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„Is human security good enough?”
JOINT CIVIL-MILITARY INTERACTION (JCMI) RESEARCH AND EDUCATION
NETWORK
Joint Civil-Military Interaction (JCMI) is a comprehensive and seamless integration of civil society,
military, governmental, and academic experts in defense, security, and crisis management to prepare
wide-ranging expertise advising policymakers and peacebuilding practitioners regarding civil-military
integration in the shortest possible time avoiding competition to build societal resilience and
sustainability.
Military interaction with civilian peacebuilding groups enhances Human Security and the protection of
vulnerable people, cultures, religions, and societies. The JCMI Network focuses on the study and
development of civil society and the establishment of good governance structures in conflict affected
areas around the world, which are essential for building functional bridges between dysfunctional civil
and military partners increasing overall joint mission success in establishing long-term peace and
stability.
"Since the dawn of the new century, conflicts have become more
complex and challenging to manage let alone resolve or peacefully. The
new reality in interventional global policy has resulted in increased
contact between international armed forces as well as irregular forces
and humanitarian actors. Capabilities and specialised personnel are
needed to face the challenges of this dynamic environment."

JCMI is based on communication, planning, and coordination among international, national, and local
non-military actors and military leaders before, during, and post-crisis to facilitate the mutual
effectiveness and efficiency of each.
The Joint Civil-Military Interaction (JCMI) Group (Land, Sea & Air) was established as an experiment
in 2013 to seek new ways of more effectively dealing with challenges of conflict prevention and
resolution as well as resilience pre and post crisis. Contact is maintained with NATO accredited Centers
of Excellence, the broader CMI community, as well as individual organizations; NGOs, INGOs, IOs,
universities, etc. The JCMI Network researches and educates civil and military organizations and actors
regarding unity-of-aim in peacebuilding and humanitarian operations.
The primary mission of the JCMI Network is to create a better understanding of the new and vital need
for Civil-Military Interaction (CMI), and Civil-Military Co-operation (CIMIC), which should all be
coordinated at the core of planning and operations for all civil and military missions. Effective CMI is
critical for building functional bridges between Civil & Military partners; as well as greatly enhancing
overall mission success for civilian and military participants; mainly in the critical areas of Protection of
Civilians, Reduction of Civilian Casualties, Cultural Property Protection, Religion, Civil/Homeland
Security, Critical Infrastructure Protection, Risk Reduction, Disaster Management & Humanitarian
Assistance; as well as Joint Medical Stability Operations.

2

Additionally, the JCMI Network can provide support to Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO),
International Organizations (IO), and NATO Accredited CIMIC Centers of Excellence (CCOE) with the
knowledge of CMI in their combined roles to successfully guide the implementation of CMI
interchangeably; as well to advance the “Policy of Global Programming for Education and Training
(E&T)” within NATO and affiliated organizations engaged in humanitarian operations.
The goals of the JCMI Network are:
•
•
•
•

Establish and strengthen partnerships among CMI actors,
Build international collaboration researching CMI,
Inform and educate policymakers regarding CMI, and
Promote public policy initiatives that advance CMI within peacebuilding and
humanitarian response communities. The network achieves its goals by way of an ongoing
lecture series, workshops, and a monograph and white paper series.

JCMI maintains strong connections with academia. These connections allow access to university
students and future leadership in peace operations and civil-military interaction. Faculty research and
teaching collaborations are ongoing, and JCMI is unique in its civilian education focus on advancing
humanitarian and military interoperability. JCMI creates a theory-to-practice and practice-to-theory
dynamic that advances a unified CMI approach to peace operations and humanitarian assistance and
disaster response operations.
JCMI has a history of successful outreach and education events. Since 2013, JCMI has conducted
symposia, conferences, and seminars at civilian academic institutions that centered on building
collaborative relationships among military, civil society, government, and academia regarding CIMIC
and CMI. University graduate and undergraduate CMI classes and certificate programs have also been
conducted.
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SHOWCASE PARTNER
MULTINATIONAL JOINT HEADQUARTERS (MN JHQ) ULM, GERMANY
This section of our report highlights a JCMI community of interest partner. Multinational Joint
Headquarters (MN JHQ) has been a JCMI partner and advocate form our start. It is fitting that MN JHQ
be our first highlighted partner.
In the Multinational Joint Headquarters (MN JHQ) in ULM, the Operations-Division portrays a unique
capability to integrate civil and military stakeholders.
The Ops-CIMIC department, as part of the Civil/military Interaction (CMI) Community ULM, is one of
the few sections looking at the strategical level regarding CMI. Focussing on the security policies of the
European Union (EU) the Ops-CIMIC contribution includes the assessment and analysis of hybrid
threats in a constantly changing environment, such as humanitarian crises, combat, and peace support
operations.
To improve and refine assessments Ops-CIMIC practices an overall integrated and comprehensive
approach to peace operations. Sharing and coordinating information with entities in the EU such as the
Civilian Planning and Conduct Capability directorate (CPCC) and the Military Planning and Conduct
Capability (MPCC) of the European Union Military Staff (EUMS) as well as information exchange
with the EU Operation Areas and the different Host Nations define the integrated approach.
To work in a strategic environment requires including and regarding different approaches between the
EU member states and non-military actors as well as the assessments of NATO-Partners including the
Supreme Headquarters Allied Power Europe (SHAPE) and the Joint Support and Enabling Command
(JSEC) as they act in the same Area of Interest. National regulations need to be adapted to obtain and
deliver effects in the CMI Community. Therefore, Ops-CIMIC acts as contact point for questions and
coordination regarding civilian entities engaged in mission areas with different liaison authorities.
The second described line of effort, namely the comprehensive approach, is defined by coordination and
information exchange. Perspectives added by International Organisations (IO) such as the United
Nations (UN) and their sub-organizations, the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees for
example refine the operational picture and give C9 the possibility to get an all-encompassing view on
specific topics. To achieve this view Ops-CIMIC will also include aspects published by several other
actors and non-governmental organizations (NGO) like the international committee of the Red Cross
(ICRC), Médecins Sans Frontières and different Universities around the world. Every contributor has its
own point of view, their own experience and own special task. Ops-CIMIC focus is to assess these
different points of view and to provide a sound update on defined scenarios like the impact of migration
on contributions to security and development in Africa.
As this dynamic process requires, Ops-CIMIC delivers a wide range of manifold products starting with
smaller contributions as support for other MNJHQ Ulm-divisions and directorates including necessary
assessments to satisfy intelligence requirements up the division led deep dives on specified topics for
the MN JHQ and other participants. Finally, every contribution, even the smallest one led to a climax at
the end of the year – a CMI-Conference inviting stakeholders to discuss changing topics on an academia
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level and foster the integration of new members to the CMI-Community as well as take care of the
already established working relationships. Using its network Ops-CIMIC provides vital synergy effects
resulting in an ongoing tradition to prepare and conduct an annual conference.
Defined by change and flexibility the CMI workspace is one of the most interesting and challenging
sections in the military world. Meaning that every approaching situation need certain its own way or
adaptation. Every day leads to new perspectives, findings and enlightenment defining our profession.
Colonel (General Staff) Andreas Eckel, MN JHQ ULM
Colonel Eckel is a leading voice for the role Civil-Military Interaction. This section of our report is set
aside for input from leading scholars and practitioners in the field.
Multinational Joint Headquarters Ulm (MN JHQ ULM) is the leading European Union (EU) activity
developing and implementing Civil-Military Interaction (CMI) Training Programs and Exercises. Using
exercises, civil and military stakeholders develop joint operating capabilities that facilitate a
Comprehensive Approach toward strengthening the EU’s Common Security and Defence Policy.
How We Do It
To exercise its mission, strategic direction and guidance arrive at the MN JHQ ULM directing the staff
to develop a military exercise focusing on one of the well-known crisis regions in Europe. There are
numerous political goals, constraints, restraints, and objectives that need to be translated into military
language, requirements, aims and capabilities at military strategic and operational levels. The
Operational Tempo increases, and numerous planning activities speed up to keep pace. Planning
officers search for information to fuel the exercise development process and meet all functional area
demands.
For the Branch Chief (ACOS) of the Civil – Military –Cooperation (CIMIC) (J9) it is now becomes
important to integrate a civil society linked situation in the crisis region with a focus on how it impacts
the military operation. It is also necessary to analyse how the deployed military force may influence the
local civilian population. Civil society and the military interact and affect each other’s freedom of
action. This ongoing interaction needs to be considered by all exercise planners.
Contemporary conflict scenarios always happen amongst populations and their protection of civilians is
paramount for any NATO, EU or UN operation. Subsequently, military and civilian considerations and
activities such as humanitarian aid, shelter, protection and meeting basic human needs must be
coordinated and merged into a comprehensive approach -- for the EU, this is the orchestrated integrated
approach to crisis management.
To achieve an orchestrated integrated approach to crisis management all civilian organisations dealing
with the crisis and the build-up of a civil military network have the highest priority with the J9 branch
for coordination of efforts. It is key civil and military stakeholders know each other before meeting in
the crisis area. Prior interaction is necessary to identify points of contact and to start de-conflicting,
coordinating, and cooperation efforts to create synergies and avoid unnecessary interference. This is, by
the way, a task for the complete military force which is facilitated by the CIMIC experts and
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encompasses all civil military activities. This is understood as the overarching civil military interaction
(CMI) process.
It needs to be understood by the military that many civilian organisations are already in theatre when a
crisis moves to a point where military intervention is required, and those civilian organisations may
have been dealing with the crisis for years before the military arrives gaining experiences and in depth
knowledge of the crisis. Think-tanks, universities and academia may already have research available
about root courses and the framework of the conflict and possess its own networks, often tied into the
crisis regions itself, which are crucial to gain an understanding of the conflict.
This endeavour to create and maintain networks should be undertaken already in peacetime and
maintained regularly to ensure a mutual benefit when needed. Ideally, the J9 community cultivates such
a network and includes the whole staff planning community in the exchange of information, opinions,
and knowledge regarding CMI. It has proven extremely valuable to regularly conduct symposia,
conferences, and workshops to mutually increase understanding, exploit synergies and develop fields of
cooperation.
The Joint Civil Military Interaction (JCMI) community has been established for exactly this purpose
and profits from experienced and very involved CMI experts from both civil and military worlds.
Besides those physical events, the usage of online meetings and the establishment of the JCMI web site
has increased visibility and accessibility for multiple information and exchange requirements.
So, back to the hectic staff activities during the initial phase of operational planning within the
Multinational HQ in Ulm. The young staff officer J9-liaison struggles with the question of where to
start. After receiving guidance from the ACOS regarding the mission, he contacts the JCMI community
and soon receives numerous advice and helping hands to assist him in compiling the initial civilsituational assessment for the COM! The JCMI network is activated and situational awareness is
enhanced.
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PRESENTATIONS
Is Human Security Good Enough?
Lead speakers: Thomas Matyok. Ph.D.; LTC Ansgar Gohlke; Francesca Dell’ Acqua; Yvan Ilunga,
Ph.D.; and Srecko Zajc
The fundamental question of whether Human Security was good enough revealed many dynamics on
the concept and contour of human security based on the area of practice and studies. Before answering
the main question, participants argued that it is hard to discuss human security if we ignore the ongoing
changes within the international community and system. Since the Second World War, calls for an
international order and global security have gone beyond the simple conversation of state- security.
While the sovereignty of states is still dominant in the narrative of global security, peace has been
conceptualized based on the wellbeing of citizens rather than just the ability of states to control their
borders.
This shift of focus from institutions to individuals has major global appeal, especially among non-state
actors who believe that governments are more consumed by the appetite of protecting institutions rather
than their population. In a time of security and peace, the wellbeing of citizens and non-citizens is often
measured based on the level of service delivery to the people by the established government (local or
national). However, when conflicts hit, human security becomes more complex and challenging since it
now involves the military and civilians. A problematic situation calls for a comprehensive approach to
promoting peace and restoring normalcy.
Participants argued that a comprehensive approach to civil-military interactions was vital to achieve this
goal and promote human security. This comprehensive approach would focus on leveraging capabilities
and resources for state and non-state actors in a complementary way. More specifically, regional bodies
such as the European Union or other specialized entities such as NATO should work hand in hand with
local and international non-governmental organizations to advance human security based on the
principle of protection of civilians. This protection of civilians must be centered and adapted to local
context and perspectives. Hence, making human security of more regional and community-based
dynamics rather than an imported concept of life and safety.
Within this context, participants discussed the assumed exclusive responsibility of modern states to
provide safety and security, broadly defined. While accepting the responsibility of nation-states and
their governments, participants discussed that promoting human security would consequently call for
active participation of traditional and non-traditional non-states actors. Hence, on the question of
whether human security was enough, participants supported the view that although central to the
existence of the world and communities, for human security to be provided, other aspects such as
environmental security, food security, physical security must also be provided or worked on.
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Interagency Cooperation in Contemporary Security and Humanitarian Crises
Lead speakers: Joe Airey, Francesca Dell’ Acqua, Iztok Prezelj, Ph.D., and Srecko Zajc
Participants started off the session by highlighting the complexity of current global security threats
requiring interagency cooperation to avoid significant security disasters. Within this cooperation, the
military would continue to provide forces to deter war and ensure security, and law enforcement would
protect civilians and uphold domestic laws. At the same time, civilians will also cooperate within their
realm of responsibilities and capabilities. The most strategic areas of this interagency and multistakeholders cooperation are communications and transportation. For better effectiveness and
coordination, participants highlighted the need for emergency operations centers. The centers would
facilitate joint hazard identification, joint planning and operations, and the provision of specialized
techniques and training.

Civil-Military Interaction and COVID-19 Response in Africa
Lead speakers: Dr. LTC Bernd Evers; Johannes John-Langba, Ph.D.; Francesca Dell’ Acqua; and LTC
Ansgar Gohlke
This session focused on the implication of Covid-19 on issues of governance and sustainability in
Africa. More specifically, participants raised the fundamental questions of the system and institutions
readiness to respond to threats caused by pandemics such as Covid-19. During the session, participants
observed that countries took different measures to react to Covid-19. More specifically, lockdowns and
extreme militarization of the implementations of these public health measures ignored essential aspects
of their societies. Among these aspects are food security, poverty, high unemployment, lack of social
safety net, and weak service delivery from governments. South Africa was used as a practical case to
exemplify how Covid-19 response measures negatively impacted the livelihood of many communities
already living in poverty.
Participants observed that acute food insecurity in Africa increased by over 60 percent in the past year
and threatened to widen further as the effects of COVID-19 exacerbate other drivers such as conflict
and political mismanagement. Over 100 million Africans were facing a crisis, emergency, or
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catastrophic levels of food insecurity in 2020. FAO and WFP warn of additional spikes of Food
Insecurity for at least 14 African Countries in 2021. The key drivers listed were instability and
transportation challenges, climate events, political crises and purchasing power, conflict and
displacement. Participants also observed that the resulting economic hardship widened inequalities and
exposed the structural vulnerabilities of local and global food systems, hitting already fragile contexts
and vulnerable groups particularly hard. This situation requires urgent and decisive action. Hence, while
in addition to public health-related concerns, participants argued that only a holistic, multidimensional,
and multisectoral approach to Africa would be suitable to address the impacts of covid-19 and promote
human security in the age of changing threats to the global security and peace.

Comprehensive Approach Toward Peacebuilding in Conflict Zones
Lead speakers: Colonel (ret) William Flavin
This session focused on reimagining and questioning the assumptions that many peacebuilders and
keepers have in their quest to promote stability and build peace. Many interventions fail to provide
lasting peace not because they lack resources but because they often ask wrong questions prior their
deployment or intervention. This has been the case for many recent western and non-western
interventions which were characterized by either failure of the mission or failure to ensure lasting peace.
Reflecting on the following scenario: You enter a country in crisis because of recent conflict; You have
come to assist those who are engaged in addressing several issues. What questions should you ask to
understand how to proceed?

Since the end of WWII, there have been stacks of studies and reports calling for a whole-ofgovernment/ comprehensive approach to assess, decide, plan, deliver, and adjust to emergent and
persistent threats in countries suffering ongoing instability. Some examples are RAND, Johns Hopkins,
the Center for Strategic and International Studies, the American Academy of Diplomats, the Council on
Foreign Relations, the Defense Science Board, the Congressional Research Service, the Government
Accountability Office, the Special Inspectors General for Afghanistan and Iraq, the Senior Military
Service Colleges, the Project on National Security Reform, the Peacekeeping and Stability Operations
Institute, and most recently the Stabilization Assistance Review by the US National Security Council
lead by Department of State in 2017.
Participants reflected on best acceptable practices to advance local peace processes with external
support based on many approaches and studies. The majority of participants argued that the notion of
the imported solution has not been effective in providing security and promoting stability. It is,
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therefore, necessary to develop more locally-driven approaches and strategies for local issues. This
would mean accepting to relearn and re-strategize with humility but determination in advancing peace
in a new way.
.

PRESENTER BIOGRAPHIES
Joseph Airey is a retired Supervisory Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, where he specialized
in national security matters including domestic terrorism, international terrorism, and weapons of mass
destruction. He led a multi-agency task force responsible for investigating and prosecuting acts of
terrorism. Since 2010 Mr. Airey has served as an associate professor at the George C. Marshall Center in
Garmisch, Germany, participating in programs on Terrorism and Security Studies and Countering Transnational
Organized Crime. He has lectured on a variety of topics, including interagency cooperation and the law
enforcement role in countering terrorism. Mr. Airey also served as an adjunct professor at the University of
Colorado, teaching courses on International Terrorism and Homeland Security.

Francesca Dell’Acqua (Italy) is a high-energy professional working with the UN, NATO, EU, OSCE,
academic institutions and other international organizations in the field of international development,
post-conflict reconstruction, governance and democratization, civil military relations, humanitarian
assistance and human rights. Francesca is a Trainer in negotiation, intercultural communication, security
and gender issues with experience gained in conflict and post-conflict areas in Asia, Africa, the Middle
East and Eastern Europe. Email is: francescadellacqua@gmail.com (Founding Member)
Dr. (med) Bernd Evers (Germany) serves as medical advisor to Multinational Joint Headquarters in
Ulm, Germany. Since 2013, he is hosting the International Medical Conference in Ulm. His initiative
fosters interaction amongst medical civil- and military experts from government- and civil society
organizations. The IMC addresses medical and military, academia and international organizations on
security, peace and conflict.
William Flavin (USA) is currently an independent consultant on peace and stabilization. Previously, he
was the Assistant Director at the U.S. Army Peacekeeping and Stability Institute (PKSOI) in Carlisle,
Pennsylvania. Mr. Flavin assisted PKSOI with the implementation of its Joint Proponent responsibilities
in peace and stability operations coordinating with Department of Defense, Department of State and
USAID. Additionally, he assisted with advancing the U.S. government’s United Nations initiatives by
working with the key member states as well as NGOs and international fora. Previously he was a senior
foreign affairs analyst with Booz Allen and Hamilton on contract to assist the Peacekeeping Institute in
doctrine development. Prior to this assignment, he was a Colonel in the U.S. Army serving as the
Deputy Director of Special Operations for the Supreme Allied Commander Europe at the Supreme
Headquarters, Allied Powers Europe (SHAPE) from June 1995 to June 1999. Mr. Flavin served in the
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US Army for 31 years in Infantry and Special Forces where he has had extensive experience in planning
and executing at the strategic and operational level. He has participated in many of the key operations
from Viet Nam through the Balkans. He was the Special Operations Chair at the U.S. Army War
College (USAWC) from 1991 to 1995 and prior to that served on the staffs of the Office of the
Secretary of Defense and Department of the Army. He has published on the topics of Peace and
Stabilization Operations as well as interagency and civil military operations.
Ansgar Gohlke (Germany) serves as Civil- Military Interaction staff- officer in the Multinational Joint
Headquarters in Ulm, Germany. Since 2013, his task is to facilitate Civil- Military Interaction in Joint
Planning, Joint Coordination, Joint Support, Joint liaison and civil-military training and education. He is
a member of Interacta Global Network. (Founding Member)
Yvan Ilunga, Ph.D. (USA) is Deputy Director of JCMI and assistant professor of political science at
Central State University in Ohio, USA. He holds a Ph.D. in Global Affairs from Rutgers University. His
research agenda broadly focuses on international relations, security, peace and development, but more
specifically on questions related to humanitarian action, civil– military interactions, natural resourcesbased conflicts, peace operations, regional cooperation and security, and economic and social
sustainability. Some of his past affiliation include a visiting assistant professor of political science at
Providence College (USA), Instructor of Political Science at James Madison University (USA), visiting
scholar in department of peace and conflicts at the University of North Carolina at Greensboro, visiting
scholar at the New Jersey Institute of technology (USA), and visiting lecturer at the School of
Economics and Political Governance (ECOPO), DRC. Apart from academia, Dr. Ilunga has also
worked intensively with Think Tanks, Not-for-Profit organizations, business consulting firms, as well as
micro finance institutions and small businesses in the area of investment and risk assessment in fragile
states and conflict regions. Dr Ilunga is a member of the Effectiveness of Peace Operations Network
(EPON). He is the author of the book Humanitarianism and Security: Trouble and Hope at the Heart of
Africa (Palgrave Macmillan, 2020).
Johannes John-Langba Ph.D. (South Africa) is Associate Professor and Academic Leader of
Research in the School of Applied Human Sciences and Director of the College of Humanities Doctoral
Academy at the University of KwaZulu-Natal in South Africa. He holds PhD (Social Work) and Master
of Public Health (MPH) degrees from the University of Pittsburgh (United States) as well as a Master of
Social Work (MSW) degree from Howard University (United States). In addition to his academic
experience, John-Langba also has extensive international development work experience, having worked
for the United Nations and various international NGOs including UNICEF, International Organization
for Migration (IOM), mothers2mothers (m2m), Africa Health Placements (AHP), and Africa Population
and Health Research Center. He has engaged in research and/or international development activities in a
number of countries globally including Australia, Bangladesh, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Ethiopia, East
Jerusalem, Ghana, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Malawi, Mozambique, Rwanda, Sierra Leone, South
Africa, Tanzania, Thailand, Uganda, United States, Vietnam, Zambia and Zimbabwe. He is the
recipient of various awards including the 2015 Excellence in Teaching Award at the University of Cape
Town (South Africa) and the 2019 Dr Inabel Burns-Lindsay Social Work Education Leadership Award
from Howard University (United States), for outstanding leadership in social work education and the
promotion of social justice in Africa. John-Langba is Vice President and Mental Health Ambassador of
Cape Mental Health (South Africa) and an Advisory Board member of the Africa Regional Network of
the World Federation of Mental Health (WFMH). His current research focuses on the implications of
COVID-19 responses on peace, security, and social justice in Africa.
Maximilian Kallabis (Germany) serves as Civil- Military Interaction officer in the Multinational Joint
Headquarters in Ulm, Germany. Since 2020, his task is to facilitate Civil- Military Interaction in Joint
Planning, Joint Coordination, Joint Support, Joint Liaison and Civil-Military Training and Education.
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As a former Public Affairs officer, he is adding his perspective within the comprehensive approach to
Peace Operations.
Thomas Matyók, Ph.D. (USA) is Executive Director of the Joint Civil-Military Interaction Network
and Senior Lecturer in Conflict Analysis and Resolution at Middle Georgia State University, USA. Tom
conducts high-impact, policy-relevant studies regarding the strategic environment, its principle strategic
challenges, and the relative balance of national and human security ends, ways, and means to contend
with them. Tom also investigates ways of merging design and conflict analysis and resolution
methodologies to achieve a multi-dimensional understanding of conflict. Tom was a Fulbright Scholar
at the University of Konstanz in Southern Germany researching the role of international student
exchanges in strengthening the Trans-Atlantic Partnership using a Peace Studies dual-degree
curriculum. He has published and presented on Civil-Military Interaction, Religion and Conflict,
Negotiation, and Conflict Analysis and Resolution. He has taught Conflict Analysis and Negotiation at
both the US Army and Air War Colleges and he was a Visiting Research Professor at the US Army
Peacekeeping and Stability Operations Institute (PKSOI). Tom is a former Director of the US Air Force
Negotiation Center. Email is: thomas.matyok@outlook.com (Founding Member)
Iztok Prezelj (Slovenia) Ph.D., is a Professor and Vice-Dean for Scientific Research at the Faculty of
Social Sciences, University of Ljubljana, Slovenia. He is directing research process in the Institute of
Social Sciences with 20 research centers. He was a Head of Defence Studies at the Faculty of Social
Sciences in the period from 2015-2017. His teaching and research activities cover national security,
threat and risk assessment, terrorism & counterterrorism, comparative defense systems, crisis
management and critical infrastructure. Iztok Prezelj is a President of the Euro-Atlantic Council of
Slovenia. He is a member of Interacta Global Network.
Srečko Zajc (Slovenia) was in his career journalist, chief editor, manager, secretary general of the
national Red Cross society. He joined to the MoD in 2008 and developed Slovenian civilian
contribution to the ISAF. Until September 2019 he served as Director General of the Defense Affairs
Directorate. Main subjects: Defense plan, Critical Infrastructure Protection, resilience, civilian support
to the military, civil-military cooperation, and interaction. In June 2019, the NATO CCOE awarded him
with the CIMIC Award of Excellence. Hi is a member of Interacta Global Network
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For Humanitarian Civil Military Coordination:
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13

© Joint Civil-Military Interaction (JCMI) Research and Education Network, 2021

Utilization and duplication of this document and its contents is permissible;
Source attribution to the Joint Civil-Military Interaction (JCMI) Network is required.

14

