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DISCOURSE ON COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR – 2018
The origins of this forum of regional and international significance could be traced back to
the successful outcome of the campaign to defeat terrorism in Sri Lanka. The first seminar organized
in the year 2011 and guided by the theme ‘Defeating Terrorism; the Sri Lankan Experience’ aimed
at sharing the Sri Lankan Government’s “know how” and experience of fighting terrorism for over
three decades. Although military heavy, the seminar attended by over 94 delegates from 41 countries
conveyed the Sri Lankan inspiration to nations, that terrorism could be defeated.
Subsequently, inspired by the overwhelming response to Defence Seminar 2011, Defence
Seminar 2012 under the theme, ‘Towards Lasting Peace and Stability’ extended the discourse to
the post conflict experience of the nation. This forum took to the region and the world, Sri Lanka’s post
conflict efforts based on the 5 R concept of Reconstruction, Resettlement, Rehabilitation, Reintegration
and Reconciliation. The forum provided the environment for learning and sharing of experience and
knowledge through the candid exchange of ideas.
In Defence Seminar 2013, the narrative of a nation successfully emerging from conflict and
adding to regional stability was examined under the theme ‘Post Conflict Sri Lanka; Challenges
and Regional Stability’. Continuing along the trajectory of conflict to peace, Defence Seminar 2013
expanded the discussion from national peace to the stability of the region. Another astonishing success,
Defence Seminar 2013 was attended by 113 delegates from 44 countries.
Defence Seminar 2014, aimed at inspiring discourse on the rise of nations after conflict. The
central discussion was inspired by the theme ‘Sri Lanka; Challenges to a Rising Nation’ which
shifted focus towards development and prosperity. The strategic path of rising after conflict which
nations adopt and adapt, and lessons in relation to Sri Lanka were pursued to a gainful end. Over 350
delegates including 107 foreign delegates from 55 countries participated in this learning experience.
In light of the proceedings of the previous seminars, the Defence Seminar - 2015, themed
under the topic of ‘National Security in the Context of Emerging Global Threats’ was conducted
on 01 and 02 September 2015 aiming to provide intellectual connectivity and to seek global, regional
and sub-regional strategic partnerships. The seminar has been able to convene prominent national
and international scholars, think tanks and diplomats to engage in a stimulating intellectual interaction
which has set stage for sharing experiences. Intellectuals from about 13 countries and delegates from
37 countries participated in the seminar.
The Colombo Defence Seminar - 2016, themed ‘Soft Power and its Influence on Global
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Issues’ was conducted as a two - day seminar on 01 and 02 September 2016. This seminar aimed to
be a forum to provide intellectual connectivity and to seek global, regional and sub-regional strategic
partnerships. To meet this end, the seminar planed to convene prominent national and international
scholars, think tanks and diplomats to engage in a stimulating intellectual interaction. Over 800
participants including 66 foreign delegates from 34 countries participated in the seminar.
The Colombo Defence Seminar - 2017, themed ‘Countering Violent Extremism: Global
Trends’ was conducted as a two - day seminar on 28 and 29 August 2017. This seminar aims to be
a forum to provide intellectual connectivity and to seek global, regional and sub-regional strategic
partnerships. To meet this end, the seminar planed to convene prominent national and international
scholars, think tanks and diplomats to engage in a stimulating intellectual interaction. Over 800
participants including 77 foreign delegates from 34 countries participated in the seminar.
The Colombo Defence Seminar 2018 conducted at the Bandaranaike Memorial International
Conference Hall, Colombo on 30 and 31 August under the theme ‘Security in an Era of Global
Disruptions’ was a resounding success and held a broad multinational discourse which focused on the
need for peaceful co-existence, strengthening diplomatic ties and sharing knowledge and expertise in
relevance. Over 800 participants including 102 foreign delegates from 44 countries participated in the
seminar.
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MESSAGE FROM THE SECRETARY TO THE
MINISTRY OF DEFENCE
It is with great pleasure I avail of this opportunity to issue a message for the Colombo Defence
Seminar 2018 on the theme of “Security in an Era of Global Disruption”.
The world is fast developing in every sphere. Advancements in Medical Science, Engineering,
Technology, Space Science, Maritime Technologies and Nano Technology open up new vistas for
mankind. However, apart from advancement that are beneficial for man, there are forces that concert
their strategies and operationalize on a global scale threatening the existence of mankind, political
stability of countries, and democratically elected governments.
The Colombo Defence Seminar 2018 is a very important landmark event given the multitude
of security concerns nationally regionally and globally. Emerging Security threats are multi-faceted
and impose challenges to the mechanism employed by government security forces to wipe out these
activities. The methods now used by these disruptive forces are more sophisticated than what they used
to be. Therefore, it has become imperative to adopt new practices, new security strategy and know-how
to counter the activities of these organised transnational criminal groups.
Towards this end, it is high time that we, all legitimate forces, take collective initiative to formulate
effective mechanisms to contain these transnational crimes such as terrorism, human trafficking, money
laundering, arms smuggling, transportation of narcotics and psychotropic substances, cyber-crimes,
international credit card frauds, and various other illegal trans-border activities.
I am confident that this forum will serve as the ideal platform to strengthen the measures
already agreed upon at the Defence Dialogues at Jakarta, Seoul, Singapore, Argentina, Russia and China.

I commend the Sri Lanka Army for organizing this timely event and I wish the Colombo Defence
Dialogue 2018 a great success.
Kapila Waidyaratne
President’s Counsel
Secretary, Ministry of Defence
9
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MESSAGE FROM THE COMMANDER OF THE SRI LANKA ARMY
The Sri Lanka Army is proud to embark on the ‘Colombo Defence Seminar 2018’. Progressing
through the discerning annual feature initiated in 2011 to discuss implications and solutions to rising
issues of national, regional and global concern, the seminar for 2018, eighth in the series, is organized
to be conducted as a vibrant two-day forum under the theme ‘Security in an Era of Global Disruptions’.
The pace of globalization in recent decades has grown by orders of magnitude, thus leveraging
disruptive forces to complex heights. As fast as innovation has spread in recent years, its disruptive forces
too are bound to change and grow at an aggressive speed beyond the power of human intuition to anticipate.
The effects of these disruptive forces are apt to have a substantial impact on many different aspects
of society, creating a dramatically different and far more volatile environment that the world has ever
experienced. Eventually, this phenomenon abetted by the confluence of disruptive forces could impact
the ability of states to sustain security of citizens.
Security of our common shared biosphere against global disruption in the 21st century cannot
be ensured solely through maintaining the sanctity of one’s borders, but by the ability to navigate
safely through global commons. Hence, global security requires an interconnected network of humans
and their superlative involvement in order to mitigate the impact of the increasing volume, variety, and
velocity of global disruption in a rapidly changing world.
I am certain that this round - table arranged with accomplishments from preceding seminars
accentuated by professionalism in combat, will create a conducive environment for sharing of knowledge
in the highest conscience and desire towards attaining a common global goal.
I avail myself of this opportunity to extend a word of sincere appreciation to all participants
from across the globe for their profound presence which certainly adds value to this endeavour.
Furthermore, I extend my earnest gratitude to the Secretary of Defence, Mr. Kapila Waidyaratne
PC and the officials of the Ministry of Defence as well as the Ministry of Foreign Affairs for their unstinted
co-operation and support in bringing this event to reality.
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I also wish to express my deep appreciation to all Embassies and High Commissions of friendly
foreign nations for their ready assistance extended towards the success of the event.
In conclusion, I admire the unceasing determination and dedication of All Ranks of the Sri
Lanka Army in delivering the ‘Colombo Defence Seminar 2018’ most successfully at high intellectual
standard.
Lieutenant General N U M M W SENANAYAKE RWP RSP VSV USP USACGSC
Commander of the Sri Lanka Army
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CONCEPT OF THE COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR - 2018
SECURITY IN AN ERA OF GLOBAL DISRUPTIONS
The world in the 21st century has been thrown into severe disarray due to the unprecedented
expansion of disruptive forces such as human displacement, human - induced climate changes, misuse
of technology and political extremism. These disruptive forces have posed a severe challenge to the
existing state structures as they have hampered the optimal functioning of the state in its activities in
political and socio - economic spheres. As a result, safety and security of citizens are severely affected.
It is the provision of security that constitutes the strongest bond between the state and its citizens. The
era that we live in is very unsettling and the states find it difficult to provide a more secure environment
for its citizens as some of these disruptive forces are beyond their control. Therefore, states have to find
new ways to deal with this challenging task and to make the world a safer place for their citizens. It is
not a one-way process. Both the state and its citizens have to co-operate with each other in facing this
challenge.
The emerging security threats are beyond the scope of traditional security ambit of a state.
Most of the issues of domestic politics that were traditionally studied under Economics or Development
Studies have now been transformed into issues of national security. The emerging disruptions could
take place in any field that has a significant impact on the functioning of the daily lives of the citizens.
These disruptions may not take the form of a war but some of them could produce an outcome worse
than a war. The emergence of this new security environment has aptly justified the military involvement
in handling such matters. In this backdrop, military forces are generally regarded as the first respondents
to deal with crisis situations.
The nature of non - traditional security threats is such that a solution to these problems cannot
be found within the national boundaries of a single state. Their solution would require the collective
efforts of many nations. Collective engagement and a comprehensive range of policy instruments are
necessary to respond effectively. This broadened concept of security has in turn influenced how countries
now view national safety. In recent years, many countries have developed consolidated national security
strategies in order to face modern security threats.
The Sri Lanka Army aspires to bring together a global network of defence partners for crucial
discussions towards formulating a collective and assertive approach to repel security threats on nations.
With the experience of conducting internationally accepted Defence Seminars as an annual event since
2011, the Sri Lanka Army is planning to conduct the ‘Colombo Defence Seminar’ this year as well.
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The Colombo Defence Seminar 2018 will be held as a two-day forum at the Bandaranaike
Memorial International Conference Hall (BMICH), Colombo, on 30 and 31 August 2018 on the theme
‘Security in an Era of Global Disruptions’.
The Colombo Defence Seminar 2018 will set the stage for active discussions to stimulate
critical thinking on the theme ‘Security in an Era of Global Disruptions’ in carefully sequenced sessions
comprising presentations, panel discussions, and participant - oriented group discussions throughout
the two-day program. Further, prominent national and international scholars, heads of think tanks, and
diplomats from across the globe will contribute their ideas to optimize the discourse and enrich the
discussions. This prestigious forum is a grand annual event which hosted over 800 dignitaries including
77 delegates from over 34 countries last year. The organizers of the Colombo Defence Seminar 2018
aim at a wider international participation and expect to promote an intellectually rigorous discourse on
international security.
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OBJECTIVES OF THE COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR - 2018
The successful outcome of the Seminar hinges on the achievement of the following objectives:
1.

To create a forum for local and international scholars to discuss ‘Security in an Era of Global
Disruptions’, focusing on the importance of security, remedial action and application of the concept
in creating a wider discourse in international affairs.

2.

To promote intellectual connectivity amongst those who seek strategic, sub-regional, regional,
and global partnerships through discussions by and with prominent and renowned national and
international scholars, think tanks, and diplomats.

3.

To provide an opportunity for exchange of views, experiences and knowledge acquired by
experienced nations on various aspects of the topic.

4.

To develop awareness of learning strategies on how to improve the mechanisms of security to deter
global disruptions by means of statecraft.

5.

To offer challenging academic content that promotes, engaged learning and critical thinking on
means of developing and sustaining the peace-building processes the world over through UN
peacekeeping and peace-building missions.

6.

To initiate analytical dialogue on the vital need for stretching the influence of a country to be
concerned over security in an era of global disruptions through its initiatives as applicable to root
causes of respective nations especially in the age of the return of geopolitics, and create a distinct
mode of legitimacy and acceptance that may not be possible otherwise.
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INAUGURATION OF THE COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR 2018
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PROGRAMME
DAY ONE - OPENING SESSION
SER

TIME

EVENT
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Welcome Address
Lt Gen N U M M W Senanayake RWP RSP VSV USP USACGSC

2.

0920 hrs

Opening Remarks
Mr. Kapila Waidyaratne PC
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0930 hrs

Keynote Address
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EVENT

4.
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Presentation
Dr. Carolyn Halladay JD, Ph.D.
Human Factors and Homeland Security
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Presentation
Ms. Eva Svoboda MLA, LLM
Global Challenges of Internal Displacement

6.

1130 hrs

Presentation
Dr. Lauren Twort
Urban Security in the 21st Century
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SESSION TWO - TECHNOLOGICAL DISRUPTIONS
SER

TIME

EVENT

7.

1335 hrs

Presentation
Dr. Kirklin J. Bateman, Colonel, US Army, (Retired)
Cyber Conflicts and Future Power

8.

1355 hrs

Presentation
Ms. Aamna Rafiq M. Phil.
Social Media and Authenticity: Global Security Challenges

9.

1415 hrs

Presentation
Group Captain (Retd) Ajey Lele
Artificial Intelligence and Autonomous Weapons

SESSION THREE - HUMAN-INDUCED CLIMATE CHANGE
SER

TIME

10.

1550 hrs

EVENT
Presentation
Mr. Nitin A. Gokhale
Role of the Military in Response and Mitigating Strategies
(Regional Perspective)

11.

1610 hrs

Presentation
Mr. Joseph D. Martin, SES
Role of the Military in Response and Mitigating Strategies
(Global Perspective)

12.

1630 hrs

Presentation
Maj Gen A N M Muniruzzaman, ndc, psc (Retd)
Climate Geo - Engineering: Challenges and Opportunities
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Welcome Address
By the Commander of the Sri Lanka Army
Lieutenant General N U M M W Senanayake RWP RSP VSV USP USACGSC
The Commander of the Sri Lanka Army, Lieutenant General N U M M W Senanayake welcomed
all present at the Colombo Defence Seminar - 2018 and extended a special word of appreciation to Hon
Ranil Wickremesinghe the Prime Minister of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka for accepting
the invitation and taking time off his busy schedule to grace the event as the Chief Guest.
Whilst thanking the Prime Minister of Sri Lanka, foreign and local delegates and distinguished
invitees for gracing the occasion, the Commander stated that the gathering displayed the distance
that the Colombo Defence Seminar had travelled as an international forum for matters of national
security and development. Further, he said that it indicated the value that foreign nations placed on the
relationship.
Lt Gen N U M M W Senanayake reminded the audience that the Sri Lanka Army marked its 8th
consecutive year since 2011 in hosting the Colombo Defence Seminar as a prime annual event of the
Sri Lanka Army with wide participation from friendly foreign nations across the world.
This effort over the years has showcased the ability of the Sri Lanka Army to organize an
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international forum of civil - military co - orperation, stated the Commander.
Over the past 7 years, the Colombo Defence Seminar has evolved into a round - table of
intellectual interactions for identifying and discussing geo - strategic and security matters in the global,
regional and internal context, and for sharing expertise on ways to formulate a collective strategy to
meet such issues, he stated.
The Commander emphasized that the Colombo Defence Seminar - 2018 was inspired by the
theme: ‘Security in an Era of Global Disruptions’, and mentioned that it was timely apropos and prudent
due to the emerging security threats which were beyond the scope of traditional security of a state.
Lt Gen N U M M W Senanayake said, “The emerging disruptions have a significant impact on the
functioning of the livelihood of the citizens”.
“Emergence of the new security environment has aptly justified the military involvement in
handling such matters” said the Commander.
To elaborate further he said, “In this backdrop, military forces are generally regarded as the
first responders to deal with any crisis - situation. Due to the nature and extended connectivity of
non-traditional security threats, the solution to these problems cannot be found within the national
boundaries of a single state”.
The Commander highlighted that the solution would require a collective effort of many nations.
He said that if it was necessary to respond effectively, collective engagements and a comprehensive
range of policy instruments were mandatory.
Lt Gen Senanayake further stated “In recent years, many countries have developed consolidated
national security strategies in order to face modern security threats”.
Further, the Commander stated that it was apparent that think - tanks, national and international
scholars from across the globe would contribute to enrich the discussion.
Finally, he extended his sincere gratitude to His Excellency the President for his extended
support and concluded by wishing all participants a worthwhile and pleasurable experience.
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Opening Remarks
By the Secretary, Ministry of Defence
Mr. Kapila Waidyaratne
Mr. Kapila Waidyaratne commenced his speech by commending the efforts of the Commander
and the staff of the Sri Lanka Army for having initiated the Colombo Defence Seminar for the 8th
consecutive year.
He welcomed all the national and the international scholars, think - tanks, Diplomats, senior
defence personnel, researchers, and participants.
The Secretary mentioned that the Colombo Defence Seminar - 2018 would surely provide a
platform for an active discourse and would stimulate critical thinking on the emerging security threats,
thus setting focus for making a collective effort to deal with such threats.
“The world has begun to transform at a rapid rate”. The political and the security environments
are witnessing unprecedented rapid changes, complexities and much unpredictability, thereby causing
many challenges, those even beyond the capacities of sovereign nations and of the regional order to
arise.
As emphasized by Mr. Waidyaratne we wake up every morning to witness a different world which
is cruising to acquire new technology, adopt novel systems, change existing political and economic
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order, and increase human organizational and governmental connectivity. All these transformations
and changes present an array of opportunities as well as challenges to the nation states which are
again diverse from one to another and thus are sensitive to regional, social and political and economic
conditions. Therefore, nations sometimes need to look beyond the immediate threat.
To put it in Mr. Waidyaratne’s words, “Today, the world is blessed with connectivity across
countless fields through the advent of globalization. While states use this connectivity for human
development, the non - state actors steal this available opportunity for radicalization, disruption and
destruction of humanity, suggesting a selective approach in the adoption of globalization in the future”.
The Speaker believes that societies around us are continuously being disrupted by social
tension that has emerged due to global trends which are challenging governance and changing the
nature of power.
He stated that economic development and political stability are too primitive concepts to
ensure the security of a nation in today’s context. The most economically prosperous and politically
stable nations are the ones most threatened by the actions of the non-state actors.
“Nation states are constantly confronted by visible and the invisible threats in the geographical,
political, legal or any ethical limitations”, said the speaker.
Thus, Mr. Waidyaratne emphasized that the highest possible international co - ordination and
co - operation is required than ever before in mitigating them.
To elaborate, he stated that operations and engagements with societies are highly essential,
since the civil society is a vibrant, diverse, and an ever - evolving space which becomes more innovative
in its attempts to solve societal challenges and support local, national and global governance. Further,
the speaker said that the conflicts of the civil society are changing economically and geopolitically, as
power is shifting and technology is disrupting the social model.
Mr. Waidyaratne, however, quite confidently said that all of these shifts vis - a - vis challenges
create opportunities and require rapid adaptation of a wider spectrum of engagement to create
effective options. He further said that the world is additionally confronted with the traditional and the
non - traditional challenges to global security, which greatly demand collaborative and innovative
approaches. “The challenges are multi - dimensional and unpredictable. The consequences of it may be
more disastrous than those of wars”, underscored the speaker.
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The speaker mentioned that as envisaged, geostrategic environment is bound to remain
uncertain, volatile and complex, and that some issues are beyond national capacities. He also said that
the current geopolitical realities demand a much greater collaborative approach than before to find a
realistic solution for these contemporary issues.
Mr. Waidyaratne highlighted that the objective of security is no longer limited just to sovereignty
or to territorial integrity but encompasses the people, their survival, well - being and dignity, at both
individual and societal levels. “So that conventional and unconventional or asymmetric is no more
in function and the demand for human strength and armament has been reduced. Intellectuality is
envisaged as the weaponry for careful handling and counter operations among the people”, said the
speaker.
The speaker elaborated the fact that the government and social organizations are dealing with
human enterprise’s facing of disruption differently. According to him, the facts of disruption may not
be directly enforced by external forces to compete with the government. Impact on the government’s
ability to respond to its critical challenges, with least interference to state mechanisms in fulfilling needs
of citizens for the betterment of the nation.
To recapitulate, the Secretary of Defence stated that challenges and complexities of the future
require a broader range of capabilities and a deeper understanding of the situation. The present day and
the future security concerns require a vigorous and in - depth understanding of surrounding factors, to
effect efficacious and realistic decisions. A logical starting point of winning begins with ‘knowing’, and it
is this ‘knowing’ that requires a broader understanding and an intellectual edge of the situation and the
events.
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Keynote Address
By the Prime Minister of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka
Hon. Ranil Wickremesinghe
The Prime Minister commenced his speech by stating that it was indeed a privilege and a
pleasure for him to deliver the keynote address at this distinguished security forum which set the tone
to an unprecedented intellectual interaction.
He reminisced that the Colombo Defence Seminar laid claim to a legacy, which went back 8
years, beginning with the defeat of terrorism in 2009.
The Prime Minister congratulated the Sri Lanka Army for highlighting Sri Lanka on the world
map by staging such an event, apropos to a very timely and germane theme: ‘Security in an Era of Global
Disruption’, which is relevant not only to Sri Lanka but also to all countries represented at the forum.
“The 21st century opens up in an age that faces an array of traditional as well as nontraditional security threats emanating from natural calamities and climate changes, human exodus and
displacement, violent non-state actors, issues on ethnicity, newfangled ideology, religious radicalism
and political activates and, the most leading threat, violent extremism”, said Hon. Ranil Wickremesinghe.
The Prime Minister went on to state that although the nature of war remained as in the ancient
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times as a clash of interest among most groups or states, the science of warfare had drastically changed.
Explaining to the central committee, quoting Chairman Mao: “Political power grows through a
Barrel of a Gun”, to which he further added that however, 60 years later conflicts were no longer limited to
conventional weapons and battles. Therefore, conflict management demanded a more comprehensive
and integrated approach than ever before.
He mentioned that today’s battlefield was not just an expanding one, as emphasized by US
Army General Mark Odem, rather also converging and compressing, and thus creating a situation where
the fast moving global element of national powers were transforming the nature of society and impacting
human life, including the character and the nature of warfare.
Further, the Prime Minister stated that these changes were observed due to rapid advancement
of science and technologies where innovations and inventions were made possible, and additionally,
increased human interactions were made possible through the internet and social media, thus making
perceptions, cognition and opinion instantly available to the masses across the globe.
The Prime Minister explained that the significant trends reshaping the global arena, were the
emergence of new economies and the economic rebalancing. “Competition for resources, cyber and
space warfare, collective and artificial changes, demographic changes, urbanization, big data, power
generation, robotics, mass manufacturing, technology and engineering as identified by the USA Training
and Doctrinal Command, the development of these trends are even potential enough to outgun the
most advanced and sophisticated militaries in times to come and to deliver a new global order”, said
the Prime Minister.
“Economies progressively become decisive and influential factors in projecting the national
power beyond the territorial limits of the nation states. In this context, elements inherent in the
economic growth such as access to raw material and other resources, power generation and storage,
mass production, flow of capital and investment, and preservation of existing and capturing new
market opportunities would become extremely lucrative and thereby competitive amongst existing and
emerging global powers”, stated Hon. Ranil Wickremesinghe.
The Prime Minister stated that such competitiveness would inevitably deliver some positive
and negative effects to the developing nations worldwide. Therefore, the economic progress of the
developing world will largely depend on the national strategies they adopt to closely integrate into
economic endeavours whilst smartly avoiding the counter-productive engagements.
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In the Prime Minister’s words, “The role of national military will naturally expand from that of
safeguarding national security to the building of international security communities in order to furnish
the rising demands of security for global supply chains and overseas interests where it is a foreseeable
close integration of political, economic, and military communities’ optimum results”.
The Prime Minister detailed as a different but more realistic perspective that the nature of
warfare was shifting from physical to online, owing to the increased use of computers, electromagnetic
spectrum, and artificial intelligence in commercial economic, military and all other cutting-edge activities.
Critical services were at risk from a cyber - assault including but not limited to political, economic,
financial, mail transportation, security infrastructure where vulnerability management of cyber based
system had become an extremely demanding task in the face of innovative use of technology by the
attackers.
Further, he stated that it was essential to apply the best practices approach to reduce national
vulnerabilities immediately and to develop robust cyber security systems to prevent the disruption by
the attackers with collaboration of all the national states. “Technology - driven new media including
social media is another source of non-traditional threat. New media including social media sites such
as Facebook, Twitter and other websites are also becoming global disruptive forces”, explained Mr.
Wickremesinghe.
The Prime Minister said that the potential of that had been observed through media to
destabilize nations and effect serious changes in the case of countries such as those observed for
Tunisia and Egypt.
“Moving from the virtual battle space to the real world we encounter new trends and shapes of
violent extremism. This is in the spectrum of conflict that can begin from a peaceful demonstration and
swing all the way through insurgency to catastrophic terrorism. Present day conflicts arise within this
realm and fit into the space of irregular warfare and thus consequence into a violent struggle between
the state and non - state actors having access to most modern technology”, stated the Prime Minister.
He continued to say that these conflicts were historically protracted and tested on our nation
and other parties involved. There was no quick - fix recipe that met all irregular threats. As the nature of
the new will be alien from that of the past.
The Prime Minister emphasized that the state and the military must learn from the past but the
response should be on contemporary lines of action.
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Further, he stated that the effect of the environment degradation and climate change on the
human life is another significant factor that needed global attention. He said that these had grossly
undermined the national security of nation states in multiple ways and sometimes causing severe
internal and international frictions, besides their devastating physical effects.
In the Prime Minister’s words, “Environmental changes not only impact human life but can
also undermine the economic prosperity of a nation, which is the key to a country’s military capacity
and national powers. It is noteworthy that for most of the developing countries and for some extended
developed countries natural resources and environmental services constitute significant pillars in
economic growth and national employment rate”.
“In that perspective a nation’s economic security, employment security, social security and
even political stability could be adversely affected due to the effects of environmental and climatic
changes”, said Mr. Wickremesinghe.
Additionally, he said that climatic change may affect the public of Sri Lanka.
The Prime Minister underscored the importance of converting to an energy efficient system,
and the adoption of long-term strategies to reduce our dependency on imported energy resources, by
incorporating into national security plans to enhance energy security in the future.
He spoke on the importance of entering into international agreements. He believes that these
agreements would underpin international energy trading relationships and said that it was another
timely consideration.
In the Prime Minister’s words, “In the past when diplomatic relationship failed, conventional
war was the only available means of achieving the desired political end in the field of international
politics. However, today multi-dimensional global disruptive forces can considerably weaken the state”.
Mr. Wickremesinghe stressed that this was a new avatar of Sun Tzu’s attack. The PM believes that
the skillful leader will subdue the enemy without fighting. “He captured their cities without laying waste
to them. He overthrows their kingdom without lengthy operations in the field” said Mr. Wickremesinghe.
In the Prime Minister’s perspective, global disruptive forces can be used as an instrument by a
state or a non - state actor to weaken another state before gaining control of the entity. He said that in
order to combat these threats we would need a solid strategy, which included identification of the gaps
as well as of the soft and the hard powers to achieve the desired state.
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“Multinational co-operation in all forms of affairs, particularly in the issues related to national
and international security is essential due to the complex nature of threats developing against humanity
and mankind. In such a complex world, effectiveness of militaries are more realistic to visualize in a
collaborative and co-operative category than in a competitive arena”, said the Prime Minister.
In Mr. Wickremesinghe’s words, “Military professionalism should grow with the transformation
of operational environment retaining the ability to engage in the broader spectrum of security while
keeping a step ahead of the adversaries at all times”.
In conclusion, the Prime Minister stated that seminars of this nature, when men in the profession
of arms and those in the state craft come together to bring about a practical solution to security issues
of this age, prove that security is of paramount importance and cannot be second to any other need.
Hence, these new issues needed to be understood as national security threats and a number of civilian
institutions were required to work with the defence establishments.
“Global security needs a global response”, said the Prime Minister. Further, he analyzed that
global security challenges emanate from ongoing conflicts and threats, and that we as a state should
be always prepared for both by sharing intelligence, knowledge and by training where relevant.
The Prime Minister said that it was his belief that the deliberations made at this seminar will
bring about positive solutions for a secure future.
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Human Factors and Homeland Security
By Dr. Carolyn Halladay JD, Ph.D. (Senior Lecturer and Academic Associate, National Security
Affairs Department of the Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Dr. Halladay, in her opening remarks, clarified that her comments being made at the event were
her own opinions and did not reflect the policy or position of her University she represented or the US
Navy, the US Defence Department, nor should they be construed as such.
She mentioned that as a practitioner and a scholar of home land security, the greatest challenges
were the people, whether they were people in uniforms, people in the government, people in the civil
services, citizens, leaders, men, women and children.
To explain home land security, she said it was a term of art that had both a narrow meaning and
a broad meaning. The narrow meaning, she explained, was in reference to the US Department of Home
Land Security (DHS), which is a cabinet level ministry that was brought up immediately in the aftermath
of the 9/11 attacks. Today a quarter million of employees of this ministry serve the nation in jobs
from aviation in border security to emergency response, from cyber security analyst to chemical facility
inspection. The US coast guard, emigrations and customs enforcements are part of DHS. Emergency
response agency and many other agencies were brought together under DHS after 9/11 for improved
communication interaction planning and effectiveness. Their missions in the other states tended to fall
to the interior ministry or the home office or several other agencies, she elaborated.
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Dr. Halladay said that in the broader sense the US Department of Homeland Security covered
border security, intelligence, policing and disaster response and was resolutely in the hands of civilians.
The US Legal and Cultural President disfavors a prominent military presence in domestic security in
border control or domestic intelligence. It is not normal to see active military personnel engaged in
disaster response. In other states like Sri Lanka however, these duties routinely fell under the armed
services.
Further, the speaker mentioned that the domestic side of National Security (Homeland
Security) in the present context of the borders and in the aspects of security has significant regional
and international influence.
“On the topic of Migration, in 2017, according to UN statistics, 258 million people around the
world were counted as migrants. Migrants are people of one nationality living in another state. This
sounds massive. It is almost equivalent to the population of Indonesia. That is a lot of people on the
move. Migrants count only 3.4% of the world’s population but most credible estimates indicate that it
is much higher today than it was from World War II”, the speaker highlighted.
Dr. Halladay stressed for this reason, migration was a serious political concern. It was a major
political issue in the US and in many other countries. US was the most preferred country by migrants
as per UN. Nearly 50 million internationals migrated into the US in 2017. That was one in five of the
migrants moving into the US. Most of those were illegal.
Dr. Halladay mentioned that a greater part of the migration to the USA was owing to economics.
The latest trend observed was that highly skilled and highly educated migrants were coming to the USA
for relatively shorter periods of time, mainly from China, India and other Asian nations. This was a new
trend in the USA.
Taking into consideration the statistics, she stated that the USA was the number one country
for outgoing remittances, money sent by a migrant worker in one country to the relatives in another
country, and this figure stood at US $ 56.3 billion, in 2014. The USA was ranked 21 as the migrant
sending country, with 3 million outgoing migrants in 2017.
The speaker emphasized that Sri Lanka had a significant portion of its population as migrants,
i.e. 1.7 million Sri Lankans were abroad, and it ranked 37th place in the sending nations of migrants.
Further, she highlighted that half a million Sri Lankans were in Saudi Arabia itself.
The speaker also said, “Australia is a net receiver of migrants, and ranked 9th as a migration
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destination, receiving a little over 7 million migrants in the year 2017 itself. Half a million Australians live
as migrants elsewhere. Australia is ranked 16th in outgoing remittance worth US $7 billion, and ranked
50th in the receiving of remittance worth US $2.3 billion”.
Subsequently, she confirmed that Canada was world’s 8th destination with approximately 7.8
million migrants. Also, she said that it was the 42nd sending nation with 1.3 million Canadians leaving in
2017. Canada was the first in both sending and receiving remittances in 2014.
Dr. Halladay pointed out that the UK was world’s 5th destination for migrants and also the
10th in terms of the sending nation with 5 million Britishers living outside the country, which is partially
expected as well since it is easy to live around the EU. India is among the 12 destination nations with a
bit more than 5 million migrants in the country. India is also number 1 in terms of sending nations with
16.5 million Indians living overseas last year.
She went on to state that there was a special case probably among several but one that was
mentioned where the national numbers became regional, in fact a global attention, and would be that
of Syria. In 2017, it was the 6th largest sending nation with 8 million Syrians living as migrants that
year. The war had displaced people between 1.1 Million and 1.5 Million and they fled close to the
borders of Lebanon, a country of about 4 million people. As the security implications were taken in to
consideration, at least the human security implications within Lebanon, it was noted that there was one
school child from three who was a refugee from Syria. Millions more Syrians fled to Turkey and Europe
precipitating the rise of populace in the natives of political movements throughout the European
Union, which even paralleled mainstream governments and possibly even the EU itself. The specter
that extremist terrorists hiding amongst these refugees might infiltrate the USA, gave momentum to the
travel ban which was finally approved by the US Supreme Courts in June 2018.
Dr. Halladay indicated that Syria provided an important insight to migration as a security, and
indeed, as a strategic concern for the future.
It was also stated that the national intelligence council in its future report, perhaps by 2035,
would provide several trends observed causing migration and indicated Climate Change as an example.
She highlighted that national measures were absolutely necessary. It tended to make each
immigrant a discrete case for the concerns regarding passport and visa control at the national boundary,
and would be helpful in the scenarios of some additional reporting and registrations with the authorities
of the receiving country. This would help in considering aspects such as border governance, and orderly
crossings, improved identity verifications.
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Dr. Halladay went on to explain that similarly if people were leaving the country, it would
be considered as sources of remittance of money. Some state diaspora population looms largely at
policy considerations, and the engagement average, more or less, was well orchestrated by several
governments.
It was stated, from a homeland security perspective, that the population of nationals living
abroad might also present concerns if they were, for instance, being unduly politicized either by the
parties of the new state residence or by the parties at home. This concern persisted with the Turkish
population, either naturalized or resident in Germany which is beyond the Turkish political rallies in
several German cities. In some cases, if we might consider about radicalization or other problematic
conversions, it is noted particularly that migrants return home.
“The national perspective also marks a response for the border demographic trends. On the
whole, the highly industrialized nations are facing declining birth rates - in some cases drastically. In
other words, these states are ageing”, she indicated.
“This observation may be true for all states expect perhaps Russia, Taiwan, South Korea, Japan
and Singapore”, said Dr. Halladay.
The speaker went on to say that most of the migrations to the USA were economically motivated,
which was a piece of context too important to be missed. The USA or any other country, gained from
all these immigrations. Talent, labor, expertise, know-how, etc. were gained from immigration, that the
economy requires. In this sense, immigration represented a brain game for receiving states and for a
longer term migration filled the demographic gap.
As per Dr. Halladay, another perspective of this would be that these migrants may be surplus
labor, and thus in the scenario of young labor who were unable to secure employment at home, it
provided a positive opportunity by enabling the migrants to earn some money overseas. Another fact
would be brain - drain. An economy might not be able to support these individuals who were qualified
professionals. Contrary to this would be brain waste, which referred to the undervaluing of capable
people who were found lacking prospects in their fields of expertise.
She stated, “By observing the trends above, we seem to have gone beyond the realms of
homeland and seem to have gone beyond the purview of the Armed Forces and any other security
professional. We are probably looking at a whole regional solution. It should be noted that the causes
and contexts are connected such that it becomes almost impossible to pick just one aspect of it”.
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Dr, Halladay reiterated that this was a human problem, and needed human solutions, human
insight, human expertise, and human ingenuity.
She concluded with Bun Kemoon’s statement: ‘Migration presents policy challenges but
also represents opportunity to enhance human development, promote decent work, and strengthen
collaboration’.
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Global Challenges of Internal Displacement
By Ms. Eva Svoboda MLA, LLM (Deputy Director of International Law and Policy, International
Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC)) SWITZERLAND
Experience of the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) on the topic of Internal
Displacement.
Ms. Eva Svoboda stated that the ICRC marked the twentieth anniversary since the United
Nations guiding principles on internal displacement. She mentioned that it is a document that provides
rights based guidance on preventing responding and addressing internal displacement.
She emphasized that this anniversary in fact, gives an opportunity to take stock of what has
been achieved, and to look forward and analyze what still needs to be done. In the speaker’s words, “It
is clear that concrete commitment and action by states affected by displacement donors, humanitarian
organizations, development actors, all are needed in a collective effort to address internal displacement
more effectively”.
Ms. Eva Svoboda shared some figures to remind us of the scale of the issue. According to her,
these come from the Internal Displacement Monitoring Centre. By the end of 2017, 40 million people
were internally displaced by armed conflicts and violence. This includes 12 million people alone last year.
Many of them have been displaced in fact, for several years. Another 19 million people were displaced by
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disasters in 2017. She stated that, some of them were displaced only temporarily. Thankfully, they were
able to return home, but it still had a profound effect on the lives of those who have been displaced by
weather related hazards.
The Speaker explained that the figures indicated that we remain unable to prevent new
displacement and to solve current displacement. As millions of people displaced by war and violence
are displaced for extended periods of times, sometimes because conflicts last much longer than they
used to be, there might be obstacles to local integration or return. We at the International Committee
of the Red Cross certainly do not have all the answers. What I would like to do is share some of our
experience, which is based on the work that we’ve done, not only with internally displaced people,
but also with host communities who often very generously offer their homes to those who have been
displaced.
She highlighted that displaced people are among the most vulnerable civilians and they often
find themselves in precarious conditions with no or limited protection and insufficient access to basic
goods and essential services.
Ms. Eva Svoboda went on to elaborate why are people displaced by armed conflicts and
violence. Some flee before they are being directly exposed to conflict, sometimes to be spared from
violence, sometimes because of the disruptive effect of conflicts and violence on essential services, the
economy and livelihood. Some of them may just send their families away and stay behind to work and
to look after their assets. The audience in this room will be very familiar with the critical importance of
respecting international humanitarian law in times of conflict, even when international humanitarian law
or IHL is respected during a conflict, displacement occurs. However violations of IHL can cause even
greater displacement as civilians may be targeted directly by parties to the conflict.
Ms. Eva Svoboda said that the most effective way to prevent displacement induced by conflict
would be to prevent conflicts and violence. But when conflicts do occur, a better respect for international
humanitarian law helps to reduce the scale of displacement.
She stated that as we know, forced displacement is prohibited under international humanitarian
law, and parties to a conflict must strive to limit the effects of their operations on civilians. This can
contribute greatly to limiting displacement and outside of armed conflict, the respect for international
human rights law is equally effective. How to respond once internal displacement occurs? A better
respect for the legal frameworks is to ensure the protection of those who are displaced. It can ensure
their safety and access to assistance. It can help prevent secondary displacement. At times people are
not only displaced once, but several times and every episode of displacement increases the vulnerability
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of people as they lose more assets, their networks and their livelihoods.
She further explained that displacements create needs not only for internally displaced,
but also for host communities and we heard the example of Syria. Neighboring countries have been
extremely generous in accepting Syrian refugees. Unfortunately, the humanitarian response fall short of
meeting these needs. Many are left to fend for themselves facing progressive destitution, sometimes
having to resort to harmful coping mechanisms, for example, sending their children to beg in the streets,
joining a criminal gang or armed groups. The response fails to meet people’s needs. In part’ because of
the scale we heard; it’s 40 million internally displaced people. Sometimes they’re difficult to reach, in
areas affected by conflict. Sometimes there are legal or policy environments which are not conducive
to attending to the needs of internally displaced. And in that regard, the inclusion of a section of IDPs
and refugees. So IDPs, internally displaced persons and refugees in Sri Lanka’s national action plan
for the protection and promotion of human rights is very welcome. Finally, humanitarian organizations
may lack the resources, may not coordinate operations appropriately, or fail to reflect on longer term
solutions. We see that this must be a collective effort. Solving internal displacement is a challenge.
Displaced persons often remain displaced for longer periods of time, more so today than in the past.
This is linked to the duration and chronic nature of armed conflict and to lasting violence. Sometimes,
they may not be able to return to their places of origin. What we need to do here is integrate broader
development and peace building programmes and take into account the needs of internally displaced
persons, not only their immediate needs, but also all their long term needs. Creative thinking is critical
to address displacement and a more effective interface ensuring coherence and complementarity
between humanitarian and development actors is a key. How does the International Committee of the
Red Cross respond to displacement? We intervene in fact, in different phases of displacement. Wherever
possible we seek to prevent displacement from occurring by reducing some of its causes. In armed
conflicts, where international humanitarian law is often violated, that can be a cause for displacement.
We promote greater respect for international humanitarian law with all parties through confidential
dialogue, and also through training and other activities. We assist communities by restoring essential
services disrupted by the conflict. For example, when they lose contact with their loved ones, we usually
focus our activities on internally displaced persons outside camps or hard to reach areas. Because of
our comparative advantage in terms of access and our ability to work with both displaced persons. We
also support states with the development and implementation of legal and policy frameworks for IDP.
In her explanation about urban displacement this is a phenomenon that is increasing she
stated, because violence and conflict have become increasingly urbanized. Little is known about
peoples’ experience on displacement, in urban settings and outside of camps. Most of the response, in
fact, focuses on camps rather than outside. In the light of this, we’ve just completed a study on urban
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internal displacement that will be launched shortly.
She further expressed that people flee to cities hoping to find safety, access to services,
livelihood, social networks, and often to find support from relatives and friends, and also to receive
humanitarian assistance. Many settle outside camps. They’re hosted by communities, renting
accommodation or are housed in self made shelters. They receive often limited support. But if they,
could in fact return to an income generating activity they regain autonomy and dignity. For host families
and communities who often show great solidarity and receive displaced persons, solidarity can also
become a burden, especially when it is protracted.
Subsequently she spoke on shortcomings in humanitarian response which is often attributed
to the scale and complexity of cities because reliable data of humanitarian factors, operating in cities,
might not be available. They also result from the fact that the response is commonly built on unverified
assumptions, for example, that internally displaced persons settling outside of camps are harder
to find, or that they’re better off on reaching camps. To improve the response, we need to better
understand the situation of internally displaced in cities. The impact that their displacement has on
host communities, and to address both by engaging at record levels that might be at the city level with
mayors, neighborhoods, households, and individuals. We also need to ensure that the priorities and
concerns of affected populations are taken into account and that they are reflected in our response.
She expressed how we often assume that we know what internally displaced persons need
and rarely ask them. She says that is a critical fact. “We must better articulate short and long term
interventions by approaching emergency support and resilience building simultaneously and not
sequentially, so all of those needs, the short, mid, and long term are equally addressed. Cracking the
urban displacement challenge is essential as the world will continue to urbanize, and we have to become
better at responding in urban environments”, said the speaker.
She elaborated that another issue that has been of concern to the International Committee
of the Red Cross, is the preservation of the humanitarian civilian character of sites where internally
displaced people are housed. There are specific challenges related to preserving the humanitarian,
civilian character of what we call generally IDP sites that will be of interest to you. Not only the Sri Lanka
Army, but there are also others in this room who contribute troops to peacekeeping operations, and
quite often, your operating environment will include so called IDP sites. When people are displaced by
armed conflicts, flows may include combatants. Some may infiltrate these internally displaced persons’
camps. This can lead to direct attacks on camps, to force recruitment, to sexual violence within the
camps, or to diversion of humanitarian aid and access problems. These sites should be placed where
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people can be assisted in safety, and their civilian and humanitarian character should be preserved.
Parties to the conflict must take all feasible precautions to avoid or at least minimize harm to civilians,
living insights, and damage to sites or civilian objects located within the sights. Parties to the conflict
must also take all feasible precautions to protect the sites under their control against effects of attacks
notably by avoiding locating military objectives inside or in the vicinity of the sites. This means that
military troops, including peacekeeping troops, should remain outside of camps and sites to avoid
turning them into military objectives. Now, this is easier said than done, and we recognize that it entails
screening and separating combatants from civilians. This requires a comprehensive approach that
builds upon relevant legal framework. It builds also on co - operation among humanitarian actors and
with other concerned entities to maximize protection.
Ms. Eva Svoboda said that, over the last year, the ICRC has reflected together with the United
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees on addressing these challenges. The ICRC is also involved
in the the department of peacekeeping operations in the process, because they play, a critical role,
Operational guidance for humanitarian organization have been published but they may also be useful
for other entities.
In concluding her presentation, she stated that states face real challenges in preventing,
responding to and addressing internal displacement. In many countries, legal and policy framework
might have to be developed and implemented. This is the first step in ensuring a consistent, coherent,
predictable response to displacement. Respect for international humanitarian law can contribute greatly
to reducing the scale of displacement and to ensure the protection of those displaced. In this regard the
armed forces play a vital role in ensuring that their members respect international humanitarian law. The
ICRC recognizes that balancing security considerations and humanitarian considerations can be a real
challenge. In several places, displaced persons coming from a specific area might be seen as a security
threat, and they might be separated or isolated. But in general, those persons should not be treated
as a security threat. Again, it’s about balancing humanitarian needs and security considerations. It is
a collective effort to prevent internal displacement. But when it does occur, it is also a collective and
shared responsibility to alleviate the sufferings of those who suffer internal displacement.
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Urban Security in the 21st Century
By Dr. Lauren Twort (Research Fellow, Defence, Industries and Society Programme, Royal
United Services Institute (RUSI)) UNITED KINGDOM
Dr. Twort started her speech by drawing attention to some of the key trends and drivers in
urbanization emphasizing why urban security was becoming increasingly important, particularly in Asia.
Secondly, she indicated that she would look at the relationship between urban security planning and
resilience before looking at the range of threats facing cities today, and then think about some of the
possible ways forward.
She introduced to the audience, the organization - the Royal United Services Institute, in
London, identified as RUSI, with the oldest defence and security think-tank in the world and a global
research leader in the field, founded in 1831 by the Duke of Wellington, to inform, influence and enhance
public debate on a safer and more stable world.
Stepping into the subject, she stated that urban security would take on increasing importance
in the 21st century with urban concentration of global population. Though urbanization is not a new
phenomenon, but both rate at which the world is urbanizing with regard to a country and the regions
which would urbanize would be the focus.
Subsequently, she said, “To have an idea of scale, UN estimates that the percentage of the
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world’s population living in urban areas will reach 17% in 2050, up from 55% in 2018. This amounts to
an urban population growth of 77 million people each year. To put it in context, this is double the rate
seen over the second half of the twentieth century and nearly four times the entire population of Sri
Lanka every year”.
To quote Dr. Twort, “As this happens, mega cities, i.e. cities with population of more than 10
million will witness pilferage, and many perhaps, even most of these, will be located in the developing
countries. Asia and Africa will account for almost all urban population growth in 2050, approximately
87% in total. And by that point, 67% of the people in Asia will be living in cities, which is approximately,
3.5 billion people. So, it’s little wonder that the 21st century is often described as the Century of
the City, the Urban Age and the Urban Century. Here’s some context: It is said that especially after
9/11, the critical roles of cities were revealed as key strategic sites of military, economic, cultural, and
representational struggle. Now, none of this is to say that urbanization is a bad thing. Cities account for
more than 80% of the world’s GDP, and when urbanization is planned and properly managed, it can lead
to a rapid economic growth and development. However, rapid urbanization inevitably creates significant
challenges around planning, resilience, poverty, crime, and extremism, particularly in the developing
countries or in the fragile states, where governments may struggle to keep up with the pace of change”.
She further stated that although urbanization could play a role in eradicating poverty, it can
also, if poorly managed, lead to the proliferation of slums, social exclusion, and disparity, and actually
increase poverty. And that in turn, could lead to higher rates of crime and violence, and potential health
risks. She added that as a matter of fact, a lot of urban population growth today was not taking place
within the formal city, but rather in slums and informal settlements. So, urbanization really was a double
- edged sword, which in some context was a driver of development, progress and well-being, etc. but is
a risk to security and stability.
Dr. Twort indicated that one of the drivers or factors contributing to urbanization, one could see
is the form of general population growth. So, while some cities in North America and Western Europe
were shrinking in size, it was expected to grow by 2.7 billion globally by 2050 in the less developed
countries, according to accounting, for almost all of this growth. Referring to a Pie Chart, she stated
that this was the amount of population that urban population growth projected upto twenty - five
dates being 2.7 billion. Asia accounted for 50% of that growth and Africa, the next biggest of 37%.
Another factor affecting urbanization, the rural to urban migration pull includes a search for economic
or social gain and would push factors including escape from conflict and natural disasters. Ineffectual
and inefficient local planning and policy implementation could lead to migrants being blamed for poor
infrastructure, lack of housing, and lack of basic social provision. As you indicated through the chart,
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urban population rose for rural stagnation and slowly declined. The security challenges and risks
generated by population growth in the context of poor urban planning and management could be
dramatically increased by geographical location through the city migration which depend on complex
systems and level and governments of resilience.
With the help of a diagram, she explained what urban security was. What they were discussing.
The diagram showed the complexity of urban security, which must also incorporate urban planning and
urban resilience along a spectrum of risks from the day today, to disaster management, including a low
probability of the high impact events. This had developed along the shift at the bottom of the diagram in
notions of national security, away from military security and towards human security. The concept of urban
resilience had a role to play here. When faced with threats, how are it responded to. What the end goals
are. Dr. Twort stated that resilience could be understood in a number of ways, three of them would be:
•

To withstand and endure and the engineering term where a property retains its original form
and bounces back after being subjected to temporary stress.

•

Learn and adapt an ecological term, the ability of systems to absorb changes of state variables
and persist. This can be described as adaptive capacity.

•

Transformational change, infrastructure functions evolve at system level to meet rapidly
changing urban needs.

She further went on to explain that resilience in terms of infrastructure alone can be short
sighted. Just like the rise and fall of cities. London has existed for over two thousand years and continues
to prosper, despite having undergone war, plague, social upheaval and fire. Thus, there is a need to
think of resilience as having an in - built capacity to evolve in the face of forces of change. Resilience
measures adopted through government interventions cannot protect the civilian population from every
eventuality.
Dr. Twort asserted, “So the question becomes, what is practical and what is possible”.
She went on to explain the range of threats: Urban security encapsulates a variety of security
challenges ranging from natural hazards, including wild fire, flooding and landslides, to urban violence,
including open armed conflict and community violence organized or anomic crime, and all the way to
human induced threats. And that can be either toxic waste or industrial pollution, some of which will be
more prevalent in certain contexts. Thus, urban security must not only consider anti-crime measures, it
must also consider urban development, sustainability and resilience. This holistic approach is essential

50

to ensure public safety and to ensure the populace’s confidence in the governance structures. We could
perhaps use Sri Lanka as an example. Here, we see the hated profile, floods, landslides, droughts,
coastal erosion and such evidence in 2018 and 2017 which affected a number of districts, a number
of casualties, and even more people were displaced with health risks. Between the years 2017 and
2011, government expenditures on food aid and relief supporting expenses due to natural disasters
exceeded 1.7 billion. Industrial activity was also disrupted with factories here and there. Looking at
Colombo specifically, climate change, along with rapid economic growth and disorganized land use and
reclamation, has increased flood risk in Colombo. The vulnerability to flooding is intensified by climate
change, and maybe in some cases, by old and/or poorly maintained drainage systems, this has been
recognized as a need for improvement and improved resilience, for which there are free programs such as
the Metro Colombo Urban Development Project of the World Bank. Natural hazards also have economic
implications. Even a study was carried out in 2018 investigating whether climate change is impacting
the rights of countries to be able to borrow from international debt. Capital markets demonstrate that
Sri Lanka has been hit by economic loss equivalent to 0.2 percent of its GDP over 20 year period due
to natural disasters. Meanwhile, the institute of policy studies said the cost of natural disasters and Sri
Lanka economy amounted to 1% of GDP in 2017 alone.
She recognized the important steps which are being taken to implement Sri Lanka’s urban
vision and recognized the need to improve resilience and social preparedness and to capture the
lessons learned.
Dr. Twort highlighted, the lessons that can be identified: infrastructure and coordinated
planning are essential not only to ensure that cities develop efficiently and effectively, but also to
ensure that residents, when faced with shock and crises, for instance, through rigorous implementation
of building codes can dramatically reduce the number of buildings that collapse during earthquakes,
and so, reduce the number of casualties. Other lessons too have been learned from disasters, such as
benefits of the centralized energy networks from hurricane prone states in the USA and of independent
and back up energy supplies for critical infrastructure. Since urban infrastructure and society are
by nature interconnected, urban crises can cascade into looting and the breakdown in the rule of
law, and even threaten the legitimacy and stability of governments. This highlights the important of
resilience in social structures as well as in physical infrastructure, as well as risks from natural hazards
on a string from the various consequences, unplanned rapid population growth, and a host of other
threats too have developed. The narrative around urban security in the 21st century often focuses
on terrorism, and cyber threats. Terrorists have targeted urban centres, because of which economic
and political centrality to the nation state, as well as the large populations that inhabit them and
the resulting media are impacted. The mixture of population density and urban complexity increases
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both the physical and the psychological effect of an attack. With high profile terrorist attacks in cities
becoming more frequent, certain parts of the world have seen a trend towards the militarization of
society, with armies playing a greater role in securing public spaces and events. The radicalization of
young people is also reported to be more prevalent in urban centres. The cyber threat, the emergence
of smart cities where increasing integration of cyber technologies and physical infrastructure makes
for a more efficient system, has led to a number of benefits, but has also made cities vulnerable
to new threats. Cyber criminals, terrorists and even nation states may carry out attacks on urban
infrastructure to obtain information, extort companies or governments, or met - out economic warfare.
Attackers could potentially disrupt the operation of an entire city, which may have nation - wide or
even global repercussions, and this ability to cause large scale physical disruption and in some cases,
even destruction remotely has led to cyber operations being recognized as a military domain along
with the land, sea, air and space military domain. But what is truly unique about the 21st century is that
in terms of urban security, the increase in the mobility of people, data on goods, the concentration of
people, and the centralization of systems which characterize the 21st century, it still does not necessarily
change the risk profile of a city. What it does is make these events increasingly unpredictable. So,
the modeling of interactions becomes important for planning assumptions, as was elucidated by her.
She very briefly touched upon urban violence, its most extreme form, namely urban warfare.
RUSI held a conference about this earlier in the year titled ‘Urbanwarfare - Past, Present, and the Future’.
Of this, she highlighted a few of the main findings: some of the most intense battles in recent
years have taken place in cities among the civilian population. The conference concluded that common
to all instances of urban warfare is the way in which the environment is typically drawn in vast amounts
of human and material resources. A key characteristic of urban warfare that emerged was the way in
which boundaries, rules, behaviors, and presumption of what is acceptable in such circumstances are
broken and remade. The descent to the lowest levels of warfare techniques and procedures was evident
from historical record and contemporary examples in Iraq, Syria, and the Ukraine.
“Urban warfare is really binary, with resistance movements and factions within forces, third
parties attempting to mitigate impacts for the common good or to perpetuate the conflict for their own
ends. How we choose to wage war in urban areas and how cities can best recover is a pertinent question
for now and for the future. Does a city cease to exist if the main infrastructure is destroyed? What about
the role of community in recovery?” underscored Dr. Twort.
Briefly discussing the ways forward, she indicated, in terms of the big picture, passive or
spontaneous urbanization is not a sustainable model. In 2016, the UN adopted a new urban agenda, a
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guideline to urban development for the next 20 years, wherein it highlighted the importance of national
urban policies that promoted integrated systems of cities and human settlements, stronger urban
governance with sound institutions and mechanisms that empower and include urban stakeholders,
reinvigorated long term and integrated urban and territorial planning and design in order to optimize
the spatial dimension of the urban form. Effective financing frameworks to create, sustain, and share
the value generated by sustainable urban development in an inclusive manner. If we look at a national
level, multi - hazard risk approach and trans - disciplinary working is the way forward by diversifying
capabilities for risk assessment and improving into agency collaboration. Risks are increasingly
interconnected, but political administrative responsibilities are often scattered or silent. Authorities
must become institutionally adaptable through better data collection research and exchange of better
practices at the local, regional, and global level, and through the consideration of risks in a holistic
fashion under the umbrella of precautionary governance and at a local or at a community level. Most
tools are targeted to experts and decision makers with only a few addressing citizens’ capabilities. The
importance of soft talks, changing social, political, and economic conventions are often as crucial to
the success of city resilience as upgrading its physical assets. There’s a shift away from centralized state
protection to the encouraging of citizens for taking measures as well. A shared responsibility between
governments, private sector, and the members of civil society will become central to the maintenance
of urban security and disaster management.
In her concluding thoughts, Dr. Twort emphasized the importance of urban security in the 21st
century as highlighted by an expert, on the non - traditional security threats, Banda Brown. According
to her, however, how public safety is handled in the 21st century will determine citizens’ perceptions
of the accountability and effectiveness of the state in upholding the social contract with its citizens.
In other words, urban security strikes directly at the heart of society and the stability of governments
and of nation states, and with the wild urbanizing, and at an ever - increasing rate, the urban security
challenge will be even more relevant tomorrow than it is today.
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Cyber Conflicts and Future Power
By Dr. Kirklin J. Bateman, Colonel, US Army, (Retired) (Chair, Department of War and Conflict
Studies, College of International Security Affairs, National Defense University, Washington,
DC) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Dr. Bateman, in his opening remarks, clarified that the comments made by him during the
speech reflected his own opinions as a scholar and not of the government of USA or any other institution
affiliated to the government.
Further, he mentioned that the following topics would be touched upon and discussed. during
the period of his speech:
Definitions:
•

IC Predictions vs Hollywood vs Reality

•

Key cyberspace domain activities

•

Brief history of the state offensive actions

•

Future of offensive cyberspace action

•

Public private partnership

The speaker quoted Frank Hoffman, a senior research fellow at the National Defence University,
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speaking on Hybrid Warfare, “The concept of Hybrid Warfare is not particularly new, representing a
combination of conventional and unconventionally irregular warfare, extending beyond the battlefield
into economic and diplomatic information to include psychological, cyber and misinformation, and
finally, political warfare”.
“Cyberspace domain activities are modern forms of political warfare. War is the continuation
of politics” said the speaker.
Whilst sharing certain definitions on cyberspace, Dr. Bateman said, “Cyberspace is a war fighting domain, separating cyber, space, web or security. When we look at both the words together, we
see the importance of ‘Cyber-space’ and that it is a war-fighting platform”.
Further, he said “Cyberspace is not synonymous with other domains; it is an all - IT driven
domain, put together”.
The speaker went on to elaborate that as per Hollywood it was being depicted that there would
be a major cyber - attack that would cripple all major infrastructure; if that occurred, the results would
be devastating. However, the possibility of such an incident taking place would be highly unlikely.
In reality, cyberspace attacks were far more limited than presumed, and were very hard to
consider what actually happened in that region before it was considered how to respond to them, he
detailed.
Dr. Bateman stated that the governments needed to comprehend the types of activities that
took place in the cyberspace prior to being able to mitigate the threats. Explaining this, he spoke on the
three points listed below:
•

Operating network

•

Defending network

•

Conducting offensive activities

Elaborating on each of the afore - mentioned:
1.

Operating network
Threats of these would be the individual operating the network him/herself.

Individuals might click or put up links that they shouldn’t click on, etc. Individuals not adhering to the
policies drawn up by an organization.
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2.

Defending the network

Involves both active and passive measures. Much of it is done in the passive, and is done to
protect the network.
The active measures include immediate attention of when there is an attack, to understand the
forensic information regarding who conducted the attack, how they were able to penetrate the network
and what are the corrective actions needed to repair, mitigate and defend against future threats.
3.

Offensive Acts

States much think of what the 2nd or 3rd order might affect, as there might be unintended
consequences, specifically, when attacking important infrastructure.
Distributed denial of service organizations is very disruptive in nature. We need to think of the
purpose of the attack - whether to maintain influence, or, whether it is to disrupt the power of the state
or military espionage.
The speaker mentioned, “It is important to understand where the release of cyberspace
offences is held”.
Dr. Bateman continued the address mentioning regarding the offences at state level in terms of
Cyberspace.
“A few such incidents have been witnessed in Russia, North Korea and China. These incidents
could be classified as Distributed Denial of service organizations”, said the speaker.
Cyberspace attacks could be classified as follows;
•

Degradation

•

Disruption

•

Espionage

In relation to the above three types of factors, the speaker pointed out that it was necessary to
consider the need for Public and Private partnerships.
Further, he emphasized that it would be a challenge to balance those needs and at the same
time to have free enterprise, liberty and to keep pace with the rapid paced development.
In summary, Dr. Bateman elucidated Cyberspace Domain and how conflicts in this domain
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would affect future power competition. “Cyberspace requires a national strategy and understanding
the cyberspace domain environment is critical - both, the strategies and the nature of the threats. To
understand what’s happening in your own space and the threat’s space, strategies must include risk,
assaults and mitigation”, he said.
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Social Media and Authenticity: Global Security Challenges
By Ms. Aamna Rafiq M. Phil. (Research Associate, Institute of Strategic Studies Islamabad
(ISSI), Islamabad) PAKISTAN
Commencing her address, Ms. Rafiq stated, “In this information age, it doesn’t matter whose
Army wins, but rather whose story wins”, as quoted by Mr Joseph Nile.
She went on to mention that there were many stories we had heard, but the ones heard over
Facebook, Instagram, Snap chat and the millions of stories that had appeared on the timelines and on
the news feeds on our social media accounts, specifically those would be discussed today.
“The interesting fact is that social media is no more a sub category or a subset of the internet,
but is now the de facto internet. The fake information on these platforms travels six times faster and
deeper than the original content, which makes us vulnerable and poses a challenge to the global
security”, stressed Ms. Rafiq.
Further elaborating on what social media was, she stated that it was an Internet based set
of applications that was built on the ideological and technological foundation of Web 2.0, which is a
second - generation technology in the 21st century. Unlike Web 1.0, which was a read only platform,
resembling a digital library, 2.0 is similar to group discussion.
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She further went on to elaborate that there were many types of social media:
•

Social Media sites

•

User generated sites

•

Instant messaging application

•

Play and game sites

•

Trading and marketing sites

Ms. Rafiq, presenting statistics, said, “The use of social media is continuously increasing since
2010. Back in 2010, the users of social media were 0.97 billion. At present, they are 2.62 billion and
the number is expected to reach 3.2 billion by the end of the decade. Currently, the global social
penetration rate is 71%. FB being used the highest, so much so that every 60 seconds there would be
1.0 million FB logins, 16 million Whatsapp messages, and 1.8 million Snaps every 60 seconds”.
As stated by Mr. Donald Ramsfield back in 2002;
There are Known - Knowns - Things we know
Known - Unknowns - Things we don’t know
Unknown - Unknowns - Things we don’t know, we don’t know
Ms. Rafiq raised a rhetorical question on how sure they were, that whatever we knew through
social media was authentic, or if they were sure that the above known and unknowns would not be used
against them, which she herself went on to answer, “No!”
Ms. Rafiq broke it down into points, indicated as:
1.

Colonization

Ms. Rafiq said, “According to FB, the objective of FB has been to give individuals the power to
network, socialize, connect and communicate more efficiently”.
“Transparency, Efficiency, Power, Communication are high premium products in the 21st century.
Authenticity is not the ultimate goal of these platforms. These methods of colonization are used as
means or a process to higher revenue or to reach political objectives”, said the speaker.
“In the 21st century these empires are born through these social media platforms. Through the
manipulation of personal data of individuals these platforms are modernizing and making profits and
exerting a brand new type of power in this physical world. Fake News circulating on the social media may
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impact the results directly or indirectly having affecting 18 - 20 countries over the course of the last two
years”, said Ms. Rafiq.
To summarize she said:

2.

•

“In a nutshell - social media expires

•

Breach of individuality, privacy and security

•

Misuse of Data by platforms”

Virtual battles
•

Narratives of conflict

•

Conflict of narratives

The speaker, drawing an example from back in April 2016 where certain content was shared on
the social media, stated that there was focus on hospitals being destroyed in Syria. Interestingly, the
social media revealed many stories pertaining to this incident, however, audiences on both sides were
unaware of the actual ground situation.
Ms. Rafiq, reiterating this fact, went on state that what we witnessed, and were yet to witness,
could be the reinvention and recreation of reality which could be used to spread fake news to construct
a very specific narrative for a very specific purpose.
3.

Social media paradox

“All these events occur in the post work era where factual or the objective facts are less influential
than the emotional appeal in sharing the public opinion. It is about empowerment and exploitation”,
said the Speaker.
She said that certain factors under this would be:
•

Echo Chamber

•

Centripetal or Centrifugal Force

•

Cyber utopianism

Citing an example, the speaker said that 30% - 40% of Americans were partial to one-sided
opinion. 60% considered it to be frustrating. 65% felt that they did not have less in common with the
rest. In this context, there were two possible reactions from the social media users:
•

The users limited themselves to Echo Chambers on the social media. The managers of
these media are continuously generating fake content. If this trend continues, this will not
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be able to be changed in the next few years.
•

In order to avoid the cognitive dissonance, they used a segment of social media users
prone to delightfulness. Social media reported the authentic content and also the
opposite views which were fake. This leads to violent extremism at the global level.

Social media users had become victims of cyber utopianism.
4.

Crisis of legitimacy and fake

“Who are the gatekeepers of information?”, the speaker questioned. “Social media has emerged
as a platform where information is becoming the prime source for up - to - date knowledge and for the
news around the globe. It is considered more authentic compared to state media”, said Ms Rafiq.
She went on to say that social media had introduced a new kind of decentralization of the
communication power. Previously, state institutions exercised the complete control of communication
system and dissemination of information in accordance with the national security interest, especially
during wars and civil conflicts. Social media changed the entire power hierarchy. It shifted the authority
of distribution of information to state sector or non - state sector. This resulted in making the powerless,
powerful. Due to the fabrication of fake news, social media had now become an uncontrollable platform.
The biggest crises, in the view of Ms Rafiq was the authenticity of social media and the authority
of the state institutions. “Social medial is now threatening the security of institutions, which is further
threatening the relationships at global level, despite the enormous government apparatus which seems
powerless in controlling spreading of this fake news”, said the Speaker.
Elaborating with an example, Ms. Rafiq stated that NSA was not able to control the social
media during the presidential campaign in 2016 in USA. Also, Europe was not able to stop the coverage
of social media on fake recruitment.
“The misinformation on Whatsapp is a new challenge for the South Asian countries, namely
India, Sri Lanka and Pakistan”, said Ms Rafiq.
A recent incident, where Sri Lanka stopped the social medial to avoid spreading of violence,
was cited by Ms. Rafiq.
“In conclusion, there is no silver bullet against unauthentic social media. A solution lies only in
a joint effort at all levels by those including policy makers, IT experts, civil society, and most importantly
the educated common man”, reiterated the speaker.
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Artificial Intelligence and Autonomous Weapons
By Group Captain (Retd.) Ajey Lele (Senior Fellow, Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses
(IDSA), New Delhi) INDIA
“Artificial Intelligence and Autonomous Weapons could be considered as two different subjects”,
Group Captain Ajey Lele remarked, as he commenced his speech.
Initiating the speech, Group Captain Ajey Lele said, “Artificial Intelligence (AI) essentially, as of
now, is in a developmental stage and there is much needed to be done in order to reap full benefits of it”.
As per the Speaker, the word ‘Artificial Intelligence’ was used in a conference though it had
in the recent past become a buzz word. AI essentially talked about how machines become intelligent.
Explaining, he stated that; if when he were to start his computer, and if the machine was ‘intelligent’,
what he meant was that a mail that has been received by him, if it were a Spam mail, would go to a spam
folder. “At present, AI is still an evolving technology and its scope is varied. It is still a human - driven
machine where we tell it what to do. We are yet to reach a state where machines will decide what to do
and not to do”, he stated.
Group Captain Ajey Lele said, “In today’s context, we speak of AI in the facets of Robotics.
Essentially, when we look at AI, ideally, we should be thinking of an era where machines would think by
themselves. As an example, if an algorithm is assigned to a machine, it should not depend on humans
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but instead on its own ability to think or develop its own algorithm further”.
He explained that some of the technologies that were related to AI in the current context
would be Robotics, Data Mining and Autonomous Weapons. Robotics and AI went hand-in-hand. Even
though it was stated that AI had become a reality in 1956; but if history were to be traced back, there
were indications that Leonardo Da Vinci had the conceptualization of a robotic animal or a robotic idea
way back in the 14thcentrury. As it evident, this was how AI had evolved.
The speaker said that a criticism for AI had been that it had demonstrated strength as potential
technology; however the development had not happened the way it should have happened. The first
wireless communication was done by Nicholas Tesla in 1898 which he was using in a robotic car/ ship.
Essentially, it could be remembered that there used to be some toys and there would be a
gadget in the hand which tied up with the equipment and that particular toy. That was how AI and
robotics began, he elaborated.
In his words, “Now we are in the era where people are having auto piloted cars, wherein you
don’t require a driver. He further pointed out that 32,000 road accidents have occurred in the USA over
the past year; over 3000 in Sri Lanka”.
Group Captain Ajey Lele said, “There is one way to look at it that if there were auto-driven
cars there might be less accidents happening on the surface of the earth. Elaborating further he stated
warfare has changed over the years, however we all know that initially warfare was human centric, then
it became platform centric. For example, the horse was replaced by the tank; then the aircraft was
invented, and no one could have thought that the aircraft could be used to fight wars”.
“Today we are in the era of drones and other weapons. In the center of this warfare, in the
current context, is the network centricity”, said the speaker.
Group Captain Lele went on to explain what an automatic system was. For instance, when
parked at a traffic light, we would know that the red would change to amber and then to green. This
would be an automatic system.
Another example he explained through was: if I stand at a traffic light tomorrow and a small
child crosses the road, the signal should realize that it’s going to change its colour to green, but at
that moment it would be dangerous to do so as someone was crossing the road, thus, the signal on its
own would think whether it should change the colour or pause. This would be another example of an
autonomous system.
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“That is how the weapons system has evolved. However, the question has been what the
predictability of the autonomous system is. There are many defensive and offensive aspects to the
system”, said Group Captain Ajey Lele.
The Speaker elaborated that right now this could be pursued at several levels. Presenting
certain autonomous systems that are prevalent in the current context, the following were introduced by
the Speaker: Loiterers ammunition, Drones, Mine miles, Sea handlers, Air defence protection system,
Realm of rockets and missiles systems, High altitude defense systems, Counter rocket artillery motor
systems.
He said, “We currently have autonomous systems in space, viz. telescopes. Yet there are also
certain systems in space like mines, and the rods of the gods (tungsten rods)”.
Group Captain Ajey Lele, throwing a question to the audience, asked, “Where does the
future lie?” and further went ahead to answer that as an option BMD systems were being delivered.
“Hypersonic systems might be problematic as these could fly at five times the speed of sound. It may
cause a problem to not only a country but to the defence system also”, said the Group Captain.
Reiterating on the subject he stated that many had cited various ethical issues in terms of
these systems as well, and moreover, there were NGOs, Global networks which were formulating plans
to curtail its spread.
In conclusion, he stated that amongst several schools of thoughts, it was stated that sometimes
a decision taken by a machine could be better than a human decision.
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Role of the Military in Response and Mitigating Strategies
(Regional Perspective)
By Mr. Nitin A. Gokhale (National Security Analyst, Author and Media Entrepreneur) INDIA
Commencing his speech on the role of the military in the regional perspective and specifically
talking about managing disruptions Mr. Nitin Gokhale stated that most the disruptions were humaninduced.
Elaborating, he stated that one could see so many of such examples not just in India, but
across the Asian region itself, especially in the South and Southeast Asia, which were prone to massive
disruptions.
To quote the speaker, “When you take the entire region into consideration, from the North
to the South, and from Pakistan in the West and going right up to Thailand and even Philippines, the
disruptions caused by natural calamities, which may or may not include human inducement, have
actually kept the military consistently on their toes”.
He went to explain, “Recall an earthquake which took place three years ago, look at what
happened in Sri Lanka last year. Even India goes through a regular cycle of floods, either in the
Northeastern region of the country or as it happened less than a fortnight ago in Kerala. We have mud
slides and have earthquake”.
To enlighten the audience with more examples, he said “Even Bangladesh consistently suffers
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from cyclones and floods. All of these countries face the same calamity in one way or the other.”
“Except earthquakes, perhaps, I think we can take the blame as humans on almost everything
else” said Mr. Gokhale admittedly. The speaker, citing examples to this, stated that the flooding of
the rivers took place because we were encroaching on the sides of the riverbeds. Climate changes
happened due to the destruction of forests and the resources of the hills. The natural surroundings that
results into the calamities we faced, except for earthquakes, could be categorized as human induced
calamities.
Raising a question through his statements, as to how militaries across the region cope with it,
he went on to state that the militaries were the first responders, and often the only respondents, despite
the presence of civilian agencies in many countries. “As an example, in India, we have the National
Disaster Relief Force or the National Disaster Management Agency (NDMA) which is supposed to be the
first respondents. But given the sheer size of the country and the kind of extensive deployment of the
Indian military across the country, the first respondents are often the military or the Armed Forces”, he
stated.
To explain further, he said “Civilian agencies are not adequately trained and equipped therefore,
the responsibility falls upon the military. Military is trained, has gained experience and is given its
deployment to do disaster relief and then of course, the disaster mitigation as well”. Mr. Gokhale drew
references to some figures and went to state, “In Afghanistan, last year 156 people died in avalanches.
Earlier, over 200 people were killed in landslides and floods in South Asia which includes Sri Lanka as
well. To sum up, in 2017 alone, in India, Sri Lanka, Nepal and Bangladesh 1200 people were killed”.
Mr. Gokhale said, “The magnitude of calamities is huge and if numbers were to be put together
they may not even seem very high, because people have got used to the occurrence of frequent
calamities. But it’s not limited to the South and Southeast Asian region, but even in China it is a regular
phenomenon what is common with China, Latin America and the other countries is the role of the
military.”
Further, he said, “These manmade disasters such as floods, mudslides and landslides occur
because we are greedy as human beings. As the General said, if we don’t mend our ways, perhaps we are
into far more of a disaster as we go along. But when I am talking about the role of the military in disaster
mitigation, from China to Cambodia, or, from India to Indonesia, the military has come to the rescue
of the people and to the nation, constantly and perhaps, over the years now, because of this constant
deployment for disaster relief and the disaster mitigation, you have some elements which are already
in-built into the military’s training, education and deployment and equipment. The engineers’ regiments
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in some of these military establishments are now sort of the first to respond wherever they are, since
they are the ones who have now started mapping with regards to where will the floods come, or where
would there be a landslide, or where would disaster strike. So, that’s something, that militaries have
consistently done and, will be called upon to do much more in the years to come, as human beings, we
are not mending our ways in that sense”.
Explaining further, he stated, “Across the region, through the military, because of the location,
especially in the remotest areas in India, we understand the perspective in the Northeast, more so,
through an experience of 23 years reporting from India in the Northeast, living where floods were an
annual feature, it should be understood that what was not annual was the huge mudslide, like were the
landslides in places like these where it was hilly and mountainous, and then often the only responder to
the location was the Army which is deployed in far flung areas along the border with China”.
He also explained, “When an earthquake occurred in 2013, possible mitigation and relief was
done only by the Army for the first one week or so. Hence, they are trained, cohesive and disciplined.
Civilian agencies don’t have that advantage. The military is the savior in most of those cases. It just
does not give relief, but also organizes and arranges for food, shelter, medicine, organizes medical
camps, and even the post disaster management activities”.
“The military across the region is known to have contributed in repairing the roads, repairing
infrastructure, helping with even the electricity grids in many cases. So, that has been the kind of
tradition, and it has become normal a task. It is in-built and a secondary task for the military. In many
countries, the secondary task of coming to the aid of civil authorities, be it for law and order, or be it for
disaster relief. But often, the point to be noted is that it is no longer a secondary task in many countries,
and in many cases, it becomes the first task, the first responder said the Speaker.
Mr. Gokhale went on to explain, “Other governments also feel the confidence to give the task
of HADR to the military as the governments know that the military will deliver each time and every time.
Even recently, in Kerala, in the last fortnight or so of the floods, the military have again risen to the
occasion and they have delivered as per the expectations. Let’s look at what happened in Sri Lanka,
Philippines and in Bangladesh. Whenever multitasking is required, the military comes-in to the occasion.
They are innovative. There are also people who do not flinch at any challenge and therefore the military
comes to the rescue, especially, as I mentioned, in this region, more often than not, and will continue
to do so, because it cannot be observed the civilian agencies rising to the occasion nor are they being
equipped both mentally and physically to take on the challenge that is increasingly becoming prevalent
due to climate change”.
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“We are seeing rising sea levels. We are seeing unusually heavy rains due to climate change,
be it in Kerala, be it in Bangladesh or in any other region that faces cyclones and floods, or even when
Nepal and Afghanistan faced avalanches, military has risen to the occasion, as mentioned”, stated the
Speaker.
He went on to highlight, “Climate change is here to stay, and it’s only getting worse.
Consequently, the challenge to the military and the task for the military is only going to increase as no
other agencies are equipped or are as mentally attuned to being deployed at a moment’s notice as the
military. There are other reasons too, including, more of our getting urbanized through the more of our
moving to urban areas. It is noteworthy to mention here the disasters waiting to happen in the mega
cities which are mushrooming all over our cities in India. When I look back as compared to 10 years ago,
in Colombo, the traffic itself sort of gives a little bit of irritation these days, and this wasn’t the case in
Colombo 10 years back or maybe even 8 years back. But that’s the way we are getting urbanized. There
will be technological disruptions, there will be electricity failures, there will perhaps be failure of the
internet, which itself is like a disaster in minds of most of us, because we’re so dependent on technology
these days. That’s where the military will be called in, even in those terms, to step in and help people
mitigate the disasters. Of course, the ideal world should see nations sort of working with government
approaches where not just the military, but civilian agencies, police and other civic agencies must step
in, in an ideal world scenario”.
Posing a question to the audience who were predominantly military, Mr. Gokhale asked “Has
the time come now to have a specialized HADR in?”
“Apart from the units and the sub-units to mitigate and manage chemical, biological, radiological,
and nuclear disasters, is the time not right to have a specialized unit of HADR”, questioned the speaker.
He said that it was positively noted that in Delhi the Bay of Bengal Initiative for Multi-Sectoral
Technical and Economic Cooperation (BIMSTEC) nations had an exercise in India termed, ‘Military
Medicine’. The speaker highlighted that it was intriguing to note that as part of the exercise, they were
trying to come up with the handbook of setting up field hospitals. However, it would be pertinent to
understand and to gain answers to questions such as what a field hospital meant, what the definition of
a field hospital was, how many doctors, nurses, beds could be accommodated, who would look after if
there was a joint disaster relief operation between different nations, who will look after a field hospital,
who will set up post disaster medicine centers, who will set up food and shelter, if there was a joint
operation.
Although, militaries are not meant to be the main respondent, but willingly in this region, the
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military has been the first and the only responder. Therefore, it is worth reflecting how the military could
utilize the resources and the knowledge in the above mentioned context, reiterated Mr. Gokhale.
In conclusion, the speaker stated that the BIMSTEC nations are already working on the above
mentioned and therefore, the time had come to acknowledge, what the Armies and the Armed Forces
had done for disaster relief and disaster mitigation in this region. Their role had been invaluable. Their
contribution had been invaluable, but they needed to think of refining and fine - tuning many of these
tactics and many of these methods that they used so that they were not caught by surprise.
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Role of the Military in Response and Mitigating Strategies
(Global Perspective)
By Mr. Joseph D. Martin, SES (Director, Center for Excellence in Disaster Management and
Humanitarian Assistance) UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Mr. Joseph Martin began his speech, by saying “I feel very proud to stand up here in front of all
these proud soldiers and discuss a topic very important to all of us”.
He stated that he was very blessed in the organization that he led in Hawaii and elaborated on
the global mission that they had set for themselves.
Further, he stated that their center focused on training, education, research, and civil military
co - ordination across the spectrum of humanitarian assistance and disaster relief, and as seen, militaries
across the globe had ruled both internally, and as described previously, and in providing aid to others.
The speaker mentioned that approximately 40 million people were affected by displacement
and the prediction was that by the end of 2017, there will be an additional 19 million displaced by
natural disasters.
Explaining further, Mr. Martin stated, “Though climate change and coastal flooding are
potentially arguable points, the movement of population to the coast, and the growth in the number
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of mega cities continues. Within the Indo - pacific region, the United Nations had identified what it
considers to be the five most likely, most dangerous scenarios. In this case, earthquake in Dhaka, a
super cyclone in Myanmar, earthquake in Mandalay bay or an earthquake or super - tsunami again in
Indonesia”.
“Firstly, if you want to keep track, these have military planners, these are not the only disasters
and likely scenarios that you may respond to internally”, said the Speaker.
“Point number two is that for a military, as a military organization, you must be aware that aid
agencies will be there, before you, while you’re there, and after you depart. Are you prepared to work
with them? Are you prepared to work with them in a natural disaster? Are you prepared to work with
them in a conflict situation”, inquired the speaker.
“With the stage set and two of my main points already covered, let’s look at the military
actors in a disaster or in a crisis, as promised. Here’s a foreign military presence and notice 20 nations
contributed to the cause, according to the United Nations, to include dozens of planes, helicopters, as
well as two aircraft carriers and the medical ship - Peace Ark. And in an ideal world, this is what it would
look like in execution”, stated Mr. Martin.
“Point number three, what I want you to remember is this that the affected state, wherever this
disaster occurs, is the center of the event and to the right is the international humanitarian community
and all the actors that I discussed earlier which are the assisting states and their militaries part of which
you potentially could be one. Also, you would find that the coordinating processes and mechanisms are
unique in a disaster response”, said the Speaker.
Mr. Martin stated, “Just like any unique endeavour, it also has its own set of global, regional,
and even functional rule books, in this case talking about the Oslo guidelines and the rules therein.
They’re actually logistics guides, and information sharing guides. If it is a member country of the ASEAN
community, ASEAN has an entire set of rules associated with the One - ASEAN - One - Response
constructed for disaster response”.
“Final point is that co - ordination is the key”, emphasized Mr. Martin. Displaying and explaining
through a chart, Mr. Martin explained that this was a military man, the military at the top with the
governments, and the humanitarian community and the stakeholders in and around the edges, but, it
truly became a union effort. Posing a question at the audience the speaker inquired “Are you trained to
prepare to do that? Are you ready to respond to the disasters that are going to appear either in your
country or in your capability to support somebody else?”.
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Closing his arguments, Mr. Marin stated that across the Asia-Pacific today or Indo - Pacific
today, there were a series of events with international audience participation, and these are just basic
attempts to look at the participation of multi-national forces in disaster response.
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Climate Geo - Engineering: Challenges and Opportunities
By Major General A N M Muniruzzaman, ndc, psc (Retd) (President, Bangladesh Institute of
Peace and Security Studies (BIPSS) and Chairman,Global Military Advisory Council on Climate
Change (GMACCC)) BANGLADESH
Giving wings to his speech Major General Muniruzzaman stated, “In terms of climate change
it is a known fact that the global temperature is rising. There are severe damages and impacts on the
global climate and environment through human induced activities and conditions. With those impacts
and conditions, we stand today with rising temperature, melting caps of ice in the polar areas, rising
sea levels, change of global weather patterns especially in the monsoon air and the change of cycles,
subsequently impacting water security, and food security”.
He stated that there were issues of disasters, as previous speakers had indicated, which
were now increasing both in number, frequencies and fatalities and were causing large scale human
displacement and damages. “There were also issues where human induced climate conditions have had
adverse effects on human health. So, we were now seeing the advent of diseases which had not been
experienced for many years or even decades. We were also witnessing a nexus of impacts on food, water,
and energy that impact national security, and cause large scale human displacements, thus eventually
impacting global stability. We had even reached a stage when there were the prospects of countries
being completely vanished from the map of the earth, beginning with the pacific island states, the
Maldives, a part of our own country, and including Bangladesh that would go under the waters; and that

80

these were not going to happen after centuries, but this would happen in not less than a few decades”,
alarmed the speaker.
He stated that we are faced with a moment of civilization crisis, which human species and
humankind, had never been threatened by, especially any threat like that which confronts us today
especially being threatened by the impacts of climate change. Unless we acted upon it together, this
was such an adverse scenario that would only become worse. We would see large parts of the world
going underwater, thousands and thousands and millions of people being displaced”, our food security
being impacted and water security impacted in a negative and adverse manner too, eventually leading
the world to an interstate conflict.
Having indicated this terrifying scenario, the Major General steered attention to another
human induced attempt on the planet, which we might have equally adverse effects and associated
uncertainties, which was his topic for discussion: ‘Climate Geo - engineering’.
Explaining the subject, he stated that climate geo - generating was being considered as an
alternative option to addressing diverse impacts of climate change. It involved large scale artificial
intervention, on the odds of climate system concerns which revolved around the associated unknown
effects of climate. Hence, geo - engineering required a special kind of governance at a global level to be
developed and monitored. This aspect of climate geo - engineering was now being attempted by some
countries, particularly in the West. In simple terms, attempts were being made to interfere with the
earth’s system and the global climate systems, without knowing the consequences.
Elaborating further on climate geo - engineering, he stated that, it denoted a large - scale direct
human intervention on the earth’s natural system to counter the adverse impacts of climate change,
considered as the last option to save earth from the worst effects of climate change. It might bring
some immediate results, but it is not known whether a sustainable result could be brought to serve our
planet. This could be a shortcut that we could be trying to take, because we have not invested enough
in the pain of litigation that should have been taken to reduce the adverse impacts of climate change
or reducing the greenhouse gases. It could also be a way that that a drastic change be brought about
in the earth’s systems, whilst trying to solve the issues of climate change. However, the results are yet
unknown. Illustrating through a climate change geo - engineering map, the speaker explained that it
could look something similar to what the map exhibited, and did not shy away from admitting of the
complexities involved. Thus, stressing that the results too could be equally, and greatly complex.
Major General A N M Muniruzzaman, highlighted two methods which were known to geo engineering climate scientists:
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1.

Solar Radiation Management, or SRM

2.

Carbon Dioxide Removal, or CDR

In trying to define Solar Radiation Management (SRM), the speaker said that it developed
artificial barriers so that the solar radiation could be reflected back to space before it reached earth’s
surface at a controlled level. Therefore, they were trying to create a shell over the earth which will deflect
the summer before it reached earth, thus, obviating the earth from heating up in the same scale as it was
now. He further added that, efforts should be made to control the global temperatures, because today
the international community was trying to cap the increase at 2 degrees Celsius. He also mentioned
regarding their presence at Paris for the COP 21, when this very complex negotiation was rocked out.
But it seemed that even if the Paris agreement had been implemented completely, we probably would
not have been able to keep the temperature at 2 degrees. It would probably go up to 3 degrees as of
now, with the US withdrawal from the Paris agreement and non - compliance by some other states. If
it happened, then the global temperature could not only be going up to 3 degrees, but also the global
temperature might shoot to the levels of a rise of 4 degrees plus. To put it in the speaker’s words, “I can
tell you, ladies and gentlemen, that is a frightening scenario. If it goes up to four degrees, large parts
of the world, your mega - cities, the beautiful cities of London, New York, Shanghai, Mumbai and many
others, would be completely lost to the sea. It would be a frightening scenario”.
“SRM effort is to decrease the reach of the sun rays, so that the sun does not heat up the
earth in the manner that it is heating up now. It can be done by floating small mirrors in space or by
blocking a small proportion of the sunlight before it reaches the earth. We can also do this by inducing
stratospheric aerosols, by which we induce small and reflective particles into the upper atmosphere to
reflect some sunlight before it reaches the earth’s surface” said Major General Muniruzzaman.
He further went on to state the cases that had been used in these methods. The Pinatubo
volcanic eruption, which erupted in the Philippines in 1991, injected more than 21 million tons of
sulphur dioxide, spreading particles into the stratosphere. This particle scattered and obstructed the
sunlight from reaching the earth’s surface over the area that it was spread, and following that for the
next 2 years, the global temperature declined by 0.5 degrees Celsius. That gave hope to a lot of climate
scientists that if it could happen there, we could also do that artificially to reduce the sun’s temperature.
The Speaker then went on to talk briefly about CDR or Carbon Dioxide Removal. According to him, it
meant the elimination of carbon dioxide from the environment in manners directly contrary to the
increased greenhouse effect and ocean acidifications. On a natural and positive basis, it could be done
by afforestation, we could have global scale plantation efforts. Though it was slow, was more effective to
counter worse impacts of climate change through the absorption of the greenhouse gases in the plants
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being planted, and certainly had no side effects as well.
The speaker highlighted that the artificial approaches were the ones that worried the people.
Further, he said, they could have a carbon air capture by means of which they could set up sophisticated
machines that could eliminate and cover the outside area directly for a greater portion of the surrounding
air and store it elsewhere. But this was extremely expensive and perhaps it could do only a part of the
job. They could also have very large amounts of charcoal in the soil, so that carbon would be locked up
and could not enter the carbon cycle. But then again, this kind of carbon charcoal graveyard was also a
very expensive process. As an alternative they could do ocean fertilization, by which nutrients such as
Urea could be added to the top layers of the ocean. It could lead to increased growth of plantations, and
other species on the surface of the water that could draw down carbon dioxide from the atmosphere.
This could then sink from the surface to the deep ocean and be buried there.
He also indicated that it had other impacts and implications. These blooms could affect the
physical properties of the surface of water by absorbing light and heat from the sun. It could change
other species. It had harmful blooms and productions like nitrous oxide and methane. Which could
impact marine life, and thus had unknown consequences on the overall ecosystem.
The Major General shared an example that was related to this method. It was an experiment that
was done by an American businessman named Ross George, who carried out a private geo - engineering
experiment. There was dumped about 100 tons of Iron Sulphides into the Pacific Ocean as part of a geo
engineering scheme of the west coast of Canada. The air that spread had covered about ten thousand
square kilometers and the experiment adversely affected the surrounding ecosystem, producing toxic
ties, spring and ocean acidification. There was, of course, a huge cry from the former environment
police, including environmental lawyers.
He went on to explain about another experiment that he mentioned as the Harvard project.
This is the world’s biggest solar geo - engineering programme to date and is being carried out in the
United States, and the effort was to launch high altitude balloons from the location in Arizona spray
about 20 kilometers up to the earth’s stratosphere with the purpose of increasing the reflective ability
of the stratosphere so that the sun rays do not reach the surface.
Major General Muniruzzaman said, “Having gone through the basic signs of geo - engineering, it is
important for us to understand the implications. In analyzing that the consequences, geo - engineering will
have absolutely unknown and uncertain consequences. Its impacts may go beyond our control, leading to
fatal consequences on the global climate that can impact on the whole climatic atmosphere of the world”.
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Describing further, he stated that, Geo - Engineering technology could also be weaponized in
disguise of addressing climate change. Countries that have the technical and financial ability to have
this capacity of geo - engineering technology could weaponize it, which could be threatening for all the
nations. It also may be exported for military and political ambitions over other countries by those which
could possess this capacity. It might trigger a race for military expansion, and geo - engineering might be
exploited by military purposes. Especially because the aspect of solar geo - engineering could primarily
be deployed by the military, in particular, the air force could deploy solid geo - engineering technology.
Therefore, we might see rapid expansion of the military capacity of many rich states.
Thus, he emphasized that a large-scale establishment in the duty of implementing geo engineering could then become targets of military operations or military attacks. These were likely
to raise suspicions and could result in blame-games amongst nations, resulting in giving rise to the
prospects of what could be called ‘weather wars’.
The speaker further enlightened the audience on the requirement for continuation of the geo
- engineering process. He said, “Once started, geo - engineering mechanisms must be continued for
an extended period of time to get the intended results. If the process is stopped abruptly, we may
experience what is known as termination shocks that will negate the success of junior ring efforts that
has been achieved so far. And the temperature will shoot up dramatically at a very fast pace that would
have very, very drastic negative impacts on the global climate”.
The speaker further analyzed the opaque condition which exists regarding the research and
experimentation of geo - engineering. He highlighted, “Particularly by the states that are involved in
this efforts, there is no accepted oversight body to monitor the issue. Nations which are growing the
capacity are doing it on their own without any international rules and regulations”.
The Major General pointed out that it was high-time they fixed the governance structure to
avoid unimaginable concept circumstances in the future. They needed wider information to debate on
each dimension of geo - engineering technology at an international level.
He reiterated the need for rules and regulations concerning the application of geo - engineering.
He went on to say that it was important to have an internationally accepted governing body under the
UN umbrella to set and regulate the mechanisms of geo - engineering. Further, he said “It is important
to have a verification regime to accurately monitor the impacts after the deployment of the techniques
of geo - engineering”.
In conclusion, he stated that the way forward should be a global moratorium to undertake
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a large - scale geo - engineering intervention on climate until everything, including its governance
structure, was in place. The recent findings regarding change must be transparent, and open access
must be given to all. A global research pool required to be formed, so that they could pull the knowledge
as a team. There had to be a contingency plan beforehand at global level, so that if there was a climate
accident of the deployment of geo - engineering technology, they had a contingency for managing that
emergency. The speaker admitted that they were at a crisis moment. The global community perhaps
had never met a challenge like the one being faced from the impacts of climate change today. They all
needed to pull in all efforts together that would lead to global solutions. The speaker finally deliberated
that no single nation could solve it alone. As an international community, they all had to come together,
and until and unless they sailed together, they would all sink together.
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Insurgency is Dead; Long Live Insurgency: Forecasting Evolutions in
Non-State Political Strategy
By Dr. David H. Ucko Ph.D. (Director, Combating Terrorism Fellowship Program, College of
International Security Affairs, National Defense University, Washington, DC) SWEDEN
“Thank you very much for that introduction and thanks so much for the opportunity to come
here and speak with this very senior and august audience”, said Dr Ucko, commencing with a word of
gratitude.
“Insurgency is changing, or perhaps it hasn’t changed. Perhaps, we simply need to change the
way we talk about it and the way we think about insurgency. Traditionally, insurgency sought to create
a counter-state. That is to say, the theory of victory followed by Mao Tse Tung and Che Guerra was that
by mobilizing politically, they’d be able to capture the state through military means. There are many
examples from the cold war to illustrate how this would unfold, yet since the defeat of the Tamil tigers
by the Sri Lankan government, in this very country, we haven’t really seen that many insurgents going
toe-to-toe against the armed forces of the nation states”, he said.
“Why is this?”, questioned the speaker. “Well, it’s my contention that it is because they tend
to lose, or at least they tend not to win. ISIS, of course, and some of the factions fighting in the Syrian
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civil war at present are exceptions to this trend. But I think, as exceptions, they also illustrate the
point. Once ISIS gave up on their asymmetric advantage, the shape listeners, the dispersion, once they
claim territory and try to build, they also become a far easier target for largely conventional clearing
operations by the nation states. Now, states struggle to follow-up on these operations, i.e. the struggle
to deal with the political and the social drivers of alienation. Mostly, it is seen as ‘just mow the grass’.
That is to say, we have to return again, once the insurgents come back, and ‘mow the grass’ all over
again. But for the insurgents, the grass is nonetheless mowed. This means that they have to start all
over again. This presents something that has turned the insurgents in a dilemma. That is to say, the
difficulty of asserting yourself as a startup of challenging the state authority and of establishing self as
sustainably as a new source of power. The track record for insurgents is truly abysmal as there simply
aren’t that many recent cases of, in certain groups, winning militarily over a state and establishing itself
as a new authority, and this is quite a stunning fact”, stated Dr. Ucko.
He stated, “If this form of insurgency is dying, it will, and in some ways, it already has started
to evolve and to adapt. It is within this adaptation that one finds the potential rebirth of insurgency, a
strategic threat to the democratic norms and stability”.
Three trends were shared by the speaker at this point, termed:
•

Localized insurgency

•

Infiltrate evince insurgency, and

•

Ideational insurgency

According to him, in localized insurgency the group survived by aiming not for regime change,
but for shared sovereignty with the state so that its subversive agenda could be pursued without
provoking and without response. 54% of the world’s population currently resided in urban settings.
Currently on average, slums accounted for 43% of the population in the developing cities, and these
trends would continue. They would create large mega cities, parts of which are simply uncontrollable
by the state and instead by controlled by the non-state armed groups. This has been witnessed already
today in parts of Rio, in parts of Mexico City, in Honduras and Petro solar. The criminal gangs resided in
the controlled territory, they controlled people, they decided who lived and who died. They produced
no-go areas for the state. In other words, these criminal gangs were operating quite similar to the
insurgencies. But unlike insurgencies, these political orders did not look like counter-state that was
intent on overthrowing the regime, but rather like para-states. Para, because they operated in parallel
with the state because they exploited the state parasitically and sucked it dry. So, the state may survive
this type of insurgency recognized as such, but its ability to govern or even access its own population
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was fatally eroded. If cities provided one setting for the localized insurgency, so did the rural hinterlands
that were increasingly abandoned by the state. Further, the Speaker said, “Indeed, I don’t see rural
conflict disappearing due to urbanization. But what happens on the periphery, becomes more peripheral,
at least to the concentration of power and people and the sprawling cities, games, elites, and urban
centers simply give up on the hinterland and they will see that which they can’t hold and focus on where
they think the future lies”.
In his perception, what you ended up with then was a patchwork control, similar to what was
seen today in Syria, Libya and the likes. None of the rebel groups that were operating in these areas
were likely to mount an attack and overthrow the regime within the capital, because there was simply
no point. These groups survived best by staying below this threshold and surviving as a political power
sometimes because the urban elite did not care and sometimes because it was easier to collude with a
group to co - operate with it than to defeat it decisively. This presented a challenge of how we conceived
insurgency.
Further Dr. Ucko said, “We tend to see it ascended on the government as a seat of power,
involving a zero - sum competition between the state and the challenger, in which both pursue the same
goal. This lens fails to capture those struggles, which I believe are becoming increasingly common, which
exist awkwardly in parallel with the state. And this matters, yes, we may see fewer climactic overthrows
of regimes. But instead these regimes are hollowed out and lose control. They’re undermining the very
coherence of the state-based international system described”.
The second approach he commented on was the term: ‘Infiltrative Insurgencies’. In these
settings, the groups removed from view that which rendered it vulnerable to military targeting. Rather
than overthrowing the state militarily, they sought to penetrate legally with violence, used covertly and
without attribution. Specifically, groups using this approach tended to pose as a legitimate social
movement by exploiting social and political causes in the communities. Yet they would covertly use
violence and intimidation to infiltrate the institutions of formal political power and use these institutions
to meet its extremist agenda. “Critical here is the appearance of legitimacy, the violence and intimidation
will continue, but they are made to look random and unconnected to the group. This produces a very
low signature approach that minimizes international censure and removes entry points for military
response by the state”, explained the Speaker sharing his research of Bolivia and Nepal.
“In Bolivia, the Cocalero organization, is effectively a cocaine cartel that purposefully exploited
an indigenous protest movement to place a party owned by the cocaine cartel in political power.
The strategies main components used were mass protests and information operations. Yet violence
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continued to be used to intimidate, to bully, to create incidents during protests, and just sabotage
counter - narcotics operations. Key throughout was that neither the course nor the method of a group
was allowed to raise alarm among state, particularly in the United States as it was thought, it would lead
to very strong response, nor it worked”, he stated.
Dr. Ucko went on to say, “Not only were there no military targets to strike, but also because the
Cocalero is seen as the legitimate social force, no one even recognized the election of the leader as a
successful case of a modern neo - Leninist insurgency. This it was and notably, Morales has used the
very same methods, including covered violence against his rivals, once he gained power”.
He said that the next case to look at was Nepal, where the Maoists in 2005 gave up on the
military struggle and instead pursued peace. So they developed a new strategy in lieu to attempt a
military overthrow of the regime. They realized that they would simply conquer it politically rather than
through the use of violence, therefore ended up instead, as a group, using social alliances in the country
which is the international preference for peace, again, for political standing.
This was a case of successful re - integration, which was largely welcomed as such by the
international community, yet with a closer look revealed the continued use of violence to eliminate the
critics and the obstacles to put to power. Importantly, the violence that the Maoist used in this era of
peace was made less lethal and was never claimed by the group. As such the image of a partner for
peace went unsullied. As a result, the Maoist were able to win elections and gain power without ever
really abandoning the violent methods nor the communists’ desires destroyed the state as it is. Tom
Marx describes what the Mao attempted, as being recognized as the second coming of the people’s war,
elucidated Dr. Ucko.
As per the speaker, these were the groups that, through the use of a little filtration, and
the appearance of innocence alongside, covered violence to infiltrate parliament of the state. This
approach explained entirely some of the hesitation that surrounded the first deal with bond that we
saw in Colombia. It may be recalled that the first deal looked likely to give the group exactly what then
they had failed to achieve militarily i.e. the control of the areas, amnesty, ability to retain their weaponry,
political power, legitimacy, and so on. Now the deal was rejected. Popular vote was then modified and
passed by the Congress. As such, we’ll see what peace really meant in this context.
Dr. Ucko said, “The third part that I want to talk about is the ideation. You must have noticed
that narratives play a large role in the two approaches detailed so far”. Dr. Ucko pulled the quotation
by Joseph Nile that was shared the previous day, which was, that being the best story was what wins
were extremely relevant for this era. In fact, narratives were so important that we must concentrate on
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these as approaches in and of themselves. This is particularly so, given the advances in information
technology. Perhaps the best case to illustrate this approach was dash, or the Islamic State. “We’ve
heard a lot about that through professionally produced videos and articles. But I think perhaps an
under-studied element here is the dissemination strategy that this underpins the approach they started,
of course, with their own act, which I’m sure many of you will have heard as the ‘dawn black tidings’
which helps bring then an extended network. It also used its own social media handles to institute
messages or tweets. In 2014, a particular approach was generating around 40,000 tweets per day. It
was credited with intimidating ordinary Iraqis, and also at hijacking the slogans in the course of a rival
Sunni group in Mosul and allowing Islamic state to gain the upper hand. Once Google and other private
companies banned for once the app, the group moved to Bots and was able to disseminate messages
at a similar scale and in ways that bypassed spam filters and hijacked trending hash tags relating to
unconnected conversation topics to divert popular topics on to themselves. They also engaged in
what some commentators called political and cultural jamming. That is to say, using the rhetoric and
imagery linked to memes and western popular culture to create a ‘cool’ look and feel for your hardest
propaganda. These messages may not be for themselves or to create new recruits. Yet when they’re
tweeted and disseminated again and again, they blur the lines between authorship, readerships and
create an in-group identity. Repetition may build receptivity to the ideology what you create then,
epistemic bound networks of believers with radicalized and radicalizing and with violence both a trigger
and result the mutual mobilization. This is going to become more and more common as other groups
become technologically savvy as for Dash”, he stated.
“Already in the United States, we can see the All White - this conglomeration of white
supremacist groups using a comparable strategy to mobilize, to organize and even to inspire violence.
They have public websites to draw in potential followers through bias confirmation, push them along
the spectrum of extremism, so as to complete the process of radicalization. Anonymous chat rooms
where individuals can add grievances and receive easy answers to their own concerns. As with Dash,
the receptiveness to the message is facilitated by speaking the same language, using the same means
as with drugs consumers. This is a way of reaching the youth convention as largely lost. Violence so far
has been common in the United States, but it has also been largely passive, using the form of lead less
resistance, it becomes very difficult to counter as a result. It’s my contention that future groups will
fine-tune this approach. They will create new realities online, produce outrage, and mobilize and then
direct violence to pour oil on the fire and add pressure on the governments for concessions based on
apparently unassailable social forces. Now, given the heavy emphasis of narrative, the said challenge lies
in establishing a ground crew, a common ground that can discredit the movement and draw supporters
away. This becomes very difficult because within the sealed epistemic context of the group, all of
voices, by definition, and us lack credibility instead. The vortex of means and conspiracy adherence
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come to feel personally responsible to act against the tyrannical threat to the others and are simply too
blind to see. This epistemological crisis, it may term in that will, I think would become compounded, as
technology develops further”, extensively elaborated the speaker.
Lastly, Dr. Ucko stated, “The state response to these particular approaches, with a threat of
insurgency, international community of states income, great track records. But today, at least we have
the trump card of superior military capability. The strategies discussed here purposely circumvent this
advantage. The result is that even without a cataclysmic strike against the state, its strength is gradually
slacked without having shown much awareness or an ability to respond”.
What the implications were of the three different approaches that he had spoken for the day
questioned Dr. Ucko.
He explained, “Localized insurgencies have to be recognized as a potentially existential threat
to the notion of a state. Today, it is far easier to think of those abandoned by the state as having
irrelevance to the urban elite, its own network, to patronage and protection. The notion of winning
back this population and the territory, that habit of connecting them positively to the government by
far exceeds the ambition capacity of most states. Instead, what we tend to see both in rural and in
urban settings are occasional rates with little or no follow - up, which usually just worsens the problem
over time. This type of apathy is, I think, not an option, lest we lose the state structure in all but name.
For infiltrative insurgency we tend to see insurgency as a military problem, and where it is weak in
dealing with its political and social independence. This is exactly the domain were infiltrative insurgency
operates. What is needed is a far greater analytical readiness to identify these actors, what they are,
their attempt to use for the rhetoric of peace and democracy, to tear the guts out of both who have to
be very careful, much as insurgents have historically hidden among the population. These groups are
hiding behind legitimate labels and social movements. The state response needs to be very carefully
tailored to separate the two. If we act counter - productively we will only legitimize the recourse to
violence. For the ideational insurgency we’ve seen, of course, our Facebook and Twitter and other
private companies have sought new ways of countering this threat, particularly following the hack of the
2016 election, and the effectiveness of these measures can be contended. Ultimately, we are in a sense,
relying on citizens to be wary, to resist simplistic narratives and to look out for one another to detect
incipient signs of radicalization that may not be realistic”.
In conclusion, the speaker suggested that perhaps governments could play a far greater role
and could work a lot more proactively to combat fake news, to boost their own information operations,
to empower citizens and civil society to play their part, and also to enact legislation, along with the
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private sector behind all of these different responses, the states must also work to bolster the own
legitimacy. It is perhaps facile to say so, it’s easy to forget. Legitimacy remains the center of gravity above
insurgency and counter - insurgency, the strategies of suppression, censure, and even engagement
will fail unless the state has incredible and unifying vision. This is a weakness in a current counter insurgency campaign.
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Ideological Polarization
By Lieutenant General (Ret.) Orit Adato - Former Commissioner of Israel Prison Service (IPS),
Research Fellow and Lecturer in International Counter Terror (ICT) Research Institute Interdisciplinary Center (IDC) Herzliya, Chair of the Gesher Leadership Institute, Founder and
Managing Director of Adato Consulting Ltd) ISRAEL
“Talking about diverse motivation of polarization, quite well-known are the religious ones
and we are dealing usually with radical Islamism in general, including, the Boko Haram in Nigeria and
many other such organizations. But there is also an internal radicalization and extremism based on
polarization between two different sects, like the Shia and the Sunni, and there is no need to give you
examples, you can see there is a lot of them”, began Lieutenant General Adato.
She said that the second basis for polarization was the national or territorial base or motivation.
This had been witnessed in the European countries during the past years of the last century. It was
witnessed in the recent days as well, for instance in Spain, with what happened in Catalonia, and
personally was faced in the regions of dispute between Israel and the Palestinians on lines of nationality,
or the territorial disputes between Jordan and the Mediterranean Sea. These were the two familiar ones,
but there are two others as well, based on social - economic issues.
Elaborating further, Lieutenant General Adato stated that there were big gaps among societies
in the same country, when people got frustrated from their low social - economic levels, and that has
been observed around the Middle - East during the last few years, in what was called the Arab Spring,
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that had begun in Tunisia and then Libya, in Egypt and even at the beginning of what had happened in
Syria.
“Next is extreme ideology. We can see that in the form of racism and Nazism and Fascism and
all these kinds of extreme ideologies and even when you are looking now at the western countries, you
can see it in Germany lately, and neo - Nazis are rising again, in other countries, the extreme right wing
is rising again. These are, I would say, motivations for polarization that might turn into violence and
terrorism. In general, it is, however, not that straight”, highlighted the speaker.
Explaining the four steps, according Lieutenant General Adato:
1.

The first step is pragmatism.

“There are disputes, there are discussions i.e. two parties are having discussions among
themselves. They have declaration for each other, but it is contained. It is quiet. Things are being built
in a quiet way”, she said.
2.

The second phase is dogmatism.

“It turns to something of the form of a confrontation, and based on that disagreements and
further leads to, more and more high levels of reciprocal declarations of the parties against each other,
in this manner and is contained in a way sometimes by third party mediators. But things are still being
contained in a quiet account”, she clarified.
3.

Next, we get to extremism.

The speaker explained, “It’s really a high level of disagreement. It’s what we call the blamegame between parties. There could be a few occasions or, even some fights between parties. But it is still
on the edge. It hasn’t fallen yet into real terrorism. Sometimes there is a third party trying to maintain
discussions, which however may not always work”.
4.

The last part, of course, is terrorism.

She explained, “It is really direct, intentional, violence trying to achieve goals by using force,
unethically”.
She went on to speak regarding ‘Diverse Motivations’. She said, “As mentioned, this falls into
four categories, viz. religious and national territorial, social, economical, and extreme ideology. There
are also four kinds of stages in the escalation process”.
Further, Lieutenant General Adato said she would argue that the critical turning point was
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between stage three and stage four. Because what was seen till now, there was as an escalation process
to it. But the slippery slope came at the point when there was a kind of a trigger point that changed the
situation. The trigger point could be internal or external. That did not have anything to do with the basis
of that dispute, but that was how it turned into terror.
She said that it was important to find out what the potential trigger points were, capable of
lighting the fire.
“First of all, would be the high level of violent criminal acts by immigrants in the community.
That’s what is happening from time - to - time in Europe. We have seen in Paris, we have seen it
just a week ago or two weeks ago in Germany. Frustrations that derive from personal or professional
circumstances. It doesn’t have to do anything with reality. But when someone is frustrated because he
doesn’t have any option, his opinion for higher education or he had higher education and he doesn’t
find a place to work that suits his education or sometimes someone got up in the morning and they had
a quarrel with his parents and he comes out and he’s now likely to do something to as a terror activity.
There is a direct and an indirect incitement that utilizes the venerable population. I’ll elaborate a little
later on the ones inside prisons, but also for the ones outside. So, how do we cope with that?” she
questioned.
To further elaborate she said that there was a need, of course, to manage it, to cope with it;
the main idea was that things had to be done together. All of us, all of it was for the government or for
security, the community, the municipal, whoever was in this place.
She questioned once again, “So what are the possible actions of coping?”. She went on to say,
“First of all, it’s a kind of a risk assessment. We have to identify the changes or the different environments
among the focus population. The critical point is the need to identify. After we identify there is a need
to do things explained”.
Lieutenant General Adato said, “First, we’ll be trying to calm down the environment and contain
the deal with frustration. There is a need for professional hands on intelligence and cooperation. If the
law enforcement agency does not know what is going around and they don’t say it, and they don’t update
the other law enforcement or security organization, sometimes it’s in vain, to not have intelligent hands
co - operating. One of the most important models is the multi-dimension model. It helps in dealing with
their religion, culture, security and education at all levels. It always begins among the community, then
it goes to the national level, the regional level, and their global level or the international level”.
In her experience of holding about three - and - a - half to four thousand terrorists in her
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presence, she stated that she had learnt what she called ‘first hand’. The phenomenon of lone wolves,
those that did not belong to a specific terror organization and they acted by their own. She questioned,
“What are the sporting pools for them?”. She said that the first was that of criminal. Europe had over
65% of the jihadist from a criminal background. Many of them had even spent some time in prisons. So,
they were just changing in the nature of what they were doing.
According to the Speaker, the second category was the frustrated ones. The thought of, ‘until
now, nobody realized who I am, now I’m going to show you I am someone, when I’m doing such a kind
of an operation or a terror act and you will know who I am or who I was’ could lead to be frustrated.
Though the results could differ.
Lieutenant General Adato said that the third sporting pool would be the recruits, their
recruitments, and the outside community. It was usually on ideological or theological basis by internet,
by dark net, by incitement or whatever and in the prison. It were the vulnerable inmates, who thought,
‘I want to share with you some information’. There was a weak population, people in prison were weak
people. She said “Of course, I’m not talking about the organized crime gang leaders. I’m talking about
the population in prison there are vulnerable and they just need something to pull on them. It could
be financial, it could be religious, it could be whatever and then it might grow into potential terrorists.
I’ll share with you the recording process in prison, but I want to say few words before that, practicing a
religion does not mean being a terrorist. Practicing a religion in prison does not mean being a terrorist.
On the contrary, sometimes it is something to desire for and something to hope for. Some of the
rehabilitation process contain among them those who are practicing religions. There is a need to draw
a line between practicing religion and extremism. It begins with a penal inmate that comes to prison.
Maybe the prisoner doesn’t have anything behind him, maybe he does not belong to any organized
crime gang and maybe he is looking for backing or for belonging with someone. In the prison there are
people who have deliberately committed petty crimes to get there because they have a role or need
to recruit others. Nobody knows that they have that mission to do. Religion might be giving him/her
backing for grouping and assurance. Then comes the next phase; ‘come with us’. It might be for prayer;
it might be for other activities but belong to us. Come near to us. Come with the situation that, you
know, you don’t have money in your container to count to assist you or your family outside needs some
assistance. You are here. They don’t have anything. We’ll take care of them by other people outside. If
that doesn’t work, comes the other side. Your daughter is twelve years old, and she studying that specific
school, isn’t she? Believe me, this is enough. He will do whatever he will be asked to. Then comes again
the consultation indoctrination. After that comes the test mission. The test mission doesn’t have to
be straight. The inmate just needs to show them that he is committed by doing something in prison,
maybe having a quarrel with another inmate, assaulting someone, or sending his son or brother outside
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to take a paper from point A to point B just to show that he is committed. Then comes reward, and then
comes the indoctrination. Once released from the prison we have a potential terrorist. When he will be
released from prison, he would be a kind of a lone - wolf or what we call the ‘Sleeping Cells’.
“How would we minimize this risk in prison?”, she questioned. She said that it could be by
increasing awareness among staff through correctional intelligence system. It was a management tool
and a crucial one.
“The third is co - operation between law enforcement agencies. It’s to do with how you deal
with terrorists in prison. First, personal classification of each terror-inmate, then placing him in the
specific place that I can control through specific relevant process. It should be attempted to deracialize,
but it is much efficient to prevent radicalization and then afterwards to take care of their radicalization.
Monitoring of each inmate or prisoner behavior, tight monitoring, identifying the vulnerability that I’ve
been talking about regarding the inmates and those that give occupation to recruits and taking them
as a side or trying to give them alternatives for that and preventing radicalization among the penal
inmates by doing all what I’ve said until now i.e. the possible rehabilitation process. People say there is
a possibility to rehabilitate terror inmates. I would say maybe. First, we need to know that an inmate’s
will is essential to get the person rehabilitated. If he doesn’t believe that he is an offender, or he’s done
wrong things, he will not be rehabilitated. The second is that no - matter what we do and when in prison,
if there is nothing left there for him in the community, he will get straight back to becoming either a
terrorist or a criminal or whatever”, stated Lieutenant General Adato.
She went on to say that it had to be a continuing process of rehabilitation in the community.
But it is more important to get to know that the community should be acknowledged and believe that
what he did doing was wrong. Because if he were to be considered a hero, nothing would work out when
he came out of prison. So, engaging the local community is necessary in leadership, in policy planning,
and in development, because we need to increase the trust between security organizations, between
law enforcement organizations, and between governance in the community. She said that she was
speaking about the communities that came to Germany and to the other countries. The speaker said,
“You need to be there and to build trust so that they will be able to assist you to professionalize on
the ground, of course, as I said, through interactive relations between the law enforcement agency and
the local community. So, they will be able to work together. The last thing is supporting the moderate
religious leaders. You know, a vast majority of the population and the religious leaders are moderate.
We don’t hear them. We hear only the extremists because the extremists are loud. Those moderate
people are quiet, they’re not stepping forward and saying what they have to say because they are being
threatened. As a community, at national a level, they have to be supported, have to be given security,
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to let them have the option of coming forward and say what they need to. They would want to say,
because that will influence the society. So, at the end, I want to say they’re the most, of a vast majority,
moderated, but there are some radicals that are trying to explode bomb from their shoulders”.
In conclusion, she stated there were two options: one was to ignore, to say nothing had
happened till now, and that option, the speaker suggested, could be left there itself. The second option
was to enlighten the issue and say that the moderate should be encouraged. The radical should be
taken into either treatment or custody or whatever was needed to be done appropriately.
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Role of the Military in Response to Violent Non - State Actors in a
Destabilized International System
By Major General Roger J. Noble (Deputy Commanding General - North, United States Army
Pacific) AUSTRALIA
Speaking on peace in a destabilized system, Major General Noble stated that it was not a term
and said that he would personally use the term ‘International System’. Moreover, stability could be
argued in many ways, he stated.
Making some observations on the international system he stated that there were actors that
challenged the system and directly attacked it with the aim of the destabilizing it. Yet, he claimed that
we knew that around the globe there were ungoverned spaces, and that the contestant’s places and the
violent extremists do particularly well and operate better in those spaces.
“To lift a line from the National Security Strategy of the United States - terrorists and criminals
thrive where governments are weak, corruption is rampant, and faith in government institutions is low.
I just make a point, if you haven’t read the National Security Strategy of the United States, it is on the
White House website. It is unclassified. And you can read it for yourself”, said Major General Noble.
He said, “We need to think about the adversary, in terms of the future also, picking up on
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another thing that’s developed, and what about confronting this adversary in the information age?”.
“There are competitors and there are threats and there are real time adversaries and violent
extremists, real time adversaries that we confront today. One of the key deductions in the US strategy
is in that the 21st century allies, partners, and friends are fundamentally important to the success of the
United States and for all of us to realize shared objectives, it is a basic underlying tenet in this strategy”,
stated Major General Noble.
Further, he said, “I use the term violent extremists, not political extremists. That’s the US term.
It emphasizes the violence component rather than the motivation component. So that’s the term you
hear in the US being used. These are some examples, but there are examples across the region too.
There are examples from Australia, United States, Canada, Sri Lanka and have their own deep experience
with comparing violent extremism, and is not just the province of a particular country or a particular
religion or a particular politics. Also, key in the 21st century is that it is often transnational. It can be
a mix of motivations, transnational, lone wolf, domestic different in every iteration, but often linked
transnational. In the 21st century, the ubiquitous existence of information technology links them all. The
US’ approach is to really build a coalition and a holistic response to that threat”.
Speaking on features, he elaborated, “If it’s a complex world that’s dynamic, then with a lot of
actors thinking about the future is critical, because what worked yesterday, in that circumstance may not
work tomorrow, in a different circumstance”.
“These quotes, that make the point that be careful what you predict. ‘The future is inherently
unpredictable’. So, that scientist was clearly wrong about computer technology”, he said.
To add to it, Major General Noble said, “However, that does not mean you do not think about
the future and the possible multiple futures that there might be. You would recall that one of the
speakers yesterday mentioned Frank Hoffman, a Hybrid Warfare specialist. That’s how he characterizes
the revolution in the military affairs. There are many ways of doing it and many iterations, but the last
two other ones that we saw yesterday and many speakers too have discussed, are impacting, right now
significantly, information revolution in the autonomous revolution”.
It was said that military needed to think hard about how to deal with where this might be headed.
Now, adversaries operated and had the same problem and exploited the changes as much as we would.
“Deep diving briefly on this issue of the information age and how violent extremists use it and
what it does to the contest, there’s an exponential growth and spread of information technology and
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systems. The extremists operate inside that system, so they use it to communicate through multiple
means that you can do. I think more importantly, there is now a maneuver fight in this space about
legitimacy and credibility and influence. That is an age old competition, but is now enabled globally
through technology. So, I want to give you a practical example from my own personal experience from
Iraq in 2016. How does this come together in the real world? Well, I saw myself, the narrative contest
played out globally, regionally, nationally, and locally between ISIS, and the Iraqis, and the international
coalition”, said Major General Noble.
The speaker emphasized that there had been a lot of discussion on cyber. Cyber was one way
that humans interacted. It was massively expanded and important media that humans still talked to
each other through. They used all available means to can test the narrative, reach all the audiences and
communicate.
Drawing reference to an image, he went on to state that through the use of an antenna an Iraqi
special forces operator trained by the coalition, enabled as a combat cameraman, to record images in
the story of the combat troops. The begun satellite terminal up lighting images directed to the Ministry
of Defense for immediate distribution to be as fast and as effective as ISIS had been.
“The last point about the information age is that the reality still matters. What the Iraqis taught
us, you let leverage the reality. So, the combat success of the Iraqi security forces of the underlying
message is that it could be spread. One could try to do it without an actual combat success. The
credibility of combining action messaging, and a coherent narrative was really compelling. Iraqis taught
me personally a lot, and I think they taught us all. This is what you have to do when you’re confronting,
what for them was, an existential threat. It just makes the point. It’s one metric. It doesn’t mean victory.
It’s just how west tracks point at the counter terrorism center ISIS messaging. So, in a long - term global
sense, you can see the trend line on their messaging over time. Does that mean they’re beaten? Does
that mean they’re not being successful? No, it’s only one matrix, what it means is that they can be
contested and defeated, and I must be contested and defeated in the narrative and information”, said
Major General Noble.
“So, getting to the US and it comes from that world view”, stated Major General Noble;
“You need to understand the threat in the environment and put a lot of effort into listening,
watching, learning, adapting, and co - operating. The operating environment everywhere is different. Sri
Lanka’s not the same as Bangladesh and is not the same as San Diego and is not the same as Japan”,
the speaker clarified.
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Explaining further, he said that the second point was very important for the use of force. So,
respective sovereignty and the rule of law, use of force was not unconstrained in the US system but
was highly constrained, and was cannibal. The information age amplified the importance of that. You
could not do what you wanted to. It was highly constrained by a combination of international law,
domestic law policy etc. That was a reality for the US military. It was a whole of government, whole of
nation approach. So, in the US system, it was an inter-agency problem, not a military problem to defeat
violent extremists. It took all elements of national power to do that. So, the US emphasized that we
had to talk just about homeland security. Bringing in an example he explained, it was a very close co operation between the permanent offence in the United States and homeland security, a daily constant
interaction on the other big change maybe in that it is a re-emphasis on the importance of multilateral
and multinational co - operation. That was a long-term US view. It was just being strengthened in the
latest analysis to the strategy. So, the message to other nations was that US was looking harder, where
cooperation could exist. “What objectives, what strength can we share? What can we leverage of you?
What can you leverage of the United States? Then we’ve got a contest, violent extremists at every level.
It’s not just a military engagement. It is all the domains constantly. The phrase that’s emerging is an
integrated fashion. So, we would argue, or the joint staff use the expression. We tend to do an episodic
synchronization. We co - operate when we need to. In places we need to move to a space where we are
always integrated before conflict, during conflict after conflict, Multinational inner- agency”, said Major
General Noble.
The last point according to the speaker was that the Army was the action arm, or one of the
action arms of strategy. So, this seminar contributed to US strategy objectives, because they were
having a dialogue about the strength in the world which did not contribute necessarily a lot to the
defeat of ISIS, but it was a part of many efforts to build that coalition effort against commentary through
exercises, multilateral forums, subject matter, expert exchange sharing concepts and data. “We have an
Asia Pacific counter ID center, for example, sharing around the region. How do you deal with ID plus
combined operations? Through focus on, sometimes, direct action, is removing safe havens, severing
support and strength to adversary. So, the Army is one part of that combined interagency approach”,
concluded Major General Noble.
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Valedictory Statement
By Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Prasad Kariyawasam
“I take up the flow at the end of the two days of very serious deliberations”, remarked
Mr. Kariyawasam, as he commenced the valedictory statement.
“Security in an Area of Global Disruptions is an interesting and an extremely relevant as well as
timely topic”, exclaimed Mr. Kariyawasam and thanked the Commander of the Army for inviting him to
speak at the valedictory session.
The speaker went on to say that security in fact, could be considered as freedom from fear and
as available prospects for a continuous and progressive well - being. To quote the speaker, “Security is
essential for each human being, a society, the nation states and our planet. Therefore, this initiative by
the Sri Lanka Army to address this topic at the Colombo Defence Seminar 2018 is timely, in this era of
unprecedented and multifaceted disruptions that confront life, which in its all form and manifestation
is interconnected and interdependent”.
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He highlighted that everyone had heard and had discussed almost every conceivable security
challenge and the implications, ranging from the urban security challenges to climate change, terrorism
and cyber-crime, migration and demographic shifts, artificial intelligence and autonomous weapons,
ideological polarization and extremism.
Moreover, in appreciation of the different speakers having spoken at the event, and summarizing
the discussion points, while adding some topics, he said, “Your deliberations have covered the role of
the military in response to disruptions and mitigating strategies available or evolving. You have discussed
as to how partners and parties, including the ever-growing diaspora communities, can assist in such
endeavours. All of you in this audience are experts of defence and security related fields and thus, for
me to capture all aspects of your ideas or to add value to two days of deliberations at the very end is
indeed a difficult task, and in fact, can be too repetitious as well. I hope you will therefore indulge me as
I share some thoughts on this important topic, giving it context, and perhaps yet another dimension, a
further reflection in this era of unprecedented global disruptions”.
“Ladies and gentlemen, as I kept thinking about the theme of the seminar, which is ‘Security in
an Era of Global Disruptions’, it became evident that it is a phenomenon that is not only very current
in its relevance, but extremely vast at its core, both in time and substance. It almost involves the very
genesis of evolution. This includes the whole history, as we know it, from what we call the origin of our
solar system and our planet, right across to the present day”, said the Speaker.
“Why should I say so?” inquired Mr. Kariyawasam. “The evolution of earth, then quite some time
afterwards, the evolution of life on earth, and then thereafter the evolution of what we call, the human
beings or homo sapiens, a few hundred thousand years ago, wasn’t all this in a sense disruptive i.e.
caused as a result of disruption. Homo sapiens, from being hunters, gatherers and then farmers have
since become the masters of devolution of knowledge, science, technology and all that we know and
take for granted, all through the disrupt evolution”, explained the speaker.
Explaining further, the Secretary - Ministry of Foreign Affairs stated “When thinking along these
lines, it becomes obvious that we need to understand disruption in its perspective. Seems it is a fact
that disruptions have given rise to everything which includes the very formation of our planet. If one
reflects carefully, one observes disruptions in nature and human societies throughout the history that
has led to where we are today. For example, human population growth led to farming and migrations,
the exploration of new land, expecting resources from the land, scientific inquiry into modern farming
techniques, medication, new discoveries to cure and treat diseases, the search for new markets for
trade, which continues even now, space and undersea exploration, the formation of systems of nation
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states, and demarcation of boundaries through war and peace, evolution of rules and regulations, the
multilateral rules based on international order, and the financial operatives system that we know today.
At every stage of this evolution, there were disruptions to the status quo”.
He said that disruptions, therefore, were nothing new or unique to the era we ourselves were in.
Disruptions in many and varied forms, be it in the realm of fundamental movements of the atoms and
the electrons responding to heat and cold, or human-driven change through reaction to our surrounding
environment, response to different man-made phenomena, decision - making about war and peace,
food and agriculture, development, energy creation, the movement of resources, gender roles, scientific
discoveries, and technological advancements. All these told us that disruption was a fact of life that ran
through and across time.
To explain further, Mr. Kariyawasam stated, “As some scholars say in the 20th century, humans
began to transform our surroundings, our societies, and even ourselves rapidly to such unimaginable
extents, which they perhaps had not even intended to do. As a result, our species has become
the equivalent of a new geological pause. Our planet has entered into a new geological age that is
called Anthropocene, the era of humans. This is the first time in the four - billion - year history of the
biosphere that a single biological species has become the dominant force with change and disruptions
reaching exponential proportions. This drama continues with many acts perhaps that are yet to follow.
Some incoming disruptions may even be difficult to predict, despite all our accumulated knowledge,
information, and technological and scientific tools available to us. Our end objective and challenge now
is to find ways to adapt and adopt in the midst of disruptions, whenever necessary, and confront to
sustain life on our planet in all forms while promoting and securing the well - being of humans. Security
being a prime focus of this seminar in all its manifestations, becomes a fundamental element in this
endeavor”.
The speaker highlighted that we all need to recognize that disruptions were a fact of life since
the beginning of time and putting them to rest, once and for all, was not possible. Disruptions were
continuous across time and were ever present. So much so that the appearance of stability could often
be transient and deceptive.
“These two days you have tried to identify some of the key disruptive elements, primarily
how such phenomena effect security and deliberate on mitigating strategies for a common good. Your
discussions would have engendered some brilliant ideas and possible interventions that can protect life
as well as ensure the safety and security of political, social, and economic operating systems that we
ourselves have created and developed, especially over the last 70 years or so”, stated Mr. Kariyawasam.
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Furthermore, Secretary - Ministry of Foreign Affairs said, “Ladies and gentlemen, I’m sure
you know very well the story of the Italian scientist and scholar, Galileo Galilei, whose pioneering
observations laid the foundation for modern Physics and Astronomy. When he built his telescope in
1604 and he began to openly support the Copernican theory, according to which the earth and planets
revolved around the sun. This was perceived as a challenge to the established order set by the Catholic
Church at that time, and he was convicted of heresy and confined to house arrest. It was only as
recently as in 1992, just 26 years ago, that the public expression of regret was voiced about how Galileo
was written off. Galileo’s contribution of our understanding of the universe was significant not only in
his discoveries, but also in the methods he developed and the use of mathematics to prove them. He is
today hailed as the father of modern science”.
He continued to say, “This shows, that what may be pursued by some human being as a
disruption in one era, or at a particular moment in time, may not necessarily prove to be so forever. It
can, in fact, lead to human progress for a greater good. On 29 August, just two days ago, the Supreme
Court of India, questioning the move by the state police of Maharashtra to arrest a certain activist,
declared and I quote; “Dissent is the safety valve of democracy, and if you don’t have these safety valves,
it will burst”. In this instance, disruption must consider a better option under migratory circumstances.
Almost two days ago, I saw an interesting remark by the German Foreign Minister who said that, and I
quote; “New alliances are needed to ensure that liberal values in global politics are not pushed aside by
populism”.
“The report spoke of the German Foreign Minister starting a new network to defend liberal values
such as co - operation, respect for international law, free trade that is under pressure worldwide. He was
quoted as having said, “The more that others focus on the law of the strong, the more energetically we
must counter them with the multilateral order”. The main aim of the network that the German Foreign
Minister wishes to start, from what I understand, will be support for existing institutions such as the
United Nations to flourish. One can identify this effort as a benevolent destructive initiative for a greater
good” said Mr. Kariyawasam.
“To me these stories and anecdotes signify capacity of the human being to critically analyze,
assess, and distinguish between the disruptions that are positive and disruptions that can impact
negatively and take preventive and precautionary steps, as well as steps to quickly react when faced
with situations that could escalate and spiral out of control. What is sometimes lacking, unfortunately,
is the collectivity, in a timely manner, in the interest of the common good. Given, that the disruptive
initiatives are on an exponential rise in this era, we all have social responsibility to assess, ascertain
and discern as to how to identify and how to permit the floor or even use beneficial disruption while
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combating adverse reception with vigor, and as objectively as possible. I think all of you did just that
during the last two days”, said the speaker.
Subsequently, he said, “Our actions, and our behavior, our attitudes, and our approaches to
issues have not advanced and matured in tandem with the fast moving and often disruptive yet positive
technological advancement and scientific discoveries that guarantee against major conflict or eliminate
nuclear weapons, and though we have succeeded in generating better lives for billions of ordinary
human beings, often through disruptive scientific innovations in the process, we have generated huge
inequalities. People still live as slaves, succumb to trafficking and modern day slavery. Moreover, we
have created the rest of them to buy a threat to biodiversity through both intended and unintended
disruptions. And we have and continue to impoverish other species. We are, in fact, jeopardizing the
very ecological foundations on which our modern society has been built. We are also undermining
the climate system that has perhaps existed for about 10,000 years or so, despite scientific evidence
and adoption of global goals, such as, building development goals, sustainable development goals, we
humans don’t appear to have completely realized the fundamental reality of our common humanity and
our common home, the planet”.
“Humans are today managing an entire biosphere, often in a negatively disruptive manner.
The choice, ladies and gentlemen, is very much in our hands as to which way we want to steer this
planet. Our end objective should be the urgent rendition of our common humanity and the necessary
steps taken to ensure that the biosphere continues to thrive. On the philosophical as well as a factual
plane, since homo sapiens have become the dominant species, they have the responsibility now to
take steps to ensure security for all life, not just human, but all life in this area of unprecedented global
disruptions”, detailed Mr. Kariyawasam.
“Ladies and gentlemen, in September 2015, the United Nations marked 70 years of its
establishment and then the world leaders, not just those of the states, but leaders of business, civil
society, academics, artists, activists, and children from around the world got the UN in New York to
adopt a document called Transforming Our World, the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. It is a
document worth being taken seriously as it seeks to address issues arising out of global disruptions and
identifies that tasks can be taken at every level, including at the level of individual for common good”,
he said.
The speaker went on to read out the preamble of this document. He said, “This agenda is a plan
of action for people, planet and prosperity. It also seeks to stand on universal peace in larger freedom.
We recognize that eradicating poverty in all its forms and dimensions, including extreme poverty, is the
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greatest global challenge, and an indispensable requirement for sustainable development. All countries
and all stakeholders acting in collaborative partnership will implement this plan. We are resolved to free
the human race from tyranny of poverty and want to heal and secure our planet. We are determined to
take the bold and transformative steps, which are urgently needed to shift the world into a sustainable
and resilient path. As we embark on this collective journey, we pledge that no one will be left behind.
The 17 sustainable development goals and 169 targets, which we are announcing today, demonstrate
the scale and ambition of this new universal agenda. They seek to build on the Millennium Development
Goals and complete what these did not achieve. They seek to realize the human rights of all and to
achieve gender equality, empowerment of all women and girls. They are integrated and indivisible and
balance the three dimensions of sustainable development, economic and social environment”.
Highlighting the 17 goals he said that it was important to take them seriously and implement
them, so that these would help them chart their way through many of the disruptions. Further, he
said that a lot of answers for their issues that they discussed extensively during the seminar lay in this
document.
“We must have the spirit to bring societies together, bring equality, justice, rule of law, freedom,
democracy, built on equal rights, equal citizenship, respect and dignity for all. We must not fear to
persevere and strive for peace and co - operation, no matter how hard it gets, and realize that this is
for the common good fall. We must not lose our spirit to dream, to build, to learn and to innovate in
this process. We must take our responsibility of citizenship, not of our respective countries alone, but
citizenship our planet seriously”, he emphasized.
“Ladies and gentlemen, as you have identified during your deliberations, the key disruptions
affecting security that require the attention of individuals, governments, an international community in
the present era are multi - dimensional. Individual security and national security interest intersect in
a manner that require nation states to co - operate with each other rather than confront each other.
In such a scenario, strategic aspirations of nation states, in particular, major powers require to be
harmonized in a manner that disruptive domination is mitigated by promoting regional and global
strategic architectures that engender stability and security for all. In particular, for those vulnerable
groups and countries that are not covered by alliances disruptions in political military sense often face
a domino effect. Once the chips start falling, all things will end up as which cannot be predicted. This
can lead to disastrous consequences. In our history, disruptions in the form of major wars, such as the
two recent world wars have given us ample reason to strive towards achieving strategic harmony for the
common good of nations, human beings, and the planet as a whole”, said Secretary - Ministry of Foreign
Affairs.
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“Ladies and gentlemen, although humans are land animals, it is the oceans, which to a large
extent are now within the realm of human control, that will ultimately determine our security in this era.
In fact, nearly 90% of humans live in the coastal regions. Manifesting our connection with the world’s
oceans sustenance and our well - being, it is in essence the last frontier, because space, as we all know,
is presently beyond the capacity of humans to control. The oceans need our urgent attention, as an
island nation, Sri Lanka has fully recognized the value of the ocean, the blue economy, maritime security
for the well-being of our people, and those with whom we interact through ocean - based networks
and partnerships. The time has come for all of us to double down on our efforts to address disruptive
trends damages. It is important that all efforts in this connection are taken in a co - operative and
harmonious manner to mitigate and eliminate threats with a view to ensuring security apportioned in all
its manifestations”, he said.
The speaker said that the Westphalia nations system had thrived along with the network of
alliance and partnerships that dotted the world map, the role of non-state actors, the media, especially
social media, could give rise to negative receptions and disruptions that could impact the world at large
in a negative manner.
However, in addressing such phenomena, the speaker said that we must be careful, we must
ensure that whatever action taken did not curtail the innovative nature of such phenomena and the
positive impact they could have on society, contributed towards progress and benefit for human kind.
Instead, education, as a very nice step to raise the analytical ability and critical thinking capacity of
people, was an important area that must receive our attention so that people make fully informed
decisions and not influence by the possible effects of these phenomena, such as bots and others in the
social media.
Mr. Kariyawasam said, “The solution to what the today’s person perceives as problems and
disruptions does not lie in receding to an old order that existed in an old era, instead, we must honestly
introspect and acknowledge and identify the shortcomings and contradictions in the international order,
as well as at community and national level in our countries, and address them. Discrepancies in our
laws; ethnic, religious, racial and gender discrimination, structured and steeped in privilege and power,
injustice, exploitation and corruption, institutionalized operation and impunity, economic inequality
in security politics, resentment and protectionism - all these must be addressed with honesty and
sincerity, and we must keep moving forward with the hope and not be consumed by cynicism”.
“Ladies and gentlemen, I’m sure that the solutions that you have mapped out through your
deliberations have considered ways and means to combat negative disruptions and identify sound
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building blocks and tools for states and societies to strive towards with, in harmony, in understanding
and balance through co - operation and assistance. This will manifest the innate goodness of human
beings”, he said.
Concluding his valedictory statement, Mr. Kariyawasan drew attention to the keynote address
by the Prime Minister, and he quoted “For global security needs, through a global response, states need
to co - operate by sharing intelligence, training and knowledge wherever relevant. A good rapport and
a working relationship among security stakeholders, locally and internationally are keys to success in
meeting future security challenges that are disrupting. I am certain that together we will foster greater
co - operation and friendships, helping us to serve as one for a secure and peaceful future for all”.

131

SEMINAR AT A GLANCE

132

BILATERAL TALKS WITH THE COMMANDER
OF THE ARMY

Australia

Bangladesh

Canada

Germany

Ghana

India

133

Qatar

Russia

Rwanda

Senegal

South Sudan

Sudan

134

Thailand

United Kingdom

Ukraine

United States of America

Zambia

135

COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR 2018
CULTURAL EVENING

136

137

138

COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR 2018

PARTICIPATION OF INDIAN BASED
DEFENCE ATTACHÉS
139

PARTICIPATION OF INDIAN BASED
DEFENCE ATTACHÉS

Colonel Karimullah Karim
(Afghanistan)

Captain (Navy) Robson
Neves Fernandes (Brazil)

Colonel Keboyeone D. Tsie
(Botswana)

Captain Gaston Javier
Gonzalez Pinto (Chile)

Staff Colonel Ayman
F. Taha (Egypt)

Lieutenant Colonel Carsten
Hölscher (Germany)

Colonel Laszlo Pallos
(Hungary)

Colonel Efraim Defrin
(Israel)

Lieutenant Colonel Oren
Hazan (Israel)

Captain (Navy) Marco
Terrinioni (Italy)

Colonel In Lee (Korea)

Brigadier General Anibal
Manuel Fernando
(Mozambique)

140

Lieutenant Colonel Ahmed
Thohir (Maldives)

Captain (Navy) Peer Tas
(Netherland)

Brigadier Abdelrahman Ali
Saadeldin (Sudan)

Brigadier Osman Ismail Sirag
(Sudan)

Captain (Navy) Karl
Henriksson (Sweden)

Lieutenant Colonel AS Fidelis
(Nigeria)

Colonel Hagnes Geir
(Norway)

Colonel Malick Thiaw
(Senegal)

Staff Brigadier General Khalid
Abdulaziz M Al Nmer
(Saudi Arabia)

Colonel Raymundo Acorda
(Philippines)

Lieutenant Colonel Fernando
LECEA YANGUAS (Spain)

Colonel Amri Salim Mwami
(Tanzania)

Colonel Kemal KAHRAMAN
(Turkey)

Group Captain Frazer
Nicholson (United Kingdom)

Colonel Oleh Hulak
(Ukraine)

Brigadier General Stephen
Simusandu (Zambia)

141

142

COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR 2018

ORGANIZING COMMITTEE
143

ORGANIZING COMMITTEE

Maj Gen W B D P Fernando
RWP RSP VSV USP psc

Maj Gen A Kariyakarawana
VSV USP ndc

Maj Gen G R H Dias VSV
USP ndc psc IG

Maj Gen S D T Liyanage WWV
RWP ndc psc

Maj Gen J R Kulatunga RSP
ndc psc

Maj Gen L H S C Silva WWV
RWP RSP VSV USP ndc psc

Maj Gen W R Palihakkara USP

Maj Gen G D I Karunarathne
RSP psc

Maj Gen K P Sumanapala

144

Maj Gen K A P J Ratnayake Lsc

Maj Gen H J S Gunawardena
RSP USP ndc psc

Maj Gen B H M A Wijesinghe
USP ndu psc

Maj Gen R A Nugera WWV
RWP RSP USP ndu

Maj Gen W A Wanniarachchi
WWV RWP RSP USP ndc psc

Maj Gen P R Wanigasooriya
USP ndu USACGSC

Maj Gen K G D Perera RWP
RSP USP IG

145

COLOMBO DEFENCE SEMINAR 2018
Security in an Era of Global Disruptions

ON 30 & 31 AUGUST 2018 AT BMICH, COLOMBO, SRI LANKA

