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ABSTRACT  

Recent developments in Ukraine and Syria have prompted us to reflect on the security of Poland 

as a full member of the now-largest NATO-military alliance. Since the Cold War, the Alliance has 

gone through far-reaching evolution. NATO's adaptation to the contemporary threats posed by the 

strategic security environment was a crisis response. Nevertheless, it should be borne in mind that the 

essential role of NATO consists in the collective defense of the members of the organization. 
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1.  INTRODUCTION  

 

The fact of belonging to the Western security structures constitutes the essential basis of 

national security in Poland in the 21st century. The North Atlantic Treaty Organization 

(NATO) is a collective security organization whose principal principle is to take all necessary 

action against a third country that will attack an alliance, as evidenced by Art. 5 Washington 

Treaty. Apart from the guarantee for our security, as members of the Alliance we are obliged 

to participate in security maintenance projects outside Poland. One of the advantages of 

participating in NATO, often overlooked by many circles, is to make Germany our ally, at 

least for the duration of the Alliance. 

Membership in NATO thus created significant guarantees for the territorial defense of 

the country, thus strengthening our external security by political and military means. In 

addition to strengthening security in a military context, Poland's accession to NATO has 

created a political shield for national reforms in the country, including the building of a 
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market economy (R. Zięba, J. Zając, pp. 22). Although the Alliance remains an essential pillar 

of Poland's national security, the ultimo ratio of this security should not be seen in it. 

However, NATO encounters many problems in implementing a common defense policy. An 

example of the Alliance's problems was the events of 2003 when France and Belgium vetoed 

the launch of special procedures to ensure Turkey's security in the event of a war in Iraq. 

Germany refused to exercise its right to block the trial but supported the veto. This was 

not the first case. The Alliance crisis also appeared in the face of the situation in Ukraine. 

Illegal and shameful occupation of the Crimea, then The actions of Russian troops in the east 

of Ukraine did not provoke the Alliance's resolute and necessary reaction. Apart from the 

declared aid to Ukraine and recognition of Russia's actions as an act of aggression, the summit 

in Newport did not bring a breakthrough. It should be clearly stated that alliances strengthen 

state security where risk factors are limited to the minimum.  

 

 

2.  THE BENEFITS OF PARTICIPATING IN ALLIANCES CAN BE SAID WHEN” 

 

 The state as a result of the conclusion of specific alliances will not be overly dependent 

(eg, the alliance of Napoleon in the nineteenth century or the allies of the former USSR), 

either at the political, military or economic level; 

 Allies do not entangle the state into unnecessary (or unprofitable in the context of 

national interests) conflict; 

 the state can be certain to keep allied commitments (too much uncertainty may turn out to 

him, as Poland has experienced many times); 

 The alliance will prove to be sufficiently sustainable in a momentous state (B. 

Balcerwoicz, pp. 48). 

 

The effectiveness (value) of defensive alliances is difficult to calculate, and even 

impossible to express it with numbers. The membership of the state into alliances in the 

fundamental alliance determines the doctrine of national security. So ask yourself how 

strategic assumptions in the area of state security are allied and how national? Boleslaw 

Balcerowicz emphasized that the priority of the alliance was national interests and objectives, 

and that the national defense strategy should first be taken into account, and that participation 

in shaping the Allied strategy is, in a sense, a parallel operation.  

 

 

3.  POLAND IN  NATO 

 

Poland, in its accession to NATO and the European Union, has taken on the 

responsibility of acting for the solidarity of both organizations and their adaptation to the 

evolving international environment. For Poland, a member of NATO, the most important is 

the evolution of its strategic concept. Poland as a greater "consumer" than the "manufacturer" 

of security depends above all on confirming and strengthening NATO's key commitment to 

maintaining the capacity for collective territorial defense (Article 5 of the North Atlantic 

Treaty). 

Less important from the point of view of Poland's national interest are records of 

operations that go beyond the provisions of this article, including the response operations 
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Crisis (R. Zięba, pp. 58). Considering the role of the Alliance in the doctrine of state security, 

it is worth mentioning the words of J. Nowak-Jeźiorański, who rightly points out that the 

commonly accepted criterion of security is its own defense potential combined with allied 

systems, providing effective deterrence of a potential attacker. The risk of aggression must be 

high enough in an adversary's perception to be unprofitable (J. Nowak – Jeziorański, pp. 7). 

It is impossible to base its security solely on the guarantees of the Allies, and by 

analyzing open documents of a strategic nature it is impossible not to notice the elements of 

such reasoning in the policy of the authorities of the Third Republic. As noted by Zięba, it can 

be estimated that today the security of Poland is based on a comprehensive security system, 

which, however, should be complemented by its own contribution to building civil and 

military means of providing it. All these external and national solutions should be linked to 

socioeconomic development and thus be an integrated national security system.  

Being a member of the North Atlantic Alliance creates not only an opportunity for 

Poland's national security, but also poses challenges and threats to this security. In the context 

of the threat posed by membership of the Alliance, the most important ones involve a military 

threat( Karl-Heinz Kamp in “Judy Asks: Is NATO’s 2 Percent Spending Call Realistic?” Judy 

Dempsey’s Strategic Europe (blog), Carnegie Europe). 

The challenges and military threats to Poland's security come mainly from the East. 

Ukraine's stability is crucial, and the armed conflict with that country is not only a serious 

challenge to Poland's security, but above all to the eastern flank of the Alliance as part of a 

strategic-minded border. Belarus is heavily dependent on Russia, and its fears undermine its 

undemocratic character. 

Poland lies in the central part of Europe, at the same time in the middle of one of its 

four geostrategic regions, called Central Europe. Central position is of crucial importance in 

the strategy, and the central position of Poland is hard to deny. It lies in the area of traditional 

(natural) communication routes, in the East-West parallel system. This location of our 

country, its natural geographical conditions and the importance of communication make it on 

the strategic axis of Europe, which is crucial in the Alliance's strategic  

Thus, in the context of the threat to the strategy (Z. Lach, J. Skrzyp, A. Łaszczuk, pp. 

17) inviolability of Poland's borders, it should be emphasized that Poland is on the main 

strategic direction of Alliance warfare and The Russian Federation. It is obvious that our 

security is to a large extent a function of NATO's relations with Russia and Ukraine, as they 

have clearly shown in recent years. Active participation in shaping these relations, also with 

other countries of the region (the Baltic States and V4), is becoming a serious challenge for 

Poland. Geopolitical and historical conditions determine Poland's role as a special partner of 

these states. This partnership should be particularly visible in the field of defense and political 

cooperation aimed at creating the desired security of the Euro-Atlantic area (20 Ian Anthony 

in “Judy Asks: Is NATO’s 2 Percent Spending Call Realistic?” Judy Dempsey’s Strategic 

Europe (blog), Carnegie Europe, February 25, 2015: 

http://carnegieeurope.eu/strategiceurope/?fa=59173 ) 

Poland is a border state of NATO, which determines the need for special protection for 

the defense of its territory. It is precisely in the areas of border states that the collective 

defense efforts must first be concentrated. It is logical that Poland's geostrategic position 

should give us priority in common defense. It is of great importance that Poland is not a 

peripheral peripheral state, and lies in the main strategic direction. Bearing this in mind, our 

defense plays a special role in defense concepts in Central Europe (Simon, pp.44). 
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All political actions aimed at strengthening the eastern flank and maintaining the 

alliance's capacity as regards its traditional function are all that is needed and desirable. 

According to the Alliance report published in June this year, only five of the 28 Member 

States will meet their commitments this year, mainly in the area of military funding. If such 

problems are encountered in a relatively stable situation, then in the situation of real armed 

conflict, it is never certain whether the actions taken by the NATO states will be effective and 

adequate. Actions below the threshold of war, which are a feature of contemporary conflicts, 

can create situations difficult to achieve political consensus, disrupting cohesion and 

solidarity between allies (The annual report of the European Defense Agency publicly lists 

some of these indicators, in a simplified form. NATO could easily do the same. European 

Defense Agency, Annual Report 2014 (Brussels: European Defense Agency, 2015), 

www.eda.europa.eu/docs/default-source/eda-annual-reports/eda-annual-report-2014 ) 

 

 

4.  CONCLUSIONS 

 

Considering the security of Poland, therefore, one cannot take into account only the 

external dimension of this security. You should first take care of your own deterrence and 

defense potential. This obligation is apparent from the North Atlantic Treaty signed by Poland 

(Act of the Republic of Poland, 2000, no. 87, item 970). According to Art. 3. The document 

referred to for better achievement of the objectives of this Treaty, the Parties, individually and 

jointly, through continuous and effective self-help and mutual assistance, shall maintain and 

develop their individual and collective capacity to resist armed assault. The ancients have 

already noticed that there is no narrower and more unstable than the glow of a power not 

based on native forces (Michta, Andrew A, pp. 54). 

Therefore, the strategic imperative for the new government should be primarily to 

strengthen its own potential, backed by the Alliance's guarantees. It is positive and desirable 

to evaluate the signals of the concept of modern territorial defense and the dislocation of 

equipment and soldiers on the eastern front. It is also necessary to increase the saturation of 

operational armies with modern armaments, to finalize modernization programs, and to 

undertake a comprehensive reform of the National Reserve Force. At the end of the 

discussion, it is worth recalling the words of N. Machiavelli, who observed: The foundation 

of every state is a good army, and where it is lacking, it is hard for good law and for the good 

of everything to happen. 
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