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Siame darbe jrodinéjama, kad agresyviis Rusijos veiksmai regione, o ypa¢ Krymo aneksija pagerino
Lietuvos-Siaurés Saliy bendradarbiavimo perspektyvas saugumo klausimais ir taip sukaré
potencialias galimybes Lietuvai jsitraukti j Siaurés $aliy bendruomene. Ankstesniuose akademiky
darbuose kaip pagrindiné klititis glaudesniam strateginiam-politiniam bendradarbiavimui buvo
jvardinamas skirtingas Rusijos grésmés (ne)suvokimas. Analizuojant svarbiausius Danijos,
Norvegijos, Suomijos ir Svedijos gynybos dokumentus ir elgesj 2004- 2016 m. bei gautus duomenis
papildant ekspertiniais interviu su analizuojamy S$aliy pareigiinais nustatoma, kad po Krymo
aneksijos Danijoje, Norvegijoje ir Svedijoje Rusijos Federacijos veiksmai pradedami matyti kaip
grésmé Europos saugumui, kol Suomijoje ir Lietuvoje Rusijos kaip grésmés suvokimas sustipréjo.
I§vadose apibendrinami tyrimo rezultatai ir pateikiamos rekomendacijos dél tolesnio Siaurés $aliy ir

Lietuvos bendradarbiavimo saugumo klausimais.
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Jvadas

Riboty resursy maza valstybé $alia stipresniy kaimyny gali islikti, jei jos kaimynai
bus taikiis arba jungdamasi j sgjungas. Kartais jose vienija ne tik racionalus isskai¢iavimas,
bet taip pat bendros vertybés ir tapatybé. Tokios sgjungos vadinamos Saugumo
bendruomenémis. Jy narés savo gincus sprendzia taikiai ir idealiu atveju gina viena kitg nuo
iSoriniy grésmiy. Lietuva savo saugumg uzsitikrina dalyvaudama net keliose tokiose

bendruomenése, kurios padengia skirtingus saugumo aspektus.

Europos Sajunga (toliau ES) yra tradicinis saugumo bendruomenés pavyzdys. Ji
buvo sukurta po antrojo pasaulinio karo rasti biidui kaip didziosios Europos Salys (visy
pirma Pranciizija ir Vokietija) galéty savo konfliktus spresti taikiu biidu. Butent tod¢l, ji yra
labiau nukreipta j vidiniy nesutarimy sprendimg ir (bent kol kas) negali uztikrinti Lietuvos
saugumo nuo konvenciniy grésmiy i$ iSorés. Pagrindiniu kietojo saugumo garantu Lietuvai
iSlieka kita saugumo bendruomené- NATO. Jos paskirtis, priesingai nei ES buvo apsaugoti
savo nares nuo iSorés grésmiy (visy pirma VarSuvos pakto valstybiy). Nepaisant to, NATO
néra vien Karinis aljansas, nes ji vienija bendros vertybés (Williams 2000). Vis délto nors
biidamas galingiausiu aljansu, karinés grésmés atveju, jis turéty keblumy savo pajégas laiku
dislokuoti j Lietuva dél Kaliningrado priesléktuvinés ir prieslaivinés sistemos (Simén 17-
19). Svarbiausig vaidmenj NATO atlicka JAV, tadiau dél Saliy geografinio nuotolio ir

aljanso procediry, pajégy reagavimo greitis ribotas.

Lietuvos ir Lenkijos bendradarbiavimas yra kertinis saugumo srityje. Nepaisant to,
dabartiné potenciali Lietuvos ir Europos saugumo grésmé- Rusijos Federacija gerokai
pranoksta Lenkija kaip ir kitas partneres- Latvijg ir Estijg. DviSalius valstybiy santykius
temdo tautiniy mazumy klausimai ir skirtingas pozitiris } partnerystg. Kol Lietuva ir kitos
Baltijos Salys noréty buti traktuojamos kaip lygiavertés partnerés, Lenkija turi didesniy
ambicijy Europos mastu ir savo nacionalingje saugumo strategijoje, pirmenybe teikia
Veimaro ir VySegrado Saliy formatams (Lenkijos nacionaliné saugumo strategija, 2014).

Siaurés 3alys bendradarbiavimg gali papildyti.

Darbo aktualumas. Siaurés Salys svarbios Lietuvai strategiskai. Svedijos ir
Suomijos geografiné padétis ypac svarbi stebint Rusijos aktyvuma regione: povandeniniy
laivy, léktuvy ir kitos technikos judéjima Baltijos juroje. NATO norint greitai dislokuoti
didesnius pajégumus j regiong nenumatytu atveju, sunku jsivaizduoti kaip tai bus padaryta
be Svedijos leidimo naudotis jos oro erdve ar aktyvios pagalbos. Taip pat puolant Lietuva i§



Kaliningrado srities strateginis i3skai¢iavimas diktuoja rusy kariuomenei uzimti Svedijai
priklausanc¢ig Gotlando sala, idant ji véliau niekaip negaléty biiti panaudota NATO pajégy
dislokavimui ir Rusija izoliuoty Lietuvg nuo pagalbos savo priesléktuviniais ir

prieslaiviniais atgrasymo pajégumais (ang. Anti-Access and Area Denial) (Simon 17-19).

Siaurés $alys daro didele jtaka Lietuvos gynybos vystymui. Danija iki $iol buvo
svarbiausias karinio bendradarbiavimo partneris tarp Siaurés $aliy. Lietuvos kariai 1994 m.
savo pirmojoje tarptautingje misijose Kroatijoje dalyvavo su danais (Asmeninis interviu su
KAM atstovu, 2016). Danai ir Svedai rémé Lietuvos ginkluotojy pajégy kirima ginklais,
technika ir patirtimi. Pavyzdziui, 2000- 2005 m. dvisalio LITART projekto metu Danija
perdavé dalj savo artilerijos bataliono jrangos, ginkluotés ir Saudmeny, ko pasekoje jsteigtas
generolo Romualdo Giedraicio artilerijos batalionas Lietuvoje (KAM puslapis, 2005). 2001-
2004 m. Svedija dovanojo karinés technikos ir moké kaip ja naudotis. Perduotais ginklais ir
kita technika biity galima apginkluoti du batalionus (apie 1400 kariy) (Ten pat, 2004). 2001-
2005 m. kitame dviSaliame projekte LITBAT atlikta Algirdo bataliono reorganizacija,
parengiant jj vykdyti NATO 5-0jo straipsnio operacijas® (Zigaras, 2002, 122). Norvegija
smarkiai prisidéjo formuojant Lietuvos jiry pajégas: 1994 m. neatlygintinai perduotas P31
laivas ,,Dztkas®, 2001 m. perduoti laivai P32 ,Sélis* ir P33 ,,Skalvis.“ (Kariniy jiry
pajégos, 2013), o 2006 m. nusipirktas (N52 ,,Vidar®) ,,Jotvingis®, pratyby metu naudojamas
(ir) kaip vadavieté (Lankstinukas ,JJotvingis®, 2013). 2006 m. Lictuvos brigada ,,GeleZinis
vilkas“ buvo priskirta Danijos divizijai taikos metu treniruotis veikti kaip didesniy pajégy
dalis ir ugdyti gebéjimus vykdyti visas NATO operacijas (KAM puslapis 2016). Galbiit dél
to Lietuvos kariuomeng¢je pasirinktas ne amerikietiskas, o daniskas kariy mokymo modelis.
Lietuvos ginkluotosios pajégos tapo, kokios yra ir sekmingai integravosi | NATO struktiiras
nemazai Siaurés aliy déka.

Glaudiis santykiai su Siaurés 3alimis Lietuvos sauguma stiprina ir dabar. Norvegija
yra svarbus partneris energetinio saugumo srityje: i§ Sios Salies Lietuva nusipirko
plaukiojancia dujy saugykla, kas padidino valstybés energeting nepriklausomybe. Be to,
2016 m. dujy importas i§ Norvegijos pranoks importg i§ Rusijos (Adomaitis, 2016). Taip pat
tarp Lietuvos ir Svedijos nutiesta ,,Nord Balt" elektros jungtis, kuri leis sumazinti elektros

importa 18 treciyjy Saliy ir integruotis j Europos elektros rinkg (Sapetkaité, 2003). Galiausiai

! Batalionas buvo paruostas greitiau nei numatyta t.y. iki 2003 m. BNS (2003). , Algirdo batalionas atitinka NATO
reikalavimus reikalavimus.’ Delfi. <http://www.delfi.lt/news/daily/lithuania/algirdo-batalionas-atitinka-nato-
reikalavimus.d?id=2099217 >, [ZiGréta 2016 05 15].
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Siaurés Salys yra didziausios investuotojos Lietuvoje (Aleksa, 2015, 228- 268), kol Lietuvos
banky sektoriy stabilizuoja dominuojantis Siaurés $aliy kapitalas (Europos Centrinio Banko
tinklapis, 2014). Taigi bendradarbiavimas su Siaurés $alimis prisideda ne tik prie karinio,

bet ir ekonominio Lietuvos saugumo.

Galiausiai bendradarbiavimas su Siaurés Salimis jdomus padiai Lietuvai. Prezidentés
Dalios Grybauskaités valdymo metu aiskiai matyti Lietuvos orientacija j Siaurés $alis. Savo
pirmosios kadencijos metu, ji pirmojo vizito vyko i Svedija. 2013 m. Lietuvoje viesint
Suomijos prezidentui, Jos Ekscelencija Siaurés kryptj jvardino ,,Lietuvos uZsienio politikos
kertiniu prioritetu” (Prezidentés tostas, 2013). 2015 m. Lietuva jos Ekscelencijos kvietimu
aplanké Svedijos karalidkoji pora lydimi uZsienio reikaly, gynybos, verslo bei inovacijy
ministry bei Svedijos svarbiausiy firmy delegacijos atstovy. Tai buvo pirmasis Karaliskosios
poros vizitas Lietuvoje (Prezidentiiros puslapis 2015). 2011 m. Vilniaus Universiteto
tarptautiniy santykiy ir politikos moksly institute jkurtas Siaurés Europos studijy centras
(VU TSPMI tinklapis, 2012). Siaurés aliy valdymo modelio standartai yra tape tam tikra
siekiamybe ir deklaruoti Lietuvos pazangos strategijoje ,,Lietuva 2030 (2011) ir, galiausiai,
kaip bus parodyta darbe, ji svarbiausiuose saugumo dokumentuose (bent) pastarajj
desimtmetj deklaravo nora stiprinti bendradarbiavima su Siaurés $alimis saugumo srityje.

Taigi Siaurés $alys svarbios ir jdomios Lietuvai politiskai.

Darbo problema. Nepaisant to, ilgg laikg gincijamasi ar Lietuva turéty stengtis
jsilieti j Siaurés $aliy saugumo bendruomene. Kaip pagrindiné klititis Lietuvos- Siaurés Saliy
partnerystei strateginiame lygmenyje buvo skirtingas grésmiy (ypa¢ Rusijos) vertinimas
(Daniliauskas et al. 2005, 23). Lietuva savo uzsienio politikos tapatybe apibrézé per savo
pagrindine grésme- Rusijos Federacija (Jakstaite, 2011, 17, 24-25), kol Siaurés Salys j
santykius su $ia valstybe ziiiréjo i§ labiau pragmatinés perspektyvos (Daniliauskas et al.
2005, 88). Tai buvo nulemta ekonomiy rysiy ir tradiciskai nuosaikios Siaurés 3aliy politikos
Vakary ir Ryty konflikte Saltojo karo metu (Archer, 2008, 184- 204). Praktiskai tai reigké
skirtingg saugumo aplinkos (ir jos) problemy matyma, kas atitinkamai 1émeé skirtingus jy
sprendimo biidus. Taigi intensyvaus saugumo bendradarbiavimo ir strateginés-politinés
paramos Lietuvai i§ Siaurés $aliy negaléjo biiti, jei pastaroji nebuvo ,tikra" grésmé. Vis
délto atrodo, kad prasidéjus Ukrainos-Rusijos karui, Siaurés $alys sutikty praplésti saugumo
bendradarbiavimag. Taigi nors mokslininkai tvirtino, kad ,reali strateginé-politiné
Siaurés $aliy parama Lietuvai santykiuose su Rusija maZai tikétina* (Daniliauskas et al.

2005, 23), taliau po Krymo okupacijos Siaurés Salys nori artimesnio saugumo
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bendradarbiavimo su Baltijos $alimis (Siaurés $aliy gynybos ministry bendra deklaracija
,Aftenposten “, 2015).

Tikslas. Sis procesas aiskinamas saugumo padéties pasikeitimu regione.
Globalizacijos procesai ir glaudesné integracija tokiose sgjungose kaip NATO ir ES
didziai daliai arba svarbiausioms ES ir NATO organizacijy valstybéms, arba artimiausioms
kaimynéms tampa ir Siaurés 3aliy i§§tkiais. Rusijos Federacijos veiksmai kaimyniniy 3aliy
atzvilgiu ir ypaé Krymo okupacija galéjo priversti Siaurés $alis pakeisti savo pozitrj rytinés
kaimynés atzvilgiu bei pradéti matyti jg kaip grésme. Jei minétas procesas i$ tikryjy vyksta,
JO pasekmés gali biiti ypa¢ svarbios Lietuvai, turint omenyje, jog skirtingas grésmiy (visy
pirma Rusijos) supratimas buvo viena pagrindiniy priezaséiy, kodél glaudesnis saugumo
bendradarbiavimas, o ka jau kalbéti apie jsitraukima j Siaurés valstybiy saugumo
bendruomeng, kuris buvo jvardinamas kaip mazai tikétinas (Daniliauskas et. all. 17-34) ar
net nejmanomas (Sporychina, 2014, 40-41). Tai dar svarbiau, turint omenyje, kad bendra
grésmé daznai tampa pagrindu formuotis tapatybei, kuri gali lemti saugumo bendruomenés
susiformavima kartu su Siaurés $alimis ateityje. Batent todél kaip lazinj grésmiy pokyéio
taska pasirinkus Krymo aneksija 2014 m. kovo 19 d. darbo tikslas jrodyti, kad po Krymo
aneksijos pasikeites grésmiy suvokimas Siaurés $alyse pagerino Lietuvos perspektyvas

jsilieti j Siaurés valstybiy saugumo bendruomene.

Ginamieji teiginiai. Bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos ir galblt net galimybé
suformuoti saugumo bendruomene regione geréja, jei supanaséja ne tik Siaurés Zaliy ir
Lietuvos grésmiy suvokimas, bet jos taip pat suvokiamos kaip bendros, o jy sprendimo
biidai matomi panasiai. Sprendziant problemas kartu priimtinais buidais suprantama, kad
partneris panasus ] ,,tave". Tada gimsta priklausymo tai paciai grupei jausmas, kas jgalina
susiformuoti grupinei tapatybei- kertiniam reikalavimui suformuoti saugumo bendruomene
(Adler, 11-17). Dél $iy priezas¢iy Lietuvos jsitraukimas j Siaurés saugumo bendruomeng
bus laikomas realistisku, jei Rusijos Federacija ar jos veiksmai bus suprantami kaip bendra
grésmé, kurios ,,sprendimas" suvokiamas tapaciai. Bitent todél iskeliu du ginamuosius

teiginius, kuriuos tikrinsiu empiriskai:

1) Krymo aneksija paskatino Siaurés 3alis ir Lietuva matyti Rusijos

Federacija kaip grésme saugumui.
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2) Krymo aneksija 1émé, kad saugumo bendradarbiavimo regione

stiprinimas suvokiamas kaip sprendimas nesaugumo problemai spresti.

Tyrimo metodai. Ginamieji teiginiai jrodiné¢jami atliekant gynybos dokumenty,
grésmiy vertinimy turinio ir ekspertiniy interviu atsakymy turinio analiz¢ bei lyginant
Siaurés $aliy elgesj pries bei po Krymo aneksijos: gynybos biudZeto (ne)dininima/
mazinimg, visuomenés apklausas, saugumo sektoriaus reformy planus arba jy nebuvima bei
pokycius santykiuose su Lietuva. Darbe nesitikiu, kad visi teiginiai pasitvirtins (tokiu paciu
lygiu) visose Siaurés $alyse, nes dél jy istoriniy ir socialiniy ypatumy tikétina variacija. Taip
pat, pasitelkiant Siaurés $aliy rysiy su Lietuva pavyzdj nesistengiama ismatuoti, ar/kiek
intensyvéja saugumo bendradarbiavimas, tik kad tokio bendradarbiavimo stipréjimui

galimybes atsirado.

UZdaviniai. Stengiantis jgyvendinti darbo tiksla ir jrodyti ginamuosius teiginius
iSsikeliami $eSi uzdaviniai. Visy pirma pristatoma saugumo bendruomeniy teorija ir
trumpai jau atlikti tyrimai. Antra, metodologingje dalyje nurodomi ginamyjy teiginiy
Kriterijai, kuriais remiantis vertinamas jy (ne)pasitvirtinimas. Treéia, atliekama Siaurés Saliy
ir Lietuvos oficialiy dokumenty- nacionaliniy saugumo strategijy bei partijy susitarimy
lyginamoji analizé nuo 2004 m. geguzés 1 d. iki 2016 m. balandzio 29 d. Daroma prielaida,
kad prie§ skelbiant oficialy saugumo politikos dokumentg prie jo prisideda svarbiausi
saugumo sektoriaus veikejai, todel jame pateiktos grésmiy supratimas yra maziausias jvairiy
veikéjy grésmeés suvokimo bendravardiklis. Ketvirta, siekiant kompensuoti analizuojamy
dokumenty trikumg laikotarpyje po 2014 m. atlikti 9 ekspertinius interviu su Lietuvos ir
Siaurés 3aliy bendradarbiavimo Zinovais. Gautais duomenimis papildoma grésmiy analize.
Penkta, remiantis interviu duomenimis ir atvirais Saltiniais trumpai apzvelgiama
analizuojamy S$aliy elgesys saugumo klausimais po Krymo aneksijos. Klausimynas ir
aptariamos bendradarbiavimo sritys iS$skiriamos pagal saugumo bendruomeniy teorija.
SeSta, pagal gautus rezultatus, jau anks&iau atliktus tyrimus ir statistinius duomenis,
jvertinamas galimas Siaurés Saliy ir Lietuvos bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos saugumo

srityje.

Literatiiros apZvalga. Kalbant apie bendradarbiavima su Siaurés $alimis paskutiniame
XX a. deSimtmetyje ne verta atskirai iSskirti bendradarbiavimo su Lietuva, nes ji kartu su
Latvija ir Estija buvo regima kaip blokas. Suirus Soviety Sajungai Siaurés 3alys aktyviai
rémé Baltijos valstybiy nepriklausomybeg, skatindamos demokratines §iy aspiracijas ir siekj

prisijungti prie NATO ir ES. Nepaisant to, abi Saliy grupés buvo vedamos skirtingy interesy,
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kurie i§ dalies persidengé: Baltijos Salys maté galimybe jgyvendinti savo uzsienio ir
saugumo politikos tikslus, kol Siaurés $alys sieké ekonominio ir politinio saugumo regione
(Wiseman report, 2008). Taigi stabilios demokratinés sistemos Baltijos $alyse buvo Siaurés

Saliy interesas.

Politing parama taip pat atliep¢ diskusijos akademinéje erdvéje. 1995 m. Upsalos
universitetas iSleido studijg apie saugumo bendruomenés galimybe Baltijos juros regione.
Nors darbe kalbama apie konkredias Siaurés ir trijy Baltijos $aliy patirtis, vis délto susidaro
ispudis, kad saugumo bendruomené i§ principo atvira galimybei jtraukti visas Baltijos juros
regiono S$alis. (Wallensteen et al. 1995, 8). Baltijos Saliy nepriklausomybés pradzioje

bendras saugumo bendruomenés projektas buvo rimtai svarstomas Siaurés $alyse.

IS lietuviy autoriy kokia galéty Lietuvos regioniné tapatybé ir kryptis klausia Evaldas
Nekrasas straipsnyje ,,Ar Lietuva yra Siaurés ar Centrinés Europos 3alis? (Nekrasas, 1998)
Pirmuoju variantu, pirmenybé teikiama Skandinaviskajam modeliui ir bendradarbiavimui
tarp penkiy Skandinavijos ir trijy Baltijos Saliy (Lietuvos pazangos strategija ,2011)
Antruoju variantu pabréziamas kultlirinis ir istorinis Centrinés Europos paveldas,
akcentuojant artimus santykius su Lenkija. Tai leidzia kalbéti apie keliy regioniniy tapatybiy
konkuravima, nes diskusija apie Lietuvos strateging kryptj glaudziai susijusi su kalbéjimu

apie jos regioning tapatybe.

Bendradarbiavimo intensyvumas sumazéjo Baltijos Salims prisijungus prie NATO ir ES.
Naryste jose regéta ne tik kaip pergalé, bet ir kaip pakankamas saugumo garantas. Tuo metu
akademingje erdveje pastebimas santykinis klausimo ,ka daryti toliau?*“ suve$¢jimas.
Lietuvos mokslininky darbe ,,Siaurés $aliy geostrateginé svarba Lietuvai* padaroma i§vada,
kad Lietuva su Siaurés $alimis galéty sieti formali strateginé partnerysté arba ,,minkstasis
aljansas®, apimantis ekonominj ir socialinius aspektus. Konstatuojama, kad artimesne
partnerysté bent artimiausiu metu nejmanoma dél skirtingy interesy ir grésmiy vertinimo
(Daniliauskas et al. 2006, 44, 96). PanaSus kalbéjimas tesiasi. 2008 m. studijoje teigiama,
kad Baltijos Salims prisijungus prie ES ir NATO, S$iaurinés kaimynés sumazino savo
jsitraukimg regione. Vis délto net deklaruojant glaudesnio bendradarbiavimo naudinguma
ateityje, i§ esmés kalbama apie regiono vystymasi ir ekonominius rysius, kol daugiausia
palie¢iami minkstojo saugumo aspektai (Wisemanreport, 2008). Paskutinj karta Lietuvos ir
Siaurés Saliy santykius ir jy perspektyvas savo straipsnyje reikimingai perziari Aleksa
(2015) knygoje ,,Ambicingas deSimtmetis: Lietuvos uzsienio politika 2004-2014 m." Vis

délto iSvados per daug nesiskiria nuo Siaurés Saliy Geostrateginés svarbos Lietuvai. Siaurés



Salys svarbios Lietuvai ekonomine prasme ir energetinio saugumo prasme, tac¢iau Rusijos

atzvilgiu jy interesai daznai skiriasi nuo Lietuvos.

Siek tiek kitokia nuomone po Krymo aneksijos pateikia Optiz (2015). Jis teigia, kad
Rusijos veiksmai Ukrainoje pakeité Siaurés 3aliy poziarj j ja ir atvéré glaudesnio
bendradarbiavimo galimybes su Baltijos Salimis. Ypac¢ palankios salygos bendradarbiauti
tokiose ,,minkstojo saugumo" problemose kaip kova su Rusijos propaganda, kibernetinémis
grésmémis ir ekonominio pazeidziamumo mazinimu integruojantis tarpusavyje. Kita vertus,
mokslininkas skeptiskai vertina NB8 bendradarbiavimg ir galimg kariuomeniy integracija.
Kaip pagrindiné to priezastis nurodoma Baltijos Saliy nusiteikimas NATO atzvilgiu.
Teigiama, kad jos nesudarys jokiy abejotiny kariniy susitarimy, kurie galéty paveikti
penktojo straipsnio aktyvavima- NBS8 formatu tokie susitarimai kebliis, nes Svedija ir
Suomija néra NATO narés. Vis délto mokslininkas neaptaria net teorinés galimybeés kazka
panasaus pradéti ES formatu, kuriame prie bendry gynybos projekty daznai galimybe
prisidéti gali visos Siaurés Salys. Maza to, lieka neaisku, kodél Lietuva negali
bendradarbiauti su Siaurés 3alimis karinéje srityje, jei su Lenkija ir Ukraina (kuri néra
NATO naré) kuria brigadg LITPOLUKRBRIG. Atrodo, kad kalbédamas apie karinj
bendradarbiavimg Optiz turi omenyje tik 5 straipsnio tipo sutarimus ir uzmirsta ,,kietgsias*
iniciatyvas kaip minétos triSalés brigados atveju. Taigi po Krymo aneksijos yra balsy
svarstanc¢iy apie glaudesnj saugumo bendradarbiavima regione, taciau mazai kas kalba apie

galimybe Lietuvai jsitraukti j Siaurés 3aliy saugumo bendruomene.

Darbo struktira. Magistro darbas sudarytas i§ trijy pagrindiniy daliy: pirmojoje
pladiau pristatoma saugumo bendruomeniy teorija, metodologija ir tyrimo dizainas.
Antrojoje atliekama Siaurés 3aliy, o ir tre¢iojoje Lietuvos svarbiausiy saugumo dokumenty
bei valstybiy elgesio analizé nuo 2005 sausio 1 d. iki- 2016 m. kovo 31 d. pries ir po Krymo
aneksijg. Duomenys taip pat papildomi ekspertiniais interviu su minéty valstybiy
tarnautojais, dirbanciais saugumo ir/far bendradarbiavimo klausimais. ISvadose
apibendrinami tyrimo rezultatai, jvertinamos Lietuvos- Siaurés $aliy glaudesnio
bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos po Rusijos-Ukrainos karo pradzios ir teikiamos konkrecios

Lietuvos saugumo bendradarbiavimo politikos rekomendacijos.

1. Saugumo bendruomeniy teorija, metodologija ir Siaurés $aliy-Lietuvos
bendradarbiavimo prielaidos

1.1. Teorinis pagrindas
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Saugumo bendruomeniy teorijg tirti Siaurés Saliy ir Lietuvos bendradarbiavimo
perspektyvoms pasirinkta, nes ji patogi analizuoti bendradarbiavima Baltijos juros regione.
Visy pirma Lietuvos-Siaurés aliy santykiai ankstesniuose darbuose analizuoti biitent per
saugumo bendruomeniy teorija? dél ko ji yra zinoma ir suprantama srities ekspertams. Antra,
pasitelkiant ja, galima jkvépti gyvybés ir jnesti savo dalj | gincg apie Lietuvos regioninés
politikos kryptis®. Treéia, pasirinkta teorija ne tik sufleruoja atsakymus darbo problemai?,
taCiau ir leidZzia kalbéti apie tolesnio bendradarbiavimo gilinimo strategijg randant su
kuriomis Siaurés $alimis verta bendradarbiauti pirmiausia, siekiant prisijungti prie Siaurés
Saliy saugumo bendruomenés. Bitent todél, saugumo bendruomeniy teorija pasirenkama

analizuoti Lietuvos-Siaurés 3aliy bendradarbiavimo perspektyvas saugumo srityje.

Saugumo bendruomenés koncepcijos pradininku laikomas Karl Deutsch.
Tyrinédamas istorinius ,taikaus pokyc¢io* atvejus, jis i8skyré du saugumo bendruomeneés
tipus: amalgamuota ir pliuralistine. Pirmajam priklauso valstybés, kurios oficialiai susiliejo j
saugumo bendruomeng ir turi bendrus atstovavimo organus (pvz.: JAV). Antrajam galima
priskirti suverenias valstybes, pasizymin¢ias esminiy vertybiy suderinamumu. Tai
pasireiSkia bendru iStikimybés jausmu viena kitai, kuris paremtas priklausymo saugumo
bendruomenei tapatybe (Deutch, 1954, 127- 143). Vis délto verta pastebéti, kad Deutch
analizé visy pirma nukreipta j taiky konflikty sprendima tarp saugumo bendruomenés nariy.
Kitais Zodziais tariant, kalbama apie buvusiy (potencialiy) prieSininky tapimg draugais, kol

susivienijimui pries§ iSorés grésmes Skiriamas antraeilis démesys.

Vis délto Lietuvos geopolitiné situacija vercia akcentuoti biitent pastarajj aspekta.
Darbe atmetama galimybé apie potencialig saugumo bendruomeng su Rusija, nes jungimasis
] posovietines ryty sgjungas uzdraustas Lietuvos Respublikos Konstitucijoje (1992). Be to,
Sios valstybés politiné sistema i§ esmés kitaip interpretuoja tokius svarbias vertybes kaip
demokratija, jstatymo virSenybé ar Zmogaus teisés. Vis délto Zengti saugumo bendruomeneés

link su Siaurés 3alimis reikia tam tikry salygy ir pereiti tris brandos stadijas (1 lentelé):

2 7r. literatiiros apzvalga ir teorinj pagrinda.
3 Pavyzdziui, NekraSas (1998), Daniliauskas et. all (2006) ir Aleksa (2014).
4 Bendradarbiavimo galimybés padidéjo, nes Rusijos Federacija Siauré s3alyse suprantama kaip grésmeé.
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Pirmas lygis

e Technologiniai, ekonominiai, demografijos, aplinkos poky¢iai;
e Atsirades naujas socialinés realybés interpretavimas;

e [Sorinés grésmés.

Antras lygis
Struktiiros Procesai
o Galig; e Saveikos
e Zinios. e Organizacijos ir institucijos

e Socialinis mokymasis

Il

Tredias lygis

Biitinos salygos pagristiems taikaus pokycio likesciams

Tarpusavio pasitikéjimas ‘ Bendra tapatybé

Pagrjsti taikaus pokycio lukesciai

Lentelé Nr. 1 Sudaryta autoriaus pagal Adler ir Barnett (1998), 29-67.

Adler ir Barnett teigia, kad saugumo bendruomenés formavimasis turi tris lygius.
Pirmajame isorinés ar vidinés salygos- technologiniai, ekonominiai, demografijos, aplinkos
pokyciai, iSorinés grésmeés ar kitoks socialinés realybés interpretavimas skatina Salis
koordinuoti savo veiksmus, siekiant uzsitikrinti didesnj saugumo jausma. Atsiranda aplinka,
kurioje galéty daugéti ir intensyvéti tarpvalstybiniy socialiniy rysSiy. Ypac svarbus bendras

problemy ir jy sprendimy buidy matymas (Adler. 1999, 41).

Labai tikétina, kad nuo atitinkamy veiksniy dominavimo priklausys tolesnis saugumo
bendruomenés Vvystymasis. Mouritzen (2001) kalbédamas apie esamas ir numanomas
saugumo bendruomenes nurodo du galimus jy formavimosi bidus: ,,i§ apacios i vir§y" ir ,,i$
viraus j apadig". Pirmasis atitinka Siaurés Saliy modelj, kai stipriis rySiai visy pirma
susiformuoja tarp paprasty Zzmoniy, o véliau to iSraiSka tampa atitinkami politiniai
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sprendimai ir institucijos. Pavyzdziui, jei istoriSkai tarp valstybiy vyksta intensyvi migracija
ar tarp jy iSplétoti prekybiniai rysiai, tai paranku ,,i$ apacios j virSy" modeliui, nes iniciatyva
tapti saugumo bendruomene kyla/ remiama Saliy populiacijos. Vis délto tokiu bidu tapti
saugumo bendruomene gali prireikti Simtmeciy, nes kultiira ir tvariis tauty rysiai mezgasi

létai.

IS ,virSaus ] apacig" saugumo bendruomene tampama daugiausia valstybés elity
iniciatyva. Sio budo pavyzdys yra ES, nes bendrumo idéjos gyvavo tarp elity ir véliau
ekonominés sgjungos formatu buvo didzia dalimi ,,nuleista" valstybiy savo tautoms
(Mouritzen, 2001, 297-300). Toks scenarijus tikétinas, jei atsiras, koks uzdavinys, kurj
keletas valstybiy gali iSspresti kartu, kaip pavyzdziui, iSoriné grésmé nuo kurios galima
apsiginti tik suvienijus pastangas bei resursus. Sis biidas potencialiai trunka trumpiau, bet
kaita. Zinoma, sKirtis tikrovéje tarp abiejy biidy sudétinga. Galima jsivaizduoti, kad elity
sprendimg vienytis gali palengvinti glaudziai susijusios valstybiy populiacijos arba ,,broliski
tauty rysSiai“ konfliktg tarp valstybiy daro sunkiai jmanoma, nepaisant asmeniniy elito

uzmaciy.

Analizuojant santykiy Lietuvos ir Siaurés Saliy perspektyvas, pagrindinj démesys
skiriamas elitui ir jo veiksmams, kurie yra valstybés veiksmai (antrajam budui). Tokj
sprendimg lémeé jvardinty budy specifika ir nagriné¢jamas laikotarpis. Saugumo
bendruomenei suformuoti ,,i§ apacios ] virSy" daZnai reikia Simtmeciy, kol ,,i§ virSaus |
apacig" procesas daznai trumpesnis: jam biitina maZiau Zmoniy. Be to, Rusijos veiksmus
Ukrainoje galima pagrjstai prognozuoti tik trumpuoju- vidutiniu laikotarpiu. Vis délto
analizuodamas kalb¢jimg ir valstybiy elges] saugumo srityje, atsizvelgsiu ir ] visuomenes
nuotaikas, nes jos nuomoné (ypa¢ demokratinése Salyse) turi poveikj politiky pasisakymams

bei sprendimams.

Antrajame lygyje minéti rySiai stipréja tarp valstybiy ir jy zmoniy. Jie leidzia iskilti

struktliroms ir procesams, kurie tampa veiksniais keicianCiais valstybés vaidmens ir aplink

supancio pasaulio supratimg santykyje su kitomis. Adler ir Barnett (1999, 41) isskiria dvi
strukttiros dalis: galig ir zinias, kurios leidzia vystytis saugumo bendruomenéms. Galia gali
biiti suprantama dvejopai. Viena vertus saugumo bendruomenés formuojasi apie galingesng
valstybe ar jy grupe, nes $ios paprastai biina stabilesnés ir disciplinuoja Kitas nares veikti

pagal bendruomenés taisykles. Kita vertus galingieji daznai bendruomenéje gali keisti



bendruomenés apibrézima, pasakydami, kas jai priklauso ir kokios jos vertybés. Pavyzdziui,
ne Siaurés Salys lygiuojasi j Lietuva ar jos skaidrumo ir valdysenos standartus, o Lietuva
savanoriSskai bando perimti jy gergsias praktikas bei taip integruotis (Lietuvos pazangos
strategija ,,Lietuva 2030 2011).

Tuo metu Zinios sudarytos i$ intersubjektyviy prasmiy, kurios jgalina ir riboja valstybés
veiksmus. Tyréjai savo modelyje telkiasi tik j tas prasmes, kurios sudaro kognityvines
struktiiras didinanéias tarpusavio pasitikéjimg, bendros tapatybés tapsma ir nurodancias
konflikta bei jo sprendimo budus. [Sios Zinios susijusios su bendromis praktikomis
sistemoje, kurios leidzia sgveikas ir taip skatina pasitikéjima]. (Adler, 1999, 41). Pavyzdziui,
Svedija ir Suomija ilgai gin&ijosi dél Alandy saly priklausomybés. Zinodamos, kad jas sieja
daugiau panaSumy ir tikédamos tarptautines teises virSenybe, jos §] konflikta iSsprendé
taikiai. Tauty Sajungai pripaZinus Alandy salas priklausant Suomijai, Svedija §j sprendima

pripazino (Siaurés Tarybos puslapis (néra datos).

Procesas skirstomas j saveikas®, tarptautines organizacijas ir institucijas bei socialinj
mokymasi. Saveikos gali biiti simbolinés, ekonominés materialinés, politinés, technologinés
ir t.t. Intensyviai sgveikaujant su kitu keiCiasi supratimas apie jj/save taip atsirandant
bendriems interesams ir pozicijoms (Adler, 1999, 41). Pavyzdziui, Lietuvos dalyvavimas
kartu su Siaurés $alimis karinése pratybose leidzia pazinti kity kariuomenes ir ne tik imokti
sutartinai veikti, bet ir laikyti lietuvius partneriais.. Tuo metu tarptautinés organizacijos ir
institucijos gali sukurti bendras kalbéjimo platformas ir taisykles, prisidédamos prie
dialogo, pasitikéjimo puoseléjimo ir atitinkamo pozitirio formavimo, taip kuriant tapatybe.
Pavyzdziui, nuo 2000 m. vyksta Siaurés- Baltijos valstybiy ministry pirmininky ir uzsienio
reikaly ministry susitikimai, kuriuose aptariamos svarbiausios regiono aktualijos Baltijos
astuntuko formatu (NB8).® I3 jy, Sesios ES nariy vyriausybiy vadovai tariasi prie§ Europos
Vadovy Tarybos susitikima koordinuodami savo pozicijas, siekiant daugiau démesio
Baltijos jiiros $alims. Cia atsiranda elity socialinis mokymasis. Remdamiesi ziniomis apie
priezastinius ry$ius ir normatyvinius dalykus, valstybiy galingieji aktyviai bendradarbiauja
bei 1§ naujo apibrézia socialing realybe (kas tikra, jmanoma ir norima). Jei socialinis
mokymasis vyksta sklandziai, lyderiai turi galimybe apsikeisti idéjomis, pakeisti savo
jsitikinimus, pastaruosius perteikdami savo tautoms. Bitent todél, galima daryti pagrista

prielaida, kad jvykiai Ukrainoje ir Lietuvos susiriipinimas tarptautiniuose formatuose, taip

Dviejy veikéjy jkontekstinta (bounded) komunikacija.
®I$ pradziy formatas buvo vadinamas ,,5+3%, ta¢iau nuo 2006 m. pavadinimas buvo pakeistas j NB8 (North Baltic 8).
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pat prisideda prie poky¢iy Siaurés Saliy lyderiy saugumo aplinkos matyme. Nepaisant to,
saugumo bendruomené atsiranda, kai Sis socialinis mokymasis transformuojamas |
struktiirinius poky¢ius. Tuomet supratimo struktiira’ gali jgalinti arba stabdyti socialinj
mokymasi bei atitinkamy idéjy sklaidg (Ten pat, 1999 39- 45). Taigi struktiirg ir procesg

sieja abipusis rysys.

Trediame lygyje atitinkama supratimo struktiira ir procesas, leidzia atsirasti didesniam
pasitikéjimui, kas skatina tapatinti save su kitomis narémis ir leidZia formuotis
bendruomenés tapatybei (t.y. Supratimas, kad priklausai tai paciai bendruomenei didina
pasitikéjima kitu). Stiprig saugumo bendruomeng charakterizuoja didesnis tapatinimasis su
bendruomene ir nacionaliniy interesy pakeitimas/supana$¢jimas su bendruomenés interesais
(Adler, 1999, 45- 47). Idealiu atveju tokie patys interesai turéty kilti i§ bendros tapatybés.
Vis délto interesai yra kaitlis ir nesutarimai kyla net tarp paciy artimiausiy sgjungininky.
Tokiu atveju saugumo bendruomenés nebiitinai iSira, nes jas labiau charakterizuoja bendros
saugumo kultiiros egzistavimas, t.y. intersubjektyviy prasmiy sistema apie tarptautines
grésmes ir jy sprendimo biidus gali buti saugumo bendruomenés pagrindu (Pouliot, 2006,

119-127). Taigi saugumo bendruomenei egzistuoti leidZia tapatus supratimas kaip reikia

spresti i8kilusias problemas. Biitent todél, galima prognozuoti, kad Lietuva galéty

priklausyti Siaurés valstybiy saugumo bendruomenei, jei po Krymo aneksijos Lietuvos
,Rusijos problemos® supratimas bei sprendimas biity toks pat kaip ir kity bendruomenés
nariy. Kitais ZodZiais tariant, Siaurés $alims nematant Rusijos kaip grésmés, néra problemos
regione, kurig reikéty spresti ir kodél reikéty remti Lietuva santykiuose su Rusija. Dél to

saugumo bendradarbiavimas vangus.

Tiriant saugumo bendruomeng biitina atsizvelgti ir ; konkrecios bendruomenés sandaros
specifikg. Pavyzdziui, Williams, Michael ir Neumann (2000, 362- 364 ) teigia, kad saugumo
bendruomenéje ne visy nariy balso svoris yra vienodas. Jie kalba apie bendruomenés Serdj-
valstybes, kurios turi didziausig jtaka formuluojant bendras grupés normas. Atitinkamai, jy
balsas turéty biiti svarbesnis apibréziant, kas yra saugumo bendruomenés narys, o kas yra
,Kiti“- dariniai, esantys uz saugumo bendruomenés riby. Kitais ZzodZiais tariant,
mokslininkai teigia, kad jokia asimetriska saugumo bendruomené negali pilnavertiskai
egzistuoti, jei silpnesnioji dalis nepriima politikos, kuri bity suderinama su stipresnigja

(Adler, 1999, 22). Siaurés 3aliy atveju, jrodinéjama, kad bendruomenés $erdis buvo Svedija.

" Pavyzdziui, Lietuvos kaip partnerés ir Vakary Salies supratimas tikriausiai lems, kad jos lyderiy ir riipes¢iy bus
klausomasi geranoriskiau bei rim¢iau nei Baltarusijos.
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Teigiama, kad ji paklojo pagrindus saugumo bendruomenei, leisdama Norvegijai taikiai
atsiskirti, perduodama Suomijai strategiSkai svarbias salas ar labiau pabrézdama moralés
svarba nei Danija. Taip Svedija po Antrojo pasaulinio karo savo neutralumo tradicija
pateiké, kaip valstybés mylindios taika savybe. Siais veiksmais Svedija tarsi sukiré taikaus
sambiivio precedentus bei taip didzia dalimi jtvirtino tokio elgesio normg Siaurés $aliy tarpe

(Mouritzen, 2001). Taigi Svedija galima laikyti Siaurés saugumo bendruomenés jkiiréja.

Vis délto tai nepadaro saugumo bendruomenés amzinai darnios, o Serdies pozicijg
nepajudinamg. Pavyzdziui, Danijos paramg JAV invazijai | Irakg, galima interpretuoti kaip
pasiprie§inima daugumos Siaurés Saliy valiai. Bandymas nebuvo sékmingas artimiausiy
kaimyniy palaikymo prasme. Vis délto jis sustiprino Danijos balsg kitoje- NATO saugumo
bendruomenéje (Struwe, 2012, 3-8). Taigi pozicijos pokytis vienoje saugumo
bendruomenéje nulémé atalima kitoje. Sis dvigubas pavyzdys rodo, kad vieta uzimama
bendruomenéje kinta. Teikiant rekomendacijas kaip greiCiausiai jsilieti | grupe svarbu
nuspéti, kurie jos nariai yra svarbiausi arba kas lengviau priimti Lietuva. Pagal tai galima

numatyti tolimesnes bendradarbiavimo stiprinimo strategijas.

Nepaisant to, siekiant ateityje prisijungti prie Siaurés $aliy saugumo bendruomenés,
reikia, kad tokia visy pirma egzistuoty. Pavyzdziui, Hilson (2008, 25-56) teigia, kad taika
tarp Skandinavijos 3aliy Saltojo karo metu buvo tik atsitiktinumas, o véliau jsigaléjes
saugumo bendruomenés jvaizdis tik situacijos racionalizacija, bandant kazkaip paaiSkinti
padétj. Tarpukariu Siaurés 3alis siejo tik neutralumo statusas, o skyré interesai, kile i3
skirtingy grésmiy supratimo: danai bijojo vokieciy, suomiai ir Siek tiek maZiau Svedai rusy,
kol norvegai baiminosi paciy $vedy dominavimo. Skandinavy solidarumo dvasiai stipry
smiig] sudavé Antrasis pasaulinis karas. Kol hitleriné Vokietija okupavo Danijg ir
Norvegija, Svedija i§saugojo savo neutralitet ir vienu metu net atrodé linkstanti j iy puse.
Ji taip apvylé kaimyny lukesCius. Po Antrojo pasaulinio karo elity santykiuose ir
ekonomikoje tarp Siaurés 3aliy nebuvo nei vienybés, nei efektyvaus bendradarbiavimo.
Saltojo karo pradzioje projektai kurti gynybine ir muity sajunga Zlugo, o jam jsibégéjus
Salys isiskirsté j skirtingas stovyklas: Danija, Norvegija ir Islandija jstojo j NATO, Svedija
iSliko neutrali, o Suomija skelbdama nesaliSkumg ,,pataikavo” TSRS. Taigi biidama
saugumo bendruomené ,,i§ apacios j virSy“, XX a. Skandinavija netapo ,.kietojo saugumo
bendruomene politiniame lygmenyje. Biitent todél Siaurés Saliy elito vienybé Rusijos

agresijos atzvilgiu galéty buti salyginai ne tokiu ir senu reiskiniu regiono istorijoje.



1.2. Tyrimo metodologija ir dizainas

Ginamieji teiginiai jrodinéjami atlickant Siaurés Saliy ir Lietuvos oficialiy
dokumenty- nacionaliniy saugumo strategijy bei partijy susitarimy turinio lyginamaja
analiz¢. Lyginami kalbéjimo apie sauguma ir Rusijg poky¢iai dviejuose laikotarpiuose: nuo
2004 m. geguzés 1 d. iki Krymo okupacijos 2014 m. kovo 19 d. ir po Krymo aneksijos- nuo
2016 m. kovo 19 d. iki 2016 m. balandZio 29 d. Laikotarpio pradzig pasirinkau, nes
jstojimas | NATO ir ES pagrindiniai Lietuvos saugumo politikos tikslai ir Zymi nauja
uzsienio, saugumo ir gynybos politikos etapg. Pasirinkta, kad laikotarpius atskirs Krymo
aneksijos pabaiga, nes tai buvo labiausiai matoma ir akivaizdziausia Rusijos Federacijos
agresyviy intencijy apraiska. Nustatyti grésmiy supratimui nagrinéjami svarbiausi saugumo
dokumentai, darant prielaida, kad prie$ skelbiant oficialiy saugumo politikos dokumenta
prie jo prisideda svarbiausi saugumo sektoriaus veikéjai, todél jame pateiktas grésmiy
supratimas yra jvairiy veikéjy elite grésmés suvokimo bendravardiklis. Kadangi antrajame
laikotarpyje naujausiy dokumenty ne tiek ir daug, siekiant geriau perprasti vyraujantj
kalbéjima jtraukiami duomenys i§ ekspertiniy interviu. Apklausiami Siaurés 3aliy gynybos
ata$é, tarnautojai ir diplomatai, kurie dirba su Lietuvos-Siaurés 3aliy bendradarbiavimu.
Siam tikslui atlieckami devyni pusiau struktiruoti interviu.® | juos jtraukiami papildomi
klausimai pagal aktualijas ir valstybiy specifika. Kalbéti sutiko Danijos, Norvegijos ir
Svedijos gynybos atasé. Taip pat interviu imtas i§ Svedijos ambasados antrojo sekretoriaus
bei dviejy Danijos ambasados stazuotojy. Apie Lietuva anonimiSkai kalbéta su Uzsienio
reikaly ministerijos (toliau URM)® ir Krasto apsaugos ministerijos (toliau KAM) atstovai.

Du Suomijos gynybos sistemos atstovai taip pat panoro likti anonimiski.

Nepavyko apklausti visy numatyty paSnekovy. Pavyzdziui, ieSkant antro pasnekovo
1§ Norvegijos, net trys gynybos atstovai atsisaké duoti interviu de¢l besikeicianciy pareigy
arba laiko trikumo. Vis délto vienas i§ jy suteiké bendros informacijos apie Norvegijos
uzsienio politikos prioritetus ir bendradarbiavima su Lietuva elektroniniu susirasinéjimu?®.
Dél riboty galimybiy vienas i§ Suomijos atstovy, j klausimus atsaké pastu, o du Danijos
ambasados stazuotojai buvo pasirinkti dél mazo Danijos ambasados Lietuvoje personalo

skaiCiaus. Jiems uzduoti Siek tiek kitokie klausimai, kalbant tik apie laika, kurj staZzuotojai

8 1§ viso apklausiau 10 Zmoniy. Pokalbis su dviem Danijos ambasados Lietuvoje staZzuotojais laikomas vienu interviu.
° Tiesa, autorius negavo leidimo interviu jradinéti.
10 §js susirasinéjimas neskai¢iuojamas kaip interviu.
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dirbo ambasadoje. Vis délto kadangi interviu pirmiausiai buvo skirti papildyti bei patikslinti

duomenis i§ dokumenty, todél surinkti duomenys tyrimui vis tiek yra naudingi.

Antrojoje darbo dalyje pradedama nuo trumpo skyriaus apie Lietuvos
bendradarbiavimg su Islandija, kur paaiSkinama, kodél §i Salis nejtraukiama j pagrinding
analize. Kity valstybiy skyriai suskirstomi j keturias dalis: saugumo aplinkos supratimas,
Rusijos supratimo dinamika ir bendradarbiavimas su Lietuva/Siaurés $alimis. Tre¢ioji darbo
dalis sudaryta pagal panasig logika kaip ir valstybiy skyriai antrojoje, taciau ten kalbama tik
apie Lietuva. I§vadose remiantis gautais rezultatais jvertinamos Siaurés Saliy ir Lietuvos
bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos Rusijos-Ukrainos karo kontekste ir pateikiamos politikos

rekomendacijos kaip geriausia jsitraukti j Siaurés saugumo bendruomene.

2. Siaurés Saliy ir Lietuvos reakcija i Krymo okupacija

2.1. Islandija: maza ir tolima

21

Kaip ir kitos Siaurés valstybés Islandija laviravo tarp Vakary ir Ryty Saltojo karo
pradzioje. 1949 m. ji prisijungé pric NATO iSsiderédama salyga, kad uZsienio daliniai
negalés buti dislokuoti jos teritorijoje taikos metu. Situacijg pakeit¢ 1961 m. tarpusavio
bendradarbiavimo sutartis su JAV, kuria islandai jsileido amerikieciy pajégas | savo
teritorijg. Nepaisant to, Salis su Taryby Sajunga buvo susijusi glaudZziais ekonominiais
rySiais. XX a. 5 deSimtmetyje Jungtin¢ Karalysté pries Islandijg pradéjo menkiy embargg dél
ko islandai nemazg dalj savo prekybos nukreipé j rytus (Hannibalsson, 2016). Iki 1970 m.
apie 90 % Islandijos eksporto sudar¢ Zuvies produktai. Be to, Taryby Sajunga tapo
pagrindine ir beveik vienintele naftos tiekéja Islandijai Saltojo karo metu (Islandijos
ambasados Kanadoje puslapis). Taigi kol Islandija priklausé JAV karine prasme, ji buvo

priklausoma nuo Taryby Sajungos ekonomiskai.

Lietuvai Islandija jstrigusi atmintyje, nes ji buvo pirmoji valstybé pripaZinusi miisy
nepriklausomybe. Nors §i Siaurés 3alis ir Lietuva tuo metu nesudaré jokios saugumo
bendruomenés, Islandija tada pasielgé tarsi tokio darinio naré. 1990- 1994 apie 78% Salies
eksporto sudaré Zuvies produktai, 0 TSRS buvo svarbus prekybos partneris. Tuo metu JAV
rémé Gorbaciovo persitvarkymo politika ir skatino Baltijos Salis derétis, uzuot tiesiog
reikalavus nepriklausomybés (Hannibalsson, 2016). Lietuvos pripazinimas sunkiai
paaiSkintinas realistine logika, nes neatitiko valstybés ekonominiy interesy ir galingesniy

sgjungininkiy pozicijy. Nepaisant to, Islandijos valdantysis elitas ir TSRS disidentai buvo



susije glaudziais rysiais. Pavyzdziui, tuometinio Islandijos uzsienio reikaly ministro broliai
mokési TSRS ir palaiké glaudzius rySius su sovietiniy Saliy disidentais (Ten pat). Tai jau kur
kas panasiau ] saugumo bendruomene, kai valstybiy elitai susij¢ glaudziais rySiais ir dél

panasaus pasaulio matymo jaucia artuma.

Vis délto darbe Islandijos atvejo iSsamiai nenagrinéju, nes Salis nepasizymi
reikiamais parametrais, kad galéty tapti visaverte saugumo bendruomenés nare. Islandija yra
tiesiog per toli ir turi mazai resursy, kad prasmingai galéty jsitraukti j veikimg
tarptautiniuose formatuose (Hilson 2008). Islandija ilgg laikg neturéjo nei ginkluotojy
pajégy, nei gynybos strategijos ir kliovési NATO parama. Padétis pasikeité 2008 m. kai
vyriausybé pavedé nepriklausomai grupei i§ savo sriciy eksperty atlikti pirmajj valstybés
rizikos vertinimg. Tolesnés pastangas plétoti nacionalinio saugumo strategija sustabde
ekonominé krizé ir i§ to plaukes vyriausybés nestabilumas (Bailes and por Olafsson, 2014).
Vis délto 2014 m. parlamentiné darbo grupé parengé ataskaita apie nacionaling saugumo
strategija. Dokumente su viena i§imtimi sutariamal® dél biitinybés biti NATO nare. Vis
délto ribotas strateginiy dokumenty skaicius bet kokiy iSvady daryma apie ateities islandy
saugumo politikg daro kebliu. Pasirinkimg nejtraukti Islandijos | analiz¢ pagrindzia ir
praktika. Apie bendradarbiavimg kalbintas Lietuvos UZsienio reikaly ministerijos (toliau-
URM) atstovas tvirtino, kad su bendradarbiavimas su Islandija pats pasyviausias, ne tik dél
Sios mazumo, bet ir uz santykius su Islandija atsakinga ambasada Kopenhagoje, kas
apsunkina artimy kontakty palaikymag (Anoniminis interviu su URM 2016) Taigi riboti
Islandijos ir Lietuvos resursai neleidzia tikétis zymiai intensyvesnés Saugumo partnerystés
artimiausioje ateityje. Bitent todél, darbe telkiuosi j keturias kitas Siaurés 3alis- Danija,

Norvegija, Suomija, Svedija ir Lietuva.

2.2. Danija: svarstanti, bet taupanti

2.2.1. Saugumo erdvés supratimas

Danijos 2005- 2009 m. Gynybos susitarime, teigiama, kad néra konvencinés grésmeés
Danijos teritorijai, todél néra butinybés mobilizacinei sistemai. Grésmes yra ,,asimetrinés ir
nenuspéjamos" visy pirma turint omenyje terorizmg. Taip pat kalbama apie masiniy
naikinimy ginkly platinimo pavojy ir ,,konflikto teritorijas", kurias reikia stabilizuoti ,,taikos

palaikymo operacijomis.” Teigiama, kad ,, Grésmés nebiitinai privalo kilti geografiskai arti

UNarystei NATO tradiciskai prietarauja Zaliyjy partija. Kita vertus pastebéti, kad narysté organizacijoje anks¢iau buvo
vertinama kur kas skeptiskiau.
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Danijos, bet vis tiek kelti rizikg Danijai, miisy sqjungininkams ir misy vertybéms, net jei jos
pasireiskia uzsienyje.” (Danish Defence Agreement 2005- 2009, 1-13). 2009 m.
pasiraS§ytame susitarime démesys dalinai pasislenka j Arktj, kuri ,,pakeisi regiono strategine
svarbg ir reiks daugiau uzduociy Danijos ginkluotosioms pajégoms.” Danijos teritorijai
tiesioginés vis dar néra, taciau ji ,,privalo buti pasirengusi kovoti ir konvencinius konfliktus."
Pirma kartg tiesiogiai paminimos kibernetinés grésmés ir butinybé stiprinti kibernetines
galimybes. Daugiau kalbama ir apie ,,kovos pries sukilélius, taikos palaikymo operacijas ir
atstatymo darbus" visame pasaulyje (Danish Defence Agreement 2010- 2014, 1-38). 2012
m. prie visy prie§ tai minéty grésmiy prisideda ekonominiai i$Sukiai. Apie Kibernetines
grésmes sakoma, kad jas gali vykdyti valstybiniai ir nevalstybiniai veikéjai. Pagrindiniais
miusio laukais tampa Arktis, Afganistanas ir kibernetiné erdvé (Danish Defence Agreement
2013- 2017, 1-21). Démesys Arkciai, naujos grésmés, iSsamesnis jy apibudinamas ir
atitinkamai didéjanti gynybos susitarimy apimtis'? rodo, kad Danijos grésmiy supratimas iki
Krymo aneksijos plétési.

2.2.2. Santykis su Rusija

Pries Krymo aneksijag Danijos gynybos susitarimuose Rusija aptariama mazai ir
traktuojama greiciau kaip potencialus partneris nei grésme. 2004 m. pasiraSytame Gynybos
susitarime ji visiSkai neminima. Kita vertus, 2009 m. analogiskame dokumente raSoma, kad
reikia i3analizuoti ar naudinga ,,artimiau bendradarbiauti su kitomis Siaurés Salimis, JAV,
Kanada, Rusija ir Jungtine Karalyste, kalbant apie stebéjimg (ang. surveillance) ir kitas
panasias uzduotis“ Arktyje (Danijos gynybos susitarimas 2010-2014, 2009, 1-38). Rusijos
jterpimas tarp NATO sgjungininkiy rodo, kad $i neisskiriama ar traktuojama kazkaip kitaip
negu kitos Salys. O §tai jau 2012 m. Danija ,,artimai ir patikimai bendradarbiauja su
Rusija“ plétodama priesraketinés gynybos pajégumy planus ir Rusija padarydama partnere
bent Sioje srityje. Nepaisant to, tai tik atskiros nuorodos. Gynybos susitarimuose iki Krymo
aneksijos Rusijai néra skiriama daug démesio. Ten taip pat néra nieko, kas leisty Rusija

laikyti grésme Danijos saugumui Siuo laikotarpiu.

Nauja Danijos Gynybos susitarimg numatoma pasirasyti tik 2017 m. Tai bus
pirmasis gynybos susitarimas po Krymo okupacijos. Vis délto $iy mety balandzio pabaigoje
pasirodé diplomato Peter Taksee-Jensen valstybés uZsienio ir saugumo politikos apzvalga,

kurio i§vados turéty tapti pagrindu naujam Danijos gynybos susitarimui. Joje teigiama, kad

12 angliskoje versijoje nuo 19 psl 2004 iki 46 psl 2012.
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. Rusija ir Artimieji Rytai yra didéjantys issikiai ir sudaro nestabilumo lankg (ang.arc)
besitesianciq nuo Siaurés-ryty Europos sieny krasto iki Pietvakariy Siaurinés Afiikos* ir
saugumo tvarkai ir jsitvirtinusiems (ang. established) pripazinty valstybiy autonomijos ir
teritorinio integralumo principams“ (Review of Denmark’s Foreign and Security Policy
2016, 5,11-20). Sis dokumentas teikia stipry signala, kad po Krymo okupacijos Rusijos
veiksmai Ukrainoje- Danijoje traktuojama kaip grésmé Europos (o kartu ir Danijos)

saugumui.

Rusijos atzvilgiu vertéty islaikyti vieningg pozicijg ir remti partnerius rytuose. ,,Tali
bus pasiekta ypac¢ per bendras ES sankcijas ir jsipareigojimus NATO, taip pat per dany
dalyvavimg pratybose kaimyninése teritorijose (Ten pat, 9). Vienas $iy jsipareigojimy yra
Baltijos Salims. Taigi taip pat sakoma, kad vienas biidas uZztikrinti Saliy darng ir atsparumag
Rusijos atzvilgiu yra testi bendradarbiavimag su Baltijos Salimis dalyvaujant pratybose.
Nepaisant to, Rusijos kaip grésmés traktavimas vienoje apzvalgoje'® negali tapti pagrindu
daryti iSvadai, kad Danijos elitas Rusija prad¢jo traktuoti kaip grésme. Biitent todeél
vertindamas ar Danijoje Rusija tapo grésme daugiausia, tokiais netiesioginiais indikatoriais

kaip islaidos gynybai, gynybos reformos ar diskusijos visuomengéje.

Debatai visuomenéje. Taip pat Siuo metu Danijoje vyksta diskusijos de¢l Salies
saugumo. Nors prie§ Krymo aneksija duomeny nepavyko rasti, taciau 2014 m. atliktoje
apklausoje 59,3% dany Rusijg laiko grésme Europos saugumui, o 49,1% populiacijos mano,
kad ji atsakinga uz kriz¢ Ukrainoje (Rytgaard and Kuttner 2014). Tai kursto gincus politiky
tarpe del gynybos politikos. Pavyzdziui, Peter Taksee-Jensen vadovaujamos grupes
valstybés uzsienio ir saugumo politikos apzvalgoje siiilymas didinti gynybos biudzeta
sulauké kar$ty diskusijy. Pavyzdziui, uzsienio reikaly ministré Kristian Jensen sakeé
neketinanti vadovautis rekomendacijomis, 0 opozicinés Konservatoriy ir Danijos liaudies
partijos remty sitilomas reformas. Gynybos ministras Peter Christensen pavadino ataskaitg
»geru jkvépimu”, bet neatskleidé ar derybose dél naujo gynybos susitarimo bandys sitilyti
biudzeto didinima (Jyllands-Posten, 2016). Kita vertus, susidaro jspudis, kad jy reakcijos yra
ne tiek dél NATO ir regioninés krypties, kiek dél tokiy problemy kaip migracijos srauty
suvaldymas ir 1éSy skirstymas kitiems. Taigi nors zymi dalis visuomenés Rusija laiko

grésme Europos saugumui, politikai daugiau kalba apie migracija.

13 Nors ir oficialiai pavestoje vyriausybés.
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Karinés reformos. Vienas rodikliy, kuris atspindi Rusijos grésmés suvokimag
Siaurés Salyse yra iSlaidos gynybai. Kaip matyti i§ Siaurés $aliy gynybos biudzety, dauguma
ju pradéjo didinti 1éSas, skiriamas kras$to apsaugai (Anoniminis interviu su KAM 2016).
ReikSminga iSimtis galéty biiti Danija, kuri vykdé kariuomenés reformg ir islaidas mazino
iki Siol. Kita vertus, 2013-2017 m. Danijos gynybos susitarime raSoma, kad reforma skirta
optimizuoti 1Sy panaudojimg ir jg ketinama igyvendinti ,,nepaveikiant operaciniy gynybos
pajégumy.* (Danijos gynybos susitarimas 2013- 2017, 2012, 1-21). Be iSvardinty priezasciy
Danijos gynybos atas¢ Lietuvai plk. Sgren Frausig teigia, kad pinigy gynybai maZzinimas
neturéty neigiamai paveikti prioritety Baltijos Salyse dar ir tod¢l, kad dany jsitraukimas
Afganistane minimalus, o laisvos léSos tarptautinéms operacijoms dabar skiriamos ir
bendradarbiavimui su Baltijos valstybémis (Asmeninis interviu Danijos gynybos atase
Lietuvai). Vis délto tai buvo pasakyta prie§ Danijai jsitraukiant j veiksmus Sirijoje prie$
Daesh $iy mety balandj (Matzen, 2016). Tai rodo du dalykus- laisvi resursai potencialiai
gali biiti suryti naujy operacijy uzsienyje ir kad Danija turi laisvy resursy, kuriuos gali skirti
tarptautinéms misijoms. Dél Danijos i$laidy karpymo nevertéty jaudintis, nes, pagal Velso
susitarimus, valstybé iSlaidy gynybai nebemaZzins.'* (Review of Denmark’s Foreign and
Security Policy 2016 12). Daug svarbiau, kur jos bus skiriamos. Jei j Peter Taksge-Jensen
grupés ataskaita bus rimtai atsizvelgta, tai zada didesnes bendradarbiavimo galimybes

Lietuvai.

2.2.3. Bendradarbiavimas su Lietuva/Siaurés $alimis

Iki Krymo okupacijos Lietuva tiesiogiai neminima svarbiausiose Danijos gynybos
susitarimuose. Tuo metu Baltijos Salys tiesiogiai minimos vieng karta 2012 m., pateikiant
Baltijos oro policijos misija, kaip geraja praktika, kuri turéty tapti pavyzdziu kitose veikimo

srityse:

,,Be to, sutarta, kad darbo specializacija ar pasidalijimas privalo biti vykdomas
koordinuotai ir sgqmoningai, idant uzduotys biity atliekamos efektyviai, kaip tai yra daroma

oro policijos uzduotyje virs Baltijos Saliy.*

Danijos gynybos susitarimas 2013-2017, 1-21

14 Kylant BVP Danija jsipareigojo i$laidas gynybai didinti iki 2%.
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Po Krymo aneksijos Uzsienio ir saugumo politikos apzvalgoje Baltijos Salys (tarp jy
ir Lietuva) vaizduojami kaip partneriai, su kuriais partneryste reikéty stiprinti pirmiausia ES

formate:

Mums reikéty islaikyti ir iSplésti bendradarbiavimg tarp Siaurés ir Baltijos Saliy,
Nyderlandy ir kity bendraminciy, tam kad uztikrintume tinkamq balansq su stipriu Siaurés

Europos balsu europiniame bendradarbiavime.
Review of Denmark’s Foreign and Security Policy 2016, 14.

Apzvalgoje sitiloma stiprinti regioninj bendradarbiavimg aplink Baltijos jira. Nors
istraukose i§skiriamas atskiras Siaurés ir Baltijos Saliy formatas, tatiau jj norima plésti
kuriant Siaurés Europos balsa, nes ,.galime sustiprinti Europine dimensijq sukurdami (ang.
building) strategine partneryste su Siaurés ir Baltijos Salims, kaip ir Nyderlandais, kas
Patraukty europinj bendradarbiavimg Siaurés Europos kryptimi.“ Kalbant apie karinj
bendradarbiavimg ,,Danija negali, nei turéty veikti viena uzsienyje ir démesys turéty biiti
skiriamas bendradarbiavimui, jskaitant Siaurés Saliy formate ir su kitomis Salimis aplink
Balltijos jurg.* Valstybés saugumo politikos prioritetas ir vienas pagrindiniy uzdaviniy turéty
tapti ,,aktyviai skatinti tvary ir taiky vystymgsi Danijos Karalystés artimoje kaimynystéje
Arktyje ir Baltijos juros regione, itin didinant prioritetq bendradarbiavimo struktiroms ir
savo pajégumams biti galimybiy ir grésmiy priesakyje.” (Review of Denmark’s Foreign
and Security Policy 2016, 14). Taigi Danija saugumg turéty uzsitikrinti artimiau

bendradarbiaudama (taip pat ir) saugumo srityje.

Nepaisant to, interviu su Danijos ambasados Lietuvoje stazuotojais leidzia tikétis
riboto Danijos jsitraukimo. Siuo metu jie atsakinéja j klausimus i§ Kopenhagos apie Baltijos
Saliy lukescius prie§ VarSuvos susitikimg. IS jy turinio, paSnekovams susidare jspiidis, kad
Danija siekia patenkinti Baltijos valstybiy saugumo liikescius, skiriant kuo maziau savo
resursy (Asmeninis interviu su Danijos ambasados stazuotojais 2016). Gera zinia ta, kad
Danijai riipi Lietuvos, Latvijos ir Estijos lukesciai yra veiksnys koreguojantis Danijos jnasa.
Taip pat toliau ketinama iSlaikyti aktyvy bendradarbiavimg treniruociy srityje. Pavyzdziui,
anot Danijos gynybos atasé Baltijos Salims, art¢jancioms pratyboms ryty Europoje Danija
skirs 6000 kariy, i$ kuriy treniruotis j Baltijos $alis atvyks 2500 kariy. (Asmeninis interviu
su Danijos gynybos atasé Lietuvai, 2016). Danams aktualu treniruotis Baltijos $alyse dél ¢ia

esanciy miSky. Be to, Danijai aktyviau jsitraukus j konfliktg Sirijoje atsiras didesnis poreikis



bendradarbiauti tarp specialiyjy pajégy (Asmeninis interviu su Danijos ambasados
stazuotojais, 2016), kas taip pat biity naudinga Lietuvai. Taigi galima prognozuoti, kad kol
bendradarbiavimas pratyby srityje gali stipréti, kitose srityse Danijos jnasas j Lietuvos

saugumg bus minimalus.

Bendradarbiavimas. Galiausiai 2005~ 2014 m. Danijos Karalystés iniciatyva
pradétas projektas LITBRIG, kurio metu Mechanizuota péstininky brigada ,,Gelezinis
vilkas“ pradéta visapusiSkai rengti NATO operacijoms pagal S$iuos organizacijos
reikalavimus. 2006 m. ,,Gelezinis vilkas" struktariS8kai priskirtas (afiliuotas) Danijos
divizijai, idant brigada gebéty veikti didesniy pajégy sudétyje ir geriau jsitraukti j misijas
(KAM puslapis, 2010). Taip pat 2005- 2011 m. Latvijoje rezidavo Danijos kariniy pataréjy
grupé arba DATS (ang. Danish Advisory and Training Staff) konsultavo Lietuva, Latvijg ir
Estija pajégy atitikimo NATO standartams klausimais (DATS Rapport , 2012). Taigi net iki
Krymo aneksijos karinis bendradarbiavimas su Danija buvo glaudus.

Po Krymo aneksijos danai taip pat rodé savo paramg Lietuvai. 2014 m. po Krymo
aneksijos Danija Baltijos Salims atsiunté papildomus 6 F-16 naikintuvus sustiprinti NATO
oro policijos misisjai Baltijos Salyse (Jensen and Matzen, 2014). 2014 m. Danija pirma kartg
dalyvavo iki tol didziausiose pratybose Baltijos Salyse ,,Kardo kirtis 2014 (Asmeninis
interviu su Danijos gynybos atasé Lietuvai, 2016). 2016 m. pradzioje abiejy Saliy gynybos
ministrai pasiras¢ ,,Tarpusavio supratimo memoranduma‘ ir ,Politines gaires dviSaliam
bendradarbiavimui gynybos ir saugumo srityje 2015-2019 metams* (KAM puslapis Lietuva
ir Danija stiprina gynybing partneryste, 2016) Memorandumas yra 1994 m. pasiraSyto
dvisalio susitarimo tarp Lietuvos ir Danijos atnaujinimas, kuriame numatytos tolimesné
santykiy vizija (Asmeninis interviu su Danijos gynybos ata$¢ Lietuvai, 2016). Tuo metu
politinés gairése kalbama apie konkrecias bendradarbiavimo formas: Lietuvos Sausumos
pajégy ir Danijos divizijos dalyvavima bendrose pratybose, bendradarbiavimg tarptautiniy
operacijy, karinio mokymo srityse bei patirties keitimasi tarp savanoriy pajégy (KAM
puslapis, 2016).

2.2.4. Bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos

Danija Lietuvai i§licka artimiausia partnere karine prasme tarp Siaurés $aliy. Vis
délto ribotas dokumenty skai¢ius  ir susiskaldymas ir migracijos bei terorizmo
problematikos vyravimas vieSajame kalb¢jime neleidzia daryti iSvados, kad Rusija

suprantama kaip grésmé tiesiogiai Danijai. Kita vertus, dviSaliai susitarimai su Lietuva,
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visuomenés apklausos ir ekspertiniai interviu rodo, kad Rusijos keliamos grésmés yra
klausimas, kurj galima aptarti. Kitais Zodziais tariant, susidaro jspudis, kad Danijos
politiniam elitui Krymo aneksijg svarbi, nes tai riipi Europai ir sgjungininkams bei vien dél
to galima stiprinti saugumo bendradarbiavima, taip uZztikrinant ir iSsprendziant Lictuvos
buigstavimus. Taigi nors konfliktuojantys duomenys neleidzia patvirtinti pirmo teiginio,
simboliniai veiksmai bendradarbiauti kaip ir dvisaliai gynybos susitarimai leidzia apginti
antrgj]. Tapatus situacijos sprendimo biidy regéjimas yra minimali sglyga egzistuoti toje

pacioje saugumo bendruomengje. Biitent todél Lietuva galéty biti joje su Danija.

2.3. Norvegija: tolima, bet naudinga

2.3.1. Saugumo erdveés supratimas
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Iki Krymo aneksijos Norvegijos baltosiose knygose akcentuojamos panasios
grésmés kaip ir Danijoje. 2006 m. ir 2008 m. knygose raSoma, kad tai laikas , kai néra
jokios aiskios karinés grésmés" civiliams. Vietoj to, jiems graso tokios asimetrinés grésmeés
kaip terorizmas, o saugumo aplinka charakterizuojama ,,netikrumo ir nenuspéjamumo”
(Norwegian Defence 2006, 2006, 1-25). Kalbama apie kertinj NATO vaidmenj saugumo

politikoje ir i$ to kylancig priederme uzkirsti kelig tarptautiniam nestabilumui:

WNATO islieka Norvegijos saugumo ir gynybos politikos kertiniu akmeniu.
Pagrindinis démesys skiriamas regioniniy kriziy ir konflikty, galinciy isplisti ir grasinti

valstybiy nariy saugumui, prevencijai, suvarzymui (ang. containment) ir sprendimui'.
Norwegian Defence 2006 2006, 1-25

Kaimynystéje kalbama apie aktyvy dalyvavimg ES saugumo ir gynybos politikoje ir
Taip pat pabréziama, kylanti Arkties regiono svarba: ,,...strateginé Siaurinio regiono svarba
ir poreikis administruoti ir saugoti natiralius resursus didelése jury plotuose yra kertiniai
faktoriai miisy saugumo ir gynybos politikoje.." (Ten pat). Biitent todél ,,Siauriniai regionai

yra svarbiausia strateginiy [saugumo] investicijy sritis™ (Norwegian Defence, 2008, 1-15).

Vienas skirtumas tarp 2006 m. ir 2008 m. Baltyjy knygy- Salia trijy pagrindiniy
veikimo formaty (Jungtiniy Tauty, NATO ir ES) aiskiai iSskiriamas Kketvirtas-
bendradarbiavimas tarp Siaurés 3aliy. Jame teigiama, kad yra ,,daug panasumy saugumo
politikos vertinimuose ir saugumo interesuose Siaurés Salyse”, todél tai dar vienas formatas,

kuriame Norvegija kartu su partneriais gali prisidéti prie ,,daugybés (ang. range) gynybos



politikos saugumo politikos ambicijy” (Ten pat). Nepaisant to, 2006 m. ir 2008 m. Baltasias
knygas vienija ir nuo Danijos gynybos susitarimy skiria, tai, kad Rusija neminima nei kaip
draugas, nei kaip svarstytinas partneris. IS tikro Siuose dokumentuose zodis Rusija/rusiskas
pasitelkiamas tik kaip ribozenklis, pavyzdziui, valstybiy sienoms. Galima daryti iSvada, kad
aptariamu metu (bent atvirai) Rusija kaip tokia nefigiravo Norvegijos saugumo aplinkos

supratime.

2.3.2. Santykis su Rusija
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Po Krymo aneksijos pagrindiniuose Norvegijos saugumo vertinimuose Rusijos
Federacijos veiksmai Ukrainoje aiSkiai traktuojama kaip grésmé. 2015 m. Eksperty
komisijos saugumo ir gynybos politikos vertinime daugiausiai aptariami santykiai su Rusija
Siauréje. Ten Rusija ir Norvegija bendradarbiauja tokiais klausimais kaip ,,resursy
administravimas, aplinkosaugos problemos ir paieska ir pagalba.* (Unified Effort, 2015,
22). Siauréje Rusija ir Norvegija suinteresuotos, kad ,,regionas islikty stabilus ir taikus*,
todél ,,netikétina, kad kariniai konfliktai kilty artimiausioje ateityje dél lokaliniy ar
regioniniy skirtumy Siauréje.” (Ten pat) Nepaisant to, labiausiai tikétina, kad karinio
konflikto su Rusija Saltinis galéty tapti ,,geopolitiniai skirtumai tarp didziyjy galiy ir bloky,
kurie tada turés pasekmiy Siauréje. (Ten pat, 24) Rusija regima kaip grésmé, nes ,,Rusija
isliks Norvegijos gynybos planavimq lemianciu faktoriumi artimiausioje ateityje. Krizé
Ukrainoje zymi ,, gilios taikos * pabaigq Europoje. Rusijos kariuomenés galia (ang. build up)
pabrézia Norvegijos- Rusijos galios santykiy asimetrijq.” (Ten pat, 13) Taip pat Rusija
itraukiama ] sarasg tarp kity grésmiy- terorizmo, kibernetiniy ataky ir ilgojo nuotolio rakety,
apibendrinant, kad ,,Sios grésmés ir rizikos stipriai veikia Norvegijos saugumg“(Ten pat).
Panasiai kalbama ir 2015 m. parlamentui skirtoje Baltojoje knygoje. Ten rasoma, kad
Htradicinés karinés grésmés vél griztq j miisy pasaulio dalj* ir kad ,,Rusijos nelegali Krymo
aneksija ir ryty Ukrainos destabilizavimas pakirto (ang. undermined) Europos saugumq®,
kas paveiks ,,Norvegijos uzsienio ir saugumo politikg ateityje” (Global security challenges
in Norway’s foreign policy, 2015, 6). Norvegijos interesai geriausiai uztikrinami Jungtinése
Tautose ir NATO bei per ,,bendradarbiavimg su tarpatlantiniais ir Europos partneriais.”
(Ten pat). Apibendrinant galima pasakyti, kad po Krymo aneksijos Rusija ne tik suvokiama

kaip grésme, bet ir tampa akstinu Norvegijos bendradarbiavimui su sgjungininkais.

Diskusijos visuomenéje. Ar Rusija laikoma grésme Norvegijos visuomengje

nustatyti sudétinga. Man nepavyko rasti duomeny apie Rusijos vertinimg Norvegijoje pries



Krymo aneksija. Kita vertus, netiesiogiai apciuopti norvegy suvokimg galima remiantis kity
tyrimais. Stai Andrea Sofie Nilssen (2015, 132) tirdama Norvegijos vyriausybés ir
ziniasklaidos pasisakymus nustaté¢, kad vieSojoje erdveje jsivyravo neigiamas nuomoneé
Rusijos atzvilgiu, kuris i§ esmés sutampa su Europos Sgjungos pozicija. Butent todél, galbiit
nestebina, kad 2014 m. Gallup Pasaulio apklausos duomenimis, Rusijos valdzios veikima
jvertino neigiamai 89% norvegy (auksciausias neigiamas jvertinimas tarp 135 Saliy). Taigi

galima daryti pagrijsta prielaida, kad Norvegijos visuomené¢je Rusija vertinama neigiamai.

kaimynémis. Norvegija kaip ir daugumo kity Siaurés $aliy padidino islaidas gynybai. Vis
délto didzigja dalj 1éSy ,,suryja“ oro pajégos. Norvegija savo F-18 naikintuvus, keicia |
naujus F-35, kas labai brangiai kainuoja. Norvegijos gynybos ata$¢ Baltijos Salims plk.
Laila Kvammen Lie teigé, kad tai nepatinka sausumos pajégoms ir laivynui, nes jie
papildomy 1éSy negauna (Asmeninis interviu su Norvegijos gynybos atasé Baltijos Salims
2016). Kadangi $i reforma skirta stiprinti valstybés oro gynybai, po Krymo aneksijos ji taip
pat bus pasitarnaus uztikrinant oro erdvés saugumga regione. Nepaisant to, kad néra ES naré
ir jos verslas glaudziai susijes su Rusija, Norvegija prisijungé prie bendry ES sankcijy
kaimynei rytuose. (Koranyi, 2014). Ji taip pat su Rusija nutrauké dviSalj karinj
bendradarbiavimg (Pettersen, 2016). Taigi jei ne dél kariniy reformy, tai bent dél politiniy

veiksmy, Norvegija su Rusija elgiasi kaip su grésme.

2.3.3. Bendradarbiavimas su Lietuva/Siaurés $alimis
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Lietuvos saugumas Norvegijai svarbus dél narystés NATO. 2006 m. Baltojoje
knygoje Lietuva minima kaip NATO naré. Kadangi ji tokia yra, todél Aljansas stengiasi
Wdidinti saugumq ir stabilumg visoje [aut. Euroatlantinéje] teritorijoje” ir telkiasi j
wregioniniy kriziy ir konflikty, kurie gali isplisti ir grasinti valstybiy nariy saugumui
prevencijg, suvarzymg (ang. containment) ir sprendimg.” (Norwegian Defence 2006, 1-25).
2008 m. Lietuva galima aptikti tik tarptautiniy operacijy lentel¢je, kur nurodyta, kad tuo
metu joje misijg atliko 57 kariai (Norway Defence 2008, 1-16), o0 2013 m. jos néra paminéta
tiesiogiai 1§ vis. Kita vertus, Tiek 2006, tiek 2008 m., 2013 m. i§ Baltijos valstybiy minima
Estija, kuri dalyvavo kartu su Norvegija Siaurés kovos grupéje. Kalbant apie Siaurés 3alis
nuo 2008 m. placiau aptariamas bendradarbiavimas, kas pateikiama kaip gerosios praktikos
pavyzdys. Vis délto sglyginis Lietuvos nebuvimas leidzia suprasti, kad saugumo prasme iki

2013 m. Norvegijai Lietuva aktuali tik kaip NATO naré ir niekaip kitaip.



2015 m. Norvegijos saugumo ir gynybos politikos eksperty vertinime Baltijos Salys
taip pat i§ esmés regimos per NATO prizme. Dél pasikeitusio Rusijos keliamy pavojy
vertinimo, jos tampa labiau aktualios Norvegijos ginkluotoms pajégoms. Ataskaitoje
aptariami net keletas galimy scenarijy, kur Rusija tapty prieSu. Vienas i jy, Rusijos
ginkluotosios pajégos pasiunciamos ginti tautiniy mazumy Baltijos valstybése. Tokiu atveju
daroma, iSvada, kad ,,Norvegijos ginkluotosios pajégos privalo gebéti greitai pasiysti (ang.
Provide) ir perkelti [karinius] vienetus j Baltijos zong.* Ir buti pasiruoSusios ,,kariniam
misiui ar likti teritorijoje istestq laiko periodg.© (Unified Effort, 57) Taigi Norvegijos elitas

saugumo bendradarbiavimg mato per NATO prizmg net ir po Krymo aneksijos.

Pagrindinés bendradarbiavimo sritys su Norvegija saugumo klausimais yra
pakankamai specifinés. Norvegijos gynybos atasé¢ Baltijos Salims ir Lietuvos uZsienio
reikaly ministerijos atstovas kaip svarbiausias bendradarbiavimo sritj jvardino energetinj
saugumg. Lietuva suskystinty dujy terminalg pastaté Norvegijos jmonés Hoegh LNG
(SGDT puslapis 2014), kas padidino Lietuvos energetinj sauguma, o véliau uzsimezge
energetiniai rySiai sudaré sglygas Siais metais dujy importu j Lietuvg Norvegijai pranokti
Rusijos Federacija (Adomaitis, 2016). Taip pat aktyvus dvisalis bendradarbiavimas vyksta
tarp Lietuvos ir Norvegijos specialiyjy pajégy. Vis délto dél milziniskos F-35 reformos
kainos Norvegija §iais metais negalés atsiysti ] Baltijos Salis (Asmeninis interviu su
Norvegijos gynybos atasé¢ Baltijos Salims 2016). Bitent todél telktis ; bendradarbiavima

karinéje srityje galima nuo kity mety.

2.3.4. Bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos

Norvegijai Rusijos Federacija visy pirma konkurentas Siauré¢je. Ji traktuojama kaip
grupiné grésmé ne dél tiesiogiai keliamo pavojaus, bet Norvegijos narystés NATO. Po
Krymo aneksijos Rusijai tapus i$sukiui Aljansui, ji taip pat tapo potencialia grésme
Norvegijai, kuri ypa¢ pabrézia savo pasirengimag ginti sajungininkus. Galima teigti, kad dél
svarstymy kaip reikéty ginti Baltijos Salis, ekonominiy sankcijy, nebiinant ES nare,
neigiamos visuomenés nuomonés ir politiky pasisakymy- Rusija po Krymo aneksijos
laikoma grésme (pirmasis teiginys patvirtintas). Dél deklaruojamo solidarumo su NATO ir
Baltijos $alimis, aiSkaus ketinimo su savo stiprinimais pajégumais prisidéti prie Aljanso
uzduociy konstatuotina, kad Norvegija kaip vieng i§ saugumo situacijos sprendimo biidy

mato gynybos atgrasymo stiprinimg Aljanso lygmenyje (antrasis teiginys pasitvirtino).

2.4. Suomija: supratinga, bet uzsispyrusi
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2.4.1. Saugumo erdvés supratimas

Suomijos saugumo aplinka regima globaliy procesy kontekste. Jos saugumas
tiesiogiai priklauso nuo didziyjy galiy santykiy. Visuose analizuojamuose dokumentuose
daugiau/ maziau kalbama apie saugumo aplinka formuojancius veiksnius: karinius
konfliktus, didziyjy valstybiy santykius, demografinius pokyc¢ius, vis labiau globaly ir
tarpusavyje priklausomg pasaulj bei ekonomika, klimato (ang. environmental) poky¢ius ir
natiiralius resursus bei platesnes nei vien konvencines saugumo grésmes. Gynybos
ministerijos puslapyje publikuojami leidiniai pagal tematika skiriasi nuo skirty specifinei
temai (kibernetiniam saugumui, Rusijai) iki bendresniy strategijy ir vyriausybés vertinimy.
Jy apimtis taip pat skirtinga- nuo keleto deSim¢iy iki vir§ §imto puslapiy, kurivose smulkiai

apraSoma saugumo aplinka ir tikétini jos vystymosi scenarijai.

2.4.2. Santykis su Rusija

Nors strategijose skirtuose Suomijos visuomenei Rusija placiai neaptariama, tai
nereiSkia, kad ji Suomijai nesvarbi. Suomijos ministerijos iSleistose studijose apie Rusija ji
tarptautinéje arenoje apibiidinama kaip potencialus nestabilumo S$altinis. Vis tik §is ,,8altinis*
labiau linkes bendradarbiauti, nes siekia jgyvendinti savo ekonominius interesus ir nori
atsverti JAV jtaka pasaulyje ir labiau nei kada anksCiau integruotis su ,,iSoriniu pasauliu.*
Tikimasi, kad tokios tendencijos isliks toliau. Galima teigti, kad Suomijoje 2010 m. Rusija
regima, kaip potenciali rizika, kuri gali sutrikdyti nusistovéjusia tvarka. Vis délto tai erdve,

kurig galima stabilizuoti ir sumazinti bendradarbiaujant, ypa¢ ekonominiais rysiais.

Kol vélesniuose dokumentuose svarbiausiy Suomijos saugumui veikéjy skaicius
didéja, 2006 m. strategijoje ,,Saugiai j ateitj 2025" jvardinami keturi svarbiausi®®: ES,
Rusija, Jungtinés Tautos ir NATO, kurie i§ esmés i$liks ir kituose dokumentuose. IS jy ypac
svarbi Rusija, nes ,,Karinis ir politinis vystymasis kaimynystéje, ypac Rusijoje, smarkiai
daro jtakg Suomijos saugumui.” (Securely Into the Future 2025, 2006, 8). Sie poky¢iai néra
iki galo nuspé¢jami. Suomijai esant energetiskai priklausomai nuo Rusijos, jaudinamasi dél
ekonominio augimo, nes $§i ,,j pavojy statyti gali energijos ar zZaliavy produkcijos ar tiekimo
sutrikimai, sukelti jtampy tarptautiniuose santykiuose ar kriziy." (Ten pat). Nepaisant to,
Sios krizés niekaip nesiejamos su Rusijos ar ko nors kito veiksmais. Siokj tokj pokytj galima
pamatyti 2009 m. Vyriausybés ataskaitoje apie saugumo ir gynybos politikg. Parasius, kad

,Dauguma saugumo grésmiy Vakary tautoms kyla Siaurés Afiikoje, Viduriniuosiuose

15 ESBO ir Kinija.
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Rytuose, Centrinéje Azijoje ir Pietrytinéje Azijoje besitesianciame regione.” konstatuojama,
Jog ,, Ginkluoti konfliktai taip pat jmanomi Europoje.” Tada paminéjus dar kelis konfliktus
pasakoma, kad ,,Didziausia [aut. konflikto] eskalacijos rizika kilo is§ Gruzijos ir Rusijos
konflikto 2008 m. rugpjut.” (Finnish Security and Defence Policy 2009, 17). Nors véliau
aprasomi Rusijos veiksmai konflikto metu, juo ir apsiribojama, nepateikiant jokio moralinio

Rusijos veiksmy vertinimo.

Suomija skiria sau ypatinga role prisidéti prie Rusijos vystymosi teigiama linkme,
plétojant draugiSkus rySius. 2008 m. ir 2010 m. eksperty, diplomaty ir kity visuomeneés
atstovy grupés parengé dvi studijas apie Rusija: ,,Issukiy Rusija“ (2008) ir ,, Transformacijy
Rusija“ (2012). Nors jos nebitinai atitinka Gynybos ministerijos oficialig pozicija, ta¢iau
analize atlikusiose darbo grupése dalyvavo saugumo ekspertai, valstybés tarnautojai ir
ilgamete darbo patirtj turintys diplomatai. Batent todél, galima teigti, kad 2008 m. bei 2010
m. studijos atspindi diskusijas Rusijos klausimu Suomijos elite. Studijose iSsamiai aptariami
Rusijos interesai ir potencialios vystymosi tendencijos. Teigiama, kad Rusija suinteresuota
bendradarbiauti Suomijos atzvilgiu, nes ,,Rusijos akyse, palyginus, stabilumas ir nekeliantis
problemy (ang. problem-free) sienos su Suomija pobidis vertas islaikyti." (Russia of
Transformations 2012, 115). Taip pat konstatuojama, kad Suomija ir Rusija susijusi
ypatingu ryS$iu, todél biitent Suomijai pirmiausiai turéty ripéti stabilumas erdvéje  rytus nuo

jos:

., Vis délto, deél geografiniy ir istoriniy priezasciy, Suomija turi specialy statusq
santykiuose su Rusija ir NVS Salimis ir jei dabartiniai (ang. on hold) konfliktai jsiliepsnoty j

karg ar stichines nelaimes, ar etniniai konfliktai kilty regione, jie taip pat neisvengiamai

evvo— I3

Ten pat

Atitinkamai karinis konfliktas jmanomas ir Suomijoje, nes ,,Nors didelés ginkluotos
agresijos grésmé maza, bet negalima jos kategoriskai atmesti. Ribota kariné jéga taip pat
gali biiti panaudota kaip politinio ar ekonominio spaudimo dalis.* (Finnish Security and
Defence Policy 2012, 14). Vé¢lgi nenurodoma, kad ta ,,politinj ar karinj spaudimq* galéty
daryti Rusija. Vietoj to, ji apibiidinama kaip strateginis partneris ES lygyje:

wuomija pabrézia Europos Sgjungos ir visa apimanciy ES politikos darnumo

svarbg vis-a vis tokius jos strateginius partnerius kaip Kinija, Jungtinés Valstijos ir Rusija*



Ten pat, 12.

Kaip ypatingy grésmiy Suomijai rii§] galima iSskirti kibernetinés kilmeés pavojus.
Jiems atremti 2013 m. Suomijos Gynybos ministerija parengé¢ atskirg strategija. Joje
nenurodomi konkretGs kibernetiniy ataky rengéjai, tikriausiai dél to, kad juos sunku
nustatyti. Si strategija i$siskiria tuo, kad joje Rusija nepaminéta né vieng karta, kol 2006 m.
strategijos kiti trys pagrindiniai veikéjai'®, darantys jtaka Suomijos saugumo aplinkai
islieka. Skirtingai nuo kity Siaurés $aliy, Suomijos dokumentuose Rusija minima daZniau ir
beveik visada Rusijos valstybe pateikiant kaip potencialig partner¢ arba i$ gana neutralios
pozicijos apraSant jos veiksmus bei jvykius joje. (Cyber Security Strategy, 2013) Galima
klausti, kodél Rusija veikdama Suomijos sauguma beveik visur kitur kibernetinéje srityje

nefigliruoja, kol santykiai su Kitais tarptautiniais zaid¢jais islieka.

2014 m. Suomijos Gynybos politikos perzitiroje galima aptikti grieztesng¢ pozicija
Rusijos atzvilgiu. Tarptautiné situacija vystosi neigiama linkme ir daro poveikj ,,Suomijos
artimiausiai (ang. immediate) saugumo aplinkai.”“ (Review On Finland‘s Security
Cooperation 2014 20) Skirtingai nei Gruzijos atveju 2012 m. vyriausybés ataskaitoje, ¢ia ne

tik apibtidinami veiksmai Rusijos atzvilgiu, bet ir atvirai priskiriama kalte:

»Rusija, per savo veiksmus Ukrainoje, pazeidé tarptauting teise ir fundamentalius
Europos saugumo principus, kurie apima inter alia valstybiy teis¢ nepriklausomai priimti

I3

sprendimus apie savo saugumo politikos kryptis. *
Ten pat.

Pastebétina, kad iSsakyta pozicija Rusijos atzvilgiu praktiskai nieko nesiskiria nuo
oficialios Europos Sgjungos pozicijos ar gali biiti vertintina kaip Svelnesné lyginant
pavyzdziui su Siaurés gynybos ministry bendra deklaracija dienrastyje Aftenposten. Vis
délto skirtingai nuo kity Siaurés $aliy, Suomijoje Rusija tam tikra prasme visada buvo
suprantama kaip grésmé. Anksc¢iau grésmés kildavo i§ potencialaus nestabilaus vystymosi,
kol po Krymo aneksijos ,fundamentaliis Europos saugumo principai buvo paZzeisti
konkreéiy veiksmy Ukrainoje. Taigi nors po Krymo aneksijos Rusijos atzvilgiu pasisakoma
grieztai, taCiau sprendziant i§ saugumo dokumenty Rusijos supratimas Suomijoje keitési

maziausiai.

16 NATO, ES ir Jungtinés Tautos.
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Stabilizuoti Rusijos neigiamg poveikj Suomijos saugumui padeda bendradarbiavimas
ES ir su NATO. Kol ,, Plétojant Suomijos nacionaling gynybq, miisy NATO partnerysté
teikia daugiausia pridétinés vertés ir galimybiy®, ,Is Suomijos pozZiirio tasko ES yra
svarbiausias veikéjas kalbant apie visapusj saugumgq, isskyrus karinj saugumaq*. Atkreiptina,
kad Rusijos veiksmai Ukrainoje ,,taip pat veikia Europos ir Suomijos saugumgq.*, , Zeidzia
fundamentalius Europos saugumo principus® ir ,,yra issikis Aljansui, turint omeny NATO
(Ten pat 20, 53) Galima teigti, kad Rusijos veiksmai traktuojami ne tik kaip problema jos

kaimynéms, bet kaip platesnis i$Stkis Vakarams (ES ir NATO) apskritai.

Apibendrinant, nors Rusijos vystymasis nuo 2006 m. jvardinamas kaip vienas
svarbiausiy Suomijos sauguma veikian¢iy veiksniy, taciau Rusijos Federacijai uz
nestabilumg Europoje ir grésme¢ jos saugumui priskiriama atsakomybé tik po Krymo
okupacijos. Nepaisant to, atrodo, kad Suomijos supratimas Rusijos atZvilgiu keitési tik
dalinai, ka rodo ir jos gynybos politikos praktika — Suomija nickada neatsisaké savo
»totalios gynybos® strategijos. Anoniminiame interviu su Suomijos Gynybos ministerijos
atstovu (2016), jis teigé, kad Suomijoje labiausiai tikétinas ,,sunkus kaimynas“ visada buvo
Rusija ir kad jei konfliktas kils, jis kilty su ja. Jis tai i§skyré kaip Suomijos skirtumg nuo

,,daugumos Europos tauty ““, Nes ,, visi tikéjo, kad taika Europoje yra amzinai *“.

Diskusijos visuomenéje. Suomiy verslo ir politikos forumo EVA 2015 m.
apklausoje 50% gyventojy Rusija vertina kaip karing grésme, kol 2005 m. taip mane tik 31%
suomiy. Padidéjo ir narystés NATO palaikymas: nuo 20% remianciy dalis Sokteléjo iki 26%
populiacijos.t” Vis délto Rusijos priesiskai nusiteikusiy stovykla kone dvigubai didesné-
2015 m. prie$ naryst¢ pasisaké 43% suomiy. (Apunen at al. 2005 77, 82). Atsizvelgiant j
pasikeitusig saugumo aplinka ir diskusijas Suomijos vyriausybé iSplatino prisijungimo prie
NATO vertinima, kuriame jvertinti galimi narystés privalumai ir trikumai. Techniniame ir
praktiniame lygmenyje néra jokiy problemy Suomijai prisijungti, nes jos kariuomené
naudoja NATO standartus ir turi pilnus pajégumus veikti kartu. Problemas kelia politinis
kontekstas ir Suomijos nesijungimo tradicija, todé¢l artimiausiu metu mazai tikétina ar

Suomija rysis jungtis prie NATO.

Bendra dokumenty ir praktiky analizé leidzia teigti, kad Rusija buvo suprantama
kaip grésme ir prieS Krymo okupacija. Rusijos veiksmai Ukrainoje jj sustiprino ir paskatino

atviriau priskirti kalte uZ nestabilumg kaimynystéje. Sitllomas sprendimas joms visy pirma

17 prie§ tai panasus skaidius buvo tik 1988 (28% ir 2009 m — 23%
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bendradarbiavimas ir kalbéjimas, dazniausiai dviSaliu, bet ir Europos Sajungos formatu.
Didele tikimybé¢, kad tai galéjo jvykti taip pat ir dél pasikeitusios ES retorikos Rusijos
atzvilgiu. Kaimynés ir pati ES daznai kur kas tvir¢iau pasisako ne tik Rusijos veiksmy, bet ir
sankcijy klausimu. Siame kontekste Suomija negali bati vertinama kaip veiksmuy, nukreipty
prie$ Rusijg stiméja ES, todél kartodama jos pozicija rizikuoja kur kas maziau nei Lietuva,

kuri kalba kur kas drastiskiau.

2.4.3. Bendradarbiavimas su Lietuva/Siaurés $alimis

Dokumentuose iki Krymo aneksijos daugiausia minimas tik techninis
bendradarbiavimas su Baltijos $alimis. ISskiriamos tokios sritys kaip pagalba ekologinés
krizés atveju ar policijy bendradarbiavimas. Vis délto apie tai kalbama Baltijos valstybiy
formatu, o Lietuva minima pavieniais atvejais, kalbant apie NATO Salis, ginkluoty pajégy
reformy tendencijas regione ar abstrak¢iame santykyje su Rusija. Galima pastebéti, kad Siek
tiek dazniau nei Lietuva minima Estija, kas turbiit nulemta geografinio artumo. Nepaisant to,
tieck Baltijos Salys ir Lietuva neatrodo esantys labai reikSmingi kalbant apie Suomijos

saugumo politika.

Siaurés ir Baltijos valstybés po Krymo aneksijos aptariamos kaip tarpusavyje
susijusios saugumo srityje. Kalbama apie galimybe stiprinti pajégy saveika su Baltijos
Salimis pratybose, bet $i visy pirma skirta tarptautinéms misijoms. ISskiriami du aktualiis
bendradarbiavimo formatai: NORDEFCO ir Siaurés grupés. Kol NORDEFCO
bendradarbiavimas vertinamas kaip natiiralus, turint omeny Siaurés paramga Baltijos $aliy
gynybos pajégumy vystymui nuo jy nepriklausomybés pradzios, Siaurés grupés formatas
visy pirma matomas kaip neformalus forumas. Siame biity galima aptarti regioninio
bendradarbiavimo problemas jtraukiant ir kai kurias kitas Siaurés Europos $alis (Review of
Finland‘s Security Cooperation 2016 70, 74). Konkretis Suomijos interesai Siuose
formatuose neaptariami. Kalbama i§ grupinés Siaurés Saliy perspektyvos, kur

bendradarbiavimo poreikis pateisinamas ,,natiiralaus* suinteresuotumo:

., SB¥® bendradarbiavimas gynybos sektoriuje, turint omenyje (ang. from the
viepoint), kad visi dalinasi saugumo aplinka ir tarpusavio priklausomybé yra didelé, atrodo
taip pat natiralus. Visy SB Saliy priklausymas Europos Sqjungai arba NATO, jas taip pat

sieja kartu is saugumo politikos perspektyvos “

18 Sjaureés ir Baltijos 3aliy.
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Ten pat, 74

Susidaro jspidis, kad svarbiausias bendradarbiavimas regione yra su Svedija, kuriai
skiriamas visas skyrius 2016 m. apzvalgoje. Bendradarbiavimg su kitomis NATO Salimis,
riboja juy NATO narysté. Kita vertus, santykiuose su Svedija net kalbama apie potencialia
galimybeg (galbuit) sukurti gynybing sajunga kazkada ateityje (Ten pat, 76-77). Tai biity
milziniSkas poslinkis nuo tradicinés Suomijos nesijungimo ] karines sgjungas politikos.
Susidaro jspudis, kad Suomija yra atviresné regioniniam bendradarbiavimui nei ankscCiau.
Nepaisant to, dél Danijos ir Norvegijos narystés NATO,° tik su Svedija bendradarbiavimas

potencialiai neturi riby.

Is kalbinty bendradarbiavimo specialisty pasakojimy susidaro jspudis, kad
bendradarbiavimas suaktyvéjo tik politiniame lygmenyje. Lietuvos ir Suomijos nepastebéjo
ypatingo suaktyvéjimo praktiniame saugumo ir gynybos bendradarbiavime dviSaliuose
santykiuose. Kita vertus, dabar matoma ,_tvirta valia didinti bendradarbiavimg regione*
(Asmeninis interviu su S1 2016). Suomijos atstovas i§skyrée tris pagrindines sritis, kuriose su
Lietuva bendradarbiaujama S§iuo metu: Sauktiniy kariuomenés sistemos klausimai,
dalyvavimas bendrose pratybose (iSskyrus NATO 5 straipsnio scenarijus) ir juros stebéjimo
sistema (Ten pat). Pana$ius prioritetus iSskyré ir Krasto apsaugos ministerijos tarnautojas.
Kol Lietuvai svarbiis zvalgybiniai pajégumai ir pajégy treniravimas apskritai, pirmaeilis
klausimas dviSaliuose santykiuose su Suomija yra Sauktiniy sistema (Anonimiskas interviu
su KAM 2016). Lietuvos kariuomengs vadas ir kiti sistemos atstovai aktyviai domisi suomiy
patirtimi, nes jie i§saugojo Sauktiniy kariuvomene bei turi vieng labiausiai i§vystyty tokio tipo
sistemy regione. Suomijos pareigiinai net lankési Seime, kur Lietuvos praSymu atsakinéjo
apie Sauktiniy sistemos ypatumus (Asmeninis interviu su S1 2016). Vis délto visi interviu
kalbinti Suomijos ir Lietuvos atstovai daugiausia daugiaSalius bendradarbiavimo formatus:
pavyzdZiui, tarptautines pratybas Ramstein Alloy ar Trident Juncture (Anonimiskas interviu
su KAM 2016) ar ES apskritai (Anonimiski interviu su S1,S2 ir URM 2016). Pavyzdziui,
Lietuvai galéty buti naudinga prisijungti prie Suomijos planuojamo kurti nacionalinio
hibridiniy grésmiy centro (Anonimiskas interviu su URM). Taigi Suomija aktuali kaip
gerosios patirties teikéja. Nepaisant to, susidaro jspiidis, kad Suomija su Lietuva labiau

linkusi bendradarbiauti daugiasaliuose formatuose, kai §i yra kazkieno kito dalis.

1% Galima idvesti analogija ir su Lietuva.
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Apibendrinant, atrodo, kad Lietuva su Suomija nori bendradarbiauti labiau nei §i su
Lietuva. Taip yra todél, kad Suomija kariniu pozitiriu stipresné ir pasiruosusi konvenciniams
isstkiams, kol Lietuva dar stiprina savo gynyba. Sioje situacijoje Suomija yra potencialus
partneris su panaSiu grésmiy suvokimu, kuris savo sukaupta patirtimi gali dalintis. Kol kas
neverta tikétis aktyvesniy dvisaliy santykiy praktiniame lygmenyje, nes Lietuva turi mazai
kg pasitlyti, o pati Suomija iSlieka sglyginai skeptisSka gynybiniy jsipareigojimy atzvilgiu.
Abipusiai naudingas bendradarbiavimas galéty buti zvalgybos srityje- keitimasis informacija
ir Rusijos povandeniniy laivy ir padaliniy steb¢jimas padidinty abiejy Saliy galimybe geriau

reaguoti | pokyc¢ius regione.

2.4.4. Bendradarbiavimo su Suomija perspektyvos.

Nors Lietuva ir Suomija labai panasios, taciau jy bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos
kone maziausios. Suomija linkusi dalintis savo gergja patirtimi, ta¢iau bendradarbiavimas
vyksta daugiausia daugiasaliuose formatuose. Totalios gynybos tradicija leidzia teigti, kad
Rusija suprantama kaip potenciali grésmé ir prie§ Krymo aneksijg. Vis délto tai aiSkiai
galima pamatyti analizuojant svarbiausiy saugumo dokumenty turinj tik po lemtingy ivykiy
Ukrainoje. Tai ir pakite apklausy duomenys leidzia patvirtinti pirmajj teiginj interpretuojant
j1 placiai t.y. Rusija po Krymo aneksijos netapo grésme, taCiau jos grésmeés suvokimas
sustipréjo. Nepaisant to, antrojo teiginio patvirtinti negalima, nes Suomijos jsitraukti }
artimesnj bendradarbiavimg su Lietuva saugumo klausimais turi aiskias ribas. Taip pat ir
jsitraukimas j Siaurés $aliy saugumo bendruomene stiprinant bendradarbiavima su Suomija

atrodo mazai tikétinas.

2.5. Svedija: suglumusi ir svarstanti

2.5.1. Saugumo erdveés supratimas

38

Prie§ Krymo okupacija pavyko surasti tik du dokumenty angly kalba. Ten telkiamasi
1 tokias grésmes kaip tarptautinis nestabilumas ,, Artimuosiuose rytuose, kai kuriose Afrikos
Istatymo virSenybei ir Zmogaus teiséms. Tai glaudZiai susij¢ su globalizacijos procesu ir
klimato poky¢iais, nes jvykis vienoje pasaulio dalyje atsiliepia ir Svedijoje. Taip pat
kalbama apie partneryst¢ su NATO ir ES integracijos svarba. Pavojai slypi nestabiliose

Salyse, o ne namuose (Swedish Ministry of Defence, 2013).



2.5.2. Santykis su Rusija
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Nors prie§ Krymo okupacija Rusijos Federacija neminima kaip grésmé, Rusija
priskiriama prie nestabilumo erdvés, i$ kurios gali kilti grésmes ateityje, nes ,,jos ekonomika
kencia nuo placiai paplitusios korupcijos*“, , infrastruktira nepriziurima, o investicijos
ribotos “, ,, demografinis vystymasis keliantis problemy, o socialinis ir ekonominis atotritkiai
visuomenéje didéja.” 1S esmés sakoma, kad tokiy Saliy (tuo paciu ir Rusijos) vidinés
problemos gali daryti neigiamg jtaka valstybiy politikai ateityje. Taip pat pripazjstama, kad
Rusija stengiasi paveikti posovietiniy valstybiy politikg. Nepaisant to, tai negalioja NATO,
ES ar Baltijos Salims, nes ,,Rusijos politika buvusiy Tarybos Sqjungos Saliy, atzvilgiu, kurios
néra NATO ar ES narés, negali biiti lyginama su tuo, kokio Rusijos veiksmy galima tikétis
santykyje su kitomis Salimis Ryty ir Centrinéje Europoje, jtraukiant Estijg, Latvijq ir
Lietuvg “ (Swedish Ministry of Defence 2013, 18). Dokumente suponuojamas visiskai kitoks
santykis ES ir NATO priklausan¢ioms valstybémis, todél Rusija prie§ Krymo jvykius néra

traktuojama kaip grésmé.

Po Krymo jvykiy Rusija vertinama kaip grésmé Europos Saugumui. 2014 m.
paskirta Gynybos Komisija atnaujino 2013 m. strategija. Tai padaroma dél saugumo
aplinkos poky¢iy, kuriuos didele dalimi sukélé Rusija: ,,Saugumo aplinka Europoje
pasikeité dél Rusijos agresijos pries Ukraing.” Sie veiksmai daro neigiama jtaka ne tik
,regioniniu lygiu (ang. regionally) ir globaliai", bet ir veikia ,,Svedijos saugumo aplinkq”.
Vis délto labiau akcentuojamas kolektyvinis saugumas: ,, Rusijos agresijq pries Ukraing ir
nelegali Krymo aneksija yra didziausias isSitkis Europos saugumo tvarkai nuo tada, kai ji
nustatyta (ang. established) pries ketvirty amziaus." Rusijos veiksmai verCia pabrézti
,,bendradarbiavimo svarbq ir bendradarbiavimg tarp Europos ir Jungtiniy Valstijy*
(Defence Commission, 2014, 16- 18). 2014 m. Gynybos Komisijos ataskaitoje Rusijos

veiksmai ne tik vertinami kaip grésmé Europos saugumui, bet yra paskata glaudziam

transatlantiniam bendradarbiavimui.

Geopolitinis veiksnys. Svedijos situacija nuo kity Siaurés valstybiy skiriasi, kad po
Krymo okupacijos jai daro jtakg geopolitiniai veiksniai, kuriems ji nepasiruoSusi. Apie tai
kalba Mike Winnerstig (2014). Jis teigia, kad jvykiai Ukrainoje paskatino pozityviau vertinti
narystés NATO galimybe ir mastyti apie tradicinés neutralumo pozicijos perziiré¢jimg. Visy
pirma Svedija negali biiti neutralia fiziskai. Skirtingai nuo Saltojo karo laiky gynybiné jéga

sumazinta 30 karty: nuo 800 000 iki 50 000 zmoniy ir néra pajégi savarankiskai apginti visg
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Salies teritorija. Antra, narysté ES neutralitetg daro kebliu, nes susieja ekonomiskai ir aiskiai
parodo, kam 3alis teikia pirmenybe. Kita vertus, Svedijos dalyvavimas NATO Partnerystés
taikos labui programoje, parodo, kad bendradarbiavimas yra jmanomas bei jog savo
veiksmais Svedija néra tokia neutrali, kaip tradiciskai baty linkes manyti eilinis §vedas
(Winnerstig, 2014). Tai paaiskinty poky¢ius Svedijos geopolitinéje orientacijoje ir

visuomenés nuomonés pokyti.

Visuomenés nuomoné. Po Krymo aneksijos neigiamas poziiiris | Rusijg vyrauja
Svedijos visuomenéje. Nusiteikusiy neigiamai jos atzvilgiu padidéjo daugiau nei dvigubai.
Kol 2011 m. Rusijg neigimai vertino 31%, o 2012 m. 23%, populiacijos (Transatlantic
Trends 2012), 2014 m. taip mano jau 78 % Svedy. Be to, 2014 m. net 68% Svedy remé
didesnes sankcijas prie§ Rusija. Sie poky¢iai atitinkamai atsispindi ir poziiiryje j naryste
NATO: jos rémimas pakilo nuo 24 % 2012 m. iki 39 % 2014 m. (Transatlantic Trends
2014). 2015 m. atliktoje apklausoje rezultatai panasts: naryste rémé 41% Svedy, kol 39%
populiacijos buvo pries (20% neapsisprende). Matyti aiSkus pokytis nuo tos pacios
kompanijos apklausos 2011 m., kur uz narystg pasisaké tik 23% apklaustyjy, kol prie§ buvo
net 50% (TNS Sifo, 2015). Rusijos veiksmai regione ir stipri retorika leidzia tikétis, kad
neigiamas Rusijos vertinimas tarp §vedy isliks. PavyzdZiui, balandZio pabaigoje Svedijos
dienras¢iui duotame interviu Rusijos Uzsienio reikaly ministras Sergey Lavrov paZadéjo
imsis atsakomujy kariniy veiksmu, jei Svedija prisijungs prie NATO (Winiarski 2016).
Ironigka, tadiau tai gali pastimeéti Svedijos vyriausybe laikytis grieztesnés pozicijos Rusijos

atzvilgiu ir priartinti naryst¢ NATO.

Karinés reformos. Kad Rusija suprantama kaip grésmé taip pat rodo Svedijos
veiksmai po Krymo aneksijos. Visy pirma Svedija pirmg karta daugiau nei 20 mety
nusprend¢ padidinti savo gynybos biudzeta 11% procenty ateinancius 5 metus (2,2 %) per
metus (Sweden’s Defence Bill 2016- 2020, 2015, 3). Antra, Svedija pasirasé¢ dvisalius
bendradarbiavimo sutarimus dél artimesnio bendradarbiavimo su Danija. Jie jgalina geresng
komunikacijg bei informacijos keitimasi, treniruo¢iy didinimg ir suteikia galimybe patekti |
vienas kito teritorijas taikos metu (Memorandum of Understanding between Sweden and
Denmark, 2016).

Kita vertus, Svedija ir Suomija svarsto susitarima, kuriame numatoma galimybé j
karg jsitraukti kartu, nors nejtvirtinami jokie vienas kito gynybos jsipareigojimai. (O'Dwyer,

2016). Tregia, Svedija susitarima priimancios tautos susitarima su NATO, kuris leidzia



NATO pajégoms biiti Svedijoje per bet kokio tipo misija su Sios kvietimu. Gynybos
pajégumy vystymas ir bendradarbiavimo stiprinimas po Krymo aneksijos kartu su Svedijos

gynybos dokumenty turiniu, leidzia patvirtinti pirmajj teiginj.

2.5.3. Bendradarbiavimas su Lietuva/Siaurés $alimis
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VW —

Svedijos ,.klestéjimas ir miisy saugumas glaudziai susijes ne tik su misy kaimynais, bet ir
tolimesniais regionais* (Ten pat). 2016- 2020 Gynybos jstatymo projekte raSoma, kad
WSvedijos saugumo politika siekia uzkirsti kelig karui ir grésmiy kilimg Svedijos, Siaurés,
Baltijos jiros ir Europos saugumui.”" Tai kyla 1§ narystés ES, nes ,,Per naryste Europos
Sgjungoje (ES) Svedija prisiima bendrq atsakomybe uz Europos saugumgq ir ES gebéjimg
skatinti taiky ir demokratinj pokytj"” (Sweden’s Defence Bill 2016- 2020 2015). Vis délto
minéta pareiga tiesiogiai nenurodo j konkrety bendradarbiavima gynybos srityje ir i§ esmés

gali apimti tik diplomatines priemones ES formatu.

Naujausiuose gynybos dokumentuose svarbesné rolé skiriama gynybos
bendradarbiavimui kaimynystéje, nes ,,Svedijos interesas bendradarbiauti su Baltijos
valstybémis vystomas net ir gynybos srityje.* (Defence Commission 2014). Jis svarbus nes,
., Tarptautiné gynyba ir saugumo bendradarbiavimas, ypac tarp Siaurés ir Baltijos Saliy,
stiprina miisy pasaulio dalies saugumq" (Sweden’s Defence Bill 2016- 2020, 2015, 3), todél
,tiriamos galimybés intensyvinti ir iSplésti bendradarbiavimg gynybos srityje su Estija,
Latvija ir Lietuva“ (Defence Commission 2014, 46). Galima apibendrinti, kad po Krymo
okupacijos apie potencialiy Siaurés ir Baltijos 3aliy bendradarbiavima kalbama daugiau ir jis

svarstomas kaip reali galimybe.

Nepaisant to, rasti konkreciy saugumo projekty, kur biity minimos Baltijos Salys ne
taip ir lengva. Vienas i3 jy yra ,, Siaurés Saliy informacijos dalinimosi tinklas ', Kuris didina
atsparumg kibernetinéms grésméms. 2014 m. Gynybos Komisijos ataskaitoje raSoma, kad
,vra aiski pridétiné verté gilinti bendradarbiavimg Siaurés Salyse ir Baltijos valstybése Siais
klausimais. “ (Defence Commission 2014, 3). Vis délto kadangi Svedija Zvelgia j valstybiy
saugumg Baltijos jiiros regione kaip ] tarpusavyje priklausoma, tai gynybos stiprinimas

namuose, padeda ir artimiems kaimynams:

,Dél savo geografinés pozicijos Baltijos jiroje Gotlando sala yra strategiskai

gyvybiskai svarbi Svedijai, kaip ir visam Baltijos jiros regionui. Gotlandas svarbus jiiry ir



oro keliams j ir i§ Baltijos valstybiy. Svedijos strateginis interesas turéti nuolatinius karinius
dalinius (ang. military presence) saloje. Svedy kariniai daliniai Gotlande ir aplink ji turés

3

stabilizuojantj efektq visam regionui.
Sweden’s Defence Bill 2016- 2020 2015

Taigi Gotlando militarizacija yra vienas i§ biidy kaip Svedija (taip pat) uztikrins (ir)

Lietuvos saugumag.

2.5.4. Bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos

Svedijos elito grésmiy supratimas pasikeité bene Zenkliausiai analizuojamy $aliy
tarpe. Pokyciai retorikoje, padidéjes narystés NATO rémimas, gynybos biudZeto didinimas
leidzia teigti, kad tik po Krymo aneksijos Rusijos Federacija pradedama suvokti kaip
kazkas, kieno veiksmai kelia gréesme ES/NATO ir tuo pa¢iu Svedijai. Susitarimy su NATO,
Danija bei Suomija pasirasymas, leidzia teigti, kad Svedija vél bando telkti regioning
saugumo bendruomeng (biti jos Serdimi) ir bendradarbiavimo stiprinimu didinti savo pacios
saugumg. Realios pastangos ir noras stiprinti rySius su Baltijos Salimis rodo, kad glaudesnis
bendradarbiavimas su Baltijos Salimis matomas kaip sprendimo priemoné didinti savo

saugumui. Bitent todél abu ginamieji teiginiai pasitvirtina.

3. Lietuva: atkakli, bet nuogastaujanti

3.1. Saugumo erdvés supratimas
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Lietuvos grésmiy meniu 2005-2016 platéjo. 2005 m. metais grésmiy repertuaras
buvo platesnis, bet panasus j kity Siaurés $aliy saugumo aplinkos supratima. Lietuvos
Nacionalingje saugumo strategijoje (2005) ir Parlamentiniy partijy susitarime dél gynybos
politikos 2005-2008 m. (2005) kaip ir Siaurés alyse daugiausia kalbama apie tiesioginés
karinés grésmés nekeliancius pavojus: tarptautinj nestabiluma, terorizma, masiniy naikinimo
ginkly platinima, nekontroliuojamg migracija, ligas ir t.t. kuriuos didzia dalimi lemia
globalizacija. Kita vertus jie jvairesni. Pavyzdziui, iSskiriamos trys terorizmo rusys:
tarptautinis terorizmas, socialinis terorizmas, nulemtas ekonominés ir socialinés nelygybés ir
specifinis terorizmas, kuris atstoja kategorija ,,Kita“, praktiskai apimdamas tokius reiskinius
kaip ekoterorizmas (Nacionalinio saugumo strategija, 2005, 3-10) Vis délto 2012 m. tarp
saugumo aplinkg formuojanciy veiksniy dingsta terorizmas ir masiniy naikinimo ginkly
platinimo grésmé, bet atsiranda ,,iSliekantys ir nekonvenciniai saugumo isSikiai* bei

ekonominis nestabilumas. Atitinkamai nuo to keiciasi ir pirmaeiliai Lietuvos saugumo



interesai: be kity poky¢iy pirma karta jvardinami informacinis, ekonominis ir kibernetinis
saugumas, kol 2005 m. ,,alternatyviy energijos Saltiniy uztikrinimas* keicia formag j
energetinis saugumg. Galiausiai pirmaeiliu prioritetu tampa ,.patikimi krasto gynybos
pajégumai, remiami gynybos poreikius ir jsipareigojimus sqjungininkams atitinkamu krasto
apsaugos finansavimu* (Ten pat). Vélesniuose dokumentuose iSlicka tos pacios temos,

taCiau pradeda stipréti neigiamas poziiris j Rusijg.

3.2 Santykis su Rusija
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Lietuva santykius su Rusija visy pirma regi kaip saugumo klausimg net prie§ Krymo
okupacija. Pries lemtingus jvykius Ukrainoje ,Lietuvos Respublika teikia prioritetq
bendradarbiavimui Baltijos jiiros regione, Siaurés Europoje, su Rusijos Federacija, taip pat
su naujosiomis Europos Sgjungos kaimynémis.* Maza to, Rusija néra karin¢ grésme, nes
., Lietuvos Respublika Siuo metu [aut. 2005 m.] nemato tiesioginéS karinés grésmeés
nacionaliniam saugumui, todél né vienos valstybés nelaiko priesu. Vis délto panasiai kaip
ir Suomijoje Sis bendradarbiavimas yra dél potencialaus nestabilumo kaimynystéje, nes
., Lietuvos Respublika ypac¢ suinteresuota politiniu, socialiniu, ekonominiu ir ekologiniu
stabilumu Rusijos Federacijos Kaliningrado srityje, nes nestabilumas gali sukelti gretimoms
valstybéms, tarp jy Lietuvos Respublikai, rimty problemy, susijusiy su kontrabanda,
organizuoto nusikalstamumo plitimu, nekontroliuojamais migracijos srautais ir aplinkos
tarsa.” Nors jvardinamos grésmes nekarinés, taciau jy Saltinis Kaliningradas. Taip pat
Kaliningradas (Rusijos Federacija) Siame dokumente vaizduojama kaip potenciali problema

visam regionui, nes nestabilumas ten paveikty aplinkines valstybes, ne tik Lietuva.

Laikui bégant Lietuvos saugumui grésme pradeda kelti nebe procesai Rusijos
Federacijoje, o pati Rusijos valstybé. Lietuvos politiniy partijy susitarime (2008) del 2008—
2012 mety Lietuvos uzsienio politikos principy, strateginiy gairiy ir tiksly zadama siekti,
tinkamai atsizvelgta ES ir NATO.* Si politika tikriausiai susijusi su ,,Lietuvos informacinio,
kultiarinio ir politinio lauko" uzvaldymu, , kurio poZymiai pastebimi kai kuriy kaimyniniy
valstybiy vykdomoje politikoje." Vis délto iy veiksmy kaltininkai nejvardinami, todél 2008
m. néra aiSkiai nusakoma, kokio dydZio problema yra/néra Rusijos valdZios politika ir ar ji

susijusi su §iais veiksmais.
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Nacionalinéje saugumo strategijoje (2012, 2-10) grjzta konvenciniy pavojy tematika.
Kalbama apie ,,tradicines galios politikos apraiskas* ir taip pat aptariama ,.didéjanti kai
kuriy regiono valstybiy kariné galia, jos demonstravimo, grasinimo jq naudoti tendencijos
ar panaudojimo atvejai.* Pana$iai kalbama ir Lietuvos karinéje strategijoje (2012, 3-7):
paminéjus ,,kaimyniniy Ryty valstybiy karine galig, Sios galios demonstravimg ir netgi
panaudojimq pries kitas valstybes", Kkonstatuojama, kad ,kintant tarptautinei galiy
pusiausvyrai, tradicinés karinés konfrontacijos tikimybé taip pat islicka" ateityje. Nors
kaltininkés vis dar aiskiai nejvardinamos, taciau turint omenyje 2008 m. jvykusi Rusijos-
Gruzijos karg galima daryti pagrjsta prielaida, kad dokumentuose kalbama apie Rusijos
Federacijg. Nepaisant to, jvykiai Gruzijoje netraktuojama kaip tiesioginé kariné grésme,
,, Liesioginés konvencinés karinés grésmeés Lietuvai Siuo metu néra." (Lietuvos kariné
strategija 2012, 4). Taigi nors ne tiesmukai ir ne Lietuvai, bet 2012 m. Rusija yra aptariama

kaip potenciali saugumo grésmé regione.

Po Krymo okupacijos vyraujanti saugumo dokumenty tema tampa Rusijos veiksmai
Ukrainoje. Pavyzdziui, Lietuvos Respublikos Seime atstovaujamy politiniy partijy
susitarime (2014, 1-5) dél 2014- 2020 uzsienio, saugumo ir gynybos politikos strateginiy
gairiy Rusijos politika pristatoma, kaip kolektyviné grésmé. Dokumente jaudinamasi ,,dél
saugumui.” Taip pat Rusijos Federacija savo veiksmais Ukrainoje kelia tiesioginj pavojy

Lietuvai:

LIS Sios [aut. revizionistings politikos] kyla pagrindinés grésmés Lietuvos
nacionaliniam saugumui, jos nepaSalinamos nuolaidzZiavimu ar vienaSaliais paZadais
perkrauti’ santykius, kurie priklauso ne tik nuo Lietuvos litkesciy, bet ir nuo Vakary bei
Rusijos ketinimy, tiksly ir veiksmy regione; kad Lietuvos Respublikos ir Rusijos Federacijos

vV —

Lietuvos verslo atstovus labiau pazeidziamus dél tokios Rusijos politikos."
Seimo atstovaujamy politiniy partijy susitarimas 2014, 1-5

Vis délto tenka pripazinti, kad pirmiau akcentuojamos ne karinés, o energetiné

Rusijos Federacijos grésmé Lietuvai:

mLietuvos energetiné priklausomybé nuo dujy importo is monopolinio tiekéjo, taip

pat Lietuvos energetikos sistemos priklausomybé nuo posovietinés IPS (UPS) sistemos ir



vyraujantis elektros energijos importas is Sios sistemos kelia realiq grésme Lietuvos
nacionaliniam saugumui ir dél to Lietuvos integracija j Europos energetikos sistemq yra

gyvybiskai bitina,"
Ten pat

Kita vertus Lietuvos karinéje strategijoje (2016, 3-4) labiausiai Lietuvos sauguma
mazina ,,Rusijos veiksmai, griaunantys taisyklemis pagristq saugumo architektiirg
Europoje...“. Sie veiksmai turi praktiniy pasekmiy ne tik Lietuvai konkre&iai ar regionui
apskritai, nes keicia ,,Baltijos jiiros regiono Saliy gynybos prielaidas.© Potencialios agresijos
taikiniu tampa visas regionas, todél jo wvalstybés konflikte dalyvauty ne tik dél
jsipareigojimy padéti gintis, bet todél, kad buty puolamos pacios. Taigi po Krymo aneksijos
iS¢jusiose svarbiausiose Lietuvos dokumentuose Rusijos Federacija atvirai traktuojama kaip

grésmé visam Baltijos jiiros regionui.

Diskusijos visuomené¢je. Rusija tarp Lictuvos gyventojy laikoma grésme. 2012 m.
60,1% gyventojy mané, kad Lietuvai nekyla jokiy realiy grésmiy (Splinter tyrimai, 2012)
2014 m. atliktame tyrime 55,5% gyventojy mano, kad i§ Rusijos Baltijos Salims kyla
gréesme, kol tik 27,9% taip nemané (16,6% neatsaké arba nezinojo). (Splinter tyrimai,
Gyventojy apklausa dél Rusijos keliamos grésmés, 2014). Taip pat pasikeité ir poziiris |
gynybos finansavimg. 2012 m. prie§ jam nepritaré 54,6% respondenty. Kita vertus, 2014 m.
apsisuko priesinga linkme. Finansavimo gynybai didinimg rémé 64,3% respondenty
(Splinter tyrimai Visuomenés nuomonés tyrimas Salies saugumo ir gynybos klausimais,

2014). Taigi Lietuvos visuomeng¢je

Karinés reformos. Kol Lietuva nevykdé savo jsipareigojimy NATO ir gynybai
neskyre 2%, po Krymo aneksijos situacija prad¢jo keistis. Visy pirma, grazinta Sauktiniy
kariuomené (BNS 2015). Antra, padidintas finansavimas Krasto apsaugos sistemai
(Anoniminis interviu su KAM). Trecia, pradedama atnaujinti kariuomenés jranga ir
gynybiniai pajégumai. Pavyzdziui, 2015 m. 1§ Vokietijos nuspresta nusipirkti 100 moderniy
péstininky kovos masiny "Boxer" uz 460 mln. eury (Pancerovas 2015). Taigi skirtingai nei

pries Krymo aneksija gynyba buvo pradéta stiprinti ne tik Zodziais, bet ir darbais.

3.3. Bendradarbiavimas su Lietuva/Siaurés Salimis
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Lietuva su Siaurés sritimis saugumo ir gynybos srityje noréjo bendrauti nuo
analizuojamo laikotarpio pradzios. 2005 m. ,,Lietuvos Respublika taip pat siekia plétoti
aktyvesnj bendradarbiavimq tarp Baltijos valstybiy ir Siaurés valstybiy saugumo ir gynybos
srityse, jskaitant galimus bendrus karinius projektus.” (Nacionaliné saugumo strategija,
2005, 8). 2012 m. Lietuva ,ypatingg démesj skirs dvisaliam ir daugiasaliam
bendradarbiavimui su Baltijos ir Siaurés valstybémis saugumo, politinéje, $vietimo ir
mokslo, kultiiros, ekonomikos, finansy, energetikos, transporto, aplinkosaugos ir kitose
srityse" ir ,,taip pat sieks aktyvesnio Baltijos ir Siaurés valstybiy bendradarbiavimo
saugumo ir gynybos srityje, jskaitant galimus bendrus karinius projektus, kuriy
jgyvendinimas stiprinty kariniy pajégy sqveikumgq ir leisty plétoti pajégumus mazesnémis
sgnaudomis" (Nacionaliné saugumo strategija 2012, 6). Taipogi, 2014 m. Lietuva ketino
wiSnaudoti sustiprinto bendradarbiavimo su JAV, Baltijos Salimis ir Siaurés Salimis gvnybos
srityje teikiamas galimybes." ( 2014, 1-5). 2016 m. Siaurés Salys?® pateikiamos tame
paciame saraSe kaip NATO valstybés. Lietuva siekia ,,pléetoti dvisalj ir daugiasalj karinj
bendradarbiavimg su JAV, Baltijos ir Siaurés Salimis, Lenkija, Jungtine Karalyste,
Vokietija, Prancizija ir kitais NATO sqgjungininkais, siekiant vystyti bendrus karinius
pajégumus, didinti Lietuvos kariuomenés sqveikumq su sqjungininky karinémis pajégomis."
Taigi Lietuva siekia intensyvinti saugumo ir gynybos bendradarbiavima su Siaurés $alimis

daugiau nei 10 mety.

Naujausia karingje strategijoje (2016, 3,6, 8) Lietuvos saugumo erdvé didesné uz
artimg kaimynyste, nes jai ,, kaip NATO ir Europos Sgjungos narei, tenka dalis atsakomybés
ir uz euroatlantinés erdveés saugumq ir stabilumq...”, tod¢l Lietuvos kariuomené rengiasi
kur vadovaujamasi taisykle ,,visi uz vieng ir vienas uz visus®, nes ,,...grésmeé vienos Aljanso
narés saugumui- grésmé viso Aljanso saugumui.” Taigi Rusijos keliamy grésmiy

sprendimas yra glaudesnis bendradarbiavimas su partnerémis- tarp jy ir Siaures Salimis.

Nepaisant to, dauguma kalbinty pasnekovy sakeé, kad praktinis bendradarbiavimas po
Krymo aneksijos nepasikeité. Abu Lietuvos atstovai i$skyré, kad pagrindinis pokytis jvyko
politiniame lygmenyje. Pasikeité Lietuvos ,,retorika ir pozicija" (Anoniminis interviu su
URM, 2016). Suintensyvéjo politinis dialogas ir Lietuva yra kur kas labiau girdima

strateginiame lygmenyje. Dienotvarkéje tapo svarbesni (arba j ja buvo jtraukti) nauji

20 Danija, Norvegija ir Islandija priklauso NATO, kol Svedija ir Suomija ne.
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klausimai kaip ,,saugumo situacija regione, santykiai su Rusija, parama Ukrainai"
(Anoniminis interviu su KAM, 2016). Lietuvos URM, Svedijos ambasados ir antrasis
sekretorius abu iSskyré bendradarbiavimo suintensyvéjimg, kalbant apie politing paramag
Ukrainai ir dialogg dél Ryty partnerystés. Taip pat URM atstovas atkreipé démesj, kad
projektais Ukrainoje aktyviai domisi Norvegija, kas Lietuvai taip pat galéty tapti galimybe
(Anoniminis interviu su URM, 2016).

3. 4 Siaurés $aliy ir Lietuvos bendradarbiavimo perspektyvos
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Po Krymo aneksijos Lietuvos rizikos veiksniai, pavojai ir grésmes panasios ] kity
Siaurés $aliy grésmes. Taip pat minimas informacinis ir kibernetinis karas, terorizmas ir
panasiai ir t.t. Siek tiek skirtingai traktuojami energetiniai klausimai, kurie &ia daugiau
analizuojami i§ karinés, o ne energetinés pusés. Vis délto negalima sakyti, kad apie
energetinj sauguma nekalbama ir Siaurés $aliy dokumentuose, kur resursai Arktyje taip pat

jvardinami tikétina kariniy konflikty priezastimi.



Isvados

Po Krymo okupacijos Siaurés $alys émési savo gynybos politikos perziiiros. Visos jos
sudaré specialias Komisijas jvertinti saugumo situacijos poky¢iams ir numatyti tolimesniems
veiksmams. Norvegija, Suomija ir Svedija padidino savo gynybos biudZetus, kol Danijoje vyksta
arSios diskusijos dél gynybos politikos ateities. Vis délto (bent) dél jsipareigojimy NATO 1ésy
gynybai nemazins net ir ji. Bidamos Aljanso narémis Danija ir Norvegija Kartu su Kitais
sajungininkais treniruojasi ginti Baltijos Salis bendrose pratybose, kai tuo metu Suomijoje ir
Svedijoje parengtos/rengiamos oficialios studijos dél narystés NATO. Galiausiai dvisaliai
susitarimai tarp Svedijos-Suomijos, Svedijos-Danijos ir Svedijos-NATO ir pasikeitusi retorika rodo,

kad saugumo situacijos suvokimas Baltijos jiiros regione pasikeité.

Gynybos dokumenty bei politikos analizé Siaurés Salyse bei Lietuvoje 2004-2016 m.
leidzia daryti i§vada, kad Rusijos Federacijos agresyviis veiksmai Ukrainoje buvo stiprus postiimis
Siaurés $aliy ir Lietuvos poziiirio supana$é¢jimui Rusijos atzvilgiu. Visose analizuotose Salyse
Rusijos veiksmams priskiriama kalté dél saugumo situacijos regione prastéjimo, o daugumoje jie
atvirai vadinami grésme. Sunku atsakyti, kas tarp Siaurés $aliy Rusijos bijo labiausiai. Vis délto
galima konstatuoti, kad dél pokyciy kalb¢jime, nepilnavertés gynybos galimybiy, bendradarbiavimy
susitarimy su kaimynémis ir NATO bei Gotlando militarizacijos Rusijos traktavimas labiausiai
pasikeité Svedijoje, kol maZiausiai kito Suomijoje. Nors gynybos dokumenty stoka kelia keblumy
siekiant jvertinti poky¢iy dydi Danijos bei Norvegijos elity pozilryje, taciau valstybiy elgesio
analizé leidzia daryti tam tikras iSvadas ir ¢ia. Norvegijos interesai Arktyje ir elgesys Rusijos
atzvilgiu: dviSalio karinio bendradarbiavimo nutraukimas bei ekonominiy sankcijy taikymas (nesant
ES nare) leidzia pagrjstai teigti, kad antroji pagal grésmiy suvokimo pokytj tarp analizuoty
Skandinavijos $aliy, turéty bati batent ji. Atitinkamai, vyraujanti terorizmo ir migracijos tematika,
ar$ts gincai dél biudzeto bei jsitraukimas j veiksmus Sirijoje, rodo, kad Danija susirtpinusi Baltijos
juros regiono saugumu, maziau nei Norvegija. Danija nesupranta Rusijos grésmés kaip tiesioginés.
Grei€iau ji pavojus partneriams, todel Rusijos grésmeés Danijoje yra svarbios tik dél sajungininky
susirtpinimo. Lietuvoje priesiskas tonas Rusijos atzvilgiu po Gruzijos- Rusijos karo stipréjo iki
analizuojamo laikotarpio pabaigos. Nepaisant to, tik po Rusijos- Ukrainos karo pradzios tai Zenkliai
atsispindi praktin¢je gynybos politikoje: gynybos finansavimo didinime, karinés technikos
pirkimuose ir Sauktiniy Sistemos grazinime. Taigi po Rusijos-Ukrainos karo ir ypa¢ Krymo
okupacijos Rusija pradéta traktuoti kaip grésmé Europos saugumui Danijoje, Svedijoje ir

Norvegijoje, kol Suomijoje bei Lietuvoje ta pati tendencija sustipréjo.
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Rusijos Federacijos agresyviis veiksmai Ukrainoje Siaurés 3alyse ir Lietuvoje
traktuojami kaip grésmé Europai. Siy valstybiy dokumentuose Rusija jvardinama kaip grésme,
kelianti pavojy fundamentalioms vertybéms arba neigiamai veikianti regiono sauguma. Kai
jvardinamas regionas, jis daZniausiai biina Europa. Vertybiy mingjimas rodo, kad konfliktas
suprantamas kaip glaudziai susijes su tapatybe. Nors Europa geografiskai apima daugiau valstybiy
dokumentuose atremiami stiprinant sauguma Baltijos jiiros regione arba Arktyje. Kol Norvegija ir
salyginai Danija daugiau akcentuoja Arktj, Lietuva, Svedija ir Suomija labiau telkiasi j Baltijos jira.
Vienaip ar kitaip, bendra grésmé ar priesas yra viena pagrindiniy salygy bendros tapatybés, o Siuo
atveju, ir saugumo bendruomenés susiformavimui. Rusijos Federacijos testiniai veiksmai regiono
atzvilgiu, galéty sudaryti palankias aplinkybes bendros tapatybés stipréjimui per saugumo

bendradarbiavimo plétojima.

Galiausiai, galima teigti, kad artimesnis saugumo bendradarbiavimas yra
matomas kaip nesaugumo sprendimas regione Svedijoje, Danijoje, Norvegijoje ir Lietuvoje.
Tuo metu Suomija dél kity Siaurés valstybiy narystés NATO yra labiausiai linkusi bendradarbiauti
su Svedija, kol j kitas galimybes Zidiri jtariai. Nepaisant to, visi tyrimui kalbinti pareigiinai
patvirtino, kad suaktyvéjo ne tik retorika, bet ir dialogas tarp analizuoty regiono Saliy politiniame, o
ypac strateginiame lygmenyje dviSaliu ir daugiasaliu formatu. Anot jy, saugumo bendradarbiavimas
aktyvejo praktiniame lygmenyje daugiasaliuose arba platesniuose NATO ar ES formatuose, taciau
dauguma pasnekovy bendradarbiavimo intensyvéjimo dviSaliuose santykiuose nepastebéjo.
Nepaisant to, juose atsirado naujy klausimy, kaip bendradarbiavimas su Svedija Ukrainos atzvilgiu
ar dialogas su Suomija dél Sauktiniy sistemos jgyvendinimo Lietuvoje. Taip pat Lietuvos gynybos
biudZeto didinimas atvére kelius artimesniam bendradarbiavimui. Seniau Lietuva negaléjo iSnaudoti
visy saugumo bendradarbiavimo galimybiy su Siaurés $alimis ne tik dél skirtingo poziiirio j Rusija,
bet ir léSy trikumo prasmingai jsitraukti ; bendrus projektus. Suaktyvejes politinis dialogas ir
gynybos biudZeto didinimas palaipsniui Lietuvoje gerina Lietuvos ir Siaurés Saliy

bendradarbiavimo perspektyvas ateityje.

Sauguma regione galéty padidinti ir Rusijos Federacijos potencialius veiksmus atremti
intensyvesnis bendradarbiavimas saugumo srityje. I8 atlikty interviu iSskyriau Lietuvos bei keturiy
Siaurés $aliy pagrindines bendradarbiavimo sritis ir poreikius. Juos apibendrings ir atsizvelgdamas j
analizuoty gynybos dokumenty turinj pateikiu svarbiausias rekomendacijas Lietuvai vystant
saugumo bendradarbiavima su Siaurés $alimis:

¢ Saugumo bendradarbiavime pirmenybé turéty biti teikiama Danijai ir Svedijai.
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e Reikety gilinti bendradarbiavimg tarp Danijos ir Lietuvos specialiyjy pajégy. Danijai
jsitraukus j konflikta Sirijoje didés démesys specialiosioms pajégoms, kas gali buti
galimybé Lietuvai. Bendradarbiavimag gali apsunkinti gincai dél Danijos gynybos
biudzeto didinimo ir strateginés saugumo politikos krypties. Nepaisant to, Lietuva ir
Danija karingje srityje bendradarbiavo kone aktyviausiai i§ Siaurés $aliy. Be to, Danijos
gynybos dokumentai ir praktiniai veiksmai rodo, kad jai ripi partneriy saugumas.

Lietuvai $ig dviSalig partneryste verta islaikyti.

e Svedija $iuo metu yra pazeidziama gynybine prasme ir todél kur kas labiau linkusi
bendradarbiauti nei kitos Siaurés valstybés. Savo sauguma ji bando padidinti sudarydama
regionines partnerystes ir taip vél bandydama tapti saugumo bendruomenés Serdimi.
Lietuva turéty paremti S$ias pastangas, nes jai taip atveriamos artimesnio
bendradarbiavimo galimybés ne tik su Svedija, bet ir Siaurés 3alimis apskritai. Be to,
Lietuvos interesas turéty buti sekti Gotlando militarizacijos procesg ir keistis informacija
apie Rusijos povandeniniy laivy ir kity pajégy judéjima Baltijos juroje. Bendri projektai
Ukrainos atzvilgiu yra viena daugiausiai Zadanciy bendradarbiavimo sri¢iy. Artimesni

Svedijos ir NATO santykiai taip pat gali biiti naudingi Lietuvai.

o Keistis zvalgybine informacija su Siaurés $alimis ir, esant galimybei, dél geografinés
pozicijos Rusijos atzvilgiu $ioje srityje teikti pirmenybe Svedijai bei Suomijai.

o Dél ypa¢ brangios oro pajégy reformos bendradarbiavimas su Norvegija trumpuoju
laikotarpiu bus ribotas. Reikéty testi artimg bendradarbiavimag tarp Norvegijos ir Lietuvos
specialiyjy pajégy. Nepaisant to, svarbiausia bendradarbiavimo sritis ir toliau turéty iSlikti
energetiniai klausimai. Taip pat yra galimybiy plétoti vystomojo bendradarbiavimo iniciatyvas

Ukrainoje.

o Nors Suomijos ir Lietuvos grésmiy supratimas ilga laikg buvo kone panaSiausias,
ta¢iau dél Suomijos sienos su Rusija ilgio bei nesijungimo ] sgjungas politikos artimo
bendradarbiavimo galimybés maZiausios. Suomijai labiausiai aktualu biity keistis informacija apie
laivy ir kity objekty judéjimg Baltijos juroje. Dar viena potenciali bendradarbiavimo sritis galéty
biiti ES saugumo iniciatyvos, kaip, pavyzdziui, galimas Lietuvos jungimasis prie naujo suomiy
hibridiniy grésmiy centro. Vis délto Lietuvos galimybés kazkg pasitlyti Suomijai ribotos. Reikéty
testi naudingas iniciatyvas, kaip pavyzdziui, konsultacijas dél Sauktiniy kariuomenes, taciau

pirmenybe teikti kitoms Siaurés $alims.
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Apibendrinant, Rusijos Federacijos veiksmai Ukrainoje paskatino Baltijos jtros Salis daugiau
démesio skirti savo saugumui ir gynybai. Jie parodé, kad kol kas dar negalima uzmirsti
konvenciniy grésmiy ir paskatino dialoga apie saugumo aplinkg regione. Lietuvai tai atveére
galimybe kalbéti apie Rusijos keliamas grésmes su kaimynémis Siauréje ir biti girdimai.
Saugumo, kaip ir bet kuri kita, bendruomené negali egzistuoti vien iSoriniy veiksniy déka.
Bendruomenés nariai privalo patys rodyti iniciatyva joje dalyvaudami. Siuo metu Siauréje
sparciai Siltéja. Ar oras neatSals, priklausys ne tik nuo Rusijos, bet ir Lietuvos susidoméjimo

atsiverianciomis galimybémis.
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SUMMARY

The main obstacle to intensify the security cooperation and join the Nordic security community
for Lithuania was differing perception of Russia. While Lithuania saw it as a threat, the Nordic
states took more pragmatic stance in bilateral relations to Eastern neighbour. Nevertheless, after the
start of Russian-Ukrainian War few years ago and especially after the annexation of Crimea the
Nordic States wish to extend the security cooperation in the region once again. In this thesis it is
argued that aggressive Russian policy in the region (taking as a marking point annexation of
Crimea) made Russia to be seen as a security threat in the Nordic States not only providing the
impulse to the Lithuanian-Nordic security cooperation, but creating a possibility for Lithuania to

join the Nordic security community.

This is done by proving three core thesis statements. First, the annexation of Crimea made
Lithuania and Nordic States to see Russian action as a threat. Second, these actions were interpreted
as a common threat by Nordic States and Lithuania. Third, these actions/ realized threat gave an
impulse to the Nordic-Lithuania cooperation on security questions. These thesis statement are
defended by comparing the content of the most important security documents and states security
policy of Denmark, Finland, Norway, Sweden and Lithuania before and after the annexation of
Crimea in the period from 2004 to 2016 and supplementing the data from the interviews State

officers from same countries.

The analysis has showed that after the annexation of Crimea Russian Federation‘s actions are
percept as a security threat to all Europe in all five states. However, while in Denmark, Norway and
Sweden, it became a threat only after the annexation, in Finland and Lithuania Russia has been
understood as the potential source of instability and other kinds of (mostly non-military) threats
even before the vital events took place. In these countries the perception of Russia as a threat not

weakened or emerged but increased.

Rhetoric’s, defence reforms, increased support for NATO and new partnership seeking, let’s to
conclude that the greatest change in the view of Russia among the Nordic States after the Crimea
annexation took hold in Swedish elites, Because of the opposite reasons the smallest change in
perception and actual security and defence policy could be detected in Finland. At the same time,
Norway ranks second after Sweden because of its threat perception, clear military direction and

conflicting interest with Russia in the Arctic, while Denmark stays third because of prolonged
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discussions about defence spending, focus and public space dominated by questions of migration

and terrorism.

Nevertheless, the special bilateral military ties with Denmark and Sweden’s increased
susceptibility to partnerships with strategically important territory of Gotland impels the author to
recommend to give priority to these two nations in order to join the Nordic security community in

the future.
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Priedas Nr. 1. Nagrinéty dokumenty sarasas

Danijos, Norvegijos ir Suomijos dokumentai dsurinkti i§ Gynybos ministerijy svetainiy, kol
Svedijos atveju dokumentai imti i§ vyriausybés tinklapio®’. Jy adresai nurodyti prie 3alies. Jei
dokumentas paimtas i§ kazkur kitur, nuoroda i ji pateikta prie jo pavadinimo. Dazniausiai tai bus
specialiy Komisijy (uzsienio) saugumo ir gynybos politikos vertinimai.

Islandija

Interdisciplinary Commission Appointed by the Icelandic Foreign Minister (2009). A Risk
Assessment for Iceland: Global, Societal, and Military Factors.
<https://www.mfa.is/media/Skyrslur/A_Risk_Assessment_for_Iceland -_English_Summary.pdf>
[Zitréta 2016 01 18].

Committee for the development of a National Security Policy for Iceland (2014). Proposals.
Evropustofa: EU information centre.
<http://eeas.europa.eu/delegations/iceland/documents/press_corner/20140324 en.pdf>, [Ziiiréta
2016 02 01].

Danija (www.fmn.dk/ )

The Danish Defence Agreement 2005 — 2009 (2004).
The Danish Defence Agreement 2010 — 2014 (2009).
The Danish Defence Agreement 2013 — 2017 (2012).

Taksge-Jensen Commission‘s Review of Denmark’s Foreign and Security Policy (2016) ”Danish
Diplomacy and Defence in Times of Change.* <http://um.dk/en/foreign-policy/danish-defence-and-
diplomacy-in-times-of-change/>, [Zitiréta 2016 05 02].

Norvegija (https://www.regjeringen.no/no)

Norway Ministry of Defence (2006). “Norvegian Defence 2006.%
Norway Ministry of Defence (2008). “Norvegian Defence 2008.
Norway Ministry of Defence (2013). “Norvegian Defence 2013.*

Expert Commission on Norwegian Security and Defence Policy (2015). “Unified Effort.
Norwegian Ministry of Defence.

Ministry of Foreign Affairs (2015) “Global security challenges in Norway’s foreign policy
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<https://www.regjeringen.no/en/dokumenter/meld.-st.-37-20142015/id2423339/>, [Ziiiréta 2016 05
05].

Suomija (http://www.defmin.fi/)

Finland’s Ministry of Defence (2006). “Securely Into the Future: ministry of Defence Strategy
2015

21 Tinklapis integruotas ir jradius dokumento pavadinima i$kart nukreipia j konkrecios ministerijos puslapj bei patj
dokumenta. Kadangi ne visus analizuotus dokumentus pavyko rasti Svedijos gynybos ministerijos puslapyje, tai darbe
pateiktiamas vyriausybés puslapio adresas.
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Finland’s Ministry of Defence (2012). “Russia of Transformations.”

Finland’s Cyber security Strategy (2013).

Finland’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs (2015). “Review on Finland’s Security Cooperation”
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A602-822E7E25EAA2%7D >, [Ziﬁréta 2016 03 20].

Svedija (http://www.government.se/)

Swedish Government Bill (2004). “Our Future Defence.”
Swedish Ministry of Defence (2013). ”Vigval i en globaliserad vérld.”

Inquiry on Sweden’s International Defence Cooperation (2014). “International Defence
Cooperation Efficiency, Solidarity, Sovereignty.”
<http://www.government.se/contentassets/5c39a5fe2c2745f18c8e42322af4fbc4/international -
defence-cooperation---efficiency-solidarity-sovereignty>, [Ziaréta 2016 03 25].

Defence Commission (2014)”Forsvaret av Sverige Starkare forsvar for en osaker tid”?2

The Swedish Defence Bill (2015). “Sweden’s Defence Policy 2016 to 2020.”

Lietuva

Lietuvos politiniy partijy susitarimas Dél 2008—-2012 mety Lietuvos uZsienio politikos principy,
strateginiy gairiy ir tiksly (2008)

Lietuvos Republikos kariné strategija (2012).

Lietuvos Respublikos Seime atstovaujamy politiniy partijy susitarimas dél 2014- 2020 uzsienio,
saugumo ir gynybos politikos strateginiy gairiy (2014).

LietuvosRespublikos kariné strategija (2016).

Nacionalingje saugumo strategija (2005)

Nacionalinio saugumo strategija (2012).

Parlamentiniy partijy susitarimas dél gynybos politikos 2005-2008 m.

22 Ataskaita skirta jvertinti pasikeitimams saugumo aplinkoje.
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Priedas Nr. 2 Transkripcijos
Visi pateikti interviu atlikti nuo 2016 m. balandzio 13 d. iki geguzés 12 d.

Priede pateikiamos interviu pagrindinés dalys. Kai kurios interviu dalys iSkarpytos, siekiant
apsaugoti pageidavusiy Saltiniy anonimiSkumg arba dé¢l techninio jy pobidzio (pristatyti interviu
reikalavimai, paprasyta pakartoti tam pavadinima/santrupg arba kalbama ne tyrimo tema). Interviu

transkripcijose stengiamasi tiksliai atkartoti tik jo turinj, ne kalbéjimo maniera.
Autoriaus pastabos iSskiriamos lauZztiniais sklaisutais [...].
Pauzés, minties nutrikimas Zymimas tritaskiu ...

Tritaskis interviu pradzioje reisSkia, kad techniné interviu dalis (taisykliy pristatymas) buvo

iSkirptas.
Interviu su Danijos gynybos ata$é Lietuvoje plk. Frausig

Interviu pradzia

Author: As you know maybe after the Annexation of Crimea there‘s have been some voices
encouraging the Baltic states... encouraging countries in the Baltic Sea region to cooperate and
prepare for the potential Russian threats in the future, for example, the Defence ministers of the
Nordic countries in the newspaper Aftenposten declared their resolution to extend and strengthen
the cooperation with the Baltic states. Did this rhetoric somehow reflected in the practical

cooperation between Denmark and Lithuania?

Col. Frausig: Hmmm... In general | would tell you that there have since the 16th century been the
great appetite for not only Nordic but also Nordic- Baltic cooperation. Not only in security and
defence politics but also economically and stuff like that.
But of course after... after the annexation of Baltic states, after the same World War it was not so
easy but from the gains point of view, you have as Baltic countries allways have the special place in
in our hearts...too romantic but it have been within our area of interests so to speak... We were
probably, and I‘m talking here about Denmark, we were probably some of the first countries to
recognize your independency after 91. We were not capable of setting in the embassies in 91
because of the Russian soldiers still been in the country, you probably know as much as I do, the

last soldiers left in 93. But we managed to create what we called Cultural Institutes which were
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basically embassies. And this year we are celebrating the Danish representatives in the three Baltic
states 25 years anniversary, so it‘s a great year. | mean every year for the Baltics are great years
because you have a very young new history. When it comes cooperation between the Baltic states
and Denmark, I can tell you that Denmark spend 3 billion Danish krones, 3 billion Danish krones in
the period of 93 — 2004 within the period of nine years. What did we do, we mainly offered the
trainings, support, advice in order to create military, security structures but we also supported you
within environmental questions within governance and stuff like that. Of course my area of interest
is basically military stuff so | hope you accept that | continue in that cake but what we did we are,
we sent trainers over here in order to help you first of all build up structures and after that to educate
these guys to be able to cooperate within the NATO structure because it was pretty pretty important
and we had... a lot of soldiers, a lot of instructors, a lot of advisors and on top of this we also
donated pretty pretty much equipment. And from the very beginning we had a clear picture that
donation, the aim with the donation is to give you the capability not basically to fight but to learn.
So it was not top of the pop equipment, a lot of equipment was old, not very war fighting capable
but in such condition that you are sure that you could use this way education purposes for at least
ten years, it was in the beginning. | think we had pretty much success in that. Then you became a
full member of NATO in 2004 and I think the political... the political aim shifted a little bit because
we didn‘t necessarily have to be very deep into bilateral cooperation because we have this new
organization NATO in which we could cooperate in the format out though 28 ground table. From
my personal point of view it was probably a big mistake because | think it was too early. | mean
welcome in NATO, from now on we stopped bilateral cooperation and cooperate within the
framework of NATO. | would have seen a couple of years of reducing, reducing slowly getting you
ready for supporting in other for us. But this is not a case. And we also have to remember that in the
period of 2004 the peace dividend, the way we could save money and allocate money from defence
forces, security issues into education, social affairs and stuff like that, well it‘s a pretty, pretty much
is the way politicians are thinking these days. Denmark were not more than, any more than a
frontline nation towards aggressive Soviet Union, Warsaw Pact. It was behind the curtain of the

well protected Baltic states and Poland.

Then we are... if I... if you allow me to jump a little bit and we reached 2014. We saw the
annexation of Crimea. We saw the aggressive posture from Russia against Eastern Ukraine. We
could maybe also draw even further back to Georgia... We saw even something in the Balkans
conflict where... We slowly saw a change from the Gorbachev area towards the area of Putin where

Putin became more self- confident and made aim to... a political aim to raise the strong Russian
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society within. Are we talking about ideologically? No, I don‘t think so, I think we‘re talking about
nationalism. We‘re talking about the president who want to give back the proud to the Russian
people. Very difficult to predict what he‘s doing in it. So from 2014 we totally changed the security
and defence focus from these point of view and recognized that the Baltic Sea again was an area of
conflict basically. So going... if you look upon the Baltic Sea going from high tensity area where a
lot of Soviet, Warsaw Pact assets were in the Baltic Sea, we had a period where Russian fleet more
or less disappear, we saw the Russian pitch of interest for the Baltic Sea were not existent. And
suddenly from the period 2014 and until today we have seen huge impact on what Mr. Putin is
doing in the Baltic Sea which of course animates not only Denmark but also Baltic States around
the Baltic Sea to look for solutions. And solutions from, also from the NATO point of view is too
late. We are talking about deterrence. We have to show Putin that he will not be benefit to... to use
military means to gain political aims. But at the same time we also have be realistic and accept that
Russia is the part of the problem but certainly also a part of the solution. So there is no way back.
We have to have some kind of dialogue with Russia. No matter you could like it or could not it if
you don‘t talk to your opponent they will continue to be opponents. So from that point of view I
think we see Danish, you can‘t see on your dictaphone but we have seen the decrease, now we see
an increase again. Stop me if you have specific questions but otherwise | will just speak. You are
probably well aware of close collaboration we are trying to develop amongst the Nordic countries.
In the end of March we have the latest Defence Ministers meeting and | think from the political
point of view the appetite of cooperation in military, in the military area, the appetite has always
been there between politicians. But when it comes to reality, when it comes to military solutions it
have been very very difficult. Cooperation between Nordic countries is, it should be easy but it
1sn‘t. Not at all. From looking upon the Nordic countries from the outside it seems so that Denmark,
Norway, Sweden, we are more or less the same. It‘s not the truth. We are less on the same game as
you are with Estonians for instance. So sometimes we have to respect that we‘re talking about
national interests within the framework who sometimes are benefit of you but sometimes it doesn‘t.
And very often in the past when we talked about military cooperation within the framework of the
Nordic countries we focused on procurement- buying equipment and stuff like that. And I can tell
you this is very very very very difficult. Because requirements for the equipment, delivery of the
equipment, rules for how to procure this stuff, different aims with the industry and stuff like that
made it almost impossible. If you look from the outside against what kind of procurements we
actually done together the answer is zero. We have never managed to buy anything together... in the
Nordic states. So what I‘m trying to lead into is now while we have again taking on this Nordic

cooperation within defence and we have agreed that Nordic cooperation should also affect the
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Baltic states, we are very much aware which areas we have to operate in, not to continue the
mistakes we have done in the past. So what you see in the moment is... first of all... heading against
this deterrence and stuff. Because this is also one of the aims for the NATO structure. We need to
deter Mr. Putin and we probably have to do it... in this... geographical, political tinned area which is
the Baltic states. So... maybe this is the price but in 2016 Denmark... is allocating 6 000 soldiers for
this week hold Rapid reaction plan which is deterrence against Russia. And 2 500 at least soldiers
are coming to the Baltic States. That‘s a lot for a small country. Because in the military point of
view, in the military sense it's not very very big... We have, we have agreed between Norway,
Denmark, Finland and... and Sweden that we will whenever it gives some meaning we will invite
the Baltic states to be the part of the cooperation because we are working in the same area, the
Baltic Sea area. And more more often in the bargain of this we also see some interest from
Germany which is pretty interesting and of course also from Poland which is covering the Baltic
Sea more or less. The only part that misses Russia. They will not be a part of it [‘m sure. But I can
tell you what we are talking about the agenda for the Nordic- Baltic cooperation at the moment. It is
to... to rotate the forces, deterrence forces into the Baltics in and out. We, we have this agreement,
maybe you‘ve heard about it, the Russian- NATO Trustfond. This agreement is pretty important. It
was signed between NATO and Russia in 97. And the basic outlet of this agreement is that in order
to create a non- military zone we agreed with Russia that if they promised to keep away from the
Baltic states, not only the Baltic states, it‘s also Romania, Czech Republic and stuff like that but all
the former Eastern European, all the former Soviet satellite states, if Russia should keep down the
military activities close to these countries in order not to frighten them, NATO committed
themselves not to have permanent forces in these countries, permanent bases and permanent forces
which is a huge area of discussions. Because the best way to deter is actually to bring forces in. So
what we see was in the very beginning after Crimea that the Baltic states and Poland especially
advocated towards bring in NATO soldiers to the Baltic states. We need American brigades, we
need Danish and British fighters, we need warships and stuff like that. But of course NATO was
pretty reluctant to do that. Because it is, it would be a break of agreement we made with Russia
back in 97. The hardcore guys, the Hawks say hey come on, Russia is breaking it because we have
all these Russians snap exercises close to your borders, why should we keep it? This is a part of our
values, it is a part of our politics that we want to be the good guys. And if we can find solutions to
deter the Russians instead of bringing in forces or permanent bases we will go for that. And it seems
to be the solution, we will, we will have NATO summit in Warsaw this summer and this is one of
the huge areas on the agenda, | can promise you. But it seems to be solved that the Americans are

bringing pretty many soldiers in Europe but they are not bringing them into the Baltic states neither
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to Poland. They will bring them to the central part of Europe. So close that they can move them up
here that if you need it but not so close that they are threatening and giving Mr. Putin good excuses
for any actions against the Baltic states. This is the philosophy based... So in order to support
Americans doing this the Nordic countries and the Baltic countries are of course cooperating a lot
with infrastructure, with host- nation support, all these elements who creates the battleground so to
speak because... the tactic is pretty simple... if the Russians should have the idea to attack the Baltic
states, the Baltic states themselves should have sufficient forces in order to slow them down enough
to the NATO countries to bring in with the reinforcement forces. So it is the balance... and of course
Russia has huge advantage because they are pretty close. And the more forces they are building of
against your borders, the more threatening they are and the closer we have to go. But no one, not
even, not even Mr. Putin, | think, have any interest in escalating the situation and | mean if you are
three Baltic states no one seriously think Mr. Putin will attack. On the other hand, what we see is
what we call soft power at the moment. Hybrid warfare... it‘s academic word but it consists of, you
know, you think other means than violence... in order to gain your political, geopolitcal aims and
we are talking about media, lot of Russian propaganda floating over the borders, we are talking
about energy security, we are talking about money flow, white washing, buying within real-estate
and stuff like that. So and it‘s very difficult to, it‘s very difficult to take these... aggressive actions
and call them war because according to UN, United Nations resolutions, we have a pretty clear
declaration what is war. But this declaration were made many many years ago before media, before
energy security and stuff like that. But we are trying together, Nordic countries and the Baltic states,
to find solutions for how to, how to do this. Especially on the media side we are supporting, you
effort within what we cause strategic communication... how, how does your politicians
communicate to the people about the situation? So they understand... exactly how it is. It‘s very
easy to overdo it and it‘s also very easy to under do it but to find the right level not to scare the
population but prepare them for any kind of crisis. We‘re also worried with the media as such...
trying to match the, we can't forbid media, it‘s, it‘s impossible, we have tried. Latvia have forbidden
some Russian TV stations and stuff like that. But | mean you can do whatever you want... The only
way to cope with this as we see it, is actually to try to inform people as much as possible. From the
other side in order to keep them more not only black in white but grey picture of what actually

happening. So we‘re doing a lot of that.

Author: So you mentioned before telling me about the cooperation history, you mentioned about
Crimea, that you mentioned about Georgia but after Crimea there was like some kind of change and

after Georgia there wasn‘t. Why do you think it was so?
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Col. Frausig: ...if, if we could, from the Western side, if we could tell you exactly what is the aim,
what is the purpose of the actions we see from Russia at the moment, it would be so much easier. In
general terms we... we, we are at the stage where we can say that what is going on and Russia is
unpredictable... basically. But we know for sure, it‘s pretty clear, both in the military doctrins, the
Russians military doctrines and also in political speeches and stuff like that, that Putin could have
an interest in splitting NATO and splitting EU. So what we see if we look back in history is that
whenever Western countries or Western organizations are trying to offer former Soviet interest
areas, whenever we are trying to put them closer to a Western European way of thinking, Western
European values, economy, even memberships of EU or NATO, we see some actions from Mr.
Putin. And we saw that in Georgia... It's obvious as we see it, as analysis at the moment that Mr.
Putin is not necessarily interested in having the land. He‘s not going for Ukraine, he‘s not going for
the Baltic states, he‘s not going from... for the land of Georgia... He‘s probably going for unstability
in these countries which make him capable of having political influence. So the best way to cope
with this is to demonstrate political... agreements, good cooperation and democracy as we see it...
And this is also, also on the agenda of the Nordic countries to work with the Baltic states. We are
pushing you, not the so much in Lithuania, but we are pushing Latvia and Estonia pretty hard on
this... minority question. | mean, it was problem in 91 and it is a problem today. And we fear that if
we are pushing the ethnical Russian living in Latvia and in Estonia, which is pretty many, we are
talking about 25 to 30%, if we are pushing them too much, we could create the situation where Mr.
Putin would have decent, not necessarily good but decent excuse for some kind of action in order
to, as he normally expresses, in order to secure his Russian population all over the world. This is
declared aim for Mr. Putin and it could, it could be the development if, if we are not very careful.
And what | am talking about this the citizenship issues, language, school systems, the minority of
Russians are pretty, pretty big. And if you‘re pushing them too much... I‘m not so sure that we can

control the situation. And I think the Nordic countries are pretty much in line on this.

Author: But | still want to clarify because | understand, before Crimea you saw but after Georgia

you saw, you saw this situation differently somehow?

Col. Frausig: Ya ya, because... the, the Russian attitude, not only towards Ukraine but maybe
speaking against Baltic states, are different. Georgia was not member of NATO, the Baltic states is,
which is the member of the club and | mean of course we have stronger feelings for members of the
club. We also have the situation in, in Georgia that one third of the population actually is Russians.
So we, we have the situation difficult to, to find solutions for and Mr. Putin is not interested in this

solutions, he‘s interested in instability in order to be able to... to push to political elements. When he
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came to Ukraine... | think, basically the attitude from the Western world, not only the, the Nordic,
from, from the Western world was that every country in the world, democratic country, is free to
choose where they see their security aims fulfill best. And we didn‘t offer Ukraine the membership
of NATO but we basically were pretty close to offer them the membership of EU. And when we
saw the Orange Revolution... and it was obvious that from a Russian point of view is simply, we
came too close to Russia. And we did not understand it, we simply did not understand it. We hadn‘t
any dialogue we didn‘t cope with the sequence from, from the Russian administration and it created
the situation. There was heavy discussions about the intervention of the Eastern Ukraine, should
NATO do anything, but here, | think, the big difference is NATO membership or not NATO
membership. It was the excuse anyway. So... this is the case.

Author: So, and cooperation in the, okay, in the Baltic Sea region. Could | say that is somehow like

as a precaution now or or solution to that problem that emerged after Ukraine?

Col. Frausig: ...Again, | think the big difference is NATO membership or not NATO membership.
I mean... what we seen at the moment with this rapid reassurance plan... It is new, it is unique in
many ways but on the other hand we‘ve seen that before it‘s all in Turkey, while we had to move
the missiles down to Turkey in order to support the Turkish defence forces, so it is not a totally new
situation for NATO to support areas of potential conflicts. What is new is, as | see it, we have to
take into consideration, on the one side we don‘t want to provoke Russians in order not to escalate
the situation, on the other hand we have promised to Baltic states to support them and we do that of
course. So the way is to do it, to support deterrence link without making any threat. It‘s not so

easy... It's pretty difficult.

Author: It is... And talking more about the Nordic states, and not only about the Nordic states...
you said that there is cooperation or or tries to do that cooperation. So, and... could you be more

specific, like which country is more active pursuing that cooperation? Is there such a country?

Col. Frausig: Amongst the Baltic countries no... in in in the Nordic family it is a little complicated
because of Finland... not neutral but free of alliances, pretty close to Russia... probably also some
kind of agreement with Russia, not to build up forces capable of much more than defending the
fatherland itself... Finland. They are not members of NATO, they are pretty close to NATO, but
there is no... perception of any will to the full membership of NATO. I don‘t think so... They are
pretty active in United Nation and they are pretty active also in, in EU... Peace keeping operations

and peace support operations... there are Sweden... Sweden is probably is closer to NATO. Still, it is
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not neutral, it is free of alliances. I, you... I don‘t know do you know the difference between being

neutral and being free of alliance?
Author: Probably | know because...

Col. Frausig: Okay. According to the UN Charter, if you declare yourself as neutral, you, you have
some rights. You have the right not to be part of an arm conflict from both sides. They have to
respect there. But on the other hand you, you have to be capable of defending your own teritory.
That was a case of both of Finland and Sweden 20 years ago but nowadays they cut down their
military forces so deep that they are not capable of doing this. So they are not neutral but they are
free of alliances. They have not declared anything for Russia which is one part, or Warsaw in the
good old days or NATO, they are free of alliances... important... Sweden is probably closer to
NATO, but still... they have structure in the arm forces... a little bit old fashioned compared to
interoperability questions and the capability of going to war together, we have a lot of experience
from Norway and Denmark because we are the full members of NATO and our engagement in
Afganistan have taught us a lot of cooperation, operating together which is not of the benefit of

Finland and Sweden. So... who is supporting the Baltic states most? It‘s very very difficult...

Author: Or okay, could I rephrase the question because in the first line 1 was more asking who is
intiates the cooperation among yourselves without the Baltic states, like because you tried them
among the Nordic states to cooperate in defence sphere. So which country wants the most of that
cooperation without Baltics?

Col. Frausig: Ya, I, I think I, I, I will not be, be able to give you a clear answer. 11l give you an
answer. It is basically case by case. It depends on who is interested in what and how is the security
environment and the architecture and the situation of the moment. | mean... when, when Norway
were close to make a decision about new filer of procurements, they had an interest in cooperating
with Denmark about procurement of filers. Of course at the moment it‘s clear for Sweden that
Sweden is in the middle of reinforcements, if NATO wants to bring in forces to the Baltic states or
to the Baltic Sea area it will be very difficult no to involve Sweden in this, so at the moment
Sweden are pretty interested in sharing intelligence from naval vessels, from the sea picture and air
picture. They are pretty interested in doing this. So it is case by case... | would say that the more
modestly, modestly, the closest and more continuing cooperation is probably between the Baltic
states and Denmark because we have had this Danish division which is Danish division headquarter
where the three Baltic states have affiliated a brigade, a brigade from the each of the Baltic states

are basically on the command in times of tension of Danish requirements. That‘s amazing.
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Author: ,,Gelezinis vilkas” yeah, from Lithuania?

Col. Frausig: Yes, exactly. Iron wolf brigade and Latvia has a brigade also and Estonia the same.
And we have this cooperation since... 98 | think. And it never stopped, so it has continued all
through this period. We had a training team from 2004 until 2014 stationed in Riga, Danish team,
from this brigade, the division headquarters which constantly, more or less every day, year
[incomprehensible word] trained staffs from the three Baltic brigades. And now they are affiliated
which is they are allocated to Danish division. So whenever Danish division is doing anything
training purposes they are always Baltic representatives. That‘s great... Then I also would
emphasize the air policing. Denmark has been and still pretty active when it comes to air police. We
have rotated air policing 5 times and will continue doing it. Semi- Danish fighters overtake your
airspace... Huge amount of your officers are trained in Denmark. Also for all three Baltic states and
we'‘re still doing this.... This is not what you see from Norway, you don‘t see it on the constantly
basis of Sweden and when it comes to Finland you see this support but basically allocated against in
Estonia... Back in good old days, when get your, you got your independence, we basically in the
Nordic framework divided the responsibility. We... we put down, we, we created the forum called
Baltic- Nordic... Baltic- Nordic... something, I don‘t remember. But the aim of this was to develop
your security structure and we agreed within the structure that... Sweden should concentrate on
Latvia and Estonia... Finland should concentrate on Estonia. Norway should support Latvia. And
Denmark should support Lithuania. And you can still see this structure whenever we are talking
cooperating. Whenever we are bringing soldiers here for exercises, we are doing this during this...
reassurance plan. We are basically always going to Lithuania. Sometimes we are going to Estonia
and sometimes also to, to Latvia. Basically, we are coming here... So, | think, the closest
cooperation is... not one Baltic... one Nordic countries against Baltics but it is divided between the

countries.

Author: And, okay... okay, so, and one more question. In your opinion, which, which country
initiates cooperation more often, Denmark or Lithuania? From which side it‘s more like a push to

cooperate?

Col. Frausig: Wow... that‘s good question. Oh, the others also good. We made our first political
cooperation agreement in 94... and it was pretty loose. In 2004, when you became full members of
NATO, we updated this agreement and again in 2015, 14- 15, February 15 we signed it but in 14 we
made a bright new, we started a piece of paper called ,,Political visions®... and this paper was
mutual development between Lithuania and Denmark. The same we did in Latvia and the same in

Estonia. But were we in 94 and in 2004 had the same agreement with the three Baltic states mainly
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containing how we could support you which changes totally the picture in 2004. We started with the
political piece of think paper, the vision where we together with the country with your Ministry of
Defence and Ministry of Foreign Affairs talked about what is the aim, how, how do we want to
develop our cooperation and what is the term of it. And on this background, on this foundation we
created, what is called, the Memorandum of Understanding which is for the first time in history of
mutual, of mutual benefit, this word is very important — of mutual benefit. We have in this paper
declared that we will only do things together if it is of mutual benefit. And we also have agreed that
we are sharing the cost of our cooperation equally. This is a very interesting piece of paper, because
in 2004 we financed everything, everything, yeah, we did, you, you didn‘t have any money, so it
was pretty easy. But in 2014 you were ready to say when we were exercising. We are not only
having you paying for Lithuanian soldiers going to Denmark for exercises, no... in 2015 if you are
sending soldiers to Denmark for exercising you are paying for it. When we are sending soldiers
here, we are paying for it. So we are sharing the costs equally. Amazing. Good. Great. So this, this
cooperation paper you could merge with the cooperation papers we have with Germany, with UK,
with US because the terms are the same. And for me it is a clear picture that you have become

mature.

Author: But basically the question like | want to clarify... or reformulate it, who proposes those

projects more often, Denmark or Lithuania?

Col. Frausig: This is not the way it works. It works with this way that we want to meet on the
political level, ministry to ministry, and have, here we have bilateral talks and during this session
we discuss what would be the aim for the cooperation for the following two years normally and
then we are rolling. And this plan goes to the arm forces of Denmark and the arm forces of
Lithuania and they say okay, this is what the political masters want us to achieve, how do we do
this? How do we change all these to activities? And then we make activity program, and on equal

basis, so you cannot say Lithuania are pushing or Denmark are pushing.
Author: So there is some kind of groups...

Col. Frausig: Yeah yeah yeah, like working groups in different areas
Author: Okay. And do you participate in those groups?

Col. Frausig: No... No, I am basically working with the political issues. So the military stuff is for

soldiers.
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Author: Ya... You said about some areas for example that we are cooperating and trying to
cooperate in deterrence, strategic communication, media... Did, did the cooperation as | did

understood correctly, cooperation intensified after Crimea...
Col. Frausig: Amazingly, amazingly.
Author: Okay. And did it somehow change? Was there some areas before that weren‘t there?

Col. Frausig: Yeah because we, we have never... before Crimea we didn‘t exercise in defending the
Baltic states. Before 2014 the aim of the common exercises were to be able to operate together in
international operations because the NATO... the NATO issues before 14 were Afganistan, Iraq,
Libery, Africa and stuff like that. So after the Crimea we have intensified, of course the specific
exercise of defending the Baltic States and the Baltic Sea area. And this is also what you will see in
closer, in much more closer cooperation within the framework of Nordic- Baltic cooperation. You

will see much more, much more exercises in this area.

Author: And something else, only, | mean, maybe from the point of you of more like soft security.

Is there any areas that emerged that wasn‘t there before?

Col. Frausig: Yeah, yes of curse. | mean before Crimea we have no interest in the media policies in
the Baltic states and | mean we of course discussed this energy security but we did it from another
perspective because we did it within the framework of EU and we did it on background of money.

Now we are talking about security, something totally different... So it has changed.

Author: Okay. According to Danish defence agreement 2013- 2017 your country will decrease its
defence spending. Does this somehow change the security priorities in the Baltic Sea region?

Because other countries are increasing, you are decreasing.

Col. Frausig: Yeah yeah... aaa... all countries within the NATO will from, will after the, after the
summit in Warsaw, | am pretty sure that all the budgets within NATO will stagnate. So it will not
decrease. And from then on the aim is for all countries slowly over the period of time to increase the
defence. You are pushing pretty hard in the Baltic states. But you‘ve also been very low. So... it‘s a
good idea. I don‘t foresee any increase in the Danish budget but we are in many ways saved by the
bill as you say in [incomprehensible word]. Because all we spend, all the expenses we have in
Afganistan, one billion Danish krones per year, are more or less now allocated to what we now
define as international operations which is deterrence.,, and a lot of these money goes to Baltic

areas, not as money but as activities.
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Author: Excuse me, | want to clarify. You said international operations and Baltics is like

international operation?

Col. Frausig: Yes. Nowadays, nowadays, we, we consider Danish activites in the Baltic states... are
considered as international operations within the Danish system. It, it is basically a matter of which
box you can take the money but in the political budget system in Denmark we yearly allocate one
billion Danish krones to international operations. So by defining what we are doing in the Baltics as
international operations we can take money from this box. And we save this money because our
commitment in Afganistan is almost nothing, so what we are basically doing with this money at the
moment is Africa and Baltic states... Because a lot of momey, we have 2 000 soldiers in, in the

Baltic states in 2016. It‘s pretty expensive.
Author: Basically as | see now, we almost like finished.
Col. Frausig: Great!

Author: Before finishing the last question... like for the interview. Is there something that you want
to add or think that I should know... about Baltic, Baltic, no, not... Lithuania and Nordic cooperation

or cooperation between Denmark and Lithuania?

Col. Frausig: I think I want to state that | have a privilege of having followed the development in
this cooperation. And of course when we started this bargain 90°s something you were extrememly
immature. Of course you were. What can you expect? But what I‘ve seen is actually that you have
manners to develop structures and to make decision procedures which are acceptable within
international society. And it is very important. It is important to be respected. Saying that | also
think you have to be... you have to be aware of not only your own situation which is tense, and we
have huge amount of understanding for it... But the relationship between the Baltic states, Poland
and Russia is not the only problem within the NATO structure... At the moment we are talking
about 360 degree problem... in the Arctic, in the Baltic, ISIS and the link between US and Europe...
We are heading for the new American president, if this stupid guy is going to take office we will be
in deep trouble. Because he has absoluteley no interest in Europe. And we have because without US
in Europe we will be back in the period between the 1st and 2nd world wars where the great powers
in Europe, Britain, UK, Germany, Russia, they start to fight. So we need the link, the North Atlantic
link, this so important. So in that way you can talk about that we are challenged 360 degrees
around. And if you want to draw NATO‘s 28 members‘s attention to your problem, you also have
to show interest for their problems. And when we are talking about migration, can you imagine
sitting in... in Greece, on an island and seeing these refugees coming and floating over your country.
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Your economy is very very bad... worse than the Baltic states, and on top of this you have this
migration of refugees coming from Africa, and no one is supporting you. NATO system, no no no,
it‘s not military, the EU, EU system... aaa... here‘s the national question. Everyone is turning your
back to you. Can you imagine how difficult it is for Greek to see that you have a problem here? Its
very difficult. So in order to play the game we have to have the big overview and find solutions not
only for our own problems but also for the neighbors’. If we don‘t manage to do that we will see the
NATO split in the middle and a NATO split in the middle is not a NATO, it‘s something else. It
could be the defend union between the Baltic states and Nordic but I mean NATO has served us so
well, it has cost of money but it has been extremely cheap, much cheaper than war, much cheaper. |
think we should fight for that. And the Baltic states have to bear in mind that it is not a matter of
crying loud, it is a matter of cry... crowing wise so to speak. So we want we want we want is not the

way. It‘s good advance. This is what I‘'m doing every day...
Author: Okay. So thank you very much.

Col. Frausig: | hope very much that these is any kind of will help for you.

Interviu pabaiga
Interviu su Danijos ambasados Lietuvoje staZzuotojais panele Andersen ir ponu Krag.

Interviu pradzia

Author : So what is the most important questions of that agenda? Between in cooperation area?
Ms. Andersen : Incorporation? I don’t know.
Author: According to your spheres of work.

Ms. Andersen: | think in general not in cooperation with Lithuania, but in general it’s migration
crisis you know and in general and even if I’ am cooperating bilaterally in this area I think it’s for
Denmark important to know what Lithuanians knows , how they came with all problems. So this is

important.

Author: And more is it only about this question?
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Ms. Andersen: Well | will also say that for in general image policy is important, it is also very
important for all Lithuania/ans. But it is in a different way. So | think it's... I'm not sure it is good to

say its cooperation think either.
Author: Could you explain how it is different for Denmark and how it is different for Lithuania?

Ms. Andersen: For Denmark | think it is part of foreign affairs under agenda you know, through
unity, you know, [incomprehensible word] clean energy and also uses as a commercial thing to
(break of recording] other places than Denmark to do clean energy and in Lithuania it is more like

securilty issue, so I guess that’s the main difference.
Mr. Krag: Main issues on the agenda right now of cooperation? Yea?
Author: Of relations in general and what is the most important for the Embassy know?

Mr. Krag: The most important for Embassy, of couse, NATO summit towards Warsaw zone this
summer and there are several issues, where... What we do is we listen what Baltics, because the
Embassy covers not only Lithuania but all three Baltic states in regards to defence. So what you do
is you that gather the perceptions , that what would the Baltic states like, to what kind of
improvements do they want to see in security towards to NATO summit. And that’ s of course to be
able to coordinate with like Denmark and Danish Minister of Defence in regards to what
expectations can you have as a Minister of Defence, Coming to the Nato summit. Especially
because the Baltic states are, Denmark in the Baltics have a really close cooperation, military. There

is, [ don’t know, if you heard about it.. Danish division?
Author: Yes its like Lithuanian company...brigade is attached to Danish division.

Mr. Krag: Yes exactly, and its one from each of Baltic States, so not only Lithuania. So there is a
lot of work been done towards NATO summit right now. To be able to make the negotiation more
smooth because, when you know each other positions for NATO Summit, it becomes easier and
also since all the Baltic states are associated with this embassy in Vilnius, that’s what we are doing
right know. Also what's on agenda is military exercises. There is a military exercises here in June,
where a lot of Danish soldiers come over here. So that's also something what is on agenda right

now.
Author: Do you remember the name?

Mr. Krag: Saber Strike.
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Author: And you said what you coordinated, try to know positions of the Baltic States. Basically
so, but what Denmark wants to push in the Warsaw Summit? What do you want ? | mean with the
help of Baltic States?

Mr. Krag: Basically Denmark would like to, Denmark has limited budgets as a lot of other NATO
countries has. In regards to defence, but obliviously Denmark is a small country, like Baltics states,
so knows that its security relies on NATO, just as Baltics do, so | think Denmark have really big
issues in that it should not happen with Baltic states, but in the same time they want to do it in smart
way, so that have are being met with increasing demands from the Baltic states, you know what |
mean, so | think Denmark is looking for compromise in satisfying the Baltics needs, but in the same

time the Baltics needs cannot be too high, that's the thing from Danish perspective.

Author: From the point of cooperation nowadays those needs, can we ask more, do you provide

more or is there a room for intensifying the cooperation in the security sphere?

Mr. Krag: In my opinion at least, not in material donations of equipment, but more where there is
a lot of space as | see it in regards of cooperation, [incomprehensible word] military exercises for
instance. That's a Danish military come to the Baltic states or to Lithuania to exercise. That’s the
way of cooperating cheaply because we don’t have to give donations to Baltic states and you don’t
have to supply more soldiers - they can do regular exercises just in a different country and at the
same time that's a win-win situation also for the Baltic states because by appealing with host nation
facilities the Baltic states tries to attract exercises. They always keep a certain NATO presence kind
of win- win situation because Danish forces would like to go to the Baltic States because there have
a lot of more room, a lot more woods, so like it's that is a situation. So | think that's what Denmark

is going to... not with concrete donations and more airplanes or anything like that, more...

Author: More troops.
Mr. Krag: Not more troops but more exercises.

Author: Exercise. Ok. Do you guys knew something about the cooperation between Nordic states,

just between Nordic states?
Ms. Andersen: Towards Lithuania or in general?
Author: In general.

Ms. Andersen: Its not from my knowledge point of view, but in general | think the Nordic

countries are very attached to each other and they listen to each other's policies... if Swedish people
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would do something regarding, for example, migration, we would listen to each other, but they also
are all different.

Author: | want to ask maybe you know Which country initiates the cooperation more often than

others among the Nordic states now?
Ms. Andersen: I don’t know.

Mr. Krag: I would say, I don’t know either but Nordic states in defence. There is one concept of
NORDEFCO? [Author: OK] So that's pretty concrete cooperation between Nordic countries, where
for instance an example, basically it's not really how it works, but there is a list where you can sign

off that an airplanes, that Denmark could borrow from Norway, so basic cooperation like that.

Author: Ok. But basically I will ask about Denmark and Lithuania. From your perspective, from

your, which country initiates cooperation or projects more often — Lithuania or Denmark?

Ms. Andersen: | think Denmark is more visible than Lithuania, than Lithuania is in Denmark, but
after independence in Lithuania there is kind of interest... And that feeling is still here but its long
time ago. If you compare to other embassies, you see the important thing. We have three embassies
in all Baltic countries and I think that’s says something. I am not sure about the initiative... Danish
Embassy takes a lot of initiative on the cultural side in Lithuania and other Baltic countries. We
have a cultural institute. If it is more politically, I am not so sure about that. They have Nordic
Baltic meetings. I don’t know how often. But I know that’s ministers went to Riga couple of weeks

ago and they have been doing that it since the independence.

Mr. Krag: | think it depends on the area. In some ways Denmark has initiated cooperation, for
instance, I don’t know if you are aware, there are Latvian and Estonian soldiers in Iraq training Iraqi
forces with Danish forces as well. They are training Iragi forces to fight against ISIS. That was
based on the Danish request, that they came to Irag. So in that area international operation wise is
Danish initiative. Maybe not in general... When its about Lithuania and Lithuanian territory, I think
Lithuania initiates contact obviously. For instance the exercises... I know what Lithuania is doing a
lot to attract exercises and more troops. That is obviously directed towards Denmark and also a lot
of other countries, especially USA. | know that Baltic Defense College in Estonia was initiated by
Scandinavian countries and Denmark, but they have turned more towards American way of
educating their soldiers so in that way the attention has kind of shifted from Nordic cooperation to

more American cooperation. So it differs from the area.

Author: But Denmark still supports?
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Mr. Krag: Yes, its still supports with economics and also have Danish structure. The tendency
right now is that Denmark and Nordic countries don’t know if they should support Baltic defense
policy. There is definitely one way entry to say that cooperation is down or up, it is uncertain in

different areas.

Author: How much argument Russian aggression is impetus for cooperation nowadays?
Ms. Andersen: I think it’s pretty good argument.

Author: I mean in the difference for example in Danish perspective?

Ms. Andersen: I think it is something between the lines, it’s not that we use it like an argument
that you should do more because we have Russian background, but it between lines that you want to
be more visible in Lithuania and other Baltic States. You want to be more visible as western
countries. You want to be sure that Baltic countries still rely on Europe. It is very clear that Baltic

countries are very attached to the EU.

Mr. Krag: I think it is important to know that there is different political reality in Denmark than in
Baltic States. Unfortunately, in Denmark you don’t see an invasion or any kind of aggression as
reality. Your force don’t know what Putin’s next move is, but you don’t think that’s is a reality and
also other things are on political agenda more — terrorism, migration, refugees- they have more
space on Danish media, than they do here. Maybe it’s just because of geographical distance,
because Denmark is just further away — reality is just different. We knew the status quo before we
left Denmark, but you come here and you get all these stories, hear all this information, and then

you just change your perspective. Political reality is reality different in Denmark.

Ms. Andersen: But | also believe what that difference between political reality when you read
reports in foreign ministry and reality in the media, because in media picture of Russia is very
different if you read Lithuanian news. But I think Foreign Ministry is aware of how Baltic countries
feel Russia as a threat. It is not something you don’t talk about. It is just not on media, because you
have migrant crisis. In media all the biggest problems are taking all the space. Migrants coming to
you country... It is a big thing... Russia is far away, because it’s not happening... It is a part of it...

It is a media that is very different in Lithuania...

Author: Has the discussion about Russia intensified? After 2014 Russia is mentioned as a

challenge in strategic documents. Is the discussion rising?

Ms. Andersen: 1 think its more a noble picture of Putin in EU that is a challenge and you can’t

cooperate with.
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Mr. Krag: It’s a thing not only in Nordic countries or EU, but in Lithuania also in 2012 published
military strategy Russia is not mentioned. Russia was not a threat in Lithuania in 2012. That is
something to keep in mind. It is said in the report 2012 that Lithuania was facing stable, security

environment.
Author: But is defense spending an important question in Denmark?

Mr. Krag: It is discussed more now, but this does not mean that there is any political resolve.
Actually yesterday report was given by Danish Cherki Gaya. He suggests that we increase defense
spending exactly because of Russia. There is definitely a debate — maybe further to the political
agenda because it is a subject where you defense spending, there is a discussion but there is not a
willingness to allocate resources to the defense in Denmark. | talked to my boss this morning and he
said that we might increase small defense budget but there isn’t significant amount, but there is a

debate about this as you can see from the report it’s because of Russia aggression.
Author: But if all countries increases their defense spending why Denmark did not?
Mr. Krag: Did all the Nordic countries?

Author: Yes, like Finland, Sweden... I am not sure about Iceland, but Norway... Iceland doesn’t

have military, but they have like security reports now. Probably you don’t know but there is.

Mr. Krag: I can’t actually answer now, because I don’t know..

Author: Ok, your are subjective view... Why Denmark reacted differently than other Nordic states?
Mr. Krag: It is good question.Well we see cut downs in all parts of pubic sector and..

Ms. Andersen: And also in a Foreign Ministry a lot of cut down so I think it makes sense.

Mr. Krag: And Denmark has if we compare us to Sweden and Norway completely different
composition of economy. Denmark is I don’t know if more vulnerable but for instance Norway has
a lot of wool money so I don’t know if it is easier for them to allocate more money to defense. But

in general we see a lot of cut downs in public spending and that is shown through defense spending.
Author: But you don’t know why exactly other countries acted different?

Ms. Andersen: | think the same — it makes sense when you have a lot of other cut downs it is just a
part of it. It makes sense you wouldn’t know if could more money to the military and you are

starting to know you take money out of hospitals and things like that. Its just politics, | guess.

Author: Now, what about some procurement projects in Lithuania from Denmark side?
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Mr. Krag: Let me think. Lithuania buying... I know they have, but not in Denmark... I don’t think.
It also depends on Denmark doesn’t have that big military industry like for instance Sweden has.
Maybe its also an answer to your question. Why did Swedish defense budget grow up, because they
have big business in selling airplanes and Carl Gustav recoilless. I know that Lithuania to have

these Carl Gustav recoilless.
Author: Yes, they gave us that at the beginning of independence as a present.
Mr. Krag: Ok. So, but I don’t know about procurements from Denmark.

Author: Do you know is there some kind of intensifying cooperation in cyber security and
intelligence sharing? Because these two are very important in Nordic declaration of cooperation.
They said that they will intensify cooperation in these two spheres and it was in 2014. | want to ask

you does it happen in reality?

Mr. Krag: I haven’t read anything about cyber security. I heard more about Baltic countries

internally sharing information and not between Denmark and Baltics.
Author: For Denmark the priorities from the Baltic states, which Baltic state cooperates the most?
Ms. Andersen: In Baltic States? I would say it is pretty much the same. I am not sure ...

Mr. Krag: Historically it’s been Lithuania. It seems as if different Nordic countries have different
ties different with Baltic states. For instance Finland with Estonia. | think maybe Denmark has ties

with Lithuania.

Ms. Andersen: But | am pretty sure money wise, people from Denmark and working in embassies

in Baltic countries try to make it even.

Author: Because in the start of independence it was an arrangement that Denmark mostly
cooperates with Lithuania, but I want to ask from current affairs is there a difference from affairs

side - so basically you say no and now more equal?
Ms. Andersen: In the defense question, yes.

Mr. Krag: In the defense question is more NATO force integration unit — they have three in total
one for each Baltic country. They have Danish commander there in Vilnius plus in the EU.
Militarily I don’t know about exercises that they do in Latvia and Estonia but | know they do many

exercises here in Lithuania.
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Ms. Andersen: But | would say | have the feeling that if you are ambassador here in Lithuania its
pretty easy to get to talk to people and positions and things like that, maybe it is easier here than
other Baltic countries. Its not like you have some kind of specific focus on... I think its easier to
focus on Lithuania because of its size... But I think it’s easier to be he as Danish ambassador

because you would have courage if you would like to talk.

Author: Is there somethink that you want to add or you think would be useful to know about the

Nordic-Lithuanian cooperation?

Ms. Andersen: Nothing that I can think of.
Mr. Krag: Me neither.
Author : Thank you for the interview.
Interviu pabaiga

Véliau ponas Krag susisieké ir rekomendavo dél Danijos jsitraukimo Sirijoje rekomendavo
pasidométi Specialiyjy operacijy pajégomis, nes operacijos pries ISIS specifikos, danams tai

aktualu.
Interviu su Norvegijos gynybos atasé Baltijos Salims plk. Lie

Interviu pradzia

Author: After the annexation of Crimea there were a lot of voices in the region that encouraged to
cooperate in the region, and between Nordic states and between Nordic and Baltic states. One
example, | could say, was the defense ministers of Nordic countries writing a joint declaration in the
newspaper “Aftenposten”, so encouraging to cooperate more closely in the region. I would like to
ask you, does this rhetoric somehow reflects the practical cooperation between Norway and

Lithuania?

Col. Lie: [Coughs] I don’t think it has been reflected much in the practical cooperation, in a more
practical way. I think it is more like a written and stated support to the Baltic States, but I don’t
think that cooperation between Norway and Lithuania has been increased after that. It is not because
of bad will, but [Laughs].

Author: OK, but that then it’s only like a political rhetoric and support in this case, yes?
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Col. Lie: No, I think when they all signed it, it was perhaps say it ok, well we will continue the
cooperation with Latvia, you Denmark you can increase the cooperation with Lithuania and
Sweden, and Finland will be a little bit all over. So I think they meant it, but it is not being like,
since we are a small country we are not able to divide the cooperation between so many nations, so

to cooperate with one main.

Author: So, but then | would like to ask you if the perception, for example of Russia, in Norway

after the Crimea changed?

Col. Lie: Yes it did. In connection with also build up by the Russian defense forces capabilities,
they so the action in Crimea and later in the eastern Ukraine as an aggressive action, as a kind of

proof that we will see another Russia today in the news, then we thought we saw earlier.

Author: So, ok and only talking about the Nordic states [Chuckles]. Among them which initiates

the cooperation more often?
Col. Lie: I am not completely sure, who does it to Lithuania...
Author: No just about the Nordic states, between you guys.

Col. Lie: In our states I think they have mostly regular meetings that they are prescheduled, let’s
say we meet four times a year, that we have this pattern of regular meetings that they stick to

mostly. Yes I can’t say which one is more active.

Author: Maybe | could help you if you would like changing the question, for example in which
spheres which country is the most, like often in shades the cooperation. For example | will give you
an example of Baltic states, like Lithuania for Lithuania it’s very important energy. An energy
cooperation and it tries to initiate something like that always. And among Nordic states is there

some spheres where some countries are more active?

Col. Lie: It might be, but I am actually not sure. I can’t give you a here and now a good answer. |
can check into it and come back later, because we have cooperation in different areas, we have
these cross-country border exercises between Norway, Sweden, and Finland. We have | think in the
submarine area cooperation, not sure about that, with Sweden, Norway and Sweden. But who is

initiating and who’s actively, well trying to get this to happen I am not sure.

Author: And don’t you have some general impression? Later you could check.
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Col. Lie: I would say that my general impression that it happens from case to case, when you see
the possibilities and that it is equally divided, | think, between. My impression is perhaps that the

Denmark is little bit less active than Sweden and Norway.
Author: Between you guys, mhm?
Col. Lie: Mhm,

Author: And now | would like to ask another question [Chuckles] about the exercise, you have
mentioned the exercises before. Would my an argument, I don’t know the proposition, be correct if
I would say, that before the Crimea you mostly did exercises with about Lithuania and the Baltic
states, and Nordic states about the international operations. And there is some scenarios that, in the
case of the imaginative attack of the Baltic states. Did the scenarios changed?

Col. Lie: During our exercises, you are thinking about the national exercises?

Author: No | am more thinking about if for example Norway for NATO exercises. For example,
did scenarios changed after Crimea somehow, like by content, because before like for example from
Denmark representative, | heard, before it was like only international scenarios, international

mission scenarios, and it is more like if something would have to Baltic states scenario.

Col. Lie: It is more related to a collective defense scenarios now or to a build up within the alliance,
that something happens in Europe. | would say it started actually before Crimea, I think they started
to see, ok we get a little bit back to the roots and find some other scenarios that we can exercise
also, chain of command in NATO. After Crimea it seems it is even more. | am not sure if we do
have any exercises any more, NATO international exercises that is taking into consideration peace

keeping or peace operations in other states.

Author: You mentioned about the national exercises...Did national exercises scenarios by content

change?

Col. Lie: The country has been attacked in the national exercises or there have been uprises. As
Nato, we don’t have opposing forces... They are not called Russians.... The focus has been turned
over to these again... We are really careful with naming... I haven’t been taking part actively in

these exercises since | came here. It might be really a little updated.
Author: Could you say after Russian war with Georgia the reaction and perception changed?

Col. Lie: It changed because it was so surprising. They hadn’t seen any signs... If they did see
some signs, they didn’t take them seriously. After Georgia, it fell back to normal situation quite fast.
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We were shocked. All these things within the diplomacy in the end it was a negative surprise. Then
we stopped talking about it.

Author: Why did you stop?

Col. Lie: I think it is a bit of psychological. We had this idea that Russia would get more
democratic... the people would want to have freedom as we do.... That they would seek the same
democracy as we have in Western Europe. When we discovered that this isn’t true. We just changed
our minds to address the issue. I guess we felt there is nothing we can do. We can’t do anything
military, because Georgia is not NATO nation. We can only use the diplomatic channels and
condemn the whole thing. We can throw them out. We just try to keep the relationship with Russia
as normal as possible. After short time we could refer to the episode and say “remember Georgia
that showed us something”. We were all taken back, so we have to put some more effort into

intelligence. So we can see if something like that will happen again.
Author: If I am not mistaken now you are strengthening your defense forces...

Col. Lie: Yes and no... We do get more money but large peace of it goes to buying F-35 Lighthers.
The army and the navy would say that “there’s nothing left for us”. They are right. We are
weakening parts of the defense forces to strengthen the air force. We actually need more money for
defense forces to keep level on all 3 services in the state we need.

Author: Do they plan to increase it?

Col. Lie: I can’t say yes or no to that ... Signals are all the time that we will get more money and
we will have sufficient defense forces that have capabilities we want them to. When it comes to the

budgets words don’t turn into actions the way we want.

Author: Last question about Ukraine and Georgia... Did the reaction differ somehow after Crimea

and Georgia?

Col. Lie: After Crimea we supported all the sanctions. Al the things the international community
put on Russia, Norway has supported all. So it changed. Rhetoric from the politicians has also
changed... Opinion among Norwegian people also changed quite a lot. Back in Norway for the first
time in many years we have overall discussions how much money the defense forces should have.
We also see a lot of people are supporting the defense forces to have more money. We never saw
the discussions in the media before. This was something... I guess we need to have defense
forces... How big... How much money... They probably get too much already... It seems it’s

starting in the social media, rest of media, within political environment. Something is changing.
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Author: Talking about Norway and Lithuania, which country initiates cooperation more often?
Col. Lie: My impression if there’s initiative, it mostly comes from Lithuania.
Author: Could you say why?

Col. Lie: You have smaller budget, you are dependent on allied support. You turn to everybody — to
see what kind of support, what kind of cooperation, what kind of material... All these things... You
are increasing presence in the region. You have the need for it, therefore you turn to your allies,

partners...

We don’t feel the need to have forces in Norway and we also have the policy that we are not
supposed to have them constantly in Norway. We invite for exercises... But you have another

approach. That’s why you initiating most contact.

Author: What questions of bilateral cooperation are the most important between Lithuania and
Norway?

Col. Lie: There haven’t been a lot of discussions and questions about these things... The question
that has been raised - if Norway would visit Lithuania for training and exercising. To stay here for

some time to take part in exercises...
Author: Do you know the answer if you come?

Col. Lie: Baltic air police has an answer. That’s no, because we are now implementing F-35 and
we don’t have the capacity at the same time, when we are going to build down F-16, re-educate
pilots and technicians on another plane... We can’t go out... We have enough with our own
airspace... Army forces... I am not sure... This year they can’t go anywhere, because they don’t

have money... They say... They can’t focus...

Author: Did the content of the cooperation questions before Crimea was different?
Col. Lie: Yes, we were not asked to come with land forces.

Author: By Lithuania?

Col. Lie: All Baltic countries. You cooperate a lot. Most of these measures are done also by Latvia

and Estonia.

Author: Will you come with your forces to Latvia or Estonia?
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Col. Lie: No, we will take part in the exercise “Civil Strike” and we will also special forces exercise
“Flailing Sword” which takes part in Lithuania and Latvia, but we will not come with forces to be

here for 2 or 3 months this year. Who know what happens next year...
Author: How much money your country spends for security cooperation with Lithuania?

Col. Lie: No, I don’t think I would get an answer, but I could try to ask them. I am afraid it’s not

much.
Author: Do you have anything to add to our discussion?

Col. Lie: One thing you haven’t asked. There has been cooperation with buying material... When
you are investing in new material. When you want to buy Norwegian surface to you missile system.
It’s not finally decided... There is no contract signed... You buy a lot of excess material from other
states or used equipment. | think there has been areas where have been cooperation. | am not too
familiar with cooperation between Sweden and Lithuania or Denmark and Lithuania. | guess there
has been some cooperation. After Crimea we don’t have any cooperation. At the beginning you has

some vessels from Norway.
Author: Would it be the wish to cooperate in soft security for instance cyber-security etc. ?

Col. Lie: I am not sure about that... If they had made up any ideas. I am not too familiar how
energy LND vessel that you have in Klaipeda... How that was initiated. If it was cooperation
between Norway and Lithuania or if it was just commercial mechanisms that made Norway to be

partner. If there is something Norway could support with... It’s in the energy area...
Author: What about cyber intelligence?

Col. Lie: Intelligence as well. I am not sure what deeds we do have with Lithuania. | think we have
agreement to share intelligence, but I might mix up with some of other countries. | think they signed
one agreement last spring when our minister was here. Our minister had bilateral meeting with

your. We also know Russia from our intelligence side. I think it would be useful cooperation.
Author: Thank you for the interview.
Interviu pabaiga

D¢l interviu su kitu Norvegijos ministerijos atstovu nepavyko susitarti, taciau gavau naudingy

rekomendacijy, kuria galéciau paskaityti. Ji cituojama darbe.
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Anoniminis interviu su Suomijos atstovu S1 (gynybos ir saugumo politikos specialistas dirbantis su

Baltijos saliy- Lietuvos saugumo bendradarbiavimu)

Interviu pradzia

Author: After the annexation of Crimea there have been some voices encouraging the Baltic Sea
region countries to cooperate and prepare for potential Russian threats in the future. For example,
the Defence Ministers of the Nordic countries in the newspaper “Aftenposten” declared their
resolution to extend and strengthen the cooperation with the Baltic states. Did this rhetoric

somehow reflected in the practical cooperation between your country and Lithuania?

S1: Well, actually, we are planning at the moment to have some quite high level meetings related to
the defence...defence related issues and usually and meetings when this [incomprehensible]
secretary or minister of Defence. These meetings are usually something... During those meetings
decision makers talk about the guidelines through which direction we should aim to go. And after
these high level meetings these things start happen. It could be joint exercises. Finland is not taking
part into the international exercises for article 5 scenario, but any other exercise we always can
think it case by case and these increased exercises in general in Baltic countries that has something
that has happened after the Crimea Annexation but not in the Lithuania that much yet, but | hope to

see that to be developed as well.

Author: Has the cooperation agenda changed between your country and Lithuania before and after

the annexation of Crimea? If yes, how?

S1: I think it has been more intense like Chiefs of the Defence Forces meets are meeting on regular
basis nowadays. All baltic CHOD*s 2> and CHOD from Finland as well. And during [Sakinio dalis
pasalinta dél anonimiSkumo]. I think they have been met three times already four of them... and this
is something that hasn‘t happen before... and during these events of concerning information and
dicussing the possible joint efforts that shopuld be done has happened. So, situational awareness has
probably improved a lot since the Crimea Annexation.

Author: Which spheres of cooperation have been important before and which ones are now? Is

there a difference?

2 Chiefs of the Defence Forces
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S1: Not in practical level in Lithuania, but in Estonia has increased in Latvia it also has increased a
little bit, but with Lithguania not that much. I like to say yet.

Author: What are the biggest challenges?

S1: The challenges are resources because if we start increasing somewhere and further you go
longer it takes and... But | believe that during this 3B2* - Finland annual or even semi-annual twice
a year meetings, this is the first step for doing cooperation. And for example our permanent
secretary is planing a visit to meet his counterparty the Defence Vice-Minister in Lithuania. That is

also one step that the Ministers of Defences are starting or at least dicussing possbility to cooperate.

Author: In which spheres of security there could be cooperation? Is it informational security or

intelligence or something like that?

S1: As with big country, NATO country even in that framework is some information changing, but
also many countries have bilateral cooperation... this is a topic that I’m not possible... I have no

possibility to talk, when it’s unclasiffied...
Author: Could you at least say if it intensifies without saying the specific content/

S1: I would rather not answer...But when we talk about practical cooperation | see that we already
have done that in Latvia. We have one company Saber Strike exercise over here and we will have
some units in Saber Strike this year in Estonia and therefore, | see most likely that when Saber
Strike, which is the biggest exercises annually or one of the biggest, at least in this area. In 2017 it
will be in Lithuania with main part and it’s very likely that Finland will send some unit or some

troops in this area to exercise.

Author: Which country initiates the cooperation more often than others among the Nordic states

now?

S1: Sweden. We have very close cooperation with Sweden and even after Crimea Annexation we
have increased that. We have agreed about more joint exercising. We are trainning certain units
twice a year in Finland or in Sweden, our Air Forces are very active together. And then we even
discussed about possible... about possibilities. For example this submarine case, which was in
Sweden... Possible submarine case that was in Sweden. We see some limits because of the
legislation what we can do and can’t do to support in these kind of situations. We are thinking and

in Sweden they are thinking to change the legislation that this cooperation would be more flexible

24 The Baltic States
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and easier to arrange. And there has been a even discussion about Finland and Sweden making
some kind of agreements like Defence agreement during the time of the crisis, but hasn’t gone

further because we tried to be neutral... we tried neutral...
Author: Non-alligned...

S1: Non alligned, but that is very close cooperation... in procurement... we tried to have exercises,
we have it yet [imcomprehensible word] official, Swedish officials are training at our military

academies and it’s right there so... that is.

Author: Could you say some specific projects in procurement?
S1: We had this NS-90 procurement for example.

Author: MS-90?

S1: NH- 90 helicopter and we now having a replacement of F-18 fighters in 2025 around. Just
[incomprehensible word] and Swedish is one out of the ... but the other alternatives from United
States and from France, Germany. There are Euro fighter and Super Hornet just [incomprehensible
word] alternative. Than this procurement cooperation has been going for years already and Crimean
Annexation happened it has not changed that much but it still ongoing. And if I think in years, I
think even before the Crimean Annexation we had in yearvise more cooperation with Sweden in
procurement and now there just hasn’t been a program which would have been for both of us,
because we have bought, for example, Leopard tanks from Holland and some equipment from
united States and those we have bought from abroad are not even available in Sweden.

Author: | want to clarify one thing. In general the cooperation between the Nordic and Baltic States
in the region intensified after the Annexation?

S1: I would say so, yes. There is solid will to increase the cooperation. That can be easily seen.

Author: Talking about previous conflicts, for example, Georgia. Could I say that there haven’t

been such strong reaction to increase cooperation?

S1: Actually, afterwards I’m thinking and I wonder why. We have been talking about that in

Finland and why we did not wake up in 2008 when Georgian war took place.
Author: And what is your opinion. Why it was like that?

S1: If I think only about Finland, we always been focusing I wouldn’t say threat but possible,

most likely conflict that would have some negative impacts for Finland. We had history with
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Russia, we had good business cooperation with them and close relation but they are the most likely
anyway be difficult neighbour for us. And we have already three wars with Russia in last hundred
years. And because of our history we have always been focusing to that threat. And we say publicly
that Russia is most likely to be our threat or enemy if something would happen and that’s why had
in Georgia. Of course it was a surprise for everybody, but in Finland it did not change the thinking
because we were doing that even before the Georgia. We did it already the year 39 and then the
Winter War started. So, | think for Finland it did not changed much and then when 1 think about
Baltic countries I think you had focus at the same direction as well, but you have not shown the
focus with money and you didn’t even do it after Georgia, [incomprehensible word] but have been
economic difficulties at that time here. But then after Ukraine it was dramatic change, but Ukraine

the scale event was much bigger than Georgia... but still why we in Europe did not realize, what...
Author: But in Finland you realized as | understand more or less?

S1: Yes, but we didn’t have to change anything because before we prepared for something like that.
That is the difference maybe with many European countries, that everybody believed that there is
peace in Europe for ever. We have big army, for example, 230 000 strength, we have good Air
Force, we have good tanks like always been preparing for the worst.

Author: But not so often ago you had Defence reform. You have decreased your conscripts and
your Army a little bit. Why you did that?

S1: That is nothing to do... First of all, we have to be more cost effective- we wanted to get better
results with less money and when we down... down first from 550 000 to something like 400 000
and now we went down to 230 000 with modern equipment, with modern movebility and... with our
concept how we fight the war 230 000 is enough for Finland. We would not need 550 000 reserve
because mobility is totally different. We don’t have this old fashioned thinking any more that you
have long lines and enemy lines and that you act like this. Modern war is moving and
[incomprehensible word] by the enemies’ [incomprehensible word]. And that is why, 230 000 with
modern weapons is better and much more cost effective that 500 000 with less good weapons. And

that’s would been more effective with the save money, what we have.

Author: Ok, save money... but then another questions. In the last year you increased your defence
budget. Why you did that?

S1: Actually, we started this evaluation before the Ukrainian ...Crimean invasion, or Ukrainian

crisis or whatever you want to call it and we did a study and result of the study was that we need to
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focus on some key areas with more money that we had and this was introduced before the
Ukainian... Crimean accident happen and then already most of the political parties understood that

there is a need and decision to increase the Defence budget was made before the Crimean crisis.
Author: Original decision? OKk.

S1: Yes, original. We started discussing and got light green, light for that ... and after that Crimean
invasion happened, the green light was even more green. But discussing and first approval came
before the Crimean... event.

Author: But that decision was from this year?
S1: Yes, but the need for that and the policital will was understood before the Crimean crisis.
Author: So, it did not change the time of increasing?

S1: Yes, but at the same time we are planning to placing some vessels in the Navy and we are
replacing Air Force our fighter F-18 Hornets and this money will most likely come outside of
Defence budget. And we talking about several billion euros in roughly 10 years. And that is outside
of the Defence budget and it most likely be funded with additional money. That was made out when
Ukrainian events started. And what has been the decision if Ukrainian crisis would not taking place
I don’t know. But we had always good Air Force and probably someway but maybe this decision

was easier to make.

Author: Which country initiates the bilateral cooperation more often between Lithuania and your

country?

S1: I think it’s 50/50. Maybe with conscript use, we are not benefiting, but you are benefiting, but
for example, naval discusions we have an... and of course, you are NATO member we are not, we
have less bilateral... but we are taking part in the same exercises like BALTRON, BaltOps- very big
naval exercise, we are hosting it some years and Lithuanians are quite often with us. So, bilateral
military training is very rare, but concerning international exercises, same as Saber Strike last year
in Latvia you had a company there and we had a company there. And there’s some international

missions as well in same country and sometimes even in the same garrison

Author: | want to repeat myself. If | understood correctly, the most important questions of bilateral

cooperation are conscripts and training?

S1: Conscrips at the moment at least is at the top. Another is naval issues. [ haven’t been taking part
into this naval dicussions, but I know that you had visitors from Lithuania to Finland to the Navy
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and one of the topics, at least was the sea surveillance. And we have very unique system with all
governmental authorities work together... and know that Lithuania and also Latvia you are
developing maritime surveillance at the moment and | think that is somethink that we are working
together hopefully one day already be to some sharing information in the maritime picture in
SUCBAS? with the Baltic Sea countries.

Author: Is there somethink that you want to add or you think would be useful to know about the
Nordic-Lithuanian cooperation?

S1: Maybe I could add this kind of thing that Baltic Cooperation, if the worst case happens that
would be some kind of crisis in the Baltic countries, any Baltic counties, | believe that this would
have definite effect to Finland as well. And therefore, or something happens in Finland, it has effect
the Baltic countries, meaning that no matter what, we hace to cooperate because if something
happens here we are involved somehow, we cannot avoid that or if something happens in Southern
Finland at least a part of the Baltics will be involved as well because crisis nowadays are more than
just few-ten kilometres in the border as we have seen in Ukraine as well. So the cooperation is
mandatory. And we talk about the security of this area and that is the reason and if we think the
same way and been facing the same knowledge about what‘s going on it‘s much easier to come
over it. I think it is at the moment the focus to know the same things and then we have to do it

together. That‘s why we have to train together as well.

Author: Thank you for the interview.
Interviu pabaiga

Antrasis Suomijos atstovas (S2) paSnekovas sutiko j klausimus atsakyti anonimiskai- pastu.
LaiSko pradzia

Dear Donatas Rondomanskas,

I have the honour to provide you with the following answers to your questions, on behalf of the

Ministry for Defence:

1. How do you want to be cited?

25 Sea Surveillance cooperation Baltic Sea.
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S2: You can quote the Ministry of Defence in Finland.

2. After the annexation of Crimea there have been some voices encouraging the Baltic Sea
region countries to cooperate and prepare for potential Russian threats in the future. For
example, the Defence Ministers of the Nordic countries in the newspaper “Aftenposten”
declared their resolution to extend and strengthen the cooperation with the Baltic states.
Does this rhetoric somehow reflects in the practical cooperation between Finland and

Lithuania?

S2: Practical cooperation, as well as all bilateral relations between Lithuania and Finland
are already very close because both countries are EU members. At different levels, the
security situation in the Baltics is being assessed. Lithuanian Ministers and officials have
been invited to the yearly Nordic-Baltic meetings, which have been arranged in connection
with Nordefco meetings. Finland’s role as a PfP-partner has made contacts with Nato-

member Lithuania natural and easy.

Could you agree with this statement “Finland’s political and practical reaction towards the
Ukrainian-Russian was stonger than after Georgian-Russian conflict” (meaning increased
Defence spending, bilateral cooperation agreements with Sweden, possible NATO

membership evaluation study)? If yes, please explain why this reaction differed.

S2: It is difficult to compare two different conflicts and therefore, it is not easy to say
whether a reaction was stronger or weaker. Anyway, both conflicts were thoroughly debated
in Finland and Finland acted both through the EU and nationally.

- Which country more often initiates the cooperation than others among the Nordic states

now?

[S2 did not answered]

. Which country initiates the bilateral cooperation more often between Lithuania and Finland?

Answering you can distinguish in which sphere which country initiate the cooperation more

often.



S2: Difficult to make an absolute distinction. Cooperation is important both for Lithuania
and Finland.

6. What questions in the bilateral cooperation between Finland and Lithuania are the most

important now?

S2: There are many important questions, such as the situation in the Baltics, the preparations
for the Warsaw summit as well Nordic-Baltic defence cooperation. Cooperation regarding
training of conscripts as well as the development of Lituania’s maritime surveillance are

also significant contemporary bilateral cooperation sectors.

7. How much money your country spends for security cooperation with Lithuania? If you can,
please specify the largest projects.

[S2 did not answered]

8. Has the cooperation agenda changed between your Finland and Lithuania before and after

the annexation of Crimea? If yes, how?
[S2 did not answered]

9. Is there something that you would like to add or think would be useful for me to know about

the Nordic-Lithuanian cooperation?
[S2 did not answered]
Whiel hoping that these answers will be useful for your study, | remain

Yours faithfully,

LaiSko pabaiga

Interviu su Svedijos gynybos atasé Lietuvai plk. Itn. Mattus.

Interviu pradzia
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Author: After the annexation of Crimea there have been some voices encouraging the
Baltic Sea region countries to cooperate and prepare for potential Russian threats in the
future. For example, the Defence Ministers of the Nordic countries in the newspaper
“Aftenposten” declared their resolution to extend and strengthen the cooperation with the
Baltic states. Did this rhetoric somehow reflected in the practical cooperation between your
country and Lithuania?

Col. Mattus: First of all, we need to discuss a little bit about the Nordic cooperation because
the Nordic cooperation is quite old establishment and with respect to early nineties. So, it’s
not only multilateral but it’s also included bilateral activities inside the Nordic cooperation.
So you can state like this- the Nordic cooperation consists of two countries or more of the
Nordic countries including Iceland. Despite that Iceland has no defence... military forces. It
has defence but it’s not granted by themselves and also that it’s slightly consistent in format
that is depending of Memorandum of understanding and technical arrangements for different
issues. So the work is done governmental level, but also ministerial level, but here we’re
talking about Ministry of Defence and defence cooperation. The Ministry of Defence is the
highest responsible for defence sector and then there is Chairman, that is rotated among the
members, in fact the country members. That chair is normally the initiative taker for
different... yea, for different initiatives. And below the Chair on the ministerial level there’s
also military Coordination Committee- an MCC that are handling or taking care of all the
decisions from the ministerial level. So, the MCC- the Military Committee is actually the
area, where all initiatives are provided to effect... to become effective. And they are also
guiding the five different areas of cooperation because in the Nordic cooperation there is
five different areas and one of them are development of capabilities, another is personnel
and training, including exercises and there of course there is strategies and two other areas
that are carried out by different responsibilities. And the Chair of each of those five areas are
not rotating but they are on the permanent basis on the different, the different countries. So,
for example, personnel and training is handled by Sweden.

So in that area of course there been lots of initiatives taken ... all the initiavite taken by that
country. But they don’t come forward with the initiatives that are not already discussed on

either political level or Military Committee level... Cordination Committee.

So this is... it’s not too easy to get initiative from one country because if one country has

initiative than it goes through the Military Coordination Committee up to the political level
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and from there it’s going out official [incomprehensible word], for example, broaden or

deepen military cooperation a little bit with Lithuania or any other country in the Baltic Sea.

Author: T would to come back to the practical cooperation. Have the rhetoric’s been

reflected in the practical cooperation or it haven’t?

Col. Mattus: | would say that between Sweden and Lithuania it was diminishing during the
period 2007- 2008 until 2012. There was not lots of cooperation. Of course, there was
regarding Navy and Special Force and other areas, connected with Lithuanian received
equipment from the Swedish Armed Forces in early 2000, but no new development of the
cooperation. In 2013 it was a sense from Swedish side that we need to not only to re-
establish but also to deepen the cooperation round the Baltic Sea completely not only with
Lithuania but with all countries and especially with Finland. So Sweden and Finland has
deepened cooperation in... really deepened on all areas that is possible excluding...until the
line of defence planning. So, everything below defence planning is going through, if it’s
possible to have cooperation in that field or that area. And after that, they are also discussing
now... not now, but at that time how we should deepen with other important... or other
nations around the Baltic Sea and especially they were discussing how to cooperate with
Poland, with the different Baltic States. So, it has been discussions ongoing. And why the
Swedish Government and why the Swedish Minister of Defence were eager to facilitate this,

is because they foresee that the security in the Baltic region need to be increased.
Author: And could I ask, why they saw this on 2013?

Col. Mattus: Because they have... what do you call it... analysed the activities in Georgia in
2008-2009 and also have seen Russia has started to increase the efforts and extend military

structures.

Author: And you mentioned Georgia. Was the reaction of your Government and of your

society different after Georgia than after Crimea?

Col. Mattus: I would say that Georgia was an awakener, but not fully in the society and not
even fully in the parliament — government level. There were also few that really understood
what’s happen and one of them was at that... our Minister of Foreign Affairs at that time Mr.
Carl Bildt, who really emphasized and stressed out that this is ruff situation that could be

dangerous for Europe.

Author: I have read reports from that time but I couldn’t find Georgia mentioned anywhere.

Was there some discussion?



Col. Mattus: yes there was. In 2013 or in 2012 already ... not it must have been in 2013 at
the King’s Charles birthday 13th of April the military staff provided the King with the
update of regional security and the threat assumptions for the region and there it was stated

what could be... you can find it- it’s unclassified report.

Author: And how important was the statement of on Norway’s official that Norway would
not defend Sweden because it does not have resources and it’s only for NATO? In 2012 1

mean. There was a big discussion after that in 2013.
Col. Mattus: No.
Author: Ok, I will see it later. And coming back to Crimea was the reaction different?

Col. Mattus: The difference was that now they... now the discussion was more of... has the
Russians Federation already gone too far ... with the development of Forces and especially
with light manoeuvre easy grid taken units , especially then Special Forces of different kind,
but also enablers to use Special Forces like air mobile units and things like that. And, of

course, electronic warfare units.

Author: A very direct question. Why Sweden cares that Russia is developing something

like developers and so on?
Col. Mattus: Why?

Author: Yes, why you started to think, we should start doing something because thei started

to develop so many things after Crimea?

Col. Mattus: No, they showed that they already done that because if you remember what
| stated earlier in 2013 it was the main reason why Sweden changed their view on security
was with the emphasis that Russian federation would and their development of military

structure and forces.

Author: Does there is a perception that Russia is a potential threat?

Col. Mattus: there is only one threath and it’s Russia.

[iskirpta dalis, kurioje aiSkinamasi techninés detalés apie NORDEFCO struktiirg].

Author: Which country initiates the bilateral cooperation more often between Lithuania and

Sweden?

Col. Mattus: It’s quite clear 20:53 that it's Lithuania that wish to have the deeper
cooperation, but from 2014 and especially last year | got the sense that it's mutual to both
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countries has the same interest to work together and deepen areas that are beneficial for

countries.
Author: And why from 2014?

Col. Mattus: Because the minister had a meeting here and | got the sense that they have

good chemistry.

Author: But it wasn't somehow related to Crimea?
Col. Mattus: No.

Author: Because it was in 2014?

Col. Mattus: But of course, chemistry but also fruitful and beneficial regarding talks

security situation of the region.
Author: So, why it was not so interesting to cooperate before like it is from 2014?

Col. Mattus: | would say that Sweden were focusing its resources... because each
cooperation is not only beneficiary it also has some disadvantages- that you need personnel
that you need economical resources and you need time... to get [incomprehensible word]
something out of cooperation and due to the fact that we changed our structure... we
decreased our number of personnel that had ability and possibility to work with these issues
so we were focusing on different... fewer countries with bilateral cooperation. So in both,
our political and military strategy there is countries that are pointed as main
cooperation...where we should have main cooperation with... and in 2014 we changed the

strategy so it was the Nordic region, including the Baltic States and Poland.
Author: And before it was...

Col. Mattus: More flat...

Author: Like everything...

Col. Mattus: Yea, more flat, yes.

Author: What questions in the bilateral cooperation between your country and Lithuania are

the most important now?

Col. Mattus: There are several. You can say that the Navy cooperation is one of most

fruitful but it's one of the most demanding because regnance?® from WWI and WWII,

26 Turéjo omeny daiktus Baltijos juroje i kary, taciau neradau tokioZodZio.
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regarding mines and things like that... and also the disposal of different kind of amunition in
the Baltic see that has been done after two World Wars. So, they are actually working
together to make sure that the sea line of communication is safe for all kind of vessels in the
Baltic Sea and that is one of the most important cooperations. Because it's done... it's done
not only military purpose but it's done for the purpose of the society. So the economical can
develop, the environment will be more safer. So, it's it's more broad than purely military

mission.

But, of course, there is cooperation regarding mutual view hot to securities... developing in

the Baltic Sea region.
Author: Excuse me | misunderstood. This area... how could you name it?
Col. Mattus: How the security situation is developing in the Baltic Sea region

Author: So maybe intelligence sharing, no? Some meetings about security assesment... how

I could name this area?

Plk Mattus: Security assesment. And of course they [meetings] are on the strategic level
because it's one of the issues, when the Ministers meet they discuss it and then the Chief of
Defence meets discuss it. Or course, it's one of the areas, but it's security assesment of the
region. So it's not what you call it information exchange... because information exchange is
raw data. This is produced... that is at the Minister level and also at the Chief of Defence. So
it's their use. I think it's more important than purely information exchange.

[Incomprehensible two word]of course the development of Forces in the region and now we
are discussing, how we should develop the cooperation with Lithuania regarding exercises

and training.
Author: And what are the possible directions?

Col. Mattus: Yea, we already participating in the Ramstein Alloy, witch is an Air Force

exercise.
Author: It's was called somehow differently before, yes?

Col. Mattus: BRTE. And also they are in BaltOps, that's the Navy... so | will say that the
most important part is this... to make sure that Sea lines of Communication is safe. The first

we spoke about and than the new is the exercises- training and exercises.
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Author: And about some soft security... Would it be interesting for Sweden to cooperate in

cyber security or intelligence?

Col. Mattus: I would say that it depends on the security assesment in the region.
Author: And acording to the assesment that is nowadays?

Col. Mattus: No, | won't be able to answer on that.

Author: You mentioned the exercises. Did the content of exercises changed before and after

Crimea?

Col. Mattus: Of course. Before it was purely to develop capabilities. Now it's several
thought and one the most important part is to give a signal, but also to train together with
partners in the region. And train for and with real situation. So it's...it's has changed in the...

for what purpose we are doing the trainning and exercises. Before it was purely

development of forces, now it's the borader scope- the signal effect, train with proper

partners and make sure. Finland, of course, is our number one training partner.

Author: But those additional purposes... could you name for what kind of situations are you

trainning for?

PIk Mattus: One is, for example, to train the amphibious... amphibious counter measures in
the archipelago. Those have been both in Sweden but also in Finland. So archipelago is a

treaty area.

Author: | would to know more about the exercises including Lithuania. How the scenarios

changed?

Col. Mattus: That's more on the Air Force side, mine clearance side of the Navy.

Author: | know that you increase your Defence spending. Do you you increase spending and for this
region?

Col. Mattus: For trainning and exercises in the Baltic Sea region, yes. And | would also say, that
it's important to understand that the funding is not directed towards one or two countries. It's always
for the whole region. Because if we train or have exercises on Gotland, for example, uou cannot say
that it's directed towards Lithuania or Latvia or Poland because Gotland is our own domain. So we
need to have exercise and trainning there for our own purpose and it also gives the signal effect that

we train on that island.

Author: It good that you have reminded me about Gotland. Will you militarize it in the future?
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Col. Mattus: It's already decided and it has already started. So they have done several exercises on
it...on the island. They have start to recruit and train task force that will be located at Gotland. And

also there is already equipment- heavy equipment stored on island.

Author: And do the meetings between Lithuania, Sweden and Nordic states happen more often

after Crimea?

Col. Mattus: Yea definitely and 2015 Sweden was the Chair of Nordic cooperation. It was decided
that there should be... Nordic-Baltic assitance program that will enhance and deepen cooperation

between different countries (shows the declaration).
Author: Can | find it somewhere? On internet?
Col. Mattus: I'm not sure... it's the declaration

Author: By you impresion, what are the needs of Lithuania that you could assist and what

Lithuania could assit in return?

Col. Mattus: Lithuania needs are two: more funding and more personnel. And tha's nothing that
can be done in cooperation, but it's something that could be discussed and how to establish that in

cooperation, yes.

Author: Is there somethink that you want to add or you think would be useful to know about the

Nordic-Lithuanian cooperation?

Col. Mattus: Yes there is one issue. Because defence and defence matter is not the main issue.
Because whatever you put on the defence sector and defence issue it's...I would say it's more or less
insurance. And the question is what is the public opinion...how much can you pay for your
insurance? So, | will say that this is more or less... or also... that the defence dvelopment and the
security development in one country is always depending on development on social area- school for
your people education are crucial but also how to hande the ederly people in the country because all
these are connected to each other. So, | will say that's one of the issues that's always need to...have a
question how is defence expenditure, defence development connected to the development of the
social affairs in the country... and I think there one of the issue that you have here in Lithuania, too
really really hande and especially after the economical crisis that were in 2008-2010... because that

economical crisis is an area, where opponent can elaborate on the sence of the public opinion.
Author: Oh it's soft security

Col. Mattus: Yes.
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Author: Thank you very much.

Interviu pabaiga
Interviu su Svedijos ambasados antruoju sekretoriumi ponu Persson

Interviu pradzia

Author: After annexation of Crimea Nordic countries encouraged more cooperation in the Nordic
region. They declared the resolution to extend and strengthen the cooperation with Baltic states.

How this rhetoric was reflected in the practical cooperation?

Mr. Persson: | think it is a shared assessment among Nordic Countries. Security situation in the
region has deteriorated after Russia’s aggression in Ukraine and illegal annexation of Crimea. This
is considered violation of International Law. That’s a threat to European security orderthat has been
established. Of course, Sweden’s security policy in general remains unchanged. We are non-allied.
We have been in peace for 200 years, but we built security in cooperation with other countries.
Sweden wouldn’t be passive if another EU country would be a targer of an aggression or there
would be catastrophy of any kind. We expect reciprocal behavior. Going back to your question —
what has changed after the annexation of Crimea.l think, there’s now common understanding of
Nordic Baltic Countries that security situation is deteriorating. We need to do whatever can be done
to have, continue stable and peaceful development. That’s one of the topics for discussion between
Nordic Baltic ministers. | guess you are aware of this forum, these meetings and security policy has
been a priority of the Danish chairmanship last year. I imagine it will stay very high on the agenda.
In more concrete terms, this is very much about comparing our assessments of the situation and
mobilizing behind initiatives that we believe will be improving the situation in the region or in
Ukraine. Maybe you are aware of Nordic Baltic gatherings in the EU as well. That’s sort of the
instrument for pushing policy initiatives that we believe to be important. Sweden is the large donor
to Ukraine. This is of course the topic that unites us with Lithuania in particular, because Lithuania
is also showing solidarity both in concrete measures and rethorics. Both Sweden and Lithuania
support concrete projects in Ukraine to help Ukraine to succeed, which is the basic objective right

now.

Author: You mentioned some concrete initiatives between countries. What kind of initiatives of

bilateral or multilateral cooperation did you start to mobilize?
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Mr. Persson: | think this is very much about finding common ground. For example when Estonian
security officer Eston Kohver was abducted, the Nordic Baltic countries very swiftly found a
common position on this and demanded that he would be handed back to the Estonian authorities.

That’s just an example that we can find strength through our common positions.

Author:You said that Russia is understood as a threat to European security order, but is understood

as threat to Sweden now?

Mr. Persson: Russia’s behavior is considered as a violation of the International Law. We recognize
that we need to take into account this change of behavior in our own preparations and planning
obviously. We don’t single out Russia as a threat to us to Sweden, but of course Russia is a part of
our security environment. We need to take into account Russia’s change of behavior when we plan
our security policy and defence policy. Sweden has now increased its defense spending for the first
time in a very long time.This is a change of a trend. | think you would say response to the general

security environment. That has worsened actually.

Author: Let’s change the topic and talk more about Nordic Baltic cooperation. Which of the Nordic

countries initiates cooperation more often?

Mr. Persson: | think, this is really difficult question to answer from my position, because we are
not in the help of Nordic cooperation. | will try to give you my impression. This is a rotational
responsibility as you might know. The Nordic Baltic cooperation is chaired on the rotational basis.
This year is Latvia and Sweden is in 2018. Who takes the most initiative depends on the policy.
Every country has its own priorities which they would push especially when they have
chairmanship. Whatever you try to put forward, this has to be accepted by others. I think it is a
shared responsibility. There is a strong support for Nordic Baltic cooperation in Sweden and as far
as I can see also in Lithuania and in other Nordic Baltic countries. It hasn’t lost its value. Probably
to the contrary we feel this is useful tool mostly for its informal deliberations that can lead to very
concrete proposals and common initiatives, security policies, energy policy. It’s sort of broader
foreign policy. Eastern Partnership was a priority last year. Security policy in terms of strategic
communication... All these challenges that we have in common and we think have common

position. That’s the point, we believe that we have much in common.

Author: Let me rephrase my question. Which sphere is more important for each country? Which
questions they initiate more often? From Balticstates energy policy is the most important for

Lithuania. Are there such spheres and topics among Nordic countries?
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Mr. Persson: | can speak for Sweden. In the Nordic Baltic cooperation security policy has always
been important. Eastern Partnership is another important priority.

Author: Which country is the closest to Sweden among Nordic States?

Mr. Persson: It is difficult to single out. | would say, in the Nordic cooperation we have extremely
close ties. We have been able to travel without passports within Nordic countries for 50 years. It has
gone very far and cooperation is very natural on all levels. Historically, you could obviously see the
close ties, that Sweden and Norway had been in Union, which was resolved 110 years ago. Sweden
and Denmark are neighbors connected by the bridge for 50-60 years. Sweden and Finland used to
be the same country. | would actually not single out any country. We have different relationships
with all of them. Norway and Denmark are NATO members. Finland and Denmark are EU
members. So it’s different consolations. Sweden and Finland are very close in security policy
perspective because we are both non-ally and still we are both EU members. We have very strong
bilateral cooperation in terms of security policy, which had been priority of the current government.
We don’t always agree on everything but it is a natural starting point to find allies in almost any
question. Here in Vilnius the ambassador meets up with Nordic colleagues on different occasions
and in certain countries our embassies are located in the same house. In Berlin we have Nordic
house where Nordic embassies are located. In Kazakhstan Swedish, Norwegian and Finnish
embassies share the floor. This shows certain level of trust. You don’t share your space with anyone

you don’t trust. There is a high level of trust between Nordic countries and this is the strength.

Author: By the intensity of cooperation the relations among Sweden and other Nordic countries

does not differ so much.

Mr. Persson: It depends what you mean by cooperation. Norway is Sweden’s largest trading
partner, but of course Norway isn’t the member of the EU. They are not part of those circles.
Finland... We have the strongest link historically because we were the same country. Denmark... |
am from the South of Sweden, which is very close to Denmark. We have strong development of the
common region, cross national region with Copenhagen, Malmo, Lund... The new kind of
cooperation is growing there on the regional level, which is benefiting people on both sides. Swedes
go to work in Denmark for higher salaries and number of Danes moved to Sweden because it’s
cheaper to live there. Different kinds of cooperation... We are sovereign countries and have
national interests. We might team up in different consolations, which is not strange. There is
common understanding that we have each other as a starting point. This is a forum, where we easily

find agreements.
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Author: Talking about bilateral relation between Sweden and Lithuania, which country initiates

cooperation more?

Mr. Persson:T his is also difficult question. There is so much cooperationon so many levels.l
would say firstly we have in terms of economic cooperation we have Sweden as the largest investor

in Lithuania. Swedish companies are the largest investors.
Author: So economically Sweden initiates cooperation more often?

Mr. Persson: That’s of course on the company level. This is not bilateral state to state... Lithuanian
investors have recently coming to Sweden... They were buying some kind animal fur... The
cooperation between our countries is so broad in terms of economic sectors with companies
investing in both directions... Cultural cooperation is strong... We have choirs visiting each other
and concerts. We have cooperation between universities and within science. Students are coming in
both directions. Study of Swedish is growing and is actually very popular right now. It takes high
grades to enter the Swedish studies here in Vilnius and Klaipéda. There’s a great demand here as
well for Swedish speakers. We have number of Swedes coming to Lithuania to study mostly to
become doctors and veterinarians. In terms of the EU agenda, we have regular meetings between
our ministers. We also have also separate meetings, bilateral meetings and strong relationship. In
terms of energy policy, we have this Nord-Balt cable that was recently inaugurated which connects
our countries and creates interdependence of course and has created larger and common market,
which so far provided lower energy prices for Lithuania and of course opportunity for Swedish
produces. There are so many sectors. It is really a lot of initiatives taken executed basically without
the knowledge of the embassy. It works automatically. It doesn’t need sort of government push. If
we take broad relationship between our countries... There’s so much going on. That doesn’t
demand for the embassy to intervene even if we might have been able to. We focus on where we
can provide added value where we can facilitate contacts, but these contacts often exist anyway
which is of course strength and something that provides basis for trustbetween Swedes and
Lithuanians and increases knowledge between Sweden and Lithuania which we can also benefit on
this political level. Slowly more and more people have experience from other countries. Who takes
more initiative? It’s really hard to say ... On the political lever we are both interested in each other.

We had state visit here last October.

Author: You said there is a lot of cooperation going on that you don’t know. Talking about security

cooperation, who initiates cooperation more often?
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Mr. Persson: This is dynamic process. In concrete terms, we have the meetings of the foreign
ministers, preparation for the foreign affairs councils. We have joint trips of our foreign ministers.
They went to Moldova together and to Ukraine together. | would say we need each other and we
value each other. Sometimes initiatives might come from Lithuania and sometimes from Sweden.
From my point of view I can’t see that initiatives are stronger from either side. Lithuania is high
priority in Swedish foreign policy. When our newly elected prime minister took his first trip abroad.
He travelled first, to Finland and then to Baltic countries — Estonia, Lithuania, Latvia and then back.
This is of course the statement of value that Sweden puts in this relationship and then state visit is
another symbol of the closeness between our countries. State visit was a huge effort for the
embassy.... Planning exercise... We had very good understanding... We were very well received

from Lithuanian side. It was a shared project.

Author: What questions of bilateral cooperation between Sweden and Lithuania are most important

now?

Mr. Persson: We could go back to the state visit to some extent. In broader terms it presented a
number of priorities areas where we are ready to cooperate and share experience in terms of
developing our social infrastructure. Natural interest on both sides - addressing issues of gender
equality, rights of disable persons, the rights of LGBT persons, socially vulnerable groups, children,
dealing with social problems like alcoholism and so on... Problems that we share on both sides and
issues where we can share experiences. There is another issue where we have close discussion —
migration. We have appreciated Lithuania’s constructive stance, readiness to accept 1105 quota
because sharing responsibility for migration is obviously priority for Sweden. We received last year
about 160 000 migrants and 10 000 unaccompanied minors which takes a lot of extra efforts and
work from the social systems. This is something that puts a lot of strain on Swedish systems in
terms of accommodation, training, integration all the biurocratic procedures, languages,
everything.... We are put under pressure. We had to change our migration policy but our view
remains that migration issue needs to be solved jointly by the EU member countries. We appreciate

Lithuania’s contribution.

Obviously security policy and support for Ukraine is policy where Sweden and Lithuania are very
close. We share a lot of assumptions... We share the picture what is happening... We both strongly
support Ukraine and Ukraine’s right to its sovereignty... The right to control its internationally
recognized borders... We share the assessment of the responsibility which lies on Russia for the
aggression, for its military presence and activities also in Eastern Ukraine. | think Sweden and

Lithuania we both consider not only an issue for Ukraine and Ukrainian people but for Europe and
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European security order and basically stability in the entire region. This is an area where we have
contact and naturally compare note before meetings. Eastern Partnership is another linked policy
area where Sweden and Lithuania are strong proponents of the EaP project to keep it, to make sure
it survives and evolves constructively and serves the needs of all our partnership countries in more
differentiated way. These are probably the most important issues right now. | could add energy
policy. Your energy minster is in Sweden right now. The link between Sweden and Lithuania
through Nord-Balt has created and increased interdependence. We are both dependent on
developments of energy markets in our respective countries. We are both rewriting or writing new
energy strategies. This is very concrete task how do we take into account your evaluations and plans
and vice versa. I think we have slightly different starting points... different conditions in terms of
energy policy... Lithuania has been very dependent on energy imports and Sweden not so much.
You have had strategic, geopolitical dilemma of a single supplier. We haven’t been in the same
situation. Sweden is a lot more focused on sustainability, decompensation of Swedish economy. We
are interlinked... It’s useful to have those discussions.... There was recently a quite large
conference for biomass manufacturers. Swedish branch organization was here. Your Prime Minister
was giving the speech and also your Economy Minister and your Minister of Energy ... There were
hundreds of people from about 30 countries participating. This has been growing in Lithuania. This
is sector where we have strong Swedish companies with modern technologies. There was an
impression that there could be a scope for a lot more cooperation within this field now when
development has taken off that maybe was anticipated that might be because of high gas prices.

These are the areas that are mostly on our table right now.

Author:Let me summarize, you mentioned 5 areas social infrastructure, migration, security or
support for green, Eastern Partnership and energy policy. Were these the most important questions
different before 2014? Did they change?

Mr. Persson: First of all I came here in September 2014. Security policy has increased as a focus in
the discussion of our countries. That’s maybe not too difficult to understand. It’s all relative...
Priorities were mostly the same. Economic cooperation | know has always been very high on the
agenda... Social issue and human rights issues have also been high priority in our relationship. It

depends what you mean... If you mean ... If you mean 2013 or 1995. Our relationship has evolved.
Author: From 2005 to 2014...

Mr. Persson: Before Lithuania acceded to the EU, Sweden was mentoring Lithuania helping

Lithuania to adjust and adopt all these regulations and standards. It has been a process. Afterwards
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Lithuania has been more and more confident member of the EU. They don’t need our mentoring so
we are partners on equal foot. Lithuania had the chairmanship in 2013... That was huge effort for
the embassy. We had many Swedish ministers visiting... It has built level of capacity and
experience in Lithuanian ministries. Now Lithuanian ministries are even more active in the EU
agenda. That’s of course good. I think the long-term issues have not changed, because long-term
issues are long-term challenges in terms of social policy, business climate and development of the
EU. You would say on micro level embassies level following security situation which means
comparing notes with our Lithuanian counterparties and also following the debates in Lithuania on
security policy which has been interesting from Swedish point of view because you have done the
things, which might be done in Sweden in the future. You could only speculate, but still going in
reverse in some ways. Especially reintroducing conscription and increasing defense expenditure
with a magnitude that is not imaginable in most countries. This is happening at the time when we
increased debates in Sweden in terms of national defense caused by Russia’s aggression. We are not

reintroducing conscription.
Interviu pabaiga

Anoniminio interviu santrauka su Lietuvos UZsienio reikaly ministerijos atstovu URM. Pasnekovas

nesutiko biiti jrasinéjamas.

Interviu pradzia

Autorius: Po Krymo aneksijos pasigirdo daug balsy raginanéiy Baltijos jlros regiong vienytis
galimoms grésméms i§ Rusijos. Pavyzdziui, pernai Siaurés $aliy ministrai laikrastyje ,,Aftenposten®
paskelbé stiprinsiantys bendradarbiavimg su Baltijos Salimis saugumo klausimais. Ar §i retorika
kaip nors atsispindéjo praktiniame Siaurés $aliy ir Lietuvos bendradarbiavime? Jei taip, kaip ir
kuriose srityse?

URM: Praktiskiausias formatas bendradarbiavimui Nordic-Baltic 8. Suaktyvejo kontaktai. DaZniau
vyksta susitikimai. Sustipréjo retoriné pozicija. Pagrindinés temos i§ LT pusés: regioninis

saugumas, ryty partnerysté energetinis saugumas, hibridinés grésmés, kova su propaganda.

Autorius: Ar j jvykius Ukrainoje buvo stipresné reakcija nei Gruzijoje?

URM: Galiu pateikti tik subjektyvig nuomone. Ukrainoje eurointegraciniai procesai buvo labiau
pasistimeéj¢ nei Gruzijoje. Reakcija buvo stipresne, nes ES jj interpretavo, kaip smiigj jai.

Autorius: Su kuria Siaurés $alimi Lietuvos bendradarbiavimas artimiausias?

URM: Priklauso nuo sri¢iy. Sakyc¢iau, kad energetingje srityje svarbiausias partneris Norvegija dél
energetinis nepriklausomybés ir energetiniy tinkly sinchronizacijos su vakary Europa. Taip pat
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Svedija ir 2015 m. baigta tiesti elektros jungtis tarp Lietuvos ir Svedijos. Aktyviai
bendradarbiaujama su Danija nuo nepriklausomybés atgavimo. Stai, Svedija uzpernai pirmg kartg
vadovavo EU-Battlegroup. Svarbus NORDEFCO formatas.

Nors brangi dél savo poelgio nepriklausomybés pradzioje, bet maziausias bendradarbiavimas su
Islandija d¢l jos mazumo, geografinés padéties ir fakto, kad uz Islandijg atsakinga LT ambasada
Kopenhagoje.

Autorius: Ar pasikeité bendradarbiavimo klausimy turinys po Krymo aneksijos?

URM: I§ dalies. Atsirado Ukraina. Bendradarbiaujama su Svedija Ukrainos ir ryty partnerystés
klausimais. Bendri ministry vizitai j Ukraing su $vedais. Norvegija aktyviai uZzsiima vystomuoju
bendradarbiavimu. Skiria daug ,,grant* Ukrainai- verta paziiiréti jy tinklapj.

Taip pat apie bendradarbiavima su Siaurés $alimis verta paskaityti straipsnj Lithuanian Business
review. Balandzio ménesj i§ ministro émé interviu, kazkada tai pasirodys.

Autorius:Bet buvo tik vienas bendras ministry vizitas?

URM: Taip, bet $iaurés Salys nori daugiau. Niekaip nepavyksta suderinti dienotvarkiy. Stai turéjo
noréjo prisijungti ir ministras i§ Danijos, bet niekaip nepavyko suderinti dienotvarkes.

Autorius: Minéjote bendradarbiavimg su danais, $vedais ir norvegais, o kaip su suomiais?

URM: Taip pat bendradarbiaujame ES lygiu. Jiems riipi hibridinés grésmés. Artéjant ES globalios
strategijos pristatymui birzelio ménesj, ketina prie jos prisidéti kurdami nacionalinj hibridiniy
grésmiy centrg, kuris galéty prisidéti kovojant su hibridinémis grésmémis.

Autorius: A¢it, uz interviu.
Interviu pabaiga
Anoniminis interviu su Lietuvos KraSto apsaugos ministerijos (KAM) atstovu KAM.

Interviu pradzia

Autorius: Po Krymo aneksijos pasigirdo daug balsy raginanciy Baltijos jlros regiong vienytis
galimoms grésméms i§ Rusijos. Pavyzdziui, pernai Siaurés $aliy ministrai laikrastyje ,,Aftenposten*
paskelbé stiprinsiantys bendradarbiavimg su Baltijos Salimis saugumo klausimais. Ar §i retorika
kaip nors atsispindéjo praktiniame Siaurés $aliy ir Lietuvos bendradarbiavime? Jei taip, kaip ir

kuriose srityse?

KAM: Atsispind¢jo, tikrai atsispindéjo. Pirmiausia suaktyvéjo kontaktai aukStame lygyje.
Pavyzdziui, mes 2014-2015 m. mes tur¢jome daug vizity ir depa... lankési Suomijos uZsienio
reikaly ministras, Svedijos gynybos ministerijos sekretorius. Be dvisaliy kontakty buvo daugiasaliai
kontaktai t.y. Siaurés- Baltijos $aliy kariuomenés vady susitikimai, gynybos ministry susitikimai,
politikos direktoriy susitikimai. ZodZiu, interesas kalbétis ir susitikti i§ tikryjy buvo juntamas ir
toliau jauciamas jisai. Ir Zodziu, pavyzdziui, Siemet yra planuojamas ne uz ilgo Danijos gynybos
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ministro vizitas j Lietuva, vyksta tie praktiniai taip vadinami NORDEFCO susitikimai, kurie apima
karin] praktinj bendradarbiavima su Siaurés $alimis. Jisai stipréja pas mus ir mes siekiame jj toliau
gilinti ir tuo labiau, kad susitikimuose ir darbotvarkéje buvo jtraukti, pavyzdziui, tokie klausimai
kaip saugumo situacija regione, santykiai su Rusija, parama Ukrainai. Sitie klausimai eina i§ esmés
per visus auksto lygio susitikimus... ir ne tik auksto lygio, bet ir eksperty, pavyzdziui, ir ministerijy
departamenty dviSalius susitikimus ir tikrai Siaurés $alys domisi miisy patirtimi, miisy Zvalgybine
informacija. Zodziu, miisy pozicija Rusijos atzvilgiu. Beje, jos pacios... jvykiai Ukrainoje priverté
jas patias pradét kitaip mastyti apie savo gynyba ir daromos reformos, tiek Svedijoje, tiek Danijoje
yra perzitirimos lé3os, perziiirimos i§ viso uzduotys kariuomenés ir Siaurés Salys tiesiog émé
daugiau koncentruotis j savo paciy gynyba, supratusios, kad Rusijos grésmé yra reali. Tai...tai
tokiu... bendrais pastebéjimais. Dar vat, ka galéCiau pridurti, tai be politiniy konsultacijy, ministry,
kariuomenés vady, politikos direktoriy lygyje buvo surengtos stalo pratybos ministry lygmeniu-
tema hibridinés grésmeés. Taip pat Svedijoje, Suomijoje pastebéjome, kad Siek tick suaktyvéjo
debatai d¢l jy galimos narystés NATO. Tiesiog atsirado ta tema spaudoje, atsirado ta tema politiky
kalbose ir net, kiek man Zinoma, Svedai bei suomiai sudar¢ komisijas, skyré Zmones vyriausybe,
ekspertus, kad parengty studijas dél Svedijos bei Suomijos galimos narystés NATO. Jau kiek Zinau
studija dél Suomijos narystés NATO yra parengta ir dabar bus pristatyta, man regis, vyriausybei
ir...ir, zodZiu, vyriausybé vadovausis rekomendacijom ir Zitrés ] sprendimus dar pagal tai...bet
7odziu, kad tose 3alyse- Svedijoje ir Suomijoje, suaktyvéjo, ta ZodZiu, diskusija dél galimos

narystés. Tai taip trumpai.

Autorius: O pamin¢jot Danijg ir 1¢Sas. Danija vienintelé i§ Siaurés 3aliy, kuri tarsi gynybai nedidina

1éSy. Tai ar jos kaZzkaip reakcija?

KAM: Jie reorganizuoja, 1§ tikryjy reorganizuoja savo uzdavinius savo jsipareigojimus karinius.
PavyzdZziui, perzitri jsigijimus, perzitri dalyvavimg tarptautinése operacijose ir tiesiog bando
optimizuoti 1é3as. Jie kaip ir nedidina, taip. Jy biudZetas gana maZzas, man atrodo 1,2 % nuo BVP,
bet jie tiesiog perzilri savo karines struktiiras ir stengiasi optimizuoti, tg i§laidy panaudojima.
Autorius: Bet kodél jie kazkaip, jie i$siskiria i8 kity Saliy, nes kitos $alys kaip ir didinti planuoja? O
danai ne.

KAM: Nu ten yra jy politinés peripetijos ir tiesiog 1éSy stygius, valstybés biudZzetas, kurj reiskia
skirtos eilutés ir ne taip paprasta jj padidinti. ZodZiu, gal turéty biti kazkoks politinis sutarimas, kad
reikéty skirti daugiau 1éSy. Gal jie dar nepri¢jo iki to etapo kaip mes pavyzdziui, kaip misy politines

partijos sutaré del 1¢Sy didinimo. Bet nepaisant to danai yra labai aktyvis tarptautinése operacijose
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ir, pavyzdziui, jie visai neseniai paskelbé, kad toliau sustiprins savo buvimg Irake, kovoje pries ISIS
ir ¢ia mes tikrai nuo jy toli atsilickam, nes ZodZiu, jie ten siuncia ir léktuvus, savo naikintuvus, jie
ten siuncia instruktorius. Jie dabar paskelbé, kad siys specialiyjy operacijy pajégas. Zodziu, jie
aktyviai psisideda prie Aljanso, tiek Aljanso, tiek Amerikos koalicijos Irake, Sirijoje kovojant su
ISIS. Cia jie ta mato. O be to tas dalykas, jiems prioritetai §iek tiek kiti. Jy klausimas yra migracija,

Arkties reikalai... tai Zodziu, jie déliojasi kaip jie mato savo prioritetus.

Autorius: Noréciau Jusy paklausti.... Ar galima sakyti, kad po Rusijos-Ukrainos konflikto pradzios

reakcija tarsi stipresné regione negu po Rusijos- Gruzijos konflikto?

KAM: Stipresné, i§ tikryjy buvo stipresné, nes tai buvo tikrai kaip koks ,,wake up call" Siaurés
Salims kadangi Gruzija buvo precendentas kazkoks, bet kazkaip jis nebuvo taip rimtai traktuojamas
...buvo galvojama, gal ¢ia iSimtis i$ taisyklés ir taip toliau, bet Ukrainos jvykiai parodé, kad tai yra
nuosekli politika Rusijos, kad jy reiskias saves suvokimas kaip didelés galios ir, zodziu,
koordinavimas ir nor¢jimas valdyti posovieting erdve, tai labai aiskiai pasijuto ir tiesiog sunerimo
Siaurés Salys ar Baltijos $alys, sunerimo ir visos NATO narés ir kitos NATO narés, nebiitinai i§
misy regiono, nes pamaté, kad tai yra nebe juokai ir dél to, pavyzdziui, buvo sutarimas dél sankcijy
pritaikymo Europos Sajungos ir Amerikos. Tos sankcijos buvo pratgstos iki liepos ménesio,
tikimes, kad ir toliau bus pratestos. Zodziu, jvykiai Ukrainoje supusté visas... visas valstybes,

galvojant apie saugumo problemas.

Autorius: O, sakykite, tarp Siaurés $aliy ir Lietuvos, kas dazniau inicijuoja bendradarbiavima?
KAM: Ar mes ar Siaurés alys?

Autorius: Ne, tiksliau, kuri i$ visy...

KAM: Sity... Na, istikryjy miasy, tokie tampriausi rysiai, galédiau pasakyti, turbit yra su Danija ir
su Svedija. Pavyzdziui , su Danija bendradarbiaujame labai toli... labai seniai ir [aut. iskirpta sakinio
dalis dél anonimiskumo] ZodZiu, mus jungia bendradarbiavimas su dany divizija nuo... pradéjome
bendradarbiauti... uzsimezge, tuoj pasakysiu nuo kada....[aut. Zidiri dokumenta]. Zodziu, 2005 m.
Danijos ir Lietuvos gynybos ministrai sutaré priskirti Lietuvos brigadg Danijos divizijai t.y.
Lietuvos motorizuotos péstininky brigados ,,Gelezinis vilkas" priskyrimas Danijos divizijai ir tai
buvo daroma per dalyvavima... per divizijos mokymy, pratyby cikle, per, zodziu, dalyvavima
ivairiose darbo grupése... nuo 2008 m. Lietuvos karininkai nuolat dirbo Danijos divizijos Stabe,
kurio personalg sudaro apie 700 karininky ir S§iuo metu mes turime karininky Danijos divizijos

Stabe... Tai buvo numatomas kaip ilgalaikis afiliacijos projektas. Kitap jis vadinamas Afiliacijos
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projektu ir, ZodZiu, to pasékoje, mes vystéme savo brigada. ZodZiu, tas brigados parengimas buvo
nuo 2005 iki 2014 m. Danijos Karalystés iniciatyva buvo pradétas vykdyti dviSalis Lietuvos-
Danijos projektas, kurio pagrindinis tikslas buvo iki 2014 m. pabaigos visapusiskai parengti
sausumos pajégy motorizuotos péstininky brigados ,,Gelezinis vilkas" Stabg ir pacig brigada visoms
NATO operacijoms pagal NATO reikalavimus. Zodziu, uztikrinti sistemingg ir sisteminga visy
Lietuvos kariuomenés padaliniy dalyvaujandiy Siame projekte darba ir atsakomybe. ZodZiu,
projektas yra jgyvendintas ir ,,Gelezinio vilko" brigada yra pajégi veikti Danijos divizijos sudétyje.
Tai, Zodziu, mum ta sgveika su danais yra labai svarbi, mes esam pasieke labai aukstg sgveikumo
lygi su jy kariuomene ir netgi, pavyzdziui, galiu pasakyti, kad 17 metais planuojama dalyvauti
Jungtinés Karalystés vadovaujama, tai vadinama VJTF- ypaé greity pajégy...pajégy, zodziu, na...
projekte ir ten planuojama dalyvauti per dany divizija. Skirsime kuopa dany divizijos...zodZiu, dany
bataliono sudétyje. Taip kad tie tampris rySiai iSlieka su jais, nepaisant, kad ta afiliacija kaip ir
baigta, bet mes toliau su jais bendradarbiaujam aktyviai. Kg ¢ia dar bu...D¢l to Danija tokig turi
isskirtine role misy dvisaliuose santykiuose su Siaurés 3alimis. Taip pat dar galiu paminéti, kad
kartu su Danija 94-96 metais Lietuvos Kkariai dalyvavo pirmojoje tarptautinéje misijoje Kroatijoje
., Kroatija" UN misijoje-operacijoje, kur apie 90 Lietuvos kariy tarnavo Danijos bataliono sudétyje.
Zodziu, Danija pirmoji Lietuvos partneré tarptautinése operacijose, kaip pamokinus mus kaip mums
ten reikéty elgtis, kaip ZodZiu integruotis ] kity Saliy ten skiriamg paramg ir taip toliau. Tai vat, tai

su danais mus sieja tokie labai tampris rySiai iki Siol.
Autorius: O po Krymo aneksijos ar kazkas pasikeité tuose rysiuose?

KAM: Ne, nieko nepasikeité, mes toliau vyk... tesiam artimg karinj bendradarbiavima.
Bendradarbiauja tiek padaliniai, tiek ministerija, ekspertai. Pavyzdziui, dany, ne, sumaiSiau- ne
dany. Danai dabar, jeigu daugiau pasakojama apie ta bendradarbiavima su Siaurés alimis, toks yra
NORDEFCO... NORDEFCO formatas, tai ¢ia yra Siaurés $aliy praktinis karinis bendradarbiavimas,
kuriame yra daug visokiausiy projekty kariniy... ir jie mus pakvieté prisijungti prie NORDEFCO
2012 m., tada taciau dél 1ésSy stygiaus, dél ZodZiu... nu i§ esmés dél lety stygiaus nelabai mes
forsavome to prisijungimo, bet dabar kai yra daugiau léty, skirty gynybai, pradéjome perzitiréti
siilomus projektus, pradé¢jome giliau dométis ir planuojam gilinti t3 bendradarbiavima... per
praktinj karinj bendradarbiavima... su ten, pavyzdziui, per pratybas, per operacijas, per ten,
pavyzdziui, pajégumy kiirima, ginkluotés kiirima, jie turi tarp saves Siauriediai ir mes Zitirime, kur

mes galétume prisijungti. Tai vat noréciau pabrézti ir tai.

Bet, apart, Danijos Svedija taip pat buvo labai aktyvi misy partneré nuo seny.. nuo pat

kariuomeneés kiirimo pradzios ir buvo, pavyzdziui, labai aktyviis deSimt mety iki Lietuvos jstojimo j
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NATO. Dél to, kad Svedija skyré labai daug paramos Lietuvos kariuomenei i§ tikryjy. Zodziu, tik
mums tapus NATO nariais Svedijos parama Lietuvos kariuomenei buvo Zymiai sumaZinta.
Nepaisant to, ir dabar toliau tesiame aktyvy bendradarbiavimag su Svedais. Tai mes, pavyzdziui,
kartu su jais dalyvaujame ir Europos sgjungos kovinéje grupéje jau keli metai i$ eilés buvome su
jais. Nors dabar Svedai sustabdé ta vadovavima, bet $vedai buvo vadovaujanti Salis vienai i§
Europos Sajungos kovos grupiy, bet dabar sustabdé dél 1€Sy stygiaus ir, kiek man Zinoma, iki [aut.
20]20-yjy mety neplajuoja vadovauti. Siemet mes, pavyzdziui, budim su Jungtine Karalyste...,bet
taip pat §vedai aktyviai dalyvauja i¥minavimo pratybose Baltijos jiiroje. Kaip ir su kitom Siaurés
$alim mus sieja vadinamas SUCBAS projektas. Cia yra jiiry stebéjimas, kur dalyvauja daug $aliy-
visos Siaurés Salys, Baltijos Salys, kas ten dar? Vokietija, man atrodo, Jungtin¢ Karalysté,

Lenkija...[Zifiri dokumenta] jo, ir kaip sakiau Saiurés $alys ir Baltijos 3alys.

Labai svarbus yra bendradarbiavimas, pavyzdziui, taip vadinami Baltic Regional Trainning
Events... &ia tas, oro pajégy treniruotés. Cia kur, pavyzdziui, NATO 3alys vykdo NATO oro
policijos misijg, tai jy naikintuvai kartu su Svedy, kartu su suomiy su kity Saliy naikintuvais,
kiekvienais metais dalyvauja bendrose pratybose, kurios mums yra labai svarbios kadangi tai mes
patikriname savo gebéjimus ten zodziu, misy oro pajégy karininky. Jie ten vykdo savo
uzduotis...zodZiu, mes labai vertiname ta Svedijos ir Suomijos. Biitent §vedai su suomiais kasmet
dalyvauja tuose pratybose. Dabar jos pervadintos ;| Ramstein Alloy, tai kaip bus ¢ia... Ramsteinio
lydinys. Cia yra mum labai svarbu tos treniruotés. Va pavyzdziui tose mokymuose Svedija jau
dalyvavo 2012 m., 2013 m., 2014 m.. 2015 m, ir kiek Zinau ir Siemet buvo treniruoté. Zodziu,
kiekvienais metais ir Suomija taip pat. Taip pat bendradarbiaujame su Karo akademijos su $vedais,
paskui karo medicinos tarnyba, specialiyjy operacijy pajégos, pavyzdziui, aktyviai bendradarbiauja,
kiek Zinau, su Svedais, su norvegais, su danais taip pat. Nu, ZodZiu, turim, jvairiy, jvairiy skirtingy
sri¢iy projekty su visom Siaurés $alim. Gal tiktais su Islandija kazkaip rediau dalyvauja tuose

formatuose.

Autorius: Bet Islandija savo kariuomenés neturi.
KAM: Taip.

Autorius: O i3 ty, sakykim, keturiy kity, tai minéjote Svedija ir Danija, o Norvegija ir Suomija. Su

kuo aktyviau su norvegais ar suomiais pagal praktikg?

KAM: Gal sakycCiau su norvegais aktyviau, nors kazkada dar anksciau tiek suomiai, tiek Svedai
labai aktyviai dalyvaudavo pratybose pas mus, dabar kazkaip sumaZz¢jo tas dalyvavimas ir vat
pernai, Siemet kazkaip labai toks ribotas, jy dalyvavimas pratybose ir net ministry lygmeny,
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ministry susitikimuose mes kvieciame juos dalyvauti pas mus pratybose, sakydami, kad tai jums yra
gera galimybé treniruotis su NATO Kkariais, nes, kiek man Zinoma, tiek Svedai, tiek suomiai,
dalyvauja didziosiose NATO pratybose, pavyzdziui, pernai vyko Trident Juncture Portugalijoje,
Ispanijoj, Italijoj- jie ten dalyvauja. Tose rimtose pratybose, jie dalyvauja. Taip, kad nezinau, ¢ia gal
rySium su 1éSy stygiumi, kazkaip sumazino ta pratyby skaiCiy, bet, kiek girdéjau, Siemet jau
bandoma $nekéti apie biisimas pratybas, atsiliepé apie musy kvietimus tai va. O norvegai... su
norvegais dabar tokiy labai iSskirtiny projekty dabar as negaliu pasakyti... Aisku, NB8 grupé visa
laika, spec. pajégos kaip sakiau bendradarbiauja daugiau, o visg kitg taip kazkaip. Biina, kad
dvisaliai... dvisaliai pokalbiai tarp ministerijy kiekvienais metais. Daugiau kazkas tokio, mes lygtai

pas juos dalyvavome pratybose Arctic Winter Training, bet daugiau kaip ir viskas ramu.

O, su suomiais, mus domina suomiy Sauktiniy sistema, kadangi atstatéme dabar savo ir
sustiprinome Sauktinius... Misy specialistai vaziuoja j Suomija, Siemet kiek Zinau, kelis kartus netgi
pasikonsultuoti apie, apie... Zodziu, apie Sauktiniy priviliojima, jeigu taip galima pasakyti, su... su...
kvietimg dalyvauti ir prisijungti dalyvauti kariuomenéje. Ir ta visa Sauktiniy sistema organizavima-
mus domina kaip jie ta daro, nes jie daug mety néra atSauke savo Sauktiniy sistemos ir jy

kariuomené paremta Sauktiniais. Tai vat, tai mums jau bus gera patirtis.

Autorius: Tai teisingai supratau, galé¢iau kazkaip panasiai apibendrinti, kad i§ esmés po Krymo
aneksijos nelabai tas bendradarbiavimas praktiniame lygyje tarsi keitési i§ Siaurés 3aliy puseés, bet i§

Lietuvos pusés jis tarsi suaktyvéjo, nes atsirado daugiau lesy?

KAM: Taip. Daugiau léSy, jo, ka galim skirti praktiniam NORDEFCO... prisijungti prie
NORDEFCO projekty ir, nesaky¢iau, kad vien dél 1é8y, kad tos 1éSos ¢ia kazkaip paraleliai atsirado
taip ir kad truput] atsipalaidavo misy, ZodZiu, pasirinkimas, mes galim daugiau rinktis ar ne?
Kazkaip gavom, daugiau laisvés jgijom. Bet i$ tikryjy suaktyvéjo, tas politinis dialogas, ty valstybiy
gynybos ministrai... su su uZsienio reikaly ministrais, kitais pareiginais... apie grésme, apie misy
saugumo situacija, apie Rusijos grésme ir tas dalinimasis patirtimi... ir pozicija, as sakyciau, ¢ia mus
labai suriSo, daugiausia, tas motyvacija buvo suaktyvintus... susitikimus ir tg dialoga, butent Rusijos

grésme, o 1€Sos tik mus jgalina jungtis prie praktiniy projekty.

Autorius: O, sakykite... o tai kokios dabar sritys i§ saugumo... kokios sritys yra pagrindinés ir

svarbiausios bendradarbiavimui?
KAM: IS saugumo?

Autorius: Turbit Jums reikia pavyzdzio?
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KAM: Mhm.

Autorius: Kokios bendradarbiavimo sritys svarbiausios, ar kazkokios kibernetinés pratybos,

informacinis saugumo, energetinis saugumas...

KAM: AS tiksl... Visos sritys svarbios, smarkiai negaléCiau iSskirti. Aisku, hibridinés grésmés, tai
Cia yra savaime, kurios apimta ir kibernetinj, informacinj sauguma ir man atrodo, kiek a$ girdéjau,
Svedai ruosiasi jungtis prie Rygoje esancio Strateginés komunikacijos, berods, centras vadinasi... tai
jie vat tenai. Zinau, kad $vedai taip pat finansuoja esty projekta, atidarant alternatyvy kanalg
rusakalbiams. ZodZiu, daug ty sri¢iy... neisskir¢iau keliy svarbiausiy. Nu, mums svarbu turéti gera
duomeny apsikeitima, pavyzdziui, jiros steb&jimo srityje. Dar taip vadinama, ta SUCBAS projekta-
juros stebéjimo projekta. Mums reikéty kelti ta bendradarbiavima j aukStesnj lygj ir pradéti keistis
klasifikuota informacija realiu laiku, Zodziu suaktyvinti tg taip vadinamg situational awareness [It.
susigaudimag situacijoje] angliskai. Na, zodziu keitimasis informacija, buvima tiesiog tame paciame
informaciniame formate, jvykiy suvokima, va ¢ia yra svarbiausi uzdaviniai pirmiausia strateginiam
lygmeny, o paskui, aiSku, tarp kariuomenés labai reikalingos tos pratybos. Ministrai, kiekviename
ministry susitikime pabrézia, kad taip lauktume tiek Svedy, tiek suomiy, jau nekalbant apie danus ir
ten norvegus, kurie Siaip dalyvauja pratybose, ypatingai danai. Pavyzdziui, jie Siem vyksianciose
Siber Strike pratybose dalyvaus daugiau nei 1000 dany kariy. Tai danai, jie, pavyzdZiui, rotaciniy
pajégu neskiria, bet jie skiria didelj kiekj kariy trumpam laikui, pavyzdZiui, dviem savaitéms
pratybose Lietuvoje. Jy tokia taktika- neilgam laikui kaip mes norétume rotaciniy pajégy, rotacinés
kuopos, kokiem dviem- trim ménesiam..., bet jie skiria daug, bet trumpam laikotarpiui. Tai va ta
kariné dimensija, ta afiliacijos visg procesa reikia testi... sakysiu treniruotis, kariai turi dalyvauti

kartu treniruotése, pratybose, kad vystyti tg saveikuma su jy... tarpusavyje.
Autorius: O pries§ 2014, gal kazkokie kitokie klausimai vyravo, ar lygiai tokie patys?

KAM: Ne, gal tada buvo maZiau, to politinio dialogo, gal buvo mazZiau nerimo ir maZiau to... tokio
nesaugumo jausmo, jei taip galima pasakyti. Niekas taip nejsivaizdavo, kad ¢ia taip arti ta grésme...

arti musy. Tai tik tiek gal i§skirciau.

Autorius: O minéjote, kad su Danija specialiyjy pajégy bendradarbiavimas artimas buvo...ar

nebuvo kazkokio tai pokycio, intensyvejimo?

KAM: Jie, kiek man Zinoma, Siemet antra karta dalyvauja pratybose...spec. pajégy pratybose
Flaming Sword- Liepsnojantis kalavijas ir pernai jie dalyvavo, liko labai patenkinti. Jiem ¢ia yra

tokia visiSkai nauja patirtis prie ko jie buvo jprate. Tai jie man pasakojo, jy tokios uzduotys buvo,
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tarkim dany uzgrobto laivo i$laisvinimas, kur prie Afrikos kranty, ar ne, piraty uzgrobto. Arba ten,
tarkim, dany politiky apsauga, kur nors Afganistane, arba visokios ten...daugiau su teroru
susijusi...operacijos. O tokia operacija kaip ¢ia, pavyzdziui, pas mus, kai grésmé yra reali.
Pavyzdziui, Rusijos grésmé ir treniruotis atsakui, pavyzdziui, j hibridinj karg, tai jiems yra gana
nauja ir jie labai vertina ta galimybe treniruotis pagal biitent pagal tokius scenarijus. Tai...tai... jie

dalyvavo Siemet pratybose ir jiem ¢ia- tiesiog nauja patirtis. Jie tai labai vertina.

Autorius: O tame pa¢iam dokumente, kurj mingjau, Siaurés Gynybos ministry deklaracijoje buvo
i8skirtos dvi pagrindinés sritys, kurios yra jiem aktualiausios bendradarbiavimui, tai kaip minéjote,
zvalgyba, o kita buvo kibernetinis saugumas. Ar kibernetinio saugumo srityje buvo kazkokiy tai

pokyc¢iy?

KAM: Buvo i§ viso su $vedais pernai buvo parengtas taip vadinamas non-paperis dél Siaurés-
Baltijos Saliy bendradarbiavimo ir tame popieriuje yra viena i§ sri¢iy kibernetinis saugumas. Dabar
labai konkreciai, kas jvyko negalé€iau pasakyti, bet kad ekspertai susitinka, tai taip. Tik nezinau ty
projekty, Cia reikéty pasigilinti. Kaip pas mus yra tas kibernetinio saugumo centras, tai reikéty jy
tiesiog pasiklausti dél konkre¢iy veiksmy toliau- ar mes dirbam $ioje srityje ar ne. AS manau, kad
jie dalyvauja. Estai taigi turi pratybas NATO kibernetinio saugumo centrg, tai kiek a$ atsimenu, tai
dalyvauja, prisijungia prie pratyby ir visokiy susitikimy, bet gal daugiau papasakoty ekspertai i§ to

Kibernetinio saugumo centro.
Autorius: Bet ¢ia bty biitent su $vedais? Ar ne?

KAM: Ne tik su §vedais, ne, ne, ne. Su Siaurés $alimis i§ viso. Svedai tai prie Rygos to Centre of

Excellence, zinau, kad ketino jungtis.

Autorius: Prie§ paskutinis klausimas turbat... O kokie didziausi bendradarbiavimo i$stukiai su

Siaurés Salimis dabar?

KAM: Nu, mum yra labai svarbu Zinoti Siaurés Zaliy elgesj krizés regione atveju, ypatingai
Svedijos ir Suomijos, kadangi kaip Zinia ne NATO valstybés ir mes neZinom jy plany kaip jie...
detaliy plany kaip jie reaguoty pavyzdziui, jeigu mus uzpulty Rusija tarkim, nes mum tiek
Svedijos... ypatingai Svedijos, pavyzdziui Gotlando sala yra labai svarbi strategiikai atsakant ir
ginantis, tarkim, jeigu mes biitume uzpulti ir priimant NATO pastiprinimg per jiirg. Tai mum Svedy
teritorija, Svedy aerouostai, Svedy infrastruktiira yra Siaip labai svarbi tokiam reikalui ir mum dabar
yra pagrindinis uzdavinys issiaidkinti kiek Svedija gali remti Baltijos valstybes krizés atveju ir kiek

Ji, pavyzdziui, ar duos mum biti savo oro erdvéj NATO, NATO léktuvams ar neduos, ar turi jie
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susitarimus, kazkokius atskirus su Amerika ar neturi. ZodZiu, mum dabar yra svarbiausia, turbat
tokie jie gynybiniai planai, plany jgyvendinimas ir, ir klausimas dél Svedy-suomiy isitraukimo
juose. Kiek jie prisidéty prie konflikto, jeigu toks biity misy regione. Tai sakyciau didziausi

uzdaviniai $iai dienai.
Autorius: Bet Gotlandas yra militarizuotas...

KAM: Taip, jo... jie paskelbé $vedai, kad jie atgal grazins kariuomen¢ i Gotlanda, taip, Cia labai
geras zingsnis, bet mum taip pat svarbu ar ar,pavyzdziui, ar jie dalyvaus tame konflikte, jeigu toks

atsirasty. Ta prasme ar suteiks parama.

Autorius: Baigdamas interviu noréciau Jasy paklausti, ar yra dar kazkas, ko nepaklausiau, ar

manote, kad turéciau zinoti, bet tiesiog nepaklausiau?

KAM: AS net nezinau... a$ siiilyCiau dar pasiskaityt pazymas. Turbiit ang kartg, gal ir skaitei, dél
tokiy praktiniy dalyky, kur galima suminét konkrecius projektus, kuriuos mes darom tiek su
Svedais, tiek su danais, tiek su norvegais. Tiesiog tokiy papildymy, kariniais praktiniais projektais

sitily€iau. Jo pasiSnekeét su energetikos specialistais i tikryjy, kokie planai.

Autorius: Mhm... kiek dabar girdéjau, ne kariniais klausimais Norvegija artimiausia i§ Siaurés

Saliy.
KAM: Gali but.
Autorius: Tai, acit, Jums uz interviu.

Interviu pabaiga
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