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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 
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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 B: Rise of Terrorism in Europe 
Overview 
 
After years of the decline of terrorism in Europe, and the Western world adopting a 
safer mindset, the vulnerability that European nations suffer from at home is 
beginning to come to light. As of July 2015, 278 people have been killed in terrorist 
attacks in Europe3, with 2016 on its way to becoming the most deadly year in the past 
two decades. Despite having a few large scale isolated incident such as the 7/7 
bombings in London, the 2004 train bombings in Madrid, and the 2011 attacks of 
Norwegian nationalist Anders Breivik, the frequency of attacks has not been higher in 
decades. Not only has the frequency increased, but the death toll has as well. Aside 
from the previously mentioned attacks, Europe has had very few casualties of 
terrorism, and has therefore grown unprepared for the situation that is considered to 
have began with the Charlie Hebdo Shooting on January 7th, 20154. A new age of terror 
could be upon Europe; however, it can be stopped if the proper precautions are taken, 
and attacks are prevented. 
 
While Europe historically has suffered most from terror related to separatism and 
groups associated with the far left or right politically, aside from the occasional attack 
such as in 2001, the motivation for terror has changed into a whole new kind. With its 
modern form beginning with the 7/7 bombings in London and the train bombings in 
Madrid, radical Islamic terror has become the status quo for terror attacks as of late, 
and a calculated approach must be taken, as terrorism threatens the very homeland of 
NATO nations. In the past, terrorists often demanded prisoners released and lands be 
separated; however, in this new age of the “We don’t negotiate with terrorists rhetoric,” 
NATO must adapt to a situation with perpetrators who will –and plan to– die for their 
cause. The greatest threat to Europe is no longer the conquest of nations or powers of 
different ideology, but this time it strikes quickly and deadly from inside Europe’s 
walls, and, true to its name, inspires terror among the people. 
 
 
 
 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
3 http://www.latimes.com/world/europe/la-fg-europe-terror-20160715-snap-htmlstory.html 
4 http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-30708237 
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Timeline 
 

December 
21st, 1988 

One of the deadliest terrorist attacks in European history, as well as 
one of the early major ones, the Lockerbie Bombings, take place 
when a Pan Am flight from New York City to London explodes over 
Lockerbie, Scotland. All crew and passengers were killed, with the 
death toll reaching 259 from the crash, and 11 extra from the rain of 
flaming plane debris. A Libyan Intelligence agent was eventually 
proved responsible and charged with the crime.5 

March 11, 
2004 

An Al-Qaeda cell based in Spain bombs a train system in Madrid, 
three days before the nation's general elections. The worst attack 
since Lockerbie, 192 are killed, with thousands injured.6  

July 7th, 2005 The deadliest attack since Lockerbie, the 7/7 bombings takes place in 
on the London Underground trains, and aboard one bus. All four are 
suicide attacks, killing 52 people and injuring close to 800. This event 
leads to the expedited passing of the United Kingdom’s Terrorism 
Act of 2006.7 New powers are granted to law enforcement, including 
holding terrorism suspects without charge, and making glorifying 
terrorism a crime. 

July 22nd, 
2011 

An increasingly rare example of a more politically motivated attack, 
right-wing extremist Anders Brevik conducts two terrorist attacks in 
Norway. At 3 PM, an explosion from a car bomb rocks government 
buildings in Oslo, killing 8. About two hours later, Brevik attacks a 
summer camp run by the Norwegian Workers Youth League. Armed 
with a rifle and handgun, he kills 69, many being youth. The motive 
is later revealed to be his political beliefs, and intentions to save 
Europe from what he called “Cultural Suicide.” 

January 7-9, 
2015 

French satirical magazine Charlie Hebdo is attacked by two gunmen 
pledging allegiance to Al-Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula. This 
attack draws major international attention, and marks the first major 
attack in a long string in the following two years. Eleven are killed. At 
the same time, a Kosher supermarket in Paris is attacked by a single 
assailant, who holds hostages for several hours, killing four. 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
5 https://www.britannica.com/event/Pan-Am-flight-103-disaster 
6 http://www.history.com/this-day-in-history/terrorists-bomb-trains-in-madrid 
7 http://www.bbc.com/news/uk-33253598 
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November 
13th, 2015 

The largest attack in 10 years, 6 attacks take place over the course of 
the day. Acts include bombing a soccer stadium that contained 
French president Holland, shooting at multiple restaurants, and 
culminating in an extremely deadly theater shooting. When the dust 
settled, 137 people had been killed, with close to 400 injured. 
Immediately after the attacks, raids on terror suspects takes place all 
over the nation, as well as in Belgium. The French president 
considers this an Act of War, and vows to step up strikes against ISIS 
in response. 

March 18th, 
2016 

Belgian born French citizen Salah Abdeslam is caught. After 
masterminding the Paris attacks, he is found hiding near his parents' 
home with the help of his family. 

March 22nd, 
2016 

Zaventem Airport in Brussels is hit by two bomb blasts, followed by a 
third on the Belgian Metro train. 35 people including the bombers 
are killed, with 340 injured.8 Several raids throughout Belgium follow 
the attack, as authorities scramble to find any more involved. 

June 28th, 
2016 

Turkey’s Ataturk Airport is attacked, killing 48 and injuring over 
230. Three perpetrations used explosives and rifles to attack the 
airport. While no group claimed responsibility, it is suspected that 
ISIS is behind the attacks. 

July 14th, 
2016 

On Bastille Day, one of the most celebrated days in France, a lone 
wolf terrorist drives a large 19 tonnes truck down a crowded street, 
aiming for maximum casualties. After a shootout with police, the 
perpetrator Mohamed Lahouaiej-Bouhlel is killed in a shootout with 
police, not before killing 86 and injuring over 400.9 

 
Historical Analysis 
 
Europe has been no stranger to terror in the past, with the threats from communists to 
fascists to the Irish Republican Army (IRA), but the age of that form of terror has more 
or less come to a close. The most prominent historical example of a sustained terror 
threat is the IRA, who campaigned for Irish Independence throughout the United 
Kingdom, killing as they went10. The current terror threat is a mostly oriented around 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
8 http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-35869985 
9 http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-36801671 
10 https://www.britannica.com/topic/Irish-Republican-Army 
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radical Islamist extremism, whereas before the past two decades, terror was far more 
politically motivated. 
 
At the 1972 Munich Olympics, Europe faced an international crisis that would 
eventually be dubbed the Munich Massacre. The Palestinian terror organization 
known as Black September took 11 members of the Israeli Olympic team hostage in 
the Olympic Village, demanding the release of 243 prisoners in exchange for the 
athletes.11 The group was a Palestinian terror group called Black September, who were 
“avenging” the Israeli Defense Force’s (IDF) treatment of two Christian towns. The 
aftermath of this situation was handled in a way in stark contrast to modern conflict 
resolution, as nations defied one of the most well known pieces of counter-terrorism 
doctrine, and negotiated with terrorists. Black September members who had been 
killed in the hostage taking were sent to Libya, where they received honorable and 
celebrated funerals. The greater shock to modern ideals came a month later when a 
Lufthansa flight was hijacked, with the hijackers demanding that the captured 
terrorists be released from West Germany. Breaking the idea that “we don’t negotiate 
with terrorists,” the West Germany government complied and released the two 
captured gunmen that they had imprisoned. While the situation was different at the 
time, this approach is what is now avoided in terrorism situations all around the world, 
as it would only lead to further risk of attack. What good did come out of the situation 
was that several European nations realized large scale terrorism was an increasing risk, 
leading them to establish organizations that specified in counter-terrorism, which 
would help prevent future attacks. 

 
The Munich attacks had been different than the usual European Terrorism, which 
normally revolved around European groups such as the Irish Republican Army (IRA), 
or the Basque separatist group Euskadi Ta Askatasuna (ETA). While still politically 
motivated, and not motivated by religious extremism, the Munich attacks were one of 
the first times that groups outside of Europe had chosen to strike inside of Europe. 
From there, terrorism changed from an armed resistance style of organization with 
specific political goals, to a more insurgency oriented style, which focused on staging 
sporadic attacks meant to send a message, instead of convincing people of a particular 
policy. This took place on the national scale in 1988, when a Pan Am flight exploded 
over Lockerbie, Scotland, killing all aboard, and 11 more on the ground12. While never 
admitting guilt, after years Libya eventually took responsibility for the bombing, which 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
11 http://www.paperlessarchives.com/black_september.html 
12 http://www.history.com/news/remembering-the-1988-lockerbie-bombing 
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is believed to be in retaliation for what Libya claims as violations of Libyan airspace by 
the United States; however, this is unconfirmed. State sanctioned terror is being more 
obsolete as nations become better and better at tracking the source of attacks, however 
it is something that still must be considered by NATO. 
 
With the previous few examples, as well as many in the timeline, European nations 
began to realize action must be taken to combat terror. After a number of attacks on 
European nations, EU member nations (many of whom are also in NATO) adopted a 
defined counterterrorism strategy. The radicalization of potential terrorists was seen as 
a major threat, and strategy was made to prevent the radicalization and actions of 
those who wished to carry out terrorist acts. Protecting vulnerable areas that could be 
the subject to an attack was also in the plan, along with trying to remove the ability for 
attacks to occur through limiting terrorists' ability to organize attacks, and the 
availability to the necessary materials and funds. If all else fails, the plan also hopes to 
deal with the effects of a terrorist attack in the most efficient manner possible, as there 
are often perpetrators to be caught and damage to be repaired after an attack. Europe 
has a very rich history of terrorism; however, the most recent wave is too recent to be 
considered history, as it is still an age of terror in the making. 
 

Current Situation 
 
Outlining which terrorist attacks took place where and how they happened will not 
take place in this section. Instead, the focus will be on what kind of terror is taking 
place, and how it, as a concept, is affecting Europe. Along with that, terrorism in 
Europe has become so common that information regarding it is everywhere, especially 
when more and more attacks keep taking place. Member nations must look at the issue 
of terrorism as a whole, not just the cause or the acts themselves. There are many issues 
that must be fixed for a safer Europe, and many effects where the cause is yet to be 
figured out. 
 
Europe on Edge 
In the wake of several large-scale attacks, Europe is hurting in several ways. Security 
wise, the feeling is as tense as ever, with citizens and governments worrying that 
another attack could happen at any time. This fear is being realized again and again, 
leading to increasingly sweeping anti-terror policy. This affects actions both 
domestically and abroad: for example, Belgium closed its borders when attempting to 
apprehend the mastermind of the Paris attacks, and France advanced its bombing of 
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ISIS a great amount in response to the same attacks. Economically, this all hurts 
Europe even further. Coming off the low of the debt crisis, being hit in the head by 
Brexit, and increasingly having to worry about terrorism is causing European 
economies to suffer. Many nations rely greatly on tourism as a source of income, and 
given the risks of traveling to Europe, it is leaving many nations hurting.13 The 
prolonged effects of the threat will only make this economic harm worse, and gives an 
example of how terrorism is affecting Europe in more than just a security sense.  
 
Forms of Terrorism 
When terror is mentioned, the thought is often of hijacking, explosions, and bullets. 
While this form of terror is certainly the most common, and often deadly, it is not the 
only concern for NATO nations to consider. At the forefront of alternative terror 
methods, cyber terror will be a very real possibility to Europe, especially with the 
constant advancement of technology. This form of terror often goes unnoticed due to 
ira less tangible effects, but in time there is a very real possibility of attacks taking place 
on targets from government buildings to nuclear power stations. An example of a 
crippling cyber attack on a NATO member took place in 2007, when a massive cyber-
attack shut down the Internet and most government systems in Estonia.14 While 
resource intensive, terror groups have begun to show increasing technological skill, 
such as the Islamic State in their use of efficient propaganda and smaller scale hacks of 
companies. 
 
While hijackings are certainly not new to terrorism, nations must consider the form of 
vehicular terror that took place in Nice, France recently. The only weapon used was a 
large truck, but a high casualty count still took place. The fact is, the complete removal 
of terror methods is extremely difficult, and nations must consider that there will 
always be innovation among terror organizations, so there must also be innovation 
among NATO members.  
 
Foreign Fighters/Terror Cells 
While there are notable examples, such as in Nice, the majority of terrorist attacks are 
not committed by lone wolves (terrorists operating by themselves), but by small groups 
of radicals who aim to kill the most people possible. Many are young males who have 
links to terrorist groups such as ISIS, with a disturbing trend showing that Europeans 
will travel to the Middle East to fight and train with ISIS. Once they realize that the 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
13 http://www.nytimes.com/2016/07/30/business/international/europe-economy-gdp-terrorism.html?_r=0 
14 http://www.iar-gwu.org/node/65 
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fighting in the Middle East is not as easy as ISIS shows it to be, they will return to their 
homeland prepared to commit acts of great destruction and violence. Prominent 
terrorist groups encourage this activity, and often support cells in western nations. The 
Islamic State, otherwise known as ISIS, has even made a guide entitled “How to survive 
in the West: A Mujahid Guide.”15 These people are often relatively normal citizens, 
with two of the Paris attackers owning a running a bar in Brussels before turning into 
international terrorists. It is easier to detect cells than lone wolves; however, if 
detection fails, then the result is often extremely deadly, so nations must ensure that 
detection takes place. In the past two years, terror related arrests have skyrocketed in 
Europe, and show no signs of declining as the issue becomes more and more prevalent. 
 
Refugee Situation 
While the explicit link between the flood of refugees and terrorism is seldom made, the 
security threat of thousands of undocumented immigrants entering Europe must be 
considered when discussing terrorism and security. Europe never had the time to 
prepare for or adapt to the refugee crisis, and while there are many social implications 
that must be considered, security implications should also be considered. It is more 
likely for terror organizations to simply send terrorists into a nation than to sneak 
them in as refugees, however the possibility is still there, especially in the eyes of the 
public. Without any screening process or security checks, terrorism finding its way 
into Europe’s borders is always a risk.16 
 
The Right Wing 
While they have left the spotlight, right wing and ethnic nationalist terror groups are 
still very alive in Europe. The most striking example of right wing terror is the 2011 
Oslo bombings and the accompanying shootings carried out by Anders Brevik.17 With 
an increasingly multicultural society such as Europe, far right-wing groups that oppose 
immigration and other ethnicities/races have become increasingly enraged with their 
governments. Both the increase in terrorism as well as the refugee crisis have caused 
right wing groups to gain power as the terror threat from these groups becomes 
increasingly high. While not the main focus of European terror, member nations must 
keep these groups in mind when dealing with the terrorist threat.  

UN/NATO Involvement 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
15 http://www.investigativeproject.org/documents/misc/863.pdf 
16 http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/refugee-crisis-asylum-seekers-europe-terrorism-terror-
threat-brexit-immigration-migrants-a7132256.html 
17 http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-14260297 
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Over the past 50 years, the United Nations in various capacities has passed 19 pieces of 
legislation regarding terrorism and counter-terrorism.18 These resolutions cover 
diverse topics such as the aircraft hijacking, crimes against diplomats, taking hostages, 
nuclear material, explosives, bombings, monetary support of terrorism, and nuclear 
terrorism. While all of these provide laws for what constitutes terrorism and how to 
deal with it, perhaps the largest contribution by the UN to combat terrorism is the 
creation of the Counter Terrorism Committee (CTC), established by UNSC Resolution 
1373 (2001).19 This committee originally served to perform tasks such as preventing 
monetary support of terrorists, removing safe havens for them, and increasing 
intelligence cooperation among nations in the area of terrorism. Three years later, the 
UNSC strengthened the CTC by creating the CTC Executive Directorate, who would 
assist the committee in analyzing the issues it deals with, and better inform leaders on 
how to best make their decisions.  
 
Terrorism will always be very high on NATO’s list of priorities, especially when it was 
the cause of the only activation of Article 5 of the Washington Treaty, following the 
September 11 attacks on the World Trade Centers. NATO’s Counter-Terrorism Policy 
consists of three aspects of focus: Awareness, Capabilities, and Engagement. The 
awareness component mostly focuses on intelligence gathering and sharing, as it is 
vital to the fight against terrorism. It also includes the use of top-level analysts and data 
to try and understand terror better, and adapt to how terror is taking place in specific 
regions. The Capabilities pillar focuses on preparedness to respond to any terror 
threat, no matter how potent. NATO’s Defense Against Terrorism Programme of 
Work focuses on the continual development of new offensive and defensive 
technologies to adapt the constantly changing battlefield. These advancements can 
include anything from new battlefield strategy to defense against rocket-propelled 
grenades. This pillar also focuses on dealing with the threat of terrorists armed with 
weapons of mass destruction (WMDs-biological, chemical, or nuclear weapons). 
Finally, Capabilities includes NATO’s crisis response system and military capabilities, 
which it will use in the case of a terrorist attack. The third and final component of 
NATO’s terror policy is Engagement, with focuses around interaction with other 
players in the fight against terrorism. Cooperation is vital to the fight against terrorism, 
both with NATO allies as well as other international actors. This pillar also includes 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
18 http://www.un.org/en/counterterrorism/legal-instruments.shtml 
19 http://www.un.org/en/sc/ctc/aboutus.html 
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education of allies and organization that work in conjunction with NATO, as they 
provide valuable input and advances to the counter terrorism arsenal. 
 

Possible Solutions 
 
The threat of terrorism has been an issue that nations have been combating for ages, 
and this unconventional problem may require more than a conventional solution. 
Nations may take many different steps as part of one plan, or focus on more innovative 
solutions to the many issues. Outlined here are not solutions to the problem as a 
whole, but different steps that should be debated will be included here.   
 
Lower Radicalization 
There are major issues with both terrorism inside of Europe and the export of foreign 
fighters to the Middle East and other areas of the globe. With the main terror threat at 
this point in time being radical Islamic terror, an effort to ensure that radicalization 
does not take place would likely help in the fight against terror to a great degree. There 
are multiple ways that these kinds of solutions could be achieved; however, there is no 
surefire one-size-fits-all solution. In religious terror, radicalization most often occurs 
when a young disenfranchised group finds its way to the teachings of a source that is 
preaching a radical version of their religion. Many of these people were not originally 
extremely religious, but a combination of promises of purpose, brotherhood, and 
fulfillment often motivates them to join a cause of terror. These radicalized youth are 
faced with a choice: to stay in Europe to plan acts of terrorism, or travel to the Middle 
East and fight for a cause such as ISIS or al-Qaeda. Lowering radicalization is mostly a 
game of education. While free speech is a fundamental right that NATO protects, 
glorifying terrorism and preaching radical teachings are undoubtedly increasing 
radicalization. NATO may consider outlawing radical teachings as a whole, such as 
what the UK did in 2006 in the Terrorism Act.20 While NATO is not meant to be a 
social engineer, re-enfranchising many who feel that terrorism would give them a 
purpose will not only be able to help them in their lives, but also prevent the risk of 
these disenfranchised youth from committing terror. Lowering radicalization would be 
one of the most difficult solutions to achieve successfully, but it is also one of the least 
disruptive to the general population. 
 
 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
20 http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2006/11/contents 
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Making Terror Difficult 
Taking steps to increase the difficulty of terror can physically prevent terrorists from 
acquiring the materials necessary to carry out large-scale attacks. Even in cases where it 
is impossible to completely block the flow of supplies, limiting them and making them 
difficult to access will delay terrorists, giving authorities more time and opportunities 
to track down potential plots. There are a few different kinds of limitations that could 
lower the possibility of terror. First, making it more difficult for terrorists to be funded 
would likely make the largest difference in the prevention of large-scale attacks. Money 
is necessary to buy weapons and supplies, as well as sustain a terror cell that is trying to 
remain as low profile as possible. In the previously discussed ISIS Guide to Surviving 
in the West, several “easy money” ideas are listed, including collecting benefits form 
the government, which became reality when Belgian terrorists plotting the Paris 
attacks were receiving welfare.21 On the topic of weapons, limiting these even more, 
and making greater attempts to track guns and explosives will leave the most common 
form of terror devices far more difficult too make. While difficult, Europe has far fewer 
weapons than places such as the United States, so it may be possible should countries 
be willing to cooperate. Finally, preventing the travel of to-be terrorists will prevent 
them from receiving training and further radicalization. No-fly lists are common; 
however, creating a more comprehensive and cooperative edition that could be shared 
among NATO members to prevent terrorism abroad would likely help the cause. 
While effective, this solution would be very difficult to execute, especially due to its 
invasive nature in many cases. 
 
Intelligence Cooperation 
Mentioned briefly in previous solutions, one of the simplest yet effective ways to 
prevent terrorism is the sharing of intelligence. In the status quo, this practice does 
take place; however, improvements to it given the nature of today’s Europe are in 
order. Intelligence sharing will allow NATO nations to more effectively cooperate in 
taking down high risk terror targets, as well as tracking developing risks, and ensuring 
no further radicalization. Nations must decide on an effective way to ensure that 
intelligence sharing takes place, as despite its benefit, most intelligence services choose 
to keep most information to themselves, even at the determent to an ally. In order to 
combat terrorism effectively, this must change. The main difficulty with this solution is 
changing the culture of the intelligence community, as once the information is shared, 
terror is already much easier to fight. 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
21 http://www.wsj.com/articles/terrorist-suspects-in-europe-got-welfare-benefits-while-plotting-attacks-
1470350251 
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Bloc Positions 
 
Nations Hit by Terror 
Nations such as France, Belgium, and the United States have been rocked by terror in 
the recent past, and in turn wish to have a terror policy that will act fast. Both France 
and the United States have pledged to fight ISIS in the Middle East, citing it as one of 
the major sources of terrorism making its way to Europe, and Western nations in 
general. These nations will try to stop attacks at all costs, even if it involves large-scale 
solutions that may be difficult to execute and sustain. 
 
Germany 
Despite several attacks occurring in Germany, they have held strong in their refugee 
acceptance policy. This involves having their borders open to a vast flow of migrants 
from the Middle East. As stated earlier, refugee population and terror is seldom linked, 
but a recent increase in terrorism related attacks in Germany has started to show 
cracks in the German policy. Delegates must consider whether the openness of 
German policy will lead to a greater security risk for Europe as a whole, as it is very 
simple for travel once inside the European Union. 
 
Less Affected Nations 
While just a few examples, nations such as Canada, Slovakia, or Slovenia do not feel 
the direct effects of terrorism in most cases, and are there for taking a far more level 
headed approach to the issue. With that being said, as members of NATO, these 
nations are still completely committed to combating terrorism, but prefer to take a 
calculated approach that they believe fits their nations. For example, Canada pulls its 
fighter jets out of the fight against ISIS, and focuses on training missions instead22. 
 
Nordic Nations 
The Nordic nations of Sweden, Norway, Denmark, and Finland are affected by terror 
like other European nations; however, these nations suffer in a different way. First of 
all, the issue of radicalization and departure for the Middle East among young people 
is quite prevalent and must be considered. That said, the greater issue is with refugee 
assimilation and the creation of areas where terrorism can grow. Due to the 
socioeconomic nature of democratic socialist Nordic nations, it is difficult to assimilate 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
22 http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/politics/canadian-fighter-jets-to-pull-out-of-fight-against-islamic-
state-on-feb-22/article28644422/ 
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thousands of refugees who often have little resouces and a lack of jobs. This creates a 
unique environment, as communities build where unemployment is rampant and 
radicalization becomes all the more likely. These nations would benefit greatly from 
ensuring that radicalization is able to be stopped while continuing to pursue efforts in 
integrating, not assimilating.  
 

Discussion Questions 
 

1.! Will the shift of terror motivation from political agendas to radical ideology 
change the fight against terror? 

 
2.! How can NATO members create effective de-radicalization programs without 

limiting freedom of speech? 
 

3.! Is attempting to limit the access to materials and funds for terrorism viable? 
 

4.! Can the Intelligence community be changed to share information regarding 
terrorist threats? 

 
5.! Will stepping up the fight against ISIS in the Middle East have an effect on 

terror in Europe? 
 

6.! How can the refugee crisis be handled effectively while maintaining security in 
Europe? 

 
7.! What contributions should non-European nations make to the fight against 

terror in Europe? 
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