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THE TRANSATLANTIC UNION
1991-2004

Transformation of the U.S.–European Partnership
in the Post-Bipolar World

By Mikhail Troitski

Summary

The book discusses the adaptation of the U.S.-European alliance to the
post-bipolar international realities.

Over the last fifteen years, the unity between the two sides of the Atlantic
has faced a triple challenge of the diminishing common threat, the emer-
gence of the European Union as a major international power center and the
growing inclination towards unilateralism on the part of U.S. administrations.

In the 1990s, the United States took the leading role in reshaping the part-
nership between Washington and its NATO allies in Europe. The Clinton
Administration responded with a “programming” policy towards the
European allies in 1994-1999. This policy was aimed at restricting the scope
of European autonomous foreign policy and defense activities which, with
time, could make the United States less able to harness European resources
in pursuit of U.S. foreign policy goals. “Programming leadership” implied pro-
moting U.S.-European joint projects that were meant to consolidate the
transatlantic unity and prevent American and European strategies from
diverging. These projects included NATO’s eastward enlargement, develop-
ment of the concept of “out-of-area” operations by the Alliance and NATO’s
involvement in humanitarian missions in Europe and beyond.

Cooperation between the United States and its European allies was boost-
ed by the rise of terrorist threat after 9/11. Yet the unwillingness of the Bush
Administration to prioritize transatlantic partnership over its immediate poli-
cy goals and the consequent rift over Iraq in 2002-2003 dealt a new blow to
the U.S.-European partnership. In the wake of the 2003 military campaign in
Iraq, the United States and Europe confront a common agenda of stabilizing
the Middle East and Central Asia while continuing to expand the Euro-
Atlantic community to the East and South-East of Europe.
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ë‚Â‰ÂÌËfl Ó· ‡‚ÚÓÂ

íÓËˆÍËÈ åËı‡ËÎ ÄÎÂÍÒÂÂ‚Ë˜ (1977 „..) – Í‡Ì‰Ë‰‡Ú ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍËı Ì‡-
ÛÍ [«ù‚ÓÎ˛ˆËfl Â‚Ó‡ÚÎ‡ÌÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÔÓÎËÚËÍË ëòÄ ÔÓÒÎÂ ‡ÒÔ‡‰‡ ·ËÔÓÎfl-
ÌÓÒÚË (1992-2002)», àÌÒÚËÚÛÚ ëòÄ Ë ä‡Ì‡‰˚ êÄç, 2003]. éÍÓÌ˜ËÎ Ù‡-
ÍÛÎ¸ÚÂÚ ÏÂÊ‰ÛÌ‡Ó‰Ì˚ı ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ ë‡ÌÍÚ-èÂÚÂ·Û„ÒÍÓ„Ó „ÓÒÛ‰‡ÒÚ‚ÂÌ-
ÌÓ„Ó ÛÌË‚ÂÒËÚÂÚ‡ ‚ 1999 „. Ë ‡ÒÔË‡ÌÚÛÛ àÌÒÚËÚÛÚ‡ ëòÄ Ë ä‡Ì‡‰˚ êÄç
‚ 2003 „Ó‰Û. ë 2003 „. – ÒÚ‡¯ËÈ ÔÂÔÓ‰‡‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ åÓÒÍÓ‚ÒÍÓ„Ó „ÓÒÛ‰‡ÒÚ-
‚ÂÌÌÓ„Ó ËÌÒÚËÚÛÚ‡ ÏÂÊ‰ÛÌ‡Ó‰Ì˚ı ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ (ìÌË‚ÂÒËÚÂÚ‡) åàÑ êÓÒ-
ÒËË. Ç 2001-2003 „„. ÔÂÔÓ‰‡‚‡Î ËÒÚÓË˛ ÏÂÊ‰ÛÌ‡Ó‰Ì˚ı ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ Ì‡
Ù‡ÍÛÎ¸ÚÂÚÂ ÏËÓ‚ÓÈ ÔÓÎËÚËÍË ÉÓÒÛ‰‡ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ„Ó ÛÌË‚ÂÒËÚÂÚ‡ „ÛÏ‡ÌË-
Ú‡Ì˚ı Ì‡ÛÍ (Ì‡ ·‡ÁÂ àÌÒÚËÚÛÚ‡ ëòÄ Ë ä‡Ì‡‰˚ êÄç). ë 2000 „. – ÏÎ‡‰¯ËÈ
Ì‡Û˜Ì˚È ÒÓÚÛ‰ÌËÍ àÌÒÚËÚÛÚ‡ ëòÄ Ë ä‡Ì‡‰˚ êÄç. ë 2000 „. – ÍÓÓ‰ËÌ‡-
ÚÓ, Á‡ÏÂÒÚËÚÂÎ¸ ‰ËÂÍÚÓ‡ ç‡Û˜ÌÓ-Ó·‡ÁÓ‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ„Ó ÙÓÛÏ‡ ÔÓ ÏÂÊ‰Û-
Ì‡Ó‰Ì˚Ï ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËflÏ. Ç 2000-2001 „„. – ‡Ì‡ÎËÚËÍ ÂÊÂÌÂ‰ÂÎ¸ÌÓÈ „‡ÁÂÚ˚
«ÇÂÍ». Ç ÙÂ‚‡ÎÂ-Ë˛ÌÂ 2001 „. ÒÚ‡ÊËÓ‚‡ÎÒfl ‚ ÜÂÌÂ‚ÒÍÓÏ ˆÂÌÚÂ ÔÓÎË-
ÚËÍË ·ÂÁÓÔ‡ÒÌÓÒÚË (ò‚ÂÈˆ‡Ëfl).
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