
This thesis is concerned with Danish foreign and security 

policy in the 20th century. In the Middle Ages Denmark was a major 

Scandinavian power but after a series of territorial losses it became 

a relatively small country. Due to this development, it started to 

pursue the policy of neutrality as the means of ensuring its security. 

The policy proved to be a successful strategy until World War I, yet 

utterly failed during World War II. The War became a turning point in 

Danish security policy, because Denmark abstained from neutrality 

from 1945 on and changed the way of enforcing its security and its 

understanding dramatically. The policy of neutrality was based on the 

assumption that if Denmark had not been perceived as a threat, it 

would not have been attacked. However, such perception of security 

was applicable only during the period of multipolarity. The outcome 

of World War II led to the shift from polarity to bipolarity, as 

represented by two superpowers. In the new situation the policy of 

neutrality couldn’t have ensured Denmark’s security, considering the 

geo-strategic position of the country. As a result, Denmark had to 

choose one side in the superpower rivalry. Thus it chose the United 

States and entered the organization of collective defence (the North 

Atlantic Treaty Organisation), established by the United States.

During the Cold War Denmark supported the politics of 

detente in international relations and the policy of bridge-building as 

an endeavour not to provoke the Soviet Union. These policies 

reflected the geo-strategic position of the country in tight closeness to 

the USSR and a decay of the tradition of the policy of neutrality. The 

military plans of the countries of the Warsaw pact showed that 

Denmark correctly perceived and estimated the imminent danger in 

the case of war between the Eastern and the Western bloc. In case of 

war, the country would have had to be attacked and defeated during its 

first phase. For the USSR it was important to control the Danish 

Straits; this area territory would have been used as a bridgehead for



further attack against Norway and the rest of Western Europe. These 

plans proved that the policy of neutrality was not proper for ensuring 

the country's security, because in its plans of attack, the Warsaw pact 

only feared militarily strong neutral states, i.e. Sweden. At that time, 

Denmark’s territory could not have been defended without allies; that 

also meant that in the case of conflict the Warsaw pact would not have 

taken Danish neutrality into consideration and would have attacked 

the territory. From this point of view Denmark seems to have chosen 

the best possible strategy -  the strategy of alliance -  for ensuring its 

security, although it did so unwillingly.

After the end of the Cold War only one superpower remained. 

For the first time in its history, in unipolarity, Denmark experiences 

a feeling of safety because there is no direct enemy. The country has 

used this situation and has broadened its concept of security to the 

whole world. Today Denmark ensures its security through peace 

development in the entire world and conflict prevention became one 

of the most important means for the promotion of peace. 

Hypothetically, Danish security could be threatened by failed states, 

organised crime and terrorism. Therefore contemporary Danish 

foreign and security policy has become active and has focused on 

asserting its values internationally. Denmark has become one of the 

strongest supporters of EU enlargement, aiming to promote peace 

through the integration of Central and Eastern European countries into 

the Western European democratic structures, with the aim of ensuring 

their democratic development, and eliminating potential threats. 

Denmark has also participated intensively in various operations with 

UN mandate and newly also with NATO. The United States has 

remained Denmark’s major security guarantee and that is the reason 

why the Danish find it important to support unipolarity. Consequently, 

Denmark participated in operations in Afghanistan and in Iraq, which 

were organized “only” by the coalition of the willing under American 

leadership. Thus it seems to be safe to conclude that Denmark has 

fully utilized the new and advantageous situation to ensure its security



and has abandoned its reluctant politics of the Cold War period when 

it feared to demonstrate its support of its most important ally.


