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1) Downloading the syllabus, PPTs
and compulsory readings

https://samuelbhfaure.com/



2)	Topic	

• This seminar focuses on international co-operation in
the arena of defence policy, mainly in Europe.
• After the fourth year seminar on the defence industry,
which is at the crossroads of political economy and
sociology of elites…
• ... this seminar analyses international partnerships and
alliances based on European studies and strategic
studies.



2)	Topic	

• Who governs the Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP) of the
European Union (EU)?

• How are decisions taken and military operations under the EU flag
implemented?

• Is the CSDP renewed by the ‘defence package’, the European Defence
Fund (EDF) and permanent structured cooperation (PESCO), or does it
represent a ‘strategic cacophony’?

• Does NATO remain a useful area of collaboration for European states,
and how could and should it be linked to the EU?

• Who are France's allies and what does ‘strategic autonomy’ mean?
• Should international defence co-operation be legitimate or effective?
• What role for women in the development of defence policies at the
international scale?



3)	Aim and	approach

• The objective of this seminar is to prepare students for
a professional experience (in the form of an internship),
and then for the job market, by giving them the means
to develop practical skills

• To this end, this course is based on two pillars: a
sociological and comparative approach, and practical
exercises



4) Assessment: three exercises

• One collective exercise
• Presenting the minutes of the
previous session (40%)
• Two individual exercises
• Oral participation (30%)
• Drafting of a paper (30%)



4) Presenting the minutes of the
previous session (40%)
• The objective of this exercise is to present an oral report of
the previous session at the beginning of the t+1 session in
fifteen minutes
• By definition, it is not possible to be exhaustive
• Students are therefore asked to make choices based on the
most important elements that were developed in the
previous session
• This exercise is performed by a group of three or four
students
• The professor forms the groups at the end of each session



4) Presenting the minutes of the
previous session (40%)
• Students are entirely free to choose the format of the
presentation: with or without Powerpoint presentation, for
example.
• The presentation is followed by a maximum of ten minutes of
questions and answers, allowing other students to ask their
questions

• The group of students who presents, is also in charge for answering
these questions

• Students must respect three constraints:
• first sentence of the presentation: the central question
• second sentence of the presentation: the answer to this question
• third sentence of the presentation: announcement of the outline
for your demonstration

• Go straight to the point (we don't have time)



4) Presenting the minutes of the
previous session (40%)
• This exercise is evaluated according to three criteria:
• 1) the consistency of the choices made
• 2) the clarity of the presentation (and therefore the
understanding of the issues)
• 3) the ability to answer the questions of other students



4)	Oral	participation	(30%)

• Students are considered as young professionals and
each seminar is thought of as a working meeting

• Therefore, it is expected that the student has read the
compulsory readings and is strongly advised to read
some of the elective readings

• However, reading these texts is not an end in itself, but
a prerequisite for active participation in the seminar



4)	Oral	participation	(30%)

• The oral participation of each student is evaluated
according to two criteria:

• 1) The quality of the speeches and not their number
(one can make a lot of noise without saying anything)

• 2) The regularity of your participation by being active at
each session



4)	Oral	participation	(30%)

• The oral participation score can be improved by performing
one of the following two non-mandatory exercises:

• The drafting of an op-ed of 800 words (in English or in
French). Objective: to take a position on a topical issue by
defending an opinion.

• Making a video. Objective: either to present a topical issue
or to defend an opinion on a topical issue. The video must
not exceed three minutes and can be uploaded to my
Youtube channel and on OERI’s website.



4)	Drafting	a	paper	(30%)

• Each student chooses one of four different options:
• A policy paper
• A speech
• A factsheet/summary sheet
• A review article

• This paper written in English or French must not exceed
2,000 words (five pages)
• This note should be sent before Tuesday, November 5 at 9am
• Each hour of delay will result in a penalty of one point



Policy	paper	

• The objective of a policy paper is to advise a stakeholder in
the field of international defence co-operation.
• The introduction to the policy paper presents the
problématique, its context and the main policy challenge
that result from it.
• Then, the development can be structured in two or three
parts.
• Each part presents a strategy (what to do?) or a scenario
(what will happen?).
• In each summary note, the last paper should present a few
recommendations/guidelines.



Policy	paper	

• Beyond the respect of the rules of form, three criteria
are taken into account to evaluate this paper:
• the coherence
• originality and
• realism of the strategies, scenarios and
recommendations



Speech	

• The purpose of a speech is to craft a narrative on a strategic
issue related to the field of international defence co-
operation

• The objective of this exercise is twofold: to get a message
across and to use the power of words to do so

• à Beyond the respect of the rules of form, three criteria are
taken into account to evaluate this paper: the quality of the
drafting, the originality and realism of the speech.



Factsheet/Summary	sheet

• The aim of a factsheet/summary sheet is to highlight and to
explain a strategic issue in an educational way based on
definitions, key figures, diagrams, tables, references, etc.

• Anything that can simplify (without being simplistic) a
complex issue so that it is understandable by as many
people as possible (how to make a first year student
understand this political challenge?)

• These factsheets will be proposed to the OERI to upload
them on the website



Factsheet/Summary	sheet

• Beyond the respect of the rules of form, three criteria
are taken into account to evaluate this paper:

• the quality of the writing

• the problematization and

• the originality of the paper



Review	article	

• The objective of the review article is to formulate an analysis
based on the evaluation of two or three bibliographic
references (articles or books) that relate to the same subject
of study

• The first part of a review article presents the argument and
results of the scientific articles or books selected

• The second part outlines the contributions and limitations of
each bibliographic reference. In this second part, additional
references can be mobilized to support your demonstration
and formulate a research agenda



Review	article	

• Beyond the respect of the rules of form, three criteria
are taken into account to evaluate the review article:

• the clarity of the presentation of the arguments
resulting from the bibliographical references discussed

• the originality and the scientific relevance of the
theoretical and methodological discussion



5)	General	reminders

• Class starts at 1

• Seminars are mandatory

• Activate the ‘silent’ mode of
your phone

• Students are asked never to sit
twice next to the same person



6)	Programme

• The seminar is organized into six three-hour sessions

• Each session is organized into two 55-minute sequences
and a five-minute break



6)	Programme

• Session 1 (9.17) – The European Union: Who governs the
CSDP?
• Session 2 (10.1) – ‘Gendering’ international co-operation
and defence policies?
• Session 3 (10.8) – France and its allies: Which varieties of
international defence co-operation?
• Session 4 (10.15) – The EU on the battlefield: How is a CSDP
mission implemented?
• Session 5 (10.22) – From ‘defence package’ to the EDF and
PESCO: the end or the renewal of the EU’s defence policy?
• Session 6 (10.23) – NATO, still relevant in the 21st century?



7)	Guests

• S3 – Camille MOREL, University of Lyon III; Friederike RICHTER,
SciencesPo-CERI
• S4 - EMMANUEL GERMOND, DGA, Ministry of Armies
• S5 - Pierre HAROCHE, IRSEM, Ministry of Armies; Hugo MEIJER,
CNRS, SciencesPo-CERI
• S6 - Christelle CALMELS, SciencesPo-CERI; Amélie ZIMA, Paris 1

• The Chatam House rules must be scrupulously respected during
stakeholder conferences:
• ‘When a meeting, or part thereof, is held under the Chatham House Rule,
participants are free to use the information received, but neither the
identity nor the affiliation of the speaker(s), nor that of any other
participant, may be revealed’.



Any questions?	



Plan	

• History
• Where does European defence come from?

• Policy
• What is the objective of European defence?

• Institutions
• How is European defence structured?

• Actors
• Who governs European defence and with what resources?

• Debates
• Why is European defence powerless?
• Is there a European ‘strategic culture’?



History: Where does European defence
come from?
• An old political idea
• 17th century: constitution of a European army composed of 270,000
infantrymen, 50,000 horsemen, 200 cannons, 120 warships (Duke of
Sully, Minister of Finance of Henri IV)

• 18th century: establishment of a European Senate and a European
army of 24,000 soldiers (Abbot Charles-Irénée Castel de Saint-Pierre)

• 19th century: fewer proposals in a more stable international context

• 20th century: conventional military cooperation, without supranational
integration (Edouard Herriot)



History: Where does European defence
come from?
• A recent political-institutional reality

• 1954: European Defence Community (EDC)

• 1998 (2 December) : bilateralism + outside the EU



Policy: What is the objective of European
defence?
• Within the EU

• CSDP: Common Security and Defence Policy

• Does not aim at the defence of EU territory, and does not
embody an integrated structure such as the EDC or the
Pentagon

• Deploy national military forces outside the EU borders
(more than 30 missions since 2003)

• Coordinate national defence policies



EU military operations and civilian
missions



Policy: What is the objective of European
defence?
• Beyond the EU

• NATO

• OCCAR: Organisation for Joint
Armaments Cooperation

• Lancaster House Treaties between
France and the United Kingdom

• European Intervention Initiative
(E2I)



Institutions: How is European defence
structured?



Actors: Who governs European defence?

• Intergovernmental method

• At the heart of the decision-making
game: European Council, Council, EEAS
(PSC, EUMC, EUGS, EDA)

• European Parliament: advisory role
• European Commission: no legislative
initiative
• EU Court of Justice: no prerogatives

• In summary: CSDP is less shaped by
supranational institutions than by
member states



Actors: Who governs European
defence?
• Intergovernmental method #	ordinary legislative
procedure

• Decision-making centre:	European Council	+	Council	

Reminder of	the	preparation of	the	decision at	the	Council	of	Ministers

Antici
Permanent	

Representatives
Committee

Council



Political and	Security	
Committee

Informal	
Defence Council

Armaments
Committee

EU	
Military Committee

EU	
General	Staff

Once-a-week meeting	
of	the	Chief	of	Staff	of	the	Armed Forces

Once-a-week meeting
of Nicolaïdis advisors

150	MS
senior	officers

Senior	officials
from the	Council

EDA

EEAS

Decision-making: chaired by the
EEAS, led by the Council



Actors: What resources to govern
European defence?
• At the budgetary level

• 145 billion euros: 1% GDP
• 8.4 billion euros for "Europe in the World", i.e. CFSP/CSDP (6% of
the budget), support for civilian missions (# military operations by
MS):
• 2006: €100 million
• 2010: €280 million
• 2014: 330 million euros

• At the institutional level
• Decision-making by unanimity
• No Council of Defence Ministers
• EDA: 100 staff, 30 million budget (+ €200 million) ratio of 1 to 100
with DGA staff and 1 to 200 with DGA budget

• No binding regulations (directives or regulations)



Debate: Why is European defence
powerless?
• Some reminders

• Since 2011: war in Syria
• 2011: war in Libya
• 2014: Crimean War
• 2015-2018: Terrorist attacks
• 2018: ‘Khashoggi case’

• Governance
• Unanimous decision-making
(institutional dependence of the EU on
the MS)

• Limited budgetary resources



Debate: Is there a European
‘strategic culture’?
• September 26, 2017
• Speech at the Sorbonne
• European Intervention Initiative
(E2I)
• Ten States (Belgium, Denmark,
Estonia, Finland, France,
Germany, Netherlands,
Portugal, Spain and United
Kingdom)
• Outside the EU + minilateralism
• ‘Strategic culture’



Question: Have any soldiers ever
died under the European flag?



To	go	a	step further



Questions	


