
What’s at Stake
Greenland is not a remote island. It is the geographic hinge between North America, Europe, 
and the Arctic.

Whoever controls this space shapes:
 �Missile warning and missile defense
 �Submarine and undersea cable routes
 �Transatlantic air and sea lanes
 �Satellite coverage and space-based surveillance 

The shortest paths for modern weapons systems and global communications now run over the 
pole. The Arctic is no longer peripheral. It is central to the security of the free world.

Greenland anchors the northern half of NATO’s early-warning and defense architecture. If 
Greenland is pressured, compromised, or coerced by hostile powers, like China or Russia, the 
United States is exposed.

Why This Is a National Security Issue
Russia has transformed the Arctic into a forward military theater. It has built new bases, 
deployed air defense systems, and positioned long-range missiles across the High North.

China has declared itself a “near-Arctic power.” And it is investing in icebreaker fleets, ports 
and airfields, and dual-use infrastructure.

These are not neutral commercial projects. They are designed to:
 �Limit Western access
 �Threaten global sea lanes
 �Create leverage over small Arctic communities

This is how influence is built before control is taken. Protecting Greenland means protecting 
the free world’s front door.

What Went Wrong
For too long, European security policy treated the Arctic as a secondary theater. That neglect 
created strategic openings. Russia moved in, and China followed.

This was not the fault of Greenland. It was a shared Western failure to recognize how fast the 
High North was becoming a battlefield. Now, the bill is due.
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https://www.foxnews.com/politics/us-commander-says-russia-chinas-arctic-patrols-not-peaceful-purposes
https://lansinginstitute.org/2025/06/20/fortress-north-the-strategic-logic-behind-russias-new-military-base-near-finland/
https://www.highnorthnews.com/en/russia-activates-newest-s-300-air-defense-unit-arctic#:~:text=For%20the%20past%20decade%20Russia,room%20were%20completed%20in%20February.
https://thebulletin.org/2025/12/the-looming-missile-crisis-in-the-arctic/
https://www.kas.de/en/web/auslandsinformationen/artikel/detail/-/content/der-selbsternannte-fast-arktisstaat


MISPERCEPTIONS REALITY

Greenland wants to 
become part of the 
United States.

Greenland overwhelmingly does not want to be part of the 
United States. A January 2025 opinion poll found that 85% 
of Greenlanders oppose Greenland becoming part of the 
U.S., and only 6% support it, with a similar share undecided. 

The only way for the U.S. 
to secure its interests is 
to take over Greenland. 

The United States has long been a partner with Denmark 
and Greenland. The U.S. has had bases there since WWII. 
The 1951 Greenland Defence Agreement gave the United 
States extensive military rights and permissions to keep its 
military bases there, and the ability to establish new bases 
or “defense areas” if deemed necessary by NATO.

The Arctic is still a 
remote, low-risk region.

The Arctic is now one of the most militarized and 
strategically important regions on Earth. Missile 
trajectories, submarine routes, satellite orbits, and global 
data flows increasingly run over the pole. What happens 
in Greenland affects warning time, deterrence, and the 
survivability of U.S. and NATO forces.

What the Right Strategy Looks Like
This should not be about ownership of territory, but about denying hostile control. The correct 
approach is a formal Arctic security partnership among the United States, Denmark, Greenland, 
NATO, and other Arctic allies. This must include joint defense planning, intelligence sharing, 
and a permanent operational presence in the High North.

A real Arctic strategy requires:
 �Hardened early-warning systems in Greenland
 �Secure ports, airfields, and communications infrastructure
 �Protection of undersea cables, satellites, and energy assets
 �Investment in Arctic-capable ships, aircraft, and surveillance
 �Support for Greenland’s economic and political resilience so it cannot be coerced

Security and sovereignty are built together. The Arctic will either be governed by cooperation 
and law, or it will be dominated by authoritarian powers. There is no third option. A secure 
Greenland is essential to transatlantic security. And a competitive Arctic posture is necessary 
to deter Russia and China.

The future of the High North must be built through allied strength.

Addressing Misperceptions

https://www.veriangroup.com/news-and-insights/opinion-poll-greenland-2025
https://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/den001.asp

