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Letter from the BoardLetter from the BoardLetter from the Board
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Greetings Delegates,Greetings Delegates,

MyMy name is Punya Khemani, and it is my honour and privilege to name is Punya Khemani, and it is my honour and privilege to
welcome you all to the Crimean Crisis Cabinet at Emerald Heightswelcome you all to the Crimean Crisis Cabinet at Emerald Heights
Model United Nations 2026.Model United Nations 2026. I am thrilled to serve as your I am thrilled to serve as your
Chairperson for what promises to be one of the most dynamic andChairperson for what promises to be one of the most dynamic and
intellectually stimulating committees of the conference.intellectually stimulating committees of the conference.

This year, our committee will be examining one of the mostThis year, our committee will be examining one of the most
consequential geopolitical flashpoints of the nineteenth century, theconsequential geopolitical flashpoints of the nineteenth century, the
Russian occupation of Ottoman territories and the origins of theRussian occupation of Ottoman territories and the origins of the
Crimean War. By the autumn of 1853, decades of simmeringCrimean War. By the autumn of 1853, decades of simmering
tension between the declining Ottoman Empire and an expansionisttension between the declining Ottoman Empire and an expansionist
Russian Empire had reached a breaking point. Tsar Nicholas I'sRussian Empire had reached a breaking point. Tsar Nicholas I's
ambitions over Ottoman lands, and protecting Orthodox Christiansambitions over Ottoman lands, and protecting Orthodox Christians
was a drive that alarmed the vast Ottoman Empire and the greatwas a drive that alarmed the vast Ottoman Empire and the great
powers of Europe.powers of Europe.  

As delegates, you will step into the shoes of emperors, sultans,As delegates, you will step into the shoes of emperors, sultans,
ministers, and military commanders caught at the precipice of aministers, and military commanders caught at the precipice of a
war that would reshape the balance of power in Europe and thewar that would reshape the balance of power in Europe and the
Near East. You will be tasked with navigating alliances and, militaryNear East. You will be tasked with navigating alliances and, military
pressure, along with managing the changing dynamics of the crisispressure, along with managing the changing dynamics of the crisis
at hand. Note, the freeze date for this committee is 30th Novemberat hand. Note, the freeze date for this committee is 30th November
1853, meaning all events after this date will not be taken into1853, meaning all events after this date will not be taken into
consideration. We strongly encourage all delegates to familiariseconsideration. We strongly encourage all delegates to familiarise
themselves with the broader historical and military context of thisthemselves with the broader historical and military context of this
period.This study guide serves only as a foundation, the depth ofperiod.This study guide serves only as a foundation, the depth of
your research will define the quality of your debate.your research will define the quality of your debate.

For any questions or further information, please do not hesitate toFor any questions or further information, please do not hesitate to
reach out to us at ccc.ehmun@emeraldheights.edu.inreach out to us at ccc.ehmun@emeraldheights.edu.in
We look forward to welcoming you to the floor. Prepare well, debateWe look forward to welcoming you to the floor. Prepare well, debate
boldly, and may your negotiations rise to meet the moment.boldly, and may your negotiations rise to meet the moment.

Best of luck researching!Best of luck researching!

The Executive BoardThe Executive Board    
Crimean Crisis CabinetCrimean Crisis Cabinet
Emerald Heights Model United Nations 2026Emerald Heights Model United Nations 2026
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About the CommitteeAbout the CommitteeAbout the Committee
The Crimean Crisis Cabinet is a specialised historical crisis committeeThe Crimean Crisis Cabinet is a specialised historical crisis committee
designed to simulate the fragile diplomatic atmosphere of Easterndesigned to simulate the fragile diplomatic atmosphere of Eastern
Europe in 1853. Unlike conventional Model UN committees thatEurope in 1853. Unlike conventional Model UN committees that
deliberate on contemporary issues, this council transports delegates todeliberate on contemporary issues, this council transports delegates to
the heart of a rapidly unfolding crisis: the evening after the Battle ofthe heart of a rapidly unfolding crisis: the evening after the Battle of
Sinope on November 30, 1853, in the midst of a war that would decideSinope on November 30, 1853, in the midst of a war that would decide
the succession to what may become one of the largest power vacuums inthe succession to what may become one of the largest power vacuums in
history.history.  

This committee is not a retrospective discussion. Delegates will act asThis committee is not a retrospective discussion. Delegates will act as
key leaders, ministers, and diplomats of the period, making decisions inkey leaders, ministers, and diplomats of the period, making decisions in
real time, with knowledge restricted to the freeze date of November 30,real time, with knowledge restricted to the freeze date of November 30,
1853, five months after Russia occupied Moldavia and Wallachia, which1853, five months after Russia occupied Moldavia and Wallachia, which
led to the Crimean War.led to the Crimean War.

Members of the council, therefore, inhabit a moment when war feelsMembers of the council, therefore, inhabit a moment when war feels
imminent, but not inevitable. The choices you make will determineimminent, but not inevitable. The choices you make will determine
whether the fragile balance of Europe and the Levant holds or whetherwhether the fragile balance of Europe and the Levant holds or whether
the continent descends fully into war.the continent descends fully into war.

The Crimean Crisis Cabinet is a specialised historical crisis committee
designed to simulate the fragile diplomatic atmosphere of Eastern
Europe in 1853. Unlike conventional Model UN committees that
deliberate on contemporary issues, this council transports delegates to
the heart of a rapidly unfolding crisis: the evening after the Battle of
Sinope on November 30, 1853, in the midst of a war that would decide
the succession to what may become one of the largest power vacuums in
history. 

This committee is not a retrospective discussion. Delegates will act as
key leaders, ministers, and diplomats of the period, making decisions in
real time, with knowledge restricted to the freeze date of November 30,
1853, five months after Russia occupied Moldavia and Wallachia, which
led to the Crimean War.

Members of the council, therefore, inhabit a moment when war feels
imminent, but not inevitable. The choices you make will determine
whether the fragile balance of Europe and the Levant holds or whether
the continent descends fully into war.
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Committee Matrix

11..TsarTsar Nicholas I (Emperor of Russia) Nicholas I (Emperor of Russia)  
22..PrincePrince Alexander Menshikov (Admiral- Alexander Menshikov (Admiral-

General of the Imperial Russian Navy)General of the Imperial Russian Navy)

33..KarlKarl Nesselrode (Minister of Foreign Affairs of Nesselrode (Minister of Foreign Affairs of

Russia)Russia)  
44..Mikhail Gorchakov (Commanding General ofMikhail Gorchakov (Commanding General of

the Russian Forces)the Russian Forces)  
55..Pavel Nakhimov (Commander of the ImperialPavel Nakhimov (Commander of the Imperial

Russian Navy)Russian Navy)

66..Ivan Paskevich (Commander-in-Chief of theIvan Paskevich (Commander-in-Chief of the

Russian Imperial Army)Russian Imperial Army)

77..Sultan Abdülmecid I (Sultan of the OttomanSultan Abdülmecid I (Sultan of the Ottoman

Empire)Empire)

88..Mustafa Reshid Pasha (Grand Vizier of theMustafa Reshid Pasha (Grand Vizier of the

Ottoman Empire)Ottoman Empire)

99..MehmedMehmed Fuad Pasha (Minister of Foreign Fuad Pasha (Minister of Foreign

Affairs of the Ottoman Empire)Affairs of the Ottoman Empire)  
1010..OmarOmar Pasha (Marshal of the Ottoman Forces) Pasha (Marshal of the Ottoman Forces)  
1111..AhmedAhmed Pasha (Senior Commander to the Pasha (Senior Commander to the

Ottoman Porte)Ottoman Porte)  
1212..ArchbishopArchbishop Kyrillos VII (Representative of the Kyrillos VII (Representative of the

Greek Orthodox Millet)Greek Orthodox Millet)  
1313..QueenQueen Victoria (Queen of Great Britain & Victoria (Queen of Great Britain &

Ireland)Ireland)  
1414..Earl of Aberdeen (Prime Minister of GreatEarl of Aberdeen (Prime Minister of Great

Britain)Britain)  
1515..VViscount Palmerston (Home Secretary of Greatiscount Palmerston (Home Secretary of Great

Britain)Britain)

1616..Lord John Russell (Foreign Secretary of GreatLord John Russell (Foreign Secretary of Great

Britain)Britain)  
1717..ViscountViscount Stratford de Redcliffe (British Stratford de Redcliffe (British

Ambassador to the Sublime Porte)Ambassador to the Sublime Porte)  
1818..LordLord Reglan (Commander-in-Chief of the Reglan (Commander-in-Chief of the

British Expeditionary Forces)British Expeditionary Forces)  
1919..AdmiralAdmiral James Dundas (Admiral of the British James Dundas (Admiral of the British

Mediterranean Fleet)Mediterranean Fleet)  
2020..EmperorEmperor Napoleon III (Emperor of the French Napoleon III (Emperor of the French

Empire)Empire)
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Affairs of France)Affairs of France)  
2222..Armand de Saint-Arnaud (Minister ofArmand de Saint-Arnaud (Minister of

War of France)War of France)

2323..FerdinandFerdinand Hamelin (Admiral of the Hamelin (Admiral of the

French Mediterranean Fleet)French Mediterranean Fleet)  
2424..PèrePère Alphonse Ratisbonne (Envoy of Alphonse Ratisbonne (Envoy of

the Latin Patriarch of Jerusalem)the Latin Patriarch of Jerusalem)  
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Piedmont-Sardinia)Piedmont-Sardinia)  
3131..MirceaMircea Știrbei (Prince of Wallachia) Știrbei (Prince of Wallachia)

3232..GrigoreGrigore Alexandru Ghica (Prince of Alexandru Ghica (Prince of

Moldavia)Moldavia)  
3333..PPrincerince Alex Alexander Karadjordjevicander Karadjordjevic

(Prince of Serbia)(Prince of Serbia)

3434..Lajos KossuLajos Kossuth (President of theth (President of the

Hungarian National Government)Hungarian National Government)

3535..Adam Jerzy Czartoryski (President ofAdam Jerzy Czartoryski (President of

the Polish National Council)the Polish National Council)
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Europe in the mid-nineteenth century was a continent held together by theEurope in the mid-nineteenth century was a continent held together by the
careful architecture of the Concert of Europe, a system of great powercareful architecture of the Concert of Europe, a system of great power
diplomacy forged in the aftermath of the Napoleonic Wars that sought todiplomacy forged in the aftermath of the Napoleonic Wars that sought to
preserve stability through negotiation and mutual restraint. It was an order thatpreserve stability through negotiation and mutual restraint. It was an order that
had, for nearly four decades, managed to contain the ambitions of individualhad, for nearly four decades, managed to contain the ambitions of individual
states. By 1853, however, that architecture was beginning to show its cracks.states. By 1853, however, that architecture was beginning to show its cracks.

The immediate origins of the crisis lay in a dispute over the rights of ChristianThe immediate origins of the crisis lay in a dispute over the rights of Christian
minorities in Jerusalem, specifically, whether Catholic or Orthodox clergy heldminorities in Jerusalem, specifically, whether Catholic or Orthodox clergy held
precedence over the holy sites. This had poisoned relations between France andprecedence over the holy sites. This had poisoned relations between France and
Russia, and by extension, between Russia and the Ottoman Empire. TsarRussia, and by extension, between Russia and the Ottoman Empire. Tsar
Nicholas I saw in the dispute an opportunity, pressing the Sublime Porte forNicholas I saw in the dispute an opportunity, pressing the Sublime Porte for
sweeping rights to act as the protector of all Orthodox Christian subjects withinsweeping rights to act as the protector of all Orthodox Christian subjects within
Ottoman lands. It was a demand that, if granted, would have given RussiaOttoman lands. It was a demand that, if granted, would have given Russia
extraordinary leverage over Ottoman internal affairs, and one the Ottomansextraordinary leverage over Ottoman internal affairs, and one the Ottomans
flatly refused. In response, Russian forces crossed into the Danubianflatly refused. In response, Russian forces crossed into the Danubian
Principalities of Moldavia and Wallachia in July 1853, framing the occupationPrincipalities of Moldavia and Wallachia in July 1853, framing the occupation
as a temporary measure. Britain and France, alarmed by the prospect ofas a temporary measure. Britain and France, alarmed by the prospect of
Russian expansion toward the Mediterranean, moved their fleets eastward.TheRussian expansion toward the Mediterranean, moved their fleets eastward.The
Ottoman Empire, its sovereignty directly challenged, faces a choice betweenOttoman Empire, its sovereignty directly challenged, faces a choice between
humiliation and war.humiliation and war.

The Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes on the 30th of November, 1853, the veryThe Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes on the 30th of November, 1853, the very
day the Russian Black Sea Fleet descended upon the Ottoman squadron atday the Russian Black Sea Fleet descended upon the Ottoman squadron at
Sinop. Every power in the room carries its own interests and its ownSinop. Every power in the room carries its own interests and its own
calculations about what the collapse, or survival, of Ottoman sovereignty wouldcalculations about what the collapse, or survival, of Ottoman sovereignty would
mean for the order of Europe. This cabinet positions itself at this crucial turningmean for the order of Europe. This cabinet positions itself at this crucial turning
point, where the decisions made in the committee determine whether the orderpoint, where the decisions made in the committee determine whether the order
of Europe survives what comes next.of Europe survives what comes next.

Europe in the mid-nineteenth century was a continent held together by the
careful architecture of the Concert of Europe, a system of great power
diplomacy forged in the aftermath of the Napoleonic Wars that sought to
preserve stability through negotiation and mutual restraint. It was an order that
had, for nearly four decades, managed to contain the ambitions of individual
states. By 1853, however, that architecture was beginning to show its cracks.

The immediate origins of the crisis lay in a dispute over the rights of Christian
minorities in Jerusalem, specifically, whether Catholic or Orthodox clergy held
precedence over the holy sites. This had poisoned relations between France and
Russia, and by extension, between Russia and the Ottoman Empire. Tsar
Nicholas I saw in the dispute an opportunity, pressing the Sublime Porte for
sweeping rights to act as the protector of all Orthodox Christian subjects within
Ottoman lands. It was a demand that, if granted, would have given Russia
extraordinary leverage over Ottoman internal affairs, and one the Ottomans
flatly refused. In response, Russian forces crossed into the Danubian
Principalities of Moldavia and Wallachia in July 1853, framing the occupation
as a temporary measure. Britain and France, alarmed by the prospect of
Russian expansion toward the Mediterranean, moved their fleets eastward.The
Ottoman Empire, its sovereignty directly challenged, faces a choice between
humiliation and war.

The Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes on the 30th of November, 1853, the very
day the Russian Black Sea Fleet descended upon the Ottoman squadron at
Sinop. Every power in the room carries its own interests and its own
calculations about what the collapse, or survival, of Ottoman sovereignty would
mean for the order of Europe. This cabinet positions itself at this crucial turning
point, where the decisions made in the committee determine whether the order
of Europe survives what comes next.

OverviewOverviewOverview
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TimelineTimelineTimeline
The following is a comprehensive timeline of key events that shaped CrimeanThe following is a comprehensive timeline of key events that shaped Crimean
dynamics covered in the guide and beyond:dynamics covered in the guide and beyond:  

1774:1774:
Treaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji grants Russia the right to protect OrthodoxTreaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji grants Russia the right to protect Orthodox
Christians in Ottoman lands, the legal foundation of Russia’s intervention.Christians in Ottoman lands, the legal foundation of Russia’s intervention.

1815:1815:
The Congress of Vienna establishes the Concert of Europe, creating aThe Congress of Vienna establishes the Concert of Europe, creating a
fraframework of great power diplomacy designed to maintain continentalmework of great power diplomacy designed to maintain continental
stability.stability.

1821–1829:1821–1829:
The Greek War of Independence breaks out against Ottoman rule.The Greek War of Independence breaks out against Ottoman rule.
  Russia intervenes on behalf of the Greeks.Russia intervenes on behalf of the Greeks.

1830:1830:  
France intervenes in Algeria, beginning a broader pattern of EuropeanFrance intervenes in Algeria, beginning a broader pattern of European
powers chipping away at Ottoman influence across North Africa and thepowers chipping away at Ottoman influence across North Africa and the
Mediterranean.Mediterranean.

1833:1833:
The Treaty of Unkiar-Skelessi grants Russia significant influence over theThe Treaty of Unkiar-Skelessi grants Russia significant influence over the
Ottoman EmpireOttoman Empire

1839–1841:1839–1841:  
The Oriental Crisis of 1840 - the Egyptian–Ottoman War in the easternThe Oriental Crisis of 1840 - the Egyptian–Ottoman War in the eastern
Mediterranean, triggered by the self-declared Khedive of Egypt and SudanMediterranean, triggered by the self-declared Khedive of Egypt and Sudan

1841:1841:
The London Straits Convention closes the Bosphorus and Dardanelles toThe London Straits Convention closes the Bosphorus and Dardanelles to
foreign warships in peacetime.foreign warships in peacetime.  
Curtails Russian naval access to the Mediterranean.Curtails Russian naval access to the Mediterranean.  

1844:1844:
Tsar Nicholas I privately describes the Ottoman Empire as the "sick man ofTsar Nicholas I privately describes the Ottoman Empire as the "sick man of
Europe" during a visit to Britain.Europe" during a visit to Britain.

1850:1850:
Dispute erupts between France and Russia over the rights of Catholic andDispute erupts between France and Russia over the rights of Catholic and
Orthodox clergy over the holy sites of JerusalemOrthodox clergy over the holy sites of Jerusalem

The following is a comprehensive timeline of key events that shaped Crimean
dynamics covered in the guide and beyond: 

1774:
Treaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji grants Russia the right to protect Orthodox
Christians in Ottoman lands, the legal foundation of Russia’s intervention.

1815:
The Congress of Vienna establishes the Concert of Europe, creating a
framework of great power diplomacy designed to maintain continental
stability.

1821–1829:
The Greek War of Independence breaks out against Ottoman rule.
 Russia intervenes on behalf of the Greeks.

1830: 
France intervenes in Algeria, beginning a broader pattern of European
powers chipping away at Ottoman influence across North Africa and the
Mediterranean.

1833:
The Treaty of Unkiar-Skelessi grants Russia significant influence over the
Ottoman Empire

1839–1841: 
The Oriental Crisis of 1840 - the Egyptian–Ottoman War in the eastern
Mediterranean, triggered by the self-declared Khedive of Egypt and Sudan

1841:
The London Straits Convention closes the Bosphorus and Dardanelles to
foreign warships in peacetime. 
Curtails Russian naval access to the Mediterranean. 

1844:
Tsar Nicholas I privately describes the Ottoman Empire as the "sick man of
Europe" during a visit to Britain.

1850:
Dispute erupts between France and Russia over the rights of Catholic and
Orthodox clergy over the holy sites of Jerusalem

Emerald Heights School Model United Nations 2026Emerald Heights School Model United Nations 2026        CCC | 8CCC | 8Emerald Heights School Model United Nations 2026    CCC | 8



Early 1853Early 1853::
Russia sends Prince Menshikov to Constantinople with sweepingRussia sends Prince Menshikov to Constantinople with sweeping
demands. The Sublime Porte refuses.demands. The Sublime Porte refuses.

May 1853:May 1853:
  Menshikov's mission fails.Menshikov's mission fails.  
Russia breaks off diplomatic relations with the Ottoman Empire.Russia breaks off diplomatic relations with the Ottoman Empire.

July 1853July 1853::
Russian forces cross into the Danubian Principalities of Moldavia andRussian forces cross into the Danubian Principalities of Moldavia and
Wallachia.Wallachia.  
Britain and France move their fleets toward the eastern Mediterranean inBritain and France move their fleets toward the eastern Mediterranean in
response.response.

August 1853:August 1853:  
The Vienna Note, proposed by Austria as a diplomatic compromise, isThe Vienna Note, proposed by Austria as a diplomatic compromise, is
accepted by Russia but rejected by the Ottoman Empire.accepted by Russia but rejected by the Ottoman Empire.  

September 1855:September 1855:
Britain and France move their fleets through the Dardanelles and intoBritain and France move their fleets through the Dardanelles and into
the Bosphorus, stationing them at Besika Bay.the Bosphorus, stationing them at Besika Bay.

October 1853:October 1853:  
The Ottoman Empire formally declares war on Russia after demandingThe Ottoman Empire formally declares war on Russia after demanding
Russian withdrawal from the Principalities goes unheeded.Russian withdrawal from the Principalities goes unheeded.  
Fighting breaks out along the Danube.Fighting breaks out along the Danube.

November 1853:November 1853:
  Ottoman forces under Omar Pasha push Russian troops back across theOttoman forces under Omar Pasha push Russian troops back across the
Danube in several engagements.Danube in several engagements.  

30 November 1853:30 November 1853:
  The Russian Black Sea Fleet destroys the Ottoman squadron at anchorThe Russian Black Sea Fleet destroys the Ottoman squadron at anchor
in the port of Sinop. The Battle of Sinop sends shockwaves through thein the port of Sinop. The Battle of Sinop sends shockwaves through the
European capitals, making great power intervention increasinglyEuropean capitals, making great power intervention increasingly
inevitable. The Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes here, the first majorinevitable. The Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes here, the first major
naval engagement of the war has just taken place, and the question ofnaval engagement of the war has just taken place, and the question of
how far the conflict will spread hangs in the balance.how far the conflict will spread hangs in the balance.

Early 1853:
Russia sends Prince Menshikov to Constantinople with sweeping
demands. The Sublime Porte refuses.

May 1853:
 Menshikov's mission fails. 
Russia breaks off diplomatic relations with the Ottoman Empire.

July 1853:
Russian forces cross into the Danubian Principalities of Moldavia and
Wallachia. 
Britain and France move their fleets toward the eastern Mediterranean in
response.

August 1853: 
The Vienna Note, proposed by Austria as a diplomatic compromise, is
accepted by Russia but rejected by the Ottoman Empire. 

September 1855:
Britain and France move their fleets through the Dardanelles and into
the Bosphorus, stationing them at Besika Bay.

October 1853: 
The Ottoman Empire formally declares war on Russia after demanding
Russian withdrawal from the Principalities goes unheeded. 
Fighting breaks out along the Danube.

November 1853:
 Ottoman forces under Omar Pasha push Russian troops back across the
Danube in several engagements. 

30 November 1853:
 The Russian Black Sea Fleet destroys the Ottoman squadron at anchor
in the port of Sinop. The Battle of Sinop sends shockwaves through the
European capitals, making great power intervention increasingly
inevitable. The Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes here, the first major
naval engagement of the war has just taken place, and the question of
how far the conflict will spread hangs in the balance.
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Historical ContextHistorical ContextHistorical Context
The OttomThe Ottoman Empire and the Eastern Questionan Empire and the Eastern Question

By the mid-nineteenth century, the Ottoman Empire was one of the mostBy the mid-nineteenth century, the Ottoman Empire was one of the most
expansive and diverse empires in the world, stretching across three continents.expansive and diverse empires in the world, stretching across three continents.
Its capital, Constantinople, sat at the center of Europe and Asia, connecting theIts capital, Constantinople, sat at the center of Europe and Asia, connecting the
Mediterranean to the Black Sea through the straits of the Bosphorus andMediterranean to the Black Sea through the straits of the Bosphorus and
Dardanelles. This geographic position made it one of the most strategicallyDardanelles. This geographic position made it one of the most strategically
valuable cities, along with controlling major trade routes between East andvaluable cities, along with controlling major trade routes between East and
West, and being a city of deep religious significance as the seat of theWest, and being a city of deep religious significance as the seat of the
Ecumenical Patriarchate of the Eastern Orthodox Church and the former capitalEcumenical Patriarchate of the Eastern Orthodox Church and the former capital
of the Byzantine Empire.In 1853, under Sultan Abdülmecid I, Ottoman territoryof the Byzantine Empire.In 1853, under Sultan Abdülmecid I, Ottoman territory
spanned modern day Turkey, the Levant, much of the Arabian Peninsula andspanned modern day Turkey, the Levant, much of the Arabian Peninsula and
significant portions of North Africa and Eassignificant portions of North Africa and Eastern Europe. Its European territoriestern Europe. Its European territories
collectively known as Rumelia, included Bosnia, Bulgaria, Albania, Northcollectively known as Rumelia, included Bosnia, Bulgaria, Albania, North
Macedonia, and the autonomous principalities of Wallachia and Moldavia. TheMacedonia, and the autonomous principalities of Wallachia and Moldavia. The
empire also contained within its borders the holiest sites of Christianity, Islam,empire also contained within its borders the holiest sites of Christianity, Islam,
and Judaism, a fact that gave every major power in Europe a stake in its survivaland Judaism, a fact that gave every major power in Europe a stake in its survival
or collapse, and made the question of its future one of the most consequentialor collapse, and made the question of its future one of the most consequential
diplomatic problems of the age.diplomatic problems of the age.

The empire’s scale however, also paved the way to create some structuralThe empire’s scale however, also paved the way to create some structural
problems that largely impacts the crisis at hand.problems that largely impacts the crisis at hand.  

The first is that the empire had expanded rapidly without the administrativeThe first is that the empire had expanded rapidly without the administrative
consolidation that expansion required. Its provincial system of Eyalets wasconsolidation that expansion required. Its provincial system of Eyalets was
decentralised by design, local governors were granted significant autonomy overdecentralised by design, local governors were granted significant autonomy over
taxation and military affairs in exchange for tribute and troops, an arrangementtaxation and military affairs in exchange for tribute and troops, an arrangement
that had enabled the empire to govern vast territories but had simultaneouslythat had enabled the empire to govern vast territories but had simultaneously
made central authority difficult to exercise. Furthermore, the taxation systemmade central authority difficult to exercise. Furthermore, the taxation system
was riddled with inefficiencies and judicial authority was fragmented acrosswas riddled with inefficiencies and judicial authority was fragmented across
overlapping regions.overlapping regions.  

The second is in regards to the military pressures the empire went through. TheThe second is in regards to the military pressures the empire went through. The
Janissaries, the elite infantry corps that had driven Ottoman expansion forJanissaries, the elite infantry corps that had driven Ottoman expansion for
centuries, had by the early nineteenth century become politically volatile andcenturies, had by the early nineteenth century become politically volatile and
were disbanded in 1826. Their dissolution left the empire reliant on a smallerwere disbanded in 1826. Their dissolution left the empire reliant on a smaller
standing army supplemented by Eyalet troops, with persistent logisticalstanding army supplemented by Eyalet troops, with persistent logistical
deficiencies in healthcare and supply. However, the widening gap betweendeficiencies in healthcare and supply. However, the widening gap between
Ottoman military capacity and that of the industrialising European powers wasOttoman military capacity and that of the industrialising European powers was
not unique to the Ottomans, many states struggled to keep pace with the rapidnot unique to the Ottomans, many states struggled to keep pace with the rapid
military transformation of the era, but for an empire already navigatingmilitary transformation of the era, but for an empire already navigating
significant internal pressures, it carries particular consequences.significant internal pressures, it carries particular consequences.

The Ottoman Empire and the Eastern Question

By the mid-nineteenth century, the Ottoman Empire was one of the most
expansive and diverse empires in the world, stretching across three continents.
Its capital, Constantinople, sat at the center of Europe and Asia, connecting the
Mediterranean to the Black Sea through the straits of the Bosphorus and
Dardanelles. This geographic position made it one of the most strategically
valuable cities, along with controlling major trade routes between East and
West, and being a city of deep religious significance as the seat of the
Ecumenical Patriarchate of the Eastern Orthodox Church and the former capital
of the Byzantine Empire.In 1853, under Sultan Abdülmecid I, Ottoman territory
spanned modern day Turkey, the Levant, much of the Arabian Peninsula and
significant portions of North Africa and Eastern Europe. Its European territories
collectively known as Rumelia, included Bosnia, Bulgaria, Albania, North
Macedonia, and the autonomous principalities of Wallachia and Moldavia. The
empire also contained within its borders the holiest sites of Christianity, Islam,
and Judaism, a fact that gave every major power in Europe a stake in its survival
or collapse, and made the question of its future one of the most consequential
diplomatic problems of the age.

The empire’s scale however, also paved the way to create some structural
problems that largely impacts the crisis at hand. 

The first is that the empire had expanded rapidly without the administrative
consolidation that expansion required. Its provincial system of Eyalets was
decentralised by design, local governors were granted significant autonomy over
taxation and military affairs in exchange for tribute and troops, an arrangement
that had enabled the empire to govern vast territories but had simultaneously
made central authority difficult to exercise. Furthermore, the taxation system
was riddled with inefficiencies and judicial authority was fragmented across
overlapping regions. 

The second is in regards to the military pressures the empire went through. The
Janissaries, the elite infantry corps that had driven Ottoman expansion for
centuries, had by the early nineteenth century become politically volatile and
were disbanded in 1826. Their dissolution left the empire reliant on a smaller
standing army supplemented by Eyalet troops, with persistent logistical
deficiencies in healthcare and supply. However, the widening gap between
Ottoman military capacity and that of the industrialising European powers was
not unique to the Ottomans, many states struggled to keep pace with the rapid
military transformation of the era, but for an empire already navigating
significant internal pressures, it carries particular consequences.

Emerald Heights School Model United Nations 2026Emerald Heights School Model United Nations 2026        CCC | 10CCC | 10Emerald Heights School Model United Nations 2026    CCC | 10



The finThe final one deals with the economic situation of the Ottomans. Having notal one deals with the economic situation of the Ottomans. Having not
industrialised at the pace of Western Europe, the Ottoman state carriedindustrialised at the pace of Western Europe, the Ottoman state carried
mounting debts to foreign creditors and had entered into trade agreementsmounting debts to foreign creditors and had entered into trade agreements
known as Capitulations that granted European merchants preferential terms,known as Capitulations that granted European merchants preferential terms,
the long-term costs of which were becoming increasingly apparent. Thethe long-term costs of which were becoming increasingly apparent. The
Tanzimat reforms, launched in 1839, though is a genuine effort to modTanzimat reforms, launched in 1839, though is a genuine effort to modernise theernise the
bureaucracy, the legal system, and the military, reflects a serious attempt atbureaucracy, the legal system, and the military, reflects a serious attempt at
institutional renewal It is against this backdrop that the question of what wouldinstitutional renewal It is against this backdrop that the question of what would
follow an Ottoman retreat from its territories becomes one of the definingfollow an Ottoman retreat from its territories becomes one of the defining
preoccupations of European diplomacy. Russia sees in Ottoman weakness anpreoccupations of European diplomacy. Russia sees in Ottoman weakness an
opportunity to extend its influence southward and protect Orthodox Christianopportunity to extend its influence southward and protect Orthodox Christian
communities within Ottoman lands, a goal it framed in botcommunities within Ottoman lands, a goal it framed in both strategic andh strategic and
humanitarian terms. Britain and France view any significant Russian expansionhumanitarian terms. Britain and France view any significant Russian expansion
toward the Mediterranean as a direct threat to their own interests and to thetoward the Mediterranean as a direct threat to their own interests and to the
balance of power they had worked to maintain since 1815. The Ottoman Empire,balance of power they had worked to maintain since 1815. The Ottoman Empire,
for its part, is navigating these pressures while simultaneously attempting tofor its part, is navigating these pressures while simultaneously attempting to
reform and stabilise itself from within. This was the Eastern Question thatreform and stabilise itself from within. This was the Eastern Question that
defines the Crimean crisis.defines the Crimean crisis.  

The final one deals with the economic situation of the Ottomans. Having not
industrialised at the pace of Western Europe, the Ottoman state carried
mounting debts to foreign creditors and had entered into trade agreements
known as Capitulations that granted European merchants preferential terms,
the long-term costs of which were becoming increasingly apparent. The
Tanzimat reforms, launched in 1839, though is a genuine effort to modernise the
bureaucracy, the legal system, and the military, reflects a serious attempt at
institutional renewal It is against this backdrop that the question of what would
follow an Ottoman retreat from its territories becomes one of the defining
preoccupations of European diplomacy. Russia sees in Ottoman weakness an
opportunity to extend its influence southward and protect Orthodox Christian
communities within Ottoman lands, a goal it framed in both strategic and
humanitarian terms. Britain and France view any significant Russian expansion
toward the Mediterranean as a direct threat to their own interests and to the
balance of power they had worked to maintain since 1815. The Ottoman Empire,
for its part, is navigating these pressures while simultaneously attempting to
reform and stabilise itself from within. This was the Eastern Question that
defines the Crimean crisis. 
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Russian Imperial ExpansionRussian Imperial Expansion

By the mid-nineteenth century, Russia had grown from a collection of smallBy the mid-nineteenth century, Russia had grown from a collection of small
principalities around Moscow into the world's largest empire by landmass,principalities around Moscow into the world's largest empire by landmass,
stretching from the Baltic Sea to the Pacific Ocean. Driven primarily by thestretching from the Baltic Sea to the Pacific Ocean. Driven primarily by the
narrative that Russia was the "Third Rome," the rightful heir to the legacy ofnarrative that Russia was the "Third Rome," the rightful heir to the legacy of
Byzantium and the natural protector of Orthodox Christianity worldwide. It wasByzantium and the natural protector of Orthodox Christianity worldwide. It was
this combined with material ambition that ultimately brought Russia into directthis combined with material ambition that ultimately brought Russia into direct
confrontation with the Ottoman Empire in this committee.confrontation with the Ottoman Empire in this committee.

Foundations of EmpireFoundations of Empire

The foundations of Russian expansion were laid in the aftermath of MongolThe foundations of Russian expansion were laid in the aftermath of Mongol
dominance. When Ivan III consolidated power in 1480, he began absorbing rivaldominance. When Ivan III consolidated power in 1480, he began absorbing rival
principalities, most notably Novgorod, and established the territorial narrative thatprincipalities, most notably Novgorod, and established the territorial narrative that
led to defining Russian expansion for centuries. That security required expansion,led to defining Russian expansion for centuries. That security required expansion,
and expansion required more expansion still. His grandson, Ivan IV, became theand expansion required more expansion still. His grandson, Ivan IV, became the
first Tsar of Russia and accelerated this process. The campaign of Yermakfirst Tsar of Russia and accelerated this process. The campaign of Yermak
Timofeyevich against the Siberian Khanate in 1581 opened the vast eastern frontierTimofeyevich against the Siberian Khanate in 1581 opened the vast eastern frontier
and by 1640, Russian outposts had reached the Pacific coast via river networks.and by 1640, Russian outposts had reached the Pacific coast via river networks.
The Treaty of Nerchinsk in 1689 with Qing China further stabilised the far-easternThe Treaty of Nerchinsk in 1689 with Qing China further stabilised the far-eastern
boundary, allowing Russia to consolidate its gains.boundary, allowing Russia to consolidate its gains.

The empire's policy, however, changed significantly under Peter I. Following hisThe empire's policy, however, changed significantly under Peter I. Following his
victory in the Great Northern War against Sweden, he formally proclaimed thevictory in the Great Northern War against Sweden, he formally proclaimed the
Russian Empire in 1721, having already modernised the military and restructuredRussian Empire in 1721, having already modernised the military and restructured
the administration. What Russia at this point could not secure, however, wasthe administration. What Russia at this point could not secure, however, was
reliable warm-water access. A strategic limitation that would preoccupy successorsreliable warm-water access. A strategic limitation that would preoccupy successors
for generations. As a result, control of the Bosphorus and Dardanelles, the straitsfor generations. As a result, control of the Bosphorus and Dardanelles, the straits
connecting the Black Sea to the Mediterranean, became a defining objective ofconnecting the Black Sea to the Mediterranean, became a defining objective of
Russian foreign policy, one that brought it into repeated conflict with the OttomanRussian foreign policy, one that brought it into repeated conflict with the Ottoman
Empire and into tension with Britain and France, both of whom had compellingEmpire and into tension with Britain and France, both of whom had compelling
reasons to prevent Russia from achieving it.reasons to prevent Russia from achieving it.

Under Catherine IIUnder Catherine II  

It was Catherine II who most dramatically advanced expansion. Ruling from 1762It was Catherine II who most dramatically advanced expansion. Ruling from 1762
to 1796, Russia in those years annexed the Crimean Khanate, absorbed parts of theto 1796, Russia in those years annexed the Crimean Khanate, absorbed parts of the
Caucasus, and, in coordination with Austria and Prussia participated in theCaucasus, and, in coordination with Austria and Prussia participated in the
partitions of Poland. Wars against the Ottoman Empire, in this period werepartitions of Poland. Wars against the Ottoman Empire, in this period were
particularly consequential. The Treaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji in 1774 granted Russiaparticularly consequential. The Treaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji in 1774 granted Russia
territorial gains and the right to act as protector of Orthodox Christians withinterritorial gains and the right to act as protector of Orthodox Christians within
Ottoman lands, a doctrine whose ambiguity dictates the current crisis. In 1783, sheOttoman lands, a doctrine whose ambiguity dictates the current crisis. In 1783, she
annexed eastern Georgia, extending Russian reach deeper into the Caucasus.annexed eastern Georgia, extending Russian reach deeper into the Caucasus.

Russian Imperial Expansion

By the mid-nineteenth century, Russia had grown from a collection of small
principalities around Moscow into the world's largest empire by landmass,
stretching from the Baltic Sea to the Pacific Ocean. Driven primarily by the
narrative that Russia was the "Third Rome," the rightful heir to the legacy of
Byzantium and the natural protector of Orthodox Christianity worldwide. It was
this combined with material ambition that ultimately brought Russia into direct
confrontation with the Ottoman Empire in this committee.

Foundations of Empire

The foundations of Russian expansion were laid in the aftermath of Mongol
dominance. When Ivan III consolidated power in 1480, he began absorbing rival
principalities, most notably Novgorod, and established the territorial narrative that
led to defining Russian expansion for centuries. That security required expansion,
and expansion required more expansion still. His grandson, Ivan IV, became the
first Tsar of Russia and accelerated this process. The campaign of Yermak
Timofeyevich against the Siberian Khanate in 1581 opened the vast eastern frontier
and by 1640, Russian outposts had reached the Pacific coast via river networks.
The Treaty of Nerchinsk in 1689 with Qing China further stabilised the far-eastern
boundary, allowing Russia to consolidate its gains.

The empire's policy, however, changed significantly under Peter I. Following his
victory in the Great Northern War against Sweden, he formally proclaimed the
Russian Empire in 1721, having already modernised the military and restructured
the administration. What Russia at this point could not secure, however, was
reliable warm-water access. A strategic limitation that would preoccupy successors
for generations. As a result, control of the Bosphorus and Dardanelles, the straits
connecting the Black Sea to the Mediterranean, became a defining objective of
Russian foreign policy, one that brought it into repeated conflict with the Ottoman
Empire and into tension with Britain and France, both of whom had compelling
reasons to prevent Russia from achieving it.

Under Catherine II 

It was Catherine II who most dramatically advanced expansion. Ruling from 1762
to 1796, Russia in those years annexed the Crimean Khanate, absorbed parts of the
Caucasus, and, in coordination with Austria and Prussia participated in the
partitions of Poland. Wars against the Ottoman Empire, in this period were
particularly consequential. The Treaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji in 1774 granted Russia
territorial gains and the right to act as protector of Orthodox Christians within
Ottoman lands, a doctrine whose ambiguity dictates the current crisis. In 1783, she
annexed eastern Georgia, extending Russian reach deeper into the Caucasus.
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Under Tsar Nicholas IUnder Tsar Nicholas I  

Napoleon's invasion of Russia in 1812 was repelled at enormous cost, but theNapoleon's invasion of Russia in 1812 was repelled at enormous cost, but the
patriotic defence it required strengthened Russian national consciousnesspatriotic defence it required strengthened Russian national consciousness
and elevated Russia's standing in Europe. Tsar Alexander I emerged from theand elevated Russia's standing in Europe. Tsar Alexander I emerged from the
conflict as one of the architects of the post-war settlement, playing a centralconflict as one of the architects of the post-war settlement, playing a central
role at the Congress of Vienna in 1815, where Russia secured the bulk ofrole at the Congress of Vienna in 1815, where Russia secured the bulk of
Poland. The Congress also produced the Concert of Europe, the system ofPoland. The Congress also produced the Concert of Europe, the system of
great power cooperation that Russia would simultaneously uphold and straingreat power cooperation that Russia would simultaneously uphold and strain
in the decades that followed. Under Tsar Nicholas I, who ascended the thronein the decades that followed. Under Tsar Nicholas I, who ascended the throne
in 1825, Russian foreign policy took on a more assertive character. Russiain 1825, Russian foreign policy took on a more assertive character. Russia
continued expansion in the Caucasus and deepened Russian involvement incontinued expansion in the Caucasus and deepened Russian involvement in
Ottoman affairs, framing both in terms of the protection of OrthodoxOttoman affairs, framing both in terms of the protection of Orthodox
Christian populations. The Treaty of Adrianople in 1829 concluding anotherChristian populations. The Treaty of Adrianople in 1829 concluding another
Russo-Turkish war, granted the Danubian Principalities of Moldavia andRusso-Turkish war, granted the Danubian Principalities of Moldavia and
Wallachia significant autonomy under Russian oversight, extending RussianWallachia significant autonomy under Russian oversight, extending Russian
influence deep into Ottoman Europe. By 1853, Nicholas had come to regardinfluence deep into Ottoman Europe. By 1853, Nicholas had come to regard
the Ottoman Empire as a state in terminal decline and one whose successionthe Ottoman Empire as a state in terminal decline and one whose succession
Russia intended to shape, an ambition that was in significant divergence withRussia intended to shape, an ambition that was in significant divergence with
other European powers that makes this crisis so important.other European powers that makes this crisis so important.

Under Tsar Nicholas I 

Napoleon's invasion of Russia in 1812 was repelled at enormous cost, but the
patriotic defence it required strengthened Russian national consciousness
and elevated Russia's standing in Europe. Tsar Alexander I emerged from the
conflict as one of the architects of the post-war settlement, playing a central
role at the Congress of Vienna in 1815, where Russia secured the bulk of
Poland. The Congress also produced the Concert of Europe, the system of
great power cooperation that Russia would simultaneously uphold and strain
in the decades that followed. Under Tsar Nicholas I, who ascended the throne
in 1825, Russian foreign policy took on a more assertive character. Russia
continued expansion in the Caucasus and deepened Russian involvement in
Ottoman affairs, framing both in terms of the protection of Orthodox
Christian populations. The Treaty of Adrianople in 1829 concluding another
Russo-Turkish war, granted the Danubian Principalities of Moldavia and
Wallachia significant autonomy under Russian oversight, extending Russian
influence deep into Ottoman Europe. By 1853, Nicholas had come to regard
the Ottoman Empire as a state in terminal decline and one whose succession
Russia intended to shape, an ambition that was in significant divergence with
other European powers that makes this crisis so important.
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The Holy Sites Disputes in JerusalemThe Holy Sites Disputes in Jerusalem

The mid-19th-century political spectrum was characterised by its religious rivalriesThe mid-19th-century political spectrum was characterised by its religious rivalries
and strategic alliances, and held a few key players. In this section, we shall examineand strategic alliances, and held a few key players. In this section, we shall examine
the ideological and geopolitical context of the Holy Sites dispute leading into 1853.the ideological and geopolitical context of the Holy Sites dispute leading into 1853.

FranceFrance

France remained a critical global player under the newly established SecondFrance remained a critical global player under the newly established Second
Empire of Napoleon III. It possessed significant political ambition and sought toEmpire of Napoleon III. It possessed significant political ambition and sought to
restore the nation’s prestige following the Napoleonic era. A defining characteristicrestore the nation’s prestige following the Napoleonic era. A defining characteristic
of French strategy was its claim to be the official "Protector" of Catholic interests inof French strategy was its claim to be the official "Protector" of Catholic interests in
the Ottoman Empire. France argued that a 1740 treaty gave it the exclusive right tothe Ottoman Empire. France argued that a 1740 treaty gave it the exclusive right to
act as the legal guardian of Catholic people and holy sites. Politically, France’sact as the legal guardian of Catholic people and holy sites. Politically, France’s
primary objective was to ensure that the Roman Catholic Church regained the keysprimary objective was to ensure that the Roman Catholic Church regained the keys
to the Church of the Nativity in Bethlehem from the Orthodox Monks. To attainto the Church of the Nativity in Bethlehem from the Orthodox Monks. To attain
this objective, France turned to aggressive diplomacy, and in May 1852, the Frenchthis objective, France turned to aggressive diplomacy, and in May 1852, the French
sent an 80-gun ship, Charlemagne, up the Bosphorus. Under pressure fromsent an 80-gun ship, Charlemagne, up the Bosphorus. Under pressure from
France, the Ottoman government granted key concessions to the Roman Catholics,France, the Ottoman government granted key concessions to the Roman Catholics,
which further strained relations between Turkey and Russia.which further strained relations between Turkey and Russia.  

RussiaRussia

While Russia remained the traditional guardian of the Eastern Orthodox faith, theWhile Russia remained the traditional guardian of the Eastern Orthodox faith, the
French naval provocation and the subsequent handover of the keys exhausted aFrench naval provocation and the subsequent handover of the keys exhausted a
portion of Russia’s diplomatic patience. The state felt its historic rights, protectedportion of Russia’s diplomatic patience. The state felt its historic rights, protected
since the 1774 Treaty of Küçük Kaynarca, were being sidelined by French "gunboatsince the 1774 Treaty of Küçük Kaynarca, were being sidelined by French "gunboat
diplomacy." The main pillar of its foreign policy was the policy of Pan-Orthodoxy,diplomacy." The main pillar of its foreign policy was the policy of Pan-Orthodoxy,
where it built its identity as the saviour of the 12 million Orthodox subjects withinwhere it built its identity as the saviour of the 12 million Orthodox subjects within
the Ottoman Empire. After the Sultan granted the concessions to the Catholics inthe Ottoman Empire. After the Sultan granted the concessions to the Catholics in
late 1852, Russia under Tsar Nicholas I constantly worked to reassert itslate 1852, Russia under Tsar Nicholas I constantly worked to reassert its
dominance.dominance.

In early 1853, Russia escalated the conflict by sending Prince Alexander MenshikovIn early 1853, Russia escalated the conflict by sending Prince Alexander Menshikov
on a special mission to Constantinople. Politically, Russia’s primary objective wason a special mission to Constantinople. Politically, Russia’s primary objective was
to regain the keys and force the Sultan to sign a formal treaty (Sened) that wouldto regain the keys and force the Sultan to sign a formal treaty (Sened) that would
recognise the Tsar’s right to protect all Orthodox Christians in Ottoman lands.recognise the Tsar’s right to protect all Orthodox Christians in Ottoman lands.
Demanding this treaty was a way in which Russia ensured the prevention of gettingDemanding this treaty was a way in which Russia ensured the prevention of getting
diplomatically isolated or religiously threatened in the Holy Land. However, thediplomatically isolated or religiously threatened in the Holy Land. However, the
Sultan, encouraged by British diplomats who feared Russian expansion, viewedSultan, encouraged by British diplomats who feared Russian expansion, viewed
this demand as a direct threat to Ottoman sovereignty. The failure of thethis demand as a direct threat to Ottoman sovereignty. The failure of the
Menshikov Mission in May 1853 became the point of no return, leading Russia toMenshikov Mission in May 1853 became the point of no return, leading Russia to
occupy the Danubian Principalities and setting the stage for a continental war.occupy the Danubian Principalities and setting the stage for a continental war.

The Holy Sites Disputes in Jerusalem

The mid-19th-century political spectrum was characterised by its religious rivalries
and strategic alliances, and held a few key players. In this section, we shall examine
the ideological and geopolitical context of the Holy Sites dispute leading into 1853.

France

France remained a critical global player under the newly established Second
Empire of Napoleon III. It possessed significant political ambition and sought to
restore the nation’s prestige following the Napoleonic era. A defining characteristic
of French strategy was its claim to be the official "Protector" of Catholic interests in
the Ottoman Empire. France argued that a 1740 treaty gave it the exclusive right to
act as the legal guardian of Catholic people and holy sites. Politically, France’s
primary objective was to ensure that the Roman Catholic Church regained the keys
to the Church of the Nativity in Bethlehem from the Orthodox Monks. To attain
this objective, France turned to aggressive diplomacy, and in May 1852, the French
sent an 80-gun ship, Charlemagne, up the Bosphorus. Under pressure from
France, the Ottoman government granted key concessions to the Roman Catholics,
which further strained relations between Turkey and Russia. 

Russia

While Russia remained the traditional guardian of the Eastern Orthodox faith, the
French naval provocation and the subsequent handover of the keys exhausted a
portion of Russia’s diplomatic patience. The state felt its historic rights, protected
since the 1774 Treaty of Küçük Kaynarca, were being sidelined by French "gunboat
diplomacy." The main pillar of its foreign policy was the policy of Pan-Orthodoxy,
where it built its identity as the saviour of the 12 million Orthodox subjects within
the Ottoman Empire. After the Sultan granted the concessions to the Catholics in
late 1852, Russia under Tsar Nicholas I constantly worked to reassert its
dominance.

In early 1853, Russia escalated the conflict by sending Prince Alexander Menshikov
on a special mission to Constantinople. Politically, Russia’s primary objective was
to regain the keys and force the Sultan to sign a formal treaty (Sened) that would
recognise the Tsar’s right to protect all Orthodox Christians in Ottoman lands.
Demanding this treaty was a way in which Russia ensured the prevention of getting
diplomatically isolated or religiously threatened in the Holy Land. However, the
Sultan, encouraged by British diplomats who feared Russian expansion, viewed
this demand as a direct threat to Ottoman sovereignty. The failure of the
Menshikov Mission in May 1853 became the point of no return, leading Russia to
occupy the Danubian Principalities and setting the stage for a continental war.
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Ottoman EmpireOttoman Empire

In the southern part of Europe, the Ottoman Empire was characterised by itsIn the southern part of Europe, the Ottoman Empire was characterised by its
role as the sovereign over Jerusalem, navigating the Eastern Question. Ottomanrole as the sovereign over Jerusalem, navigating the Eastern Question. Ottoman
officials and the Sultan envisioned maintaining a delicate balance betweenofficials and the Sultan envisioned maintaining a delicate balance between
competing Christian denominations to prevent territorial and politicalcompeting Christian denominations to prevent territorial and political
expansion by foreign powers into their region. At the crux of the geopoliticalexpansion by foreign powers into their region. At the crux of the geopolitical
scene emerged the Vienna Note, a failed diplomatic attempt by Austria, Britain,scene emerged the Vienna Note, a failed diplomatic attempt by Austria, Britain,
and France to prevent war through ambiguous language. Internally, theand France to prevent war through ambiguous language. Internally, the
Ottoman administration was under intense pressure to choose between FrenchOttoman administration was under intense pressure to choose between French
demands and Russian threats. Armed with the promise of British naval supportdemands and Russian threats. Armed with the promise of British naval support
and growing nationalist sentiments, the Ottomans set their targets onand growing nationalist sentiments, the Ottomans set their targets on
maintaining sovereignty. Under this, the primary mechanism they employedmaintaining sovereignty. Under this, the primary mechanism they employed
was a firm refusal to grant Russia a formal Sened (treaty) over its citizens, whichwas a firm refusal to grant Russia a formal Sened (treaty) over its citizens, which
led the Sultan to declare war on Russia in October 1853.led the Sultan to declare war on Russia in October 1853.

30 November 1853:30 November 1853:

The destruction of the Ottoman fleet at the Battle of Sinop on November 30,The destruction of the Ottoman fleet at the Battle of Sinop on November 30,
1853, transforms the geopolitical landscape and power hierarchy of the1853, transforms the geopolitical landscape and power hierarchy of the
continent. This escalation, marking the first major use of explosive shells incontinent. This escalation, marking the first major use of explosive shells in
naval history, threatens the existing power balance of Europe. European powersnaval history, threatens the existing power balance of Europe. European powers
marked by decades of peace since 1815 formed alliances and consolidated theirmarked by decades of peace since 1815 formed alliances and consolidated their
naval powers to combat the Russian threat, fueled by a public outcry in Londonnaval powers to combat the Russian threat, fueled by a public outcry in London
and Paris. Russia’s expansionist policies and quest for religious dominanceand Paris. Russia’s expansionist policies and quest for religious dominance
triggers a restructuring of European power dynamics and politics.triggers a restructuring of European power dynamics and politics.
Therefore, as this cabinet convenes the Holy Land sees the emergence of aTherefore, as this cabinet convenes the Holy Land sees the emergence of a
continental war, and a persistent fear of changing power dynamics among itscontinental war, and a persistent fear of changing power dynamics among its
countries.countries.  

Ottoman Empire

In the southern part of Europe, the Ottoman Empire was characterised by its
role as the sovereign over Jerusalem, navigating the Eastern Question. Ottoman
officials and the Sultan envisioned maintaining a delicate balance between
competing Christian denominations to prevent territorial and political
expansion by foreign powers into their region. At the crux of the geopolitical
scene emerged the Vienna Note, a failed diplomatic attempt by Austria, Britain,
and France to prevent war through ambiguous language. Internally, the
Ottoman administration was under intense pressure to choose between French
demands and Russian threats. Armed with the promise of British naval support
and growing nationalist sentiments, the Ottomans set their targets on
maintaining sovereignty. Under this, the primary mechanism they employed
was a firm refusal to grant Russia a formal Sened (treaty) over its citizens, which
led the Sultan to declare war on Russia in October 1853.

30 November 1853:

The destruction of the Ottoman fleet at the Battle of Sinop on November 30,
1853, transforms the geopolitical landscape and power hierarchy of the
continent. This escalation, marking the first major use of explosive shells in
naval history, threatens the existing power balance of Europe. European powers
marked by decades of peace since 1815 formed alliances and consolidated their
naval powers to combat the Russian threat, fueled by a public outcry in London
and Paris. Russia’s expansionist policies and quest for religious dominance
triggers a restructuring of European power dynamics and politics.
Therefore, as this cabinet convenes the Holy Land sees the emergence of a
continental war, and a persistent fear of changing power dynamics among its
countries. 
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The Danubian PrincipalitiesThe Danubian Principalities

The Danubian Principalities refer to historical regions of Moldavia and Wallachia,The Danubian Principalities refer to historical regions of Moldavia and Wallachia,
which were Ottoman vassal states along the Danube River.which were Ottoman vassal states along the Danube River.
Moldavia and Wallachia emerged as independent principalities in the 14th centuryMoldavia and Wallachia emerged as independent principalities in the 14th century
but fell under Ottoman suzerainty through military defeats, and agreements in thebut fell under Ottoman suzerainty through military defeats, and agreements in the
early 15th century and 16th century. Even after being under the Ottoman Empire,early 15th century and 16th century. Even after being under the Ottoman Empire,
the Danubian principalities retained internal autonomy. The principalitiesthe Danubian principalities retained internal autonomy. The principalities
controlled trade routes that linked northern Europe to the Black Sea. They werecontrolled trade routes that linked northern Europe to the Black Sea. They were
vulnerable invasion routes in southeastern Europe.vulnerable invasion routes in southeastern Europe.

WallachiaWallachia

Wallachia, north of the Lower Danube River, was found around 1330 . It wasWallachia, north of the Lower Danube River, was found around 1330 . It was
important in trade as it controlled the Danube River, and the Danube River gave itimportant in trade as it controlled the Danube River, and the Danube River gave it
access to the Black Sea routes using ports like Brăila. This geographical positionaccess to the Black Sea routes using ports like Brăila. This geographical position
made Wallachia a trade intermediary, enabling it to generate its revenue throughmade Wallachia a trade intermediary, enabling it to generate its revenue through
customs, exports, and transit. Trade, therefore, was the backbone of Wallachia’scustoms, exports, and transit. Trade, therefore, was the backbone of Wallachia’s
urban economy. It exported goods that consisted of salt, cereals, livestock, animalurban economy. It exported goods that consisted of salt, cereals, livestock, animal
products, and skin. Wallachia came under Ottoman suzerainty around 1417,products, and skin. Wallachia came under Ottoman suzerainty around 1417,
becoming a tributary state obliged to pay an annual tribute to the Sultan. Itbecoming a tributary state obliged to pay an annual tribute to the Sultan. It
however, retained internal autonomy governed by a Hospodar and a council ofhowever, retained internal autonomy governed by a Hospodar and a council of
boyars, though the Sublime Porte retained the right to influence its political affairs.boyars, though the Sublime Porte retained the right to influence its political affairs.
Several rulers attempted to break free of this arrangement, most notably Vlad IIISeveral rulers attempted to break free of this arrangement, most notably Vlad III
in the late fifteenth century, but none succeeded. Unlike Moldavia, Wallachia neverin the late fifteenth century, but none succeeded. Unlike Moldavia, Wallachia never
became a fully absorbed Ottoman province, a distinction owed largely to itsbecame a fully absorbed Ottoman province, a distinction owed largely to its
mountainous terrain and the resilience of its ruling class.mountainous terrain and the resilience of its ruling class.

Under the Ottomans, Wallachia’s trade was not fully monopolized, as non-Under the Ottomans, Wallachia’s trade was not fully monopolized, as non-
monopoly products circulated freely within the markets of the Ottoman Empire.monopoly products circulated freely within the markets of the Ottoman Empire.
Ports such as Brăila and Giurgiu were returned to the principality due to treatiesPorts such as Brăila and Giurgiu were returned to the principality due to treaties
and agreements that helped them build trading hubs using the Danube River. Byand agreements that helped them build trading hubs using the Danube River. By
the eighteenth century, however, the Ottoman Empire had restricted Wallachianthe eighteenth century, however, the Ottoman Empire had restricted Wallachian
access to certain Black Sea ports, limiting its economic reach. The Treaty ofaccess to certain Black Sea ports, limiting its economic reach. The Treaty of
Adrianople in 1829, concluded following Russian victory in the Russo-TurkishAdrianople in 1829, concluded following Russian victory in the Russo-Turkish
War, granted Wallachia freedom of trade and restored several key Danube ports,War, granted Wallachia freedom of trade and restored several key Danube ports,
though the principality remained nominally under Ottoman suzerainty, now with athough the principality remained nominally under Ottoman suzerainty, now with a
conspicuous degree of Russian oversight.conspicuous degree of Russian oversight.

MoldaviaMoldavia

The principality of Moldavia was founded around 1359, breaking away fromThe principality of Moldavia was founded around 1359, breaking away from
Hungarian influence. Early rulers strengthened their power by using the tradeHungarian influence. Early rulers strengthened their power by using the trade
routes to their advantage and importing goods like spices, silks, and jewels.routes to their advantage and importing goods like spices, silks, and jewels.
Moldavia itself exports livestock, grain, fish, honey, wax, etc., as their primaryMoldavia itself exports livestock, grain, fish, honey, wax, etc., as their primary
goods.goods.  

The Danubian Principalities

The Danubian Principalities refer to historical regions of Moldavia and Wallachia,
which were Ottoman vassal states along the Danube River.
Moldavia and Wallachia emerged as independent principalities in the 14th century
but fell under Ottoman suzerainty through military defeats, and agreements in the
early 15th century and 16th century. Even after being under the Ottoman Empire,
the Danubian principalities retained internal autonomy. The principalities
controlled trade routes that linked northern Europe to the Black Sea. They were
vulnerable invasion routes in southeastern Europe.

Wallachia

Wallachia, north of the Lower Danube River, was found around 1330 . It was
important in trade as it controlled the Danube River, and the Danube River gave it
access to the Black Sea routes using ports like Brăila. This geographical position
made Wallachia a trade intermediary, enabling it to generate its revenue through
customs, exports, and transit. Trade, therefore, was the backbone of Wallachia’s
urban economy. It exported goods that consisted of salt, cereals, livestock, animal
products, and skin. Wallachia came under Ottoman suzerainty around 1417,
becoming a tributary state obliged to pay an annual tribute to the Sultan. It
however, retained internal autonomy governed by a Hospodar and a council of
boyars, though the Sublime Porte retained the right to influence its political affairs.
Several rulers attempted to break free of this arrangement, most notably Vlad III
in the late fifteenth century, but none succeeded. Unlike Moldavia, Wallachia never
became a fully absorbed Ottoman province, a distinction owed largely to its
mountainous terrain and the resilience of its ruling class.

Under the Ottomans, Wallachia’s trade was not fully monopolized, as non-
monopoly products circulated freely within the markets of the Ottoman Empire.
Ports such as Brăila and Giurgiu were returned to the principality due to treaties
and agreements that helped them build trading hubs using the Danube River. By
the eighteenth century, however, the Ottoman Empire had restricted Wallachian
access to certain Black Sea ports, limiting its economic reach. The Treaty of
Adrianople in 1829, concluded following Russian victory in the Russo-Turkish
War, granted Wallachia freedom of trade and restored several key Danube ports,
though the principality remained nominally under Ottoman suzerainty, now with a
conspicuous degree of Russian oversight.

Moldavia

The principality of Moldavia was founded around 1359, breaking away from
Hungarian influence. Early rulers strengthened their power by using the trade
routes to their advantage and importing goods like spices, silks, and jewels.
Moldavia itself exports livestock, grain, fish, honey, wax, etc., as their primary
goods. 
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Trade privileges allowed foreign merchants from places like TransylvanianTrade privileges allowed foreign merchants from places like Transylvanian
Saxons or Poles to make customs revenue that later funded state institutions,Saxons or Poles to make customs revenue that later funded state institutions,
fortifications, and military campaigns.fortifications, and military campaigns.

Under Stephen the Great, Moldavia reached its peak and defeated OttomanUnder Stephen the Great, Moldavia reached its peak and defeated Ottoman
incursions. This victory allowed them to control the vital Black Sea portsincursions. This victory allowed them to control the vital Black Sea ports
temporarily and enhance their direct access to Mediterranean shipping.temporarily and enhance their direct access to Mediterranean shipping.
However, Moldavia accepted the Ottoman suzerainty in 1456 to avoid theHowever, Moldavia accepted the Ottoman suzerainty in 1456 to avoid the
destruction of the principality. They got their vassal status later in 1538 whendestruction of the principality. They got their vassal status later in 1538 when
Sultan Süleyman, suppressed a rebellion by Prince Petru Rareș. This rebellionSultan Süleyman, suppressed a rebellion by Prince Petru Rareș. This rebellion
resulted in the annexation of the southern coastal strip and deprived Moldaviaresulted in the annexation of the southern coastal strip and deprived Moldavia
of the full control of its most important Black Sea outlets and shifted itsof the full control of its most important Black Sea outlets and shifted its
dependency on land routes.dependency on land routes.

Moldavia also had internal autonomy similar to Wallachia. Towns had a mixedMoldavia also had internal autonomy similar to Wallachia. Towns had a mixed
economy that depended on agriculture, craftsmanship, and commerce. Theyeconomy that depended on agriculture, craftsmanship, and commerce. They
were resilient despite Ottoman oversight. During the 18th Century, Russianwere resilient despite Ottoman oversight. During the 18th Century, Russian
influence grew stronger in the regions because of continued annexation. Theinfluence grew stronger in the regions because of continued annexation. The
Treaty of Adrianople in 1829, following Russian victory, put an end to theTreaty of Adrianople in 1829, following Russian victory, put an end to the
Ottoman trade policy in Moldavia and returned it the key access to the DanubeOttoman trade policy in Moldavia and returned it the key access to the Danube
River and the Black Sea. This also helped them expand their agriculture andRiver and the Black Sea. This also helped them expand their agriculture and
allowed them to do free commerce with any nation, although it was still underallowed them to do free commerce with any nation, although it was still under
the Ottoman Empire.the Ottoman Empire.

Trade privileges allowed foreign merchants from places like Transylvanian
Saxons or Poles to make customs revenue that later funded state institutions,
fortifications, and military campaigns.

Under Stephen the Great, Moldavia reached its peak and defeated Ottoman
incursions. This victory allowed them to control the vital Black Sea ports
temporarily and enhance their direct access to Mediterranean shipping.
However, Moldavia accepted the Ottoman suzerainty in 1456 to avoid the
destruction of the principality. They got their vassal status later in 1538 when
Sultan Süleyman, suppressed a rebellion by Prince Petru Rareș. This rebellion
resulted in the annexation of the southern coastal strip and deprived Moldavia
of the full control of its most important Black Sea outlets and shifted its
dependency on land routes.

Moldavia also had internal autonomy similar to Wallachia. Towns had a mixed
economy that depended on agriculture, craftsmanship, and commerce. They
were resilient despite Ottoman oversight. During the 18th Century, Russian
influence grew stronger in the regions because of continued annexation. The
Treaty of Adrianople in 1829, following Russian victory, put an end to the
Ottoman trade policy in Moldavia and returned it the key access to the Danube
River and the Black Sea. This also helped them expand their agriculture and
allowed them to do free commerce with any nation, although it was still under
the Ottoman Empire.
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Ideologies and Political AlignmentsIdeologies and Political Alignments  Ideologies and Political Alignments 
PPan-Slavism and Orthodox Solidarityan-Slavism and Orthodox Solidarity

To understand Russia's justification for intervention in Ottoman territories, andTo understand Russia's justification for intervention in Ottoman territories, and
the anxieties that intervention provoked among the other great powers, it isthe anxieties that intervention provoked among the other great powers, it is
necessary to understand two ideological forces that shaped Russian foreignnecessary to understand two ideological forces that shaped Russian foreign
policy in this period: Pan-Slavism and Orthodox Solidarity. Both reflect genuinepolicy in this period: Pan-Slavism and Orthodox Solidarity. Both reflect genuine
currents of thought within Russian society and politics, and it is precisely thiscurrents of thought within Russian society and politics, and it is precisely this
ambiguity that made them so difficult for the other powers to dismiss orambiguity that made them so difficult for the other powers to dismiss or
accommodate.accommodate.

PPan-Slavisman-Slavism

PPan-Slavism was the belief that the Slavic peoples, among them Russians,an-Slavism was the belief that the Slavic peoples, among them Russians,
Ukrainians, Serbs, Croats, Bulgarians, Poles, and others, shared a commonUkrainians, Serbs, Croats, Bulgarians, Poles, and others, shared a common
heritage and ought to be united under a single political identity. Historically,heritage and ought to be united under a single political identity. Historically,
Slavic populations had been among the most vulnerable to external domination,Slavic populations had been among the most vulnerable to external domination,
subject to centuries of conquest and, in the case of the Ottoman Empire, thesubject to centuries of conquest and, in the case of the Ottoman Empire, the
target of some of the largest slave raids in history. By the nineteenth century,target of some of the largest slave raids in history. By the nineteenth century,
however, Slavic political consciousness had grown considerably. The Russianhowever, Slavic political consciousness had grown considerably. The Russian
Empire, as the largest and most powerful Slavic state, positioned itself as theEmpire, as the largest and most powerful Slavic state, positioned itself as the
natural leader of this movement, the champion of Slavic peoples wherever theynatural leader of this movement, the champion of Slavic peoples wherever they
remained under foreign rule.This ambition had direct implications for theremained under foreign rule.This ambition had direct implications for the
Balkans. The largely autonomous Eyalets of the region contained significantBalkans. The largely autonomous Eyalets of the region contained significant
Slavic populations living under Ottoman suzerainty, and Russia had alreadySlavic populations living under Ottoman suzerainty, and Russia had already
established considerable influence over their governance, particularly followingestablished considerable influence over their governance, particularly following
the Treaty of Adrianople in 1829. When Russian forces occupied Wallachia andthe Treaty of Adrianople in 1829. When Russian forces occupied Wallachia and
Moldavia in July 1853, Pan-Slavism provided part of the ideologicalMoldavia in July 1853, Pan-Slavism provided part of the ideological
justification.justification.  

Furthermore, the Austrian Empire, composed of many ethnicities and largelyFurthermore, the Austrian Empire, composed of many ethnicities and largely
Catholic in character, therefore, Austria-HungaCatholic in character, therefore, Austria-Hungary had strong reasons to resistry had strong reasons to resist
the spread of Pan-Slavic sentiment. A successful Russian expansion under Pan-the spread of Pan-Slavic sentiment. A successful Russian expansion under Pan-
Slavic rhetoric risks inspiring nationalist movements among the empire's ownSlavic rhetoric risks inspiring nationalist movements among the empire's own
Slavic subjects, threatening the internal cohesion of a state already strained bySlavic subjects, threatening the internal cohesion of a state already strained by
ethnic diversity.ethnic diversity.

Orthodox SolidarityOrthodox Solidarity

The more explicit justification Russia offered for its intervention was OrthodoxThe more explicit justification Russia offered for its intervention was Orthodox
Solidarity, the claim that the Ottoman Empire mistreated its Orthodox ChristianSolidarity, the claim that the Ottoman Empire mistreated its Orthodox Christian
subjects and that Russia, as their protector, had both the right and the obligationsubjects and that Russia, as their protector, had both the right and the obligation
to intervene on their behalf. The Treaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji in 1774 had grantedto intervene on their behalf. The Treaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji in 1774 had granted
Russia a degree of formal standing in this regard, and Russian Tsars hadRussia a degree of formal standing in this regard, and Russian Tsars had
invoked it periodically ever since.invoked it periodically ever since.  

Pan-Slavism and Orthodox Solidarity

To understand Russia's justification for intervention in Ottoman territories, and
the anxieties that intervention provoked among the other great powers, it is
necessary to understand two ideological forces that shaped Russian foreign
policy in this period: Pan-Slavism and Orthodox Solidarity. Both reflect genuine
currents of thought within Russian society and politics, and it is precisely this
ambiguity that made them so difficult for the other powers to dismiss or
accommodate.

Pan-Slavism

Pan-Slavism was the belief that the Slavic peoples, among them Russians,
Ukrainians, Serbs, Croats, Bulgarians, Poles, and others, shared a common
heritage and ought to be united under a single political identity. Historically,
Slavic populations had been among the most vulnerable to external domination,
subject to centuries of conquest and, in the case of the Ottoman Empire, the
target of some of the largest slave raids in history. By the nineteenth century,
however, Slavic political consciousness had grown considerably. The Russian
Empire, as the largest and most powerful Slavic state, positioned itself as the
natural leader of this movement, the champion of Slavic peoples wherever they
remained under foreign rule.This ambition had direct implications for the
Balkans. The largely autonomous Eyalets of the region contained significant
Slavic populations living under Ottoman suzerainty, and Russia had already
established considerable influence over their governance, particularly following
the Treaty of Adrianople in 1829. When Russian forces occupied Wallachia and
Moldavia in July 1853, Pan-Slavism provided part of the ideological
justification. 

Furthermore, the Austrian Empire, composed of many ethnicities and largely
Catholic in character, therefore, Austria-Hungary had strong reasons to resist
the spread of Pan-Slavic sentiment. A successful Russian expansion under Pan-
Slavic rhetoric risks inspiring nationalist movements among the empire's own
Slavic subjects, threatening the internal cohesion of a state already strained by
ethnic diversity.

Orthodox Solidarity

The more explicit justification Russia offered for its intervention was Orthodox
Solidarity, the claim that the Ottoman Empire mistreated its Orthodox Christian
subjects and that Russia, as their protector, had both the right and the obligation
to intervene on their behalf. The Treaty of Kuchuk-Kainarji in 1774 had granted
Russia a degree of formal standing in this regard, and Russian Tsars had
invoked it periodically ever since. 
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The Ecumenical Patriarchate, the seat ofThe Ecumenical Patriarchate, the seat of
Eastern Orthodoxy, sat within OttomanEastern Orthodoxy, sat within Ottoman
Constantinople, a fact that lends RussianConstantinople, a fact that lends Russian
claims of Orthodox protection a symbolicclaims of Orthodox protection a symbolic
weight.weight.  

This places Russia in direct tension withThis places Russia in direct tension with
France, which has long styled itself theFrance, which has long styled itself the
protector of Catholic communitiesprotector of Catholic communities
within Ottoman lands. The dispute overwithin Ottoman lands. The dispute over
the rights of Christian clergy inthe rights of Christian clergy in
Jerusalem is in part a collision betweenJerusalem is in part a collision between
these two competing claims of religiousthese two competing claims of religious
guardianshipguardianship

The Ecumenical Patriarchate, the seat of
Eastern Orthodoxy, sat within Ottoman
Constantinople, a fact that lends Russian
claims of Orthodox protection a symbolic
weight. 

This places Russia in direct tension with
France, which has long styled itself the
protector of Catholic communities
within Ottoman lands. The dispute over
the rights of Christian clergy in
Jerusalem is in part a collision between
these two competing claims of religious
guardianship
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Ottoman Tanzimat ReformismOttoman Tanzimat Reformism  

The Ottoman Tanzimat Reform refers to the reorganisation era of the OttomanThe Ottoman Tanzimat Reform refers to the reorganisation era of the Ottoman
Empire under Sultan Mahmud II. It was a movement to modernise the army of theEmpire under Sultan Mahmud II. It was a movement to modernise the army of the
Ottoman Empire. The project was under Mustafa Reşid Pasha, who was the foreignOttoman Empire. The project was under Mustafa Reşid Pasha, who was the foreign
minister and the edict’s chief architect. The reforms were made based on the pastminister and the edict’s chief architect. The reforms were made based on the past
actions of the sultan to modernise(mainly after the 1826 abolition of the Janissaries).actions of the sultan to modernise(mainly after the 1826 abolition of the Janissaries).
But the 1839 edict marked the formal, empire-wide launch of the sustained programBut the 1839 edict marked the formal, empire-wide launch of the sustained program
of administrative, legal and societal reorganisation.of administrative, legal and societal reorganisation.

By the early 1800s, the empire started showing defects in its army by continuousBy the early 1800s, the empire started showing defects in its army by continuous
defeats in battles like the Napoleonic wars, Greek revolts and various other crises.defeats in battles like the Napoleonic wars, Greek revolts and various other crises.
Sultan Mahmud II began this unofficially by abolishing the Janissary in 1826, whoSultan Mahmud II began this unofficially by abolishing the Janissary in 1826, who
were an elite infantry force but had become corrupt. This dismantling allowed thewere an elite infantry force but had become corrupt. This dismantling allowed the
emergence of a stronger central bureaucracy. Still, the Ottomans were weak, and weemergence of a stronger central bureaucracy. Still, the Ottomans were weak, and we
could see this by their losing parts in regions like the Balkans to Greece and Russia,could see this by their losing parts in regions like the Balkans to Greece and Russia,
which highlighted their need to reform. When Mahmud’s son Abdülmecid I ascendedwhich highlighted their need to reform. When Mahmud’s son Abdülmecid I ascended
the throne in 1839, the era officially began. The Edict of Gülhane declared thethe throne in 1839, the era officially began. The Edict of Gülhane declared the
Sultan’s commitment to perfect security of life, honour and fortune in the empire.Sultan’s commitment to perfect security of life, honour and fortune in the empire.

The Modernisation Ideology was adopted mainly to keep up with the powers ofThe Modernisation Ideology was adopted mainly to keep up with the powers of
Europe and mainly their neighbours. The Edict aimed to strengthen the centralEurope and mainly their neighbours. The Edict aimed to strengthen the central
government's control over the provinces, reduce local autonomy and strengthen itselfgovernment's control over the provinces, reduce local autonomy and strengthen itself
against threats. The Edict was also important for equality in the Ottoman Empire as itagainst threats. The Edict was also important for equality in the Ottoman Empire as it
promised security of life, honour, and property to everyone regardless of religion orpromised security of life, honour, and property to everyone regardless of religion or
ethnicity. Though the edict was made by the Ottoman Empire, it was heavilyethnicity. Though the edict was made by the Ottoman Empire, it was heavily
influenced by the West for modernisation.influenced by the West for modernisation.

Ottoman Tanzimat Reformism 

The Ottoman Tanzimat Reform refers to the reorganisation era of the Ottoman
Empire under Sultan Mahmud II. It was a movement to modernise the army of the
Ottoman Empire. The project was under Mustafa Reşid Pasha, who was the foreign
minister and the edict’s chief architect. The reforms were made based on the past
actions of the sultan to modernise(mainly after the 1826 abolition of the Janissaries).
But the 1839 edict marked the formal, empire-wide launch of the sustained program
of administrative, legal and societal reorganisation.

By the early 1800s, the empire started showing defects in its army by continuous
defeats in battles like the Napoleonic wars, Greek revolts and various other crises.
Sultan Mahmud II began this unofficially by abolishing the Janissary in 1826, who
were an elite infantry force but had become corrupt. This dismantling allowed the
emergence of a stronger central bureaucracy. Still, the Ottomans were weak, and we
could see this by their losing parts in regions like the Balkans to Greece and Russia,
which highlighted their need to reform. When Mahmud’s son Abdülmecid I ascended
the throne in 1839, the era officially began. The Edict of Gülhane declared the
Sultan’s commitment to perfect security of life, honour and fortune in the empire.

The Modernisation Ideology was adopted mainly to keep up with the powers of
Europe and mainly their neighbours. The Edict aimed to strengthen the central
government's control over the provinces, reduce local autonomy and strengthen itself
against threats. The Edict was also important for equality in the Ottoman Empire as it
promised security of life, honour, and property to everyone regardless of religion or
ethnicity. Though the edict was made by the Ottoman Empire, it was heavily
influenced by the West for modernisation.



The Reformist Bloc/Tanzimat FactionThe Reformist Bloc/Tanzimat Faction

It was led by Mustafa Reşid Pasha. Its major supporters were the Western-educatedIt was led by Mustafa Reşid Pasha. Its major supporters were the Western-educated
or western orientated people or diplomats. It was backed by Sultan Abdülmecid I, asor western orientated people or diplomats. It was backed by Sultan Abdülmecid I, as
Reşid would receive a lot of backlash from the conservatives of the Empire. It wasReşid would receive a lot of backlash from the conservatives of the Empire. It was
strongly pro-British and pro-French. Reşid has made close ties with British andstrongly pro-British and pro-French. Reşid has made close ties with British and
French statesmen, and he relied on them during the Egyptian Crisis. This alignmentFrench statesmen, and he relied on them during the Egyptian Crisis. This alignment
was strategic as Britain and France were seen as safe countermeasures againstwas strategic as Britain and France were seen as safe countermeasures against
Russian expansion.Russian expansion.

Conservative / Anti-Reformist BlocConservative / Anti-Reformist Bloc

It comprised traditional ulema, high-ranking officials who used to benefit from theIt comprised traditional ulema, high-ranking officials who used to benefit from the
old system. They opposed rapid Westernisation, the principle of religious equalityold system. They opposed rapid Westernisation, the principle of religious equality
and wanted to stay privileged. They used tactics like rumours or direct challenges toand wanted to stay privileged. They used tactics like rumours or direct challenges to
stop the Reformist Bloc. After the death of Mahmud II, they blamed Reşid for hisstop the Reformist Bloc. After the death of Mahmud II, they blamed Reşid for his
death. After the Egyptian crisis eased, they openly attacked Reşid’s reforms;death. After the Egyptian crisis eased, they openly attacked Reşid’s reforms;
however, the Sultan's protection did not let them demolish this.however, the Sultan's protection did not let them demolish this.
The Sultan supported this because he wanted reforms to act as protection fromThe Sultan supported this because he wanted reforms to act as protection from
external threats like Egypt and Russia and he also required western support to do so.external threats like Egypt and Russia and he also required western support to do so.

The Reformist Bloc/Tanzimat Faction

It was led by Mustafa Reşid Pasha. Its major supporters were the Western-educated
or western orientated people or diplomats. It was backed by Sultan Abdülmecid I, as
Reşid would receive a lot of backlash from the conservatives of the Empire. It was
strongly pro-British and pro-French. Reşid has made close ties with British and
French statesmen, and he relied on them during the Egyptian Crisis. This alignment
was strategic as Britain and France were seen as safe countermeasures against
Russian expansion.

Conservative / Anti-Reformist Bloc

It comprised traditional ulema, high-ranking officials who used to benefit from the
old system. They opposed rapid Westernisation, the principle of religious equality
and wanted to stay privileged. They used tactics like rumours or direct challenges to
stop the Reformist Bloc. After the death of Mahmud II, they blamed Reşid for his
death. After the Egyptian crisis eased, they openly attacked Reşid’s reforms;
however, the Sultan's protection did not let them demolish this.
The Sultan supported this because he wanted reforms to act as protection from
external threats like Egypt and Russia and he also required western support to do so.
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Ideologies:Ideologies:

Liberalism:Liberalism: It was an ideology that supported It was an ideology that supported
modernization as it was important for the protection ofmodernization as it was important for the protection of
the Empire. It was heavily influenced by the British andthe Empire. It was heavily influenced by the British and
the French. They supported westernisation and wantedthe French. They supported westernisation and wanted
equality. They drafted new codes and rules.equality. They drafted new codes and rules.

Conservatism:Conservatism: They were mostly people who They were mostly people who
belonged to Islam and wanted no one else to getbelonged to Islam and wanted no one else to get
privileges except them. They openly hated theseprivileges except them. They openly hated these
reforms and said that it was against Islam to give allreforms and said that it was against Islam to give all
religions equal rights.religions equal rights.

Centralism:Centralism: It was mostly run by western style It was mostly run by western style
bureaucrats. Post 1826, reforms already started.bureaucrats. Post 1826, reforms already started.
Tazimat statesmen believed modern warfare dependedTazimat statesmen believed modern warfare depended

Ideologies:

Liberalism: It was an ideology that supported
modernization as it was important for the protection of
the Empire. It was heavily influenced by the British and
the French. They supported westernisation and wanted
equality. They drafted new codes and rules.

Conservatism: They were mostly people who
belonged to Islam and wanted no one else to get
privileges except them. They openly hated these
reforms and said that it was against Islam to give all
religions equal rights.

Centralism: It was mostly run by western style
bureaucrats. Post 1826, reforms already started.
Tazimat statesmen believed modern warfare depended

on a hierarchical, rational legal state. They aimed to abolish tax farming and wanted toon a hierarchical, rational legal state. They aimed to abolish tax farming and wanted to
replace it with salaried officials.replace it with salaried officials.

Nationalism:Nationalism: In the background of it all, Greeks, Serbs, Bulgarians and others had In the background of it all, Greeks, Serbs, Bulgarians and others had
already aimed for a separate nation from the Ottoman Empire. In the Ottoman empire,already aimed for a separate nation from the Ottoman Empire. In the Ottoman empire,
nationalism to the people was supporting their own religion over the Ottoman Empire.nationalism to the people was supporting their own religion over the Ottoman Empire.
The Tanzimat aimed to combat these people and avoid separation from the OttomanThe Tanzimat aimed to combat these people and avoid separation from the Ottoman
Empire.Empire.

on a hierarchical, rational legal state. They aimed to abolish tax farming and wanted to
replace it with salaried officials.

Nationalism: In the background of it all, Greeks, Serbs, Bulgarians and others had
already aimed for a separate nation from the Ottoman Empire. In the Ottoman empire,
nationalism to the people was supporting their own religion over the Ottoman Empire.
The Tanzimat aimed to combat these people and avoid separation from the Ottoman
Empire.



NationalismNationalism

By definition, nationalism is the ideological belief that a people sharing aBy definition, nationalism is the ideological belief that a people sharing a
common language, culture, and history should possess the sovereign right tocommon language, culture, and history should possess the sovereign right to
govern themselves within a defined state. For mid-19th-century Europe, it wasgovern themselves within a defined state. For mid-19th-century Europe, it was
one of the most defining pillars of the geopolitical landscape. All major playersone of the most defining pillars of the geopolitical landscape. All major players
saw the mobilisation of national identity as a means to achieve their politicalsaw the mobilisation of national identity as a means to achieve their political
objectives. This era saw the concentration of power in the hands of leaders whoobjectives. This era saw the concentration of power in the hands of leaders who
used "prestige politics" to stay popular. For instance, French political capitalused "prestige politics" to stay popular. For instance, French political capital
under Napoleon III primarily lay in the hands of the Catholic electorate, whounder Napoleon III primarily lay in the hands of the Catholic electorate, who
demanded that France assert its national greatness in the Holy Land.demanded that France assert its national greatness in the Holy Land.
Nationalism also became a stakeholder in shaping the day-to-day context ofNationalism also became a stakeholder in shaping the day-to-day context of
citizens; the defence of "holy sites" was seen as a symbol of pride and unity.citizens; the defence of "holy sites" was seen as a symbol of pride and unity.
Therefore, the public and the leaders were on the same page about wanting toTherefore, the public and the leaders were on the same page about wanting to
increase their power in foreign lands, creating a climate in which religiousincrease their power in foreign lands, creating a climate in which religious
disputes became defining parts of Europe’s national honour.disputes became defining parts of Europe’s national honour.

The Clashing National IdentitiesThe Clashing National Identities

The mid-19th century witnessed a dramatic build-up of nationalistic fervour.The mid-19th century witnessed a dramatic build-up of nationalistic fervour.
Russia was determined to assert itself as the "Third Rome" and the leader of theRussia was determined to assert itself as the "Third Rome" and the leader of the
Slavic world, and expanded its influence through the policy of Pan-Orthodoxy.Slavic world, and expanded its influence through the policy of Pan-Orthodoxy.
This meant Russia claimed the right to protect 12 million Orthodox subjectsThis meant Russia claimed the right to protect 12 million Orthodox subjects
within the Ottoman Empire, viewing them as part of a broader Russian spiritualwithin the Ottoman Empire, viewing them as part of a broader Russian spiritual
nation. France, already a traditional power, responded to Russian ambitionsnation. France, already a traditional power, responded to Russian ambitions
with a renewed commitment to its role as the "Protector of Catholics," seeking towith a renewed commitment to its role as the "Protector of Catholics," seeking to
restore the national prestige lost after the Napoleonic era.restore the national prestige lost after the Napoleonic era.

This rivalry escalated with the dispute over the keys to the Church of the NativityThis rivalry escalated with the dispute over the keys to the Church of the Nativity
in 1852. France and Russia quickly engaged in a race for diplomatic dominance;in 1852. France and Russia quickly engaged in a race for diplomatic dominance;
by 1853, the Tsar’s demand for a formal treaty (Senatus-Consultus) shatteredby 1853, the Tsar’s demand for a formal treaty (Senatus-Consultus) shattered
the balance of power in the East and deepened mistrust. While Russiathe balance of power in the East and deepened mistrust. While Russia
maintained its claim to religious leadership, the French challenge throughmaintained its claim to religious leadership, the French challenge through
"gunboat diplomacy" proved that the status quo in Jerusalem was obsolete."gunboat diplomacy" proved that the status quo in Jerusalem was obsolete.

On the other hand, the Ottoman Empire also experienced a rise in defensiveOn the other hand, the Ottoman Empire also experienced a rise in defensive
nationalism. Threatened by internal ethnic rebellions in the Balkans andnationalism. Threatened by internal ethnic rebellions in the Balkans and
external pressure from the Tsar, the Sultan embarked on ambitiousexternal pressure from the Tsar, the Sultan embarked on ambitious
modernisation programs (the modernisation programs (the TanzimatTanzimat) to create a unified Ottoman identity.) to create a unified Ottoman identity.
Between 1850 and 1853, the Ottoman refusal to yield to Russian demandsBetween 1850 and 1853, the Ottoman refusal to yield to Russian demands
reflected the widespread belief that national survival required total sovereigntyreflected the widespread belief that national survival required total sovereignty
over its own citizens.over its own citizens.

Nationalism

By definition, nationalism is the ideological belief that a people sharing a
common language, culture, and history should possess the sovereign right to
govern themselves within a defined state. For mid-19th-century Europe, it was
one of the most defining pillars of the geopolitical landscape. All major players
saw the mobilisation of national identity as a means to achieve their political
objectives. This era saw the concentration of power in the hands of leaders who
used "prestige politics" to stay popular. For instance, French political capital
under Napoleon III primarily lay in the hands of the Catholic electorate, who
demanded that France assert its national greatness in the Holy Land.
Nationalism also became a stakeholder in shaping the day-to-day context of
citizens; the defence of "holy sites" was seen as a symbol of pride and unity.
Therefore, the public and the leaders were on the same page about wanting to
increase their power in foreign lands, creating a climate in which religious
disputes became defining parts of Europe’s national honour.

The Clashing National Identities

The mid-19th century witnessed a dramatic build-up of nationalistic fervour.
Russia was determined to assert itself as the "Third Rome" and the leader of the
Slavic world, and expanded its influence through the policy of Pan-Orthodoxy.
This meant Russia claimed the right to protect 12 million Orthodox subjects
within the Ottoman Empire, viewing them as part of a broader Russian spiritual
nation. France, already a traditional power, responded to Russian ambitions
with a renewed commitment to its role as the "Protector of Catholics," seeking to
restore the national prestige lost after the Napoleonic era.

This rivalry escalated with the dispute over the keys to the Church of the Nativity
in 1852. France and Russia quickly engaged in a race for diplomatic dominance;
by 1853, the Tsar’s demand for a formal treaty (Senatus-Consultus) shattered
the balance of power in the East and deepened mistrust. While Russia
maintained its claim to religious leadership, the French challenge through
"gunboat diplomacy" proved that the status quo in Jerusalem was obsolete.

On the other hand, the Ottoman Empire also experienced a rise in defensive
nationalism. Threatened by internal ethnic rebellions in the Balkans and
external pressure from the Tsar, the Sultan embarked on ambitious
modernisation programs (the Tanzimat) to create a unified Ottoman identity.
Between 1850 and 1853, the Ottoman refusal to yield to Russian demands
reflected the widespread belief that national survival required total sovereignty
over its own citizens.
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The Paradox of Protection and SovereigntyThe Paradox of Protection and Sovereignty

European nationalism was defined by its rigid claims of "protection" rather thanEuropean nationalism was defined by its rigid claims of "protection" rather than
simple land-grabbing. The most famous of these was Russia’s claim to be thesimple land-grabbing. The most famous of these was Russia’s claim to be the
sole guardian of the Orthodox faith, a response to the perceived danger ofsole guardian of the Orthodox faith, a response to the perceived danger of
French Catholic expansion. It relied on a specific mechanism: the belief that theFrench Catholic expansion. It relied on a specific mechanism: the belief that the
Tsar’s authority crossed international borders. The plan left no room forTsar’s authority crossed international borders. The plan left no room for
flexibility; once the Russian public was stirred into a religious frenzy, the Tsarflexibility; once the Russian public was stirred into a religious frenzy, the Tsar
was locked into a path of confrontation.was locked into a path of confrontation.

Other powers followed similar patterns. The British "National Interest"Other powers followed similar patterns. The British "National Interest"
envisioned the containment of Russia to protect the route to India, emphasisingenvisioned the containment of Russia to protect the route to India, emphasising
the "Balance of Power." The Ottoman Sultan stated a firm refusal of thethe "Balance of Power." The Ottoman Sultan stated a firm refusal of the
Menshikov Mission, viewing Russian "protection" as a direct threat to theirMenshikov Mission, viewing Russian "protection" as a direct threat to their
national existence. These nationalistic goals, often fueled by public outcry innational existence. These nationalistic goals, often fueled by public outcry in
London, Paris, and St. Petersburg, placed enormous pressure on governments.London, Paris, and St. Petersburg, placed enormous pressure on governments.
The moment one nation claimed a "holy right," its rivals felt compelled to followThe moment one nation claimed a "holy right," its rivals felt compelled to follow
suit, with the fear that hesitation could mean national humiliation.suit, with the fear that hesitation could mean national humiliation.

Thus, nationalism in Europe before 1853 meant that nations claimed to protectThus, nationalism in Europe before 1853 meant that nations claimed to protect
religious "brothers" in the name of peace, but the very existence of thesereligious "brothers" in the name of peace, but the very existence of these
exclusive national identities and rigid claims of protection made conflict almostexclusive national identities and rigid claims of protection made conflict almost
unavoidable. This fostered rivalry and fear, transforming a local church disputeunavoidable. This fostered rivalry and fear, transforming a local church dispute
into a continental war that could not be stopped.into a continental war that could not be stopped.

The Paradox of Protection and Sovereignty

European nationalism was defined by its rigid claims of "protection" rather than
simple land-grabbing. The most famous of these was Russia’s claim to be the
sole guardian of the Orthodox faith, a response to the perceived danger of
French Catholic expansion. It relied on a specific mechanism: the belief that the
Tsar’s authority crossed international borders. The plan left no room for
flexibility; once the Russian public was stirred into a religious frenzy, the Tsar
was locked into a path of confrontation.

Other powers followed similar patterns. The British "National Interest"
envisioned the containment of Russia to protect the route to India, emphasising
the "Balance of Power." The Ottoman Sultan stated a firm refusal of the
Menshikov Mission, viewing Russian "protection" as a direct threat to their
national existence. These nationalistic goals, often fueled by public outcry in
London, Paris, and St. Petersburg, placed enormous pressure on governments.
The moment one nation claimed a "holy right," its rivals felt compelled to follow
suit, with the fear that hesitation could mean national humiliation.

Thus, nationalism in Europe before 1853 meant that nations claimed to protect
religious "brothers" in the name of peace, but the very existence of these
exclusive national identities and rigid claims of protection made conflict almost
unavoidable. This fostered rivalry and fear, transforming a local church dispute
into a continental war that could not be stopped.
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Current SituationCurrent SituationCurrent Situation
The Eastern Question, long the defining anxiety of European diplomacy, hasThe Eastern Question, long the defining anxiety of European diplomacy, has
ceased to be a question. Events over the course of 1853 have moved with a speedceased to be a question. Events over the course of 1853 have moved with a speed
that has outpaced the capacity of the great powers to manage them, and thethat has outpaced the capacity of the great powers to manage them, and the
Ottoman Empire now finds itself at war with Russia, a war that has already drawnOttoman Empire now finds itself at war with Russia, a war that has already drawn
first blood on both land and sea.first blood on both land and sea.

  Menshikov MissionMenshikov Mission

The crisis has its immediate origins in the Menshikov Mission of early 1853. TsarThe crisis has its immediate origins in the Menshikov Mission of early 1853. Tsar
Nicholas I, long convinced that the Ottoman Empire was approaching collapseNicholas I, long convinced that the Ottoman Empire was approaching collapse
and that Russia's interests in its succession needed to be secured, dispatchedand that Russia's interests in its succession needed to be secured, dispatched
Prince Alexander Menshikov to Constantinople with a set of demands that wentPrince Alexander Menshikov to Constantinople with a set of demands that went
considerably further than anything the Sublime Porte could reasonably accept.considerably further than anything the Sublime Porte could reasonably accept.
Menshikov pressed for Russian rights over the holy sites of Jerusalem and aMenshikov pressed for Russian rights over the holy sites of Jerusalem and a
sweeping treaty that would grant Russia the formal right to act as protector of allsweeping treaty that would grant Russia the formal right to act as protector of all
Orthodox Christian subjects within Ottoman lands. The implications wereOrthodox Christian subjects within Ottoman lands. The implications were
significant. Such an arrangement would have effectively given Russia asignificant. Such an arrangement would have effectively given Russia a
permanent basis for interference in Ottoman internal affairs, a degree of leveragepermanent basis for interference in Ottoman internal affairs, a degree of leverage
that the Sublime Porte, encouraged by signals of support from Britain andthat the Sublime Porte, encouraged by signals of support from Britain and
France, was unwilling to concede. After weeks, Menshikov withdrew fromFrance, was unwilling to concede. After weeks, Menshikov withdrew from
Constantinople in May 1853. Russia severed diplomatic relations with theConstantinople in May 1853. Russia severed diplomatic relations with the
Ottoman Empire shortly thereafter.Ottoman Empire shortly thereafter.

OccupationOccupation

In July 1853, Russian forces crossed into the Danubian Principalities of WallachiaIn July 1853, Russian forces crossed into the Danubian Principalities of Wallachia
and Moldavia, territories nominally under Ottoman suzerainty that Russia hadand Moldavia, territories nominally under Ottoman suzerainty that Russia had
occupied before and over which it had exercised considerable political influenceoccupied before and over which it had exercised considerable political influence
since the Treaty of Adrianople in 1829. Russia frames the move as a temporarysince the Treaty of Adrianople in 1829. Russia frames the move as a temporary
measure. The occupation of sovereign Ottoman territory was an act ofmeasure. The occupation of sovereign Ottoman territory was an act of
considerable aggression by any conventional measure, and the Sublime Porte wasconsiderable aggression by any conventional measure, and the Sublime Porte was
not alone in recognising it as such. Britain and France have moved their fleetsnot alone in recognising it as such. Britain and France have moved their fleets
into the eastern Mediterranean. On 23 October 1853, the Ottoman Empireinto the eastern Mediterranean. On 23 October 1853, the Ottoman Empire
formally declared war on Russia, issuing an ultimatum demanding theformally declared war on Russia, issuing an ultimatum demanding the
withdrawal of Russian forces from the Principalities. Fighting has broken outwithdrawal of Russian forces from the Principalities. Fighting has broken out
along the Danube with Ottoman forces under Omar Pasha engaging Russianalong the Danube with Ottoman forces under Omar Pasha engaging Russian
troops in a series of engagements that demonstrating great Ottoman resistance.troops in a series of engagements that demonstrating great Ottoman resistance.  

Battle of SinopBattle of Sinop  

The situation has escalated decisively on the morning of 30 November 1853. ViceThe situation has escalated decisively on the morning of 30 November 1853. Vice
Admiral Pavel Nakhimov, commanding the Russian Black Sea Fleet, descendedAdmiral Pavel Nakhimov, commanding the Russian Black Sea Fleet, descended
upon the Ottoman naval squadron anchored in the port of Sinop on the northernupon the Ottoman naval squadron anchored in the port of Sinop on the northern
Anatolian coast.Anatolian coast.  

The Eastern Question, long the defining anxiety of European diplomacy, has
ceased to be a question. Events over the course of 1853 have moved with a speed
that has outpaced the capacity of the great powers to manage them, and the
Ottoman Empire now finds itself at war with Russia, a war that has already drawn
first blood on both land and sea.

 Menshikov Mission

The crisis has its immediate origins in the Menshikov Mission of early 1853. Tsar
Nicholas I, long convinced that the Ottoman Empire was approaching collapse
and that Russia's interests in its succession needed to be secured, dispatched
Prince Alexander Menshikov to Constantinople with a set of demands that went
considerably further than anything the Sublime Porte could reasonably accept.
Menshikov pressed for Russian rights over the holy sites of Jerusalem and a
sweeping treaty that would grant Russia the formal right to act as protector of all
Orthodox Christian subjects within Ottoman lands. The implications were
significant. Such an arrangement would have effectively given Russia a
permanent basis for interference in Ottoman internal affairs, a degree of leverage
that the Sublime Porte, encouraged by signals of support from Britain and
France, was unwilling to concede. After weeks, Menshikov withdrew from
Constantinople in May 1853. Russia severed diplomatic relations with the
Ottoman Empire shortly thereafter.

Occupation

In July 1853, Russian forces crossed into the Danubian Principalities of Wallachia
and Moldavia, territories nominally under Ottoman suzerainty that Russia had
occupied before and over which it had exercised considerable political influence
since the Treaty of Adrianople in 1829. Russia frames the move as a temporary
measure. The occupation of sovereign Ottoman territory was an act of
considerable aggression by any conventional measure, and the Sublime Porte was
not alone in recognising it as such. Britain and France have moved their fleets
into the eastern Mediterranean. On 23 October 1853, the Ottoman Empire
formally declared war on Russia, issuing an ultimatum demanding the
withdrawal of Russian forces from the Principalities. Fighting has broken out
along the Danube with Ottoman forces under Omar Pasha engaging Russian
troops in a series of engagements that demonstrating great Ottoman resistance. 

Battle of Sinop 

The situation has escalated decisively on the morning of 30 November 1853. Vice
Admiral Pavel Nakhimov, commanding the Russian Black Sea Fleet, descended
upon the Ottoman naval squadron anchored in the port of Sinop on the northern
Anatolian coast. 
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The Russian fleet, equipped with shell-firing guns, devastated the squadronThe Russian fleet, equipped with shell-firing guns, devastated the squadron
almost entirely. Seven frigates, three corvettes, and several smaller vessels arealmost entirely. Seven frigates, three corvettes, and several smaller vessels are
destroyed. It is the most significant naval engagement in the Black Sea in adestroyed. It is the most significant naval engagement in the Black Sea in a
generation, and its consequences extend far beyond the military. The Battle ofgeneration, and its consequences extend far beyond the military. The Battle of
Sinop has sent shockwaves through the European capitals, particularly inSinop has sent shockwaves through the European capitals, particularly in
London and Paris.London and Paris.  

The Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes today, the 30th of November 1853, in theThe Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes today, the 30th of November 1853, in the
immediate aftermath of Sinop. Russian forces remain in occupation ofimmediate aftermath of Sinop. Russian forces remain in occupation of
Wallachia and Moldavia. Ottoman and Russian armies are engaged along theWallachia and Moldavia. Ottoman and Russian armies are engaged along the
Danube. Britain and France are positioned and their patience is running short.Danube. Britain and France are positioned and their patience is running short.
Every power in this cabinet faces choices whose consequences will extend farEvery power in this cabinet faces choices whose consequences will extend far
beyond the present moment, and the decisions made here today maybeyond the present moment, and the decisions made here today may
determine whether this remains a war between Russia and the Ottomandetermine whether this remains a war between Russia and the Ottoman
Empire.Empire.

Response from the powersResponse from the powers

RussiaRussia

Tsar Nicholas I has long regarded the Ottoman Empire as a state in terminalTsar Nicholas I has long regarded the Ottoman Empire as a state in terminal
decline, and the question of what follows its collapse as one that Russia mustdecline, and the question of what follows its collapse as one that Russia must
shape before its rivals do. Decades of southward expansion, the establishmentshape before its rivals do. Decades of southward expansion, the establishment
of influence over the Danubian Principalities, and the Treaty of Kuchuk-of influence over the Danubian Principalities, and the Treaty of Kuchuk-
Kainarji's provisions for the protection of Orthodox Christians have all pointedKainarji's provisions for the protection of Orthodox Christians have all pointed
toward a moment of reckoning with Constantinople, and Russia believes thattoward a moment of reckoning with Constantinople, and Russia believes that
moment has arrived.moment has arrived.

The Russian fleet, equipped with shell-firing guns, devastated the squadron
almost entirely. Seven frigates, three corvettes, and several smaller vessels are
destroyed. It is the most significant naval engagement in the Black Sea in a
generation, and its consequences extend far beyond the military. The Battle of
Sinop has sent shockwaves through the European capitals, particularly in
London and Paris. 

The Crimean Crisis Cabinet convenes today, the 30th of November 1853, in the
immediate aftermath of Sinop. Russian forces remain in occupation of
Wallachia and Moldavia. Ottoman and Russian armies are engaged along the
Danube. Britain and France are positioned and their patience is running short.
Every power in this cabinet faces choices whose consequences will extend far
beyond the present moment, and the decisions made here today may
determine whether this remains a war between Russia and the Ottoman
Empire.

Response from the powers

Russia

Tsar Nicholas I has long regarded the Ottoman Empire as a state in terminal
decline, and the question of what follows its collapse as one that Russia must
shape before its rivals do. Decades of southward expansion, the establishment
of influence over the Danubian Principalities, and the Treaty of Kuchuk-
Kainarji's provisions for the protection of Orthodox Christians have all pointed
toward a moment of reckoning with Constantinople, and Russia believes that
moment has arrived.
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Response:Response: Russia's confidence in its position Russia's confidence in its position
has been shaped by both ideology and militaryhas been shaped by both ideology and military
calculation. It believes that Orthodox Solidaritycalculation. It believes that Orthodox Solidarity
and the legal precedents of prior treaties giveand the legal precedents of prior treaties give
Russia a defensible basis for its actions. TheRussia a defensible basis for its actions. The
Battle of Sinop on 30 November, in which theBattle of Sinop on 30 November, in which the
Russian Black Sea Fleet destroyed the OttomanRussian Black Sea Fleet destroyed the Ottoman
naval squadron at anchor, has demonstratednaval squadron at anchor, has demonstrated
decisive military superiority in the region anddecisive military superiority in the region and
has, in Russia’s view, strengthened its hand athas, in Russia’s view, strengthened its hand at
any future negotiating table. As of the freezeany future negotiating table. As of the freeze
date, Russia remains in occupation of Wallachiadate, Russia remains in occupation of Wallachia
and Moldavia and in active conflict with theand Moldavia and in active conflict with the
Ottoman Empire along the Danube. It hasOttoman Empire along the Danube. It has
achieved its immediate military objectives butachieved its immediate military objectives but
finds itself in a position of deepening diplomaticfinds itself in a position of deepening diplomatic
isolation.isolation.

Response: Russia's confidence in its position
has been shaped by both ideology and military
calculation. It believes that Orthodox Solidarity
and the legal precedents of prior treaties give
Russia a defensible basis for its actions. The
Battle of Sinop on 30 November, in which the
Russian Black Sea Fleet destroyed the Ottoman
naval squadron at anchor, has demonstrated
decisive military superiority in the region and
has, in Russia’s view, strengthened its hand at
any future negotiating table. As of the freeze
date, Russia remains in occupation of Wallachia
and Moldavia and in active conflict with the
Ottoman Empire along the Danube. It has
achieved its immediate military objectives but
finds itself in a position of deepening diplomatic
isolation.



The Ottoman EmpireThe Ottoman Empire
The crisis of 1853 for the ottomans is an immediate military emergency. TheThe crisis of 1853 for the ottomans is an immediate military emergency. The
Russian occupation of Wallachia and Moldavia and the refusal of Russia'sRussian occupation of Wallachia and Moldavia and the refusal of Russia's
proposal under the guidance of Britain and France, signals an imminentproposal under the guidance of Britain and France, signals an imminent
alliance that the empire wishes to utilise.alliance that the empire wishes to utilise.  

Response:Response:  
The Ottoman declaration of war on Russia in October 1853 followed the failureThe Ottoman declaration of war on Russia in October 1853 followed the failure
of successive diplomatic efforts, including the Vienna Note, to produce termsof successive diplomatic efforts, including the Vienna Note, to produce terms
that Constantinople found acceptable. The empire's leadership concluded thatthat Constantinople found acceptable. The empire's leadership concluded that
further negotiation from a position of occupation offered diminishing returns,further negotiation from a position of occupation offered diminishing returns,
and that a military response, however risky, was preferable to continuedand that a military response, however risky, was preferable to continued
concession. Fighting along the Danube has been more sustained than manyconcession. Fighting along the Danube has been more sustained than many
anticipated, with Omar Pasha's forces offering creditable resistance. The Battleanticipated, with Omar Pasha's forces offering creditable resistance. The Battle
of Sinop, however, has exposed significant vulnerabilities.of Sinop, however, has exposed significant vulnerabilities.  

The Ottoman Empire
The crisis of 1853 for the ottomans is an immediate military emergency. The
Russian occupation of Wallachia and Moldavia and the refusal of Russia's
proposal under the guidance of Britain and France, signals an imminent
alliance that the empire wishes to utilise. 

Response: 
The Ottoman declaration of war on Russia in October 1853 followed the failure
of successive diplomatic efforts, including the Vienna Note, to produce terms
that Constantinople found acceptable. The empire's leadership concluded that
further negotiation from a position of occupation offered diminishing returns,
and that a military response, however risky, was preferable to continued
concession. Fighting along the Danube has been more sustained than many
anticipated, with Omar Pasha's forces offering creditable resistance. The Battle
of Sinop, however, has exposed significant vulnerabilities. 
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The destruction of the Ottoman Black SeaThe destruction of the Ottoman Black Sea
squadron has weakened the empire'ssquadron has weakened the empire's
naval position considerably andnaval position considerably and
demonstrated the gap between Ottomandemonstrated the gap between Ottoman
and Russian military capacity at sea.As ofand Russian military capacity at sea.As of
the freeze date, the Ottoman Empire is atthe freeze date, the Ottoman Empire is at
war, its navy has suffered a devastatingwar, its navy has suffered a devastating
blow at Sinop, but is showing remarkableblow at Sinop, but is showing remarkable
strength on the banks of Danube. Itsstrength on the banks of Danube. Its
territorial integrity is directlyterritorial integrity is directly
compromised by the Russian occupationcompromised by the Russian occupation
of the Principalities, however, it awaitsof the Principalities, however, it awaits
British and French reinforcements .British and French reinforcements .  

The destruction of the Ottoman Black Sea
squadron has weakened the empire's
naval position considerably and
demonstrated the gap between Ottoman
and Russian military capacity at sea.As of
the freeze date, the Ottoman Empire is at
war, its navy has suffered a devastating
blow at Sinop, but is showing remarkable
strength on the banks of Danube. Its
territorial integrity is directly
compromised by the Russian occupation
of the Principalities, however, it awaits
British and French reinforcements . 

Great BritainGreat Britain

Britain's underlying concern is straightforward. A Russia that succeeds inBritain's underlying concern is straightforward. A Russia that succeeds in
extracting sweeping concessions from the Ottoman Empire, or that presidesextracting sweeping concessions from the Ottoman Empire, or that presides
over its partition, would emerge as the dominant power in a region throughover its partition, would emerge as the dominant power in a region through
which Britain's commercial and imperial connections to India and the East run.which Britain's commercial and imperial connections to India and the East run.
The Black Sea, the Bosphorus, and the Dardanelles are centers of a globalThe Black Sea, the Bosphorus, and the Dardanelles are centers of a global
trading system in which Britain has more at stake than any other power.trading system in which Britain has more at stake than any other power.
Russian dominance over them or decisive influence upon them, is a prospectRussian dominance over them or decisive influence upon them, is a prospect
that successive British governments have treated as incompatible with Britishthat successive British governments have treated as incompatible with British
security. The crisis of 1853 is the most serious test of that position in asecurity. The crisis of 1853 is the most serious test of that position in a
generation, and the manner in which Britain responds will define the credibilitygeneration, and the manner in which Britain responds will define the credibility
of its foreign policy for years to come.of its foreign policy for years to come.

Great Britain

Britain's underlying concern is straightforward. A Russia that succeeds in
extracting sweeping concessions from the Ottoman Empire, or that presides
over its partition, would emerge as the dominant power in a region through
which Britain's commercial and imperial connections to India and the East run.
The Black Sea, the Bosphorus, and the Dardanelles are centers of a global
trading system in which Britain has more at stake than any other power.
Russian dominance over them or decisive influence upon them, is a prospect
that successive British governments have treated as incompatible with British
security. The crisis of 1853 is the most serious test of that position in a
generation, and the manner in which Britain responds will define the credibility
of its foreign policy for years to come.



Response:Response:  
Britain's response has thus far been measured,Britain's response has thus far been measured,
a fleet deployment in the Mediterraneana fleet deployment in the Mediterranean
equipped to aid and diplomatic support for theequipped to aid and diplomatic support for the
Vienna Note. The 30th of November and theVienna Note. The 30th of November and the
destruction of the Ottoman Black Sea squadrondestruction of the Ottoman Black Sea squadron
at Sinop, however, has made continuedat Sinop, however, has made continued
restraint a position that is becoming harder torestraint a position that is becoming harder to
defend in Parliament and in the capitals ofdefend in Parliament and in the capitals of
allied powers.As of the freeze date, Britainallied powers.As of the freeze date, Britain
stands at the edge of a decision it has spentstands at the edge of a decision it has spent
months attempting, sinop has made deferralmonths attempting, sinop has made deferral
expensive. The costs of intervention are real,expensive. The costs of intervention are real,
but the costs of inaction, strategic, andbut the costs of inaction, strategic, and
reputational are becoming harder to dismiss.reputational are becoming harder to dismiss.  

Response: 
Britain's response has thus far been measured,
a fleet deployment in the Mediterranean
equipped to aid and diplomatic support for the
Vienna Note. The 30th of November and the
destruction of the Ottoman Black Sea squadron
at Sinop, however, has made continued
restraint a position that is becoming harder to
defend in Parliament and in the capitals of
allied powers.As of the freeze date, Britain
stands at the edge of a decision it has spent
months attempting, sinop has made deferral
expensive. The costs of intervention are real,
but the costs of inaction, strategic, and
reputational are becoming harder to dismiss. 
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FranceFrance

For France, the crisis of 1853 arrives at a moment of particular sensitivity. TheFor France, the crisis of 1853 arrives at a moment of particular sensitivity. The
Second French Republic has recently given way to the Second Empire underSecond French Republic has recently given way to the Second Empire under
Napoleon III, a leader acutely conscious of France's need to reassert its standingNapoleon III, a leader acutely conscious of France's need to reassert its standing
as a great power after decades of revolutionary upheaval and post-Napoleonicas a great power after decades of revolutionary upheaval and post-Napoleonic
diplomatic containment. The Eastern Question, which might in otherdiplomatic containment. The Eastern Question, which might in other
circumstances have been a peripheral concern, has become for Paris both acircumstances have been a peripheral concern, has become for Paris both a
genuine strategic interest, a chance to demonstrate that France is once again agenuine strategic interest, a chance to demonstrate that France is once again a
power whose voice carries weight in the affairs of Europe.power whose voice carries weight in the affairs of Europe.

On the practical side, French commercial interests in the eastern MediterraneanOn the practical side, French commercial interests in the eastern Mediterranean
are considerable, and the prospect of Russian dominance over the straits and theare considerable, and the prospect of Russian dominance over the straits and the
Black Sea trade routes is one that Paris regards with the same unease as London.Black Sea trade routes is one that Paris regards with the same unease as London.
On the symbolic side, France has long styled itself the protector of CatholicOn the symbolic side, France has long styled itself the protector of Catholic
communities within Ottoman lands, a role that the dispute over the holy sites ofcommunities within Ottoman lands, a role that the dispute over the holy sites of
Jerusalem brought into sharp relief. It was French pressure on behalf of CatholicJerusalem brought into sharp relief. It was French pressure on behalf of Catholic
clergy that first provoked Russia's counter-demands, making France in someclergy that first provoked Russia's counter-demands, making France in some
sense the original party to the diplomatic quarrel that has since spiralled intosense the original party to the diplomatic quarrel that has since spiralled into
occupation and war. Having helped set the crisis in motion, Paris has aoccupation and war. Having helped set the crisis in motion, Paris has a
particular interest in shaping how it resolves.particular interest in shaping how it resolves.

Response: Response: France has moved in close alignment with Britain throughout theFrance has moved in close alignment with Britain throughout the
crisis, deploying its fleet to the eastern Mediterranean and lending diplomaticcrisis, deploying its fleet to the eastern Mediterranean and lending diplomatic
support to the Ottoman position. The Entente between Paris and London is asupport to the Ottoman position. The Entente between Paris and London is a
departure from a century of rivalry, and demonstrating its durability in adeparture from a century of rivalry, and demonstrating its durability in a
moment of genuine pressure is as important to France as any specific outcomemoment of genuine pressure is as important to France as any specific outcome
in the Black Sea.in the Black Sea.  

France

For France, the crisis of 1853 arrives at a moment of particular sensitivity. The
Second French Republic has recently given way to the Second Empire under
Napoleon III, a leader acutely conscious of France's need to reassert its standing
as a great power after decades of revolutionary upheaval and post-Napoleonic
diplomatic containment. The Eastern Question, which might in other
circumstances have been a peripheral concern, has become for Paris both a
genuine strategic interest, a chance to demonstrate that France is once again a
power whose voice carries weight in the affairs of Europe.

On the practical side, French commercial interests in the eastern Mediterranean
are considerable, and the prospect of Russian dominance over the straits and the
Black Sea trade routes is one that Paris regards with the same unease as London.
On the symbolic side, France has long styled itself the protector of Catholic
communities within Ottoman lands, a role that the dispute over the holy sites of
Jerusalem brought into sharp relief. It was French pressure on behalf of Catholic
clergy that first provoked Russia's counter-demands, making France in some
sense the original party to the diplomatic quarrel that has since spiralled into
occupation and war. Having helped set the crisis in motion, Paris has a
particular interest in shaping how it resolves.

Response: France has moved in close alignment with Britain throughout the
crisis, deploying its fleet to the eastern Mediterranean and lending diplomatic
support to the Ottoman position. The Entente between Paris and London is a
departure from a century of rivalry, and demonstrating its durability in a
moment of genuine pressure is as important to France as any specific outcome
in the Black Sea. 



The two powers have coordinated their signalsThe two powers have coordinated their signals
to Russia, their support for the Vienna Note,to Russia, their support for the Vienna Note,
and their posture in the face of continuedand their posture in the face of continued
Russian intransigence.The FrenchRussian intransigence.The French
Mediterranean fleet was shifted to Besika Bay,Mediterranean fleet was shifted to Besika Bay,
where the military presence served to reinforcewhere the military presence served to reinforce
the Ottoman government.the Ottoman government.  

As of 30 November 1853, France remained in aAs of 30 November 1853, France remained in a
state of strategic readiness. While a formalstate of strategic readiness. While a formal
declaration of war has not yet been issued,declaration of war has not yet been issued,
French warships are set to enter the Black Sea ifFrench warships are set to enter the Black Sea if
and when required. Within the halls of power inand when required. Within the halls of power in
Paris, there is a prevailing belief that a shortParis, there is a prevailing belief that a short
and victorious war will fix the balance of powerand victorious war will fix the balance of power
and force a Russian retreat.and force a Russian retreat.
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where the military presence served to reinforce
the Ottoman government. 

As of 30 November 1853, France remained in a
state of strategic readiness. While a formal
declaration of war has not yet been issued,
French warships are set to enter the Black Sea if
and when required. Within the halls of power in
Paris, there is a prevailing belief that a short
and victorious war will fix the balance of power
and force a Russian retreat.
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AustriaAustria
TThe Danubian Principalities, currently under Russian occupation, share ahe Danubian Principalities, currently under Russian occupation, share a
border with Habsburg territory. The spread of Pan-Slavic sentiment, whichborder with Habsburg territory. The spread of Pan-Slavic sentiment, which
Russia has invoked to justify its intervention, poses a direct ideological threat toRussia has invoked to justify its intervention, poses a direct ideological threat to
an empire that governs more ethnic groups than perhaps any other state inan empire that governs more ethnic groups than perhaps any other state in
Europe.Europe.  

On one hand, the Danube is Austria's commercial lifeline to the east, andOn one hand, the Danube is Austria's commercial lifeline to the east, and
Russian control over its lower reaches would give Russia leverage over HabsburgRussian control over its lower reaches would give Russia leverage over Habsburg
trade that Austria is unwilling to concede. On the other hand, Austria is equallytrade that Austria is unwilling to concede. On the other hand, Austria is equally
reluctant to see the Ottoman Empire collapse entirely. A sudden Ottomanreluctant to see the Ottoman Empire collapse entirely. A sudden Ottoman
retreat from the Balkans would create a vacuum that Slavic nationalistretreat from the Balkans would create a vacuum that Slavic nationalist
movements, many of them hostile to Habsburg rule, would rush to fill.movements, many of them hostile to Habsburg rule, would rush to fill.  

Response:Response: Austria's response has been to pursue diplomacy, the Vienna Note Austria's response has been to pursue diplomacy, the Vienna Note
of August 1853, Austria's most significant contribution to the crisis thus far, wasof August 1853, Austria's most significant contribution to the crisis thus far, was
a serious attempt to ca serious attempt to construct a compromise acceptable to all parties.onstruct a compromise acceptable to all parties.  

Austria
The Danubian Principalities, currently under Russian occupation, share a
border with Habsburg territory. The spread of Pan-Slavic sentiment, which
Russia has invoked to justify its intervention, poses a direct ideological threat to
an empire that governs more ethnic groups than perhaps any other state in
Europe. 

On one hand, the Danube is Austria's commercial lifeline to the east, and
Russian control over its lower reaches would give Russia leverage over Habsburg
trade that Austria is unwilling to concede. On the other hand, Austria is equally
reluctant to see the Ottoman Empire collapse entirely. A sudden Ottoman
retreat from the Balkans would create a vacuum that Slavic nationalist
movements, many of them hostile to Habsburg rule, would rush to fill. 

Response: Austria's response has been to pursue diplomacy, the Vienna Note
of August 1853, Austria's most significant contribution to the crisis thus far, was
a serious attempt to construct a compromise acceptable to all parties. 

Its failure, accepted by Russia, rejected in itsIts failure, accepted by Russia, rejected in its
amended form by the Ottoman Empire, andamended form by the Ottoman Empire, and
ultimately abandoned, has raised the stakes forultimately abandoned, has raised the stakes for
choosing an alliance. As of the freeze date,choosing an alliance. As of the freeze date,
Austria has neither entered the war nAustria has neither entered the war nor alignedor aligned
itself formally with either side. It has mobiliseditself formally with either side. It has mobilised
troops along its border with the Principalities,troops along its border with the Principalities,
but has stopped well short of intervention.but has stopped well short of intervention.
However, most in Austria believe thatHowever, most in Austria believe that
neutrality cannot be maintained indefinitely.neutrality cannot be maintained indefinitely.

Its failure, accepted by Russia, rejected in its
amended form by the Ottoman Empire, and
ultimately abandoned, has raised the stakes for
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Austria has neither entered the war nor aligned
itself formally with either side. It has mobilised
troops along its border with the Principalities,
but has stopped well short of intervention.
However, most in Austria believe that
neutrality cannot be maintained indefinitely.



The Principalities and Minor PowersThe Principalities and Minor Powers  

The Russian occupation of Wallachia and Moldavia in July 1853The Russian occupation of Wallachia and Moldavia in July 1853
produces an immediate and disruptive political reality for theproduces an immediate and disruptive political reality for the
populations and rulers caught within it. When General Gorchakov'spopulations and rulers caught within it. When General Gorchakov's
forces moved into the Principalities, in Wallachia, Prince Barbuforces moved into the Principalities, in Wallachia, Prince Barbu
Știrbei, faced with the full weight of Russian military presence andȘtirbei, faced with the full weight of Russian military presence and
pressure to submit to the Tsar, chose exile departing for Vienna inpressure to submit to the Tsar, chose exile departing for Vienna in
October 1853. In Moldavia, Prince Grigore Ghica refused toOctober 1853. In Moldavia, Prince Grigore Ghica refused to
acknowledge Russian authority and was forced to resign underacknowledge Russian authority and was forced to resign under
pressure shortly thereafter. Tsar Nicholas I has responded by placingpressure shortly thereafter. Tsar Nicholas I has responded by placing
both principalities under direct Russian administration. The tributaryboth principalities under direct Russian administration. The tributary
payments that had historically flowed to Constantinople werepayments that had historically flowed to Constantinople were
redirected to Russia.redirected to Russia.  

Within the Principalities themselves, opinions are divided. Those whoWithin the Principalities themselves, opinions are divided. Those who
had looked to Russia as a protector of Orthodox Christianhad looked to Russia as a protector of Orthodox Christian
communities and a counterweight to Ottoman suzerainty are broadlycommunities and a counterweight to Ottoman suzerainty are broadly
accepting of the occupation. Those with stronger ties to the Ottomans,accepting of the occupation. Those with stronger ties to the Ottomans,
however, still pose a strong resistance. For now, most minor powershowever, still pose a strong resistance. For now, most minor powers
remain on the margins of the crisis.remain on the margins of the crisis.

Present day:Present day: It is 30 November 1853. The smoke has not yet cleared It is 30 November 1853. The smoke has not yet cleared
from the port of Sinop, where the Russian Black Sea Fleet bombed thefrom the port of Sinop, where the Russian Black Sea Fleet bombed the
Ottoman squadron and the reverberations of this engagement areOttoman squadron and the reverberations of this engagement are
being felt in every European capital. The crisis that began as a disputebeing felt in every European capital. The crisis that began as a dispute
over religious rights in Jerusalem has drawn the great powers ofover religious rights in Jerusalem has drawn the great powers of
Europe to the edge of a wider war. The occupation continues, and theEurope to the edge of a wider war. The occupation continues, and the
window in which statecraft can still determine the outcome is closing.window in which statecraft can still determine the outcome is closing.
The power to shape what comes next now rests in the hands of thisThe power to shape what comes next now rests in the hands of this
Cabinet.Cabinet.
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forces moved into the Principalities, in Wallachia, Prince Barbu
Știrbei, faced with the full weight of Russian military presence and
pressure to submit to the Tsar, chose exile departing for Vienna in
October 1853. In Moldavia, Prince Grigore Ghica refused to
acknowledge Russian authority and was forced to resign under
pressure shortly thereafter. Tsar Nicholas I has responded by placing
both principalities under direct Russian administration. The tributary
payments that had historically flowed to Constantinople were
redirected to Russia. 

Within the Principalities themselves, opinions are divided. Those who
had looked to Russia as a protector of Orthodox Christian
communities and a counterweight to Ottoman suzerainty are broadly
accepting of the occupation. Those with stronger ties to the Ottomans,
however, still pose a strong resistance. For now, most minor powers
remain on the margins of the crisis.

Present day: It is 30 November 1853. The smoke has not yet cleared
from the port of Sinop, where the Russian Black Sea Fleet bombed the
Ottoman squadron and the reverberations of this engagement are
being felt in every European capital. The crisis that began as a dispute
over religious rights in Jerusalem has drawn the great powers of
Europe to the edge of a wider war. The occupation continues, and the
window in which statecraft can still determine the outcome is closing.
The power to shape what comes next now rests in the hands of this
Cabinet.
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Tips for Further ResearchTips for Further ResearchTips for Further Research
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11..For the Crimean Crisis Cabinet, note that the freeze date of theFor the Crimean Crisis Cabinet, note that the freeze date of the
committee is 30th November 1853, any events after the given date willcommittee is 30th November 1853, any events after the given date will
not be taken into account.not be taken into account.

22..Make sure to review the study guide well as it contains the basic outlineMake sure to review the study guide well as it contains the basic outline
of the topics to be covered in the committee. Note that the study guideof the topics to be covered in the committee. Note that the study guide
also contains the issues that need to be resolved and the basic questionsalso contains the issues that need to be resolved and the basic questions
the directive must answer. You may use the study guide as a startingthe directive must answer. You may use the study guide as a starting
point and make notes based on it for your understanding.point and make notes based on it for your understanding.

33..Make sure that you know your portfolio well, what its stance on theMake sure that you know your portfolio well, what its stance on the
occupation and the crisis is, the foreign policy and basic informationoccupation and the crisis is, the foreign policy and basic information
about the portfolio assigned.about the portfolio assigned.

44..The study guide must not be the only research done by a delegate on theThe study guide must not be the only research done by a delegate on the
agenda. Find things not mentioned in the study guide, the bibliographyagenda. Find things not mentioned in the study guide, the bibliography
might not have all the information you need on the agenda. Note thatmight not have all the information you need on the agenda. Note that
researching on relevant topics is essential as well and must be done.researching on relevant topics is essential as well and must be done.

55..Make sure to research all relevant affairs mentioned in and beyond theMake sure to research all relevant affairs mentioned in and beyond the
study guide intensively, successful solutions, solutions that have failedstudy guide intensively, successful solutions, solutions that have failed
and the complications that have emerged in the topic.and the complications that have emerged in the topic.

Additional notes:Additional notes:

11..Make sure to come up with new solutions that haven’t been thought ofMake sure to come up with new solutions that haven’t been thought of
before and are actually implementable in the real world of 1853.before and are actually implementable in the real world of 1853.
Plagiarism (copying solutions or matters from any website) of any kind isPlagiarism (copying solutions or matters from any website) of any kind is
strictly prohibited. If any directive is found with plagiarized material, thestrictly prohibited. If any directive is found with plagiarized material, the
directive will be scrapped off and the bloc members will be markeddirective will be scrapped off and the bloc members will be marked
down. The upper limit for sealing plagiarism is 15 percent for thedown. The upper limit for sealing plagiarism is 15 percent for the
Crimean Crisis Cabinet.Crimean Crisis Cabinet.

22..Note that adherence to the foreign policy is a must for all delegates.Note that adherence to the foreign policy is a must for all delegates.
Anything said that goes against the policy of the country or portfolio willAnything said that goes against the policy of the country or portfolio will
not be accepted. However, the EB is open to minor alterations if such anot be accepted. However, the EB is open to minor alterations if such a
situation arises. Note that the EB must be informed about such changessituation arises. Note that the EB must be informed about such changes
beforehand.beforehand.
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the directive must answer. You may use the study guide as a starting
point and make notes based on it for your understanding.

3.Make sure that you know your portfolio well, what its stance on the
occupation and the crisis is, the foreign policy and basic information
about the portfolio assigned.

4.The study guide must not be the only research done by a delegate on the
agenda. Find things not mentioned in the study guide, the bibliography
might not have all the information you need on the agenda. Note that
researching on relevant topics is essential as well and must be done.

5.Make sure to research all relevant affairs mentioned in and beyond the
study guide intensively, successful solutions, solutions that have failed
and the complications that have emerged in the topic.

Additional notes:

1.Make sure to come up with new solutions that haven’t been thought of
before and are actually implementable in the real world of 1853.
Plagiarism (copying solutions or matters from any website) of any kind is
strictly prohibited. If any directive is found with plagiarized material, the
directive will be scrapped off and the bloc members will be marked
down. The upper limit for sealing plagiarism is 15 percent for the
Crimean Crisis Cabinet.

2.Note that adherence to the foreign policy is a must for all delegates.
Anything said that goes against the policy of the country or portfolio will
not be accepted. However, the EB is open to minor alterations if such a
situation arises. Note that the EB must be informed about such changes
beforehand.
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	CRIMEAN CRISIS CABINET
	AGENDA:
	2026

	Letter from the Board
	Greetings Delegates,
	My name is Punya Khemani, and it is my honour and privilege to welcome you all to the Crimean Crisis Cabinet at Emerald Heights Model United Nations 2026. I am thrilled to serve as your Chairperson for what promises to be one of the most dynamic and intellectually stimulating committees of the conference.
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