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***

This Catalogue contains 30 arguments for the abolition of NATO. Each argument is based on
rational peace research analysis, in contrast to the fact-resistant propaganda that NATO and
mainstream politics and media promote about the ’defensive’ peace alliance.

The  Catalogue  is  based  on  the  democratic  assumption  that  diverse  perceptions  and
concepts  can  exist  –  for  instance,  about  what  peace  is  –  and  that  this  hugely  influential
Western organisation is not sacrosanct and shall, therefore, not be exempt from critical
analysis.

While set up in 1949, NATO passed its ”best before” date long ago. The alliance of 30
members and 40 partners has not been able to create the peace that is its overarching goal
according to its founding treaty. Indeed, NATO violates that treaty on a daily basis.

Instead, with its expansion over the last 30 years, it has contributed to making the world a
less peaceful place. The Ukraine tragedy – for which both NATO and Russia are responsible –
speaks volumes about that sorry state of affairs in Europe but also beyond it.

Europe is now in the Second Cold War thanks to all major parties’ adherence to the primacy
of weapons in deterrence mode instead of common security thinking and intelligent conflict-
resolution as a road to peace. One by one, all the opportunities for a new European peace
structure that arose when the Soviet Union and the Warsaw Pact dissolved have been
squandered.

*

Most people focus on the violence – the war – in Ukraine. Undoubtedly, Russia is responsible
for that and for violating international law. But what we should focus much more on is the
underlying conflict. Violence always manifests itself and grows out of conflicts, conflicts that
have been ignored, mismanaged, escalated, or provoked. NATO and its three-decades-long
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expansion, its presence in Ukraine since 1991 and its insistence – no matter the warning
and the objective risks – to get Ukraine into NATO is the underlying conflict. NATO must take
responsibility for that.

Because, as the Catalogue also argues, there were alternatives. But they were deliberately
ignored.

*

Focus on conflict analysis and conflict understanding – and not on the violence – is the key
to peace: What is the issue or problem that stands between the parties – not who is evil or
guilty and should be punished?

The focus on violence and who is to blame is psychologically understandable – but for true,
professional peace-makers, it is a waste of time and usually contributes to justifying more
violence.

When the violence has died down, and a sustainable solution is found, legal processes may
deal  with  guilt  and  crimes,  but  so  may  also  new  arrangements,  truth  commissions,
forgiveness and reconciliation.  These methods are all  within our human capacity but –
tragically – almost never found in security politics. NATO promotes none of them.

The fact is that we know more about the causes of violence and war than about the causes
of  peace.  But  that  must  not  serve  as  an  excuse  for  continuing  the  wrong  conflict-  and
violence-promoting  policies.

That said, there is enough research on the causes of violence reduction and peace for us to
say that they are not what NATO promotes.

Its  fundamental  principles  of  deterrence,  (forward)  defence  and  its  reliance  on  first-use  of
nuclear weapons will never lead to real peace, but they have brought us closer to war,
including nuclear war.

*

NATO’s intellectual foundation concerning security and peace appears in inverse proportion
to its military and political power.

Much of this report can be seen as a critical discussion of the alliance’s way of thinking – of
its  security  Groupthink.  It  questions,  even debunks,  NATO’s conceptual  and theoretical
underpinnings and shows how out of date, contradictory and peace-preventing they are.

NATO defends them on its homepage in its conspicuously self-righteous propaganda piece
called ”Setting the Record Straight” from July 2022. Part of it is fake, part of it convenient
omissions – a cover-up for issues about NATO policies that ought now to be pushed up to the
top of the international discourse about humanity’s future.

In addition, NATO employs a cover-up disinformation trick typical of our times. Instead of
meeting criticism with an open mind and in a sound democratic spirit, it says that ”Since
Russia began its aggressive actions against Ukraine, Russian officials have accused NATO of
a series of threats and hostile actions.” Not so! Many of the points have been raised for
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years by intellectuals, diplomats, alternative media and civil society organisations, including
TFF.

But tie  them to Russia and –  hocus pocus –  critiques of  the alliance are all  implicitly
transformed into Putin Verstehers, Putin lovers or “pro-Russian.”

That in itself indicates NATO’s intellectual level. A few billion people around the world do not
subscribe to NATO’s so-called peace goal or the way it seeks to go about it. The present
author, a professional peace and conflict researcher with 40+ years of experience in theory
and on-the-ground work, is one of them.

It is perfectly possible to be critical of NATO’s activities without being categorised as guilty
by fake association with its adversaries.

If not, NATO seems to have become a sort of secularised religion in a time when things are
otherwise falling apart. Sacrosanct – for which reason all criticism equals ungodliness. This
Catalogue discusses that interpretation too, and NATO Believers may see that as ’ungodly.’

Instead of conducting serious research and using scenario techniques to decide its policies,
NATO merely makes postulates – about others, about its policies and how others ought to
interpret  it  –  favourably.  NATO  doesn’t  seek  to  convince  by  rational  analyses  and
arguments. NATO issues strategies, planning papers and summit minutes that are filled with
postulates and serve as NATO scriptures.

Western mainstream media reports it all. Not a critical thought to be seen anywhere. They
are members of the congregation.

For people who are not already NATO Believers, members of that congregation, NATO’s
threat postulates appear to serve only one purpose, namely to support the imperial full-
spectrum global  dominance  of  the  US  and  some alliance  members  and  partners  and
legitimise NATO’s further armament,  i.e.  the Military-Industrial-Media-Academic Complex
(MIMAC).

The overall goal for NATO has not been the security and peace of Ukraine, Russia and NATO
Europe. It’s been to prevent Russia from being Ukraine’s partner and feel secure and to
possess Ukraine fully. No compromise, no creative thinking about Ukraine as a cooperative
project, no respect for public opinion in Ukraine. No idea about common security for all.

If you are not a NATO Believer, you’ll find ample evidence that Russia’s legitimate concerns
have been ignored for about 30 years.

Promises indeed given to Russia in 1989-90 have been broken, even after Gorbachev and
the Soviet Union had accepted that East and West Germany not only would be unified but
also became a full member of NATO with no discussion of the nuclear weapons in Europe. It
all happened on US and NATO’s premises while giving money to Russia – then on its knees –
to force it to accept the fait accompli.

Furthermore  –  and  what  few know about  –  NATO has  turned down all  Soviet/Russian
requests to become a member.

NATO’s argument that it respects all countries’ fundamental right to choose its own path,
also  when it  comes to  security  arrangements,  is  simply  fake.  NATO woos  prospective
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members in many ways, from an early moment (Ukraine since 1991), discussions about
alternatives to NATO membership are non-existent.

At  no  point  between  1991  and  the  end  of  2021  was  there  any  majority  for  NATO
membership among the Ukrainian people, only among an elite, President Poroshenko’s in
particular. When NATO decided in 2008 to make Ukraine a member, half of the Ukrainians
were opposed to Ukraine’s membership in NATO, while fewer than one-fourth of Ukrainian
people supported the Euro-Atlantic integration. So, whose right to freely choose? They – like
all other new NATO members – were never granted a referendum.

*

The table of content that follows offers the 30 arguments categorised in seven themes – see
the headlines A to G.

By way of ending this summary, let’s point out that NATO’s resource consumption – 12
times larger than Russia’s and increasing further – is out of place in a world struggling with
saving humanity in record time before it is too late. The 2% of GDP goal for NATO’s future-
secured militarism is intellectual bonkers.

NATO postulates who and what threatens it. It doesn’t explore opportunities for compromise
or cooperation and does explain or argue. It exaggerates these threats to achieve even
more superiority in what are fundamentally a-symmetric conflicts.

NATO is called ’defensive’ everywhere. It reveals that nobody knows the difference between
offensiveness and defensiveness, a basic distinction in security discourses. It is pure public
relations propagated by media people who are better at taking orders than reading books.

One thing is that NATO cannot and will not respect the new Nuclear Ban Treaty. Another is
that its argument is that as long as nuclear weapons exist, it will remain a nuclear alliance.
Think through the logic of that once more!

It’s easy to criticise. However, a doctor should move through diagnosis and prognosis and
get to treatment – and not just criticise the patient for the disease. So Arguments 23-25
illustrate what could have been done instead to deal with Ukraine so that both Ukraine,
Russia and NATO could have lived much more happily – and peacefully – than they do now.

NATO did  have  alternatives  and  could  have  done  things  differently.  If  securing  peace  had
been the goal.

The final theme about NATO’s future draws up the gathering dark clouds, the alliance’s past
and future cracks, and how ill-prepared it is for the world order change that takes place in
the eyes of everybody else but the NATO Believers. It also argues that the Western knee-
jerk, emotionalist and hateful and disproportionate reaction to Russia’s invasion of Ukraine
will prove extremely counterproductive for these countries themselves and for NATO as well
as accelerate the relative decline of the West.

Click here to read the full catalogue.

*
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