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EDITORIAL 

Dear Readers,

It is once again our pleasure and privilige to bring you the 
Herald NRDC-GR Magazine, the fifth issue. In here are the voic-
es of the NRDC-GR staff and others in the NATO forces directly 
bringing you what they are involved in and what they have 
experienced, concerning global, military, security, historical 
and collaborative activities, as the most informed and updated 
individuals on these affairs.

2015 has been a year full of great achievement, of objec-
tives, and of overcoming obstacles and challenges. NRDC-GR 
worked with members and organizations from over 20 nations 
to complete the Exercise Gordian Knot ‘15. We want to extend 
our acknowledgement of the tremendous efforts given on the 
part of all participants and contributing personnel.

Recently we have seen a great leap forward in NRDC-GR’s 
online presence and visibility. The Exercise’s opening video 
reached unprecedented views by the public and contributed to 
the magnificent progress of the NRDC-GR website (www.nrdc.
gr), the NRDC-GR Youtube channel, and the NRDC-GR Twitter.

Our greatest thanks and appreciation must go out again 
to all our contributing guests and writers for their articles, 
interviews, news and events coverage, and much more. Views 
expressed in the articles belong to the contributing authors and 
do not represent any official opinions of NRDC-GR or NATO.

To close, we wish you all the best in your endeavors and 
efforts for the rest of the year and beyond to good health and 
prosperity.   

Best wishes,

Stavros SIDIROPOULOS 
OF-5 (HAF)

Chief PAO/StratCom Advisor
NRDC-GR/PAO
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Commander NRDC – GR HQs 
Lieutenant General Ilias Leontaris

Dear readers,

I would like to welcome you to the 
5th issue of the “HQ NRDC-GR Herald”, a 
bi-annual review with the goal of promot-
ing our efforts and informing about our 
recent achievements and future goals.

The main focus for the first semes-
ter of 2015 was Exercise “GORDIAN 
KNOT-15” which also included our Com-
bat Readiness Evaluation. During this ex-
ercise we were evaluated from a NATO 
team, manned by personnel from many 
NATO nations. NRDC-GR received excel-
lent results and proved its high readiness 
status and the high level of profession-
alism of its personnel.  This high value 
event was a milestone in our evolution 

towards NRDC-GR’s next step in order to 
prepare for our next mission.

Starting from the second semester 
of 2015 and in close coordination and 
cooperation with Greece, the Framework 
Nation, and the other Troop Contribut-
ing Countries to NRDC-GR we will start 
the evolution process to transform into a 
Joint Headquarters in order to be ready 
to assume in 2018 the Joint Task Force 
(JTF) HQ role in a Small Joint Operation 
(Land) as stated in the NATO Long Term 
Rotation Plan. To do so, we will enhance 
our coordination and cooperation with 
other NATO headquarters, by making an 
assessment to better define the prop-

er way to conduct our transition both 
smoothly and timely.

All the above were and will be feasi-
ble due to the continuous support of the 
Framework Nation and the other Con-
tributing Countries. An equally import-
ant factor for these achievements is the 
high quality and professionalism of the 
personnel assigned to NRDC-GR which 
in fact is the element that empowers our 
efforts. 

I hope you will enjoy this issue and 
appreciate the hard work done by NRDC-
GR and its people. 
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LANDCOM Chief Evaluator, Senior NATO Monitoring &
Commander NRDC-GR Interview

"Ex. GORDIAN KNOT -15 Closing Remarks & Evaluation Results"

LANDCOM: This is the 4th time in the 
last 6 months that LANDCOM headquar-
ters has worked closely with NRDC-GR, 
and NRDC-GR is leading the way for the 
Alliance in understand the complexities 
and the difficulties associated with the 
Article 5 Collective Defense of the Alli-
ance. We have learned a tremendous 
amount from working closely with NRDC-
GR, and they have turned in an excellent 
performance on all these evaluations.

The core message this year for the Al-
liance is “Securing Our Future Together.” 
Having 20 different nations here work-
ing together for the success of GORDI-
AN ΚΝΟΤ ‘15, how does that make your 
evaluation more challenging?

    LANDCOM: NRDC-GR is leading the 
way for the Alliance in terms of securing 
our future together. They are the one 
headquarters that has focused almost 
exclusively on the Article 5 Collective 
Defense mission for the last 6 months. 
And we know from the Wales Summit 
Declaration and the focus of our heads 
of State that this is extremely important 
to the rest of the Alliance. In terms of 
securing our future together, we’re also 
working closely with NRDC-GR and the 
other nations on all of the challenges 
facing the Alliance to include those from 
the southern flank and southern strate-
gic direction of the Alliance. The point is, 
though, that this headquarters, with its 
broad range of capabilities as we’ve seen 

          uring the Exercise, after the 
completion of the evaluation, LANDCOM 
Chief Evaluator Lt. General John W. Ni-
cholson, Senior NATO Monitor Jerzy Bi-
ziewski, and Commander NRDC-GR Lt. 
General Ilias Leontaris gave concluding 
remarks on their impression of the train-
ing event and multi-nation collaboration 
with NRDC-GR. 

Good morning sir. There is a strong 
bond between LANDCOM and NRDC-
GR and your presence here at GORDIAN 
KNOT ‘15 signifies that relationship. 
What is your overall impression of the 
event so far as LANDCOM is leading the 
Combat Evaluation?

D
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Sir, as Commander of NRDC-GR, what 
is your message to your personnel look-
ing back at the efforts and going for-
ward to the end of the evaluation by 
LANDCOM?

COMMANDER NRDC-GR: Thank you. 
This is a very remarkable day for NRDC-
GR, but it’s a special day for me as an of-
ficer of the Greek Army. A few minutes 
ago we received the results of the evalu-
ation. Our headquarters has been grad-

ed as excellent, and we got the status of 
Combat Ready. That makes me proud of 
my people, proud of my staff, proud of 
my headquarters. We cannot do it with-
out having the support of the framework 
nation and the huge contribution of the 
participating nations and the other na-
tions who contributed only for the Exer-
cise. This is a signal for the future, and 
as the Commander of LANDCOM said, 
we’re working together to secure the fu-
ture. This is what we’re doing. This is the 
promise that I gave to them, since it is 
probably my last event as Commander of 
NRDC-GR and could be the last event as 
an officer in the Army. So again, thanks 
a lot, I congratulate them all. The future 
belongs to them who work for it, and 
NRDC-GR works for the future.

here on this Exercise, the ability to de-
ploy, the excellent systems they have in 
place, the excellent SOPs, the discipline 
and professionalism of all the members, 
gives me tremendous confidence that  
this headquarters can handle any change 
that the Alliance faces.

Sir, do you have anything to add to 
the LANDCOM’s positive comments?

NATO Senior Monitor: My attitude 
is equally very much positive. What I 
would like to underline, first of all, [is] 
the huge contribution of the nation. I’m 
talking about Greece, the nation invest-
ed in the hard- and software, but also in 
the training of the soldiers, the officers, 
the staff. It is the visible sign of the uni-
ty of the Alliance. We have the 9 Corps 
HQs and we can see how it is develop-
ing, positively, the way to make sure that 
the Alliance is ready to be responsive to 
any threat from different directions. It is 
very much a credible and tangible result 
of this development. Greece should be 
proud of the core HQ, I would say, and 
those contributing nations obviously. 
That is my takeaway from this Exercise as 
the SHAPE representative. 

Simeon PANTELIDIS
Journalist

NRDC-GR/PAO
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Military Leaders and the Problem of “Dirty Hands”

Commander Kleanthis Kyriakidis, Hellenic Navy is a PhD 
candidate in Geopolitics. He has three Masters’ Degrees, two 
from the Naval Postgraduate School, in Monterey, CA (MS in 
Physical Oceanography and MA in Middle East Studies/ Distinc-
tion) and a Masters in Public Administration from the Harvard 
Kennedy School of Government (Lucius Littauer Award). He has 
published seven history and political science books, co-authored 
another three and more than 250 articles dealing with a wide 
scope of diverse contemporary issues mainly in American and 
Greek journals. He has taught at various Defense Institutions 
and has participated in 35 international conferences. 

By Commander Kleanthis Kyriakidis (paper presented at the 5th EURO-ISME  Annual Conference on May 13, 2015 at the premises 
of the Military Academy and General Staff of the Serbian Armed Forces in Belgrade)

 ndoubtedly, the quandary of 
“dirty hands”, which refers to the lead-
er’s compromise of certain moral princi-
ples in order to achieve a “greater good”, 
has been a controversial issue through-
out history. This expression stems from 
the renowned Jean-Paul Sartre play “les 
mains sales” (1948) and was introduced 
to the Political Science through the 
groundbreaking article of Micael Walzer 
“Political Action: the Problem of Dirty 
Hands” (1973), followed by the famous 
book of the same American author, “Just 
and Unjust Wars” (1977). According 
to Stephen Garrett “the notion of dirty 
hands suggest that political authorities 
may be required to do things – or to tol-
erate things – that would be regarded 
both by them and by others as unac-
ceptable, even as genuinely evil, if the 
actions took place in their private lives”. 
This notion extends to the military lead-
ers, especially during war time. Despite 
that most actions can be easily identified 
as either tolerable or belonging to the 
realm of war crimes, there are border-
line cases, which need to be discussed.

Leaders face ethical dilemmas, pre-

sented on the one hand with decent, 
just but ineffective options and on the 
other hand efficient but immoral ones. 
Thus, they are “engaged in bad” so as to 
accomplish moral or effective outcomes. 
As it will be further analyzed, this situ-
ation is not a simple struggle between 
two evils, where the normal choice is the 
lesser evil. Such decisions have been se-
verely criticized. Let us take for example 
Kaiser Wilhelm II’s assessment to violate 
the Belgian neutrality during the First 
World War.  The violation of the neutrali-
ties of all Low Countries had significant 
military advantages and was thus advo-
cated by the General Staff. The non-vio-
lation of these countries had significant 
political advantages. The political leader 
(Kaiser) tried to combine both options 
(by avoiding invading the Netherlands) 
and deprived each one from their ad-
vantages. The assault of Belgium would 
almost certainly trigger the British inter-
vention. Moreover, invading a neutral 
country and terrorizing its population 
largely alienated the global public opin-
ion and turned the uncommitted nations 
(like the USA) into the Reich’s enemies, 

even if they kept for some time their 
neutral position. Similarly, Alexander’s 
notorious “sack of Thebes” (335 BC) af-
ter the revolt of this city before his Asian 
expedition, which helped him unite the 
Greeks against the Persians and Truman’s 
decision to drop the atomic bomb and 
consequently end the Second World, fall 
into the same category of “dirty hands”’ 
dilemmas. Kaiser’s decision tends to be 
considered both unethical and futile; the 
others were definitely successful, but im-
moral, with Truman’s decision much less 
debatable in this regard. Alexander as a 
military leader has been criticized for the 
aforementioned decision and his moral-
ity has been put to question. Probably 
one of the most immoral decision ever 
by a military leader, was the Byzantine 
emperor Basil 2nd’s treatment of  his 
Bulgarian prisoners after the battle of 
Kleidion (1004). In an act of ruthless cru-
elty he blinded them, with the exception 
of a one-eyed man every 100 prisoners, 
so that he would lead the rest in their 
homeland. 

Sometimes the decision to apply 
moral norms and avoid “unnecessary 

U
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violence” can face the same amount of 
criticism. Chamberlain’s appeasement 
in Munich is the most characteristic ex-
ample, since it was not only proved vain, 
but it is also considered as immoral, as it 
allowed Hitler to perceive the good will 
exhibited as weakness and hence engage 
in more heinous crimes. Chamberlain in 
his famous broadcast on September 27, 
1938 emphasized that he would make 
every effort to save his country from a 
war over “a quarrel in a far-away country 
between people of whom we know noth-
ing”. However, in accordance with John 
Keegan “Munich marked the moment 
when Hitler abandoned caution in his 
campaign of aggressive diplomacy and 
began to take the risks which would stiff-
en the will of the Western democracies 
to meet challenge with firm response and 
eventually force with force”. Similarly, 
many military leaders have been accused 

of being too gentle with their opponents 
after their victory, which would ensure 
that their enemy would show up again. 

The aforementioned cases promote 
the justification of actions out of the 
moral standards, especially if the leader 
faces an imminent, clear and existential 
threat. The entire consequentialist school 
of thought suggests that the morality of 
an act depends only on the consequenc-
es or the motives of that act and not the 
act per se. This approach would vindicate 
Robert McNamara’s words that “in order 
to be good, you may have to engage in 
evil”, following the Weberian tradition 
of the violent nature of politics, which 
leaves no room for ethos. Max Weber 
believed that deontology cannot be ap-
plied to politics and politicians are bound 
to take unethical measures. In his famous 
speech “Politik als Beruf” (“Politics as a 
Vocation”) he stated: “He who seeks the 
salvation of the soul, of his own and of 
others, should not seek it along the av-
enue of politics, for the quite different 
tasks of politics can only be solved by vio-
lence”. Someone could argue that this tra-
dition is as old as the Machiavellian theo-
ry described in his famous chef d’ oeuvre 
- “The Prince”, or even more ancient, but 
attention should be paid to the interpre-
tation of both the “evil” and the “greater 
good”. Thus, an “honest” military leader 
who makes or breaks a deal and compro-
mises with certain interests, or a political 
leader who cooperates with criminals or 
distributes favors in order to be reelected 
and thus be able to do something good 
for the community does not fall into this 
category, because it is about her/his per-
sonal gain. Nonetheless, a leader who 
faces the dilemma of ordering the torture 
of a prisoner or a suspected terrorist in 
order to get through this “investigation” 
information regarding an imminent ca-
tastrophe or a terrorist attack is probably 
a perfect example of a “dirty hands” case. 
Attention should also be paid in the word 
“justification” of an immoral act, which 
implies that there is a denial of fault and 

thus is very different from acting immor-
ally as an “excuse”, which is an admission 
of wrongdoing.       

The foremost example of a justified 
immoral action by a leader is an actual 
“urban legend”: the notorious but fic-
tional Winston Churchill’s decision to not 
warn his compatriots before the Cov-
entry Raid. On November 14, 1940 the 
Luftwaffe raided the unprotected city of 
Coventry. Churchill allegedly had been 
informed beforehand (since with “Ultra” 
the British had broken the “Enigma” Ger-
man top secret cipher code). Not want-
ing to “betray” the fact that the German 
code had been compromised, he let the 
raid take place with a cost of 600 human 
lives and more than 1,000 injured British 

civilians. Despite that this is not a prov-
en historic fact and has been treated by 
most historians as a conspiracy theory,  
it is still a very widely used example of a 
“dirty hands” dilemma, because in real-
ity, most of the leaders had they known 
this fact they would have reacted in the 
same way. Historically, a good example 
comes from the American War of Inde-
pendence. It is the famous refusal of 
the US Congress to ratify the “surren-
der convention” after the battle of Sara-
toga. This was ethically improper by all 
means. It was normal during this era, for 
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an army to surrender and disarm, under 
the condition of being paroled. Generals 
Burgoyne and Gates agreed on the term 
that British soldiers would go to England 
and never return to America. Despite the 
agreement, the prisoners were sent to 
camps until the end of the war, forming 
the famous “Convention Army”. In mili-
tary terms, the rightness of the decision 
is almost uncontested, since the British 
would certainly send these soldiers back 
to fight the Revolution.

Nonetheless, we should not jump into 
conclusions and easily accept immoral 
decisions. Despite that “there is in fact no 
single, operational international code of 
behavior…A community of vocabulary is 
not the same as a community of values…
Behind the common grammar there are 
competing ideological logics”, some mor-
al values are universally accepted. As-
suming that moral norms (including the 
concept of “greater good”) are indeed 
universally acknowledged, there are still 
questions which should be answered be-
fore applying this simplistic approach. 
What is at stake? Is the potential catas-
trophe so big as to justify immorality? 
Will the aversion of the forthcoming dis-
aster save the entire community and its 
values? Walzer insists that immoral ac-
tions by any leader should be dictated by 
a clear “supreme emergency”. 

Some authors tried to categorize 
these levels of emergency, in order to 
apply or not a “dirty hands” decision. 
Bernard Williams suggests that there 
is a big difference between the “mor-
ally distasteful”, like lying, cheating or 
blackmailing and the “morally criminal” 
actions, that involve the use of violence.   
Sometimes lying for example may be 
even considered moral if it serves the 
greater good. Compromising is simply 
part of the game for any leader and can-
not be deemed automatically decadent. 
Arguably, when the existence of a state 
is at stake, immoral actions are justified. 
Even at a personal level, many times the 
basic instinct of self-preservation pre-

vails over morality. If this is a tough deci-
sion of a person, who after all could sac-
rifice her/his life in order to defend her/
his values, what happens when a leader 
has the lives of his soldiers/people in his 
hand? On the one hand, most people 
agree that no leader has the moral right 
to put the life of his army/community at 
risk; instead the prevailing notion is that 
she/he should engage in even immoral 
actions to avoid this risk. On the other 
hand, the “authorization” of the political 
or military leader in a democratic state to 
compromise moral values should not be 
taken for granted. Taking for example the 
George W Bush administration decision 
to introduce torture in interrogation (al-
though never officially accepted as such), 
it is very doubtful if the average Ameri-
can would agree to such a moral conces-
sion. If the problem is between states (or 
even nowadays between states and non-
states actors), E.H. Carr would famously 
argue that “no ethical standards are 
applicable between states” and in this 
regard the entire realist and neo-realist 
school of thought would concur. Conse-
quently, when the life or well-being of a 
whole army, community or nation is at 
stake, the leader might justify certain im-
moral actions, but again it is imperative 
to highlight the existential nature of the 
threat. For instance, are Israeli leaders 
justified when they invade or bomb Gaza 
with hundreds of innocent civilian Pal-
estinians dead? The answer depends on 
how emergency is defined and Israel has 
a hard time trying to explain the Inter-
national Community how few successful 
rocket attacks and a negligible death toll 
can justify brutal, indiscriminate attacks 
who could probably fall into the category 
of war crimes. The most recent proof of 
Israel failing to convince the Internation-
al Community of the alleged “existential 
threat” is that U.N. High Commissioner 
for Human Rights Navi Pillay accused Is-
rael along with Hamas, that by placing 
and firing rockets within heavily popu-
lated areas both sides are committing 

“a violation of international humanitar-
ian law, therefore a war crime.” If Israel 
had managed to convince that the Gaza 
rockets truly pose an existential threat, it 
might have won its case.    

Another set of questions is even more 
important: Has the leader examined all 
possible alternatives before taking an 
immoral, yet “necessary” decision? Are 
the long term consequences (sometimes 
even the imminent ones) taken into ac-
count? Is the end that justifies the means 
“right” based on its effectiveness or its 
moral consequences? 

Let us examine the decision of two 
political leaders during war, which makes 
them automatically supreme military 
commanders. Truman’s decision to drop 
the first atomic bomb is much less moral-
ly contested than his decision to drop the 
second one, since he obviously had more 
alternatives after the American demon-
stration of power in Hiroshima. Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt is the primary example 
of a great, popular President who lied 
and manipulated almost continuously 
to realize the noble cause of crushing 
the Nazism and Fascism. History and the 
American people’s verdict turned a blind 
eye to the wire-tapping of political oppo-
nents and the use of false pretenses to 
drag the country to a just war. The most 
characteristic incident is the alleged Ger-
man submarine attack on USS Greer on 
September, 4, 1941. USS Greer was an 
American warship escorting a convoy in 
the Atlantic. British ships which also es-
corted the same convoy depth charged 
the submarine, which retaliated by firing 
torpedoes. One of them, passed by USS 
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ogy and the “never say never” conse-
quentialism, seems to be the most logi-
cal choice. The influence of the morality 
should always be in accordance with the 
context. “Dirty hands” decisions may be 
taken by moral and effective leaders, 
who balance the perils and the prospects 
and have some pre-defined red lines, not 
to be crossed. Even Hitler avoided the 
use of chemical weapons and no sensi-
ble human being could ever think of us-
ing WMD. Issues like genocide, the use 
of torture and the cruelty towards civil-
ians (“death”, “rape” or inhumane con-
centration camps) could never be con-
sidered by a democratic, free society and 
no military leader can lower the bar as 
regards these standards of moral behav-
ior, whatever may be at stake. 

Thomas Nagel would suggest a lim-
ited consequentialism in the sense that 
there is a “threshold deontology” when 
even the aforementioned actions could 
take place if otherwise consequences are 
abysmal. Not being convinced by Nagel 
and the like, we are of the same opinion 
with Joseph Nye and his “institutional 
consequentialsm” concept, which was 
aforementioned. When the Red Brigades 
kidnapped the former Italian Prime Min-
ister and most likely future President, 
Aldo Moro, many voices suggested the 
use of torture on incarcerated terrorists, 
in order to extract vital information re-
garding his whereabouts. However, the 
Chief of the police, Carlo Alberto Dalla 
Chiesa declared: “Italy can survive the 
loss of Aldo Moro; it would not survive 
the introduction of torture”.    

Arnold Wolfers pointed out that “…to 
say that the field of international politics 
is reserved for selfishness, brutality, self-
righteousness, or unrestrained ambition 
for power is not only cynical but mani-
festly unrealistic”. Certainly, It would be 
tragic to concur that leaders should not 
have conscience and that their efficiency 
is incompatible with the common moral 
imperatives. Both Machiavelli and Max 
Weber pointed out that leaders have a 

Greer inflicting casualties. FDR portrayed 
the incident as an unprovoked incident 
and ordered the American warships to 
“shoot on sight” all German or Italian 
warships. FDR also went on with “inves-
tigations of political opponents and un-
lawful wire-tappings and mail-openings”. 
This is a case, where the moral goal is 
universally accepted, the principle of 
“greater good” is applied (in both an eth-
ical and effective sense) and the global 
menace is not overstated. An alternate 
effort to educate the American people in 
order for the latter to realize the gravity 
of the situation and willingly go to war is 
questionable and any answer would be 
counter-factual and largely subjective. 

Nevertheless, the aforementioned 
behavior could be justified, only if the 
short term consequences are taken into 
account. Nixon wire-tapped his oppo-
nents, Lyndon Johnson used the “gulf 
of Tonkin incident” for an escalation 
towards the biggest American failure in 
the 20th century and George W Bush 
purposely misled his people and a part 
of the international community to the 
Iraqi invasion in 2003. Hence, FDR’s deci-
sions laid the path for similar corrupted 
actions with less noble causes and far 
more devastating consequences. Since 
usus est magister optimus, we run the 
risk of getting used to violations of our 
own values, in the name of the “greater 
good”. Moreover, as Joseph Nye Jr points 
out, “when it becomes known that in-
tegrity plays no role and one will always 
choose the lesser of evils in terms of im-
mediate consequences, one opens one-
self to blackmail by those who play dirty 
games”. As a parenthesis, “Watergate” 
scandal led Nixon to resignation, Viet-
nam War, which started with the “gulf 
of Tonkin incident”, was the undoing of 
Lyndon Johnson administration who did 
not seek a second term and only George 
W. Bush managed to see a second term 
despite his blunder... 

Advocating a middle path between 
the absolutely moral Kantian deontol-

different kind of morality. For Machi-
avelli the Prince “must learn how to be 
bad” and Weber highlights the ethics of 
“responsibility” versus the one of “ulti-
mate goals”. This is a slippery slope. The 
moral values should not be “a la carte”. 
Professional ethics cannot overrule or 
override widely accepted moral prin-
ciples. However, in extreme situations, 
some immorality could be applied based 
on the aforementioned analysis of the 
“dirty hands dilemma”. Both Political and 
Military immoralities are thus escapable; 
nevertheless, it would be utopian to im-
pose absolute deontology to a leader. 

Concluding, there is no prescription, 
how much should ethics be suppressed 
and for what reason; history is the abso-
lute judge of a good military leader and 
given the circumstances morality can 
outweigh effectiveness and vice versa. 
Consequentialsts seem to win the case, 
if they show self-restraint, respect insti-
tutions, draw “red lines” and avoid long-
term deteriorating consequences.    
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NRDC-GR Conducted JOPG Training
 On the premises of NRDC – GR HQ, 

the Joint Operations Planning Group 
(JOPG) course took place for the last two 
weeks, from Monday 5th to Friday 23rd 
of January 2015. The training has been 
organized under NRDC-GR initiative from 
Oberammergau NATO School  Mobile 
Training and Education Team (MTET) and 
officers from SHAPE, Italian Friuli Division 
and NRDC-GR participated.

The aim of this course is to prepare 
students to contribute to NATO’s opera-
tions planning process, either as an oper-
ational-level or functional-area planner, 
while serving within a joint operation-
al-level headquarters

Under the leadership of the lead 
facilitator and supported by a group of 
component liaison officers and function-
al area subject matter experts, this de-
manding and dynamic two-week course 
simulates a joint operational-level plan-
ning group. The curriculum is comprised 
of multiple short lectures, followed by 
practical exercises in sub-syndicates and 
back-briefs in syndicates. Both weeks 
culminate in formal briefs to a senior 
mentor who performs the role of a joint 
commander.

During the closing ceremony, after 
certificates presented to the trainees, 
COS NRDC –GR Lt General Dimitrios Ka-
logeropoulos thanked Oberammergau 
NATO School facilitators and external 
participants, highlighting that the JOPG 
course is the most important one for the 
career of an officer and participation in 
such courses from other HQ or compo-
nents would be more than welcome in 
the future.
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Exercise “Gordian Bonus I/15” (GOBS I/15)
EXERCISE  “Gordian Bonus I/15(GOBS 

I/15)”, the first Battle Staff Training (BST I) 
scheduled for 2015 in the framework of 
Foundation Training for Exercise “Gordian 
Knot  2015 (GOKT-15)”, was conducted by 
NATO Rapid Deployable Corps-Greece(N-
RDC-GR) from 16 to 20 March 2015.

The aim of the exercise was to en-
hance NRDC-GR HQ’s preparation for the 
Combat Readiness Evaluation (CREVAL) 
that took place during GOKT-15, with 
main objectives to prepare for the execu-
tion of the exercise and to validate and 
implement mitigation measures adopted 
through the CREVAL process and lessons 
identified after GOKT-14.

Major General Dimitrios KALOGERO-
POULOS, NRDC-GR Chief of Staff (COS) 
during his closing remarks thanked all the 
external participants as well as the HQ’s 
National and Allied personnel for their ef-
forts and highlighted that BST I is consid-
ered a significant milestone for the HQ’s 
preparation towards the execution of 
GOKT-15 exercise and the CREVAL 2015.
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From 21 to 22 April 2015, exer-
cise GORDIAN PENNANT 2015 (GOPT 
15) was conducted, on the premises of 
NATO Rapid Deployable Corps Greece HQ 
(NRDC-GR), in the framework of Founda-
tion Training for exercise GORDIAN KNOT 
2015 (GOKT 15), with the participation of 
the Headquarters Key Leader personnel 
and the Commanders of the Affiliated 
Commands.

GOPT 15 was aiming in continuation 
of the  contact with the Commanders of 
the Affiliated Formations/Units and  to 
inform them about the way ahead for 
Ex. GOKT-15 and beyond, as well as to 
promote discussions in order not only 
to achieve a common approach but also 
to enhance team building at Command 
Group Level.

Commander NRDC-GR Lieutenant 
General Ilias LEONTARIS during his clos-
ing remarks thanked the participants for 
their presence and highlighted the im-
portance of this activity for a better un-
derstanding among all the entities. GOPT 
15 has been successfully concluded by 
promoting and improving the mutual 
knowledge, identifying main expecta-
tions and training opportunities.

Exercise “Gordian Pennant 2015”(GOPT 15) 
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EXERCISE GORDIAN BONUS II/2015 
(GOBS II/15), the second Battle Staff 
Training (BST), scheduled for May 4-8, 
2015, in the framework of Foundation 
Training for Exercise GORDIAN KNOT 15 
(GOKT-15), was conducted by NATO Rap-
id Deployable Corps – Greece (NRDC-GR).

Throughout GOBS II/15 NRDC-GR was 
deployed in full Crisis Establishment (CE), 
forming three Command Posts (CPs) in 
three different training areas (“PROKOP-
IDI”, “LEVANTI” and “PEDION AREOS” 
Camps).

Approximately 1300 personnel par-
ticipated in this cross-fuctional training 
event, from GRC and Allied Affiliated for-
mations dedicated to NRDC-GR Units for 
the needs of the Exercise.

Lieutenant General Ilias LEONTARIS, 
Commander of NRDC-GR, exploited this 
activity in the most productive manner 
in order to prepare the upcoming high 
intensity Exercise GOKT-15.

Exercise “Gordian Bonus II/2015” (GOBS II/15)
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 Finnancial Audit Of The 
International Board Of NATO (IBAN)

THE Chairman of the International 
Board of Auditors for NATO (IBAN), Dr 
Charisis, visited NRDC-GR, 16 – 20 Feb 
2015, as a head of IBAN’s echelon, in 
order to audit HQ Financial Statements 
for the fiscal years 2010 to 2014. The In-
ternational Board of Auditors for NATO 
(IBAN) is the independent, external audit 
body of NATO. Its main mandate is to pro-
vide the North Atlantic Council and the 
governments of NATO member countries 
with assurance that common funds have 
been properly used for the settlement of 
authorized expenditure.

Dr. Charisis had the opportunity to 
be informed about the mission and Or-
ganization of NRDC-GR from DCOS SPT 
and especially about the financial func-
tions from FINCON. During his meeting 
with COS he had an in-depth conversa-
tion about general issues of NATO IBAN 
auditing, expressing his ascertainment 
about the improvement of financial ser-
vices provided by G8 during this auditing 
period.

 During the audit, G8 personnel 
provided the Board with all necessary in-
formation and data needed for a complete 
and successful review and auditing of all 
the accompanying Financial Statements 
of the Headquarter, which comprised the 
Statement of Comparative Financial Po-
sition, the Statement of Financial Perfor-
mance, the Budget Execution Statement, 
the Credits Carry Forward Report and 
the Cash Flow Statement for the 5 years 
auditing.  After a successful execution of 
the audit, the board issued an unofficial 
opinion on these financial statements, 
and on compliance. Also prepared, in all 

material respects, in accordance with the 
financial reporting framework approved 
by the Senior Resources Committee, fur-
thermore all the financial transactions 
and information reflected in the financial 
statements are in compliance with the 
Financial Administrative Procedures for 
Shared Funding. No new observations 
and recommendations to be raised.

After the successful execution of the 
audit, Dr Charisis informed the COM 
about the results and expressed his 
positive opinion about the high level 
of services provided by the G8 person-

nel as a result of their high standards in 
professional training. Furthermore he 
expressed his appreciation for the prepa-
ration and facilitation provided to him 
and his team during the entire execution 
phase of the audit.

As a result, the recognition by the 
board of the increased accountability 
and transparency in NRDC-GR provides 
the HQ with reasonable confidence to 
continue, without underestimating the 
responsibility to ensure that the appro-
priateness of the financial policies are 
implemented.  
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ASYMMETRIC warfare (or Asymmet-
ric engagement) is war between belliger-
ents whose relative military power differs 
significantly, or whose strategy or tactics 
differ significantly. This is typically a war 
between a standing, professional army 
and an insurgency or resistance move-
ment.

Asymmetric warfare can describe 
a conflict in which the resources of two 
belligerents differ in essence and in the 
struggle, interact and attempt to exploit 
each other’s characteristic weaknesses. 
Such struggles often involve strategies 
and tactics of unconventional warfare, 
the weaker combatants attempting to 
use strategy to offset deficiencies in 
quantity or quality. Such strategies may 
not necessarily be militarized. This is in 
contrast to symmetric warfare, where 
two powers have similar military power 
and resources and rely on tactics that are 
similar overall, differing only in details 
and execution.

The term is also frequently used 
to describe what is also called «guerril-
la warfare», «insurgency», «terrorism», 
«counterinsurgency», and «counterter-
rorism», essentially violent conflict be-
tween a formal military and an informal, 
less equipped and supported, under-
manned but resilient opponent.

Hybrid warfare1 

The recent Russian intervention 
in Ukraine has generated much debate 
about the use and effectiveness of hybrid 
warfare, a type of warfare widely under-
stood to blend conventional/unconven-
tional, regular/irregular, and information 
and cyber warfare. 

Hybrid warfare2

The recent Russian intervention 
in Ukraine has generated much debate 
about the use and effectiveness of hybrid 
warfare, a type of warfare widely under-
stood to blend conventional/unconven-
tional, regular/irregular, and information 
and cyber warfare.

In the last decade, some of the most 
important military forces and coalitions 
in the world, including the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization (NATO), have at-
tempted to address and counter so-called 
hybrid threats. Rather than develop strat-
egies based on ‘hybrid’ challenges (an 
elusive and catch-all term), I believe deci-

“Asymmetric Hybrid Warfare’’

sion-makers should stay away from it and 
consider warfare for what it has always 
been: a complex set of interconnected 
threats and forceful means waged to fur-
ther political motives.

The term ‘hybrid warfare’ appeared 
at least as early as 2005 and was subse-
quently used to describe the strategy 
used by the Hezbollah in the 2006 Leb-
anon War. Since then, the term “hybrid” 
has dominated much of the discussion 
about modern and future warfare, to the 
point where it has been adopted by se-
nior military leaders and promoted as a 
basis for modern military strategies.

An analyst looks at code in the malware lab of a cyber security defense lab. © REUTERS

A destroyed tank is seen along a road on the territory controlled by the self-proclaimed Luhansk People’s 
Republic near airport of Luhansk, in Luhansk region, eastern Ukraine, November 19, 2014. © REUTERS
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The gist of the debate is that modern 
adversaries make use of conventional/
unconventional, regular/irregular, overt/
covert means, and exploit all the dimen-
sions of war to combat the Western su-
periority in conventional warfare. Hybrid 
threats exploit the “full-spectrum” of 
modern warfare; they are not restricted 
to conventional means.

In practice, any threat can be hybrid 
as long as it is not limited to a single form 
and dimension of warfare. When any 
threat or use of force is defined as hybrid, 
the term loses its value and causes confu-
sion instead of clarifying the “reality” of 
modern warfare.

There is no discussion that adver-
saries, past and present, have developed 
creative uses of the “full-spectrum” of 
warfare, including the use of regular and 
irregular tactics across all dimensions of 
war. Altogether this may well form a hy-
brid set of threats and strategy, it is not 
clear why the term “hybrid” should be 
used, beside its mere descriptive value. 

In practice, any threat can be hybrid 
as long as it is not limited to a single form 
and dimension of warfare. When any 
threat or use of force is defined as hybrid, 
the term loses its value and causes confu-
sion instead of clarifying the “reality” of 
modern warfare. 

Another issue with everything “hy-
brid” is that the use of a new term sug-
gests there is something new about mod-
ern warfare - while this may not be the 
case. In his seminal book on Future War-
fare, renowned military strategist Colin 
Gray convincingly argues that future, and 
by extension modern, warfare is essen-
tially more of the same.

Most, if not all, conflicts in the histo-

ry of mankind have been defined by the 
use of asymmetries that exploit an oppo-
nent’s weaknesses, thus leading to com-
plex situations involving regular/irregular 
and conventional/unconventional tactics. 
Similarly, the rise of cyber warfare has 
not fundamentally changed the nature 
of warfare, but expanded its use in a new 
dimension. 

At a recent event sponsored by 
NATO and organized by the Atlantic 
Council, attendees were told that “there 
is no agreed definition of terms related 
to hybrid warfare.” In other words, the 28 
members of the North Atlantic Alliance 
cannot agree on a clear definition of what 
they are facing. How can NATO leaders 
expect to develop an effective military 
strategy if they cannot define what they 
believe is the threat of the day? 

So it is needed focus on the speci-
ficity and the interconnectedness of the 
threats they face. Warfare, whether it 
be ancient or modern, hybrid or not, is 
always complex and can hardly be sub-
sumed into a single adjective. Any effec-
tive strategy should take this complex en-
vironment into account and find ways to 
navigate it without oversimplifying. 

 1NATO Review Magazine, “Hybrid war – does 

A Ukrainian serviceman operates a drone during a training session outside Kiev, 
November 6, 2014. © REUTERS

VOULTSIOS Loukas
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it even exist? ”6/5/2015
2 NATO Review Magazine, “Hybrid war – does 
it even exist? ”6/5/2015
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Introduction To NATO Military Information

“One Hundred Victories in One Hundred 
Battles is not the Most Skillful. 

Subduing the other’s Military without 
Battle is the Most Skillful.”

Sun Tzu ~ 400-320 BC

Background 
From antiquity it became perceptible 
the importance and utility of INFO OPS 
during military operations.
This was realized by said Sun Tzu, who 
in his book “Art of War” wrote that «the 
most Skillful is to subdue the adversaries’ 
forces without battle, than to have one 
hundred victories in one hundred bat-
tles». 
Globalization, competition for resources 
and tensions in political and social struc-
tures combine with ideological, religious 
and cultural distinctions to increase un-
certainty. Furthermore, terrorism, along 
with the spread of weapons of mass de-
struction, are likely to remain principal 
threats. Concurrently, there has been 
an “information revolution” (the Inter-
net and mobile telephones) that has 
ushered in an age of computer-based 
decision-making. This evolving Infor-
mation Environment comprises infor-
mation, actors and systems that enable 
the use of information. The information 
environment itself is where humans and 
automated systems observe, orientate, 
decide and act upon information, and 
is therefore the principal environment 
of decision-making. To address both the 
changing global security situation and 
the emergence of a new information 
environment, NATO is in the process of 
developing concepts, processes and doc-

trine, including Information Operations 
(Info Ops), to deal with these new chal-
lenges. 
Recent NATO experience has demon-
strated the importance of effective co-or-
dination of Alliance activity that could 
influence decision-making processes 
relevant to the achievement of the Alli-
ance’s political or military objectives. This 
is particularly true in the context of a cri-
sis or an ongoing military operation, but 
also in “routine” circumstances, especial-
ly when NATO’s cohesion or credibility is 
at stake. NATO Information Operations 
are important parts of overall efforts to 
shape the decisions of other parties. 
Information Operations is the latest stage 
of the evolution of information and on 
time management activities to optimize 
the effectiveness of the NATO Alliance.  

Definition
Consequently, which is the meaning of 
INFO OPS? 
According to MC 422/5 (11 Feb. 2015), 
INFO OPS is a staff function to analyze, 
plan, assess and integrate information 
activities to create desired effects on the 
will, understanding and capability of ad-
versaries, potential adversaries and NAC 

approved audiences, in support of Alli-
ance mission objectives. 
Namely, INFO OPS is a staff function to 
analyze, plan, assess and integrate Infor-
mation Activities focused on the Informa-
tion Environment (IE) rather than a capa-
bility in its own right. As a staff function, 
INFO OPS provides the Commander with 
an assessment of the Information Envi-
ronment (IE) and a mechanism to plan 
and coordinate Information Activities 
on a continuous basis to achieve Infor-
mation Effects in support of operational 
objectives. 

Scope of INFO OPS
Key factors to promote INFO OPS in cam-
paign war are consistency and motivation 
of the opponent. We want to affect or in-
fluence the key decision-makers. At the 
strategic level that may be the National 
leadership or the military leads, but Info 
Ops applies equally to commanders at 
the operational and tactical level. Info 
Ops also groups all target audiences, such 
as the population of the targeted country, 
as decision-makers. At all levels we may 
try to influence the decision-maker him-
self or we may try to affect the systems 
he uses to make decisions and we’ll use 
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whatever methods required to achieve 
our objectives.

The Role of INFO OPS
Operations by NATO forces are directed, 
planned and conducted at three levels 
of command; direction and guidance are 
obtained from NATO HQ via the strategic 
commander, while planning and execu-
tion are largely achieved at the opera-
tional and tactical levels. The distinction 
between activities conducted by forces at 
the different levels is clear, but the effects 
of political, strategic, operational and tac-
tical levels of joint operations will seldom 
remain only at one level. This requires 
special consideration for Info Ops, where 
interconnected information systems and 
the psychology of decision-making mean 
that action at the tactical level can have 
strategic implication and vice versa. Par-
ticular attention must be paid to local and 
regional media so as to influence local 
and regional populations.
 
At the tactical level, armed forces con-
duct military activity to achieve military 
objectives assigned to tactical forces. At 
this level, Info Ops focuses on creating 
an effect on key local decision-makers 
and groups by affecting their will, deci-
sion-making processes and capabilities. 
Coordination of information activities to 
create these effects is vital to the success 
of the joint campaign. At the same time, 
activities to protect one’s own informa-
tion and information systems must be 
conducted. 

Principles. 
The implementation of NATO INFO OPS 
is guided by certain fundamental princi-
ples, which shape how INFO OPS are in-
tegrated into the joint targeting process 
and direct the way in which information 

activities support the full range of NATO 
military operations. These are:
• Commander’s Direction and Personal 
Involvement
The commander drives the campaign, and 
exercises control of all INFO OPS within 
a framework of timely decision-making 
and consultation up and down the chain 
of command to maintain Alliance sup-
port. His intent will therefore define the 
INFO OPS aim, which in turn supports the 
strategic mission. This aim must specify 
the end state. 
•  Close Coordination and Sequencing
INFO OPS must be closely integrated up, 
down and across the chain of command. 
All elements of INFO OPS must be coordi-
nated and synchronized with other oper-
ational activities in order that one activity 
does not compromise or negate another, 
particularly between the individual com-
ponents of INFO OPS.
•  Accurate Intelligence
INFO OPS must be founded on timely and 
accurate intelligence on all parties to the 
conflict, and on neutral audiences whose 
perceptions may influence the outcome 
of the mission. This intelligence should 
form the background to the command-
er’s estimate.
• Centralized Planning and Decentral-
ized Execution
The principle of centralized planning and 
decentralized execution (within defined 
lines of operation) at lower levels gener-
ally applies to INFO OPS. However, cen-
tralized control will be required for activ-
ities such as deception when all involved 
force elements must adhere rigidly to the 
plan.
•  Input to Joint Targeting
The potential INFO OPS target list is large 
and diverse, and includes the full array of 
participants inside and outside the Joint 
Operation Area (JOA), Intelligence, Sur-

veillance and Reconnaissance (ISR), Com-
mand and Control (C2) and Command 
Support.
•  Early Involvement and Timely Prepa-
ration
INFO OPS planning must start early, par-
ticularly where shaping perceptions is 
key to success, because both planning 
and execution take time, and results can 
be slow to emerge. Hence, direction, as 
part of the planning process, must be giv-
en at the earliest opportunity. Defensive 
INFO OPS takes much more preparation 
as, particularly for Communications and 
Information Systems (CIS), defensive 
measures have to be built in at the design 
and manufacturing stage.
•  Continuity and Flexibility
INFO OPS aim to influence decision-mak-
ers, perceptions and C2 procedures and 
capability. Perceptions, in particular, are 
susceptible to change with little or no 
notice. The INFO OPS plan must, there-
fore, be proactive and flexible enough to 
respond to other events, particularly to 
exploit sudden changes in popular mood.
•  Effects – Based Approach to Opera-
tions
Effects-based approach involves the co-
herent planning, execution and assess-
ment of actions by all involved organiza-
tions, together with the use of modern 
technology and novel approaches to en-
hance situational understanding, which 
brings new possibilities to the way fu-
ture operations will be conducted. This 
approach can be adopted at all levels of 
command and across the spectrum of 
conflict. Info Ops is an integrating func-
tion focused on the information environ-
ment that involves the selective combi-
nation of lethal and non-lethal means to 
achieve campaign objectives. 
•  Monitoring and Assessment
The successful prosecution of Info Ops 
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relies on continuous monitoring and as-
sessment of the short and long-term ef-
fects of interrelated activities, directed 
towards objectives. This is achieved by 
collection of all-source INTEL and other 
feedback on military information activi-
ties. Measurement of Effect (MOE) must 
be integrated in the INTEL collection ac-
tivities led by J2. 

Activity Areas (Picture 1)
Information activities coordinated 
through Info Ops are an integral part of 
the campaign plan aimed specifically 
at affecting the will and understanding 
of decision-makers and affecting those 
capabilities that directly enable the ap-
plication of their will or aid their under-
standing. Effects in the information en-
vironment can be created by a variety of 
military activities, the close coordination 
of which will contribute to the achieve-
ment of the overall objective. 
Info Ops comprises three inter-related 
activity areas: 
•  Information activities that focus on 
behaviours, perceptions and attitudes of 
North Atlantic Council (NAC) approved 
audiences as part of Alliance military op-
erations to induce, reinforce, convince or 
encourage them in support of NATO ob-
jectives.
•  Information activities that focus on 
preserving and protecting Alliance free-
dom of action in the information environ-
ment at all times, by defending the data 
and information that supports Alliance 
decision-makers and decision-making 
processes.
•  Information activities that focus on 
countering an adversary’s propaganda as 
well as his command and control func-
tions and capabilities that support his 
opinion forming and decision - making 
processes, by affecting the data and in-

formation that support adversaries and 
other North Atlantic Council (NAC) ap-
proved parties, and are used in command 
and control, intelligence, surveillance and 
target acquisition, and weapon systems. 

Capabilities, Tools and Techniques
Within the 3 inter-related activity areas, 
Info Ops can make use of the all or any of 
the capabilities, tools and techniques, to 
exercise influence, affect the understand-
ing or to have a counter-command effect 
on our opponents. 
As we can easily understand, the extent 
of their use is only limited by our imagi-
nation, the availability of these tools, by 
NATO policy and doctrine and of course 
by any legal constraints that are imposed 
by either the North Atlantic Council (NAC) 
or our Governments. 
The capabilities, tools and techniques 
that INFO OPS uses in order to exercise 
influence, affect the understanding or to 
have a counter-command effect on our 
opponents are:

–  Psychological Operations (PSYOPS)
The primary purpose of PSYOPS is to in-
fluence the perceptions, attitudes and 
behaviour of selected individuals or 
groups in accordance with the identified 
Info Ops objectives, to induce or rein-
force behaviours favourable to the over-
all Alliance objectives.

–  Civil-Military Cooperation (CIMIC)
Within Info Ops Tools, Civil-Military Co-
operation (CIMIC) is a capability that can 
also be used to achieve Information Ob-
jectives, creating the essential forum in 
which the coordination and cooperation 
between the military, the civil actors and 
the local government, including all inter-
national, national and non-governmental 
organizations that are present in the mis-
sion area.

–  Key Leader Engagement (KLE)
Another fundamental tool in the hands of 
Info Ops is Key Leaders Engagement (KLE), 
which is the planned and coordinated use 
of our senior leadership, to influence key 
decision makers / opinion shapers / influ-
encers / leaders in the assigned area of 
operations in support of the command-
er’s objectives. (COM, DCOM, POLAD …).

–  Electronic Warfare (EW)
Electronic Warfare is another tool, which 
contributes, either temporarily or perma-
nently, to the Info Ops campaign by:
• Providing a source of intelligence for 
planning activities and by monitoring the 
effects of Info Ops.
•  Disrupting the opponent decision-mak-
ers ability to exercise Command and Con-
trol by attacking adversary Command, 
Control, Communication, Computer and 
Information (C4I) nodes, denying their 
use permanently or at critical moments.
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• Contributing to the deception plan 
(electronic deception).
•  Through the use of Electronic Protec-
tion Measures.

–  Presence, Posture & Profile (PPP)
The impact that the presence of a mili-
tary force may have on perceptions can 
be significant. The posture of troops on 
the ground can demonstrate both com-
mitment and intent and must be consid-
ered and balanced with the requirements 
of force protection. The public profile of 
commanders at all levels will impact per-
ceptions, and therefore the public role of 
the commander must be carefully anal-
ysed and opportunities used to transmit 
key messages.

–  Operations Security (OPSEC)
OPSEC is the process which gives a mili-
tary operation appropriate security, using 
both passive and active means, to deny 
the adversary knowledge of the disposi-
tions, capabilities or intentions of friendly 
forces.

–  Computer Network Operations (CNO)
The primary focus of NATO Computer 
Network Operation (CNO) is Computer 
Network Defense, which are the actions 
taken to protect against disruption, de-

nial, degradation or destruction of infor-
mation resident in our computers and 
computer networks or the computers 
and networks.

–  Physical Destruction (PD)
There are two main aspects to the use 
of physical destruction for creating infor-
mation effects. First, through attacks on 
command and control systems. Second, 
while the primary effect sought through 
the use of physical destruction will of-
ten lie outside Info Ops, the use of force 
sends a strong message and consequent-
ly the direct application of force through 
physical destruction will have significant 
psychological impact. 

–   Military Deception
Deception involves measures designed to 
mislead adversaries by manipulation, dis-
tortion or falsification. Info Ops planners 
must be involved in deception planning in 
order to ensure that Info Ops objectives 
support deception objectives and Info 
Ops supporting activities are employed in 
support of deception operations.

Relationships. 

With Strategic Communications (STRAT-
COM)

–  NATO STRATCOM is a Political – Military 
process to ensure that NATO communica-
tions and information activities and disci-
plines are coherent, mutually reinforcing, 
and advances NATO’s aims. It closes the 
gap between Alliance actions and mes-
sages.
– INFO OPS have potential strategic lev-
el effects. For this reason INFO OPS, 
planned and conducted at all levels, must 
reinforce relevant STRATCOM objectives 
and the overall narrative.
– In accordance with MCM-0085-2010, 
(Revised Military Concept for NATO Stra-
tegic Communications, 11 Aug 2010), 
Commanders at the operational and tac-
tical level ensure through the Info Ops 
function, that all military information 
activities are properly coordinated as 
well as integrated into the operational 
planning process and support the overall 
STRATCOM approach.

With Public Affairs.

–  NATO military Public Affairs (PA) is the 
function responsible for promoting NA-
TO’s military aims and objectives to audi-
ences in order to enhance awareness and 
understanding of military aspects of the 
Alliance.  
–   PA and Info Ops are separate, but relat-
ed functions. They directly support mili-
tary objectives, counter adversary disin-
formation, and deter adversary actions. 
–  However, the efforts of PA and Info Ops 
differ with respect to audience, scope 
and intent. Therefore, coordination be-
tween PA and Info Ops must be assured 
at all times and at all levels to ensure con-
sistency in the message released by the 
military to outside audiences and to pro-
mote overall effectiveness and credibility 
of the campaign. Beyond coordination of 
efforts and messages, PA will have no role 
in performing the Info Ops function. 
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–  In the picture 2, you can see the role of 
INFO OPS and related disciplines. Please 
notice who and how the target audience 
is supposed to receive the message.  Who 
sends it?  How is it sent and what it is sup-
posed to do?   

With Targeting 

•    Info Ops assist in the targeting process 
by identifying where information activi-
ties could be applied to achieve specific 
effects in support of the NATO’s mission 
objectives.
•  Prior and following target engage-
ments, Info Ops is also providing advice 
on possible ways to mitigate negative 
side effects that could result from the 
engagement in itself, by coordinating 
PSYOPS, CIMIC, Presence Posture Profile 
and others ….. activities.

Categories. 

There are two main categories of INFO 
OPS: defensive INFO OPS and offensive 
INFO OPS, depending on the nature of 
action involved’.

Defensive Information Operations.  

Defensive INFO OPS are defined as ‘ac-
tions taken to maintain access to and 
effective use of information, information 
based processes, Command & Control 
(C2) systems and Communication & In-
formation Systems (CIS) during peace, 
crisis or conflict and to protect Alliance 

information critical to achieving specific 
objectives.  
The conduct of NATO’s defensive INFO 
OPS builds on existing NATO securi-
ty policies, doctrine and procedures to 
ensure that Allied information, infor-
mation-based processes and Communi-
cation & Information Systems (CIS) are 
protected against the effects of other’s 
efforts.   

Offensive Information Operations.  
Offensive INFO OPS are defined as ‘ac-
tions taken to influence a potential adver-
sary’s available information, information 
based processes, Command & Control 
(C2) systems and Communication & Infor-
mation Systems (CIS) during peace, crisis 
or conflict in pursuit of specific objectives 
or in reaction to a specific threat’1.  
The conduct of offensive INFO OPS will 
be based on political guidance from the 
North Atlantic Council (NAC) following 
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NATO Military Authorities advice de-
pending upon a specific situation 

Conclusion. 

•  On the Picture 3 is depicted the top-
down relationship between mission spe-
cific guidance that provides the context 
for the selection of appropriate informa-
tion activities which, in turn, influence 
the information environment to affect 
adversaries and other North Atlantic 
Council (NAC) approved targets/audienc-
es.
•   The NATO INFO OPS policy focuses on 
the need for coordination of the politi-
cal – military capabilities of the Alliance 
in order to control information and/or 
information systems. Maintenance of an 
effective Alliance information capability 
with the ability to affect potential adver-
sary capabilities is the key to success. 
•   INFO OPS is an effects-based targeting 
methodology. It coordinates kinetic and 

non kinetic means to achieve an effect. 
It is no longer new, but it is an evolving 
process. Information warfare will be the 
most complex type of warfare in the 21st 
century, and it will decide who will win 
and who will lose the war. 
•  Always must have in mind that, Infor-
mation Operations is not a capability in 
its own, but it’s a staff (military) function.

REFERENCES:
• AJP 3.10 “Allied Joint Doctrine for INFO 
OPS” (Nov. 2009)
• Military Decision on MC 422/4 (May. 
2012)
• Military Decision on MC 422/5 (Feb. 
2015)
• MCM-0164, NATO Strategic Communi-
cations Policy, ( Sep 2009)
• MCM-0085 Revised Military Concept for 
NATO Strategic Communications, (Aug 
2010)
• NATO Bi-SC Information Operations Ref-

erence Book (Mar. 2010)

ZIAKKAS Spyridon
OF-4 (HE A)
INFO OPS

NRDC-GR/G3



articles

21

The Immigration Problem: 
A Domestic Issue Or a European Concern?

THE number of displaced persons and 
refugees from the many places in conflict 
around the world reached the record lev-
el of 60 million people in 2014, accord-
ing to the annual report of the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 
(UNHCR).
UNHCR notes an impressively rapid in-
crease in the number of people forced to 
flee conflict areas, with 59.5 million up-
rooted in late 2014, compared with 51.2 
million in 2013.
The 2015 estimates exceed 60 million.

The sharply rising trend began in 2011 
in the Syrian conflict which induces now 
the largest population movement ever 
recorded in the world. It is the worst 
refugee crisis since the Second World 
War. UNHCR counts over the last five 
years at least 14 clashes: eight in Africa 
(Ivory Coast, Central African Republic, 
Libya, Mali, northern Nigeria, Democrat-
ic Republic of Congo, South Sudan and 
this year Burundi), three in the Middle 
East (Syria, Iraq, Yemen), one in Europe 
(Ukraine) and three in Asia (Kyrgyzstan, 

several areas of Myanmar and Pakistan).

This problem has assumed enormous 
dimensions due to the collapse of the 
countries of origin of refugees, mainly in 
Syria and the exacerbation of the phe-
nomenon is the result of irrational West-
ern intervention strategy in recent years 
in these countries.
So far, the host countries exclusively were 
invited to address the issue; however, 
over the past two months Europe began 
‘’ awakening ‘’.
Greece is a country with easy access due 
to its geographical location (mountainous 
areas with plenty of passes, extensive sea 
borders, lack of cooperation with some 
neighboring countries). The creation of 
FRONTEX Corps of Border Guards, cer-
tainly improved the situation at least 
as regards the land border. But is this 
enough?

In Greece there is six times the inflow of 
immigrants compared to last year.
The massive influx of immigrants in Greek 
islands and generally in Greece is not a 

local problem, but a crisis for the entire 
European Union.
Forced to walk long distances in appall-
ing weather conditions, cross the seas 
with babies in arms, paying sometimes 
the ticket of death, and live in miserable 
concentration areas or outside places of 
detention, refugees and asylum seekers 
see few alternatives  to continuing their 
journey.
Greece and Italy are the first European 
destinations.
 
 The masses of displaced- refugees-im-
migrants moving to Europe in general 
and Greece in are carriers of contagious 
diseases, especially infectious diseases, 
which had not appeared on the Old Con-
tinent for several years.
 This phenomenon concerns not only 
those from African and Asian countries 
but from European ones as well, due to 
war conflict, political instability, internal 
social conflict, economic impoverishment 
and degraded organization of the state.

The risk of transmitting diseases to the 
Greek society is real since, due to ille-
gal input, minimum check is carried out, 
while it is obvious that illegal stay in our 
country and modest means of support 
drives refugees to resort to medical at-
tention in advanced disease progression 
situations.
The living conditions of the displaced are 
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poor and favor the development of con-
tagious diseases. This is a serious prob-
lem because not all refugees have joined 
the regularization process while new 
ones are constantly entering.

Rising unemployment and falling living 
standards, due to the unfavorable eco-
nomic situation experienced by Greece 
over the last five years, have resulted in 
regarding immigrants as a direct threat 
to the very community, undermining na-
tional sovereignty.

In various (remote) geographic regions 
lurks the danger of foreigners covering 
population gaps, causing adverse demo-
graphic consequences.
The lack of infrastructure to the admis-
sion and residence of migrants in the 
first instance on the part of the state, is 
the result and lack of a wider European -  
rather than domestic -  immigration pol-
icy, which exacerbates the problem even 
further.
 Additionally, the young people repro-
duce xenophobia and racist views drawn 

from adults.
Poorer countries should not be allowed 
to bear the greatest burden and be left 
on their own to solve the problem, just 
because they happen to be the first host 
countries.
 Addressing the issue of immigration is a 
complex phenomenon and all European 
states must actively show their solidarity.
There should be equal distribution of 
refugees entitled to asylum in European 
countries, which will be based on the 
population and the total Gross Domestic 
Product of the country, the number of 
asylum seekers and the unemployment 
rate in that country.
A single asylum system and a common 
European immigration policy with com-
mon rules is a must.

There should exist smooth integration of 
refugees in society but also a dignified re-
turn of those who illegally pass in Europe.
Plus, worldwide massive action to com-
bat trafficking gangs and exploitation of 
human life should be taken.
 
What we must do is organize our system 
to deal with this phenomenon in a de-
cent, civilized and European way.
This problem, however, goes beyond 
Greece; it is European, it is international.

Sotirios ROUMELIOTIS
OR-9 (HE A)

Chief Media Production 
NRDC-GR/PAO
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Air Defense System Sufficiency
“The art of war owns certain elements and fixed principles. We must acquire that theory, and lodge it in our heads 
– Otherwise, we will never get very far” 
        Frederick the Great
Each system aims to achieve the max-
imum possible result, meeting the re-
quirements introduced by the national 
defense strategy.
Sufficiency is inherent in all elements of 
an Air Defense (AD) system threat anal-
ysis comparing the threat and leading to 
reallocation of resources to achieve the 
desired result. It is associated with cer-
tain characteristics of the system, which 
allows it to respond to the challenges of 
a conflict with a specific opposing forces 
and engage them effectively and success-
fully. The sufficiency of the AD system can 
be assessed for the whole country (coa-
lition) territory or regionally, in terms of 
its ability to successfully defeat the air 
strike.
The starting point for the sufficiency of 
an AD system is its quality status, ie the 
totality of features and characteristics of 
the elements making up the integrated 
system, governing their ability to meet 
the needs and requirements in the stra-
tegic intent.
Analysis of the various definitions of suffi-
ciency can identify a number of moments 
required to display a complex concept 
and determining its place among the 
other military categories:
- sufficiency of each unit of military 
equipment - a measure of its usefulness 
in building system;
- the degree of effectiveness of the sys-
tem;
- the content of the submitted require-
ments and their advantage depends on 
the
type of technique used, and the capabili-
ties of the opposing force;
- sufficiency as a military category is con-
sidered at the specific Area of operation 
and particular opposing force;

- sufficiency is dynamic in nature – em-
ployed with an adaptive approach over 
time, taking into account changes in en-
vironmental conditions;
- sufficiency depends on the stage of the 
life cycle, in which the system is situated.
Sufficiency is a state of forces and means 
of AD system building as they serve as 
integral components of the defense sys-
tem, which is effective in determining the 
degree of compliance of tactical, techni-
cal, functional, economic, organizational 
characteristics of the depth and range of 
requirements for this system and deter-
mine the place of it in the common sys-
tem of defense.
The following should be considered in 
support of the definition provided: 
- basis for assessing the adequacy of each 
subsystem of the AD system must be 
comprehensive in the identification and 
analysis of potential threats, their prox-
imity, and necessary response time that 
will enable the optimal assessment for 
the placement of the system in relation 
to the Area of operation in accordance 
with the analogous threat assessments;
- when considering the acquisition of AD 
equipment, the determination must be 
made of which assets will fulfill the re-
quirements of the nation and contribute 
to enhancing its security; 
- for the nation, the most critical factor 
is the availability of necessary financial 
resource, ie costs required to ensure Air 
Sovereignty;
- the sufficiency of the AD system can be 
only be estimated and tested through 
training and exercise, the true test will be 
in use in combat operations.
Regarding the determination of the ad-
equacy at the national level appropriate 
effective use of resources ensuring Air 

Sovereignty is obligatory, ie optimal use 
of forces and means building Air Sover-
eignty system and ensuring the security 
of citizens.
Sufficiency is an important indicator not 
only for AD system, but also for the over-
all defense system.
The adoption of and transition to a rea-
sonable sufficiency of AD system should 
be accomplished concurrently with the 
creation of a comprehensive national se-
curity system covering military, political, 
economic and other areas, which to in-
tegrate doctrine, education and training, 
manning, military technologies and infra-
structure, combat rediness and compre-
hensive logistics.
In terms of the economic and financial 
crisis, with rational and proper planning, 
determination of current and future 
threats and the implementation of mod-
ernization projects (if rational) and re-
arming with new mobile defense systems 
will contribute to increased operational 
capabilities for Air Sovereignty task im-
plementation.
Sufficiency relates to the protection of in-
violability and territorial integrity of the 
nation.
In order to determine the adequacy of 
the forces and means of air defense the 
following must be considered:
- a comparative analysis of potential op-
ponents in the region;
- to take a political decision as to which 
are priority sites required to be defended 
while emplacing the AD system;
- to develop an approach to prioritize 
sites need to be covered;
- to distribute the forces and means of AD 
system;
- to determine the sufficiency of AD sys-
tem, based on a comparison of available 
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forces, capabilities and requirements.
Determining the sufficiency of the AD 
system can be identified through the nec-
essary quantitative - qualitative composi-
tion of forces and means in order to en-
sure the protection of designated forces 
and objects from air strikes of opposition.
The goal in building AD system is to pro-
vide guaranteed protection of troops and 
objects in the level of acceptable losses, 
ie those that do not significantly influence 
military capabilities while maintaining 
the ability to apply adequate retaliation.
The analysis of the adequacy of AD sys-
tem should assess the effectiveness of 
the existing system based on the follow-
ing criteria:
- losses inflicted on the enemy - can be 
expressed mathematically as regards the 
mathematical expectation of the number 
of destroyed targets to the total incoming 
targets;
- prevent losses - the amount of saved 
objects to the total ones;
- penetration of the enemy into the re-
gion where the main objects for defense 
are;
- share of the effectiveness of each means 
used for defense in terms of losses inflict-
ed on the enemy. 
This analysis can be carried out in accor-
dance with Figure 1
CONCLUSION:
The study of the sufficiency is one of the 
most important components of military 
research, creating the basis for devel-
oping strategies and tactics of actions, 
choosing the right time to raise the tech-
nical level and efficiency of the system.
To the potential air adversary resides the 
choice of system employment and target 
impact. Moreover, the enemy acts sud-
denly, aims to reveal the AD system and 
to strike the defended objects exploiting 
perceived system weakness. The rapid 
development of various means of air and 
space attack, increasing their capacity 
and experience of local military conflicts 
demonstrate the growing role of AD sys-
tem as a reliable asset used for country 

protection and introduces increased de-
mands for combat readiness of AD units.
Protection of sites and troops from air-
strikes continues to be an extremely 
critical and potentially decisive task in 
operations. Each day, it’s more compli-
cated, requires constant improvement of 
weapons, forms, and methods for their 
use and increasing combat training of the 
military units.
The sufficiency of the air defense system 
considered within the comprehensive 
national security system, including mili-
tary, political and economic spheres, ed-
ucation and training, manning, military 
technology and infrastructure, combat 
readiness and comprehensive logistics, 
conducted as part of a deliberate and 
rational planning process, determination 
of current and future threats and the im-
plementation of modernization projects 
will contribute to increased operational 
capabilities for Air Sovereignty task im-

Emil TOMOV
OF-4 (BGR AF) 

 Chief ASM
 NRDC-GR/G3 AIR   

   LTC Svetoslav SLAVOV PhD,  
     Chief Assistant at Air Force and
        Air Defense Department of 
        National Defense Academy 
    “G.S. Rakovski”, Sofia, Bulgaria

plementation.
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Exercise  “Gordian Knot - 2015”

 Exercise GORDIAN KNOT 15 
(GOKT15), targeting the achievement of 
the “CREVAL READINESS” evaluation, was 
the main training activity of NRDC-GR HQ 
for 2015, focused on Corps warfare skills 
and capabilities, and was executed from 
02 to 12 Jun 2015. The EXCELLENT results 
in all areas of evaluation as officially stat-
ed have been promulgated with CREVAL 
Formal Report. 

 The overall aim of the exercise 
was to sustain and further enhance the 
capability of NRDC-GR as a HRF Corps, 
to plan and conduct war fighting opera-
tions, while NRDC-GR HQ Command and 
Control (C2) concept was completely im-
plemented by deploying three different 
CPs in three different locations and by 

sustaining and facilitating the CREVAL 
Team’s job. All the Crisis Establishment 
was trained, while all affiliated - dedi-
cated units were deployed in support, as 
part of the EXCON organization. 

 The objectives of the exercise 
were: 
• To train NRDC-GR C2 and subsequent 
concepts. 
• To train operational planning and oper-
ations preparation at tactical and in 
coordination with operational level, from 
activation to employment as Follow on 
Forces. 
• To train and practice Corps tactical com-
mand and control over subordinate units 
in a high intensity scenario. 
• To plan and practice CIS deployment 

and management procedures in a 
comprehensive Future Mission Network 
environment. 
• To plan and conduct NRDC-GR CPs full 
deployment, installation and 
sustainment on temporary infrastructure 
in austere conditions, in timelines com-
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mensurate with HRF requirements. 

 The exercise placed the HQ in a 
war fighting scenario, forcing the whole 
team to tackle the kind of issues featured 
in news headlines around the world. In 
order to find solutions in a rigorous and 
complex operational environment new 
system capabilities and strategies were 
pushed. The scenario of the exercise 
deals more with the activation of the 
collective defence under Article 5 of the 
Alliance. 

 Exercise GOKT15 planning went 

according to NATO directive and pro-
cedures. Real strategic situation devel-
opments were facilitated by the Frame-
work Nation (FN) simulation center that 
provided valued support to the exercise. 
All relevant sub-events, such as Battle 
Staff (GOBS) and Key Leader (KL T) series 
training, built the overall attempt. In par-
allel, the CREVAL was prepared in close 
coordination with LCC. Exercise planning 
was successfully developed, creating suf-
ficient conditions to support an effective 
training of the identified audience, in due 
respect of received guidance. 
 The Operational Conduct of the 

exercise was executed in the following 
Phases: 
•  Phase I - Foundation Training. 
Phase I consisted of several, individu-
al and collective training events, BSTs, 
including Key Leaders Training (KL T) 
events, GORDIAN PIKE from 26 to 30 Jan-
uary 2015 and GORDIAN PENNANT from 
20 to 22 April 15. 
•  Phase II - Crisis Response Planning. 
The Crisis Response Planning (CRP) of Ex 
GOKT15 (GORDIAN VENTURE 15) was 
conducted from 02 Feb to 20 Mar 15. TOP-
FAS was extensively used. Regular VTCs 
embed the collaborative works. All re-
quired liaison elements were exchanged 
during CRP and exercise execution. CRP 
was completed with the promulgation of 
OPLAN 55512 “GORDIAN SHIELD” on 20 
Feb 2015. A rock drill was held on 23, 24 
and 25 February 15 in order to rehearse 
the OPLAN, to improve synchronization 
and decision matrixes and to finalize the 
CRP procedure. 
•  Phase III - Execution. 
HQ deployed its CPs during phase III 
execution: MAIN CP was deployed in 
ASSIROS, REAR/ALTERNATE CP was de-
ployed in SINDOS, and HBOC remained 
in barracks in THESSALONIKI. As was both 
anticipated and organized, AOCC was de-
ployed and integrated in the C2 system. 

Main CP Rear/Alt CP
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It was a fully deployed C2 system includ-
ing exhaustive real life support functions. 
The full CE took part in the exercise, after 
specific anticipateo preparation and in-
tegration. During the execution phase, a 
CREVAL Team, located in the EXCON area, 
was operating. The team was effectively 
supported by a pool of EXCON personnel. 
•  Phase IV - Assessment. 
On 11 June, LCC CREVAL Team addressed 
an evaluation back brief to COM NRDC-
GR and key staff in order to present the 

results of the NRDC-GR CREVAL. On 12 
June, with the COM NRDC-GR presence, 
a GOKT15 After Action Review was con-
ducted with the aim to responsively dis-
cuss about a self-discovery performance 
related to the exercise training objec-
tives. 

 NRDC-GR HQ was beneficiated 
by conducting the exercise GOKT15, in-
cluding the unique experience of CREVAL 
procedures. NRDC-GR was obliged to ful-

fil the very demanding triple role of being 
OSE, ODE, and OCE. The HOs in full CE 
(MAIN, REAR/Alt CPs and HBOC) were the 
main training audience. The NATO SKOL-
KAN 1.4 scenario was used to create on 
Article 5, high intensity situation. 
 
 NRDC-GR Commander’s Lieu-
tenant General Ilias LEONTARIS’ vision as 
it was pointed out states that our head-
quarters will remain a key player within 
the Graduated Readiness Forces (Land) 
community and will sustain its credibili-
ty and reputation within the NATO envi-
ronment. At the same time NRDC-GR will 
be used as a training tool by transferring 
knowledge and promoting techniques 

and NATO procedures to the Greek and 
allied personnel of the HQ and will be 
used as a pool of well-trained Subject 
Matter Experts (SMEs) in a field of NATO 
doctrine, training, procedures and evalu-
ation domains, available to Armed Forc-
es and NATO Command Structure/NATO 
Force Structure Headquarters. 

 Exercise GOKT15 fully achieved 
its aims for excellence and the exercise 
objectives as a whole. The successful 
end-state of the exercise, the “COMBAT 
READY” declaration as the result of the 
CREVAL that was conducted by LAND-
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COM and monitored by SHAPE, reflects 
the high level of professionalism of each 
personnel and was the decisive point in 
meeting the exercise ambition, strength-
ening the bonds with the Affiliated and 
Dedicated Units. Their outstanding con-
tribution paved the way to successful 
conclusion of NRDC-GR HQ main effort 
for 2015. 

Elias NIKEZIS
OF-3 (HE-A)

SO2 Media OPS
NRDC-GR/PAO

 Commander NRDC-GR Lieu-
tenant General llias LEONTARIS stated 
that he recognizes this event as a high 
value target and as a milestone for the 
evolution of this HQ towards Joint Com-
mand and Control Capabilities (JC2C) and 
as a useful tool to secure the commit-
ment of Greece to the Alliance. Starting 
from the 2nd semester of 2015 and in 

close coordination and cooperation with 
the Framework Nation and Troop Con-
tributing Nations (TCNs), NRDC-GR will 
start the evolution process to transform 
into JHQ in order to be ready to assume 
the Joint Task Force (JTF) HQ role in the 
future. 
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 On May 2, 2011, United States 
military forces entered the town of Ab-
bottabad in the Waziristan region of 
Pakistan under cover of darkness. They 
entered a compound and killed a civil-
ian and his son and shot his wife. In the 
process they also killed two other men 
and injured at least one other woman. 
The target, Osama Bin Laden, was not a 
member of a nation’s military, was not 
sentenced to death by any Tribunal, and 
there was no evidence that at the time 
of the attack he was an imminent threat 
to another human. He was gunned down 
at night, in his home, by trained soldiers 
from a distant state acting without the 
permission of the host nation. 
 Targeted Killings have been 
considered the most coercive tactic em-
ployed in counterterrorism because, un-
like other measures, they do not aim to 
neutralize, contain or capture individual 
suspects or perpetrators of terrorist acts; 
rather they aim at eliminating them com-
pletely. In International law, targeted kill-
ing is not a defined term of art, but has 
been used in a variety of different con-

texts and meanings. Nils Melzer defines it 
as “the intentional killing by a state of an 
individual identified in advance and not in 
the state’s custody”. Specifically, targeted 
killing operations must be characterized 
by four cumulative elements. First, tar-
geted killing is a method of employing 
lethal force against human beings. Sec-
ond, targeted killings always involve the 
intent, premeditation, and deliberation 
to kill. Third, the requirement of target-
ing individually selected persons distin-
guishes targeted killings from operations 
directed against collective, unspecified, 
or random targets. Forth, at the time of 
their killing, the targeted persons are not 
in the physical custody of those targeting 
them. This element distinguishes target-
ed killings from extra-judicial executions, 
which presupposes the existence of phys-
ical custody. 
 Targeted killings take place in a 
variety of contexts and may be commit-
ted by governments and their agents in 
times of peace as well as in armed con-
flict, or by organized armed groups in 
armed conflict. The means and methods 
of killing vary, and include sniper fire, 
shooting at a close range, missiles from 
helicopters, gunships, the use of drones, 
and poison. In recent years, a few States 
have adopted policies, either openly or 
implicitly, of using targeted killings in-
cluding in the territory of other States. 
Whether a specific targeted killing is legal 
or not it depends on the context in which 
it is conducted. The contrasting ways of 
understanding September 11 as part of 
the “War against Terror” have shaped the 
discussion of targeted killings and led to 
the emergence of two competing mod-
els for assessing the response of govern-
ments to terrorism: the armed conflict 
and the lawenforcement models. To the 
extent that targeted killings interfere 

with the sphere of sovereignty of another 
State, their international lawfulness addi-
tionally depends on the law governing 
the use of interstate force. While three 
seperate regimes can simultaneously 
apply the same standards to  atargeted 
killing, each of them regulates the use of 
force from a different perspective. 
 Outside the context of armed 
conflict, the legality of targeted killings is 
regulated primarily by human rights law. 
According to it the use of lethal force is 
the exception and a “choice of last re-
sort”. Melzer argues that targeted killing 
can be permissible only in very exception-
al circumstances, namely where it cumu-
latively (a) aims at preventing an unlaw-
ful attack by a targeted person on human 
life; (b) is absolutely necessary for the 
achievement of this purpose; (c) is the 
result of an operation which is planned, 
prepared and conducted so as to mini-
mize, to the greatest extent possible, the 
resource to lethal force. The European 
Court of Human Rights upheld these per-
cepts in McCann v. UK Case finding that 
soldiers who had carried out a lethal at-
tack against three terrorist suspects were 
not guilty of breaching the right to life, 
because the soldiers had acted within 
the parameters of necessity and under 
the assumption of the accuracy of intelli-
gence handed to them by UK authorities. 
However, the Court did find that there 
were less coercive measures that could 

Targeted Killings - Legal Aspects 
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have been taken to secure the arrest of 
the suspects, reaffirming the principles of 
necessity, proportionality and imminence 
of threat which must all be present in or-
der to justify lethal force against terror-
ist suspects under human rights law. As 
a conclusion, it . can be said that human 
rights law can only offer an excuse for 
killing a terrorist suspect when the use of 
force is absolutely necessary; when there 
is a strong evidence that the attempted 
arrest of a suspect is unfeasible, and that 
he or she is on the verge of committing 
an attack that cannot be averted by other 
means of prevention. 
 From the other side it is general-
ly accepted that the application of law of 
armed conflict to efforts of international 
counterterrorism allows a number of ad-
vantages to state authorities. However, 
choosing that model is not devoid of dif-
ficulties. Harold Koh, Legal Counsel to the 
US Department of State, provided two 
justifications for the US policy of target-
ed killing in a short official statement in 
2010. The first was that the United States 
is engaged in an international armed con-
flict with Al Qaeda and other forces as-
sociated with it, and thus the members 
of such groups are combatants and legit-
imate targets under LOAC. The second 
justification offered was that the Unit-
ed States is entitled to use lethal force 

against such groups as an exercise of the 
right of self-defense. 
 The questions that arise under 
ius ad bellum are inter-related and have 
to do with (a) whether a terrorist attack 
could constitute an armed attack for the 
purposes of Article 51 of UN Charter; (b) 
whether the existence of an armed con-
flict is enough to allow a State to evoke 
the “principle of self-defence” against 
Non-State Actors; (c) as well as against 
the State that might provide support to 
those Actors. Regarding the first issue 
Antonio Cassese argued that “a very se-
rious attack either on the territory of the 
injured State or on its agents or citizens, 
which is not sporadic but rather forms 
part of a consistent pattern of violent ter-
rorist action, can be said to constitute an 
armed attack”. He nevertheless stressed 
the importance of the attribution of this 
attack to a State in order for it to be le-
gally countered by force. This opinion is 
the reiteration of International Court of 
Justice’s (ICJ’s) ruling in Nicaragua case, 
which linked the right of selfdefense to 
the presence of sufficient evidence of 
State involvement in, or support of, in-
surgent activities. According to ICJ States 
cannot invoke Article 51 of the UN Char-
ter against the NSAs because that article 
“recognizes the existence of an inherent 
right of selfdefense in case of armed at-
tack by one State against another State’. 
As a result of this reasoning, whenev-
er it is difficult to impute the acts of a 
particular terrorist organization to any 
State, terrorist safe-heavens can exist 
within States which are either incapable 
or unwilling to bring terrorists to justice. 
However, Article 51 speaks only of an in-
herent right to self-defense “if an armed 
attack occurs against a member of the 
UN” without making any reference to the 
source of the attack. This view finds also 
support in State practice and especially 
in Security Council Resolutions 1368 and 
1373 issued in the wake of the Septem-

ber 11 attacks, as well as in NATO’s invo-
cation of the Washington Treaty’s Article 
5 collective self-defense provision. In any 
case, the recognition of a right of self-
defense against NSA, irrespectively of a 
third State involvement, should not entail 
the provision of a blank check to States 
to violate the sovereignty of other States. 
The consent of the relevant State should 
be asked, while this is not feasible, the 
perquisites of necessity, imminence and 
proportionality should be interpreted 
narrowly in order for the right of self de-
fence not to be from an exception to a 
rule. 
 Whether an armed conflict 
exists and thus Law of Armed Conflict 
(LOAC) applies is a question that must 
be· answered with reference to objec-
tive criteria. The International Criminal 
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia set an 
acceptable definition of armed conflict. 
According to it, an armed conflict exists 
“whenever there is a resort to armed 
force between States or protracted 
armed violence between governmental 
authorities and organized armed groups”. 
A situation involving a State and a non-
state actor (NSA) is deemed to have risen 
to the level of an armed conflict when: 
(1) a government is obliged to use mili-
tary force instead of mere police forces 
to counter the threat, and (2) the adver-
sary NSA possesses organized command 
structure with an ability to wage military 
operations. 
 However the greatest source re-
garding lack of clarity is who qualifies as 
a lawful target, and where and when the 
person may be targeted: In International 
Armed Conflict (lAC), combatants may be 
targeted at any time and any place, while 
in Non-International Armed Conflict 
(NIAC) , rules are less clear as there is no 
such thing as a “combatant”. Instead - as 
in lAC - States are permitted to directly 
attack only civilians who “directly partici-
pate in hostilities (DPH)”. Because there is 
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no commonly accepted definition of DPH, 
it has been left to open to States’ own 
interpretation to determine what consti-
tutes DPH. There are there key controver-
sies over DPH. First there is a dispute over 
the kind of conduct that constitutes DPH. 
Second, there is a disagreement over the 
extent to which “membership” in an or-
ganized armed group may be used as a 
factor in determining whether a person is 
directly participating in hostilities. Third, 
there is a controver-sy over how long par-
ticipation lasts. 
 It is not easy to arrive at a defi-
nition of direct participation that pro-
tects civilians and at the same time does 
not “reward” an enemy that may fail to 
distinguish between civilians and lawful 
military targets that may deliberately 
hide among civilian populations and pu t 
them at risk. The key, however, is to rec-
ognize that direct participation may only 
include conduct close to that of a fighter, 
or conduct that directly supports combat. 
Acts, such as providing financial support, 
advocacy, or other non-combat aid, does 
not constitute direct participation. In 
2009, the ICRC issued its Interpretative 
Guidance on DPH, which provides a use-
ful starting point for discussion. In NIAC, 
according to this Guidance, civilians who 
are members of an armed group that has 
a “continuous combat function” may be 
targeted at all times and in all places. 
With respect to the temporal duration of 
DPH for all other civilians, the ICRC Guid-
ance takes the view that direct participa-
tion for civilians is limited to each single 

act: the earliest point of direct participa-
tion would be the concrete preparatory 
measures for the specific act, and par-
ticipation terminates when the activity 
ends. Under the ICRC’s Guidance, there 
are three common elements outlined 
that form the “constitutive elements” of 
direct participation: (1) there must be a 
“threshold of harm” that is objectively 
likely to result from the act, either by ad-
versely impacting the military operations 
or capacity of the opposing party, or by 
causing the loss of life or property of pro-
tected civilian persons or objects; and (2) 
the act must cause the expected harm 
directly, in one step, for example, as an 
integral part of a specific and coordinated 
combat operation; and (3) the act must 
have a belligerent nexus - i.e, it must be 
specifically designed to support the mili-
tary operations of one party to the detri-
ment of another. Nevertheless, the exact 
meaning of DPH is yet to be clarified with 
any precision. There is no authoritative 
guidance as to which activities qualify as 
direct participation, or who qualifies as 
a civilian and the duration for which the 
loss of protection lasts. Analysis up until 
the current time has relied upon a certain 
instinctive case-by-case basis. 
The full legal implications of the use of 
TK as a means and methods of warfare 
were considered by the Israeli High Court 
of Justice (HCJ), in its ruling on the Israeli 
practice of targeted killing operations in 
Gaza and the West Bank. Based on the 
Law of Armed Conflict applicable to the 
conflict in the Palestinian territories, the 
judgment of Israel’s HCJ provide certain 
conditions for the legality of targeted kill-
ings. These conditions included: (I) the 
availability of accurate and verifiable in-
formation about the proposed targets to 
ensure that they-are directly engaged in 
hostilities; (2) the adherence to the prin-
ciples of necessity and minimizing collat-
eral damage; and (3) undertaking an ex- 
post independent investigation to ensure 

that these conditions have been met. 
Consequently in situation of armed con-
flict, a targeted killing can be permissible 
only where it cumulative: (a) is directed 
against a person subject to lawful attack; 
(b) is planned and conducted so as to 
avoid erroneous targeting, as well as to 
avoid, and in any case to minimize, inci-
dental civilian harm; (c) is not expected 
to cause incidental civilian harm that 
would be excessive in relation to the 
concrete and direct military advantage 
anticipated; (d) is suspended when the 
targeted person surrenders or otherwise 
falls hors de combat; and is not otherwise 
conducted by resort to prohibited means 
or methods of warfare. 
To summarize, targeted killings is a real-
ity that becomes even more popular as 
a State practice. A “prima facie” consid-
eration of them as illegal, without exam-
ining in detail the legal framework under 
which they are conducted, is not the case. 
The adjudication of this practice under in-
ternational law is permissible, since the 
existing legal framework is deemed ade-
quate by many legal scholars. A possible 
international agreement that will define 
the rules and the limits of this practice is 
necessary, in order for the States to be 
able to held accountable for any miscon-
duct or deviation. 

Vasileios ZALIDIS
OF-2 (HE-A)

NRDC-GR/LEGAD
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Ex. Gordian Knot  2015  Main Planning Conference (MPC)

     n 21st and 22nd of Jan 2015, 
NRDC-GR hosted the Main Planning Con-
ference (MPC) of Ex. GORDIAN KNOT 
- 15 (GOKT-15), which is the HQ’s main 
training activity for 2015. Commander 
NRDC-GR Lieutenant General lIias LE-
ONTARIS welcomed all the participants 
and highlighted in his opening remarks 
the importance of the contribution of all 
affiliated and dedicated units in the way 
ahead for the upcoming exercise, that 
will be venue for the Combat Readiness 
Evaluation (CREVAL) of NRDC-GR.

 MPC is part and parcel of the Exer-
cise Planning Process with the aim to re-
view/update the Exercise Plan (EXPLAN), 
the consolidation of the Exercise Control 
(EXCON) structure and manning, the re-
finement of the Real Life Support (RLS) 
requirements, the definition of the exer-
cise play, the distribution of responsibili-
ties as well as to map out the way ahead 
for the Ex. GOKT-15.

The conference was consisted of two 
major parts: introduction briefings and 
workshops. The first day of the confer-
ence promoted precisely the current 
situation of the Ex. GOKT-15 planning 
process. The intention was not only to 
create a common understanding of the 
situation, but also to better prepare the 
participants for the discussion that took 
place during the workshops/syndicates 
to the benefit of Ex. GOKT-15.

In his closing remarks, COS NRDC-GR 
Major General Dimitrios KALOGERO-
POULOS expressed his gratitude and his 
appreciation to all participants, not only 
for their presence and significant con-
tribution, but also for their high level of 
professionalism and the excellent work 
they have done during the conference.

O
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NATO Training Synchronisation Conference
N     ATO Rabid Deployable Corps 

Greece (NRDC-GR) as directed by the 
Hellenic National Defence General Staff 
(HNDGS) supported successfully the 5th 
NATO Training Synchronisation Confer-
ence 2015 that was hosted by NATO’s 
Allied Command Transformation (ACT) in 
Thessaloniki, Greece on February 16-19.

Commander NRDC-GR Lieutenant 
General Ilias LEONTARIS (COM NRDC-GR) 
represented the Chief of the HNDGS Mi-
chael KOSTARAKOS in the various events 
during the 4day Conference. In his open-
ing remarks the General highlighted the 
importance of the scope of this event 
that mainly focused on the NATO train-
ing activities towards meeting current 
and future requirements.

The TSC has proven to be an effec-
tive mean of coordinating education 
and training activities across NATO Com-
mands, Member Nations and Partners. 
This year’s TSC consisted of four sub 
conferences that focused in the efforts 
on specific education and training areas, 
as well as linking National with NATO 
exercises, which have taken on a more 
central role in NATO due to the recent 
changes in the international security 
environment. 47 Nations participated in 
the conference among which 27 NATO-
Member Countries and 20 Partner Na-
tions.

The first day of the Conference a criti-
cal sub conference took place, including 
a Combined NATO COMMAND STRUC-
TURE (NCS) / NATO FORCE STRUCTURE 
(NFS) Training Community Meeting, dur-
ing which, a strategic discussion on the 
current status of NATO exercises, its fu-
ture plans and expectations, along with 
a review of the realities of individual ex-
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ercise program took place. The high level 
of the representation of this first day in-
cluded the Chief of Staff of the Supreme 
Allied Command Transformation Lieuten-
ant General Phil JONES and the Deputy 
Chief of Staff of the Supreme Allied Com-
mand Europe Lieutenant General Michel 
YAKOVLEFF.

In a Press Conference that took place 
the second day of the Conference COM 
NRDC-GR and NATO ACT Deputy Chief 
of Staff Joint Force Trainer Spanish Navy 
Vice Admiral Javier Gonzales – Hiux had 
the opportunity to engage the local and 
international media, answering their 

questions and explaining the significance 
of this Conference for the future of NATO 
training program and the effectiveness of 
the upcoming changes that are going to 
take place in the NATO Allied Command 
and Allied Force Structure HQs.

In his closing remarks NRDC-GR Chief 
of Staff, Major General Dimitrios KALO-
GEROPOULOS, on behalf of the Chief 
of Hellenic Army General Staff General 
Mikhail KOSTARAKOS and the Command-
er of NRDC-GREECE LTG Ilias LEONTA-
RIS, thanked all for their participation in 
the Conference and their presence here 
in Thessaloniki, reassuring them that 

Greece with NRDC-GR participates in all 
NATO major exercises either as a whole 
or by providing Subject Matter Experts 
(SMEs) to other HQs in the frame of mu-
tual training support.

The Hellenic Armed Forces had the 
honour to host and organize this impor-
tant NATO community event, mainly be-
cause we believe in the great value of 
coordinated training. Greece supports 
NATO efforts not only by connecting na-
tions with NATO exercises in the frame-
work of Connected Forces Initiative (CFI), 
but also by offering NRDC-GR as High 
Readiness Force HQ.
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Annual Affiliation Conference

           Q NRDC-GR held its Annual Affili-
ation Conference in Thessaloniki from 10 
to 12 March 2015. Commander NRDC-
GR Lieutenant General Ilias LEONTA-
RIS welcomed the participants and high-
lighted the importance of their presence 
for a better understanding among all the 
entities.
      The aim of the conference was to en-
hance the current training relationship 
and to coordinate the contribution of 
the affiliated forces to the training activi-
ties, focusing on the support needed for 
the upcoming exercise Gordian Knot 15 
(GOKT-15), that will be the venue for the 
HQ’s CREVAL Phase II & III, but also to 
the achievements and successes of the 
previous exercise GOKT-14 as well as the 
Joint Task Force (JTF) transformation in 
the following years.
    The multiple events included a Func-
tional Procedures Series of Workshops, 
GOKT-15 Operational Plan Rock Drill 
and a Commanders’ event the third day 
of the Conference. During these events 
the recently affiliated units had the op-
portunity to provide briefings about their 
capabilities and training programs.
        The whole event was successfully 
concluded by promoting and improving 
the mutual knowledge, identifying main 
expectations and training opportunities 
and proved to be an excellent milestone 
in the NRDC-GR road map for the up-
coming major events and activities in 
NATO community.

H
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NRDC-GR Eng/Geo Seminar “STRAVON 2015”

 series of training seminars are 
organized aiming to the preparation 
of personnel for any operational re-
quirements. ENG/GEO seminar named 
“STRAVON 2015″ was conducted the  
23rd of March, at the NRDC-GR  HQ  
premises.

The aim of this seminar was to train 
and familiarize the staff with the use and 
exploitation of Geospatial tools in gen-
eral; focusing on the way ENG/GEO cell 
provides Geospatial support to the op-
erations. The seminar training objectives 
were as follows:

• Provide an opportunity to NRDC-GR 
HQ personnel to familiarize with the use 
of Geospatial tools and software to Land 
Operations (ArcGIS Server).

• Help NRDC-GR HQ personnel famil-
iarization with Terrain Analysis Proce-
dure.

• Show to NRDC-GR HQ personnel the 
procedure of requesting hard copy maps 
(WANAMAP) or specific Geospatial prod-
ucts (Terrain Analysis-Terrain Visualiza-
tion – 3D maps). 

• Show to the Staff how GEO supports 
NATO functional application services with 
the appropriate GEO database concern-
ing exercise scenarios.

A
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  A new, cutting edge Master’s pro-
gram at the School of Journalism and 
Mass Communications of Aristotle Uni-
versity of Thessaloniki. 

       ince its establishment, in 1991, 
the School of Journalism and Mass Com-
munications of Aristotle University of 
Thessaloniki offers full-time, four-year 
long BA degree programs both in Jour-
nalism and in Mass Communications. 
The creation of an English language 
Master’s program in the areas of Digital 
Media, Communication and Journalism, 
the first of its kind among Greek public 
Universities, is based on the School’s 25 
year-long success in promoting learning 
through theory-building, cutting edge 
technical skills and professional training, 
and reflects its steadfast commitment 
to innovation, excellence, interdiscipli-
nary education and international out-
look.  The School of Journalism and Mass 
Communications of Aristotle University 
of Thessaloniki is one of the handful of 
Greek University Schools, and the only 
one of its kind in Greece, to have earned 
reputable positions in the international 
rankings regarding the category of Com-
munication and Media Studies:

- QS –World Unιversity Rankings, 
2012: 179th position in the world/48th 
in Europe 

- QS –World Unversity Rankings, 
2013: 146th position in the world/50th 
in Europe.

S The School of Journalism and Mass 
Media takes special pride in the close 
relations it has established with NRDC-
GR. The experience it has accumulated 
in the context of this co-operation has 
been instrumental in designing a unique 
pathway in “Risk Communication and 
Crisis Journalism”, as part of its newly 
launched, one-year, english-language 
Master’s program in Digital Media, 
Communication and Journalism. The 
overarching aim of the MA is to provide 
in-depth specialization and consistent 
integration of the students’ study, skills 
and projects to the real world. We feel 
that the pathway concerning “Risk Com-
munication and Crisis Journalism” best 
fits the needs and interests of today’s 
Armed Forces Officers who have to deal 
with communication challenges in criti-
cal situations. 

More analytically, the specific path-
way focuses on the ways media and 
public, private or non governmental or-
ganizations communicate about present, 
emerging, and evolving risks. Combin-
ing the methodical engagement with 
the rich theoretical and case study re-
search literature with a hands on cover-
age of current crises and emergencies, 
the pathway explores the best practices 
in dealing with the issues of peace and 

war, environment, science and public 
health.  It aims to endow students with: 
(a) awareness of the significance of risk 
communication in contemporary global 
society, and (b) ability to match appro-
priate form of risk communication to 
type of risk.

We look for people who are eager to 
take on more challenges, to reflect criti-
cally and creatively on their experience, 
to expand their potential as effective 
communicators in/on critical circum-
stances. Our faculty, all active scholars 
and researchers, are committed to help-
ing our students succeed in their pur-
suits. 

We are looking forward to welcome 
you in our Master’s Degree. Together we  
will work to make each student experi-
ence at Aristotle University a rich and 
fulfilling one that broadens his or hers 
intellectual and professional horizons. 

For more information please visit our 
website http://media.jour.auth.gr/, or 
contact the Program’s Administration Of-
ficer (Maria Troullou troullou@jour.auth.
gr) 

A Strong Bond Between NRDC-GR  
and Aristotle University of Thessaloniki 
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NATO SACT Deputy Chief of Staff Joint Force Trainer 
Visit to NRDC-GR

O     n 18 February 2015, NATO SACT 
Deputy Chief of Staff (DCOS SACT) Joint 
Force Trainer Spanish Navy Vice Admiral 
Javier Gonzalez- Huix visited NATO Rapid 
Deployable Corps Greece HQ (NRDC-GR) 
and was informed about the training 
program and the upcoming exercises of 
the HQ.

The General had an office call with 
the Commander NRDC GR HQ, Lieuten-
ant General Ilias LEONTARIS, taking the 
chance to discuss NATO’s Military Educa-
tion and Training Goals under the work 
of the NATO Training Synchronization 
Conference that was conducted during 
the same period in Thessaloniki.

During his visit, DCOS SACT was wel-
comed by COS/NRDC GR Maj General 
Dimitrios KALOGEROPOULOS. SACT 
DCOS JTF Javier Gonzalez- Huix stated: 
“It’s a great opportunity to visit NRDC GR 
HQ and since my previous background 
comes from NFS HQ, I fully understand 
all the factional issues your HQ is facing. 
Don’t hesitate to request any support 

from our Command’’.
In his opening remarks COS/NDRC 

GR stated that the main effort for the 
HQ is the Combat Readiness Evaluation 
(CREVAL) whose final phase is going to 
take place on the beginning of June 2015, 
highlighting the training cycle as well as 
the way ahead towards the preparation 
for the transformation to JHQ in order 
to undertake the JTF role in accordance 

with the NATO Long Term Rotation Plan.
Furthermore, COS NRDC-GR under-

lined the need to link NATO exercises, for 
the common cost effectiveness spending 
among NATO Nations. As an example he 
mentioned the linkage of LANDCOM FOC 
EX “TRIDENT LANCE-14” with EX “GOR-
DIAN KNOT-14” in the frame of which 
NRDC-GR as Secondary Training Audi-
ence conducted its HRF national evalu-
ation.

After a short briefing on the structure, 
role and mission of the HQ, a very fruit-
ful discussion took place in which Vice 
Admiral Javier GONZALEZ-HUIX had the 
opportunity to discuss with NRDC-GR 
staff concerns and ideas for the future 
developments among the NATO com-
munity.

 The visit concluded with a tour to 
NRDC-GR HQ’s key installations and fa-
cilities related to its operational capabili-
ties, such as the Digital Mobile Printery 
and the Mobile Air Operations Coordi-
nation Center, unique among the NATO 
GRF community.
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Greek Deputy MoD Visit to NRDC –GR HQ
G      reek Deputy Minister of Nation-

al Defense Mr. Nikos TOSKAS on 3rd of 
March 2015, paid a visit to NATO Rapid 
Deployable Corps – Greece (NRDC-GR) 
Headquarters premises in “Pedion Areos 
Camp”, Thessaloniki.

The deputy minister received a de-
tailed brief on the structure, mission and 
training activities of the HQ. In continu-
ing, Mr Toskas had a small tour to NRDC-
GR HQ’s key installations and facilities 
related to its operational capabilities, 
such as the Digital Deployable Printery 
and the Deployable Air Operations Coor-
dination Center, unique among the NATO 
community.

During his remarks the Deputy Min-
ister of Defense expressed his apprecia-
tion for the high level of professionalism 
of all National and International person-
nel and his confidence that NRDC-GR will 
be capable to accomplish its mission to 
future challenges.

Talking about the common values 
that NATO Nations share among the Al-
liance, Mr Toskas highlighted the neces-
sity to work together in order to protect 
our common security and stability of 
our countries as well as the democratic 
values and civilization. Finally he encour-
aged the allied personnel to learn the 
history of the area as their assignment to 
NRDC-GR could be the best opportunity 
on this direction.
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       n the occasion of the Bulgarian 
National Holiday (The Liberation Day) 
a flag raising ceremony took place in 
NATO Rapid Deployable Corps – Greece 
(NRDC-GR) Headquarters in Thessaloniki 
on Tuesday the 3rd of March 2015 with 
the participation of Bulgarian and Greek 
Deputy MoD.

The Deputy Minister of the Hellenic 
National Defense Mr. Nikos TOSKAS with 
the Commander of NRDC-GR Lieutenant 
General Ilias LEONTARIS welcomed the 
Bulgarian Deputy Minister of Defense 
Desislava Yosifova who attended the 

Event.
The Ceremony was carried out with 

the presence of the invited Consul Gen-
erals and Consuls from other Member 
Nations, Senior National Representatives 
(SNRs) of the NRDC-GR participating na-
tions, distinguished guests from the Con-
sulate General and the Bulgarian commu-
nity in Thessaloniki, as well as the entire 
HQ staff.

During the ceremony, a speech de-
livered by the Bulgarian Senior National 
Representative Deputy Commander of 
NRDC-GR Major General Plamen Lilov  

highlighted the importance of the day 
for the new chronology of Bulgaria and 
the history behind the flag. The ceremo-
ny ended with a military marching song 
“Botev”.

A small reception took place at the 
end of the event, where both the Deputy 
Ministers as well as COM NRDC-GR had 
the opportunity to deliver a short speech 
to the participants followed by an ex-
change of memorabilia. Deputy Minis-
ter of the Hellenic National Defense Mr. 
Nikos TOSKAS in his short remarks dur-
ing the reception highlighted the impor-
tance for countries, as neighbors that 
share common borders, to enhance the 
military relations and cooperation.

Mrs Yosifova in return expressed her 
gratitude to COM NRDC-GR for the great 
welcome that gave an emotional tone to 
the whole event. Talking about the new 
arising challenges, she highlighted the 
importance to take significant steps in 
order to improve the readiness and pre-
paredness of our forces. In continuing 
she expressed the assurance for the suc-
cess of the upcoming Combat Readiness 
Evaluation of NRDC-GR HQ in June as 
well as thanked, on behalf of all Bulgar-
ian people, the multinational HQ’s per-
sonnel for their common efforts, charac-
terizing it as a “Great Team”.

O

Bulgarian Flag Raising Ceremony
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Hellenic 1st Army COM Visit to NRDC-GR

O        n Friday 13 March 2015 the Com-
mander of Hellenic 1st ARMY, Lt General 
Ioannis ILIOPOULOS paid a visit to NRDC 
GR HQ, in the “PEDION AREOS” Camp 
where Lt General Ilias LEONTARIS, Com-
mander of NRDC-GR, welcomed the dis-
tinguished visitor during an official cer-
emony.

The Commander of 1st ARMY re-
ceived a detailed brief on the structure, 
mission and training activities of the 
HQ. In continuing, Lt General Ioannis ILI-
OPOULOS had a small tour to NRDC-GR 
HQ key installations and facilities related 
to its operational capabilities, such as 
the Digital Deployable Printery and the 
Deployable Air Operations Coordination 
Center, unique among the NATO com-
munity.

During his remarks Lt General Ioannis 
ILIOPOULOS underlined: “I am sure that 
you will pass the evaluation successfully. 
I would like to highlight that we have to 
be ready for any contribution to the Alli-
ance, despite the existing financial situa-
tion”. Ending his remarks he concluded: 
“I would like to express my deepest ap-
preciation to all the Allied personnel 
along with their Greek partners for their 
great contribution in NRDC-GR HQ”.
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O       n the 24th of March 2015 the Hel-
lenic Flag Raising Ceremony took place 
on the occasion of the Greek National 
Holiday (25th of March) “Independence 
Day” from the Ottoman Empire at “Pedi-
on Areos Camp”.  The event took place 
with the presence of the Commander 
NRDC-GR Lieutenant General LEONTARIS 
Ilias, and the entire HQ staff, as well as 
representatives of political and military 
authorities from the city of Thessaloniki.

Deputy Minister of “Makedonia and 
Thrace”, Mrs Kollia – Tsaroucha Maria 
and Vice Prefecture of Thessaloniki, Mrs 
Patoulidou Voula, representing the Gov-
ernment and the Prefecture, attended 
the ceremony. Retired General Com-
manders of NRDC-GR attended also the 
ceremony.

During the ceremony, a speech deliv-
ered by Brigadier General ATHANASIADIS 
Christos underlined the importance of 
the day and the history behind the flag. 
The meaning of the Greek flag is that: 
the blue color represents the Hellenic 
sky, whilst the white color represents the 
furious sea waves and the pure Hellenic 
soul. The cross symbolizes the dedication 
to the Greek Orthodox Christian faith 
and honors the Church, which played a 
crucial role in the fight for freedom and 
independence.

The present design of Hellenic Flag 
was selected in 1978. Nine horizontal 
lines were added, expressing the sylla-
bles of the Hellenic revolution’s signal, 
’’ΕΛΕΥΘΕΡΙΑ Η΄ ΘΑΝΑΤΟΣ’’ translated as 
‘’ FREEDOM OR DEATH’’.

In all the fights the Greek nation has 
fought during its long history, Greeks de-
fended that holy symbol with their lives.

Greek history is full of incidents which 
show the self-sacrifice of Greek soldiers, 
in order to protect the holiest symbol of 
the Greek nation, our Flag.

The flag raising ceremony finished 
with a reception held in the HQs prem-
ises, hosted by the Commander of NRDC-
GR.

Hellenic Flag Raising Ceremony
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Chief of Hellenic National Defense Visit to NRDC-GR

O        n Friday 15 May 2015 the Chief of 
National Defence General Staff General 
Mikhail Kostarakos paid a visit to NRDC-
GR Headquarters, at “Pedion Areos” 
Camp, in Thessaloniki.

Escorted by the Commander of NRDC-
GR Lieutenant General Ilias Leontaris, he 
was guided through its premises, where 
he had the chance to see the recently 
renovated areas and buildings and, after 
the short tour, he was briefed about the 
evolution and the ongoing events of the 
Headquarters.

During his speech to the NRDC-GR 
personnel, General Mikhail Kostarakos 
emphasized that “he is promoting this 
HQ as he is considering NRDC-GR as a 
window for the future, having in mind 
that the whole NATO Force Structure is 
an initiative to lead us to this future and 
NRDC-GR is the “pool” of Greek and Al-
lied staff officers, well trained in all new 
arising concepts, in order to face future 
threats.

Concluding the General wished the 
HQ success for the upcoming evaluation 
that will take place during exercise “Gor-
dian Knot 2015”, reminding to the HQ 
personnel that NRDC-GR has been evalu-
ated successfully many times in the past 
and is ready to do so once more.
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    n the 22nd of May 2015, at the 
premises of NRDC-GR, the Italian con-
tingent together with all NRDC-GR per-
sonnel paid a symbolic homage to this 
significant day that represents the begin-
ning of a new era for Italy and the Ital-
ians. Col. (ITA) Riccardo BRIZI ACOS G3 
as acting Senior National Representative 
delivered the speech of the day.

“The flag of Italy (bandiera d’Italia, of-
ten referred to in Italian as il Tricolore) is 
a tricolour featuring three equally sized 
vertical pales of green, white, and red, 
with the green at the hoist side. Its cur-
rent form has been adopted on 1st Janu-
ary 1948. A common interpretation is 
that the green represents the country’s 
plains and the hills; white, the snow-
capped Alps; and red, blood spilt in the 
Wars of Italian Independence.

The Republic Day is the Italian Nation-
al Day, which is celebrated on the 2nd of 
June each year. The day commemorates 
the institutional referendum held by 
universal suffrage in 1946, in which the 
Italian people were called to the polls to 
decide on the form of government, fol-
lowing the Second World War and the 
fall of Fascism. With 12,717,923 votes for 
a republic and 10,719,284 for the monar-
chy, the male descendants of the House 
of Savoy were sent into exile”.

The NRDC-GR Commander Lieutenant 
General Ilias LEONTARIS, the Honorary 
Consul of Italy in Thessaloniki Christos 
SARANTOPOULOS, and all the staff mem-
bers of the Headquarters were present 
to the raising ceremony. After the cer-
emony a reception was held in the HQ 
premises.
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Italian Flag Raising Ceremony
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Commander KFOR  Visit to NRDC-GR

 On Friday the 29th of May 2015, 
Commander KFOR Major General (ITA-A) 
Francesco Paolo FIGLIUOLO paid a visit 
to NRDC-GR, accompanied by the Chief 
of Staff of KFOR Brigadier General (USA-
A) Michael SCHOLES and KFOR members.

During the visit, COM KFOR had an of-
fice call with the Commander of NRDC-
GR Lieutenant General Ilias LEONTARIS, 
where they had the opportunity to dis-
cuss issues of common interest.

The visit concluded with a dinner 
hosted by the Commander of NRDC-GR 
HQ at Thessaloniki Officers’ Club.
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A KFOR/JLSG delegation visited 
NATO Rapid Deployable Corps - Greece 
Headquarters (NRDC-GR HQ) on the 19th 
of June 2015, in the spirit of exchanging 
JLSG awareness and experience. The del-
egation was composed by Commander 
JLSG, COL (FRA-A) MEHU Olivier and four 
key position staff officers of his head-
quarters.

COL MEHU Olivier received detailed 
briefings on structure, mission and train-
ing activities of NRDC-GR HQ. In the con-
text of a better understanding for the 
JLSG mission, COLONEL MEHU delivered 
a detailed briefing concerning JLSG mis-
sion and activities.

Colonel MEHU expressed his appre-
ciation for the warm hospitality and his 
confidence that NRDC-GR has all the re-
quired capabilities to fulfill its mission, 
thanks to the professionalism of the per-
sonnel of the HQ.

KFOR/JLSG Delegation Visit to NRDC- GR
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Romanian Flag Raising Ceremony
O        n the 26th of June 2015, the HQ 

held a ceremony honoring the day of the 
national Romanian flag, with the partici-
pation of the Consul General of ROMA-
NIA Mr Martin LADISLAU SALAMON.

The flag, the standard, the banner are 
profound symbols, connected to history 
and to the resistance of the people and 
the secret of their survival. According 
to the Ancient and Heraldic traditions, 
much symbolism is associated with 
colors. The colors of the ROMANIAN flag 
represent:

Yellow – A symbol of generosity
Red – Hardiness, bravery, strength 

and valor
Blue – Vigilance, truth and loyalty, 

perseverance and justice
In order to properly celebrate this 

symbol, the day of 26th of June was 
declared “the day of the national RO-
MANIAN flag” in 1998. Since then, it is 
celebrated every year, as a symbol of the 
states sovereignty.
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French Flag Raising Ceremony 
O        n the 3rd of July 2015, the HQ 

NRDC-GR held a ceremony honoring 
the day of the French flag and National 
Day of France (that is actually on 14th 
of July), with the participation of the 
General Consul of France Christophe LE 
RIGOLEUR.

The French flag is formed with three 
colored vertical stripes of same size. Blue 
and red were taken from the colors of 
the militia of Paris, which was of spe-
cific influence during this very troubled 
period: the white was for centuries, the 
traditional color of the Monarchy. The 
flag was recognized in 1794, initially as a 
Navy combat Flag, but soon after official-
ly adopted as an emblem of the whole 
Nation.

As for the National Day, it was rather 
lately identified under the 3rd Republic, 
through a law voted on the 6th of July 
1880. At that time in France, there was 
still a critical need to strengthen both na-
tional unity and republican regime. The 
14th of July 1789 reminds the violent 
assault by the people of Paris against 
LA BASTILLE, a castle in Paris that was a 
royal jail. Its fall appears as the symbol of 
the end of the absolutism, and by exten-
sion a celebration for the Republic.
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Monument of

      Alexander the Great
              the founder of Thessaloniki




