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Letter from the Director 
 
Dear Delegates, 
 
My name is Alan Milligan, and I will have the honour of serving as your director of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) this year at CAHSMUN. A year and a 
half ago, I stepped into my first Model UN committee, and found an experience that 
allowed me to synthesize passions for public speaking, geopolitics, and learning about 
the world. I am attending Vancouver College – when not involved with Model UN, I 
am also a competitive debater.  
 
Timothy is a senior currently attending Pacific Academy and is excited to be serving as 
the Chair for NATO. He first found his love for Model United Nations in his 
sophomore year and from then on his hunger for understanding global issues has 
grown exponentially. In his spare time, Tim can be found at the gym, pursuing his 
interest in aviation, or be seen at the theaters watching new cinematic films. Tim 
cannot wait for the excellent debate to commence at NATO, and is excited to work 
with everyone! 
 
What we both have in common is that we look forward to meeting you all at the 
conference. As staff members who have both delegated and staffed NATO committees 
before, we will be trying our best to give you, the delegates, the best experience 
possible, as you solve the issues surrounding Russian aggression and the rise of 
terrorism in Europe. Good luck in your preparations, and be ready for a both 
enjoyable and educational committee! 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Alan Milligan 
NATO Director – CAHSMUN 2017 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



CAHSMUN 2017 NATO Backgrounder  2 

Committee Description 
 
On April 4th, 19491, a new age of collective security across Europe and North America 
began. The Washington Treaty was signed, ushering the original NATO alliance into 
existence and marking the beginning of what would arguably be the most militarily 
powerful organization in the world. At its core, NATO is a military alliance of North 
American and European nations, with the goal to promote security and political 
integration among themselves. Beginning as 10 European nations, plus the United 
States and Canada, NATO has since grown to the current 28 members, who all commit 
to the terms of the Washington Treaty, with the most well-known of these 14 terms 
being the famous Article 5. Article 52 states that “an armed attack against one or more 
of them in Europe or North America shall be considered an attack against them all,” 
which in essence means that should a nation attack a NATO member, there will be 
retribution from 28 nations instead of one.  
 
While this is extremely effective in deterrence-based defense, it also means that the 
alliance must be prepared to take action should Article 5 or others be broken. The high 
stakes nature of military action means that NATO members must be in total 
agreement whenever action is taken, which is why NATO operates with a policy of 
unanimous decisions on all resolutions. While originally meant to oppose the Soviet 
Union, NATO is more concerned about global security today, as well as the security of 
its allies. NATO interventions take place whenever member-nations can agree that 
global security will be best protected, such as Bosnia in the 1990s and Afghanistan over 
the past decade.  
 
Today, NATO plays a role in rebuilding and maintaining security in areas such as 
Afghanistan and Kosovo; however, as new threats loom on the horizon, NATO strives 
to be prepared for whatever may come its way. Politically, the alliance still has 
powerful diplomatic influence, which it tries to use before the possibility of military 
intervention. That being said, it would be a lie to say that hard feelings do not remain 
about the alliance, especially from traditionally Eastern Bloc nations. NATO holds the 
power for monumental change, although it must be careful or else that monumental 
change may take place in the form of destruction.  
 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
1 http://www.nato.int/history/nato-history.html 
2 http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natolive/official_texts_17120.htm 
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Topic A: Russian Aggression 
Overview 
 
NATO has moved forward, but its purpose seems to be regressing back to Cold War 
purposes. When it was created, the threat of Russia and the Soviet union was in mind, 
and despite the end of the Cold War, it seems that Russia is entering back into NATO’s 
radar of threats. Neo-imperialism has come to mind in discussions of Russia’s recent 
actions across the globe, but it is more complicated than simply telling the Russians to 
stop. In 1999 and 2004, Russia’s neighbors began to turn to NATO, with several 
nations directly on Russia’s doorstep3, most notably Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania, 
joining NATO. This action enraged Russia, and the Kremlin has become increasingly 
defiant of NATO warnings and recommendations, as well as the international 
community as a whole.  
 
As Russia becomes increasingly unhappy with NATO, their actions will speak louder 
than their words. Illegal annexation and alleged rebel funding in Ukraine has been a 
major point of contention, especially as the Ukraine seeks NATO membership and 
support4. To the south, actions in the Middle East, especially in Syria and nearby 
Turkey, speak to the increase in bold moves taken by Russia, despite drawing 
international condemnation as they go. Both sides to this conflict have been planning 
and executing more and more military exercises in close proximity to each other: 
NATO troops in the Baltic States5, and Russia through Kaliningrad6. Not only do these 
send a clear message to each side of not backing down, they also increase the risk of 
accidents happening, signals being misinterpreted, and of armed conflict. Russia has 
already shown that it will not respond to international sanctions due to the situation in 
the Ukraine, so what will stop Russia from acting aggressively remains to be seen. 
NATO delegates must tread cautiously, as Russia is not a small state that needs 
intervention; they are a quasi-superpower, lead by a charismatic and effective 
strongman Putin, and they are not afraid to respond to NATO playing with fire.  
 
 
 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
3 http://www.nato.int/docu/update/2004/03-march/e0329a.htm 
4 http://www.reuters.com/article/us-ukraine-crisis-nato-idUSKBN0GT1BT20140829 
5 https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/jun/06/nato-launches-largest-war-game-in-eastern-europe-
since-cold-war-anaconda-2016 
6 https://www.rt.com/news/214667-russia-drills-kaliningrad-region/!
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Timeline 
 

April 4th, 1949 NATO is formed with Canada, the United States, the United 
Kingdom, Denmark, Belgium, France, Iceland, Luxembourg, 
Italy, the Netherlands, Portugal, and Norway being the 
original signatories of the Washington Treaty 

May 14th, 1955 The Warsaw Pact is formed in response to West Germany 
joining NATO, with Soviet Union members such as Russia, 
East Germany, Bulgaria, Poland, Hungary, Romania, and 
Albania being founding members 

December, 1991 The Soviet Union collapses, with the Warsaw Pact dissolving 
just prior 

May 27th, 1997 NATO and Russia sign the Founding Act, pledging further 
cooperation, also including a clause preventing permanent 
NATO troops near Russia 

March 24th, 1999 NATO begins airstrikes in Yugoslavia without UN approval, 
with Russia condemning the action as an illegal violation of 
sovereignty. This marks a great negative shift in attitudes 
towards the US and NATO as a whole  

December, 1999 Vladimir Putin becomes the President of Russia, ushering in 
a new age of aggressive policy and militarization 

September 12th, 2001 NATO invokes Article 5 of the treaty for the first time after 
the 9/11 attacks on the World Trade Centre 

May 28th, 2002  At a Rome NATO Summit, the NATO-Russia Council is 
established to promote joint efforts and better diplomacy 

March 29th, 2004 Seven nations, including the Baltic States of Estonia, Latvia, 
and Lithuania join NATO, Russia is enraged at NATO on 
their doorstep 

January, 2008 Russia begins more brazen military exercises near NATO 
members, seemingly as a show of force 

March 2014 The very first round of Ukrainian Conflict based sanctions 
hit Russia, with sanctions increasingly coming to the present 
situation 

April 1st, 2014 NATO unanimously decides to end co-operation with Russia 
in response to aggression in the Ukraine situation and 
Annexation of the Crimean Peninsula  
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July 17th, 2014 Malaysian Airlines Flight MH17 is shot down over Eastern 
Ukraine. While unproven, the international community is 
quick to blame pro-Russian rebels in Eastern Ukraine, who 
are equipped with Russian weapons 

September 4th, 2014 US President Obama visits Baltic States, reassuring leaders 
that they will be protected by the alliance in case of any 
threats, including Russian aggression. President Obama also 
states that NATO may be willing to go back on its 1997 
agreement to not put troops on Russia’s border 

September 30th, 2015 Russian Parliament gives the green light to begin bombing in 
Syria, supposedly to combat the Islamic State in Iraq and 
Syria (ISIS). While ISIS does undergo Russian bombing, the 
international community accuses Russia of also bombing 
anti-Assad rebels at the request of Assad 

November 24th, 2015 Turkish fighters shoot down a Russian jet after it crosses into 
Turkish airspace. Russia is furious, and threatens serious 
consequences. The US defends Turkey’s right to self defense 

June 6th, 2016 Lithuania holds Iron Wolf 2016, one of NATO’s largest 
training exercises. Many interpret the proximity to Russia as 
a show of force. 

 

Historical Analysis 
 
"I cannot forecast to you the action of Russia. It is a riddle, wrapped in a mystery, inside 
an enigma” –Sir Winston Churchill 
 
While the NATO website denies it was the sole reason7, western bloc nations had one 
purpose in mind when they formed NATO: defence from, and containment of, the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR). The world was shocked when the USSR 
conducted its first successful test of nuclear weapons, and it was clear to the founding 
members of NATO that they must band closer together in order to protect against this 
new threat. Russia did the same, supporting a number of coups led by communist 
factions in neighboring nations, or simply trying to take over other regions8, to a 
varying degree of success.  

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
7 http://www.nato.int/history/nato-history.html 
8 https://www.britannica.com/event/Soviet-invasion-of-Afghanistan 



CAHSMUN 2017 NATO Backgrounder  6 

 
The world became divided into the Cold War; while it was the US versus the USSR, it 
was also NATO versus the Warsaw Pact. While sentiments of distrust already ran at 
record levels, the incident that first pit NATO against its communist counterparts was 
the Korean War in 1950, with the North being supported by the Communist powers, 
and the South being supported directly by NATO and its allies. The two alliances 
would be in direct opposition for the entirety of the Cold War, as they represented 
both major ideological blocs. Nuclear weapons became an increasingly important part 
of both sides' strategy, as each produced, tested, and stockpiled thousands of warheads, 
many of which were ready for use at any time. Since the Cold War, warhead numbers 
have been drastically reduced; however, the United States and Russia still hold around 
90% of the worlds known nuclear weapons9. After Mikhail Gorbachev came into power 
and introduced his policies of Glasnost and Perestroika, the Soviet Union began to fall 
apart, and on February 26th, 199110, NATO’s counterpart in the Warsaw Pact dissolved.  
 
In the same year the Soviet Union dissolved, the Cold War came to an end, leading to a 
more West-friendly Russia. This attitude came crashing down on March 24th, 1999. As 
a result of the Conflict in Yugoslavia, NATO bombed Serbian military positions, 
without consulting Russia or the UN. Over 2000 civilians were killed11, with several 
hundred thousand ethnic Serbs fleeing the targeted area of Kosovo. The US had 
previously brought up the topic in the United Nations Security Council, but after 
seeing opposition from Russia and China, they figured a veto would prevent any action 
from taking place. While the international community felt that a response was highly 
questionable due to the lack of UN approval, Russia was more direct. Legal action was 
planned, and words such as “crimes against humanity,” and “violation of international 
laws” were thrown around.  
 
Moreover, public opinion of NATO plummeted in the Russian population. What 
concerned Russia the most was NATO’s ability to unilaterally enter into another 
country, without approval, and take what action they would see fit. Not only did the 
Russian government fiercely condemn the actions, the Russian public showed near 
unanimous support for their government’s decrees. Russia became more united, and 
looked for a strong government that could stand up to the likes of NATO. Later that 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
9!http://www.ploughshares.org/world-nuclear-stockpile-report 
10 http://www.history.com/topics/cold-war/perestroika-and-glasnost 
11 http://www.balkaninsight.com/en/article/number-of-victims-of-nato-bombing-still-unknown 
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year, Vladimir Putin became acting president after Boris Yeltsin stepped down12, and 
shortly thereafter won the presidential election. Russia had found itself a strong leader 
and changes began to happen. Putin would lead an aggressive campaign, determined to 
return Russia to a powerful state, and starting out by growing the military.  
 
On top of this, he is widely accused of being corrupt by both Western and Russian 
sources. In 2007, Putin spoke out against the single-power world of the US, stating that 
multiple world powers would be keep international law in place better. As the Russian 
military grew, relations between NATO members and Russia deteriorated, with Russia 
taking more and more bold actions, such as the first major Russian military exercise in 
the Mediterranean since Soviet times, which took place at the end of 2007. Not only 
did Russia become more aggressive outwardly, but it also became more authoritarian 
inwardly. Putin’s United Russia party consistently won power despite wide allegations 
of vote rigging, and the agenda of Russian power grew and grew. Bold military 
exercises continued to take place, and eventually Russia made moves into areas such as 
the Ukraine and the Middle East, with the large effects already felt, and many yet to 
come.  
 
Current Situation 
 
“Putin is the first leader since Stalin to expand Russia’s territory” – United States 
Director of National Intelligence James Clapper 
 
To a majority of the international community, at this point it is clear that Russia has 
taken a newly aggressive undertone in many of its policies, some even daring to say 
that President Putin is trying to rebuild a new Russian empire. In contrast, Putin 
claims he is simply trying to protect ethnic Russians and protect Russia’s national 
interests. While the truth may fall on either end of this spectrum, it is clear that there 
are several focus areas where Russian aggression is most prevalent and pose a threat to 
NATO members. As well as those specific concerns, Eastern Europe in general will be 
kept on its toes, as Russia ramps up security and both sides have larger and more 
frequent military exercises near each other’s borders. Russia has expressed its belief 
that it will protect all Russian speakers, no matter the country, causing the Baltic States 
especially to be on edge, with Latvia and Estonia holding around 25% Russian speakers 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
12 http://www.nytimes.com/2000/01/01/world/yeltsin-resigns-overview-yeltsin-resigns-naming-putin-
acting-president-run-march.html!
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each13. Special attention must be paid to the Russian enclave of Kaliningrad, as it would 
be a staging area for any aggressive moves in eastern Europe, and there is consensus 
that Russia will likely deploy ballistic missile systems in the area within the next few 
years. NATO must consider all options when defending their Eastern European 
members, as unlike in the case of the Ukraine, should Russia take the first move in the 
Baltic States, Article 5 of the Washington Treaty will guarantee a response. 
 
Ukrainian Situation 
 
While Russia cannot be directly implicated in the spark that caused the crisis at this 
point, the Ukrainian Conflict began politically when the Ukrainian President Viktor 
Yanukovych abandoned an agreement with the European Union in favor of a more 
cozy relationship with Russia, directly in opposition of what his people wanted. 
Subsequent protests and unrest in the western half of the nation called for the removal 
Yanukovych from government, while protests in favor of him and the change in policy 
took place in the eastern parts of the nation, most notably in the Crimea region. After 
months of increasingly violent protest, anti-Russian protestors took control of the 
government on February 22nd, 2014. In the following days, the Crimean region of the 
Ukraine began to fill with unidentified gunmen, who would later be revealed as 
Russian soldiers without insignia. Russia effectively took control of the area, and after a 
referendum in the region, officially annexed Crimea less than a month later. Needless 
to say, the international community was not happy with Russia after what appeared to 
be military conquest and expansionism had just taken place. The referendum and 
seizure of Crimea as a whole are widely condemned14, notably by NATO, which cited a 
major violation of international law, and a violation of the NATO-Russia Partnership 
for peace15. In response to the physical aggression of Russia, the world turned to 
economics as its weapon of choice to try and send Russia a clear message of 
disapproval. EU entered free trade with the Ukraine, the G8 removed Russia, 
becoming the G716, while also passing a UN resolution officially considering the 
Crimean referendum illegitimate. The United States, Canada, and European Union 
nations have all passed both political and economic sanctions on Russia, severely 
weakening the Russian economy, and causing the Ruble to plummet. Putin, however, 
remains undeterred, and continues to be non-cooperative, reportedly providing 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
13 http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/features/2016/07/russia-threat-baltic-states-160707054916449.html 
14 http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-26475508 
15 http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natolive/official_texts_107681.htm 
16!http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-2588490/G8-G7-leaders-kick-Russia-Its-not-big-problem-says-
Putins-foreign-minister.html!
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supplies to pro-Russian rebels in the Ukraine as they fight with the Ukrainian military. 
Ukraine appears to be a fight that Putin will not give up short of victory. 
 
Syrian Situation 
 
While international attitudes are always changing, Russia is the number one supporter 
of Bashar al-Assad. Russia and Syria have been long time allies, and Putin continues 
his steadfast support of the Syrian leader, both militarily and politically. The UNSC has 
tried to pass several resolutions in an attempt to solve the situation in Syria, but Russia, 
and often China, repeatedly vetoes them, not willing to let Syria fall out of al-Assad’s 
control. Russia began bombing what they claimed were ISIS outposts on September 
30th17. However, much of the international community, lead by the United States, was 
quick to point out that there were few ISIS targets in the bombed areas, and accused 
Russia of bombing anti-Assad rebels instead. Russia was not deterred however, and 
continues to bomb targets in Syria, all the while supporting al-Assad. Not only does 
this make it more difficult for NATO members to fight ISIS and for some nations to 
support anti-Assad rebels, it also makes it impossible for nations to set up a no-fly 
zone in the area, as Russia will continuously violate it. Turkey, being NATO’s closest 
member to the Middle East situation, is currently in an icy relationship with Russia, 
after events such as Russia accusing Turkey of buying ISIS oil18, and Turkey shooting 
down a Russian fighter jet over Turkish airspace. NATO must take this into account 
when addressing Russia in the Middle East, as their only Middle Eastern member is 
already in a precarious position with Russia. Russia does not want to let Syria fall, as it 
is its outpost of influence in the Middle East fall, and as importantly it is one of 
Russia’s major trading partners, on a shrinking list of nations who have not sanctioned 
Russia. Aggression in the Middle East is less pronounced than in places such as the 
Ukraine, but despite not being against direct NATO allies and nations, they will still 
affect the geopolitical climate no less, and set a precedent for what Russia can and 
cannot do. 
 
The Arctic Future 
 
As the Arctic becomes more and more accessible to both Russia and multiple NATO 
countries, NATO must prepare for the likelihood that Russia will take steps toward 
securing as many resources as possible in the Arctic. NATO has held several training 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
17 http://www.cnn.com/2015/09/30/politics/russia-syria-airstrikes-isis/ 
18!http://www.cnbc.com/2015/12/01/russia-accuses-turkey-of-aiding-islamic-state-oil-trade.html!
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exercises in the far north, most recently in March of 201619, under the name Cold 
Response. Nations must decide what boundaries they need to protect, as Russia will 
undoubtedly take what is legally theirs under the United Nations Convention on the 
Laws of the Sea, and possibly more. Currently, Russia is increasing its naval power with 
more ships, and larger icebreakers20. Making a plan that will ensure all NATO member 
nations who have claim to the arctic are satisfied, while protecting them from the risk 
of Russian encroachment, will be vital for NATO states to protect their economic 
rights in addition to their security. The Arctic is a newly opened vault of resources, and 
Russia is eyeing those resources as much as ever, be them inside of their Exclusive 
Economic Zone or not. 

 
UN Involvement 
 
 Cooperation with Russia in the United Nations is at best tricky, and at worst 
non-existent. As a Permanent 5 member of the UNSC, Russia holds the right to veto 
any resolution that it wishes, which has caused many issues in cases where their 
national interests are at stake. With that in mind, any resolutions in the Security 
Council in opposition to Russia are more meant to send a message than as a legitimate 
resolution. Examples exist such as the case of a United States UNSC resolution to 
recognize the Ukraine’s sovereignty, independence, unity, and territorial integrity, as 
well as to condemn the referendum that took place on joining Russia. On September 
24th, 2014, the Prime Minister of the Ukraine, Arseniy Yatsenyuk, spoke to the UN 
General Assembly21, condemning the actions of Russia, citing that it was a P5 nation 
who was breaking the UN mandate, and how the international community must hold 
strong in its sanctioning of Russia. While actions such as this encourage countries to 
take unilateral action against Russia in the form of sanctions, few UN resolutions have 
attempted to deal with the various sites of Russian Aggression. The only resolution 
passed by the General Assembly (UN GA Resolution 68/262), was simply a declaration 
of refusal to accept the newly drawn borders of the Ukraine, and to highlight the UN’s 
promotion of territorial integrity. While not explicitly inside the UN, a previous effort 
to keep peace between NATO and Russia was the NATO-Russia Council (NRC), an 
organization that promoted cooperation and political dialogue. Established in 2002 at 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
19 http://www.businessinsider.com/cold-response-2016-military-exercise-2016-3/#cold-response-is-a-
norwegian-invitational-previously-scheduled-exercise-that-will-involve-approximately-15000-troops-from-
13-nato-and-partner-countries-1 
20 http://www.vice.com/en_ca/read/russia-is-trying-to-bully-their-way-past-canada-into-arctic-sovereignty 
21 http://www.un.org/en/ga/69/meetings/gadebate/24sep/ukraine.shtml 
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a NATO Summit in Rome22, the organization ultimately failed in its purpose, as 
tensions between Russia and NATO increased despite its existence. The final straw for 
the organization was when Russia became involved in the Ukrainian situation. NATO 
cried foul, and pulled out of all methods of direct cooperation with Russia, citing 
Russia's alleged violation of international law and the territorial integrity of the 
Ukraine. Recent events have shown that Russia does not always play by the same rules 
as the rest of the developed world, as they continue to stand in the face of sanctions, 
even with the Russian Ruble plummeting in value. Should the UN be used to reach 
resolution, Russia’s tendency to simply not care must be taken into account, or else 
standard diplomacy will be futile.  
 

Possible Solutions 
 
The world is at cross roads: it can continue to allow Russia take whatever action it feels 
fit for Russian interests or it can take action to prevent aggression from boiling over as 
it did in the Ukraine. As arguably the most powerful military alliance in the world, 
NATO will play a vital role in the security of the modern world, and can take several 
courses of action, both politically and militarily. Sanctions have been the weapon of 
choice over the past few years, but it is clear at this point that they do little to sway 
Russian leaders, even in the face of their weakened economy. Europe must also take 
into account how sanctions can affect itself, as most European nations rely completely 
on Russia for gas and other natural resources23. There are many potential solutions to 
this monumental issue.  
 
Establish Permanent NATO Troops in Europe 
 
Despite NATO pledging to not have permanent troops in Europe, it may be time for 
such pledges to change24. Having a permanent NATO military presence in Europe, 
especially Eastern Europe, would allow for much quicker response times, and more 
peace of mind for nations that feel threatened by Russia. This would also act as a 
deterrent for future Russian actions, as now there would be a force that would always 
be available to match their actions. Some experts have claimed that military 
intervention and preventative measures are the only ways to prevent Russian 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
22 http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/topics_50091.htm 
23 http://dailycaller.com/2014/04/07/military-intervention-is-the-only-solution-to-russias-aggression/ 
24 http://www.voanews.com/content/president-obama-baltic-nations-ukraine/2436881.html 
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expansionism and aggression from persisting25. However, the use of military force 
comes with its disadvantages as well. Increasing military presence will only further 
enrage Russia, and they will use the breaking of an old treaty as ammunition for their 
ever-growing campaign against NATO. Tensions would grow, and a Cold War style 
buildup of arms could take place along the Russian border. Military escalation could 
provide increased security to nations, but it could also cause Russia to escalate 
militarily as well. Europe may or may not become safer, but it will become more tense 
for certain.  
 
Re-establish the NATO-Russia Council 
 
As unlikely as it may seem at this point, attempting to find a diplomatic solution may 
prevent conflict from spiraling out of control. The NATO-Russia Council was made in 
an effort to promote diplomacy and communication between the two powerful bodies, 
but it never seemed to really accomplish anything. Reestablishment of such a body 
would be difficult in nature, due to the tense political climate at the moment; however, 
if done correctly it could achieve better results. The ability to have good dialogue 
between NATO and Russia could be an opportunity to find peaceful solutions to many 
issues: all that would have to be achieved would be a way to get them both to engage in 
peaceful dialogue. That being said, Russia is not exactly known for its willingness to 
participate in diplomacy. Setting up a framework for diplomacy could be a good way to 
try and prevent future issues, but it would be unlikely to solve any currently active 
issues. Setting up dialogue at this point would be a very tough pill for both NATO and 
Russia to swallow, and NATO would likely have to make many concessions, even if it 
may be the key to better relations in the future.   
 
Increasing Global Influence 
 
Taking a page out of Cold War NATO’s playbook may be the correct move today. 
Conquest and expansion seems to be Russia’s overall goal, so taking action to directly 
prevent that may be the best way to stall Russia’s aggression. Increasing influence in 
nations that appear to be under threat of Russian conquest, like situations similar to 
Ukraine, is a viable strategy. Smaller nations with higher percentages of Russian 
speakers are particularly at risk of Russian annexation as well as more economically 
unstable areas and ex-Soviet satellite states. All of these nations run the risk of being 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
25 http://dailycaller.com/2014/04/07/military-intervention-is-the-only-solution-to-russias-aggression/ 
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subject to Russian aggression, like Georgia in 200826. Increased economic partnership 
and NATO Partnership for Peace are both ways that these nations could be pulled out 
of the influence of Russia, and be given the opportunity to thrive outside of Russia's 
shadow, all while creating a new NATO ally. However, this approach would be 
difficult, and require heavy investment from many nations. Russia would also notice 
this happening, and likely claim that NATO is practicing imperialism of its own. It is 
imperative, however, that another Ukrainian conflict is avoided, so all options for 
dissuading Russian Aggression are on the table. 
 

Bloc Positions 
 
Due to the consensus-oriented nature of NATO, member nations are often publicly 
united in their stance on issues, especially when it comes to their longest adversary; 
however, there are still some subtle and not so subtle differences in policy that must be 
taken into account when debating issues. The blocs of NATO are not solidified; 
nations often change depending on the issue and topic, but there are some loosely 
defined groups with similar positions on the issue at hand.  
 
Baltic States and Eastern Europe 
 
Due to their proximity to Russia, nations such as Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, and 
Poland are in favor of greater protection from Russia. With substantial Russian 
speaking populations, they feel that they may be the closest targets for Russia, should it 
wish to take military action. These nations are often in favor of more NATO military 
presence in Europe, more military defense exercises, and overall action to protect 
themselves from the perceived giant next door. That being said, these nations must 
also keep in mind that should any overly aggressive policies be passed, they will likely 
be the first to feel the effects of Russia’s disapproval, be that in the form of violations of 
airspace or major military action.  
 
Major Powers 
 
The major powers in NATO such as the United States, Germany, and the United 
Kingdom all have a very delicate balance when it comes to dealing with Russia. On one 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
26 http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1043236/Georgia-overrun-Russian-troops-scale-ground-
invasion-begins.html 
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hand, they believe that a strong military presence in Europe is vital to send a message 
that NATO is not willing to back down, but on the other hand they have a very 
important political role to play. They realize that some actions will damage their ability 
to communicate with Russia and its allies, and therefore are more calculated in how 
much force they wish to use. That said, these nations will not hesitate to take aggressive 
actions, such as planning military exercises near Russia, or advocating for the 
continued sanctioning of Russia. Powerful nations are prepared to take whatever 
action necessary, but need to take into account the political ramifications of their 
actions.  
 
Less Aggressive Nations 
 
Nations such as France and Italy are more skeptical of sending forces to increase 
security against Russia, and feel that political dialogue may be a better option. When 
asked to contribute forces to security forces in Europe, they have cited other 
commitments and lack of faith in the collective defense system27 as reasons to abstain 
from these actions. All that said, these nations still realize the threat that Russia poses, 
but are less willing to provide their own military to assist NATO operations. If worse 
comes to worst, these nations will act; however, they believe that dialogue should 
always be the first step.  
 
Smaller NATO Members 
 
While all share a collective goal of deterring Russian aggression, many smaller NATO 
nations have domestic problems that draw their attention away from major 
contribution to deterrence efforts. Still recovering from the European economic crisis, 
several smaller NATO members such as Greece, Portugal, and Spain, are still not 
economically stable and would prefer to build their own nation's security before 
making major contributions to other sectors; they support a more modest response to 
security against Russia. These nations wish to have a more strategic approach that will 
maximise the effectiveness of their forces, as they lack the ability to contribute as much 
as major power. That being said, these nations still provide what they can towards 
NATO, but they simply do not have as many resources to commit as some larger 
nations do. 
 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
27 http://dailycaller.com/2016/06/01/italy-france-still-no-shows-as-nato-hits-major-roadblock-in-plan-to-
deter-russian-aggression/ 
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Conclusion 
 
NATO must keep one eye on the past, and another on the future, and while the 
alliance may be regressing back to its original purpose, it is the future that will be 
shaped by the policies that dictate what kind of world that will come out of the 
situation. Peace will be the ultimate goal, but that peace must be supplemented with 
security and sovereignty for all member nations. As delegates of NATO, you will be 
dealing with a beast of unquestionable power when dealing with Russia, and the risks 
are certainly existent. The future of the security of the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization is in your hands. 
 

Guiding Questions 
 

1.! How effective have political actions (political/economic sanctions, international 
condemnation, etc.) been on Russia? 

 
2.! How much, if at all, should NATO interfere in the conflict in the Ukraine? 

 
3.! Should NATO consider violating its 1997 agreement to not place permanent 

troops near Russia’s border? 
 

4.! Should the NATO-Russia Council with a better political framework and more 
dialogue be pursued to try and prevent future conflicts? 

 
5.! Is the security from increased armaments near the Russian border worth the 

higher tensions and greater risk of accident? 
 

6.! How can NATO pursue partnership with nations that appear to be threatened 
by Russian acts of aggression? 

 
7.! How can NATO legally and effectively take action without the approval of the 

UNSC, due to Russia’s veto power? 
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