This diploma thesis analyzes the phenomenon of NATO burden-sharing. Due to late security
crises in Europe, such as Crimea crisis, the never-ending alliance issue has been encased in
new dynamics. This new dynamics supposedly threatens the long preserved status quo and
can even lead to the breakup of the alliance. The thesis uses methodological framework
prescribed by Lene Hansen. This framework draws heavily on work from David Campbell
and his Writing Security. For the successful analysis, we first designate our inter-textual
governmental field in which we then try to observe the repeating ideational/argumentative
norms of the respective discursive actors in the alliance. We also divide our research field into
two time units: the 1990s era and events after 9/11. Interpretation of the behaviour of certain
members shows establishment of a several interconnected centres of argumentation, which
somehow coincides with the three largest European members of NATO. The thesis also
shows, that these argumentative actors tend to transform their argumentative structures along
with the changing environment and context. For better understanding, the work encompasses
the short-term, intensive burden-sharing situations, like NATO interventions, but also debates

on long-term institutional solutions, which are mostly seen during the alliance summits.



