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6 March 2021


Arctic Senior Leader Summit 2021 Polls

The below are the details from the planned discussions, outcomes and associations for polling in support of Alaskan Command’s Arctic Senior Leader Summit 2021, scheduled for 10-11 March 2021 as a virtual summit on Arctic Security and Defense.

Polling is planned via Zoom Webinar’s integrated polling feature, planned for Day 1’s plenary session.

Panel #1 (the Arctic Interagency panel)

Desired panel discussion:  Arctic experts provide respective views of the developing geopolitical and physically changing aspects across the Arctic.  Panelists remark on about vulnerabilities to great power competition and a changing Arctic region as a result of increasing warming temperatures, that are creating a remarkable amount of physical change, which are exceeding predictive models and indicate greatly reduced Arctic Ocean pack ice summer ice extents, increased melting of the Greenland ice sheet and thawing Arctic region permafrost years ahead of prior estimates.

Desired panel outcomes: Compared and contrasted views of policy/policy priorities addressing the changing physical and human terrain of the Arctic region as relates to addressing and improving U.S. National and allied/partner safety and security interests in the Arctic.

[bookmark: _Hlk65928568]Associated Poll:  What facets of the presentation on challenges, needs, and opportunities do participants and observers see as most significant (i.e., what should be the top, or at least, among the top priorities of U.S. allied & partner efforts?

Poll options:
1. Characterizing the changing Arctic physical environment:  research, studies and analysis that advance understanding of marine, terrestrial and atmospheric environments, to include assessing the changing dynamics of the Arctic ice pack and Greenland ice sheet.
2. Responding to the changing dynamics of the developing Arctic geopolitical environment.  Is the growth of Arctic military power by the Russian Federation and Arctic economic investments by the People’s Republic of China having a significant (and negative) impact on U.S., Allied and partner interests across the region?
3. Advancing mechanisms that respond to the opening opportunities of a warming Arctic in terms of advancing U.S., Allied and partner interests.  Should U.S., Allies and partners seek to strengthen the elements of Arctic multilateralism such as the Arctic Council and the In International Maritime Organization efforts oriented to the Arctic as a top priority?  

[bookmark: _Hlk65929494]Panel #2 (The Arctic Congressional Panel)

Desired panel outcomes: Arctic oriented members of Congress articulate their legislative plans as relates to Arctic defense and security, to include new and sustaining issues as relates to the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) and associated appropriation measures.

[bookmark: _Hlk65928585]Associated Poll: What are new and/or continuing Arctic security and defense issues that should be included as a top priority in the 2022 NDAA?

Poll options:
1. Continued authorizations and corresponding appropriations for more Arctic capable platforms and equipment such as Polar Security Cutters.
2. Establishment and build out of a Ted Stevens Center of Arctic Security Studies, that advances professionalizing Arctic Service, Pan-Arctic Engagement and associated studies and analysis.  A new, pan-Arctic RC would nominally leverage best practices from the existing 5 regional centers such as the bi-national aspects of the Marshall Center of European Security Studies and the indigenous oriented programs associated with the Inouye Center of Asia Pacific Security Studies.
3. Authorizations and appropriations to address the factors that limit Arctic operational activities such as communications, connectivity, domain awareness, and ability to detect hazards to operations.

[bookmark: _Hlk65930036]Panel #3 (The U.S. Arctic Security and Defense Leaders Panel)

Desired panel discussion:  Panelists outline the Arctic defense concerns in context to the challenges.

[bookmark: _Hlk57044697]Desired panel outcomes: Compared and contrasted views of policy, strategy and planning priorities associated with Arctic region as relates to meeting U.S. military defense missions, addressing and improving overall U.S. National and allied/partner security and defense interests in the Arctic.

[bookmark: _Hlk65930132]Associated Poll:  What facets of the defense policy, strategy and planning do participants see as most significant for the Arctic, i.e., what would be among the top priorities Security and Defense leaders should consider when forming and directing policies, plans and capabilities?

Poll options:
1. An integrated U.S. Arctic military strategy implementation framework, that leverages the DoD, DHS and associated military service Arctic Strategies.
2. Direction to establish a family of plans for the Unified Command(s) and associated subordinate units to address risks to national, allied and partner risks in and across the Arctic region that range from support in large scale search and rescue, humanitarian crisis, countering transnational threats and armed conflict.
3. Measures that advance training, exercises, and interoperability between U.S., allied and partner militaries across the Arctic region.

Panel #4:  (The Arctic Indigenous leaders panel)

Desired panel discussion:   Alaska Native and other Arctic Indigenous leaders address their perspectives of near and emerging concerns.
[bookmark: _Hlk65932518]Desired panel outcomes:   Arctic Indigenous leader’s views of policy/policy priorities as relates to addressing and improving U.S. National plus allies and partners security and defense interests in the Arctic.  Panelists providing participants clearer understanding of the risks or vulnerabilities of security from an Arctic indigenous leader’s vantage, which may perhaps not well understood by U.S., Allied and partner security and defense leaders.

Associated Poll:  What reflections by the speaker(s) present the participants a new risk or previously unidentified issue for security and defense leaders to consider?
1. A priority need for studies to identify Arctic infrastructure that advances safety and security for Arctic people/residents?
2. Measures to reduce risks and mitigate impacts of manmade catastrophic events in the remote regions of the Arctic.  Are measures put in place in wake of Exxon Valdez disaster in 1989 (such as oil spill response organizations) as relevant as they should be in 2021?  Should new studies be taken to update disaster risks and mitigations be made a priority?
3. A priority to identify mechanisms to identify and mitigate security and defense risks to Arctic peoples/residents.  Perhaps a priority to establish a standing voluntary planning group of community-based people who periodically meet with security and defense personnel to assess and address emerging concerns, such as unusual activities by non-local/regional entities (for example, a non-announced stop of a foreign flag cruise ship).

Panel #5:  (The Arctic Defense Allies & Partners panel)

[bookmark: _Hlk65933208]Desired panel discussion:  Defense and security members of the Canadian and European region Arctic-oriented NATO allies and partners, describe their current position on what is driving the defense and security strategy, planning, and policies of their respective capitals.  Included in the discussion are reflections on the environmental impacts of a warming Arctic in defense strategy and planning.

Desired panel outcomes:   A brief discussion of the strategic defense and security insights by U.S. allies and partners oriented on the Arctic.

Associated Poll:  What aspects of allied and partner defense priorities and initiatives to better secure and protect respective national interests most resonate with the participants, (and should be made a priority effort in policy and/or resourcing).

1. Measures to advance U.S., Allied and partner interoperability among maritime, air, space and land forces exercising and operating in the Arctic region.
2. Professionalizing Arctic service within the U.S. in order to better establish long-term working relations among Allied and partner nations operating in and across the Arctic region.  
3. Establishing and resourcing a multi-year effort to plan and conduct multinational training and exercises (both simulation and field activities) among Allies and partners in and across the Arctic region.  Such measures would span the range from large scale Search and Rescue, disaster response, and confronting adversaries in securing and defending sovereign territory.
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