12.1 P & E Basic Course 2008-09 (Mc)
Solution for Written Paper No 1, 19 September, 2008 
1. Present the author’s line of argumentation regarding Germany’s role in Afghanistan. (25 BE)

Introduction. Main thesis: The author demands stronger military efforts of Germany in Afghanistan. Reasons: 

· “formidable” German military tradition (Wehrmacht > „Bundesmacht“, 1, 61), 

· NATO solidarity / burden-sharing (16, 18) and uneven casualties (20 ff), under-resourced NATO mission (48)

· Security / reconstruction in Afghanistan is inseparable from eliminating insurgents (26 f), 

· terrorism in Europe and Afghanistan is linked (33 ff), 

Counter-arguments: 

· Germany’s functionally pacifist attitude (after 1945 supported by USA) / “moral smugness” (4 ff / 15 / 36), 

· Germany’s concentration on eco-problems (38) and on soft power (43); 

· limited UN mandate for ISAF: “maintenance of security in the interests of reconstruction and humanitarian efforts” (23 ff), 

· US are reluctant to criticize Pakistan (58 ff)

Use appropriate signal verbs: (The author) alleges, argues, assesses, challenges, compares, describes, distinguishes, emphasizes, discusses, contends, demands, mentions, points out, proves, rejects, specifies, views, warns …

2. Explain the meaning of “hard” and “soft power” (line 40 ff) in this editorial and with respect to the German foreign policy after 1990. Give examples. (20 BE)

The editorial highlights Germany’s “pacifist” soft power approach in Afghanistan in a critical way: concentration on “help with security, reconstruction and good governance” as opposed to the emphasis on military means (“killing Taliban”, 41 ff). The author demands a mix of both methods. The German foreign policy after 1990 shows a history of multilateralism: involvement in United Nations crisis management and peacekeeping operations (Kosovo 1999, Congo 2006, Georgia 2008), leadership role in the international disarmament discussion, integration of Eastern countries in the EU, usage of military means only in collaboration with NATO or UN missions, therefore refusal of active participation in the Iraq war. The success of any strategy using soft or hard power depends on the domestic and international support (see the example of the US-led Vietnam War).

3. Identify the contingently affected norms of the Basic Law and at least one prescription of the UN Charta. Explain your selection. (25 BE)

You should weigh up some of the legal norms and justify your selection:

· GG Article 24: Membership in a “system of mutual collective security” (UN, NATO) vs. sovereignty (Can Germany distance itself from a UN mandate, decided by the UN Security Council? Schröder 2001: “unconditional solidarity” with U.S.), see also GG Article 80a (3): Role of the parliament
· GG Article 87: „Armed Forces for purposes of defense” (Is Germany defending itself in Afghanistan - against terrorism?)
· UN Charter Article 33: Priority of “peaceful means”
· UN Charter Article 25: “The Members of the United Nations agree to accept and carry out the decisions of the Security Council...”

· UN Charter Article 39 and 42: Security Council “may take such action by air, sea, or land forces as may be necessary to maintain or restore international peace and security.” (= basis for ISAF mandate)
4. Discuss the main thesis of the commentary. (30 BE)

You should support your position by good reasons, and weigh up counter-arguments: national interest, comparison with Iraq war, high costs of military actions, Germany not a superpower, problem of out-of-area deployment, emphasis on soft power in the European Security Strategy (2002), possible suffering of the civil population, domestic support in Germany, German history, terrorist attacks in Germany, obligation as a member of NATO …
