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not be expected to take decisive action,
because of the deﬁciencies in its security
and defence policy.
While the Solana paper correctly points
to the need to develop a European strategic culture for “early, rapid and, when
necessary, robust intervention”, it fails to
explain how and when such intervention
should take place. The principles guiding
a military response by the EU are as yet
undeﬁned, except for talk of a “common
assessment” of threats by member states.
This is what the Americans contemptuously refer to as “war by commi�ee”.
The problem with this approach is that
in times of crisis - such as the run-up to
war with Iraq - European unity tends to
crumble under the pressure of member
states’ conﬂicting short-term interests.
The more weapons technologies proliferate, the easier it becomes for weapons of
mass destruction to proliferate further. In
such a situation, prudent, well thoughtout and rigorously adopted standards
are indispensable. If the EU ends up
deadlocked over Iran and its nuclear
programme - an issue at the heart of the
Union’s security strategy - its credibility
as a global security force will have been
seriously weakened.
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