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Abstract: With the end of the cold war, Europe was confronted with grim challenges of security-
The nation contradictions, the religion conflicts and the border disputes came into being because of the
disappearance of the former USSR and the East Europe, and EU was short of the capacity to act
independently. Under the background above, the US glamorously advocated the New Strategy of
NATO in order to keep her leadership about the European affairs, and France, Germany and the
Great Britain tried initiating the Common Foreign and Security Policy of EU. The US, France,
Germany and the Great Britain put forward different European security frames for the sake of playing
the dominant role of the European affairs. Under the leadership of the US, NATO had to support the
development of European Security and Defense Identity, and the UN accepted the viewpoint that the
development of the ESDI must be limited within NAT O at the same time.
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