STUDY GUIDE

“Reviewing and enhancing NATO Partnerships in the Black Sea and Eastern Europe”
Respected Member State Representatives,
We warmly welcome you to the upcoming simulation of the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization. The purpose of this background paper is to brief you about the procedure we
will follow for the conduct of official business, what we will discuss within the committee
sessions, the kind of power and level of analysis we will be dealing with during the
simulation and other aspects of the conference at large. This background paper will also
provide you with the marking scheme, definition of role-playing at model UN Conferences
and further links which will help your research for the conference. We urge you to go through
the background guide thoroughly. In case of any queries, we also encourage you to revert to
us at any point of time before the conference dates via e-mail. Please note that the guide is not
to be judged for its originality but for its content. We have attached certain sections which
have been copied from the official websites of many international organizations, foreign
ministries, news articles etc., given that we can not do a better job of dispensing information
about an organization better than it can do so through its own resources. This also implies that
the guide offers no argument in favour of or against any of the multiple stakeholders which
are parties to the agenda.
We will be following the official UN4MUN Rules of Procedure for the conduct of
business. A copy of the same will be sent along with the background paper. While it is your
duty to make yourself thorough with the procedures, it is our duty to faithfully implement the
rules of procedure and help you abide by them.
Kindly note that this simulation will depend heavily on the aspects of playing your
part and the nature of power and national interest, both within and outside NATO as an
organization. We urge you to read as much as possible in a bid to familiarise yourselves with
the role of NATO in the world as an international and intergovernmental organization as well
as a collective security organization.
A note on the format: this will be a NATO Summit where Heads of States will be the
Member State Representatives. This implies that you all will be the incumbent
Presidents/Prime Ministers of your States. This also implies ample room for foreign policy
alteration as well as substantial policy changes with respect to the given agenda item. While
the guide contains a substantial description of what role-playing constitutes, we hope you
understand that the committee will be operating on the highest of levels.
(Signed)
Joint Secretary Generals
North Atlantic Treaty Organization
NATO and its contents :
The North Atlantic Treaty Organization was created in 1949 by the United States,
Canada and several Western European nations to provide collective security against the
Soviet Union.
NATO was the first peacetime military alliance the United States entered into outside
of the Western Hemisphere. After the destruction of the Second World War, the nations of
Europe struggled to rebuild their economies and ensure their security. The former required a
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massive influx of aid to help the war-torn landscapes re-establish industries and produce food,
and the latter required assurances against a resurgent Germany or incursions from the Soviet
Union. The United States viewed an economically strong, rearmed, and integrated Europe as
vital to the prevention of communist expansion across the continent. As a result, Secretary of
State George Marshall proposed a program of large-scale economic aid to Europe. The
resulting European Recovery Program, or Marshall Plan, not only facilitated European
economic integration but promoted the idea of shared interests and cooperation between the
United States and Europe. Soviet refusal either to participate in the Marshall Plan or to allow
its satellite states in Eastern Europe to accept the economic assistance helped to reinforce the
growing division between east and west in Europe.
In 1947–1948, a series of events caused the nations of Western Europe to become
concerned about their physical and political security and the United States to become more
closely involved with European affairs. The ongoing civil war in Greece, along with tensions
in Turkey, led President Harry S. Truman to assert that the United States would provide
economic and military aid to both countries, as well as to any other nation struggling against
an attempt at subjugation. A Soviet-sponsored coup in Czechoslovakia resulted in a
communist government coming to power on the borders of Germany. Attention also focused
on elections in Italy as the communist party had made significant gains among Italian voters.
Furthermore, events in Germany also caused concern. The occupation and governance of
Germany after the war had long been disputed, and in mid-1948, Soviet premier Joseph Stalin
chose to test Western resolve by implementing a blockade against West Berlin, which was
then under joint U.S., British, and French control but surrounded by Soviet-controlled East
Germany. This Berlin Crisis brought the United States and the Soviet Union to the brink of
conflict, although a massive airlift to resupply the city for the duration of the blockade helped
to prevent an outright confrontation. These events caused U.S. officials to grow increasingly
wary of the possibility that the countries of Western Europe might deal with their security
concerns by negotiating with the Soviets. To counter this possible turn of events, the Truman
Administration considered the possibility of forming a European-American alliance that
would commit the United States to bolstering the security of Western Europe.
The Western European countries were willing to consider a collective security
solution. In response to increasing tensions and security concerns, representatives of several
countries of Western Europe gathered together to create a military alliance. Great Britain,
France, Belgium, the Netherlands and Luxembourg signed the Brussels Treaty in March,
1948. Their treaty provided collective defense; if any one of these nations was attacked, the
others were bound to help defend it. At the same time, the Truman Administration instituted a
peacetime draft, increased military spending, and called upon the historically isolationist
Republican Congress to consider a military alliance with Europe. In May of 1948, Republican
Senator Arthur H. Vandenberg proposed a resolution suggesting that the President seek a
security treaty with Western Europe that would adhere to the United Nations charter but exist
outside of the Security Council where the Soviet Union held veto power. The Vandenberg
Resolution passed, and negotiations began for the North Atlantic Treaty.
In spite of general agreement on the concept behind the treaty, it took several months
to work out the exact terms. The U.S. Congress had embraced the pursuit of the international
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alliance, but it remained concerned about the wording of the treaty. The nations of Western
Europe wanted assurances that the United States would intervene automatically in the event
of an attack, but under the U.S. Constitution the power to declare war rested with Congress.
Negotiations worked toward finding language that would reassure the European states but not
obligate the United States to act in a way that violated its own laws. Additionally, European
contributions to collective security would require large-scale military assistance from the
United States to help rebuild Western Europe’s defense capabilities. While the European
nations argued for individual grants and aid, the United States wanted to make aid conditional
on regional coordination. A third issue was the question of scope. The Brussels Treaty
signatories preferred that membership in the alliance be restricted to the members of that
treaty plus the United States. The U.S. negotiators felt there was more to be gained from
enlarging the new treaty to include the countries of the North Atlantic, including Canada,
Iceland, Denmark, Norway, Ireland, and Portugal. Together, these countries held territory that
formed a bridge between the opposite shores of the Atlantic Ocean, which would facilitate
military action if it became necessary.
The result of these extensive negotiations was the signing of the North Atlantic Treaty
in 1949. In this agreement, the United States, Canada, Belgium, Denmark, France, Iceland,
Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, and the United Kingdom agreed to
consider attack against one an attack against all, along with consultations about threats and
defense matters. This collective defense arrangement only formally applied to attacks against
the signatories that occurred in Europe or North America; it did not include conflicts in
colonial territories. After the treaty was signed, a number of the signatories made requests to
the United States for military aid. Later in 1949, President Truman proposed a military
assistance program, and the Mutual Defense Assistance Program passed the U.S. Congress in
October, appropriating some $1.4 billion dollars for the purpose of building Western
European defenses.
Soon after the creation of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, the outbreak of the
Korean War led the members to move quickly to integrate and coordinate their defense forces
through a centralized headquarters. The North Korean attack on South Korea was widely
viewed at the time to be an example of communist aggression directed by Moscow, so the
United States bolstered its troop commitments to Europe to provide assurances against Soviet
aggression on the European continent. In 1952, the members agreed to admit Greece and
Turkey to NATO and added the Federal Republic of Germany in 1955. West German entry
led the Soviet Union to retaliate with its own regional alliance, which took the form of the
Warsaw Treaty Organization and included the Soviet satellite states of Eastern Europe as
members.
The collective defense arrangements in NATO served to place the whole of Western
Europe under the American “nuclear umbrella.” In the 1950s, one of the first military
doctrines of NATO emerged in the form of “massive retaliation,” or the idea that if any
member was attacked, the United States would respond with a large-scale nuclear attack. The
threat of this form of response was meant to serve as a deterrent against Soviet aggression on
the continent. Although formed in response to the exigencies of the developing Cold War,
NATO has lasted beyond the end of that conflict, with membership even expanding to include
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some former Soviet states. It remains the largest peacetime military alliance in the world.
NATO is committed to protecting its members through political and military means. It
also encourages consultation and cooperation with non-NATO countries in a wide range of
security-related areas such as defence reform and peacekeeping. Through its discussions and
partnerships, NATO contributes to preventing conflicts within and beyond the frontiers of its
member countries. It promotes democratic values and is committed to the peaceful resolution
of disputes. If diplomatic efforts fail, it has the military capacity needed to undertake
crisismanagement
and peacekeeping operations alone or in cooperation with other countries and
international organisations. NATO also has a third dimension which consists of activities
in the area of civil emergency planning, helping Allies and partners to cope with disasters, as
well as to promote cooperation in the field of science and the environment.
Each member country has a permanent delegation at NATO’s political headquarters in
Brussels, Belgium. It is headed by an ambassador, who represents his/her government in the
Alliance’s consultation and decision-making process. The North Atlantic Council is the most
important political decision-making body within the Organization. It meets at different levels
and is chaired by the Secretary General of NATO, who helps members reach agreement on
key issues. All decisions within each of NATO’s committees are reached by consensus. A
“NATO decision” is therefore the expression of the collective will of all member countries.
NATO has very few permanent forces of its own. When an operation is agreed by the North
Atlantic Council, members contribute forces on a voluntary basis. These forces return to their
countries once the mission is completed. It is the role of the military command structure to
coordinate and conduct these operations. This structure consists of headquarters and bases
located in different member countries. NATO’s day-to-day activities, civil and military
structures and security investment programmes are funded through common budgets to which
member governments contribute in accordance with an agreed cost-sharing formula.
Current NATO Members include the following 29 States :
Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Iceland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway
Portugal, United Kingdom, United States of America, Greece, Turkey, Germany, Spain,
Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland, Bulgaria, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Albania, Croatia and Montenegro.
All NATO decisions are made by consensus, after discussion and consultation among
member countries. Consultation between member states is therefore at the heart of NATO
since Allies are able to exchange views and information, and discuss issues prior to reaching
agreement and taking action.
Consultation takes many forms. At its most basic level it involves simply the
exchange of information and opinions. At another level it covers the communication of
actions or decisions, which governments have already taken or may be about to take. Finally,
it can encompass discussion with the aim of reaching a consensus on policies to be adopted or
actions to be taken.
In a nutshell, consultation is continuous and takes place both on a formal and informal
basis. It can happen quickly due to the fact that all member states have permanent delegations
at NATO Headquarters, Brussels. Governments can come together at short notice whenever
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necessary, often with prior knowledge of their respective national preoccupations, in order to
agree on common policies or take action on the basis of consensus. NATO’s network of
committees facilitates consultation by enabling government officials, experts and
administrators to come together on a daily basis to discuss a broad range issues. The principle
of consensus decision-making is applied throughout NATO, which means that all “NATO
decisions” are the expression of the collective will of all sovereign states that are members of
this inter-governmental organisation. While consensus decision-making can help a member
country preserve national sovereignty in the area of defence and security, Article 4 can be an
invitation for member countries to concede this right to the group or it can simply lead to a
request for NATO support.
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Article 4 of the NATO Charter :
Under Article 4 of NATO’s founding treaty, member countries can bring an issue to
the attention of the North Atlantic Council (Council or NAC – NATO’s principal political
decision-making body) and discuss it with Allies. The article states:
“The Parties will consult together whenever, in the opinion of any of them, the territorial
integrity, political independence or security of any of the Parties is threatened.”
Any member country can formally invoke Article 4 of the North Atlantic Treaty. As
soon as it is invoked, the issue is discussed and can potentially lead to some form of joint
decision or action on behalf of the Alliance. Whatever the scenario, fellow members sitting
around the Council table are encouraged to react to a situation brought to their attention by a
member country.
Since the Alliance’s creation in 1949, Article 4 has been invoked several times. On 26
July 2015, Turkey requested that the NAC convene under Article 4 in view of the seriousness
of the situation following heinous terrorist attacks, and to inform Allies of the measures it is
taking. Poland invoked Article 4 on 3 March 2014 following increasing tensions in
neighbouring Ukraine. On two occasions in 2012, Turkey requested a NAC meeting under
Article 4: once on 22 June after one of its fighter jets was shot down by Syrian air defence
forces and the second time on 3 October when five Turkish civilians were killed by Syrian
shells. Following these incidents, on 21 November, Turkey requested the deployment of
Patriot missiles. NATO agreed to this defensive measure so as to help Turkey defend its
population and territory, and help de-escalate the crisis along the border.
Previously, on 10 February 2003, Turkey formally invoked Article 4, asking for
consultations in the NAC on defensive assistance from NATO in the event of a threat to its
population or territory resulting from armed conflict in neighbouring Iraq. NATO agreed a
package of defensive measures and conducted Operation Display Deterrence from end
February to early May 2003.
The political dimension of NATO :
Encouraging members of an inter-governmental organisation who have not given up
their right of free and independent judgment in international affairs to consult more
systematically on an issue is a challenge – be it today or in the 1950s.
In the early 1950s, the NAC recognised NATO’s consultative deficiency on
international issues and recommended that measures be taken to improve the process. In April
1954, a resolution on political consultation was adopted:
“... all member governments should bear constantly in mind the desirability of
bringing to the attention of the Council information on international political developments
whenever they are of concern to other members of the Council or to the Organization as a
whole; and (...) the Council in permanent session should from time to time consider what
specific subject might be suitable for political consultation at one of its subsequent meetings
when its members should be in a position to express the views of their governments on the
subject.” C-M(54)38.
The resolution, which was put forward by Canada and immediately approved,
provoked nonetheless a reaction from the American representative:
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“Mr. Dulles (United States) supported the Canadian resolution on the understanding
that consultation would be limited within the bounds of common sense. Countries like his
own with world-wide interests might find it difficult to consult other NATO governments in
every case. For a sudden emergency, it was more important to take action than to discuss the
emergency. In other words, consultation should be regarded as a means to an end, rather than
an end in itself.” (C-R(54)18).
The reservations made by the United States, which no doubt were shared by other
member countries, could still be voiced today. Building on this resolution, on 8 March 1956,
the then Secretary General of NATO, Lord Ismay, made a statement which widened the
debate by explaining the consequences of systemising political consultation within the
Alliance:
“A direct method of bringing home to public opinion the importance of the habit of
political consultation within NATO may be summed up in the proposition “NATO is a
political as well as a military alliance”. The habitual use of this phraseology would be
preferable to the current tendency to refer to NATO as a (purely) military alliance. It is also
more accurate. To refer to NATO as a political alliance in no sense denies, depreciates or
deprecates the fact that the alliance is also military.” (C-M(56)25-1956).
The same year, the “Three Wise Men” produced their report, which inter alia sought to
improve consultation within the Alliance on issues of common concern (“Report of the
Committee of Three on Non-Military Cooperation in NATO”). However, ironically it was
published as the Suez crisis emerged. Suez severely divided the leading founding members of
the Organization (France, the United Kingdom and the United States). The Suez crisis acted
as a catalyst for NATO, leading it to put into practice something it knew was of vital
importance for the unity and solidarity of the Alliance – political consultation.
“Animus in consulendo liber” :
For its anecdotal value, it is worth noting that when NATO moved to its headquarters
at the Porte Dauphine in Paris, in December 1959, the then Secretary General, M. Paul-Henri
Spaak, enlisted the help of the Dean of the Council in finding a suitable Latin maxim which
would capture the spirit of consultation between Allies to which he attached so much
importance. The Dean, Belgian Ambassador André de Staercke, recalled a visit he had made
to the Tuscan town of San Gimignano. There, in the Palazzo del Podestà, engraved on the
back of the seat reserved for the man who presided over the destinies of the city, he had seen
the motto: Animus in consulendo liber.
It seems that an entirely satisfactory translation of the phrase cannot be found,
although a French version “l’esprit libre dans la consultation” comes close. Renderings in
English have ranged from the cryptic “in discussion a free mind” to the more complex
“Man’s mind ranges unrestrained in counsel”. The motto adorned the conference area at the
Porte de Dauphine for several years and, in 1967, was moved to NATO’s new home in
Brussels, where it has since graced the wall of the Council room.
As explained above, consultation and consensus were accepted as the basis for all
NATO decisions when the Alliance was created in 1949.
However, it was only gradually that NATO set up a consultation system. In broad
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terms, this was done in three stages:
● 1949-1952: at the signing of the Treaty, NATO introduced the consultation process as
a key principle in its working mechanisms. This was reinforced at the Lisbon
Conference (1952) where the contours of today’s NATO were put into place: the NAC
was made permanent and the position of Secretary General was created, together with
an international staff that would support Council decisions on a permanent basis;
● 1952-1956: between 1952 and the publishing of the Committee of Three report on
non-military cooperation, attempts had been made to encourage political consultation
beyond the geographical limitations defined in the founding treaty, i.e, beyond the
defined NATO area.
● From 1956: the principles of the Report of the Committee of Three were further
developed and implemented. The Committee recommended measures in the area of
political cooperation with regard to foreign policies, the peaceful settlement of intermember
disputes, economic cooperation, scientific and technical cooperation, cultural
cooperation and cooperation in the information field.
The Committee of Three left a lasting legacy by encouraging NATO members to
reconcile differences within the Organization through productive consultation on matters of
common concern, including issues outside the defined NATO area. The Suez crisis provided a
first-hand example of why close political consultation and non-military cooperation are
necessary.
The principal forum for political consultation is the North Atlantic Council. The NAC
is NATO’s principal political decision-making committee. The Secretary General, by virtue of
his chairmanship, plays an essential part in this process. Consultation also takes place on a
regular basis in other fora, including NATO committees and working groups. All of these
bodies derive their authority from the Council.
Article 5 of NATO Charter :
The principle of collective defence is at the very heart of NATO’s founding treaty. It
remains a unique and enduring principle that binds its members together, committing them to
protect each other and setting a spirit of solidarity within the Alliance.
In 1949, the primary aim of the North Atlantic Treaty – NATO’s founding treaty – was
to create a pact of mutual assistance to counter the risk that the Soviet Union would seek to
extend its control of Eastern Europe to other parts of the continent. Every participating
country agreed that this form of solidarity was at the heart of the Treaty, effectively making
Article 5 on collective defence a key component of the Alliance. Article 5 provides that if a
NATO Ally is the victim of an armed attack, each and every other member of the Alliance
will consider this act of violence as an armed attack against all members and will take the
actions it deems necessary to assist the Ally attacked.
“The Parties agree that an armed attack against one or more of them in Europe or
North America shall be considered an attack against them all and consequently they agree
that, if such an armed attack occurs, each of them, in exercise of the right of individual or
collective self-defence recognized by Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations, will
assist the Party or Parties so attacked by taking forthwith, individually and in concert with the
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other Parties, such action as it deems necessary, including the use of armed force, to restore
and maintain the security of the North Atlantic area. Any such armed attack and all measures
taken as a result thereof shall immediately be reported to the Security Council. Such measures
shall be terminated when the Security Council has taken the measures necessary to restore
and maintain international peace and security.”
This article is complemented by Article 6, which stipulates:
“For the purpose of Article 5, an armed attack on one or more of the Parties is deemed to
include an armed attack:
● on the territory of any of the Parties in Europe or North America, on the Algerian
Departments of France, on the territory of Turkey or on the Islands under the
jurisdiction of any of the Parties in the North Atlantic area north of the Tropic of
Cancer;
● on the forces, vessels, or aircraft of any of the Parties, when in or over these territories
or any other area in Europe in which occupation forces of any of the Parties were
stationed on the date when the Treaty entered into force or the Mediterranean Sea or
the North Atlantic area north of the Tropic of Cancer.”
According to one of the drafters of the Treaty, Theodore C. Achilles, there was no
doubt in anybody’s mind that NATO operations could also be conducted south of the Tropic
of Cancer. This was confirmed by NATO foreign ministers in Reykjavik in May 2002 in the
context of the fight against terrorism: “To carry out the full range of its missions, NATO must
be able to field forces that can move quickly to wherever they are needed, sustain operations
over distance and time, and achieve their objectives”. (Extract from the Reykjavik
communiqué).
The principle of providing assistance :
With the invocation of Article 5, Allies can provide any form of assistance they deem
necessary to respond to a situation. This is an individual obligation on each Ally and each
Ally is responsible for determining what it deems necessary in the particular circumstances.
This assistance is taken forward in concert with other Allies. It is not necessarily military and
depends on the material resources of each country. It is therefore left to the judgment of each
individual member country to determine how it will contribute. Each country will consult
with the other members, bearing in mind that the ultimate aim is to “to restore and maintain
the security of the North Atlantic area”.
At the drafting of Article 5 in the late 1940s, there was consensus on the principle of
mutual assistance, but fundamental disagreement on the modalities of implementing this
commitment. The European participants wanted to ensure that the United States would
automatically come to their assistance should one of the signatories come under attack; the
United States did not want to make such a pledge and obtained that this be reflected in the
wording of Article 5.
The 9/11 terrorist attacks :
The United States was the object of brutal terrorist attacks on 11 September 2001. The
Alliance's 1999 Strategic Concept had already identified terrorism as one of the risks
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affecting NATO’s security. The Alliance’s response to 9/11, however, saw NATO engage
actively in the fight against terrorism, launch its first operations outside the Euro-Atlantic
area and begin a far-reaching transformation of its capabilities. Moreover, it led NATO to
invoke Article 5 of the Washington Treaty for the very first time in its history.
An act of solidarity :
On the evening of 12 September 2001, less than 24 hours after the attacks, the Allies
invoked the principle of Article 5. Then NATO Secretary General Lord Robertson
subsequently informed the Secretary-General of the United Nations of the Alliance's decision.
The North Atlantic Council – NATO’s principal political decision-making body – agreed that
if it determined that the attack was directed from abroad against the United States, it would
be
regarded as an action covered by Article 5. On 2 October, once the Council had been briefed
on the results of investigations into the 9/11 attacks, it determined that they were regarded as
an action covered by Article 5. By invoking Article 5, NATO members showed their
solidarity towards the United States and condemned in the strongest possible way, the
terrorist attacks against the United States.
Taking action :
After 9/11, there were consultations among the Allies and collective action was
decided by the Council. The United States could also carry out independent actions,
consistent with its rights and obligations under the United Nations Charter. On 4 October,
once it had been determined that the attacks came from abroad, NATO agreed on a package
of
eight measures to support the United States. On the request of the United States, it launched
its first ever anti-terror operation – Eagle Assist – from mid-October 2001 to mid-May 2002.
It consisted in seven NATO AWACS radar aircraft that helped patrol the skies over the
United
States; in total 830 crew members from 13 NATO countries flew over 360 sorties. This was
the first time that NATO military assets were deployed in support of an Article 5 operation.
On 26 October, the Alliance launched its second counter-terrorism operation in
response to the attacks on the United States, Active Endeavour. Elements of NATO's Standing
Naval Forces were sent to patrol the Eastern Mediterranean and monitor shipping to detect
and deter terrorist activity, including illegal trafficking. In March 2004, the operation was
expanded to include the entire Mediterranean.
The eight measures to support the United States, as agreed by NATO were:
● to enhance intelligence-sharing and cooperation, both bilaterally and in appropriate
NATO bodies, relating to the threats posed by terrorism and the actions to be taken
against it;
● to provide, individually or collectively, as appropriate and according to their
capabilities, assistance to Allies and other countries which are or may be subject to
increased terrorist threats as a result of their support for the campaign against
terrorism;
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● to take necessary measures to provide increased security for facilities of the United
States and other Allies on their territory;
● to backfill selected Allied assets in NATO’s area of responsibility that are required to
directly support operations against terrorism;
● to provide blanket overflight clearances for the United States and other Allies’ aircraft,
in accordance with the necessary air traffic arrangements and national procedures, for
military flights related to operations against terrorism;
● to provide access for the United States and other Allies to ports and airfields on the
territory of NATO member countries for operations against terrorism, including for
refuelling, in accordance with national procedures;
● that the Alliance is ready to deploy elements of its Standing Naval Forces to the
Eastern Mediterranean in order to provide a NATO presence and demonstrate resolve;
● that the Alliance is similarly ready to deploy elements of its NATO Airborne Early
Warning Force to support operations against terrorism.
On the request of Turkey, on three occasions, NATO has put collective defence
measures in place: in 1991 with the deployment of Patriot missiles during the Gulf War, in
2003 with the agreement on a package of defensive measures and conduct of Operation
Display Deterrence during the crisis in Iraq, and in 2012 in response to the situation in Syria
with the deployment of Patriot missiles.
Since Russia’s illegal annexation of Crimea in 2014 and the rise of security challenges
from the south, including brutal attacks by ISIL and other terrorist groups across several
continents, NATO has implemented the biggest increase in collective defence since the Cold
War. For instance, it has tripled the size of the NATO Response Force, established a 5,000strong Spearhead Force and is deploying multinational battlegroups in Estonia, Latvia,
Lithuania and Poland. NATO is also increasing its presence in the southeast of the Alliance,
centred on a multinational brigade in Romania. The Alliance has further stepped up air
policing over the Baltic and Black Sea areas and continues to develop key military
capabilities, such as Joint Intelligence, Surveillance and Reconnaissance. At the Warsaw
Summit in July 2016, Allies also recognised cyber defence as a new operational domain, to
enable better protection of networks, missions and operations.
Collective defence measures are not solely event-driven. NATO has a number of
standing forces on active duty that contribute to the Alliance’s collective defence efforts on a
permanent basis. These include NATO’s standing maritime forces, which are ready to act
when called upon. They perform different tasks ranging from exercises to operational
missions, in peacetime and in periods of crisis and conflict.
Additionally, NATO has an integrated air defence system to protect against air attacks,
which also comprises the Alliance’s ballistic missile defence system. NATO also conducts
several air policing missions, which are collective peacetime missions that enable NATO to
detect, track and identify all violations and infringements of its airspace and to take
appropriate action. As part of such missions, Allied fighter jets patrol the airspace of Allies
who do not have fighter jets of their own. They run on a 24/7 basis, 365 days a year.
Role-Playing :
Given the Model United Nations Conferences also provide a platform for youth to
understand how the UN works, it is important for you all as Member State Representatives to
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learn what roleplaying is and what it entails.
From the moment you received your allotment, you have been the designated Head of
State of your respective countries. This means you have to act, think, speak, walk, see and
breathe like the Heads of States of your countries would do at NATO. You should know all
the policies and governmental stances of your respective nations. You should be aware of the
decisions your governments have taken in the past, what documents they have signed with
regard to the agenda at hand, and what their future policies look like.
We also encourage you to watch videos of meetings of NATO on the internet to
observe and emulate those traits which the diplomats assume and evince there.
Marking scheme :
Marking scheme has been divided into 5 broad sections with each section holding 10 marks
each:
1. Role-playing and foreign policy conduction - 10 marks.
2. Negotiation, leadership skills and consultation performance - 10 marks.
3. Research and understanding of the agenda - 10 marks.
4. Presentation, decorum and oratory - 10 marks.
5. Documentation and related lobbying - 10 marks.
Prospective Sub-topics for Discussions :
1. Reviewing NATO’s relationship with Turkey.
2. Mechanism of reaffirming in practice and principle deterrence against the Russia.
3. New Strategic partnerships and increasing the number of Multinational Battle Groups.
4. New membership policy and discussion of potential Membership Action Plans
(MAPs).
5. Internal budgetary concerns of NATO regarding State contribution via defense
spending.
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Links for further research :
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/0/what-is-nato-and-how-does-it-keep-europe-safe/
https://www.economist.com/the-economist-explains/2015/03/09/how-natos-article-5-works
https://www.rferl.org/a/explainer-nato-articles-4-and-5/24626653.html
https://www.nato.int/nato_static_fl2014/assets/pdf/pdf_publications/20170608_1706_memb
part-e.pdf
https://www.nato.int/nato_static_fl2014/assets/pdf/pdf_2018_03/20180315_SG_AnnualRepo
rt_en.pdf
https://www.nato.int/nato_static_fl2014/assets/pdf/pdf_publications/20170608_working_toge
ther_2017_en.pdf
https://www.thebalance.com/nato-purpose-history-members-and-alliances-3306116
https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natolive/official_texts_23861.htm
https://www.lawteacher.net/free-law-essays/international-law/role-of-north-atlantic-treaty-org
anization-international-law-essay.php
https://www.brookings.edu/research/nato-in-the-21st-century-what-purpose-what-missions/
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