
 
EGP Council, Berlin, 23 – 25 November 2018  

Draft Resolution  
 

 1 

Tabled by:  EELV, France 1 
 2 
A ban on the American tactical nuclear weapons in Europe 3 

 4 

Purpose 5 

American nuclear weapons still linger on European Union soil, i.e. in Belgium, Germany, Italy 6 
and the Netherlands. The EGP should require their retreat in order to develop proper EU 7 
military and civil defence mechanisms.  8 

Text 9 

Under NATO nuclear sharing and bilateral arrangements, an estimated 150 to 200 US-owned 10 
short-range nuclear freefall bombs, regarded as tactical or sub-strategic nuclear weapons, 11 
continue to be deployed in five NATO non-nuclear weapon states (Belgium, Germany, Italy, the 12 
Netherlands and Turkey), despite concerns raised in these countries, including in some of their 13 
parliaments, about the dangers, costs and insecurity posed by such weapons. NATO’s current 14 
policies maintain the right of the USA to use nuclear weapons first, without any obligation to 15 
confirm or deny their numbers or presence in EU member states. 16 

The position requiring the withdrawal of the American nuclear weapons on European soil 17 
follows the principles of international nuclear disarmament, including the Non-Proliferation of 18 
Nuclear Weapons Treaty, and the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons adopted in 19 
2017, which will enter into legal force once 50 nations have signed and ratified it. The 20 
European Parliament has also adopted a resolution asking for ratification of the TPNW. 21 

The presence of the American nuclear weapons in Europe is inconsistent with the EGP foreign 22 
and defence policy, especially in the light of President Trump’s contradictory declarations. He 23 
argues that NATO costs are solely supported by the USA, while the European Union countries 24 
concerned, i.e. Belgium, Germany, Italy and the Netherlands, pay for the upkeep of these 25 
nuclear weapons. 26 

This measure should be included in current discussions about the EU’s security and defence 27 
policy. Without the withdrawal of tactical nuclear weapons deployed on European soil, the USA 28 
is partaking of EU policy-making and will inevitably hamper any independent EU decision-29 
making process in diplomatic and military affairs. Neither the European Parliament nor the 30 
national parliaments will have the last word in these matters, but the White House, de facto 31 
and de jure, will because of bilateral treaties. 32 

Under such circumstances, the EU will not manage to perform a more perfect political union, 33 
its security and defence policy depending on the approval of American decision-makers. For 34 
instance, when the US tactical nuclear weapons deployed in Europe are discussed during 35 
international conferences, e.g. on disarmament, the EU Member States cannot respond 36 
otherwise than with “theirs not ours”. 37 

This awkward position might also occur during conflict prevention negotiations which are 38 
supposed to be the main EU peacekeeping policy. If the EU wants to continue its international 39 
peacekeeping role, the question of tactical nuclear weapons should be solved during the 40 
crucial negotiations on armament reduction. These should tackle the security issues raised 41 
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by the Russian military interventions in Eastern Ukraine and in the Middle East, where people’s 42 
aspirations to ‘normal life’ are currently being crushed by wars both caused and prolonged by 43 
foreign interventions – involving European countries, too.  44 

We, the European Greens, express our concerns about the EU’s ability to speak up for a 45 
strategy of nuclear de-escalation and multilateral disarmament, including discussions with 46 
nuclear powers such as France, the UK and Russia. Their nuclear arsenals are to be part of 47 
the discussions on the withdrawal of US tactical nuclear weapons, our strategy of 48 
denuclearisation aiming simultaneously at reducing the number of weapons stocked by 49 
European nuclear powers (France, UK, Russia) and preventing (further) nuclear weaponisation 50 
of other European countries (notably Germany and Poland).  51 

Action 52 

We, the European Greens, ask for the withdrawal of all short-range, theatre and designated 53 
sub-strategic nuclear weapon warheads from European territory, which are preventing the 54 
international community from creating further nuclear-weapon-free zones. Such zones would 55 
help to fulfil the non-proliferation and disarmament obligations stated in the Non-Proliferation 56 
Treaty and, in the meantime, would set a precedent for further nuclear disarmament. 57 

We, the European Greens, ask the European Parliament, as well as the national parliaments to 58 
undertake actions concerning the removal of US nuclear weapons and, within the framework 59 
of the EU’s defence and security policy, consider international negotiations on further nuclear 60 
de-escalation. This strategy also corresponds to the EU Global Strategy which should update 61 
and expand the 2003 EU Strategy against proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, with 62 
a view to making the EU a driving force in strengthening and taking forward multilateral 63 
nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation agreements.  64 

We, the European Greens, ask the European External Action Service to play a greater role in 65 
diplomatic efforts towards disarmament, especially at the UN, by putting forward a timetable 66 
and initiatives for preventive disarmament. The EU must speak with a single voice in forums 67 
like the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva to give fresh impetus to a process that would 68 
not just focus on nuclear disarmament. In this perspective, we consider the Iran Nuclear Deal 69 
as a notable achievement for multilateral diplomacy, and for European diplomacy in particular. 70 

We, the European Greens, refuse to reduce global security to military issues and urge the EU 71 
to develop a comprehensive and deterrent strategy to cope with other major causes of 72 
insecurity: economic crisis, climate change, large-scale migration and resource scarcity. From 73 
such a perspective, the withdrawal of US tactical nuclear weapons is a test of the credibility 74 
of the EU’s strategic autonomy, the sustainability of which depends on mechanisms such as 75 
conflict prevention, civil defence, preventive diplomacy, transnational cooperation and 76 
supranational regulatory bodies. 77 

We, the European Greens, ask the EU to commit to ensuring deeper cooperation by European 78 
think-tanks, NGOs and research agencies, including the European Defence Agency, to fund 79 
research on such security issues and develop civil and military capabilities to address them. 80 
The security and defence funds provisioned by the European Commission should also be used 81 
to prevent further progress of violent extremism on European soil, causing political and social 82 
strife and endangering peace and prosperity. 83 


