





Annual Report ASPEN INSTITUTE
2009/2010 GERMANY

MANAGEMENT BOARD

Chairman

Charles King Mallory IV
Executive Director, Aspen Institute
Deutschland e. V.

Dr. Christoph Abeln
Founder, Abeln Attorneys for Labor Law

August von Joest
Partner, Odewald & Compagnie

Prof. Dr. Joachim Krause

Professor of International Relations,
Director, Institute for Security Policy
Christian-Albrechts University, Kiel

Peter Lennartz
Partner, Ernst & Young

Urs Schwerzmann
Partner, SchwerzmannTeam

Christoph Abeln | Dr. Christoph

Abeln is founder and attorney for

labor law at the Berlin law offices

of Abeln Attorneys for Labor Law.

After studying in Freiburg and

Munich, Dr. Abeln received his
PhD. From the Ludwig Maximilian University in
Munich. His dissertation compared “The Legal
Status of Management Board Members and Works
Council Members”. After taking articles in Berlin,
he passed the bar in 1994. In addition to his work
as an attorney, Dr. Abeln has spoken at the German
Society for Personnel Management, the labor pol-
icy publishers “Labor and Law” as well as at the
Forum Institute for Management GmbH.

August von Joest | August von

Joest is a partner at Odewald &

Compagnie, Germany’s leading

private equity firm. Mr. von Joest

was trained at BMW AG in Mu-

nich and Bonn and at Gebr. Wey-
ersberg GmbH in Solingen. After serving abroad
in Seoul, Hong Kong, and Vietnam from 1972 to
1974, Mr. von Joest worked as a manager at CCC
Hamburg and at Michael Thomas & Partner in
Hamburg, Nigeria, and Saudi Arabia. Mr. von Joest
was Director, National and International Sales at
MBB’s Helicopter Division in Munich from 1980
to 1990. After one year as Assistant Director at the
Treunhandanstalt in Berlin, Mr. von Joest became
Managing Director, Europe of Price Waterhouse
Corporate Finance and Recovery.

Joachim Krause | Prof. Dr.
Joachim Krause has been Professor
of International Relations and Di-
rector of the Institute for Social
Sciences at Christian-Albrechts
University in Kiel since 2001.
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From 1978 to 1993, Krause was a researcher at the
research institute of the Stiftung Wissenschaft und
Politik. Next, he was deputy director of the German
Council on Foreign Relations (Deutsche
Gesellschaft fiir Auswdrtige Politik) until 2001 and
then Steve Muller Professor for German Studies at
the Paul Nitze School for Advanced International
Studies at Johns Hopkins University in Bologna,
Italy from 2002 to 2003. In addition to his profes-
sional activities, professor Krause has been a mem-
ber of numerous German government delegations,
including to the Conference on Disarmament in
Geneva 1988-1989 and the UN Special Commis-
sion and Observer Mission in Iraq from 1991-1992.

Peter Lennartz | has been a part-
ner at Ernst & Young since 2002.
His customers include well-known
local and international clients in

the solar power and health care in-
rﬁ dustries. In addition to his work
for Ernst & Young, which took him to Boston USA
from 1992 to 2002, Mr. Lennartz works as an au-
ditor and tax advisor. He sponsors the “Entrepre-
neur of the Year” campaign and has close ties to
numerous start-up companies in Berlin.

Charles Mallory | Charles King
Mallory IV received his education
at Volksschule in Hamburg, at
Westminster School London and
at Middlebury College, Vermont;
he studied for an M.A. in Interna-
tional Relations at Johns Hopkins University and a
PhD. At the RAND Graduate School. Mr. Mallory
worked at the Stockholm International Peace Re-
search Institute and at Stiftung Wissenschaft und
Politik, where he co-wrote the “Role of Chemical
Weapons in Soviet Military Doctrine” with Profes-
sor J. Krause of Kiel University. Mr. Mallory was

CEO of Credit Suisse Investment Funds Moscow,
before joining Allied Capital Corporation - a pri-
vate equity and mezzanine investment fund. For the
five years prior to joining Aspen Germany, he was

Senior Advisor to Assistant Secretary of State for
Near Eastern Affairs at the U.S. Department of
State.

Urs Schwerzmann | is Senior
Partner of SchwerzmannTeam.
The company specializes in corpo-
rate design and corporate commu-
nications. He received his training
in graphic design at the industrial
art schools in Luzern and Zurich, which he gradu-
ated from in 1973 with a confederal certificate of
competency. Mr. Schwerzmann worked as a
graphic artist and art director in Vienna, Milan and
Stuttgart from 1974 to 1978. In 1978 Mr. Schwerz-
mann founded his own design bureaus in Zurich
and Stuttgart. Urs Schwerzmann’s work has earned
him numerous national and international prizes.
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Embassy of the United States of America

in the Republic of Albania

Embassy of the United States of America

in the Republic of Macedonia

Embassy of the United States of America

in the Republic of Montenegro

European Police Mission

in Bosnia and Herzegovina

German Bundestag Parliamentary Group

on Bosnia and Herzegovina
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German Federal Chancellery

German Federal Foreign Office

German Federal Ministry of Defense
German Federal Ministry for Economics
and Technology

Kreditanstalt fiir Wiederaufbau

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic
of Albania

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Bosnia and
Herzegovina

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Macedonia
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Montenegro
Police Presidency of the City of Ulm
Presidency of Bosnia Herzegovina

State Government of the German Federal State
of Brandenburg

United States Department of State —
Middle East Partnership Initiative

Foundations & Enterprises

American Institute for Contemporary
German Studies

American Jewish Committee

Aspen Institute Italia

Aspen Institute Romania

Bayerische Motorenwerke AG
Commerzbank AG

Daimler AG

Deutsche Bank AG

Ernst & Young AG

European Aerosnautic Defence and Space
Company

Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung

Freedom House

Gerresheim GmbH

German Marshall Fund of the United States
Harvard University, Berkman Center

for Internet & Society
Heinrich-Boll-Stiftung

Institute for Cultural Diplomacy

Museum Villa Schéningen

KPMG Deutsche Treuhand-Gesellschaft AG
Robert-Bosch-Stiftung GmbH
Shepard-Stone-Stiftung

Union International Club e.V.
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FINANCIAL RESULTS

BALANCE SHEET
(Euros)

Property, Plant & Equipment
Intangible and Tangible Assets

Sub-Total Property, Plant & Equipment

Current Assets
Receivables

Other Short-Term Assets
Cash & Cash Equivalents
Subtotal Current Assets

TOTAL ASSETS

Shareholders’ Equity
Paid in Capital
Retained Earnings
Sub-Total Equity

Reserves

Liabilities

Liabilities to Financial Institutions
Liabilities to Sponsors

Liabilities to Personnel

Other Liabilities

Sub-Total Liabilities

TOTAL LIABILITIES &
SHAREHOLDERS’ EQUITY

* Please Note: In 2008, The Aspen Institute changed its business year to end on July 31*

2007
Audited

22.524,00
22.524,00

50.299,88
3.018,94
280.562,75
333.881,57

356.405,57

20.297,48
85.730,66
106.028,14

0,00
155.148,61
12.838,47
71.998,84
239.985,92

356.405,57

2008
Audited

34.903,0
34.903,00

143.449,20

16.499,18
313.872,95
473.821,33

508.724,33

20.297,48
136.273,31
156.570,79

7.969,31
69.338,95
8.788,50
97.686,69
183.783,45

508.724,33

2009
Audited

41.211,10
41.211,10

233.229,51

14.106,68
555.578,68
802.914,87

844.125,97

20.297,48
305.749,35
326.046,83

0,00
292.665,45
15.993,54
36.039,45
344.698,44

844.125,97

2010
Unaudited

30.148,28
30.148,28

271.134,61

4.820,38
259.906,41
535.861,40

566.009,68

20.297,48
288.957,03
309.254,51

2.136,54
179.141,46
6.774,97
38.802,20
226.855,17

566.009,68
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PROFIT & LOSS STATEMENT
(Euros)
2007 2008 2009 2010
Audited Audited Audited Unaudited
Income from Ordinary Activities
Donations and Contributions 1.135.652,83 1.646.353,72 1.022.976,46 1.024.688,25
Reimbursements 622,95 10.099,13 0,00 -42,95
Other Operating Income 269,92 12.818,24 2.900,57 24.917,55
TOTAL INCOME 1.136.545,70 1.669.271,09 .025.877,03 1.049.562,85
Expenses
Personnel Expense -391.474,70 -495.086,75 -371.548,32 -459.414,59
Event & Travel Costs -431.978,96 -768.535,52 -244.221.,41 -347.836,04
Other Operating Expenses
Premises -134.941,80 -200.635,85 -112.951,48 -110.966,67
Vehicles -1.900,66 -19.804,89 -6.542,43 -11.588,10
Other -105.156,93 -155.863,05 -114.322,49 -123.875,78
Subtotal Other Operating Expense -241.999 39 -376.303,79 -233.816,40 -246.430,55
Depreciation & Amortization -8.589,84 -16.746,88 -7.238.,80 -12.287,52
Interest & Bank Charges 4.118,77 -452,92 423,94 -386,47
TOTAL EXPENSES .069.924,12 -1.657.125,86 -856.400,9 -1.066.355,17
SURPLUS / (DEFICIT 66.621,58 12.145,23 169.476,04 -16.792,32

* Please Note: In 2008, The Aspen Institute changed its business year to end on July 31*
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Dr. Michael Spindelegger,

Minister of Foreign Affairs,
Republic of Austria (left)

and

Dr. Guido Westerwelle

Minister of Foreign Affairs

Federal Republic of Germany (right)
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ASPEN

POLICY PROGRAMS

Aspen Institute policy programs seek to develop
solutions for complex policy issues confronting
contemporary society. They convene leaders and
experts with the goal of reaching constructive so-
lutions to critical problems. They serve as an im-
partial forum for proven leaders in a given field,
bringing diverse perspectives together in pursuit of
informed dialogue and effective action. Aspen Ger-
many’s policy programs are dedicated to seeking
international understanding and identifying com-
mon ground by examining complex and controver-
sial policy issues in depth. Aspen achieves this by
convening decision makers, policy makers and ex-
perts in small, inter-disciplinary groups for off-the-
record conferences, workshops and seminars last-
ing from one to three days.

Aspen Germany’s policy 2009-2010 programs in-
cluded:

* The Aspen European Strategy Forum

* Aspen Iran Civil Society Program

* Aspen Syria Civil Society Program
 Aspen Lebanon Civil Society Program
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The Aspen
European Strategy Forum
Academic Director: Prof. Dr. Joachim Krause

The objective of the Aspen European Strategy
Forum (AESF) is to organize dialogue between key
stakeholders on the toughest policy challenges and
to build lasting ties for a constructive exchange be-
tween leaders in North America, Europe and the
Middle East. AESF brings together interdiscipli-
nary groups of decision makers and experts from
business, academia, politics and international or-
ganizations — who would otherwise rarely meet —
for a respectful, non-partisan, in-depth dialogue,
exchange of ideas and a search for solutions and
common ground.

Aspen wishes to express its sincere gratitude to the
Robert Bosch Stiftung GmbH, Aspen Italia, Euro-
pean Aeronautic Defence & Space Company and
the American Institute for Contemporary German
Studies for supporting the 2010 and 2009 Aspen
European Strategy Forum

The Strategic Implications
of the Iranian Nuclear Program
September 22-24, 2010

The Iranian uranium enrichment program has pre-
occupied the international community for the last
eight years, ever since the existence of clandestine
enrichment facilities established in 1998 at Nantaz
and Arak was revealed in 2002.While concerted
diplomatic efforts have been made to dissuade the
Islamic Republic of Iran (IRI) from continuing on
its current course, the world has watched Iran move
inexorably closer to the points at which it would ei-
ther be capable of producing or actually possess
one or more nuclear weapons. Because the impli-
cations of the ongoing Iranian nuclear program and
of a nuclear-armed Iran for the global strategic bal-
ance are far-reaching, the 2010 Aspen European
Strategy Forum (AESF) met from September 22-
24 at the “Haus der Commerzbank” next to the
Brandenburg Gate in Berlin to consider the “Impli-
cations of the Iranian Nuclear Program” in depth.

The forum was divided into six one and a half hour
sessions. The first panel, was presided over by
Aspen Institute Germany trustee and AESF co-
chair Karsten D. Voigt, the former Coordinator of
Transatlantic Relations at the German Federal For-
eign Office; it examined the question of how much
time is left for diplomacy with Iran concerning its
nuclear program. The second session, chaired by
Horst Teltschik, former Foreign and Security Policy
Advisor to German Federal Chancellor Helmut
Kohl, asked whether the international community
has been pursuing the correct diplomatic approach
to resolving the nuclear crisis. Richard Dalton, of
the Royal Institute for International Affairs, former
ambassador of the United Kingdom to the Islamic
Republic of Iran, led the next panel, devoted to the
intentions, capabilities, strengths and weaknesses
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of the Iranian government. Michael Stiirmer, Chief
Correspondent of the German national daily news-
paper Die Welt, chaired the pre-penultimate session
that was devoted to examining military options for
dealing with the Iranian nuclear program. Professor
Hiiseyin Bagc1 of Ankara Technical University
presided over a discussion of the strategic conse-
quences of a nuclear Iran. And Frangois Heisbourg,
Chairman of the Council of the International Insti-
tute for Strategic Studies closed the 2010 forum by
chairing a wrap-up panel on the strategic implica-
tions of the Iranian nuclear program.

In addition, two outstanding after-dinner speakers
addressed participants in the forum and provided
further food for thought. Eckardt von Klaeden,
Minister of State to the German Federal Chancellor
Angela Merkel spoke on the topic of “The Iranian
Nuclear Program — How Much of a Global Chal-
lenge?”” and Najmuddin A. Sheikh, former Foreign
Secretary of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan pro-
vided insights on “How the Dispute Over the Iran-
ian Nuclear Program is Viewed in the Muslim
World and Within the Non-Aligned Movement”.

The great variance in current estimates of the time
required for Iran to produce nuclear weapons can
be traced back to the state of the IRI’s enrichment
program. Existing centrifuge designs are flawed,
forcing Iran to spend anywhere up to four years to
produce a new centrifuge for which it lacks the crit-
ical raw materials. The short-term military threat
posed by the Iranian nuclear program may, there-
fore, be overstated. At best, a hiatus of one year will
be involved before Iran can start to move beyond
this obstacle. However, Iran might thereafter be in
a position to surge to the nuclear threshold.

There are alternative diplomatic approaches avail-
able to the Iranian nuclear problem and there is,

therefore, room for further negotiation. Although a
different set of Iranian actors is at the helm than
during previous talks and a very different negoti-
ating process is being employed, the negotiating
record with the IRI is not devoid of success. Fur-
thermore the international cohesion needed for suc-
cessful talks is currently stronger than it was in
quite some time. However, internal rivalry and
competition within the Iranian regime is significant
and may even preclude reaching a diplomatic set-
tlement.

While the jury is out on the effectiveness of eco-
nomic sanctions, they do send an important signal
of international resolve; they also provide a legal
justification for the extension of export controls,
and permit more effective counter-proliferation ef-
forts.

A narrative of oppression by the West causes the
standoff over the nuclear program to strengthen the
IRI government’s internal legitimacy, rather than
weaken it. Counterintuitively, greater international
engagement with Iran might actually weaken the
incumbent government.

Failing revelations of egregious IRI behavior or an
Iranian attack on Israel, the international commu-
nity must demonstrate that it has exhausted all pos-
sible other options, before taking military action
against Iran’s nuclear program, if it wishes to main-
tain legitimacy. However, states’ appetite for mili-
tary action is low and go-it-alone coalitions of the
willing will erode the cohesion of existing al-
liances. A number of non-kinetic, escalating mili-
tary measures short of war can reinforce diplomatic
signals. In the event that a military attack should
be mounted, a short and sharp action has distinct
advantages. However, significant Iranian retaliation
will follow, whichever option is chosen.
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The past behavior of the Iranian government, the
perceived nature of the current political regime in
Iran and its perceived intentions are causes for con-
cerns regarding the consequences of Iran attaining
the nuclear threshold. Greater aggressiveness on
behalf of an Iran (or its proxies) that perceives itself
as inoculated against retaliation may be expected.
Declaratory policies aimed at containing Iran’s
breakout are unlikely to provide the necessary com-
fort to states in the region. A regional nuclear arms
race may ensue. Nor can a future acute nuclear cri-
sis in southern Lebanon be totally discounted. Fail-
ing military action before the IRI reaches breakout,
proliferation, enhanced counter-proliferation ef-
forts and greater reliance on ballistic missile de-
fenses will likely characterize the international
community’s response.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication

Russia & the West:
How to Restart a Constructive Relationship
November 05, 2009

The Aspen Institute Germany chose to celebrate
twentieth anniversary of the fall of the Berlin Wall
by organizing a series of substantive meetings to
examine one of the largest unresolved strategic
questions since the fall of the wall: “Russia and the
West: How to Restart a Constructive Relation-
ship?” The 2009 forum was organized in coopera-
tion with Aspen Italia under the aegis of five
additional, outstanding international statesmen or
“principals”: Aleksander Kwasniewski, the former
President of the Republic of Poland, Prof. Giuliano
Amato, the former Prime Minister of the Republic
of Italy, Gary Hart former U.S. Senator from the
State of Colorado, Dr. Dmitry Olegovich Rogozin,
Ambassador of the Russian Federation to the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization, and Eckart von Klae-
den, at the time Foreign Policy Spokesman of the
parliamentary party of the German CDU/CSU. The
goals of the exercise were to answer three basic
questions:

*  What were the sources of friction that caused the
relationship between Russia and the “West” to
go off track?

¢ What common national interests do Russia and
the West share?

* How can a new Euro-Atlantic security order be
built where Russia believes that it can advance
its interests by acting within the system and from
which both Russia and its neighbors do not per-
ceive a threat to their security or national inter-
ests?

A first workshop was convened in Washington DC
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in June 2009 in cooperation with the American In-
stitute for Contemporary Germany Studies and
Aspen Italia; it was designed to solicit U.S. input
on these issues and involved meetings with key
U.S. policy makers and strategists in the areas of
foreign policy, security policy, energy policy, non-
proliferation and arms control. A second workshop
was convened in Berlin in cooperation with Aspen
Italia in August 2009; it was designed to solicit
Russian and Central and East European views on
the same questions and involved leading experts
from the Russian Federation and governmental rep-
resentatives from Central and East Europe.

Under the guidance of the statesmen listed above,
Professor Joachim Krause (University of Kiel, Ac-
ademic Director of AESF), Andrew Kuchins, PhD
(Center for Strategic and International Studies),
Alexander Rahr (German Council on Foreign Re-
lations), Dr. Benjamin Schreer (Deputy Director,
Aspen Institute Germany) and Charles King Mal-
lory IV (Executive Director, Aspen Institute Ger-
many) wrote a report in an attempt to provide
consensus answers to the three questions outlined
above and to identify enduring areas where views
diverge and consensus cannot be reached. The re-
port was presented at a conference on November
05, 2009 at the “Haus der Commerzbank”, right
next to the Brandenberg Gate, by the former prime
minister of the Italian Republic Prof. Giuliano
Amato; its key findings are summarized below.

Any attempt to restart a constructive relationship
with Russia requires new approaches in the inter-
twined areas of strategic nuclear arms reductions,
nuclear non-proliferation, and ballistic missile de-
fense. Recommendations to move forward in this
area include:
* Negotiations between the United States and Rus-
sia on a follow-on treaty to the START I treaty.

» Discussion of the role of nuclear weapons in re-
spective military doctrines. Future deep cuts in
U.S. and Russian strategic arsenals depend on
finding consensus on a new concept of strategic
stability, which moves beyond the Cold War
logic of mutually assured destruction. In the
longer-term, “virtual nuclear arsenals” could
form the basis for a new concept of deterrence
and strategic stability.

 Bilateral negotiations on further strategic arms
reductions should be complemented by interna-
tional initiatives involving the other nuclear
weapons states. Possible initiatives include: a
freeze on existing nuclear arsenals; a freeze on
further production of weapons-grade fissile ma-
terial, which should be followed by an interna-
tional convention banning the production of
fissile material for weapons purposes; a global
INF-treaty, i.e. a treaty banning possession, pro-
duction and employment of intermediate-range
nuclear forces; and a political process by which
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (“CTBT”)
gradually enters into full force.

 Ballistic missile defense will play a crucial role
in any new concept of strategic stability between
Russia and the West. Both sides should reach an
agreement on the future mixture of offensive and
defensive systems (i.e. a new concept of strate-
gic stability), which will become increasingly in-
tertwined as warhead levels decrease. This, in
turn, should redound to the benefit of Russia’s
immediate Central and East European neighbors
(“CEE”) who have strong reservations about
Russia’s current levels of nuclear armament.

*  Without more extensive cooperation on the Iran-
ian nuclear program, efforts to restart the rela-
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tionship between Russia and the West will be
hobbled. Moscow should revise its “relaxed” at-
titude to the Iranian nuclear program and join
the West in applying the logic of collective se-
curity to this case. Much could be gained if the
Russian government were unequivocally to join
the West in confronting the Iranian leadership
with the threat of serious consequences (such as
a ban on the sale of refined products and other
important items) if Iran is not ready to halt its
enrichment programs, disclose the full extent of
its nuclear program and resume implementation
of the additional protocol of the nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty.

Confronting Islamic extremism and drug traf-
ficking, particularly in Afghanistan, and in-
creasing cooperation in maritime security and
the Arctic Sea form additional fields of poten-
tial security cooperation.

Containing Islamist extremism constitutes a
very promising area of cooperation between
Russia and the West given their overlapping in-
terests. This cooperation should be expanded so
as to end Russia’s policy of ambivalence be-
tween interest in avoiding NATO’s failure in
Afghanistan and uneasiness about Western troop
presence in Central Asia. Afghanistan will be the
litmus test in this regard. Agreements reached
during the first half of 2009 included U.S. rights
for the overflight of lethal materials over Russian
territory; Russia was also very forthcoming con-
cerning overland ground transport of non-lethal
goods to Afghanistan in the context of the
emerging Northern Distribution Network
(“NDN”).

Cooperation in the struggle against drug traf-
ficking in Afghanistan should be scaled up, par-

ticularly with regards to training Afghan police-
men and law enforcement officers.

Cooperation in the area of maritime security
could be expanded to include joint exercises and
training missions. A joint NATO-Russian initia-
tive to establish an international court special-
ized in dealing with cases of maritime piracy
could also be envisaged. Beyond that, NATO
and Russia might even ponder cooperating on a
long-term solution for Somalia, since the lack of
functioning state structures in that country feeds
not just piracy but also terrorism and migration.
A new start is urgently needed in the area of en-
ergy security.

Further negotiations on the basic elements of the
Energy Charter Treaty (“ECT”) are unavoidable.
The treaty needs provisions that enable and pro-
tect international commercial investments in
both the upstream and the downstream sector
and its existing dispute resolution mechanism
should be revised. The treaty should also estab-
lish more specific rules for the transit of natural
gas and crude oil through pipeline networks.

The EU, Russia and the United States could
jointly develop a plan for the modernization of
Siberia as a practical tool by which to achieve
the goals of an energy alliance and to achieve
the diversification of the Russian economy — a
matter of long-term, common, strategic interest
to both Russia and the West.

Europe and the United States could take part in
Russia’s program to improve energy efficiency,
with a particular emphasis on natural gas.

The European Union could be tasked with de-
vising a “European Energy Solidarity Pact”, by
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which Western European countries are able to
assist Central and East European states, which
are heavily dependent upon Russian gas and oil
deliveries, in times of crisis.

e Russia, the EU and the United States should
consider further expanding joint projects includ-
ing: dismantling visa barriers; expanding aca-
demic exchanges; and establishing a free trade
zone, short of full Russian EU membership.

e Russia, the European Union and the United
States might also consider taking joint steps in
the area of climate control and environmental
protection.

* Europe and the United States may want to con-
sider whether the opening of their end markets
to the Russian commercial aviation industry
might result in more efficient U.S. and European
aircraft industries, diversification of the Russian
economy and a true incentive with which to keep
Moscow interested in further cooperation.

* The European Union may want to consider cre-
ating a mechanism for economic negotiations
with Russia that is not dependent upon achiev-
ing consensus among all twenty-seven member-
states.

» Investment in Russia could be advanced by a
project by the EU commission, the U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice and Russian authorities to im-
plement a streamlined Russian commercial
dispute resolution mechanism. Increased ex-
changes between senior- and mid-level regula-
tory staff could also be helpful. Further, efforts
to achieve minimum, mutually recognized list-
ing standards, designed to reduce the cost of ac-
cess to capital by Russian companies and to

promote Moscow as an international source of
capital could also be initiated.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication
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Aspen
Iran Civil Society Program
Senior Program Olfficer: Olaf Bohnke

Aspen’s Iran Civil Society Program invited leaders
of civil society, policy makers, business people and
media representatives to discuss issues such as eco-
nomic prospects, human rights, democratic devel-
opment and free media at small informal meetings
in Europe, America and the region on a regular
basis. Aspen aimed to improve mutual understand-
ing, educate one another on current developments,
and ensure continuing communication despite in-
ternational political tensions. By bringing together
policy makers with representatives of civil society
and the private sector Aspen also aimed to learn
about social and political developments in the re-
gion and promote open dialogue between the Mid-
dle East, Europe and America.

The Aspen Institute Germany wishes to express its
sincere gratitude to the U.S. Department of State,
the Heinrich Boll Foundation, the American Jew-
ish Committee, the Friedrich Ebert Foundation,
and Harvard University s Berkman Center for In-
ternet and Society for their support of this initia-
tive.

Iranian Civil Society
After the Presidential Elections
September 8-10, 2009

The thirteenth meeting of Aspen’s Iranian civil so-
ciety program focused on the topic “Iranian Civil
Society after the Presidential Elections”. The par-
ticipants of the conference included civil society
activists, academics, journalists, and bloggers, all
interested in furthering the dialogue about the cur-
rent situation in Iran. More than half of the group
had participated in previous Aspen conferences,
enabling established themes to be developed fur-
ther, new issues to be raised and previous dialogue
to be continued. Past Iranian civil society confer-
ences focused on women’s rights and the role of
technology, bloggers and cyber activists in the Iran-
ian reform movement. The series spanned two and
a half years and focused on bringing activists and
intellectuals from all realms of study and practice
from inside and outside of Iran into the same room
for an active discussion on the future direction of
Iranian civil society. In the final conference of the
series, Aspen continued to facilitate and promote
the exchange and dissemination of information
amongst members of the Iranian Diaspora and
those living and working in Iran.

The overall message of this concluding meeting
was that even in times when Iran is not a front page
topic, it is important to maintain a dialogue about
the main issues facing Iran on a national and inter-
national level. While there is currently a major
focus on the nuclear issue, matters regarding Iran-
ian civil society have fallen out of regular discus-
sion. The primary focuses of the conference were:
What is actually happening within Iran with respect
to activist groups, human rights issues and the de-
velopment of civil society and what is the future of
the reform movement? In which manners are the
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different civil society movements, such as the
women’s rights movement and the student’s move-
ment connected? What are the assets and what are
the weaknesses of these movements? What poten-
tial political scenarios lie ahead in the future of the
reform movement and at what stage of develop-
ment is the current civil rights movement? What
are the capabilities of Iranians inside the country
and how can activists living outside of Iran support
the Green Movement? What are the true characters
and agendas of the former presidential candidates,
Mr. Mir-Hossein Moussavi and Mr. Mehdi Kar-
roubi, and what are the public’s expectations them?

As a whole, the participants agreed that the human
rights issue in Iran should carry great importance
within foreign policy deliberations of European
and North American countries. A participant stated
that the human rights issue has to be the main cri-
terion within the negotiations between the West and
the Islamic Republic of Iran. The need for a human
rights focus within foreign affairs was emphasized
repeatedly. Nearly all participants were hopeful for
the future of Iran given the clear changes in the
tone of civil society following the presidential elec-
tions. However, despite their agreement that change
is occurring, they could not reach consensus on
which specific scenario will shape Iran’s future in
the upcoming months and years. As part of a wide-
ranging discussion about strategies and perspec-
tives regarding the democratization of the country,
a message that can be taken away from the confer-
ence is that despite obstacles, the majority of Ira-
nians seek a life with more personal and social
freedom and less control by state or religious au-
thorities.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication

Towards a New Transatlantic Strategy
on Iran and its Nuclear Program
June 29, 2009

The Islamic Republic of Iran is rapidly approaching
the threshold at which it can acquire nuclear
weapons. At the same time, new opportunities have
been presented by changes of policy introduced by
the administration of U.S. President Barack Obama
and the changed situation after recent elections in
Iran. The Heinrich B6ll Foundation, the American
Jewish Committee and Aspen jointly organized and
hosted a one-day, closed door conference on Iran
for senior policy makers, practitioners, experts and
select members of the media at Aspen. The confer-
ence was timely, given the recent presidential elec-
tions in Iran. After President Ahmadinejad
prevailed, Iranian citizens alleged via massive
protests that the election results had been manipu-
lated. Participants from several European countries,
the United States of America, the Russian Federa-
tion, Israel and the Arab Republic of Egypt at-
tended the conference; it was organized into a
keynote speech followed by three sessions.

The keynote speech, titled “Weighing the Options
— How to Improve Iran’s Cooperation with the In-
ternational Atomic Energy Agency and the United
Nations Security Council?” was delivered by a for-
mer senior United Nations official. The speaker
urged greater focus on verification of —as opposed
to suspension of — Iranian nuclear activity. As mil-
itary action would lead to an uncontrolled nuclear
program, the speaker ruled it out as a viable policy
option. Technological advances had improved the
International Atomic Energy Agency’s (IAEA) ver-
ification capabilities. Iran should therefore be
pushed (i) to provide “early design information” to
the IAEA, (ii) to permit the IAEA to install addi-
tional surveillance cameras in Iran, and (iii) to re-
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verse its 2006 abrogation of the additional protocol
to the 1968 Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nu-
clear Weapons that it ratified in 2003. In the
speaker’s opinion, such steps could give the inter-
national community the assurance it sought with
respect to the Iranian nuclear program while im-
posing conditions that Iranian leaders would find
much easier to accept. Suspension of nuclear ac-
tivities was said to be problematic from a legal
point of view, said not to enjoy strong support in
the developing world and said to be difficult to ver-
ify technically.

The first session was titled “Lessons Learned? — A
New Transatlantic Approach Towards Iran and its
Nuclear Program” and was led by Patrick Clawson
of The Washington Institute for Near East Policy,
Emmanuele Ottolenghi of the Transatlantic Insti-
tute in Brussels, and Ruprecht Polenz, Chairman
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the German
Bundestag. The revival of disarmament negotia-
tions and the emphasis of the nuclear issue over
regime change were said to have defused interna-
tional criticism of the U.S. and to have created a
more propitious atmosphere for negotiations. Di-
rect U.S. participation in negotiations now permit-
ted security issues and Iran’s regional status to be
discussed. The Iranian post-election crackdown on
protestors had, however, lent new life to a deter-
rence-versus-preemption debate in the U.S. long
thought buried. The Iranian leadership was said to
be radicalized and dominated by military elements
that are, possibly, less open to negotiation. The ef-
fectiveness of sanctions was also debated; they
were said to need more time to take effect. Broader
sanctions would only hurt the middle class, would
not change regime behavior and Chinese and Russ-
ian participation could not be guaranteed. This was
not the time to change course, but care should be
exercised not to undermine the protestors in Iran

while continuing to negotiate with the Islamic Re-
public.

The next session was devoted to “How to Integrate
Regional Partners Into a New Transatlantic Ap-
proach?” The session was led by Geneive Abdo,
Fellow at the Century Foundation, Washington
D.C. and Dr. Oded Eran, Director of the Institute
for National Security Studies, Tel Aviv. The discus-
sion started with criticism of the linkage between
the Iranian, Syrian and Palestinian negotiating
tracks that had been established by the new Obama
administration; they are on different timelines and
it is unrealistic to link them. Iran’s recent elections
were said to have undermined its credibility as a
democratic model in the Muslim world. The Gulf
States and other moderate Arab states that felt
threatened by nuclear developments in Iran were
identified as capable of mounting additional pres-
sure on Iran. Turkey was also pointed to as a possi-
ble mediator. Considerable criticism was directed
at the U.S.’s inability to achieve more active Russ-
ian and Chinese participation, while India was
identified as a government that should be engaged
more actively on the issue of the Islamic Republic’s
nuclear program. A continuing struggle for pri-
macy among “hardliners” and “pragmatists” in Iran
was said to be likely in the immediate term. The
regime was said to feel weak due to electoral dis-
appointments both at home and in Lebanon and
due to Iran’s declining legitimacy in the Shi‘ite
world because of the electoral tactics employed in
Iran. The record was said to show that the Islamic
Republic has historically been more willing to ne-
gotiate when it felt weak. The focus of talks should
be Ali Hoseyni Khamene’i and those around him.
Care should be taken to treat Iran as an equal. His-
tory was also said to show that an indirect approach
to Iran — opening negotiations with another topic
of interest, such as Afghanistan — could be the most
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fruitful means of eventually getting to the main
issue of interest to the international community -
the nuclear program.

The final session was devoted to “The Future of a
German and EU Foreign Policy Towards Iran” and
was led by Volker Stanzl, Political Director General
of the German Federal Foreign Office, Martin
Breins, Deputy Head of the Nuclear Non-Prolifer-
ation Division of the Ministry of Foreign and Eu-
ropean Affairs of the French Republic and Anthony
Phillipson Iran Coordinator in the Middle East and
North Africa Department of the United Kingdom’s
Foreign and Commonwealth Office. Mr. Phillipson
was detained in London by local trouble in Tehran
and was represented by the United Kingdom’s
deputy chief of mission in Germany Mr. Hugh
Mortimer. Germans were said to have underesti-
mated both the strength of the opposition in Iran
and the nature of the government’s reaction. The
German government was calling for an end to the
violence and for respect for the right to free assem-
bly while trying not to interfere in Iranian internal
affairs. Participants were reminded of the EU pol-
icy of offering both incentives for cooperation and
sanctions against non-cooperation. The EU and
U.S. had tabled a comprehensive offer in 2007.
Tehran had decided to await the outcome of the
U.S. presidential election before responding. If no
response was forthcoming from Iran by September
2009 much tougher sanctions were likely to be in-
troduced. On the other hand, recent turmoil may
have paralyzed Iran’s leadership, which could lead
to no response whatsoever. In this context the pub-
lic needs to be reminded that it is Iran that has been
putting obstacles in the path of progress towards a
solution — not the international community. The
EU’s willingness to act jointly in imposing sanc-
tions was openly questioned. Recent events in
Tehran and Washington were said to have improved

the probability of such coordinated action. Partici-
pants asked whether Israel would strike Iran, if Tel
Aviv deemed it necessary, dwelt on the technical
difficulties of such an operation and wondered
whether containment with all its risks to credibility
and security was a policy option that had not re-
ceived adequate consideration to date.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication
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Digital Media and Journalism in Iran
June 13-29, 2009

The internet has become a powerful tool for
strengthening Iranian civil society. During the 2009
presidential election campaign, activists, journal-
ists and bloggers used digital media to secure the
free flow of information and subject all candidates
to critical analysis. As the campaign unfolded, Ira-
nians and foreigners alike depended on the internet
for information in the form of blogs and social
media such as Facebook and Twitter. At the same
time, both activists based in Iran and many external
experts agree that the potential of reform-oriented
Iranian digital media remains underdeveloped. In
addition to facing constant government pressure,
Iranian activists and journalists working outside the
state-controlled media have little access to state-of-
the-art training in international standards of online
journalism or the latest technical developments in
the area of ‘digital self-defense’. The independent
and non-traditional media sectors remain highly
vulnerable to external shocks. Though links with
regional and Western media have increased, these
are still in their infancy.

Aspen’s “Digital Media and Journalism in Iran”
conference series grew out of debriefings with a
number of Iranian bloggers and journalists who at-
tended events organized by the Aspen during 2008
and 2009. It was shaped by their stated desire for
both concrete technical training and face-to-face
meetings with professional Western journalists.

Seven Iranian journalists and bloggers traveled to
Berlin for the conference, arriving the day after
Iran’s presidential vote. The group’s program began
with a practical workshop on information technol-
ogy and communications security tools. This was
followed by a seminar on standards of independent

and impartial journalism. Later, the participants
spent a week visiting German media outlets in
Berlin and Hamburg. The Iranian participants were
met with great interest by their German counter-
parts, who appreciated the opportunity to gain an
insider’s perspective on the rapidly unfolding
events in Iran. Similarly, the group was warmly
welcomed for a number of background discussions
with members of the German Bundestag, foreign
policy experts from government, think tanks and
NGOs as well as German and foreign diplomats.
Aspen also organized two roundtable discussions
in cooperation with partners in Berlin: “The Mid-
dle East after the Elections in Iran and Lebanon”
(held in cooperation with the Friedrich Ebert Foun-
dation) and “Reporting on Iran — Perceptions and
Expectations”. The latter event brought the pro-
gram participants together with a group of German
journalists of Iranian origin.

The instruction on information technology security
was efficient and participant-oriented. The journal-
ism sessions began with a general introduction to
professional standards of journalism as practiced
in Germany then branched out to examine the ob-
jectivity of journalism in Iran, a topic that led to
some particularly heated exchanges. Further argu-
ments about political and social topics emerged
during the workshop sessions. While some partic-
ipants asserted that there can be no distinction be-
tween social and political topics in an authoritarian
state like Iran, others insisted that there are clear
and important differences between these topics. It
became apparent that it is difficult to make a dis-
tinction between independent journalists, social or
political activists and bloggers in Iran, as journal-
ists often use blogs as an avenue for the publication
of uncensored opinions or to advocate particular
political messages.
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Visiting German media outlets, including public
sector radio and television stations, gave the Iranian
participants a broad-based introduction to the
media environment in a democratic state. Since
none of the participants worked for the Islamic Re-
public News Agency (IRNA) or other state-run
media outlets they had not had access to broadcast-
ing stations in Iran and were eager to get a first
hand view of television and radio news operations
as part of their visit to Germany. Meetings with
German newspaper editors offered participants the
opportunity to compare their own working environ-
ment to that of their German counterparts, with
particular attention to such issues as story selec-
tion, newsroom hierarchies and censorship. Due to
political developments following Iran’s presidential
election, all of the German journalists the partici-
pants encountered were keenly interested in the
participants’ views regarding the political situation
in Iran.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication

Digital Media and Journalism in Iran
April 1-3, 2009

From April 1-3, 2009 Aspen and Harvard Univer-
sity’s Berkman Center for Internet & Society con-
vened a group of leading bloggers, technologists,
cyber-activists, human rights lawyers, and academ-
ics - representing countries from across the Middle
East, Europe, Canada and the United States - to
discuss blogging and the activist Internet in the
Middle East.

In the course of two days bloggers discussed a
range of topics including the comparative analysis
of the Arabic and Persian language blogospheres,
filtering and censorship of the Internet in the
region, cyber-activism, legal frameworks used to
limit online speech, and human rights in Iran. At
the end of each full day of the conference, partici-
pants broke up into self-selected groups to dig
deeper into topics of their own choosing, including:
practical software training and tactics for staying
safe online, how to use the power of crowd sourc-
ing to advance online projects, and examples of
successful cyber activism projects in the region.

The objectives of the event were to bring together
a diverse group of internet experts from a range of
countries - including Iran, Egypt, Jordan, the Gulf,
and Yemen, among others - to engage in mutual
learning and understanding about similar issues
that they encounter, share examples of successful
projects in the region, identify problems that limit
their success and methods by which to overcome
these obstacles. The organizers hoped that, through
a series of discussions and informal networking op-
portunities, it would be possible to build commu-
nity in this space further and create ties between
participants who can draw on each other for help
in the future and identify areas of future coopera-
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tion. Further, for those that already work together
remotely, this type of event allows critical face-to-
face networking and relationship building which is
essential for the success of cyber activist commu-
nities. For those new to the field, opportunities
were also provided to learn directly from leading
experts in fields as diverse as IT security, filtering,
censorship, online media, blogging, and cyber ac-
tivism. Practitioners in the field were also able to
ground truth research and identify future research
topics that can be of most use to bloggers and ac-
tivists in the region.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication

Civil Society and the Women’s Movement
in Iran
February 11-13, 2009

From February 11-13, 2009, Aspen hosted its third
informal meeting on “Civil Society and the
Women’s Movement in Iran”. This three-day con-
ference brought together members of the Iranian
women rights’ movement both from Iran and from
the Iranian Diaspora. In both presentations and
open discussions during six conference sessions,
twenty-eight participants made up of activists, ac-
ademics, artists, journalists, and members of non-
governmental organizations from Iran, Europe and
the United States, examined some of the most crit-
ical issues facing the Iranian women’s movement.
Sessions covered such topics as legal discrimina-
tion against women, Islamic and secular feminism,
the relationship of Islamic law to social equality,
and the role of the Islamic headscarf — the hejab —
in Iran.

This Aspen conference was especially timely in
light of the Iranian government’s recent attempt to
enact a revised “Family Protection Bill” in parlia-
ment that would codify and magnify gender in-
equality in Iranian law. In response, a coalition of
Iranian men and women mobilized opposition to
discriminatory provisions of the proposed Family
Protection Bill. This coalition united Iranians with
a wide range of political and religious commit-
ments both in Iran and internationally to oppose
and address gender discrimination in Iran, and was
an unprecedented development in the history of the
Iranian women’s movement. The coalition success-
fully created a majority in parliament to suspend
the bill unconditionally.

In June, when Iran holds presidential elections, Ira-
nians will decide whether to retain Mahmoud Ah-
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madinejad (who has repeatedly demonized femi-
nism as a foreign ideology aligned with the impe-
rialist West) as the mnation’s most visible
officeholder. These events called for Aspen to ex-
amine issues facing the [ranian women’s movement
including: the possibility of collaboration between
activists within Iran and in the Iranian Diaspora,
the place of Islam in the struggle for female equal-
ity, and effective long-term and short-term strate-
gies for overcoming discrimination.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication
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Aspen Syria Civil Society Program
Senior Program Olfficer: Eva Dingel

The situation of civil society and the political op-
position in the Syrian Arab Republic is complex.
The population, for one, still needs to gain an un-
derstanding of the legitimate, positive contribution
that civil society organizations can make to open
societies.

Civil society organizations in Syria operate against
the backdrop of a state of emergency that has been
in force since 1963. The state of emergency was in-
troduced by the Syrian military and is of question-
able legitimacy since it was approved neither by the
Syrian parliament nor by the Syrian civilian gov-
ernment of the time. Syrian authorities justify the
continued state of emergency with the security
threat that they perceive as emanating from Israel.

Because of the Syrian authorities’ security mental-
ity, the government tends to suspect non-govern-
mental organizations of constituting a potential
fifth column within the country. And because there
is no adequate legal basis for civil society organi-
zations in Syria, most civil society organizations
operate there illegally or in a legal grey zone, with
limited rights. Civil society organizations with less
political agendas face fewer restrictions in operat-
ing in this twilight zone. In other cases, however,
the government can go as far as trying to drown out
civil society activism by creating rival organiza-
tions of its own. Even organizations enjoying
quasi-governmental sponsorship can still face sig-
nificant bureaucratic obstacles due to the prevailing
security mentality.

The Aspen Institute Germany wishes to thank the
U.S. Department of State for its support of this ini-
tiative

The Kurdish Minority in Syria
January 22-24, 2009

The Kurdish minority in Syria is the second largest
ethnic group living in the country (approximately
one million people, or ten percent of the total pop-
ulation), but the government of President Bashar
al-Assad does not recognize it. Gaining official
recognition as an ethnic minority is Kurdish polit-
ical activists’ top priority. Among the various Kur-
dish opposition parties, however, the degree of
recognition and autonomy envisaged varies. It
ranges from the right to exercise cultural traditions
and the demand for recognition of the Kurdish di-
alect as an official state language, to the desire for
near-autonomous government in the areas of Kur-
dish settlement in Northern Syria.

Aspen convened Kurdish opposition activists from
Syria between January 22 and 24, 2009 in Cairo,
Egypt. Representatives attended the meeting from
seven of the twelve major Kurdish political parties
in Syria, as well as a number of international ob-
servers. All three major Kurdish party alliances,
into which the twelve individual parties are
grouped, were represented: The Kurdish Demo-
cratic Alliance in Syria (Hevbendiya Démokrat a
Kurd i Stiriyé), Kurdish Democratic Front in Syria
(Eniya [Ni timan] a Démokrat a Kurd li Striyé),
and Kurdish Coordination Committee (Komita
Tensiqé yaKurd?).

The meeting aimed to map where the different par-
ties stand politically, and how well they are
equipped to achieve the goals they have set for
themselves. After two days of intensive debate, the
majority of parties present deemed it necessary to
forge greater unity between different groupings on
the Kurdish political scene in Syria. Additionally,
the majority agreed that closer contact should be
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established with Arab opposition activists within
Syria, with the aim of forging a common strategy
for all opposition parties and activists in order to
work towards a greater degree of democratic open-
ing in Syria.
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Aspen
Lebanon Civil Society Program
Senior Program Olfficer: Eva Dingel

The Aspen Lebanon Ccivil Society program’s
primary purpose is to promote the emergence of a
vibrant civil society in a democratic and truly sov-
ereign Lebanon. In pursuing this goal, Aspen seeks
to engage all Lebanese communities and interest
groups, with a particular interest in and emphasis
on the Shi‘ah communities.

The Aspen Institute Germany wishes to thank the
U.S. Department of State for its support of this ini-
tiative.

20 Years After Taif: Still a Roadmap
for Reform?
October 1-2, 2009

On October 1-2, Aspen hosted a conference mark-
ing the 20th anniversary of the signing of the Taif
Accords, which ended Lebanon’s long and bloody
civil war at the end of 1989. Many provisions of
the accords, which not only set out to end the con-
flict, but to improve administrative structures, the
legal and parliamentary systems, and to de-confes-
sionalize the political system in the long term, re-
main unimplemented today. Aspen invited a
number of experts, political decision makers, aca-
demics, and civil society representatives from
Lebanon to discuss the most pressing issues for re-
form, how they should be prioritized, and what ob-
stacles they face in being implemented. The
discussions were joined by researchers and experts
from Europe and the United States who are con-
cerned with reform in Lebanon. At the end of the
meeting, the issues of accountability, of clientelistic
structures and lack of independent institutions
emerged as key factors that hinder substantial re-
form of the political, legal and social system. The
role of outside actors in facilitating reform
processes was also examined, with the conclusion
that outside fora for reform provide great opportu-
nities for generating reform momentum.
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Aspen

Leadership Program

Senior Program Olfficer: Matthias Dornfeldt,
Program Officer: Valeska Esch

In recognition of the crucial role that transatlantic
cooperation can play in the establishment of free
and democratic civil societies in the Western
Balkans, the Aspen convened a series of confer-
ences for leaders from the United States, Germany
and the Western Balkans over the past three years.
Aspen built lasting relationships and international
understanding by convening international meetings
of proven leaders from business, politics, diplo-
macy, non-governmental organizations, academia
and the media. In a series of sessions, leaders con-
fidentially discussed issues on the current interna-
tional policy agenda in depth; high level officials
of the host country gave keynote speeches and
hosted receptions; and informal activities com-
pleted the conference program thereby giving par-
ticipants the opportunity to establish personal
relationships and the basis for an ongoing open, re-
spectful dialogue between international decision
makers.

The Aspen Institute gratefully acknowledges sup-
port from the Embassy of the Republic of Austria
to the Federal Republic of Germany, the Embassy
of the Federal Republic of Germany to the Repub-
lic of Albania, the Embassy of the United States to
the Republic of Albania, the Embassy of the United
States to the Federal Republic of Germany, the Eu-
ropean Union Police Mission in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, the German Federal Chancellery, the
German Federal Foreign Office, the Transatlantic
Program of the Federal German Government
funded by the European Recovery Programs funds
of the German Federal Ministry of Economics and
Technology, the German Federal State of Branden-
burg, the German Marshall Fund of the United
States, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Re-
public of Albania, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of Bosnia and Herzegovina, the Museum Villa
Schéningen, the Parliamentary Group on Bosnia
and Herzegovina in the German Bundestag, and
the Presidency of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
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Perspectives for Southeast Europe:
Germany, Austria and the U.S. in Dialogue
with Leaders from the Region,

December 10-11, 2010

From December 10-11, 2010, the Embassy of the
Republic of Austria to the Federal Republic of Ger-
many, the German Federal Foreign Office and the
Aspen Institute Germany convened Ministers of
Foreign Affairs from the Western Balkans, Ger-
many and Austria, as well as high-ranking U.S.,
German and Austrian decision-makers for a public
event at the Austrian Embassy in Berlin and a
closed-door conference at Aspen’s old premises on
Schwanenwerder. Over two days, participants dis-
cussed the opportunities for and challenges to
Western Balkan states in joining the European
Union (EU) and the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation (NATO), and debated the prospects for better
regional cooperation and the implications of the
global financial and economic crisis for the region.

The public event was opened by German Minister
of Foreign Affairs, Dr. Guido Westerwelle and by
the Austrian Minister of Foreign Affairs, Dr.
Michael Spindelegger. The public panel was mod-
erated by the German Federal Foreign Offices Po-
litical Director General Dr. Emily Haber.

The Ministers of Foreign Affairs of Croatia, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Macedonia, Montenegro, Alba-
nia, the Acting Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Kosovo and the Ambassador of the Republic of
Serbia to the Federal Republic of Germany con-
firmed their strong commitment towards European
and transatlantic integration by joining the EU and
NATO. They also expressed their countries’ will-
ingness to undertake the necessary reforms. At the
same time, they asked the EU to provide clearer
conditions for accession, similar to the road map

in the visa liberalization process and to conduct
transparent and fair evaluations of countries’ re-
forms. Representatives from the region, moreover,
considered NATO membership a key to sustainable
peace in the Western Balkans. German, Austrian
and U.S. participants reconfirmed their intention to
work towards integrating more countries from the
region into the EU and NATO. That said, wide-
spread judicial reform needs, the Macedonian-
Greek name dispute, unresolved issues emanating
from Kosovo’s declaration of independence, and
the fragile political situation in Bosnia and Herzo-
govina were identified by participants as major ob-
stacles on the road to further regional cooperation
and European integration. The dispute between
Kosovo and Serbia was also considered to be a hin-
drance to progress in the region. Developments in
the reconciliation process were discussed, where
general consensus was found that the population it-
self, with the help of civil society initiatives, was
the main force for change. Finally, the economic
situation in the Western Balkans was debated. Par-
ticipants identified infrastructure development and
the dissolution of regional borders as being central
to success.

Following the model of previous Aspen leadership
conferences, the aim was to establish an informal,
off-the-record atmosphere, which allowed partici-
pants to develop contacts, increase their mutual un-
derstanding and converse openly. For this reason,
the closed part of the conference was held in a neu-
tral and protected environment, without media,
staff or protocol. The regular panel sessions were
complemented by reception and dinner at Schloss
Cecilienhof in Potsdam.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication
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Competition in the Business World:
Challenges and Prospects for Bosnia and
Herzegovina,

15-18 September 2010

From September 15-18, 2010, Aspen held a con-
ference in Berlin, on the topic “Competition in the
Business World: Challenges and Prospects for
Bosnia and Herzegovina”. During the three-day
conference, twenty-eight decision makers from the
Western Balkans, the United States and Germany
with backgrounds in politics, diplomacy, academia,
media, non-governmental organizations and busi-
ness, convened to discuss business prospects in
Bosnia and Herzegovina.

To ensure transition from a post-conflict society to
a stable democracy it is pivotal to create a function-
ing business environment, which attracts foreign
investment. This is particularly relevant in the
multi-ethnic, post-conflict societies of the Western
Balkans and especially Bosnia and Herzegovina
(BiH) where ethno-national divisions dominate the
business environment and a lack of stability and in-
frastructure discourages foreign investment.

Topics discussed during the conference included
the problems caused by persistent ethnic division.
In this context, the need to fight corruption, organ-
ized crime and lingering clientelism, as well as the
need for judicial and constitutional reform was
widely accepted as necessary for BiH to become
internationally competitive. Moreover, participants
stressed that corporate social responsibility could
substantially contribute to the development of a
post-conflict society. Another issue all participants
considered vital was that the election process not
prevent developments in the economy, education
and the improvement of infrastructure. The fact that
international actors can still affect the dynamics of

elections to achieve future progress was high-
lighted. In general, the conviction among the par-
ticipants was that BiH had to finally overcome its
enduring issues — aided by a more systematic ap-
proach of the EU and the international community
—to reach European standards, overcome ethnic di-
vision through regional economic cooperation and
offer a business environment for foreign investment
that will bring stability and progress to the country
and the region.

The conference sessions were complemented by a
reception and dinner with Dr. Wolf-Ruthart Born,
State Secretary of the German Federal Foreign Of-
fice, meetings and receptions with Dr. Christoph
Israng, Head of Division 212 (Central, Southeast-
ern, Eastern Europe; South Caucasus and Central
Asia) in the Federal Chancellery, Hans-Joachim
Otto, Parliamentary State Secretary in the Federal
Ministry of Economics and Technology, and a din-
ner with members of the Parliamentary Group
Bosnia and Herzegovina in the German Parliament,
hosted by its Deputy Chairman Michael Brand.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication.
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Life in a Competitive World: Challenges
and Prospects for Bosnia and Herzegovina,
April 8-11, 2010

From April 8-11, 2010, Aspen held a conference in
Sarajevo, Bosnia and Herzegovina, on the topic of
“Life in a Competitive World: Challenges and
Prospects for Bosnia and Herzegovina.” The three-
day conference convened thirty decision makers
from the Western Balkans, the United States and
Germany with diverse professional backgrounds
from politics, diplomacy, academia, media, and
non-governmental organizations. During the con-
ference, participants discussed the effect of differ-
ent levels of competition on the political situation
in Bosnia and Herzegovina.

During the transition period from a post-conflict
state to a consolidated democracy, it is fundamental
to develop cooperative competition instead of de-
structive competition. This is particularly true in a
multi-ethnic, post-conflict environment like the
Western Balkans and especially in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, where cooperative political competi-
tion has often been deficient and destructive ethno-
national political competition is predominant.

Topics discussed during the conference included
the problems caused by the Bosnian constitution as
a product of the Dayton Agreement and the need
for reforms. Due to the mutually exclusive goals of
the different ethnic groups in Bosnia and Herze-
govina, the reform process has come to a standstill.
Another issue all participants considered very im-
portant was the prospect of EU and NATO mem-
bership and the incentives it can offer for the
political reform process. Finally, the need for rec-
onciliation, the importance prosecuting war crimes,
and the lack of civil society integration into politi-
cal processes were discussed.

The deliberations during the conference sessions
were complemented by meetings with political
leaders in Bosnia and Herzegovina. Sven Alkalaj,
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Bosnia and Herze-
govina opened the conference with a speech during
the welcoming dinner. Moreover, Sadik Ahmetovic,
Minister of Security of Bosnia and Herzegovina,
gave a speech to participants, and Haris Siladjdic,
Chairman of the Presidency of Bosnia and Herze-
govina, Ambassador Valentin Inzko, High Repre-
sentative and EU Special Representative in Bosnia
and Herzegovina, and Police Commissioner Stefan
Feller, Head of the European Union Police Mission
(EUPM) in Bosnia and Herzegovina welcomed the
conference participants on their premises. Thereby,
participants not only had the chance to discuss
pressing political issues of Bosnia and Herzegovina
during conference sessions, but also had the oppor-
tunity to share their views with the country’s polit-
ical leaders and gain insight into the current
situation from the latter’s perspective.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication.

61



62

ASPEN INSTITUTE
GERMANY

Annual Report
2009/2010
Leadership Program

A New Transatlantic Dialog with Leaders
from the Western Balkans,
December 11-13, 2009

From December 11-13, 2009, Aspen convened five
Ministers of Foreign Affairs from the Western
Balkans as well as high-ranking U.S. and German
decision-makers for a closed-door conference at
the institute’s premises in Berlin. Over two days,
participants discussed the opportunities for and
challenges to Western Balkan states in joining the
EU and NATO, the prospects for better regional
cooperation, an energy alliance between Central
Europe and Southeast Europe, and the implications
of the global financial and economic crisis for the
region.

Participants viewed the prospect of the Western
Balkans becoming a transit corridor for natural gas
from the Caspian basin and the Middle East as an
opportunity to reduce Central and Southeastern Eu-
ropean dependence on Russian energy supplies and
to increase competition in the energy sector. Still,
to develop such an alternative, the question of
financing must be resolved and Europe needs to
improve its storage capacity and energy consump-
tion mix. The economic situation in the Western
Balkans was also discussed. While the countries of
the region had not, so far, been directly much
affected by the international economic and finan-
cial crisis, there had been indirect effects. One
example is the decrease in remittances from the
Diaspora. Moreover, there may be political impli-
cations for these states’ future European integration
as EU member states’ willingness to accept further
integration may have declined as a consequence of
the crisis.

The regular panel sessions were complemented by
a luncheon with Philip D. Murphy, Ambassador of

the United States of America to the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany, and a reception and dinner at
Schloss Cecilienhof at the invitation of Dr. Hel-
muth Markov, Deputy Minister President and Min-
ister of Finance of the Federal State of

Brandenburg.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication.
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Kosovo and the Concept of Organizational
Integrity: Challenges and Prospects,
October 8-11, 2009

From October 08-11, 2009 at the invitation of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Al-
bania, Aspen convened a conference in Durres, Al-
bania, on the topic of “Kosovo and the Concept of
Organizational  Integrity:  Challenges and
Prospects.” The three-day conference brought to-
gether thirty leaders from the Western Balkans, the
United States and Germany from academia, media,
Non-Governmental Organizations, the business
community and politics. During the conference,
participants discussed the role of organizational in-
tegrity in post-conflict situations, with a particular
focus on the situation in Kosovo.

Organizational integrity in the business sector, in
state structures and in international organizations
is a decisive element for the consolidation of state-
hood, security and the establishment of trust within
post-conflict societies. This is particularly true in
a multi-ethnic environment like the Western
Balkans and especially in Kosovo, where this con-
dition for sustainable state-building has often been
lacking.

The characteristics of organizational integrity, the
preconditions for establishing trust in organiza-
tional structures, the current situation in Kosovo,
and the successes and failures of the international
community in state-building, especially as regards
the United Nations Interim Administration Mission
in Kosovo (UNMIK), were discussed at the confer-
ence. While deliberations about integrity mainly
focused on anti-corruption measures and trans-
parency in public administration, sessions also
touched upon issues such as the building of trust
within the Serbian minority in Kosovo, authority,

language barriers, reconciliation as a precondition
for long-term stability, as well as Serb perspectives
on the situation in Kosovo.

The regular panel sessions were complemented by
a special session involving a moderated Socratic
dialogue that examined fundamental philosophical
texts on values-based leadership, as well as by re-
ceptions and an excursion. The latter offered an in-
formal atmosphere in which to continue
discussions in small groups, and to exchange views

in confidence.

The conference was complemented by meetings
with Sali Berisha, Prime Minister of the Republic
of Albania and Edi Rama, Mayor of Tirana and by
receptions hosted by Berndt Borchardt, Ambassa-
dor of the Federal Republic of Germany to the Re-
public of Albania and Ms. Deborah A. Jones,
Deputy Chief of Mission of the Embassy of the
United States of America to the Republic of Alba-
nia.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication.
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Trust and Friendship:
A New Transatlantic Dialogue,
May 7-10, 2009

From May 7-10, 2009, Aspen held a conference on
“Trust and Friendship” at Schloss Rif3tissen near
the city of Ulm, Germany. The three-day confer-
ence gathered twenty-four leaders from the West-
ern Balkans, the United States and Germany with
diverse professional backgrounds, ranging from
academia, media, to Non-Governmental Organiza-
tions (NGO), the business community and politi-
cians. During three conference sessions, the
participants addressed the role of trust and friend-
ship in the process of nation- and state-building,
with a special focus on Kosovo.

In the multi-ethnic environment of the Western
Balkans, a common identity across cultural borders
is a decisive element for the consolidation of peace-
ful and stable statehood. Trust and friendship
among the citizens of a state are the defining ele-
ments of a shared identity. The conference assessed
challenges and opportunities for stakeholders in-
volved in the process of establishing trust and
friendship in the Western Balkans. Among the top-
ics discussed during the conference were the dif-
ferent forms that trust can take, the difference
between trust and friendship on the individual and
collective level, the role of a common identity in
the process of nation-building as well as practical
implications of trust and friendship for the devel-
opment of the state of Kosovo, especially with re-
gard to the presence of the international community
in Kosovo.

A special session involving a moderated Socratic
dialogue about selected philosophical texts, an out-
door activity as well as an excursion complemented
the conference’s panel discussions.

A copy of the full conference report can be obtained at

www.aspeninstitute.de/en/publication.



Vlora Citaku
Acting Foreign Minister
Republic of Kosovo
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Aspen

Public Program

Program Officers: Anett Sachtleben, Arzu Celep,
Pia von Oppen

Aspen’s public program consists of a series of
breakfast, luncheon and evening meetings with top
business and political leaders and policy experts.
The meetings are organized for the larger public
with precedence given to the Friends of the Aspen
Institute who pay membership dues that are used
to defray Aspen’s operating costs. Prospective
members of the Friends of the Aspen Institute are
invited to experience two to three events before
being asked to decide whether to support Aspen fi-
nancially. The events usually entail no more than
forty attendees who gather to hear a twenty-minute
presentation by Aspen’s guest speaker. The presen-
tation is both preceded and followed by extensive
formal and informal conversation periods during
which attendees have an opportunity to meet and
have a meaningful exchange with Aspen’s guest
speaker. Attendance is deliberately restricted to a
small number and is by invitation only.

Aspen wishes to express its sincere gratitude to the
Shepard Stone Stiftung, Institute for Cultural
Diplomacy, Embassy of Liechtenstein in Berlin,
Union International Club e.V., Daimler AG and the
Friends of the Aspen Institute e.V., for making the
public program of events possible.

DR. WILLIAM SCHNEIDER,
Senior Political Analyst, CNN International,

“Now What? The U.S. after the Mid-Term
Elections”

President Obama’s standing has declined signifi-
cantly from its highpoint after the 2008 U.S. pres-
idential elections. Formally, the President of the
United States is Commander in Chief of the armed
forces. However, voters consider the President to
be the Commander in Chief of the economy as
well. The President’s popularity therefore hinges on
the state of the economy, and the poor state of the
economy contributed to the Democrats’ poor elec-
tion results.

The United States of America is — in Schneider’s
view — the most populist country in the world. Polls
are taken on every conceivable issue. The judicial
system in the United States is the only country that
utilizes jury trials. This fact underscores the coun-
try’s populism and emphasizes the basic trust that
the U.S. constitution places in the people. Judges
are popularly elected in the United States. This per-
mits judges to be voted out of office as a result of
unpopular rulings they might make. Attitudes to-
wards capital punishment underline the same point.
While Europeans abhor this measure, the popula-
tion of the U.S favors it strongly — the principal rea-
son for its longevity. President Obama does not
have a single populist bone in his body. He is a
prince of the U.S. elite, well educated and rational.
His mantra is “trust us”. This stance does not play
well with voters. President Obama’s reaction to the
initiative to build a Muslim Community Center in
New York City, which caused outrage in the United
States, is illustrative. President Obama gave the
legally correct answer, to the challenge posed by
this initiative, by focusing on the right to build such
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a center. Yet, his answer proved that he is not in
touch with the people. Both George W. Bush and
William Clinton were emotionally connected to the
people. Obama lacks that connection.

The 2012 presidential elections campaign has al-
ready begun. The “secret primary” in which poten-
tial candidates seek to identify potential funders is
well underway. A democratic challenger to Presi-
dent Obama will probably not emerge. Such a chal-
lenger could count on no support from and the
open hostility of the Democratic African-American
constituency, which is known for voting en bloc.
The Republican contender, is likely to be some-
body who previously ran for President. That makes
Mitt Romney a likely candidate. Sarah Palin is not
qualified to become President and her candidacy
appears absurd. Nonetheless, absurdity is not a
handicap in politics. The Republican party is truly
worried that Palin could develop into a serious can-
didate. If Palin becomes the Republican nominee
and Obama continues to do badly, a third candidate
will almost definitely surface.

Schneider thought that the Tea Party movement es-
sentially regards policy makers as clientelistic; it
does not accept wavering on issues of policy and
believes too literally in a constitution that is over
200 years old and - in part - out of date. The Tea
Party was born out of the 2008 presidential election
and regards President Obama as its main adversary.
However, the Tea Party movement is not racially
motivated. Tea Party voters did not vote affirma-
tively for anything; they, far more, voted against the
status quo. This development is the result of a
growing and dangerous polarization of politics in
the United States. While Bill Clinton was criticized
for his values, President Barack Obama is being
condemned for his policies. This becomes evident
in the Tea Party’s disdain for Obama’s attraction to

big government and in its wish to reshape the pol-
icy making process fundamentally.

The last five Presidents vowed to heal the country’s
divisions that are rooted in the culture wars of the
1960s. Yet, all have actually achieved the opposite.
President Obama, who also promised to unite, has
exacerbated pre-existing divisions even further. The
only incidents that really unite Americans in gen-
eral are, according to Schneider, crises such as 9-
11. The attacks on the Pentagon and the World
Trade Center buildings did unite the nation. Yet, the
Iraq War reinvigorated divisions again and further
polarized the nation. The passing of the “Baby
Boomer” generation is possibly the only solution
by which to overcome this political conundrum.



HSH Prince Hans-Adam II,
Reigning Prince of Liechtenstein
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HIS SERENE HIGHNESS, HANS-ADAM II,
The Reigning Prince of Liechtenstein,

“The State in the Third Millennium”

When I studied economics and law, I began to think
about my future — as I was expected to become the
monarch of a miniature state. According to the pre-
vailing wisdom of the time, monarchies and mini-
states were going to go the way of the buggy-whip.

First I examined human history on the various con-
tinents — starting with the Stone Age and ending
with the current day. I paid particular attention to
how states were established, how they organized
themselves, how they disappeared or were replaced
by other states. After I thought I had understood the
factors that had influenced the size and organiza-
tion of states in the past, I tackled the future.

In my opinion, three key factors influenced the size
of states in the past and will also influence it in the
third millennium: military technology, geography
and free trade. If military technology favors the at-
tacker, then large, centralized states will dominate
the political landscape on our planet. If it favors the
defender, then small states or decentralized large
states will dominate. Geography plays an important
role, as it was always difficult to conquer and con-
trol mountainous regions, such as Afghanistan — or
Switzerland. Since the end of the Second World
War, military technological developments have
mostly favored the defender, provided he employed
the proper strategy in his defense. Cheap firepower
in the hands of low-cost infantry formations was
able to destroy expensive mechanized units as well
as helicopters and aircraft. And it does not look like
that will change in the foreseeable future.

Trade is an important factor that generally has not
been given adequate attention when it comes to its
influence on the size of states. Free trade was al-
ways more important for small states than for large
ones, as they are much more dependent on exports
with which to finance their imports. Large states
generally have more resources within their own
borders at their disposal and are therefore less de-
pendent on free trade. Not only have technical de-
velopments since the Second World War favored
the defense, they have also dramatically reduced
the costs of transporting goods, information and
people. Markets opened up that had previously
been protected due to high transportation costs.
Those states that tried to protect their markets by
limiting or completely forbidding free trade, ceased
to be economically competitive and in part col-
lapsed, as for example the colonies or the Soviet
Union.

The coming and going, the growth and disintegra-
tion of states was, unfortunately, seldom a peaceful
process: revolutions, civil wars, and wars of con-
quest took place at the time of states’ birth and de-
mise. | doubt that we can afford such a “luxury” in
the third millennium. Instead of deciding the life-
cycle of a state with weapon in hand on the battle-
field, this question should be taken with a ballot in
hand, according to the rule of law at the polling
booth.

Free trade, globalization and scientific and techno-
logical progress fortunately do not just create prob-
lems, they also grant humanity the opportunity to
solve its problems. The challenge of the third mil-
lennium will be to develop and introduce a consti-
tutional order that fulfills the following conditions:

1. A constitutional order that prevents wars be-
tween states as well as civil wars.
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2. An order that doesn’t just serve a privileged
class of people, but all persons within the state.

3. An order that provides a maximum of democ-
racy and rule of law to its people.

4. A constitutional order that can meet the chal-
lenges of competition in the age of globalization.

A constitutional order that guarantees peace, rule
of law, democracy and the welfare of the popula-
tion has to relax the state’s monopoly over its own
territory. The “emigration” of the population will
only become a realistic alternative in our day and
age if the population in question can “emigrate”
with its territory as well. In order to achieve this,
even very small political entities have to dispose of
the right of self-determination.

I was able to introduce the right of self-determina-
tion into our constitution in Liechtenstein by means
of a national referendum. Each of the eleven com-
munities in Liechtenstein has the right to secede
from the union of the state, to become independent,
or to become part of another state, should the ma-
jority of the population in the community so de-
cide.

The bigger the political entity, be they provinces,
states, or cantons, the greater the danger that these
will make use of their right of secession. The dan-
ger is equally great that minorities will form in the
new state that feel disadvantaged and at some point
resort to force to protect themselves. The disinte-
gration of the Soviet Union, Yugoslavia, the colo-
nial empires or imperial Austro-Hungary show the
dangers of this path when political units are too
large.

The smallest units that have been politically and
territorially more or less defined in many states are
communities — be they villages or cities. In the

past, communities were sometimes divided, as for
example the city of Berlin. But it is questionable if
such division makes sense. Much speaks for treat-
ing communities as political units that cannot fur-
ther be sub-divided. A community can comprise a
village with less than a hundred inhabitants and a
few square kilometers or a city with multiple mil-
lions of inhabitants and over a thousand square
kilometers. Communities can also have disadvan-
taged minorities, should a majority have decided to
secede from the state. However, such minorities are
usually better integrated into the community or
have better chances to emigrate to a neighboring
community. It will be difficult to persuade a ma-
jority of a small community that seceding from the
existing state and founding one’s own state is the
correct solution.

Let us try to take a look into a distant future in
which the states of this world are all service enter-
prises that take part in a peaceful competition for
potential clients. What tasks, that cannot be ad-
dressed better and cheaper by private industry or
communities remain for the state in the third mil-
lennium?

In my opinion, all that remains for the state are for-
eign policy, protection of the national border, edu-
cation, and state finances. All other tasks can be
carried out more cheaply and more effectively by
communities or private industry. I will not examine
foreign policy any further here as it will differ
greatly from state to state, depending on geography,
history and other factors.

The most important task of the state, for the major-
ity of the population, is preserving the rule of law.
Most people are prepared to make significant fi-
nancial sacrifices and to refrain from the exercise
of certain freedoms and rights in order to achieve
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this goal. Should anarchy threaten, the call for a
strong man or a dictator who would clean up with
an iron hand is not slow to follow. Those who hold
the democratic rule of law to be important will see
the preservation of the rule of law as by far the
most important task of the state — way ahead of the
many other tasks that the state still carries out.

For the rule of law to function, the following state
entities have to cooperate closely: police, prosecu-
tors, courts and legislators. I would like to focus on
the legislators, as the latter have the main respon-
sibility for the function or dysfunction of the dem-
ocratic rule of law.

In addition to the text of the constitution, there
should be a requirement that legislators write laws
succinctly and clearly when it comes to legal mat-
ters with which the normal citizen will be con-
fronted in the course of his daily life. If the state
departs from the assumption that it is the citizen’s
job to be knowledgeable of the laws and of the con-
stitution, then it has to be the job of the state to in-
form the citizen as well as possible on the current
status of the law.

Naturally, there is a large number of laws and reg-
ulations, which the citizen does not need to know
for his normal life, but that are nonetheless neces-
sary — for instance to protect consumers or the en-
These
regulations are mostly directed at industrial and

vironment from harmful products.
agricultural enterprises or at the service sector. This
variety of regulations poses a particular burden for
small enterprises. At the same time these small en-
terprises are particularly important for innovation
and employment in the national economy. Besides
high taxes and complicated taxation or social leg-
islation, constantly changing regulations are an im-

portant reason why enterprises are not founded in

the first place or fail relatively early. As the public
purse, whether state or community, relies on direct
and indirect taxes, payments, social contributions,
etc., the law should provide for a comprehensive
and complimentary duty on the part of the state to
advise enterprises. In the event of contradictory
regulations, these should be interpreted in favor of
the enterprise or taxpayer.

As important as a parliament and representative or
indirect democracy might be, direct democracy
will, in my opinion, be even more important for the
democratic rule of law in the third millennium.
Politicians and political parties are often skeptical
about direct democracy. This is hardly surprising,
as it limits their power. This is also, perhaps, the
reason why direct democracy is only possible in
limited form — except for in Switzerland and
Liechtenstein.

The most important arguments that are marshaled
against direct democracy are that people pass laws
that disadvantage minorities or that do not lie in the
long-term interest of the people. In Liechtenstein,
the prince has a right of veto, which he can employ
against laws and changes to the constitution — with
the exception of cases where the majority of voters
decide to abolish the monarchy.

After foreign policy and preserving the rule of law,
education is — in my opinion — the third important
task of the state. If we take into account the fact
that a modern economy and a modern state cannot
be run by illiterates, then the state is obliged to
make efforts to educate its population. An illiterate
is strongly disadvantaged in our modern world and
he will probably find it difficult to find well-paid
work.

Nonetheless, the question arises whether the state
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of the future should be the sole provider of educa-
tion? There is much to be said for privatizing edu-
cation or for delegating education to communities.
The management of places of schooling from
kindergarten to university would lie with private in-
dustry, communities, groupings of communities or
public-private partnerships. The funding of educa-
tion should take place via vouchers that are distrib-
uted to children’s parents.

A state whose tasks were for the most part limited
to foreign policy, preserving the rule of law and fi-
nancing education, would have to order its finances
anew. At the level of the community or group of
communities new tasks arise that are to be solved
and financed, in first order, at the local level. There
is much to be said for leaving all indirect taxation
with the state and for transferring the right to levy
direct taxes to the communities.

Raising indirect taxes is relatively easy, compared
with levying direct taxes. Much can be automated
und the state requires only a few officials for this
task. A centralized administration of indirect taxes
would also make sense, even if the right to levy
such taxes rested with the communities. For this
reason, indirect taxation should remain with the
sate when it comes to dividing the right of taxation
between communities and the state.

There are a lot of publications and there has been a
lot of discussion over the optimal level of indirect
taxation, such as — for example — value added tax.
It seems to me that the level of taxation is less im-
portant than the fact that it is uniform. The rich man
usually profits more from lower tax rates on indi-
vidual products than the poor man — because he
consumes more.

In the event that the right to raise direct taxes lies

with the communities and the right to levy indirect
taxes rest with the state, then for reasons of social
policy much can be said for not just a unified tax
rate but also a relatively high uniform tax rate. In-
direct taxation would then become the only instru-
ment by which to achieve a certain redistribution
of wealth from the rich to the poor regions within
the state. With high income from indirect taxes, the
state should be in a position to achieve a significant
surplus. Part of the surplus will be needed in order
to service state debt and to pay it off within a rea-
sonable period. In order to pay down state debt as
rapidly as possible, the state should sell all property
that it does not need for the fulfillment of the afore-
mentioned functions. The goal should be to pay off
state debt in its entirety, so that the surplus per
capita of population from indirect taxes can be paid
out in full to the communities. What was achiev-
able for the State of Liechtenstein — a very poor
state bereft of natural resources, but now without
debt — should fundamentally be achievable by
every developed state with a solid financial policy.

This apportionment of funds from indirect taxation
per capita of population of the sate to the commu-
nities should enable the communities to cover at
least a part of their expenditures. They would have
to finance the rest via direct taxation or other in-
come.

Even the poorest communities should be capable
of providing a minimal social welfare net, given the
donations of the state and the right to levy direct
taxes. The financial burden of caring for the elderly
would slowly become less in the event that the re-
tirement age were increased and private retirement
insurance were added. However, this depends in
large part on the level of employment of the popu-
lation and on economic development. Such a fun-
damental reorganization of the state would sharply
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reduce the burden on private industry, would give
new impulse to private consumption, would accel-
erate economic growth and thereby increase de-
mand for labor. This should be particularly true for
communities that fashion direct taxes and social
programs in such a way that for people work and
for enterprises hiring workers become attractive
again.

The state of the future will give the population in
individual communities much more discretion in
deciding how to fashion the future for themselves
and their progeny. There will be communities that
levy high taxes, but also provide good services.
Some communities will focus their services on the
needs of older persons. Others will focus on fami-
lies. Communities in the state of the future will
have great freedom to search for the best solutions
in the areas of taxation, social programming, trans-
port, cultural programming, zoning and construc-
tion regulations that meet the wishes of their
population and of their landscape. In direct democ-
racy, it is citizens of the community who decide
how attractive they want to fashion their commu-
nity for enterprises and human beings.

PROFESSOR BRUCE HOFFMAN,
Director of the Center for Peace and Security

Studies, Director of the Security Studies
Program, Edmund A. Walsh School of Foreign
Service, Georgetown University,

“410 Years After 9/11: Lessons Learned?”

Nearly a decade after the 9/11 attacks on the Twin
Towers and the Pentagon, it is safe to say that Al-
Qaeda is alive and well. While the terrorist net-
work’s core, Al-Qaeda Central, has undoubtedly
been hit hard, leaving several top Al-Qaeda figures
captured or dead, Al-Qaeda has proved resilient. It
has transformed itself from a monolithic terrorist
group into a networked, transnational organization,
spanning eleven major theaters of operation around
the globe. Moreover, its two principal goals are
clear.

* Whereas Khrushchev, while banging a shoe at
the UN General Assembly, vowed to “bury” the
U.S., Al-Qaeda has declared its intent to “bank-
rupt” the U.S. and its allies.

» This will be achieved by overwhelming defend-
ers with low level attacks thereby also permitting
occasional large-scale operations to slip by over-
stretched intelligence agencies.

Two questions emerge:

(1) How to confront Al-Qaeda successfully and
thereby hinder it from achieving its goal of finan-
cially and morally weakening the United States and
its allies, and, above all,

(i) How to thwart plots this network continuously
conceives against high value targets around the
world.
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Given its new structure, Bruce Hoffman empha-
sized that there is no “one size fits all” strategy for
responding to the al-Qaeda threat. He pointed out
that Al-Qaeda has four long-standing key opera-
tional levels.

1. While Al-Qaeda Central, located in the Afghan-
Pakistan border area, has been substantially
weakened, it has definitely survived and is ac-
tive, as evidenced by the New York subway plot
in 2009, and the airline plot in 2006 aimed at
bombing ten airliners traveling from the United
Kingdom to the United States and Canada.

2. The Al-Qaeda Sleeper Network is the second pil-
lar of its organization; it was responsible for the
7/7 bombings in London.

3. The third operational level is the so-called “Al-
Qaeda Network” that consists of like-minded af-
filiated and associated terrorist and insurgent
groups worldwide, such as Al-Qaeda Iraq or Al-
Qaeda in the Maghreb. These groups are not di-
rected by Al-Qaeda Central and plan their
operations individually.

4. Hoffman described the fourth operational level
as consisting of the “Al-Qaeda Galaxy”. This is
a conglomerate of independent cells, such as the
Hofstad Group, or “lone wolves”, inspired by
Al-Qaeda in general.

Hoffman went on to elaborate how these four pil-
lars of Al-Qaeda operate. As stated, Al-Qaeda’s pri-
mary strategy is to overwhelm, distract and exhaust
its adversaries economically and operationally. The
economic strategy is to wear its foes down by pro-
voking higher domestic security expenditures and
additional overseas military commitments. The op-

erational strategy is to flood already strained intel-
ligence and law enforcement agencies with
“noise”, consuming their available resources, thus
permitting more serious operations to go unno-
ticed.

Al-Qaeda’s strategy is to create, foster, and encour-
age fissures and divisions within the alliance ar-
rayed against it, especially between the United
States and Europe. Another Al-Qaeda objective
Hoffman highlighted was its intent to conduct local
campaigns of subversion and destabilization in key
operational theatres, such as Afghanistan, Yemen,
Somalia and Pakistan. Much as the Green Berets,
Al-Qaeda Central works as a “force multiplier” in
operations and offers training and media/commu-
nications advice and guidance to such groups. A
new element of Al-Qaeda’s strategy, involves re-
cruiting citizens of enemy countries who have
“clean” passports, e.g. European nationals and U.S.
citizens. Finally, Al-Qaeda consistently exploits
gaps in enemy defenses. Here Hoffman highlighted
Al-Qaeda’s media production entity a/-Sahab (the
Cloud) which collects strategic cultural intelligence
on enemy countries and represents al-Qaeda in the
media.

Hoffman stressed that Al-Qaeda has arguably
achieved each of its strategic objectives. While it
is not winning, it is not losing either, nurturing its
hubris of eventually exhausting and wearing down
its opponents. The viability of this strategy has
been highlighted by the West’s inability to deter al-
Qaeda attacks. Al-Qaeda is now among the few ter-
rorist organizations that have continued in
existence for more than 20 years, joining FARC,
Hezbollah and Hamas. After surviving the initial
onslaught of the U.S.-led “Global War on Terror-
ism”, Al-Qaeda has recovered to become one of the
most renowned terrorist “brands” in the world. Al-
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Qaeda’s leader continues to inspire and attract more
followers. Above all, Al-Qaeda can credibly claim
to have changed the course of history.

In conclusion, Hoffman outlined the lessons
learned from 9/11. First, Al-Qaeda is most danger-
ous when it has a sanctuary or a safe haven. There-
fore, the highest priority must be, to challenge
Al-Qaeda as a networked global phenomenon.
Thus, continued operations in Afghanistan and
Pakistan and the hindrance of Al-Qaeda’s expan-
sion to failing and failed states must be a priority.
The U.S and its allies need to continue to kill and
capture Al-Qaeda leaders, and must break the cycle
of terrorist recruitment that sustains the movement.
Success in such counter-radicalization has been
elusive to date, but can be achieved by isolating the
most radical extremists from more “moderate” el-
ements, thus watering down the Al-Qaeda brand.
Al-Qaeda’s financing has to be countered and more
expansive, local initiatives have to be developed in
concert with host nations. In summary, Hoffman
stated that Al-Qaeda will only be defeated if the or-
ganization’s leadership is destroyed and the contin-
ued resonance of its message is disrupted.

In response to questions, Hoffman emphasized that
international cooperation in counter terrorism is
hampered, as the threat emanating from Al-Qaeda
continuously ebbs and flows, leading to divergent
perceptions of the level of threat among affected
nations. Hoffman emphasized that the Saudi gov-
ernment has made arrests and has been effective in
de-radicalization, thus diminishing, Al-Qaeda’s in-
fluence in the country. Hoffman pointed out that,
while the situation in Pakistan is sub-optimal, it
could be a lot worse without the Pakistani govern-
ment’s assistance. Hoffman emphasized that a co-
herent U.S.-EU counter-terror strategy does exist,
but it has not been fully implemented yet. Con-

fronted with the dilemma of how to define victory
against Al-Qaeda, he conceded that there is no
hope of completely destroying the group. The only
realistic prospect is to minimize its capabilities to
carry out terrorist attacks and to counter its mes-
sage.



ADMIRAL S. ROBERT FOLEY, JR., USN,
(Ret.) Former U.S. Commander-in-Chief
Pacific Fleet,

“The Strategic Implications
of the Rise of China”

With a capital surplus of around two trillion U.S.
dollars the People’s Republic of China’s financial
situation is currently excellent. Yet, China primarily
achieved this surplus by undervaluing its currency,
in violation of World Trade Organization rules. Na-
tional subsidies may be legitimate at some point,
but manipulating international currency markets is
not. Due to China’s damaging currency policy, ten-
sions are likely to rise further in economic relations
with China. In the near future, other nations will
probably join the United States in imposing tariffs
and surcharges on Chinese products. This is prob-
lematic for China: The main importers of Chinese
goods - the Western economies and particularly the
United States - are crucial to maintaining high lev-
els of employment. The environment for foreign in-
vestment in China also has to improve for China
further to profit from its recent growth. At the mo-
ment 75% of all listed companies in China are state
owned. This does not attract foreign investment.
China will eventually have to develop incentives
for foreign investment. This process will definitely
not go smoothly. Nonetheless, given a timeframe
of about ten years, it is achievable.

While China has vast land borders that are well se-
cured by a standing army of around 1.5 million sol-
diers, it has not yet become a maritime power that
is able to secure its interests on the high seas. The
most apparent shortcoming of China’s navy is its
lack of seaports. As the Unites States controls the
straits of Malacca, which connect the Pacific
Ocean with the Indian Ocean, China’s net inflow
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of energy and its access to international markets is
constrained. China is dependent on U.S. intentions
and not just on its own naval capabilities. This state
of affairs is unacceptable for China. If the United
States continues to control the straits of Malacca it
will “have a grip on China’s throat” as China will
not be able to compensate for reduced energy flows
by building pipelines or be able to compensate ef-
fectively for impeded maritime access to global end
markets either.

The clearest solution to China’s problem is there-
fore to develop a “Blue-Water Navy”. Yet Admiral
Foley believed that it will be difficult for China to
match the United States’ Navy. China may talk
about creating or buying carrier battle groups, yet
four factors militate against such aspirations. First,
the endorsement of senior national political leaders
is vital to build a functioning fleet with global
reach; it is not at hand in China at present. Second,
financial aspects have to be considered carefully.
Initially, procurement should not pose any difficul-
ties for China, as it has large currency reserves. Yet
the recurring costs of running such a fleet could
outweigh the benefits to China. Third, implement-
ing smooth carrier operations could be problematic
for China in the short- to medium-term, thus mak-
ing them an unattractive solution for China’s strate-
gic naval challenges. Finally, there is attrition.
While the United States does not have a problem
with inevitable losses among its ranks that take
place during conflict and daily naval operations,
such losses will pose a significant difficulty for the
relatively under-developed Chinese Navy for quite
some time. As a result, Admiral Foley questioned
whether China could easily match U.S. naval
power.

Consequently, China will probably concentrate its
efforts on alternative solutions to a “Blue-Water
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Navy”: a) the development of hidden submarine
ports and submarine technology; b) progress in bal-
listic missile capabilities; ¢) further advancements
in military satellite technology; d) the expansion of
cyber warfare programs; and e) the development of
buried communication lines.

China is unlikely to slide into a conflict with its
neighbors, as such action would be counterproduc-
tive to its interests. It is far more important for
China to develop trust in its region and to work to
achieve its interests by diplomatic means. Con-
fronted with the question of an escalation in North
Korea, Admiral Foley did not consider potential ag-
gression on Pyongyang’s part to be of particular
geopolitical relevance — unless the North Korea
used nuclear weapons against Japan. Foley consid-
ered piracy in the Gulf of Aden to be insignificant
and was convinced that China would not engage in
any measures against it. Asked if the export of Ger-
man submarine technology to China was relevant
and, if so, problematic, Foley acknowledged the
fact that Germany is sharing submarine technology
with the Chinese Navy, said that this was to be ex-
pected and that it did not worry him.

KEVIN HASSETT,
Senior Fellow, Director of Economic Policy
Studies, The American Enterprise Institute,

“The Future of Capitalism”

Hassett compared the Austrian economist Joseph
Schumpeter’s theories on capitalism with the cur-
rent state of global economy. During the 1920s
Schumpeter described capitalism as an efficient
tool by which to organize society. Similar to Karl
Marx, however, Schumpeter foresaw that while
capitalism as an economic system would be suc-
cessful in the near term, it also carried within it the
seeds of its own destruction due to the uneven dis-
tribution of wealth that it creates. The more suc-
cessful capitalism became, the faster it would fail
and eventually be overcome by a socialist system
of state interventionism.

Hassett pointed to four problems that Schumpeter
saw as causes for the eventual failure of the capi-
talist system and related them to contemporary so-
ciety. First, capitalism leads to a higher level of
education, because reason is a prerequisite for cap-
italism’s existence. Yet, the intellectual elite will
eventually oppose the capitalist system because
they are used to scrutinizing everything. One can
indeed observe a certain opposition to the capitalist
model within academic circles today, but most
elites still adhere to it. Second, the hyper rationality
of capitalism debilitates religious values (such as
thrift), which are indispensable for its continued ex-
istence. Religious values remain relatively impor-
tant in today’s society and are in no danger yet of
being impaired by capitalism. Third, the totalitari-
anism caused by the capitalist idea will weaken the
importance of the nuclear family. Usually the best
financial motivator for parents is the ability to be-
queath their wealth to their children. Hence, if the
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significance of the nuclear family declines, capi-
talism will be weakened. At the same time con-
sumption will gain importance because it
compensates for the loss of family. Schumpeter’s
fears have since become reality. The nuclear family
has suffered damage while consumption has in-
creased enormously. However, this has not led to a
collapse of the capitalist model — so far. Fourth,
Schumpeter argued that the intellectual elite would
eventually intimidate capitalists, who would then
not dare to defend the concept of capitalism. Even-
tually, governments would rebel against capitalism
as well by assuming more economic powers and
control. Hassett agreed and reminded the audience
that under Obama’s presidency a clear tendency to-
wards nationalization can be observed. Obama’s fi-
nancial market and health care reforms serve as
examples. Grass roots movements such as the Tea
Party arose as a direct response to the realization
of what capitalists and the capitalist system had al-
ready lost. This loss was not sustained during Pres-
ident Obama tenure alone, but evolved gradually.
Altogether, Schumpeter’s predictions have turned
out to be astonishingly accurate. However, Schum-
peter’s theory is incomplete because it does not
consider states that reject the common scheme of
the capitalist model. China, for example, success-
fully combines capitalism and socialism in an in-
novative way.

Hassett foresaw a growing trend towards statism.
However, this bureaucratic form of economic man-
agement will be incapable of financing itself over
the long-term. Therefore, statism already carries
within it the seeds of its own destruction as well.
This will probably lead to an eventual return to cap-
italism. A constant interplay between the capitalist
and the statist model can be expected. Ultimately,
it will amount to a battle between two failed sys-
tems. Hassett emphasized that the current eco-

nomic and financial crisis does not constitute a sys-
temic crisis of capitalism. A few major bankers
who did not know what they were doing caused the
crisis. Moreover, state interventionism facilitated
it. Hassett recommended intensifying the political
integration of the European Union as a way of by
which to exit the current Euro crisis. More disci-
pline will be needed to preserve the common cur-
rency.
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JOHN L. ESPOSITO,

Professor of Religion, International Affairs
and Islamic Studies, Founding Director,
Prince Alwaleed bin Talal Center for
Muslim-Christian Understanding,

Edmund A. Walsh School of Foreign Service,
Georgetown University,

»The Future of Islam and the Muslim-West
Relations*

“Is Islam compatible with the Western understand-
ing of Democracy? Can Islam be reformed?” Es-
posito denounced both questions as too broad
brush. Too many different theological and political
developments can be observed from Northern
Africa to Southeast Asia to ask one-size-fits-all
questions about the Muslim world of this kind. Es-
posito compared approaches to reforming Islam
with those in historical Catholicism. On one hand,
there are reformers, just as in the Catholic Church,
who challenge traditional interpretations of the sa-
cred texts and advocate for progressive interpreta-
tions. On the other hand, conservative, traditionalist
forces condemn challenges to tradition. In Islam —
as in Christianity — reformers are, in many cases, Si-
lenced or punished by the conservative establish-
ment. Both in Islam and Christianity belief has
consistently been abused by politicians. Conserva-
tive, traditionalist religion is far more easily cor-
rupted than reformed, enlightened religion. For this
reason politicians often tend to denounce religious
reform, Prof. Esposito concluded. Yet, reform of
Islam is important in order to address religiously
motivated extremism and terrorism.

The question whether Islam is a more violent reli-
gion than others and whether it is compatible with
the Western understanding of democracy has been
debated for decades — not just after the 9/11 terrorist

attacks. The 9/11 terrorist attacks did alienate both
sides, put a strain on the relations between the West
and Islam and set them back by twenty years.
Change in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is unlikely.
A speedy resolution of the conflict seems difficult,
as there is only a small number of politicians who
are willing to adopt new approaches to the problem.
However, resolving the conflict is quite important,
as it has become a strong symbol and a testing field
to many Muslims.

The strategy currently pursued in Iraq and
Afghanistan makes it too easy for undemocratic
forces to win over the population. Esposito advo-
cated for a detailed timetable for troop withdrawal.
Administrations had to be supportive in the short
term by making grants, building infrastructure and
the civilian and the political system under military
protection. Yet, in the long term the troops should
be pulled, thereby applying pressure on the govern-
ments of Afghanistan and Iraq. Civil society should
be encouraged to establish itself as an integrated
part of the political system, as part of this process.
In this way, the numbers joining extremist or terror-
ist groups might be reduced.

Esposito stressed the importance of producing cred-
ible evidence of an Iranian military nuclear program
before taking any measures. He rejected military in-
tervention, which would be exploited by other Mid-
dle Eastern states in order to enhance their influence
in the region. Esposito alluded to the important role
of the media in shaping negative Western percep-
tions of the Muslim world via their one-sided cov-
erage. In our globalized world it has become easier
to learn about opinions of Muslim people directly
on the ground, regardless of the official statements
of their leaders. Most Muslims have a benevolent at-
titude towards the West.
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DR. BERNHARD REUTERSBERG,
Chairman of the Management Board of
E.ON Ruhrgas AG,

»Secure Natural Gas Supplies for Europe:
Opportunities and Challenges*

Dr. Reutersberg began his speech by stating that se-
curity of supply is currently no problem for the gas
industry but that overproduction can actually be
observed instead. He traced this back to the global
economic crisis that almost simultaneously hit the
three big gas markets: North America, Northern
Europe and the People’s Republic of China. Over-
supply has been exacerbated by technological
innovations, such us the exploitation of non-con-
ventional sources of gas and the invention of Lig-
uefied Natural Gas (LNG). Dr. Reutersberg warned
that gas production projects might be frozen or can-
celled, because of the current economic situation,
and that this could result in insufficient future pro-
duction.

Reutersberg predicted that German natural gas pro-
duction will cease by the year 2020. Germany
should not rely only on the main supplier countries,
Russia and Norway, but rather aim at greater diver-
sification of supply options. States in the Caspian
area, the Middle East as well as Northern and West-
ern Africa are of growing interest. Sufficient natu-
ral gas supply is secure for at least the next hundred
years and the use of natural gas in the generation
of electricity is becoming increasingly important.
In contrast to renewable forms of energy, power can
be flexibly generated by natural gas. Hence, future
energy demand could be met by relying only on
natural gas.

Which strategy is E.ON Ruhrgas AG pursuing to
produce natural gas? Long-term contracts with nat-

ural gas producers is a central part of the strategy.
Despite the economic crisis, these contracts have
proven to be advantageous to E.ON, because the
price risk is carried solely by the producer. Al-
though it is not a matter of dogma, presently there
is no alternative to the linkage between gas and oil
prices, which provides producers with reliable price
developments. Although Russian producers have
always been trustworthy trade partners with Ger-
many, the gas crisis between Russia and the
Ukraine revealed that Europe’s gas supply from
Russia can only be secured by the third “North
Stream” transport corridor that is currently under
construction. Reutersberg also approved the idea
of a fourth transport corridor in principle but
doubted that the Nabucco project would be eco-
nomically viable as long as Iran is eliminated as a
producer due to sanctions. Reutersberg suspected
sanctions of being unfavorable to Europe in the
long term, considering China’s big engagement in
Iranian gas production. In addition to long-term
contracts, Dr. Reutersberg referred to the acquisi-
tion of LNG as well as the company’s own explo-
ration and production of natural gas as the current
procurement strategies that E.ON Ruhrgas AG is
pursuing.

Reutersberg analyzed the political-economy of the
energy sector. He pointed out that Europe’s natural
gas supply could be secured via cooperation be-
tween business and politics. Both sides, however,
need to be clear about their roles and responsibili-
ties: surely, the state or the EU Commission may
set the rules and framework for economic compe-
tition, but they should not actively intervene in such
competition. Reutersberg acknowledged that en-
ergy is a basic public service and thus politics must
be allowed a big role in shaping this particular eco-
nomic sector.
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A fruitful discussion ensued during which Reuters-
berg explained that E.ON Ruhrgas is a company
that operates in Europe as a whole rather than in
isolated national markets. Reutersberg regretted
that, the EU Commission has not been able to act
as a central decision-maker as liberation of the en-
ergy sector has been promoted to very differing de-
grees in Europe. Reutersberg expressed interest in
the development of gas-powered automobiles and
in the production of biogas as a complementary
component of the gas industry. These innovations
could contribute to reducing carbon dioxide emis-
sion decisively. But, to achieve this goal, it is im-
portant to convince the United States and the
People’s Republic of China to make binding com-
mitments to reducing emissions.

ELLIOTT ABRAMS,
Senior Fellow for Middle Eastern Studies,
Council on Foreign Relations,

»Will There Ever Be Peace in the Middle
East?“

Elliott Abrams gave an historical overview of the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Abrams presented pos-
sible options to settle the conflict by describing the
steps needed to build a Palestinian state, emphasiz-
ing the role of Iran and its political leadership as a
potential and actual threat to Israeli security.

In order to describe the historical context, Abrams
divided the course of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
into three waves of aggression. The first wave com-
prised the resistance of neighboring states to Israeli
independence through conventional warfare after
Israeli statehood was declared. The second wave of
the conflict was marked by terrorist attacks against
Israel, for example by the Palestinian Liberation
Organization (PLO) under Yasser Arafat’s leader-
ship. A new, third conflict wave has been observed
for a couple of years. States such as Syria, Sudan,
Iran or Libya have repeatedly tried to challenge the
legitimacy of the state of Israel under international
law and have accused the Israeli government of war
crimes on account of the Gaza invasion in late
2008.

Abrams countered that the Israeli Gaza invasion
was mainly an act of self-defense and was therefore
wrongly criticized by some states as being dispro-
portionate. Moreover, since Israel’s complete with-
drawal from Gaza in 2005, attacks on Israel have
increased remarkably. For this reason, it would not
be advisable for Israel to a withdraw from the West
Bank.
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A democratic Palestinian state has to be built by
Palestinians and doing so requires extensive eco-
nomic and political reforms. First successes can al-
ready be observed. Despite the global economic
crisis, the West Bank under Prime Minister Salam
Fayyad’s leadership achieved an economic growth
rate of seven percent last year. U.S. politics should
exploit such positive developments and encourage
the development of institutional structures in the
Palestinian territories instead of getting lost in
diplomatic negotiations. Abrams warned that a fan-
tastic opportunity for peace in the Middle East
would otherwise be missed. However, Abrams
ruled out Gaza being part of a Palestinian state any-
time soon, due to the state of disorder prevailing
there.

Abrams emphasized the need to prevent Iran from
building nuclear weapons. Being one of the biggest
supporters of terrorism, Iran, if nuclear-armed,
would be an immense danger to global security and
would dramatically reduce the chances of peace in
the Middle East. Abrams warned that the possibil-
ity of military intervention must be kept on the
table by both the United States and Israel, should
all diplomatic efforts and sanctions fail to persuade
Iran to give up its nuclear ambitions. Abrams hoped
for European support in this cause.

Abrams concluded his presentation with the prog-
nosis that peace in the Middle East can indeed be
achieved in the long term, although there will be
difficult years ahead.

ROLAND KOCH,
Minster President, Hessen,

“Overcoming the Economic Crisis and
Reconfiguring Financial Markets:
A Transatlantic Structuring Challenge”

In his presentation, premier Koch of the German
federal state of Hessen gave an overview of transat-
lantic cooperation in overcoming the economic and
financial crisis. He particularly stressed the suc-
cessful cooperation between the European Central
Bank and the Federal Reserve. The economic crisis
had made it evident how closely individual eco-
nomic spaces are tied together and dependent upon
one another. This is yet another reason why transat-
lantic cooperation is so important. The Hessian pre-
mier also indicated how important it was for the
financial industry to take psychological factors into
account, while being more aware of the globally in-
terconnected nature of financial markets. The scale
of the global crisis was due, amongst other things,
to a loss of confidence on the part of savers and in-
vestors - and this phenomenon should not be un-
derestimated. Only through better transatlantic
cooperation to create better regulation and trans-
parency for financial markets can these develop-
ments be countered.
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WESTERN BALKAN FOREIGN MINISTERS,

“Security and Prosperity in the Western
Balkans”

Five Ministers of Foreign Affairs from the Western
Balkans, and U.S. and German decision-makers
participated in a public panel discussion on the
topic of “Security and Prosperity in the Western
Balkans”. The panelists were Ilir Meta, Deputy
Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Albania; Sven Alkalaj, Minister of Foreign Affairs
of Bosnia and Herzegovina; Skender Hyseni, Min-
ister of Foreign Affairs of Kosovo; Antonio
Milososki, Minister of Foreign Affairs of Macedo-
nia; Milan Rocen, Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Montenegro; Stuart Jones, Deputy Assistant Sec-
retary of State for European and Eurasian Affairs
at the U.S. Department of State; and Ambassador
Dr. Emily Haber, Special Envoy for Southeastern
Europe and Turkey at the German Federal Foreign
Office.

LIEUTENANT GENERAL ROLAND KATHER,
Commander, Allied Land Component
Command Heidelberg (CC-Land Heidelberg),
NATO,

“NATO in the 21st Century: Force Command
Heidelberg’s Deployment to Afghanistan”

General Kather started his presentation by referring
to the difficult situation in Afghanistan. While
there has been progress - primarily in the areas of
education and medical care for the population — the
danger to soldiers of the International Security As-
sistance Force (ISAF) has risen. Afghanistan is in
a state akin to war and the Bundeswehr's rules of
engagement need to be adjusted accordingly. Ger-
man soldiers have to be able to react more proac-
tively to increasingly frequent attacks. Measures to
improve reconnaissance are particularly important
in Kather’s view. Kather also stressed that it was
important that knowledge of local culture, religion
and history be inculcated in soldiers before deploy-
ment to Afghanistan. Only by treating the local
population with respect can one win their trust.
This was said to be particularly important in the
fight against the Taliban. General Kather identified
narcotics production as an additional problem -
Afghanistan accounts for 92% of annual world
opium production valued at over $10 billion. Fight-
ing drug production is difficult as thousands of mo-
bile production labs exist. Besides, due to a lack of
alternatives, opium production is often the only
path out of poverty for many Afghans. 80% of the
Afghan population lives under the poverty level
and large numbers are illiterate. They have to be of-
fered alternate sources of income if progress is to
be made in the fight against drugs. In concluding,
general Kather advocated using a “comprehensive
approach” in Afghanistan, involving a combination
of civilian and military resources. Although NATO
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member states have differing interpretations of it,
there is no alternative. Provincial Reconstruction
Teams are one example of this strategy: they coor-
dinate intensive cooperation between soldiers and
civilian reconstruction assistance in Afghanistan.

BRIGITTE ZYPRIES,
Ex German Federal Minister of Justice,

“Freedom or Anarchy: The Internet as a
Political Challenge”

Brigitte Zypries emphasized that it is the duty of
the state - both in the internet world and in the “real
world” - to create freedom through fair legislation.
To ensure this the “real world” enforcement mech-
anism needs to be transferred to the digital world.
The high level of anonymity in the internet, rapid
developments within the internet and the global
character of the internet create difficulties. For ex-
ample, in order to prosecute a violation, authorities
not only have to identify the perpetrator’s IP ad-
dress but also have to find out who has used the
computer with this IP. Lately, some progress has
been made in identifying users more easily — in
Germany, Internet Service Providers are now
obliged to reveal user-related IP address data to the
authorities. According to Ms. Zypries, progress has
also been made on protecting copyright in the in-
ternet, because the German Parliament approved
the so-called ‘second basket’ during its last sitting.
These new laws still allow internet users to make
private copies, but at the same time compensate au-
thors through a tax on the sale of devices that per-
mit the duplication of copyrighted material. The
income from this tax is transferred to German roy-
alty collection agencies (e.g. GEMA). Ms. Zypries
advocated for the enactment of a “cultural flat rate
tax” - a tax that every internet user in Germany
would pay - in addition to existing taxes, in order
to subsidize cultural activities in Germany.
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AMBASSADOR WOLFGANG ISCHINGER,
Chairman Munich Security Conference,

“The Current State of Transatlantic Relations
and Perspectives for Nuclear Disarmament”

Ambassador Ischinger started by asserting that a
more proactive European posture vis-a-vis the U.S.
was needed. To strengthen European influence and
transatlantic relations, this posture should not con-
flict with U.S. foreign policy. Ischinger believes
that other regions will follow Europe by integrating
economically and politically. He cited East Asia as
an example. Europe should counter this trend by
using its strong position to promote a transatlantic
free trade zone. Ischinger was optimistic about the
prospects for nuclear disarmament. He said that
greater efforts by Russia and the USA at disarma-
ment were needed in order to reinforce the credi-
bility of the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty
(NPT). Neither the U.S. nor Russia had cut its nu-
clear arsenal in recent years. This was counter to
Article V of the NPT and provided other nations
with a pretext to acquire nuclear weapons. Disar-
mament appears to be more important to president
Obama. Besides, the financial crisis could force na-
tions to rethink whether they really want the cost
streams that are associated with such weapons. In
concluding, Ambassador Ischinger praised the fact
that the new German government’s coalition agree-
ment included the “global zero” goal for nuclear
weapons and expressed the hope that the remaining
nuclear weapons remaining in Germany would
soon be removed.

PROF. NAYEREH TOHIDI,

Chair of the Gender and Women'’s Studies
Department, California State University,
Northridge,

“The Aftermath of the Iranian Presidential
Elections”

Professor Tohidi focused on the role of the Iranian
women’s movement before and in the aftermath of
the latest presidential elections in Iran. A few
months before the elections in June 2009, the mood
in Iranian society changed from political apathy
and hopelessness to mass political mobilization.
Publications, media campaigns, street rallies and
interviews with the presidential candidates helped
draw attention to the issue of women’s rights and
the role of women in Iranian society. Dr. Tohidi em-
phasized the massive participation of women in the
protests and characterized the women’s movement
as non-ideological, non-revolutionary, and non-sec-
tarian; rather, it is a non-violent, pro-democracy
movement whose central demands are individual
freedom and civil rights, including women’s rights.
Dr. Tohidi referred to four aspects that are, in her
opinion, essential for the future effectiveness of the
Iranian women’s movement: mass discontent, ide-
ology, leadership and organization. Only if the
movement manages to broaden its basis, agree on
an ideology or at least a common program, estab-
lish an efficient form of leadership and organize it-
self, will its work be effective and successful in the
future.
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DR. AUGUST HANNING,
State Secretary, German Federal Ministry of
the Interior,

“German-American Cooperation Against
International Terrorism”

According to Dr. Hanning counter-terrorist coop-
eration has intensified since the terrorist attacks of
September 11, 2001 and has attained a number of
notable achievements. Six out of seven terrorist at-
tacks planned against Germany since 2001 have
been thwarted and Dr. Hanning stressed that coop-
eration with U.S. intelligence agencies, particularly
in the area of signals intelligence, is of great im-
portance to Germany, as fewer privacy restrictions
apply to U.S. intelligence agencies. Because of
German legal limitations, online searches or wire-
tapping are often difficult to carry out. Effective
intelligence gathering is also hampered, because
German technical equipment is not state-of-the-art.
Besides operational cooperation, Dr. Hanning high-
lighted a personnel exchange program, in which
German officers from the Ministry of the Interior
temporarily exchange jobs with colleagues from
the U.S. Department of Homeland Security. Both
countries also cooperate in areas such as security
analysis as part of mutually initiated projects at na-
tional research facilities.

DR. JOSEF ACKERMANN,
CEO and Chairman of the Executive Commit-
tee, Deutsche Bank AG,

“The Impact of the Global Financial Crisis on
Banks, the Economy and Society”

Dr. Ackermann analyzed the major mistakes lead-
ing to the global financial and economic crises, as-
sessed the current situation and lessons learned for
banks, and outlined the most important challenges
and tasks facing the financial sector. Ackermann
identified three main reasons for the inability of the
banking sector to foresee the collapse of the global
financial system. First, a single big crash was
widely believed to be impossible, as risk was
thought to be adequately diversified. Second, the
network structure of the financial system with mil-
lions of investors and small- and medium-sized
banks was thought to imply that a breakdown of a
few banks would not result in the collapse of the
entire system. Third, Dr. Ackermann highlighted
the misperceived size and importance of the
shadow-banking system, whose breakdown had a
strong impact on the liquidity of the market. Dr.
Ackermann highlighted an ongoing trend towards
protectionism and the re-nationalization of
economies as one of the most pressing challenges
ahead for the financial sector. He called for the im-
provement of risk management, the development
of stronger social responsibility on the part of
banks, and higher personal accountability in the fi-
nancial sector. If these challenges are met, the cur-
rent crisis could turn into a starting point for the
reorganization and strengthening of the global fi-
nancial system.
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DR. MANFRED BISCHOFF,
Chairman of the Supervisory Board,
Daimler AG,

“The Future of Individual Mobility - Made in
Germany?”

Dr. Manfred Bischoff identified five key chal-
lenges for automobile manufacturers: the scarcity
of oil as a source of energy; climate change and the
car industry’s responsibility to invest in environ-
mentally friendly technologies; the increase in the
number of ‘mega cities’; technological develop-
ment; and the growing ecological consciousness of
the industry’s customers. Dr. Bischoff concluded
his lecture by highlighting the need for rapid tech-
nological development in the area of electric mo-
bility on the part of German automobile
manufacturers. He suggested a national initiative
that would bring automobile manufacturers, uni-
versities and the public sector together in order to
strengthen German competitiveness, particularly in
the area of battery systems. Bischoff saw such a
step as necessary in order to preserve German au-
tomobile manufacturers’ global market leadership.

LEONHARD FISCHER,
CEO of RHJI Swiss Management LLC,

“The Economic Crisis - Chances and Risks”

Leonhard Fischer outlined the major causes of the-
current financial crisis. One was the way in which
banks conducted risk analysis. The analysis was
based on abstract mathematical models, which did
not factor in human error or the correlation of re-
turns. Another factor that caused the crisis was the
policy adopted by the international community; it
has reacted with the same stimulative fiscal poli-
cies to every recent financial crisis, regional or
global. Fischer noted that, while the decision of
Western governments to prevent the collapse of
banks with systemic relevance was understandable,
pouring lots of money into the market to save banks
deprives the private sector of its “right to lose
[money]”. Responsible behavior on the part of mar-
ket participants can only be ensured if companies
have to bear both their losses as well as their gains.
In Fischer’s view, another major problem resulting
from the economic crisis is the assumption by
many Western governments that globalization
poses an increasing threat to the standard of living
in their home country. He warned against ignoring
growing emerging markets outside the Western
hemisphere such as China or India, particularly
given negative demographic trends in industrialized
countries. Fischer noted that the economic crisis
has also presented opportunities. The crisis had not
(so far) led to major conflicts among the great eco-
nomic powers. This left the door open for coordi-
nated efforts in managing the consequences. At the
end of his presentation, Fischer recommended that
individual market participants stick to the virtues
of diligence and austerity, and keep investing in
well-organized and innovative companies.



ASPEN INSTITUTE
GERMANY

Annual Report
2009/2010
Public Program

RAINER EPPELMANN,
Chairman, Federal Foundation for the
Reconciliation of the SED Dictatorship,

“Self-Liberation and Self-Democratization:
The Peaceful Revolution in the GDR”

Rainer Eppelmann discussed the life of ordinary
citizens in the German Democratic Republic
(GDR), the influence of the Socialist Unity Party
of East Germany on society; and the beginning and
the end of the division of Germany. He explained
the different social, economic and political motives
for leaving the GDR during the Cold War; and gave
a personal account of the events leading to the fall
of the Berlin Wall in 1989, which marked the cul-
mination of the peaceful revolution. During the dis-
cussion, Eppelmann commented on the debate
about creating a new constitution for the Federal
Republic of Germany following reunification and
reminded the audience that the question of com-
pensation for political injustice in the GDR has not
been resolved to this day. Finally, Eppelmann saw
a need for parents to share their experiences of the
division of Germany with their children since many
younger people seem to have little or no knowledge
about this crucial part of German history.

DR. MICHAEL RUHLE,
Deputy Head, NATO Secretary General’s
Policy Planning Unit,

“NATO After the Summit: Prospects and
Challenges”

Dr. Riihle drew a number of conclusions from
NATO’s April 2009 summit in Kehl/Stralbourg.
Unfortunately, the media coverage of the summit
was dominated by a struggle among member states
to agree on a successor to NATO Secretary-Gen-
eral, Jaap de Hoop Scheffer. The most important
topics of the summit - the future course in
Afghanistan, NATO-Russia relations, and how to
deal with new threats such as cyber attacks or dis-
ruptions of energy supplies - did not therefore re-
ceive adequate attention or public debate.
According to Riihle, Afghanistan will remain the
top priority for NATO. The allies remain split on
the proper strategy and there is a growing danger
of “Americanization” of the Afghan mission, with
U.S. forces focusing on combat operations and the
European allies almost exclusively conducting re-
construction missions. The summit sent concilia-
tory signals to Moscow concerning NATO-Russia
relations. Riithle made it clear, however, that there
are differing views within the alliance on how to
deal with Russia. Moreover, unresolved institu-
tional questions such as the political and legal
framework for collective action will continue to
hamper NATO’s ability to take on new, unconven-
tional threats and challenges. Despite these sober-
ing reminders, Riihle ended his remarks on a
positive note. In his view, the summit demonstrated
that the Atlantic alliance does manage to reach con-
sensus on the most important strategic issues that
it faces.
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KLAUS-PETER MULLER,
Chairman of the Supervisory Board,
Commerzbank AG,

“Security as an Economic Factor - Thoughts
on the Economic Significance of a Common
Good”

Klaus-Peter Miiller held a professional and engag-
ing discussion about the concept of security with
the Friends of the Aspen Institute. In light of the
current, global financial crisis, we find ourselves
confronted with the challenge of worldwide syn-
chronized recessions that also poses risks for po-
litical systems. The financial markets belong to the
critical infrastructure of society, and their effi-
ciency should be assured and protected by the state.
A certain amount of insecurity stimulates the econ-
omy. However, a rapid increase in risk leads to a
rapid loss of confidence by investors and a selling
streak in the central markets. The casualties suf-
fered by banks over the last few weeks were caused
independent of short-term and irresponsible profit
seeking. From Klaus-Peter Miiller’s perspective we
need: (1) to clearly define state security interests,
(2) political discourse on the concept of security,
led objectively and independent of election pres-
sures, (3) societal discussion, to strengthen the ide-
ological basis and foundations of the idea of
security as an economic factor, and (4) clarity over
modern dangers, because the characteristic
strengths of modern economies are also their weak-
nesses.

DR. HALEH ESFANDIARI,

Director, Middle East Program, Woodrow
Wilson International Center for Scholars -
Washington, D.C.,

PROF. DR. VOLKER PERTHES,

Director, German Institute for International
and Security Affairs, Berlin,

“lran 2009 - Challenges and Perspectives for
the Transatlantic Alliance”

Dr. Esfandiari explained that in the first few weeks
of the new U.S. administration, she had observed
that the new U.S. political approach of “Engaging
Iran” is meant in earnest. However, we should not
jump to false conclusions that the new U.S. admin-
istration has fundamentally let go of Bush admin-
istration positions. What is notable about the new
U.S. approach is its combination of (i) a sincere
readiness to engage in dialogue, bearing in mind
Iranian security needs, with (ii) continued pressure
on Iran to give up its nuclear ambitions, and (iii)
the desire to modify Iran’s behavior - especially vis-
a-vis Hezbollah and Hamas. What is also signifi-
cant is that the fundamental atmosphere in
Washington, D.C. towards Iran has changed, even
if it remains largely unclear if and in what form
Tehran may react. Professor Perthes believed that
anegotiated agreement to the nuclear question was
realistically achievable, however other alternatives
are also imaginable. It is important that the discus-
sion of the nuclear energy program in Iran be de-
coupled from a discussion of the program’s purely
military uses, in order to gain more leeway for dis-
cussion. The international community also needs
to work more intensively on an analysis of the im-
minent security threats to other countries in the re-
gion who are reassessing their nuclear options. In
the end, there can only be a regional solution for
the future security architecture in the Near and
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Middle East. The outcome of the Iranian presiden-
tial election in June 2009 is hard to predict, because
it is still unclear how free and fair the elections will
be. It is noteworthy that President Mahmoud Ah-
madinejad has turned towards the U.S. President
over the last weeks, to signal his readiness to en-
gage in dialogue. However, one must bear in mind
that this may be no more than a tactic designed to
improve Ahmadinejad’s chances for reelection in
June by establishing a direct communication chan-
nel to the U.S. Top level talks will realistically take
at least 6-9 months of preparation if they are to be
substantive and if one wants to prevent them from
breaking down into threats and sanctions again. At
the end of this process there should be a direct ex-
change between President Obama and Ayatollah
Khamenei - not President Ahmadinejad or his suc-
CEessor.

DR. PAUL SALEM,
Director, Carnegie Middle East Center, Beirut,

“Continuity and Change in U.S. Middle East
Policy”

According to Paul Salem, the new U.S. administra-
tion’s policy towards the Middle East is likely to be
more pragmatic and multilateralist and rely more
heavily on negotiation. However, Salem pointed out
that the fact that Obama’s Middle East policy team
consists largely of former Clinton advisors limits
the potential for major new departures in U.S. Near
Eastern policy. A close relationship with Israel will
continue to be a hallmark of U.S. policy. Salem saw
the biggest potential U.S. policy change coming in
the area of relations with Iran, where direct nego-
tiations were said to be quite possible. In summary,
Salem expected that the Obama policy team will
refrain from ambitious projects aimed at restruc-
turing the region and focus more narrowly on crisis
management. Salem was pessimistic about the po-
tential for real progress on Israeli-Palestinian rela-
tions.
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Olaf Bohnke | Senior Program
Officer — Mr. Bohnke joined Aspen
in January 2007. He was chief of
staff and senior advisor to several
members of the German Bundestag
f from 1999-2006. Mr Bohnke is
also a visiting lecturer at the Otto-Suhr-Institut for

Political Scienes at Free University, Berlin. He re-
ceived his M.A. from Free University, Berlin,
where he studied International Relations, Political
Science and Economics.

Arzu Celep |
Officer — Ms. Celep joined Aspen

Development

in January 2009. She received her
BA in International Relations from
the University of Sussex and her
MSc in Violence, Conflict and De-
velopment from the School of Oriental and Asian

i

Studies at London University. The focus areas of
her studies were: conflict resolution in developing
countries and international security studies. Fol-
lowing her studies she gained work experience in
the political unit of the European Commission in
Berlin and at the German Institute for Economic
Research. Before starting at the Aspen Institute,
Ms. Celep worked at the Military Department of
the Embassy of the Republic of Turkey in Berlin.

Eva Dingel | Senior Program
Officer — Ms. Dingel joined Aspen
in July 2008. She received her BA
in Modern European Studies from
University College, London, and an

MA in International Relations from
Free University, Berlin. She worked as project as-
sistant in Beirut, Lebanon with the Friedrich Nau-
mann Foundation as well as the Friedrich Ebert
Foundation before joining Stiftung Wissenschaft
und Politik in Berlin as research assistant to the Di-

rector. Her research focus is on the role of non-state
actors in the Middle East. Her regional experience
also includes stays in Israel and Syria.

Matthias Dornfeldt | Senior

Program Officer — Mr. Dornfeldt

is responsible for Aspen’s Leader-

ship Program. Before joining
‘ Aspen, Mr. Dornfeldt was a Pro-

gram Director at the Berlin office
of the Korber Foundation (2007), and a research
fellow at the Technical University Mining Acad-
emy, Freiberg (2008). He previously worked for the
United Nations, the Council of Europe, the OSCE
and the German Federal Foreign Office. Mr. Dorn-
feldt is also a visiting lecturer at the Free University
Berlin and the University of Potsdam. Mr. Dorn-
feldt received his masters degree from the Univer-
sity of Potsdam where he studied political science
with a focus on international relations. He is cur-
rently working on his dissertation on German en-
ergy relations with Norway and the USSR/Russian

Federation.

Valeska Esch | Program Officer —
Ms. Esch joined Aspen in February
2009 as a Program Assistant in
Aspen’s Leadership Program. She
studied Political Science, Interna-
tional Law, and English Language
and Literature at the Rheinische Friedrich-Wil-
helms-Universitit Bonn with a focus on Security
Politics, the European Union, and Southeast Eu-
rope. She wrote her Master’s thesis on the EU’s en-
gagement in Kosovo. Before joining Aspen, Ms.
Esch worked for an event management firm in
Bonn.
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Ramona Gottwald | Program
Assistant — After studying com-
mercial correspondence for foreign
languages, Ms. Gottwald worked in
a conference centre. After earning

Certification as an International
Event Manager, she worked for a Czech Non-Gov-
ernmental Organization in 2007 before joining
Aspen in January, 2008

Patryk Kitson | Program Assistant
— In 2009 Patryk A. Kitson gradu-
ated in Political Science, Modern
History and History of Art at the
Friedrich-Wilhelm
Bonn, focusing his studies on U.S.,

University

EU and Russian Foreign and Security Policy, Inter-
national Relations Theories and Global Economic
Policy. The topic of his M. A. thesis was USA, Rus-
sia and the Balkans: Analysis of U.S. and Russian
Balkan Policy from the Yugoslav Brake-up till Day-
ton. In late 2010 he joined the Aspen Institute Ger-
many. Working as a Program Assistant he
co-organized the regular Public Program events.
Moreover, he helped organize the Leadership Con-
ference on the Balkan security architecture in De-
cember 2010 and the track-two U.S.-DPRK
Dialogue on the denuclearization of the Korean
peninsula in March 2011. Since May 2011, Patryk
Kitson has been working on his dissertation at the
Humbold University Berlin and co-authoring a
book on the restructuring of the German Federal
Intelligence Service.

Anett Sachtleben | Executive As-
sistant to the Director, Program
Officer — Ms. Sachtleben joined
Aspen in July 2008 and managed
the public program of events. She
studied at the University of Not-

tingham, England, where she obtained a BA in Pol-
itics and a Masters degree in International Rela-
tions. Her academic focus was on U.S. politics, and
international security and terrorism studies. Before
working at the Aspen Institute, Ms. Sachtleben
gained practical experience at a local newspaper’s
editorial office and at a consulting company in Is-
tanbul, Turkey.

Dr. Benjamin Schreer | Deputy
Director — Dr. Schreer joined
Aspen as the Deputy Director in
March 2009. Prior to his appoint-
ment, he was a research fellow in
the research unit “Atlantic and Eu-
ropean Security” at the German Institute for Inter-
national and Security Affairs (Stiftung Wissenschaft
und Politik, SWP) in Berlin (2003- 2008), and co-
leader of a research group in the Centre of Excel-
lence at Constance University (2008-2009). He
received his doctoral degree in Political Science
from Kiel University and holds an MA in Political
Science, English Literature and German Literature
from the same university. Dr. Schreer has published
widely on international security and defense policy

issues.

Frangis Dadfar Spanta | Program
Officer — Ms. Spanta joined Aspen
in November 2008. She graduated
in 2007 with a Magister Artium in
Islamic Studies/Oriental Philology,
Political Science and German
Philology from University of Cologne. During the
course of her studies at the Universities of Muen-
ster, Birmingham and Cologne, she gained funda-
mental expertise in the Middle East and Central
Asian region. After her return from field study and
a Chinese language course in Beijing in July 2008,
she joined the Liechtenstein Institute on Self-De-
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termination at Princeton University to prepare the
Afghanistan Review Conference in Bonn/Peters-
berg, Germany.

Pia von Oppen | Program Assi-
tant — Pia von Oppen joined the
Aspen Institute Germany in No-
vember 2010 as Program Assistant.
She is responsible for the Friends
of the Aspen Institute and organizes

the Pubhc Program of Events. In addition to her
other duties, as Assistant to the Director, she is re-
sponsible for board relations. In 2009 she com-
pleted her B.A. with honors,
International Relations with a minor in History, at

majoring in

Webster University, Vienna. After her studies she
worked for the Press and Public Information Sec-
tion of the Organization for Security and Coopera-
tion in Europe (OSCE).

Mary von Schulthess | Program

Officer — Mary von Schulthess

joined the Aspen Institute Germany

as a Leadership Program Officer in

April 2011. She completed her

M.A. in Art History at the Cour-
tauld Institute, London, where she focused on
traces of resistance in German art before and dur-
ing World War II. She then joined Stylepark AG as
assistant to the board, where she guest managed
The Design Annual and was in charge of the sup-
porting program. Following her experience with
Stylepark AG, she became assistant to the CEO of
an agricultural enterprise in southern Germany,
where she concentrated on developing future strate-
gies for a traditional agricultural holding company
consisting of a winery, fruit plantations, forest and
real estate.

Helena Zillich | Development Of-
ficer — Ms. Zillich joined Aspen in
January 2007 after completing her
MA in Economics from the Univer-

‘ sity Zurich in 2005. Her previous
-, work experience led her to southern
India where she worked for the Indian development
organization DPG. She also worked for a member
of the Committee on Economic Cooperation & De-
velopment at the German Bundestag and gained
practical experience at the German Chamber of
Commerce in the Caribbean.
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TENTATIVE PROGRAM
2011

31

14

23

28-29

JANUARY

The Future of the Euro 04
Dr. Adam Posen, Member, Monetary
Policy Committee, Bank of England

MARCH

28
An Overview of the Regional
Security Situation in the Middle East
Yoram Ben-Zeev, Ambassador, Em-
bassy of the State of Israel

Handicapping the U.S. Presidential
Candidates

John Fund, Member of the Editorial

Board, The Wall Street Journal 05

Policy Conference
Aspen DPRK-USA Dialogue
11

16-19

APRIL

Foreign Policy Challenges

for the Hungarian

EU Council Presidency

Janos Martonyi, Minister of Foreign
Affairs of the Republic of Hungary

Is There a Future for the Common
Foreign and Security Policy?

Prof. Frangois Heisbourg, Chairman of
the Council, International Institute for
Strategic Studies

MAY

Spring Meeting of the Board of
Trustees of The Aspen Institute
Germany

A Tour of the German Foreign & Se-
curity Policy Horizon

Robert von Rimscha, Head of Policy
Planning Staff, Federal Foreign Office
Dr. Ulrich Stefan Schlie, Head of
Policy Planning Staff, Federal Ministry
of Defense

Leadership Conference

Budva, Montenegro

A Stable Security Architecture for the
Western Balkans
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JUNE NOVEMBER
14-17 Leadership Conference 23-24 Policy Conference
The Euro-Atlantic Integration of 2011 Aspen European Strategy Forum
the Western Balkans 2015-2020
TBD The State of Transatlantic Realtions
Eckhard von Klaeden
SEPTEMBER Ministry of State
German Federal Chancellery
16-18 Leadership Conference
The Aspen Seminar
DECEMBER
28 Ulrich Deppendorf
Editor in Chief, Head ARD Berlin Stu- 09-10 Leadership Program
dio Balkan Foreign Ministers’ Conference
OCTOBER
20 Fall Meeting of the Board of
Trustees of The Aspen Institute
Germany
20 Potential and Outlook for the
Natural Gas Market
Klaus Schifer, Chairman of the Board
of Management, E.ON Ruhrgas AG
28-30 Aspen Leadership Conference

The Aspen Seminar

99



100

ASPEN INSTITUTE

Annual Report
GERMANY

2009/2010

HOW YOU CAN SUPPORT

ASPEN

Advantages of Membership in the Friends
of the Aspen Institute

Aspen offers members of the Friends of the Aspen
Institute:

» Exclusive access to recognized national and in-
ternational experts and selected top decision
makers

 Participation in confidential conferences, semi-
nars, roundtables and presentations that deal
with the most important current policy chal-
lenges

* In depth, non-partisan analyses of relevant po-
litical, economic and cultural topics

 Insight into the most recent political and eco-
nomic developments and their potential impact
on your work (earlier than they become known
to a broader public)

e Access to an international network of decision
makers in eight countries

* Additional information via books, conference
reports, the newsletter and events

Institutions

Corporate members of the Friends of the Aspen In-
stitute receive early notification of exclusive Aspen
discussions with key decision makers and policy
experts; they also receive priority treatment on the
waiting list for oversubscribed events, and may
bring a corporate guest with them to such events.
Aspen’s corporate members are invited to select,
private luncheons, dinners and evening events; they
may bring a corporate guest with them to these
functions as well. Corporate membership contribu-
tions are tax-deductible in both, the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany and in the Unites States of America.

Private Individuals

Private members of the Friends of the Aspen Insti-
tute receive early notification of exclusive Aspen
discussions with key decision makers and policy
experts; they also receive priority treatment on the
waiting list for over subscribed events. Member-
ship contributions are tax-deductible in both, the
Federal Republic of Germany and in the United
States of America.

Junior Membership

In order to make it possible for younger persons to
come into contact with key decision makers, the in-
stitute also offers a junior membership entailing
sharply reduced membership dues. Up to the age
of 35 junior members can enjoy the same benefits
as regular private members for 30% the cost of the
annual dues for private individuals.
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For Further Information Contact:

Pia von Oppen, Program Assistant
Aspen Institute Deutschland e.V,,
Inselstrasse 10, 14129 Berlin,
+49 30 8048 90 15

Donations may be made to:
Germany:

Aspen Institute Deutschland e.V.
Berliner Bank

Hardenbergstrafle 32

10627 Berlin

Kto. 513 512 401
BLZ 100 708 48
BIC: DEUTDEB 110

USA:

Aspen’s Strategic Initiative Institute, Inc.
PNC Bank

Corcoran Branch

1503 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, District Of Columbia 20005
US.A.

Account No. 5300 803 908
ABA-Routing No. 0540 000 30
SWIFT CODE: PNCCUS33
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YES!
| WANT TO BECOME
A MEMBER

PRIVATE INDIVIDUALS | May become involved with and support Aspen by applying for membership in

the Verein der Freunde des Aspen Instituts e.V. (Friends of the Aspen Institute).
FAX +49 (0)30 80 48 90 33

FIRST NAME:

LAST NAME:

ADDRESS:

POSTAL CODE:

CITY:

TELEPHONE NUMBER:

EMAIL:

DIRECT DEBIT - AUTHORIZATION | | hereby authorize the Verein der Freunde des Aspen Instituts
e.V, Inselstrasse 10, 14129 Berlin, to deduct the annual membership of Euro 675 from my bank
account.

ACCOUNT HOLDER:

BANK:

ACCOUNT NO:

BANK CODE:

DATE:

SIGNATURE:
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YES!
WE WANT TO BECOME
MEMBERS

COMPANIES AND INSTITUTIONS | Corporations and institutions can become involved with and support
Aspen by joining the Verein der Freunde des Aspen Instituts e.V. (Friends of the Aspen Institute).

FAX +49 (0)30 80 48 90 33
POSITION(S):

COMPANY/INSTITUTE:

ADDRESS:

ZIP CODE:

CITY:

TEL.:

EMAIL:

DIRECT DEBIT - AUTHORIZATION | We hereby authorize the Verein der Freunde des Aspen
Instituts e.V., Inselstrasse 10, 14129 Berlin, to deduct the annual membership of Euro 2,250 from
our bank account.

ACCOUNT HOLDER:

BANK:

ACCOUNT NO:

BANK CODE:

DATE:

SIGNATURE(S):
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