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From May 23rd-26th 2019, European citizens across the 
continent will go to the ballot box to determine the shape 
of the European Parliament for the next five years (2019-
2024). With the ongoing membership crisis of the United 
Kingdom and internal disputes over the rule of law posing a 
challenge to efforts to improve European unity and 
integration, considerations over EU defence have become 
increasingly polarised and remain central to mainstream 
debate. As a division grows between those Member States 
calling for shared European defence – even the creation of 
a European army – and those expressly against its 
federalisation, fears that the transatlantic relationship – and 
potentially the USA’s contribution to NATO – will further 
deteriorate are on the rise. The topic of defence, therefore, 
is a contentious one in the upcoming European elections, 
and in the Czech Republic no less so. 

Principally, most of the mainstream Czech political 
parties support meeting the nation’s pledged contribution to 
NATO defence spending of 2% GDP. Most parties, 
furthermore, support the notion that the Czech Republic 
should maintain, at minimum, and ideally increase its 
military capacity for self-defence and border protection 
(including through civilian agencies). A more detailed 
breakdown of the main parties’ policies regarding defence 
follows. 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Political Programmes 

ANO 
As the current minority ruling party in the Czech 

Republic, ANO’s defence manifesto reflects a desire to 
attract new voters from across the political spectrum, and 
to avoid controversial or divisive statements in its manifesto 
that might weaken its position domestically.  Building upon 
the existing European security framework – notably the 
Common Foreign and Security Policy and the European 
border security agencies – is at the core of the ANO 
manifesto when it comes to defence, as is improving and 
deepening relationships with fellow Member States. 
However, it is very noticeable that ANO does not make 
concrete statements about the future of Czech military 
development; the contentious issue of what role, if any, the 
Czech army might play in prospective collective European 
defence forces is avoided, as is any question of how such 
developments might affect the transatlantic relationship. 
Instead, ANO professes a much more measured,  
conservative approach to security, focussing on building 
internal security in the Czech Republic by – firstly – 
supporting EU border agencies (such as Frontex) and 
approving changes to the Common European Asylum 
system to prevent the entry of illegal asylum seekers and 
strengthen return policies. Secondly, ANO holds to its 
position that any quota-based system of migrant 
reallocation to EU Member States will be rejected again in 
future should they be reintroduced. The ANO manifesto 
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plays it safe on the topics of defence and security – but has 
rather more to say about internal security than the role the 
Czech Republic might play in its own (or in broader 
European) defence. 

ODS 
ODS calls for a clear six-year deadline for meeting the 

2% GDP target on defence spending as a NATO Member 
State. Fundamentally, ODS is conservative in its defence 
policy; it supports the development of the Czech defence 
industry through increased involvement in production and 
modernisation, accepting the necessity of the involvement 
of foreign contractors in the defence industry, and increased 
cooperation between foreign and Czech militaries and 
intelligence services in joint exercises. This should not be 
misunderstood as support for federalised Union defence or 
a ‘European army’; ODS maintains that Czech defence must 
remain exactly that – Czech – and supports increased 
cooperation across military, security, police and intelligence 
services  out of expediency and mutual benefits to Member 
State security. Furthermore, ODS supports an increase in 
the number of active reserve units in the Czech military, and 
better regulation for the activities of independent security 
contractors, although it shies away from supporting the 
introduction of mandatory military service. Overall, ODS’ 
manifesto, when it comes to defence, has little to surprise 
long-term supporters, although it may court controversy 
with its nod toward the expansion of the Czech military, the 
better regulation of private security agencies and the 
opening of its defence industry to foreign contractors; 
whether this will prove controversial remains to be seen.  

Pirate Party 
Where it comes to defence, as in other topics, the 

Pirates are rather more outspoken. The Pirate position 
respects and supports existing Czech commitments to 
defence cooperation through NATO and the EU, particularly 
in the collective defence of NATO and EU allies, whilst 
calling for the reform of these organisations  ‘to reflect the 
reality of the 21st century’; chiefly, through the creation of 
a  common European defence initiative funded directly from 
the EU’s budget. This may be the subject of some 
controversy at home; although the Czech military has 

already contributed a brigade to a multinational European 
military unit in the past, Czech domestic attitudes toward 
the prospect of shared European defence – let alone the 
creation of a European army – are certainly not uniformly 
supportive. The Pirate commitment to collective defence 
shows resolve, particularly against the spectre of foreign 
aggression, but goes hand in hand with an implied criticism; 
that the Pirates do not support military activities by NATO 
member states acting in contravention of NATO’s core 
shared values, referencing the anti-democratic trajectories 
of certain NATO member states, notably Turkey. It is 
notable that the Pirates also give particular weight to the 
importance of UN mandates in EU/Czech/NATO military 
operations outside the EU, apparently uniquely of all the 
manifestos of the major Czech political parties.  

KDU-ČSL 
The KDU-ČSL manifesto, unsurprisingly given the 

party’s background in forming coalition governments, 
reflects broad considerations largely shared by other parties, 
addressing popular issues without divulging clear roadmaps 
for issue-specific resolutions. An increase in defence 
spending to a minimum of 2% GDP, improved and 
deepened European defence cooperation without 
compromising relations with NATO, and calls for the root 
causes of migration to be addressed at their source form 
the basis of KDU-ČSL’s position. Very little else in the way 
of concrete  policies are put forward, only to the rejection 
of Turkish membership of the EU, better oversight of foreign 
direct investment in Czech strategic infrastructure 
(specifically vis-à-vis Chinese investment, referencing the 
recent Huawei scandal) and providing stabilising support to 
third countries on the European border. In an effort to 
attract voters from the far-right end of the political spectrum, 
the KDU-ČSL defence manifesto includes vague lip service 
to the idea of surveillance efforts targeting Islamic 
extremism and anti-Semitic behaviour.  

ČSSD 
Alongside backing improved European defence 

cooperation, it is notable that ČSSD support the eventual 
creation of a European army; however, ČSSD’s support for 
increasing defence spending is noticeably more 
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conservative than other parties, only supporting an increase 
to 1.4% GDP, despite advocating for modernising Czech 
defence capabilities and military assets. Similar to KDU-ČSL, 
ČSSD blend defence concerns in their manifesto with 
internal border management and external border protection 
issues, paying more attention to the maintenance of Frontex 
and preventative measures halting illegal migration than to 
organised, external existential threats to Czech or European 
defence. To ČSSD’s credit, particular attention is paid to the 
necessities of improving defensive cyberwarfare capabilities, 
especially where combating fake news is concerned. 
However, otherwise their defence policy is characterised by 
populist endeavours less to do with defence realities than 
political grandstanding, particularly in including the 
rejection of mandatory migrant redistribution quotas – 
highly controversial but highly politicised – in what is 
ostensibly a defence manifesto. 

SPD 
Concerns over migration and Islamic extremism form 

the backbone of SPD’s broader manifesto, and it is no 
surprise they are central concepts in its defence policy. 
However, whether or not these concerns are justified, they 
do expose a lack of broader awareness over Czech defence 
concerns and common defence considerations with the 
broader EU.  The SPD categorically does not support Czech 
military involvement in external EU missions without a UN 
mandate, but does support introducing mandatory national 
service and expanding intra-V4 military cooperation. 
Otherwise, the SPD’s defence manifesto does not cover the 
Czech Republic’s valuable (existing) role in contributing to 
international peacekeeping missions or the necessity of 
modernising existing defence capacities; nor does it touch 
upon pressing topical issues such as improving 
cybersecurity capabilities or the reinvigoration of European 
defence in light of the current transatlantic relationship.  

Allies for Europe 
The Allies’ approach to defence is holistic, with a very 

broad assessment of defence considerations; they are 
strongly in favour of greater interconnection and integration 
with existing European defence mechanisms, particularly 
through a stronger implementation of PESCO and increasing 

the budget for EU border security agencies (Frontex and 
EASO), and take note of threats to security including 
cyberwarfare, hybrid warfare and targeted external 
disinformation campaigns. Although Allies for Europe shies 
away from openly supporting something as controversial as 
a dedicated European army, its manifesto is characterised 
by an awareness of the necessity for a common European 
defence policy and a cross-European strategy to 
complement – not contradict – cooperation with NATO. In 
particular, in light of the ambiguous transatlantic 
relationship, the Allies support the EU adopting much more 
responsibility for its own security and for contributing more 
significantly to NATO than has previously been the case. 
Almost uniquely among the other main parties, an 
awareness of the potential future risks to security caused 
by climate change (including conventional war and 
increased migration) is apparent in the Allies for Europe 
manifesto and is supported with a strong commitment to 
reducing greenhouse gases and improving the Czech 
Republic’s carbon footprint. 

HLAS 
HLAS places the importance of internal security front 

and centre, focussing upon combatting terrorism and 
preventing radicalisation and facilitation of terrorist 
recruitment, training and financing within Europe through 
strengthening European security services’ integration, 
chiefly in information systems like the Schengen 
Information System. Border security similarly takes a prime 
role in their manifesto, with increased support pledged to 
Frontex and the use of the European System of Travel 
Information and Authorisation (ETIAS) to manage and limit 
third-country nationals travelling to the EU under visa-free 
regimes. Similarly, and uniquely among the main Czech 
political parties, HLAS advocates the increased development 
and role of Europol in combating organised crime across 
Europe. External security concerns take a distant second 
place – only cybersecurity, in relation to terrorist networks 
operating in Europe, gains much attention. HLAS’ defence 
manifesto is admirably well formed with regards to internal 
European security; however, it falls short of substantive 
statements regarding the future of broader external defence 
concerns. 
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KSČM 
KSČM’s manifesto certainly stands out as the most 

unique of those on offer. Where other parties either directly 
or indirectly reference external security threats from non-
EU countries, KSČM calls for an end to the ‘prejudice’ 
depicting such countries – namely, Russia – as potential 
threats to the EU, and for improved relations with Russia to 
be sought as a matter of priority. In tandem, KSČM calls for 
a complete reconsideration of the Eastern Partnership – the 
EU’s largest neighbourhood project – and for the Czech 
Republic to withdraw from NATO as a longer-term goal. No 
stranger to courting controversy, whilst KSČM also supports 
a robust migration policy – in particular, increasing funding 
for EU border agencies and resisting any imposed quota 
system – KSČM also states it will not increase defence 
spending, as the Czech government has previously pledged 
to do to honour its EU commitments, and that it will resist 
any attempt to create a singular European army.  

Evaluation 

With a few exceptions, it is apparent that when it 
comes to defense few of the above parties go to the risk of 
making strong, opinionated statements. This is unsurprising, 
and it may even be considered somewhat prudent; the 
wider backdrop of the European elections hosts a multitude 
of uncertainties regarding the future of European Union 
(and Member State) defense. Will the transatlantic 
relationship, for so long the lynchpin of NATO and EU 
defense, continue to deteriorate as it has in recent years? 
If so, will the EU be increasingly on its own in a potentially 

hostile world – and will this necessitate the creation of an 
‘EU army’, a political spectre that has been frequently 
conjured by Macron and Merkel but never concretely 
established? Or will the transatlantic relationship stabilise – 
in which case, one might well question what the future of 
the EU’s role in its own defense will be, given that the recent 
turmoil has made many European leaders aware of just how 
reliant the EU really is on its US allies. 

From the Czech perspective, therefore, it is sensible to 
wait and see what the future brings. The Czechs already 
contribute armed forces to multinational battalions 
comprising units from the German, Dutch and other EU 
militaries. The most sensible defense policy is to support the 
‘status  quo’ of such cooperation with other Member States, 
and ideally increase cooperation and interlinkage where 
possible. Whether or not a transformative effort will be 
required for the whole EU in future – either to create an EU 
army or something else entirely – is a question that must 
be answered once the future of the transatlantic 
relationship is secured. What should give cause for concern 
in the meantime – and should be taken as a strong warning 
sign by potential Czech voters – are those parties whose 
defense manifestos call for significant and unwarranted re-
imagining of the Czech defense framework, without giving 
due thought to the ramifications it might have upon the EU-
Czech relationship or the Czech Republic’s ability to benefit 
from future cooperative defense efforts.  
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