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The article presents the results of a study of the UK’s involvement in the European Union–NATO
relations process during 1990–2010s in the context of establishment the EU’s Common Security and
Defense Policy (CSDP). The methodology of the study was formed by a systematic approach, methods of
historical analysis, historical-genetic, periodization, comparative-historical, etc. An interdisciplinary
approach made it possible to use certain methods of other sciences, in particular, political science
(institutional comparative analysis, event analysis), elements of political modeling and forecasting. It is
stated that the British leadership has been in the position of preserving the integrity of the Atlantic co-
operation system since the early 1990s. The UK’s position as a staunch supporter of Atlanticism has
become one of the decisive and at the same time controversial factors in the creation of the EU Security
and Defense Council. Until the second half of the 1990s, British governments opposed the EU’s provision
of military and political resources and supported the WEU as a «European support» for NATO. The Blair
government’s consent to the transfer of WEU functions to the European Union opened the way for
establishing a direct relationship between the union and the Alliance. The signing of the Berlin Plus
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Agreement with the European Union in 2002–2003 was one of the main elements of NATO’s reform. The
political and strategic crisis of NATO in the early 2000s reinforced the relevance of a purely European
defense structure. However, the inability of the EU to deploy military resources, the resistance of the
Atlanteans, led to a general failure of the autonomy of the CSDP. During the Cameron governments,
London openly favored the formation of a NATO Response Force, rejecting the development of EU
military resources. Although in the context of Russia’s aggressive foreign policy, Europeans’ attention
has shifted from the EU’s military capabilities to traditional Atlantic security structures, the strengthening
of the Union’s military mechanisms following Britain’s exit has not been ruled out. The United Kingdom
is directly involved in the strategic weakness of the EU as a subject of the European and world security
system, in a NATO-dependent operational and resource plan. At the same time, Brexit can complicate the
task of unifying security, weakening the difficult EU–NATO relationship.
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