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Struktura

— Analyza zahraniCni politiky
— Komparativni analyza zahranicni politiky (CAFP)
— Charakteristika a metodologickeé pfistupy

— Priklady vyzkumu v ramci CAFP

— Komparace obranné politiky
— Charakteristika a metodologicke pfistupy

— Priklady vyzkumu v ramci komparativni obranné politiky (a strategie)

2  Komparace obranné a zahrani¢ni politiky

=
w =

w =




Komparace zahranicni politiky

Analyza zahranic¢ni politiky (FPA)
— definice zahrani¢ni politiky - souhrn politik zemé vici prostfedi mimo viastni hranice a
interakce s timto prostredim

— definice FPA — studium chovani a praxe vztah( mezi riznymi aktéry, pfedevsim staty, v
mezinarodnim systemu

— cil — pochopit €iny a chovani zemi vuci jinym zemim a vuci mez. prostredi
— duaraz na komplexni vysvétleni zahrnujici riznorodé faktory

— 2 zasadni otazky

1. Co chceme vysvétlit?
2. Na jaké urovni hledat vysveétleni?
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Komparace zahranicni politiky

Co chceme vysvétlit?

Moznosti

8kala moznych ‘

alternativ
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Rozhodnuti
vybér jedné z
alternativ

Chovani
jednani na zakladée
rozhodnuti

Vysledek

zavisi na rozhodnuti
statu + reakce dalSich
aktéru v mez. systému
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Komparace zahranicni politiky

Na jaké urovni hledat vysvétleni? (Urovné analyzy)

1. Jednotlivci - lidfi a osoby s rozhodovacimi pravomocemi
 osobnosti (charakterové rysy, pfesvédceni, hodnoty) tzv. dvou-
- vnimani (kognitivni procesy) rovhiova hra
* interakce s dalSimi osobami (a jejich osobnostmi a vnimanim)
2. Stat - interni faktory s dopadem na ZP
* institucionalni ramec, domaci aktéri (zajmové skupiny, vefejné minéni), ekonomickeé
podminky, historie, kultura
3. Systém - relativni moc statl — prilezitosti a omezeni
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Kom pa race Zah ran ién i pOI iti ky Table 1.1 Levels of analysis and the study of foreign policy

Level of Analysis Foreign Policy Focus

Individual Options/Decisions
State Behaviors
System Outcomes

Co je cilem analyzy zahranicni politiky?
— Jak jsou vytvarena zahrani¢népoliticka rozhodnuti? Jak k nim lidfi dospéli? Pro€ se
staty v zahranic¢ni politice chovaji ur€itym zplisobem? Jaké pfilezitosti a omezeni

vyplyvaji z mezinarodniho systému?

!

— vyznam komparativnich studii — cilem ziskat zobecriujici poznatky o zahrani¢ni
politice — lepSi rozhodovani politickych lidri
— riziko pouziti prostych (jednopfipadovych) analogii!
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Komparace zahranicni politiky

vznik CFPA - CastecCné z frustrace nad dominanci ideji realismu (determinismus
vyplyvajici ze struktury systému + stat jako ,Cerna skririka®)
vétSi duraz na vliv faktoru na drovni jednotky/statu (— neoklasicky realismus)

typicky ramec analyzy:

7

Nezavisla proménna

Struktura mezinarodni : Domaci uroven (strat. kultura, :> Podoba zahranicni
systému : rozhodovaci proces, vnimani...) : politiky

: Zprostiedkujici proménné : Zavisla proménna

filtruje efekt
struktury
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Komparace zahranicni politiky

Komparativni analyza zahranicéni politiky (CFP)
— propojuje studium mezinarodnich vztaht a domaci politiky (vliv komparativni politiky)

— charakteristiky vyzkumu
1) zaméreni na aktéry
2) zahrnuje mezinarodni systém i domaci politicky kontext
3) objektivni materialni podminky ale i subjektivni faktory (vnimani)
4) diverzita metodologickych pfistupu (kvali i kvanti)
5) rlzné urovné analyzy (jednotlivec - stat - systém)
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Komparace zahranicni politiky

Metodologickeé pristupy (jak porovnavat zahranicni politiku?)

Table 1.3 Foreign policy analysis and social scientific terminology

Factors that contribute to the Foreign policy decision, behavior, or

occurrence of foreign policy — outcome (the thing to be explained)
decision, behavior, or outcome
Causes —_— Effect
Independent variables — Dependent variable

— mozné vyuziti vSech typl komparativnich studii (malé i velké N)
— specificka role tzv. kontrafaktualnich analyz (counterfactuals)

— rozhodnuti, chovani nebo vysledky odliSujici se od skute¢nych faktu
— pomahaji vyhodnotit spravnost identifikovanych nezavislych proménnych
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Komparace zahranicni politiky: priklad 1

— studie ,Counterfactual Reasoning in Foreign Policy Analysis: The Case of German
Nonparticipation in the Libya Intervention of 2011* (Hansel a Oppermann, 2016)

— metoda: komparativni kontrafaktualni analyza (CCA) jako zpUsob ovéreni vérohodnosti
deklarovaného kauzalniho vztahu:

— volebni zajmy FDP (NZ) — rozhodnuti nezuc€astnit se intervence v Libyi (ZP)

Counterfactual A: If there had not been upcoming state-level elections, the
Merkel government would have voted for Resolution 1973 and would have
participated in mission “Unified Protector” in Libya.

Counterfactual B: If there had not been upcoming state-level elections, the
Merkel government would still have abstained on Resolution 1973 and
would still not have participated in mission “Unified Protector” in Libya.
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Komparace zahranicni politiky: priklad 1

— kritéria kvality kontrafaktualnich tvrzeni

1) pfiCina a nasledek musi byt jasné popsany:
2) pravidlo minimalniho prepsani historie
3) identifikace vlivu na rozhodovani (nesmi byt spojeny s volbami jako zkoumanou NP!)

1. Presvédceni a svétonazory osob s rozhodovaci pravomoci v oblasti ZP (zejména
ministr zahranici) [

2. Vnitrostranicka a koali¢ni politika (zahraniénépolitické preference a koalicni
dynamika v oblasti rozhodovani o ZP)

3. Mezinarodni odezva na ZP rozhodnuti a jejich vyhodnoceni osobami s
rozhodovaci pravomoci (role, normativni o€ekavani)

— vyzkumny problém: Jak by tyto faktory ovlivnily némeckou politiku ohledné Libye za
soucasné absence faktoru blizicich se regionalnich voleb? (kterou kontrafaktualni hypotézu
podporuji?)

o MUNI
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Komparace zahranicni politiky: priklad 1

— prozkoumani jednotlivych moznych vlivll (nezavislych proménnych)
— na zakladé tehdejSich vyjadreni, historickych vyjadreni a rozhodnuti v podobné zalezitosti

l

— némecka zahranicni politika by nebyla odliSna ani za absence blizicich se regionalnich voleb

— rozhodovaly zejména pfesvédcCeni a vliv ministra zahranicnich véci Guido Westerwelle a
pozice jeho strany ve vliadé

— pfinos pro teorii: vyznam CCA pfi posouzeni relativni vahy jednotlivych posuzovanych
proménnych v multifaktorovém vysvétleni zahrani¢népolitickych rozhodnuti
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Komparace zahranicni politiky: priklad 2
~

Comparative
Grand
Strategy
— Balzacq, Dombrowski, Reich (2019) Comparative Grand Strateqgy: A Framework A
and Cases
— témérF absence komparaci v oblasti velkych strategii statu + velké strategie
nejsou pouze doménou mocnosti l
— aspirace vytvorit disciplinu komparativni velké strategie

— cile vyzkumu:

— (1) poukazat na kliCové empirické aspekty narodnich strategii
— (2) identifikovat podobnosti a odliSnosti mezi pfipady

— (3) odhalit kauzalni vztahy mezi domacimi faktory (drivers) a implementaci
velkych strategii
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Komparace zahranicni politiky: priklad 2

— vybér pfipadu: 2 skupiny statu:
1) tradiéni mocnosti (Cina, Francie, RF, UK, USA)
2) tzv. pivotni staty: Brazilie, Indie, iran, Izrael, Saudska Arabie

a) A. Brazilie, Indie - odliSny kontext, ale srovnatelné strategie (MDSD)

b) B.iran, Izrael, Saudska Arabie - podobny kontext, ale zasadné odlidné strategie (MSSD)

— analyticky ramec (vliv neoklasického realismu)
1) analyza vnéjSiho prostfedi (aktéfi, pfevazujici hrozby a pfilezitosti, typ konflikt()

2) 5 oblasti velké strategie - zdroje a podoby narodnich hodnot; jak tyto ovliviiuji vnimani
vnéjSiho prostredi, politické debaty o hrozbach a pfilezitostech, proces formulace strategie a
zdroje pouzitelné jako nastroje implementace velké strategie)

— vysledkem spiSe popis - hledani shodnych x odliSnych rysu (x kauzalni
vztahy)
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Komparace zahranicni politiky: priklad 3 The Small
Gulf States

— Almezaini a Rickli (2017) The Small Gulf States : foreign and security
policies before and after the Arab Spring

— metoda: komparativni pripadova studie

— vyzkumné otazky: Jak vysvétlit zahranicni a bezpecnostni politiku malych
statl v Perském zalivu? Pro¢ se politiky malych statii v GCC odlisuji od
jinych statu na Blizkém vychodé?

— + dale zkoumani vlivu cen ropy na ZP

. : , ‘io : . SECURITY
— teoreticky ramec: dilema malych statu - vliv versus autonomie

Defensive strategy \ Alignment strategy
Hedgmg strategy
< >

AUTONOMY INFLUENCE
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FIGURE 1.1 Small states’ strategic dilemma and small states” strategic options




Komparace zahranic€ni politiky: priklad 3 The Small

— neoklasicky realismus — chovani malych statu = struktura + interni
faktory na urovni statu (rozhodovaci procesy, pfesvédc€eni a vnimani,
kontext)

— = dvouurovnova hra

postup:
— 1. identifikovat zmény v rovnovaze moci na systémové urovni

— 2. vnimani téchto zmén na narodni urovni (vnimani elit + interni limity)
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Komparace obranné politiky

Obranna politika

— soubor politickych a vojenskych rozhodnuti a Cinnosti s cilem zajistit bezpecCnost statu
vuci vnéjSim hrozbam, zejména ozbrojené agresi

Vojenska strategie
— pouziti sily nebo hrozby pouziti sily k dosazeni politickych cilu (cile - zpusoby -
prostredky)
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Komparace obranné politiky

— komparativni vyzkum narodnich obrannych politik do znacné miry zanedban

— viz napf. Meijer a Wyss (2018) Upside down: Reframing European Defence
Studies

— SBOP dominuje vyzkumu obranné politiky v Evropée

— volani po upfednostnéni narodni roviny jako jednotky analyzy —
komparativni analyza narodnich obrannych politik a ozbrojenych sil

[HE HAKDBOOK OF
EUROPEAN DEFENCE
POLICIES & ARMED FORCES

— davody - neuspésnost SBOP a ,renacionalizace” ozbrojenych sil v Evropé
v dUsledku zmén v bezpecénostnim prostredi

— shaha o napravu — Meijer H and Wyss M (eds) (2018) The Handbook of
European Defence Policies and Armed Forces
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Komparace obranné politiky

Metodologické pristupy
— vybér pfipadu: typicky dle dostupnosti / zajmu vyzkumnika / regionu

— design: dominuji komparativni pripadoveé studie
— prosta komparace za vyuziti jednotného analytické ramce
— hledani podobnosti a odliSnosti dle jednotlivych kritérii
— pozdéji ramce Iépe vedené teorii (zejména neoklasicky realismus)
— v nékterych pfipadech umoznuji aplikaci Millovych metod (komparativni metoda)

— ,velké N“ vyzkumy - témér absentuji - bud uzké zaméreni nebo jen kazdorocCni
,momentky“ (SIPRI Yearbook. Armaments, Disarmament and International Security; 1SS /

the Military Balance)
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Komparace obranné politiky

— priklady komparativnich pripadovych studii v oblasti obranné politiky MILITARY STRATEGY OF
/ obranné strategie mum?ﬁ?ﬂl-n:mnriﬁmm

CHAMEE [N TBE TWENTY-FERST CENTURT

— Murray a Viotti (1994) The Defense Policies of Nations. A
Comparative Study

— Hakenstad a Larsen (2012) Long-term defence planning. A -
comparative study of seven countries e By Eat O

COMPETING FOR SECURITY, INFLUENCE, AND STRTOS
IH THE 2957 CENTURY

— Meijer a Wyss (eds) (2018) The Handbook of European Defence
Policies and Armed Forces

— Edstrom a Westberg (2022), Edstrom a Westberg (2020),
Edstrom, Gyllensporre a Westberg (2019) - Military Strategy of
Small States / Middle Powers / Great Powers

MILITARY STRATEGY
OF SMALL STATES

RESPEMDING 70 ERTERMAL SHOCKS
0OF THE 2151 CENTURT
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Komparace obranné politiky: priklad | The Defense
Policies of Nations

A Comparative Study -
Edited by Douglas J. Murray & Paul R. Viott

— Murray a Viotti (1994) The Defense Policies of Nations. A Comparative Study

— cilem vytvoreni konceptualniho a metodologickeho ramce pro vyzkum
komparativni obranné politiky (pdf soubor s ramcem viozen v |S)

1) mezinarodni prostfedi (vhimani)
2) specifické narodni cile, strategie, doktrina pouziti vojenskych sil

3) rozhodovaci proces v oblasti obrany
4) Casta politicka témata v oblasti obrany: rozmisténi sil, pouZziti sily,
vyzbrojovani, kontrola zbrojeni a civilné-vojenské vztahy

— dale ramec pro zkoumani regionalni bezpec€nosti

— |. regionalni kontext, II: statni/nestatni aktéri + vztah k systémoveé urovni, lll.
souCasné bezpecnostni otazky
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Komparace obranné politiky: priklad I

— Dy¢ka, R&kk, Sliwa (2020) Defence strategies of the smaller NATO states — a
comparative study

— komparativni studie narodnich obrannych strategii (po anexi Krymu)
— hodnoceni bezpecnostniho prostredi
— budouci vojenské schopnosti nutné k Celeni témto hrozbam

— proces vytvareni obrannych strategii (role expertd, uroven schvalovani dokumentu... )

— analyticky ramec pro hodnoceni obrannych strategii - 8 kategorii - hodnoceni
pfistupu zemi na Skale 1-5 (tradi€ni — progresivni / inovativni pfistup)
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2% in next decade

next decade

CRITERIA 1 2 3 4 5
Conscription vs Regu- | 100% of Majority of Almost half Majority of 100% of
lar forces/active duty | conscription conscription and half regular and minor | regular forces
and minor of conscription
regular forces
Balanced develo- 100% balanced: Majority is Almost half Majority is 100% of spe-
pment of armed navy, air, land balanced and mi- | and half specialized and cialized in one
forces services components nor specialized minor balanced services only
Territorial or Expe- 100% territorial Majority is terri- | Almost half Majority is 100% of
ditionary forces torial and minor | and half expeditionary and | expeditionary
expeditionary minor territorial
Modernization of 100% Majority is Almost half Majority is inno- 100% innovative
forces: conventio- conventional conventional and | and half vative and minor
nal or innovative minor innovative conventional
Decrease or increase Major Decrease Maintaining Increase Major increase
of size of armed force | Decrease the same level
Totally indepen- 100% Mainly Both Mainly collective 100% collective
dent or Collective independent independent
Defence (NATO)
Decrease or increase No increase at all | Increase, but Increase Already 2% More than 2%
of defence budget: year not known planned in

Use of only military
means or compre-
hensive approach
to defence

100% military
means

Mainly military
means comple-
mented some
other officials

Military +
certain state
institutions

Military + all state
institutions

100%
comprehensive
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Table 3: Characteristics of the future military capabilities
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Table 4: Results of Challenges to Military Capabilities in 1-5 scale

No CRITERIA ALB BUL CRO DNK SVN SVK EST LvA LTU NOR

1 Conscrlptl::m vs Regular 5 s 5 a 5 s 5 5 4 3
forcesfactive duty

, | Balanced or Spe- 1 1 1 1 3 2 a 4 3 1
cialized forces

3 T:.erlrltorlal or Expe- 2 5 5 a 5 5 5 5 5 4
ditionary forces
Modernization of

4 forces: conventio- 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 3
nal or innovative

5 Increase or dec- 3 3 3 4 3 3 4 3 3 1
rease of force
Totally indepen-

6 dent or Collective 3 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 3 3
defence (NATO)
Decrease or increase

7 of defence budget ! 3 3 2 2 3 > 4 4 2
Use of only military me-

3 ans or comprehensive 2 4 3 3 5 3 3 5 5 3
approach to defence

9 HNS system inclu- 1 1 1 1 1 1 5 5 5 1
ded or not
TOTAL 20 24 22 25 27 25 32 34 31 26
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Komparace obranné politiky: priklad Il

— Edstrom, Gyllensporre a Westberg (2019) Military Strateqgy of Small States.
Responding to External Shocks of the 21st Century

— cile vyzkumu:

1) Jak Ctyfri strategické Soky ovvlivnily obranné strategie malych statt? T —
(Dansko, Finsko, Norsko, Svédsko) OF SMALL STATES

RESPEMDING TD EXTERNAL SHOCKS
[1F THE 2157 CEMTURY

2) Jak a do jaké miry tyto Ctyfi staty v reakci na tyto zmény
bezpecnostniho prostfedi pfizpusobily svoje strategie?

3) Jakeé faktory vysvétluji odliSnosti a podobnosti v jejich reakcich a jak
muzeme vysvétlit prvky zmény a kontinuity?

— vybér proménnych (viz dalSi snimek)
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Komparace obranné politiky: priklad Il

— shodné rysy zkoumanych zemi = kontrolni
proménné

— odliSné rysy - zprostredkujici proménné —
zkoumani, jaky mely efekt na obranné strategie
— 2 kroky:
1. zkoumani podobnosti v OP (pfimy vliv
strategickych Sokl a vnéjsiho prostredi)

2. zkoumani odliSnosti (modifikovany MSSD /
metoda rozdilnosti) - podobnosti = kontrolni
proménné x variace zprostredkujicich
promeénnych (ne NP!)
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2.5 INTERVENING VARIABLES
» Geographical characteristics
» Historical experiences
» Memberships in alliances

* External shocks

2.3 INDEPENDENT VARIABLE

R

=

Figure 1.1 The analytical framework for explaining change and continuity in small

2.6 DEPENDENT VARIABLES
* Defence sirategies

2.4 CONTROL VARIABLES
» Strategic exposure
» Capacity
* Interests

states’ defence strategies.
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Table 2.1 Summary of the control variables

Denmark Finland Norway Sweden
Strategic Strategically Strategically Strategically Strategically
exposure  exposed and exposed and exposed and exposed and

mterdependent in interdependent in interdependent in interdependent in
the event of an the event of an the event of an the event of an
attack against attack against attack against attack against
one of the other one of the other one of the other  one of the other
Nordic countries. Nordic countries. Nordic countries. Nordic countries.

Capacity ~ Third ranked. Third ranked. Third ranked. Third ranked.

Interest Survival, status  Survival, status ~ Survival, status  Survival, status
quo and support  quo and support  quo and support  quo and support
to western to western to western to western
mstitutions and  nstitutions and  mstitutions and  institutions and
values. values. values. values.
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28 Zapati prezentace

Table 2.2 Summary of the intervening variables

Denmark Finland Norway Sweden
Geographical Territory Territory Territory dominated Territory
characteristics dominated by dominated by by long coastline: dominated by
sea: no strategic land: strategic =~ mountain range land: strategic
depth or natural  depth north- provides some depth north-
defence: closer  south but not natural defence and south but not
to friendly than east-westand  strategic depth east-west and
threatening long coastline:  north-south: short  long coastline:
POWers. limited natural  land border to limited natural
defences: long  threatening power  defences: no
land border to  and potentially land border to
threatening contested territorial  threatening
power. claims in the North  power.
Atlantic.
Historical Repeated Victories and ~ Resistance, military No war
experiences  military defeats defeats: national defeats and experiences
and occupation: defence occupation: national since 1814:
failure of meaningful; defence meaningful: non-alignment
neutrality and mixed record of failure of neutrality. beneficial for
national defence. neutrality. security.
Membership NATO: EU (but Non-mulitary NATO: Non-military
m alliances not in defence  aligned: EU. EU-cooperation. aligned: EU.

and security
policies).
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Komparace obranné politiky: priklad IV

— Edstrom a Westberg (2023) Comparative strategy — A new framework for analysis =
analyticky ramec pro systematicka srovnani vojenskych strategii statu

— operacionalizace vojenské strateqie

Table 1. The operationalization of military strategy.

Ends Means Ways

* Status * Expeditionary * Unilateral

* Influence - Global projection approach

* Survival - Regional projection * Multilateral
- Contribution approach

* National Defense
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Komparace obranné politiky: priklad IV

— klasifikace zemi dle dvou kritérii - (1) ekonomické a vojenské zdroje moci a (2) relativni
MOocC a vzajemneé uznani

1) staty determinujici systém (system-determining states)
2) stfedni mocnosti (middle powers)

3) malé stfedni mocnosti (minor middle powers)

4) malé staty (small states)

— koncept strategického vystaveni (strategic exposure) jako zprostredkujici proménna

— =rl0zné vnimani hrozeb pro teritorialni integritu statu nebo spojencu ze strany
politickeho vedeni

— rozdily dany na dvou urovnich: (1) regionalni systém a (2) vlastnosti na urovni jednotky
(historické zkuSenosti a blizkost nepratelského statu)
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Table 2. The 31 cases and their location in different regional security complexes.

Conflict formation Security regime Security community
Standard India (South Asia) Brazil (South America),
South Africa (Southern
Africa)
Great power Australia & Indonesia
influenced (Southeast Asia)
Great power China, Japan & 5South Korea Canada & the US
Centered (Northeast Asia), (North America)
Russia (post-Soviet)
Tightly Bulgaria, Croatia, the Czech

Republic, Denmark, Estonia,
Finland, France, Germany,
Hungary, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania,
Norway, Poland, Romania,
Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Sweden & the UK

(Western Europe)

Coupled
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Table 3. The states’ prioritization of the ends.

Status & Influence Status &
Status Influence Influence & Survival Survival Survival
Great powers 5 {100 %)
Major middle 1 (12.5 %) 3 (37.5 %) 2 (25 %) 2 (25 %)
powers
Minor middle 1 (8.3 %) 3 (25 %) 2 (16.7 %) 4 (33.3 %) 2 (16.7 %)
powers
Small states 5 (83.3 %) 1 (16.7 %)

Table 4. The states’ prioritization of the means.

Expeditionary
warfare
National
Global Regional Contribution defense
projection projection warfare

Great powers 1 (20 %) 2 (40 %) 2 (40 %)

Major middle 2 (25 %) 2 (25 %) 4 (50 %)
powers

Minor middle 1 (8.3 %) 5 (41.7 %) 6 (50 %)
powers

Small states 3 (50 %) 3 (50 %)

Table 5. The states’ prioritization of the ways.

Unilateral approach Balanced approach

Multilateral approach

Great powers 2 (40 %) 1 (20 %)
Major middle powers 2 (25 %) 1 (12,5 %)
Minor middle powers 2 (16.7 %) 1 (8.3 %)

Small states

2 (40 %)
5 (62.5 %)
9 (75 %)
6 (100 %)
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Komparace obranné politiky:
priklad IV

— cca 1/3 statl - unikatni kombinace tfi elementd
vojenské strategie

— odlisnosti mezi pripady v ramci stejné kategorie
I podobnosti mezi pripady napfi¢ kategoriemi

— dale snaha vysveétlit odliSnosti / podobnosti
(regionalni dynamika, historické zkuSenosti,
geograficka pozice... )
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Table 6. The empirical findings.

Military strategy

Great powers Ends Means Ways

UsA Status Global Projection Balanced
China Status Mational Defense Unilateral
Russia Status Mational Defense Unilateral
France Status Regional Projection Multilateral
UK Status Regicnal Projection Multilateral
Major middle powers Ends Means Ways
Australia Influence Regicnal Projection Multilateral
Brazil Status/Influence Mational Defense Unilateral
Canada Influence Contribution Multilateral
Germany Status Contribution Multilateral
India Status/Influence Mational Defense Unilateral
[taly Status/Influence Regional Projection Balanced
Japan Survival Mational Defense Multilateral
South Korea Survival Mational Defense Multilateral
Minor middle powers Ends Means Ways
Czech Republic Influence Contribution Multilateral
Denmark Influence Contribution Multilateral
Finland Survival Mational Defense Multilateral
Hungary Status/Survival Mational Defense Multilateral
Indonesia Survival MNational Defense Linilateral
Morway InfluenceSurvival Mational Defense Multilateral
Poland Status/Survival Mational Defense Balanced
Romania Status Contribution Multilateral
Slovakia Survival Contribution Multilateral
South Africa Survival Regicnal Projection Unilateral
Spain Influence Contribution Multilateral
Sweden InfluenceSurvival Mational Defense Multilateral
Small states Ends Means Ways
Bulgaria Survival Contribution Multilateral
Croatia Survival Contribution Multilateral
Estonia Survival Mational Defense Multilateral
Latvia Survival Mational Defense Multilateral
Lithuania Survival Mational Defense Multilateral
Slovenia Status/Survival Contribution Multilateral




Co si zapamatovat

— Komparativni analyzy zahrani¢ni politiky
— objekt zajmu a urovné analyzy
— zakladni ramec pro analyzu (metodologie, teorie)
— vyuziti kontrafaktualni analyza v ramci FPA
— typicky desing (,prosté” komparativni studie x komparativni metoda)

— Komparativni analyza obranné politiky
— obranna politika x strategie
— elementy analytického ramce zkoumani obranné politiky a strategie
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