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Rear Admiral McAneny began his naval career at the University of Nebraska at Lincoln Naval Reserve Officers Training Unit, graduating in 1978 with a Bachelor of Science degree, majoring in civil engineering. Early tours included assignments as Division Officer, USS Trepang (SSN-674) from December 1979 to October 1983; Flag Lieutenant, Commander Submarine Group Two from October 1983 to October 1985; Engineer, USS Tunny (SSN-682) from April 1986 to July 1989; Executive Officer, USS Drum (SSN-677) from August 1989 to August 1991; and Officer in Charge of the Moored Training Ship (MTS-635) from February 1992 to November 1994. 

Rear Adm. McAneny’s first command assignment was as Commanding Officer of USS Philadelphia (SSN-690) from June 1995 to March 1998. During his command, the ship was awarded three consecutive Battle "E" Awards.

Following this tour, Rear Adm. McAneny completed a Joint tour at the U. S. Strategic Command from March 1998 to January 2000 where he served in the Plans and Policy Directorate (J5). Following this tour, he was assigned to work for the Director Naval Nuclear Propulsion Program (NAVSEA 08) where he served as the principal assistant to the Director for Training, Personnel, and Policy matters. 

Rear Adm. McAneny was then assigned to Major Command as Commander, Submarine Squadron Eleven with additional duties as Commander Submarine Force U. S. Pacific Fleet Representative West Coast from June 2002 to April 2004 and was responsible for the operations, maintenance and training of six nuclear submarines, a floating drydock, and three torpedo retrievers. In May of 2004, he was selected as the executive assistant to the Commander, U. S. Pacific Fleet headquartered in Pearl Harbor Hawaii. In September of 2005, he began his present assignment on the Joint Staff in Washington D.C. as the J-5/Deputy Director for Politico-Military Affairs (Europe/NATO/Russia/Africa).

Rear Adm. McAneny received a Masters of Arts degree in Economics from the University of Oklahoma in July of 1999. His personal decorations include the Defense Superior Service Medal, Legion of Merit (Four Awards), Meritorious Service Medal (Three Awards), Navy Commendation Medal, and the Navy Achievement Medal (Two Awards). 

The U.S. Military Strategy in the War on Terror

1. What the war on terror is?

2. Perspectives on conflicts the U.S. military recently faced.

3. The U.S. strategy for building capacity in the Black Sea region. Examples of the work done by EUCOM in moving forward with the strategy for the war on terror.

4. NATO’s unprecedented role in Afghanistan and Iraq. 
I have just returned from Afghanistan and Iraq having spent about two weeks in theater. As a result, I have a fresh perspective on what we call the front line of the war on terror. 

The war on terror is much different than anything we have ever faced before. It fuels the transformation of not only the U.S. military but also military alliances around the world.    

The war on terror is not popular with the U.S. public today. As a result, there are critics who are questioning our approach. I think those are legitimate questions. As the U.S. military we need to stand up and explain ourselves. If in fact there are parts of our strategy, they should be understood.  

Who are the enemies in the war on terror, according to the U.S. military strategy? The enemy is the transnational movement of extremist organizations, networks and individuals. It is not simply Al Qaida, it is not simply the Taliban. It is a group of connected fundamentalist extremists who have hijacked the religion to impose their will ultimately on the entire world. The primary enemy though is Al Qaida as they are on the frontline of the war on terror. They exploit Islam, and they use terrorism to include assassinations and murders as the means to accomplish ideological ends. They are supported by state and non-state actors, and by the opportunistic alliances of convenience.

Let me give you an example what I mean by that. There is an old saying that “the enemy of my enemy is my friend”. And if you take Afghanistan as an example, what you see is a nexus drug traffickers and the Taliban. Both entities are targeted by a stable, secure environment. And so they must cooperate with one another not because they necessarily agree in principle with what the other are doing, but because they are the target of a stable and secure environment. 

The Global war on terror is a long war. Why is it a long war? It is a long war because we are fighting against a committed enemy. Most people in the U.S. believe that the war on terror began on 11 September 2001. In fact, the students on war on terror would tell you it has been with us for hundreds of years. And it will likely be with us hundreds more years. The enemy is committed; he is prepared to fight to the death for what he believes is a defense of his religion. He has a local, regional and global aspiration. I guess, the most recent example of his local aspiration, sort of an insidious problem that we face with the war on terror would be the London train bombings. Violent extremists with a few hundred dollars are able to target innocent civilians and cause massive disruption, and impose a huge economic impact at the local level. These were extremists, militant Islamic radicals, who felt disaffected in what is a stable, democratic country. Terrorists like these, are enabled by a modern mass communication system that allows people around the world to talk to one another, and to share information. Winning will require moderate Islamic people who overcome extremism within the Islamic world, and any of the students of extremists today would tell you that it will take centuries to overcome this problem.

In particular, it can be proven by the fact that one of the biggest problems of today’s Afghanistan is a terrible illiteracy, including within the government. We see that removing this barrier takes decades. Quite recently we had examples when Taliban had burned schools in Southern Afghanistan and cut off the heads of teachers. NATO and the U.S. as an important member of this Alliance will be committed to Afghanistan for at least a generation.  Minister Wordock’s concern, as he builds up the military jointly with The Ministry of Interior’s effort to build the police in Afghanistan, is that it will take a minimum generation [25-30 years] to establish a framework that will support the civil society.        

From the U.S. perspective, this war cannot be won by the U.S. alone. It requires increased partnership capacity as well as cooperation between militaries, and police. It would require economic development, good governance, and the development of civil society. 

It is a paradigm shift in the security environment. If you look at our old military structure, we were positioned, as the military, against an easy-to-find but hard-to-kill adversary – the former Soviet Union. Today we face a hard-to-find but easy-to-kill adversary. We have the military structure that must be transformed to face today’s threat. And we are moving forward in an effort to do so.

It is not a religious or cultural clash. It is not a fight against Islam. It is about tolerance and moderation, and the preservation of ordinary people’s right to live as they choose. We are in this fight together, and we have to share the same ideology. I use Al Qaida’s ideology to make my point. If you look at the ideology, you will find that they claim that this is a clash of civilizations, and that the militant Jihad is a religious duty before God. Only two camps exist. There cannot be a middle ground. They call it the war between Islam and the forces of evil. The latter is not merely the West, but also Muslims that do not share Al Qaida’s vision of the true Islam. Violence of Muslims in defense of Islam is the only solution. Peaceful existence with the West is a dangerous illusion.

U.S. power by extension of power of other economically developed nations is based on their economies. Therefore, large-scale, mass-casualty attacks focused on the U.S. and other democratic regimes, is their primary goal. Theological and legal restrictions on the use of violence by Muslims do not apply to this war. Compunctions against violence on the part of the infidel only assist the terrorists.

As a result, our strategy is to counter the lines behind this terrorist ideology, which targets the very people the terrorists most want to exploit: the faithful followers of Islam. 

Regional support for the war on terror represented by most of you in the room, is very strong. Today in Afghanistan and in Iraq the countries represented by the Black Sea Security Forum represent over 4,000 men and women in uniform both in Iraq and Afghanistan. This I think strengthens the resolve of the world that is united against this threat.

As we look at the state of the world today, and what the strategy encompasses, it is expanding the arch of stability. If you are not in the arch of stability, it does not suppose that you are stable. It is just the way representing the movement. It is not meant to be a literal translation of an expansion of security and stabilization to the rest of the world. 
Now, I would like to draw your attention to just a few very important current initiatives in the war on terror. Talking about the so-called “indicators of success” of the purely military approach in our war against global terror, I must admit that one thing that we have not done is develop a useful metric to convince ourselves and the American public, and the international community that we are winning. There is a debate in the Pentagon today concerning cooperating with other members of the international community to try to develop meaningful measures of our success. We are spending billions of dollars but in a tangible way you can point to a frequency and a magnitude of terrorist attacks that occur around the world.      

The Counter-Terrorist Initiative is a latest example of a global initiative that involves the Northern and Sahara portions of Africa. It can help to build a stable and secure environment that can make those regions of the world inhospitable for terrorist elements. 

Another significant measure is the acceptance of the U.S. public and the international community of a simple fact that terrorism threatens the lives of ordinary people.      

Operation Active Endeavor                             

This NATO operation is in progress today. It involves maritime nations of the NATO Alliance and over 10,000 individual ships operating in the Mediterranean. We know that the war on terror has no bounds. And in fact, much of the war on terror depends on the seas of a neighbor. And by the strong presence in the Mediterranean we are facing down one of the threats of the global war on terror: The use of the maritime domain to carry out their will.

The mechanism of state-partners is also in place. Recently, I traveled to Poland. Their state-partner is the Illinois Air and Army National Guards. This state partnership program, which came from the Pacific, is an important enabler in helping to develop the security for our allies all around Europe. I have talked to my partners in the Pacific to try to encourage them to follow the lead of the EUCOM in developing these partnership programs. They are important to us as we move forward on the war on terror. 

Stability and sustainable MONOPS is a very important program going on today in Ukraine. I will travel to Ukraine next month. Ukraine is considered a very important ally in the war on terror. We are working very hard with Ukraine to get them into MAP and ultimately into NATO. 

Having traveled to some degree with Ambassador Dan Freed, I will tell you that he considers the Black Sea region to be the frontier of freedom. To add to that, the Minister of Defense of Afghanistan Minister Wordock recently told me that the Commonwealth of Independent States is providing today in Afghanistan an example to the Afghan people, and is the most important ally in the war on terror in Afghanistan.

We have seen in the arch of stability an increasing support for the democratization represented by the color revolutions, both the Rose and the Orange in Ukraine. And we are expecting that Ukraine and Georgia will be giving MAP admission on the way to become full members. 

Romania and Bulgaria in 2004 became members of NATO. Today they are conducting important work for the coalition in the war on terror.               

Regional challenges

Talking about recent challenges in the Black Sea region, it is worth to note that the Beslan school bombing led by Basaev in 2004 and the death of over 300 innocent people are probably the starkest example of the insidious threat we are facing. 
We are increasingly concerned about Iran. Ahmadinajad had publicly stated that he is interested in wiping Israel off the face of the map. And his pursuit to destruction caused significant concern for our nation, and for our military. 

No doubt, if weapons of mass destruction were made available to terrorist threats we face around the world, they would be used in advancing their corrupt ideology. We also face this notion “the enemy of my enemy is my friend”. We see the trafficking, the drug trade. Those are threats to stability that some non-state actors support in advancing this corrupt ideology that we face today with the war on terror. 

The most recent example of terrorism in the Black Sea region that occurred this winter was about energy supplies. Your pipelines are easy targets, and breed a type of civil unrest that the terrorists look for as they advance their ideology.

All this leaves us with the vital importance of the Black Sea region in combating the terrorist threat that we all face today. I look at the Black Sea region, and every country is either a member of NATO or the Partnership for Peace, which is an organization that allows us to build new capacities together: military capacity and stability in this vital region. 

We see our role as one in cooperation. I am aware that, as far as the Black Sea security, that the states surrounding the Black Sea, take charge in the security in the Black Sea. What you will hear from Mr. Feith later in the week is that we understand this concept, and we want to cooperate with that. We would also like to share some of our own understanding with the nations in the region. I would get back to NATO Сharter’s Article 5, which is a guarantee: attack against one is an attack against all. From a U.S. perspective, we would support and advocate for as many countries in the Black Sea region as it feels necessary to become a willing partner in the NATO Alliance. 

Russia enjoys a special relationship in the NATO-Russia Council. That promotes stability, security, and information sharing that allows us to move forward together.

The global war on terror is going to be with us, and will be long after we will all be gone. It is a threat we are going to face for centuries to come. Only through cooperation in vital economic regions of the world like the Black Sea, we will be able to make this unsafe world empowered to drive this threat away. The long-term goal is to eliminate the efficacy of unsavory characters that we find sponsoring the war on terror. It is not a fight against religion. It is a fight against ideas. Together we have to drive away this notion that ordinary peace-loving people can be targeted, and to establish a barrier that would restrict ordinary peoples’ right to freedom and religious choice.  

The war on terrorism knows no bounds. In order to promote stability and security that we need throughout the world today, NATO has to transform its notion of security into a type of partnership on the part of NATO. It will be one of the centerpieces for NATO’s Riga Summit-2006 that our President will attend. This notion of global partnership will have NATO reaching out to nations such as Japan, and Australia, as representative examples.

