and societal resilience against such threats as terrorist attacks,
energy insecurity, and the risk of hybrid destabilisation; rethinking the EU’s approach to
conflict and crises and focusing on regional partners and broad, deep and durable peace
coalitions. Finally, it will likely highlight the positive role that the EU might play in Asia as
a supporter of regional cooperation and a rules-based approach to conflict management.1

Transatlantic cooperation on key security and defence issues is carried out bilaterally and
multilaterally through the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and the UN. The EU
and the US adopted a similar approach to the conflict in Ukraine, by condemning Russia’s
annexation of Crimea, providing assistance to Ukraine, and coordinating the imposition
of sanctions. EU leaders have been at the forefront of the diplomatic effort to try to solve
the crisis, with the USA in support. Through NATO, the USA and NATO-member EU
Member States have worked together in Afghanistan, Libya and in the East of Europe,
through initiatives such as the Readiness Action Plan and by bolstering NATO’s rapid
response capacity.2 In Iran, the EU and USA imposed multiple sanctions since the 2005
discovery of Tehran’s non-compliance with its international obligations by the
International Atomic Energy Association (IAEA). The lifting of sanctions was subsequently
linked to the implementation of the 2015 nuclear accord, aimed at limiting Iran’s nuclear
programme.

The new strategic environment marked – among other things – by the rise of global
terrorism and of groups such as ISIL/Da’esh; by the implications of civil war in Syria and
Russia's ‘hybrid war’ in Europe’s eastern neighbourhood, has led to an increased
awareness of the urgency to strengthen transatlantic cooperation in security and
defence. The US administration's decision to quadruple its budget for European defence
in 2017 is only one of many signs of the strategic importance of the transatlantic
partnership.

Figure 1 - Shifts in Global Military Expenditure

Data: SIPRI Military Expenditure Database, 2014; Military Balance 2015,
International Institute for Security Studies.

http://archive.defense.gov/pubs/2014_Quadrennial_Defense_Review.pdf
http://archive.defense.gov/pubs/2014_Quadrennial_Defense_Review.pdf
http://www.sipri.org/research/armaments/milex/milex_database
http://www.tandfonline.com/toc/tmib20/115/1
https://eeas.europa.eu/top_stories/pdf/eugs_review_web.pdf
https://eeas.europa.eu/top_stories/pdf/eugs_review_web.pdf
http://www.cfr.org/iran/international-sanctions-iran/p20258
https://euobserver.com/foreign/132101
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The transatlantic partners have been facing similar challenges in the modernisation of
their security and defence policies in recent years. Both have been working to make the
defence industry market more mature and efficient, and to promote research and
technological innovation in defence, while maintaining a balance between expenditure
and defence budgets. The development of cost efficient military technology and of
leading innovation is the main strategic advantage for both the EU and the USA, in order
to counterbalance the increase in military expenditure and capacity of other actors (see
Figure 1), compared to a relative decline in spending in the EU and USA.

The enhancement of bilateral cooperation in security and defence was one of the key
aims of the 2010 EU-US Summit, at which the leaders of the two partners first articulated
the concept of a EU-US Security and Development Dialogue (SDD). The SDD is a
quadrilateral exchange between the US and EU foreign affairs and development
assistance agencies, which was created as part of a commitment ‘to strengthen our
collaboration [in the area of] conflict prevention, crisis response, and long-term
development’ and ‘the need to confront major international issues and global challenges
with a more comprehensive and strategic approach.’ At the 2014 US-EU Summit, leaders
reaffirmed that ‘security and development are inextricably linked’ and committed to
‘deepen the dialogue in order to frame and undertake complementary and mutually
reinforcing action’.

In 2011 the EU and the US signed a framework agreement on US participation in EU crisis
management operations, providing the legal mechanism for the United States to
contribute civilian personnel to EU Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP) missions,
and strengthening options for practical, on-the-ground US-EU coordination in crisis
situations. The United States continues to contribute civilian personnel to the EU’s
mission in Kosovo and is also contributing to the EU’s Security Sector Reform mission in
the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC). The CSDP operates in full complementarity
with NATO, thus creating a direct bridge for cooperation between the EU and the US in
security and defence issues, in spite of the absence of several EU Member States from
NATO. Through the 'Berlin Plus arrangements', the EU has access to NATO planning,
command options, assets and capabilities.

The EU and the US have also launched negotiations on an Acquisition and Cross-Servicing
Agreement (ACSA) to provide a mechanism that could facilitate cooperation on logistical
support. In November 2015, the Council of the European Union authorised the High
Representative to open negotiations with the United States for an Acquisition and Cross-
Servicing Agreement (ACSA), to be used in the framework of military CSDP operations and
exercises. Such an agreement would make it possible for EU military operations to receive
logistical assistance from the USA and for the EU to provide logistical support to the
United States in the same theatre of operations. In the same month the European Union
Military Staff (EUMS) and the United States European Command (EUCOM) signed an
administrative arrangement to facilitate the exchange of information and cooperation
between them, including the assignment of the primary roles and responsibilities in crisis
management. Both these steps pave the way for more efficient cooperation in security
matters.3

http://eeas.europa.eu/us/sum11_10/index_en.htm
https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2014/03/26/eu-us-summit-joint-statement
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32011D0318
http://www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cmsUpload/03-11-11 Berlin Plus press note BL.pdf
http://www.acq.osd.mil/ic/ACSA.html
http://www.acq.osd.mil/ic/ACSA.html
http://www.google.be/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=4&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiA_Z3o8s7KAhXGl3IKHRR9AYwQFgg1MAM&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.consilium.europa.eu%2Fen%2Fmeetings%2Ffac%2F2015%2F11%2Fst14120_en15_pdf%2F&usg=AFQjCNExXkYHUjrAL72XzCjhHXSL3hmiKA&sig2=fj6WXJgSlMwV0_vzHJTuXA
http://eucom.dodlive.mil/2015/11/eu-and-eucom-expand-cooperation-information-sharing-to-boost-security/


EPRS Security and defence

Members' Research Service Page 4 of 12

Potential for convergence and/or joint action
Given the national competence of EU Member States on security and defence policy, EU-
US relations operate on multiple levels – bilateral, NATO and US-EU Member State. Key
areas with potential for convergence on the EU-US level can be identified:

Research and Technology (R&T)
Scientific and technological innovations lie at the core of contemporary security and
defence capacities. As civilian research increasingly advances in areas linked to military
R&D, making such technologies globally accessible, including to non-state actors, the
need for the EU and the US to maintain technological leadership in military research and
innovation becomes even more urgent.4

The 2015 US NSS affirmed that sustainable and competitive American leadership requires
‘robust Federal investments in basic and applied research’, with an emphasis on science,
technology, engineering, and mathematics (STEM) education, and on the engagement of
the public and private sectors. The need to maintain technological leadership is evidenced
in the Department of Defense Third Offset Strategy, which places promising technology
at its core, in line with the 2014 Defense Innovation Initiative.5

At the same time, in the EU, defence investments have been flagging, with concerns
manifested about weak R&T and the need for more defence cooperation and innovation,
particularly as R&D expenditure has declined between 2009 and 2015 (see Figure 2).

The European Defence Agency (EDA) aims to ‘synchronise with the Pentagon’s high-
profile drive to accelerate innovation and forge a third offset strategy to literally offset
gains by potential adversaries to keep the US and its allies in the global military lead.’ In
order to encourage European investment in defence, including R&D, the European
Commission has put forward a proposal for a Preparatory Action for CSDP-related
research, which could be launched in 2017 (following the recommendation of the Group
of Personalities set up to this effect and consultations with Member States), with the
objective of paving the way for a CSDP-related research programme to be included in the
next multiannual financial framework (from 2021). Secondly, the Commission is

Figure 2 - EU-28: Real Defence Expenditure Breakdown (billion euros and % change on previous year)

Data: European Defence Agency.

http://www.defense.gov/News/Speeches/Speech-View/Article/606641/the-third-us-offset-strategy-and-its-implications-for-partners-and-allies
http://www.defense.gov/Portals/1/Documents/pubs/OSD013411-14.pdf
https://www.eda.europa.eu/info-hub/press-centre/latest-news/2015/03/31/latest-defence-data-published
http://www.defensenews.com/story/defense/policy-budget/leaders/interviews/2015/12/15/interview-amb-jorge-domecq-european-defence-agencys-chief-executive/77355384/
http://www.iss.europa.eu/publications/detail/article/report-of-the-group-of-personalities-on-the-preparatory-action-for-csdp-related-research/
http://www.iss.europa.eu/publications/detail/article/report-of-the-group-of-personalities-on-the-preparatory-action-for-csdp-related-research/
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supporting dual-use research, and ensuring synergies between the security research of
Horizon 2020 and the EDA research agenda, including through solving issues relating to
intellectual property rights, and promoting the development of key enabling technologies
(nanotechnology, biotechnology, etc.).6 The US has longstanding experience in linking
civilian research to military R&T (e.g. in aerospace, drones, cyber technologies, and
robotics).7 Further exchanges of practice on dual-use synergies – combining civilian and
military capabilities, in R&T and elsewhere – would be consistent both with the US Third
Offset Strategy, and also with the aims of the Commission and the EEAS, particularly
sectors such as border control, maritime safety and security, cyber security, energy
security and environmental protection.8 As illustrated in the relevant paper in this series,
the US and EU have traditionally cooperated in the area of science and research, yet in
order to maintain technological leadership, further steps should be taken.

Defence industry and procurement
The USA is the world's largest arms exporter, followed by the EU-28 when aggregated. At
the same time, the EU-28 is the world’s largest importer. As a consequence, the
transatlantic partnership is of vital importance for the security and defence markets on
both sides of the Atlantic, for both security and financial reasons. The EU has the world's
second most developed defence industry, after the USA. According to SIPRI, 30 European
companies were included in the top 100 arms-producing and military services companies
in 2013. Alongside US companies, the UK's BAE Systems, the European EADS (renamed
Airbus Group in 2014), Italy's Finmeccanica and France's Thales were in the Top 10.
Despite these companies' relative success, the European arms industry is still very much
fragmented and associated with national procurement priorities and markets.9 As a
consequence, opening up defence procurement is an ongoing project for the EU,
particularly as studies on the positive gains from more integration in the area of defence
at EU level have ascertained that one of the main expected economic gains would come
from this area.10

At the same time, concerns about the standards and procedures associated with defence
procurement have been raised in the USA. The recently proposed Promoting Value Based
Procurement Act would provide incentive for the Department of Defence to use
innovation and technological criteria, as opposed to using lowest price technically
acceptable evaluation criteria in defence procurement, especially in IT and engineering.
The proposal is a result of concerns regarding new types of security threats, namely cyber
security, and the relative expansion of Chinese and Russian technological capabilities.

Control and supply of arms exports is an issue faced both by the EU and the USA, albeit
in different ways. At the Member State level, there have been some attempts to tackle
concerns over rules concerning governments’ defence procurement practices, such as the
2007 UK-US Defence Trade Cooperation Treaty, but an EU-wide agreement with the US
would be more efficient and effective in both security, technological and financial terms.
The encouragement of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) to defence and
security procurement is also an issue of mutual concern and could be part of a bilateral
dialogue on defence procurement practices.

Effective and coordinated security and crisis response
The USA and EU have a longstanding tradition of cooperation in crisis management and
peacekeeping operations, including, as mentioned above, through NATO. Coordinated
EU-US responses to crises in the Horn of Africa and the Sahel have produced substantial

http://www.eprs.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/lisrep/09-Briefings/2016/EPRS-Briefing-586645-Reengaging-Science-research-FINAL.pdf
http://www.iss.europa.eu/uploads/media/YES_2016.pdf
https://www.sipri.org/research/armament-and-disarmament/arms-transfers-and-military-spending/arms-production
https://www.scribd.com/doc/309966433/Bill-Promoting-Value-Based-Defense-Procurement-Act
https://www.scribd.com/doc/309966433/Bill-Promoting-Value-Based-Defense-Procurement-Act
https://fcw.com/articles/2016/04/22/warner-dod-lpta.aspx
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/EPRS/EPRS-Briefing-564361-European-defence-to-be-evaluated-European-Council-FINAL.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/32016/12-678-us-uk-defence-trade-cooperation-treaty-uk-mod-procedures.pdf
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results so far. But reduced military budgets in Europe, combined with rising and complex
threats, demand a more efficient and effective approach to operational capacity.

Resilience has become a key concept in both the EU and US approaches to crisis response,
crisis management and peacekeeping.11 Ensuring a coherent response to crises is part of
the EU’s wider efforts in its external relations, in close cooperation with the Member
States, to turn the ‘comprehensive approach’ into comprehensive action, i.e. the effective
use and sequencing of the entire range of tools and instruments. This applies to the whole
crisis cycle, including conflict prevention and crisis response, crisis management,
stabilisation and longer-term recovery, reconciliation, and reconstruction, as well as
development, in order to preserve peace and strengthen international security. In the
USA, the 2015 National Security Strategy (NSS) commits the United States to bolstering
‘the capacity of the UN and regional organisations to help resolve disputes, build
resilience to crises and shocks, strengthen governance, end extreme poverty, and
increase prosperity, so that fragile states can provide for the basic needs of their citizens
and can avoid being vulnerable hosts for extremism and terrorism’. Part of the strategy
to promote resilience is assisting in strengthening the operational capacity of third
countries and regional organisations. The NSS specifically includes the goal of
strengthening ‘the operational capacity of regional organizations like the African Union
(AU) and broaden the ranks of capable troop-contributing countries, including through
the African Peacekeeping Rapid Response Partnership, which will help African countries
rapidly deploy to emerging crises’. On the EU side, the European Commission work
programme (CWP) for 2016 includes an initiative for capacity-building in support of
security and development in third countries. In its resolution on the CWP 2016, the
European Parliament called on the Commission to focus on fragile states, peace-building
and state-building.

AR NATO’s 2014 Summit in Wales, member countries agreed to a ‘Readiness Action Plan’
outlining measures, such as enhanced infrastructure, pre-positioning of equipment and
supplies, and designation of bases for troop deployments in Central and Eastern Europe.
They also agreed on the establishment of a new Very High Readiness Joint Task Force
(VJTF), intended as a smaller, more specialised arm of the NATO Response Force that
would be capable of deploying within ‘a few days’ to respond to any threat against an
ally. Finally, they pledged to halt declining defence expenditures and work toward
spending 2% of national GDP on defence within a decade.12 Following up on those
decisions, the communique of NATO’s Warsaw Summit in 2016 adopted 'a broad
approach to deterrence and defence' providing 'the Alliance with a range of options to
be able to respond to any threats from wherever they arise'.

The EU and the US recognize that NATO's abilities can be maximized by improving
deployment and response capacities as well as interoperability, but also by increasing
joint training and exercises and reducing duplications and overcapacity.13 In February
2016, US Secretary of Defence Ash Carter announced the intention to change military
spending priorities, with more support for NATO allies, including more funding for
training and exercises with European allies, and more spending on advanced weapons.
By the end of 2017, the forward stationing of equipment for another armoured brigade
combat team and a divisional headquarters should be in place in Europe.14

http://eeas.europa.eu/crisis-response/about-us/index_en.htm
https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/docs/2015_national_security_strategy.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/docs/2016_fpi_002_capacity_building_security_development.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//TEXT+TA+P8-TA-2015-0323+0+DOC+XML+V0//EN
http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/official_texts_112964.htm
http://www.shape.nato.int/nato-response-force--very-high-readiness-joint-task-force
file://\\eprsbrusnvf01\Service\DirA\PUBLICATIONS\Publications\002-Publications-ONGOING\2016-2196-Re-enganging-in-the-US-project-DEFENCE-and-SECURITY\Draft-publication\adopting a broad approach to deterrence and defence which draws upon all of the tools at NATO's disposal
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Global and regional security
Key documents and debates in both the EU and the USA, such as the 2015 National
Security Strategy and the Global Strategy, identify the promotion of global security,
including through stronger relations with international partners, as a main priority. The
enhancement of regional security architectures and the acknowledgement of the need
for a multi-level approach, aligning international, regional and local partners, is part of
both the EU and the US security agendas. Thus cooperation with third countries, regional
organisations and local actors, including citizens, is a common priority.

East Asia is a particularly relevant example in this respect. Tensions in both the East and
South China Seas have been on the rise since the early 2010s, with both disputes affecting
regional cooperation. In addition, Asia faces several sources of instability, including
territorial disputes, historical legacies that fuel nationalism, arms modernisation, and
others. Indicatively, according to studies by SIPRI, overall military spending in the Asia
Pacific rose by 5.4% in 2015, and by 64% from 2006 to 2015. Yet the existing multilateral
security architecture is poorly equipped to respond to these factors, due to a lack of
capacity and trust.

Both the EU and the USA aim to strengthen the regional security architecture in the
region, as a means towards the promotion of stability and peace. But while European and
US experts frequently discuss the policy implications of America’s ‘rebalancing’ towards
the Asia-Pacific region, little attention is given to how the transatlantic relationship can
be used more effectively to promote stronger regional cooperation and strengthen the
region’s institutional architecture, particularly within ASEAN. The ways in which the EU
and the USA could work jointly to reinforce south-east Asia’s institutional and conflict
prevention architecture and cooperate in the development of regional security
architecture could be further developed, including in the bilateral Security Dialogue, in
the Political Dialogue on Asia/Oceania (which takes place twice a year), but also within
multilateral settings such as the G7. Similarly, the two could coordinate further in their
approach towards security in Latin America and security in the South Atlantic, through
the promotion of joint objectives in their bilateral and interregional relations with the
regions.

The EU and USA also pursue global and regional security through the promotion of shared
beliefs and values (protection and observance of human rights and the rule of law,
democracy, inclusive political processes, economic development and social inclusion),
through the effective implementation of sanctions. Both are committed to advancing the
Prague Agenda, including by stopping the spread of nuclear weapons and securing
nuclear materials.15 The Joint Action Plan on Iran (JCPOA) has been one aspect of this
cooperation, but further work – in partnership – in multilateral fora such as the G20 and
the East Asia Summit, in addition to the UN, could be advanced.

Combatting terrorism and violent extremism by engaging with third countries
The fight against terrorism and violent extremism surpasses the internal/external policy
divide. While elsewhere it is treated as a Home Affairs issue, here we address
transatlantic cooperation in combatting its external and international dimensions. Both
the EU and the USA have recognised the need to combat terrorism and violent extremism
through engagement with partners and third countries. On 12 February 2015, the EU
Heads of State or Government stressed the importance for the EU of increased
engagement with third countries on security issues and counter-terrorism. In relations

http://books.sipri.org/files/FS/SIPRIFS1604.pdf
http://strategicpartnerships.eu/pays/eu-united-states/
http://pragueagenda.iir.cz/
https://eeas.europa.eu/statements-eeas/docs/iran_agreement/iran_joint-comprehensive-plan-of-action_en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2015/547540/EPRS_BRI%282015%29547540_EN.pdf
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between the EU and third countries, the counter-terrorism agenda is present in many
respects: through high-level political dialogues; the adoption of cooperation clauses and
agreements; or specific assistance and capacity building projects with strategic countries.
The EU cooperates on counter-terrorism with countries in the Western Balkans, the
Sahel, North Africa, the Middle East, the Horn of Africa and North America, as well as in
Asia. At the same time, cooperation with the USA is a fundamental component of the
EU's strategy. In recent years, cooperation agreements have been reached in areas such
as the financing of terrorism, transport and borders, mutual legal assistance, or
extradition. US authorities are working increasingly closely with Europol and Eurojust.

The external dimension of the EU's fight against terrorism involves working closely with
other international and regional organisations to build international consensus and
promote international standards for fighting terrorism. The EU works with international
organisations including the UN and the Global Counter Terrorism Forum, and regional
organisations such as the Council of Europe, the OSCE, the League of Arab States or the
Organisation for Islamic Cooperation.

The exchange of good practices and experience in counter-terrorism between the EU and
the USA has already reaped significant advantages. Some US initiatives and closer
transatlantic cooperation seem to have influenced the EU, such as the proposals for an
EU-wide agreement on exchanging Passenger Name Records (PNR), or the negotiation of
such agreements with other third countries; similarly, US officials have recognised the
role of the EU in informing some US policies (e.g. in ensuring redress for passengers'
complaints about airport screening). In 2010, the EU and USA signed an Agreement on
sharing SWIFT banking data (or financial messaging data) for the purpose of the US
Treasury Department's Terrorist Finance Tracking Program (TFTP), which was renewed in
2015.16

Looking ahead: potential projects
European and American interests and values in this policy area to a large degree overlap
– with several initiatives already underway. Yet, in all aforementioned areas, further steps
could be taken to enhance effectiveness, coordination, technological capacities and
results. The following functional blocks of cooperation, could provide the framework for
future initiatives and projects across the various policy areas (for a more detailed
description of actors and actions by policy areas see the Annex).

 Working together in achieving goals within NATO. Enhancing and synchronising
defence planning in Europe and in NATO to ensure no duplication; enhancing
interoperability; and developing strengths against hybrid threats. Synergies could be
explored in the context of Smart Defence, which is a concept that encourages allies
to cooperate in developing, acquiring and maintaining military capabilities to meet
current security problems in accordance with the new NATO strategic concept. The
concept proposes pooling and sharing capabilities, setting priorities and better
coordination. The Framework Nations Concept proposes the development of
multinational units: smaller armies could plug their remaining capabilities into an
organisational backbone provided by a larger, ‘framework’ nation.

 Strengthening effective multilateral security structures through regional fora and
trilateral engagement with ASEAN/African Union. Promoting joint goals in the G20
and East Asia Forum.

http://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/fight-against-terrorism/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/EPRS/EPRS-Briefing-554215-The-EU-PNR-Proposal-FINAL.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/dgs/home-affairs/what-we-do/policies/crisis-and-terrorism/tftp/index_en.htm
http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/78125.htm
https://www.swp-berlin.org/fileadmin/contents/products/comments/2014C52_mjr_mlg.pdf
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 Capacity building in third countries. Prevention of significant security consequences
associated with weak or failing states (including mass atrocities, regional spill-over,
and transnational organised crime).

 Launching a regular EU-US Security and Defence dialogue at senior level to explore
concrete synergies and collaboration in various theatres of operation.

 Working together on new areas such as hybrid threats, maritime security, defence
capacity building and cyber security, bilaterally, and in relevant multilateral fora.

 Holding regular dialogue and exchange on security strategy direction at policymaker,
industry and scientific level (bilateral exchanges).

 Coordinating and targeting economic sanctions in order to increase efficiency.
 Enhancing R&D cooperation in technological developments in defence with

potentially cost-reducing consequences.
 Developing more effective and coordinated security and crisis management

cooperation in identified areas of mutual interest, notably Africa; enhancing logistical
assistance in theatres of operations through the ACSA. Increasing operational
coordination, intelligence sharing and training for disaster management preparation,
cyber response teams, pandemic control procedures, and biosecurity breaches.

 Increasing bilateral contacts in the defence industry and exchanging practices
cooperation with the private sector and other stakeholders in R&D and R&T.

 Improving information sharing and situation awareness in counter-terrorism
intelligence in third countries.

 Opening up the US and EU defence markets to competition from suppliers on both
sides of the Atlantic to further ‘win-win’ competition.

 Working towards complementary in EU-US tracks for security standards.17

Challenges to be addressed
The EU and the USA are natural partners in security and defence, as evidenced by their
longstanding cooperation within international organisations, by the history and
operation of NATO, by their shared values and by the perception of shared threats. While
there are grounds for cooperation towards more effective and efficient transatlantic
security and defence, challenges remain in all the identified areas for further cooperation.

In the area of R&T, the main challenge lies in reconciling declining budgets with the
development of game-changing technology. One way forward is to forge a transatlantic
culture of innovation and reflection with scientists, engineers, and midgrade military
officers that fosters thinking about old problems in new ways. The second is to ensure
the support of leadership and administrations for innovation and experimentation and
the justification of increased spending in R&T and efficient budget management.

With regard to the transatlantic defence market, the major risk lies in the fact that the EU
and the USA are also competitors on global defence markets. Consequently, there is a
substantial risk that transatlantic cooperation in this policy area becomes trapped by
protectionist or nationalistic approaches. At the global level, the challenges are linked to
the lack of dynamism in world market demand. In addition, according to the American
Chamber of Commerce, effective transatlantic industrial cooperation will require
reciprocal market opening through foreign direct investment (FDI) in national defence
industries. EU Member States and the US will also have to ensure the right level of

http://www.eprs.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/lisrep/09-Briefings/2016/EPRS-Briefing-586612-Reengaging-Cybersecurity-FINAL.pdf
http://www.amchameu.eu/sites/default/files/publications/files/securitydefence.pdf


EPRS Security and defence

Members' Research Service Page 10 of 12

transparency on their medium to long-term defence planning, in order to stimulate the
efficiency of a transatlantic security and defence technological and industrial base. On
terrorism, a balance between data protection and the need for access to data on both
sides of the Atlantic needs to be established in order to effectively address the threats
posed by new types of international terrorist threats.

The solution to most challenges lies in building trust and confidence. Continuous joint
training, joint approaches to partnerships with third countries (trilateral) and enhanced
transparency are some of the tools to help to continue to build further trust.
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