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Abstract

The idea of a republican structured political ordas been around for millennia. In human
history, republics have existed in various formd aizes with varying degrees of success. The
examples from history are numerous: Plato’s Repubkenice, Genoa, and the Dutch Republic.
In this monograph, however, | focus on two othaaragles: the American Republic and the
republican idea in the Czech lands. | analyze Hotbugh a security lens. | assert that by
looking at these two examples, it provides one witliear understanding of how the U.S.
founding has shaped the security order in theckastury. Second, it provides the Czech
perspective on the European political order andrég¢which is sometimes overlooked.
Through these two perspectives, | aim to providerdader with a means for a more thorough

understanding of the Atlantic security order.
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Overview:

Chapter 1: In this chapter, | outline my theoretical frametwby asking whether
America an anomaly or a model for a future politmaler? In the first chapter, | analyze
political scientist Daniel Deudney's relatively nsacurity theory, republican security theory.
He claims that the American founding set forth & pelitical order of the ages aovus ordo
seclorum.He presents the U.S. as the Philadelphian systetin,gonew security arrangement
and a new political order replacing the Westphadigstem. In this chapter, | explain the
Philadelphia system and its accompanying repubkeaurity theory. In contrast, | show how

Realism and Liberalism fail to provide a stablerfeavork for understanding the Atlantic order.

Chapter 2: Looking at the person of Tomas G. Masaryk, | exaniis writings and
philosophy and show how his thinking aligns withudeey’s. Masaryk was an early advocate
of federated security arrangements and he recogjtize the American model was relevant to a
rearranged and federalized “New Europe”. | contitas ideas of Masaryk with the actual
failures of the First of Republic of Czechoslovaklaonclude that without an Atlantic security
connection, namely the U.S., security on the Eumop®ntinent during the #&entury could

not work.

Chapter 3: In the last section, | examine the foreign pobyhe former Czechoslovakia
1989- 1992 and of the Czech Republic from 1993gmes| primarily look through the security
lens using Deudney’s republican security theorgedk to determine whether his theory is
helpful in explaining Czech foreign policy durirfiese time periods. First, | show how the
Czechs are keen to have a strong link with theddn8tates, as historically European allies have
been unreliable. Second, | show how Czechoslowakia significant steps to reform its

military, to align itself with democratic traditisnand to address the civil-military question. In
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the end, | conclude and provide evidence to shaittte Czech Republic is firmly established

in the Atlantic security community and within therBpean Union.



Introduction:

In the first chapter, | analyze political scientdniel Deudney's relatively new security
theory, republican security theory and how the Aoagr founding held implications for the
global order, and thereby introducing the Philadelp system. This chapter seeks to reframe
America, by showing the prominent and all importané themeaningof the U.S. founding has
for all. Drawing from my theoretical frameworkwill examine the role and influence of the
American founding on the European continent, spztiy focusing on the Czech lands. First, |
look closely at the writings and philosophy of Tanta. Masaryk and argue that he was a man
ahead of his time as he advocated for a feder&ed/ ‘Europe”, but failed to create a federated
republic with the First Czechoslovak Republic. rthere, | look at the security binding
relationship between the Czech Republic, NATO, tlwedU.S. and asses their participation in the

NATO security community based on republican seguhieory.



CHAPTER ONE: Theoretical Framework Part A

Political scientist Daniel Deudney made a boldmtahe founding of the United States
of America was the most important political eventtie last 500 years.Such a bold claim
requires critical scrutiny. He argued that the.Udtinding introduced to the world what he
called the Philadelphian system, which represeateew political order. His general premise is
that a reframing and reexamination of how the Uh&ates was formed and why it is different
from the Westphalian nation-state construct, rdljiedters how one understands the
contemporary Atlantic community. In this sectibexamine the Philadelphian system
juxtaposed to the Westphalian nation-state systahshow the major differences between the
two systems. Second, | show how Realism and Liiseraas competing international relations
theories, fail to explain the Atlantic order. Laséxplain the Philadelphia system and Deudney’s
accompanying republican security theory as thertdtmal framework for subsequent chapters.

Like it or not, the actors in the current globalipeal structure are primarily nation-states
and this has a European origin. In 1648, the Pat@éestphalia, which ended the Thirty Years
War, brought with it a new international politicdtucture which eventually become known as
Westphalian sovereignty. This concept of sovetgigras based on two main principles:
sovereign territory and the agreement among say@saiot to mettle in each other’s domestic
affairs, namely, religious minorities. The ramdions of the Treaty at Westphalia were two-
fold. One, the head of each political domain Healliberty to determine the religion within their
territory? This had the effect of fastening the concepboekseignty tightly to territory and

fixing it in place. This connection between tamit and sovereignty is important to remember as

! Daniel H. DeudneyBounding Power: Republican Security Theory fromRbés to the Global Villag¢Princeton
University Press, 2008).

% There is considerable debate whether it was gioets conflict. Some scholars have argued it viasistate
building and personal drives of various politiczddiers. | only point out that the belligerentddéid along religious
lines: Catholic and Protestant.



Westphalia cemented the relationship, whereashiade@lphian tradition holds this connection
more loosely. It also introduced the Latin conagjtuius regio, eius religioyhich the
sovereigns agreed upon. This gave the politicadigagn the ability to choose the state religion
and Westphalia marked the beginning of a Europigleldvinto territorially and integrated units at
the expense of imperial and religious hierarthyhe Treaty of Westphalia did not separate
religion from the state, but rather contributedhe intertwined nature of the secular and
religious hierarchy. It did, however, constitutdifical legitimacy for religious minorities and
from this treaty beginning of religious pluralismEurope started.But the most important
consequence was the development of codified natiates.

The Treaty of Westphalia created a global politaraler of nation-states and this
eventually led to nationalism. The™6entury is replete with examples of the dangeetiefed
nationalism brings and it was the most deadly agrituthe history of humankind.As point of
consideration for the reader, a subordinate theatdtamework is how concepts of nationalism
are formed. Scholar Leah Greenfield has writtethentwo main types of nationalism relevant
to my argument; mainly the ‘blood and soil’ natibsiam based on claims of primordial identity
and ‘civic nationalism’ based on common commitntera constitutional systef The
Philadelphia system today adheres to a civic nalism as a plurality of peoples can acquire
citizenship in the republic. This is in contrasiational identities which create truncated
thinking where people see themselves solely ingeshethnicity and territory, notwithstanding

their common identity in humanity or even as azemi. Early twentieth century thinker Clarence

% DeudneyBounding Power150.

“Ibid, 36.

*According the 2005 UN Human Development Reporthtventieth century had an estimated 109.7 millionflict
related deaths, which was approximately 4.35% @ftbrid population. The focentury was a distant second
with an estimated 19.7 million, which was approxieta 1.65% of the world population. Accessed 1b,Fe
2013, http://hdr.undp.org/en/media/HDRO5_completk.p.153.

® Liah GreenfeldNationalism: Five Roads to Modernig¢ambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press, 199P)
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Streit advanced the concept of the “Atlantic Uniomddeled on the U.S. founding, which he
hoped would dispel the “fog over sovereignty” anthpeted against the “nationalism” of Nazi
Germany and Soviet Russian conclusion, the long-term consequence of Westp was that

it codified the nation-state construct and thisarastate construct became the foundation and
hallmark of the Realist tradition.

Before we can explore this new theory and its ag@omging implications, it is necessary
to provide a survey of the landscape of internaioelations theory. | limit my examination to
the two most prevalent theories: Realism and Limma For those who hold to the Realist
tradition, the political world is organized andaarged in nation-states and these actors are
independent and self-interested.

Political realism is a view of politics that censeon power and conflict. The term goes

back to the British historian E. H. Carr, who argum 1939 that fact-driven “realism”

needed to replace “utopian” trust in legal arrangents to preserve peace among
nations. Unfamiliar to the liberal elites of Amaaiat the time, this view had a long
tradition in European statecraft. Since the ninetéecentury, Germans had spoken of

Realpolitik (realistic policy) and Machtpolitik (wise translation gave us “power

politics”) in reference to a foreign policy thataegnizes self-interest and power as the

driving forces of international realit.
There are three main “poles” which support the Retdnt. First is the problem of the anarchy
in the international order. As | explained predyivarious nation-states are the actors in the
international order. How they arrange themselvethe global “stage” is dependent on those
who are able to organize, to exert power, andftaence others. Since there are no defined
rules to how states must behave and moreover, weriructure to enforce any arbitrary rules,

this creates unpredictability or anarchy in theeys Realists argue that nation-states will

protect their interests and therefore, states owsipete for power and resources. This creates a

" DeudneyBounding Power335.
8 William A. Darity, ed., “Realism, Political,” ilnternational Encyclopedia of the Social Sciena@s. 7, 2nd ed.
(Detroit: Macmillan Reference USA, 2008), 96.
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global competition for resources and power whiah a@ate conflict. The previous point leads
to the second pole. Anarchy cannot be escapegnatibated. Deudney coins the anarchic
arrangements of nation states as the second arfatahgn age of globalization and increased
cross-border movement, migration, and commercepohential for weapons of mass
destruction® makes the problem of anarchy inescapable and yleBdf the Realist, the security
threat remains salient and national military powsehe primary means to reduce insecurity.
This then leads to the third pole which attemptaddress this problem through a balance of
power. As the global order is comprised of a 9yaé states interacting together, it is through
these relations they find a natural homeostasisd®at their respective powers. A salient
example from recent history is the global ordeirdef by a balance of power between the West,
led by the United States, and the Soviet bloc dutie Cold War. With the Cold War behind us,
it is now hard to accept that the Realist tradii®the best way to understand the global order.
Borders between states have become less secureaadluid, and there are more non-state
actors that specifically affect the security dileenmAdditionally, Realism fails to explain the
cohesion and endurance of the western alliance$ONA Europe and the US-Pacific bi-lateral
alliances in East Asia. Moreover these multi-naianstitutions have shown interdependencies
well beyond the security dimension.i.e. economionetary, cyber, energy and trade.

The inherent problem with the Realist traditiothiat it focuses primarily on the security
dynamic, while ignoring the important and relatepects of commercial interdependence and

shared values and norms of the Liberal traditiNations interact with each other outside the

° DeudneyBounding Power33.

19| es Paldy, “Weapons of Mass Destruction, Tine SAGE Encyclopedia of Terrorised. Gus Martin, 2nd ed.
(Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Reference, 2011), 623teriraveapons of mass destructifor “WMD”) refers to
those weapons whose destructive capacity far esdabetl of conventional weaponry. Nuclear, chemiaat
biological weapons, whether used by organized anjlitinits or by terrorist and paramilitary groupsuld inflict
large numbers of casualties. The suggestion thatrigts might use weapons of mass destructiorchoese their
purposes instills great concern and fear.
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realm of security and these factors play an impontale in securing the peace. Author Vojtech
Mastny argued cogently that the Helsinki proceskdn5 and specifically the third basKeaf
diplomatic negotiations regarding human rights, diach for breaking down the barriers during
the Cold War and redefining an evolving definitimnwhat can be discussed alongside seclfity.
Moreover, the Realist theory assumes that anasclnescapable from time immemortal.
Deudney argues the opposite. The material coonfextir world has changed the security
dynamic from total war to low level conflict andyasmetric warfare. This change has greatly
broadened the security agerfdad germane question is whether total interstateehy as a
structure still exists or have the material corgesttifted as to make anarchy less likely. This
guestion seems more relevant when considered soieiyng NATO members. Also as one
surveys the world, the political structure is beyqust nation-state actors. While nation-states
still exist and act primarily on the global sceather factors are relevant and therefore as a
theory it is left wanting. Institutions such as N2, UN, World Trade Organization,
International Monetary Fund, and various multi-oaél corporation, do provide supra-national
structures that surely have an effect on the cugledal order. This leads to the conclusion that
nation-states are not the only actors on the glstagle, and the Realist tradition fails to account
for this fundamental shift in political arrangement

In the same way that the Realist tradition fails@asider the commercial and non-
security inputs, the Liberal tradition cannot adsegly explain the global order as it fails to

address the security question. The three mairsidghin the Liberal tradition are democratic

“The Helsinki Accords were an important step in dilag the discourse between the West and the SBidet
There were three main categories or “baskets” égotiation: security, economic, and human riglitsvas the
introduction of common human rights that helped aoize the discourse between the nations and broskain
type of topics would be considered part of the Egcprocess.

2 Mastny and Institute for East-West Security Staditne Helsinki Process and the Reintegration of Eeyd986-
1991, Forward.

13 DeudneyBounding Powers6.

14 DeudneyBounding Powerlntroduction.
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peace, commercial peace, and international urfiorstst let us examine the claim of
democratic peace. The foundation of this assersitimiat democratic nations will avoid war and
conflict with each other due to their economic.tide keystone of this argument is that war
would upset the normal trade relations and theeefl@mocratic nations will avoid conflict to
maintain normal trade relations. The problem whils argument is that it assumes peaceful
times are economically better. We have seen diffesissumptions in the past. While, there is
evidence to show that international trade and catio® has contributed to a more peaceful and
prosperous world, author Smedly Butler wridtar is a Rackeafter World War | to illustrate the
economic benefits of distant wars. He arguedlzatis a boon to the economy and history is
replete with examples of war used to stimulatest@nomy. A more contemporary author and
panelist at the U.S. Army War College, Andrew Baclewhas argued that the constant and
persistent state of war has fundamentally changedmerican economy. Cui bonois always
important to ask. This leads to the conclusion seaurity and a lasting peace between multiple
nation-states requires more than just shared valu@strong commercial ties between

democratic states. Deudney writes,

Looking at the overall pattern of world politicsrihg the era of contending states, it is
difficult to imagine how any liberal democracy wallave survived had it not been for
the fact that the American Union was large andrsgrenough to prevail against
aggreS%sive anti-democracies and to protect andurarsmaller national democratic
state

While cooperation and commercial interdependenag ah important role in securing the peace,

this Liberal tradition fails to adequately addrdss security dilemma.

' Ibid, 87.

16 Andrew J Bacevichwashington Rules: America’s Path to Permanent {Maw York: Metropolitan Books,
2010). He exposes the preconceptions, biasedabits that underlie our pervasive faith in miltanight,
especially the notion that overwhelming superiowill oblige others to accommodate America's nemus desires-
-whether for cheap oil, cheap credit, or cheap woms goods.

" DeudneyBounding Power184.
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Rather than ascribing to either the Realist or tab&adition or departing completely
from them, Deudney recognizes both Realism andrallsen as relevant theories, but he sees
them as descendent traditions of a super ordinatiing theory which he calls republican
security theory. Deudney documents, “Viewing theekican Union as a structural alternative to
the European state system and a prototype for riamtfic or global institutions was once wide-
spread but largely disappeared from internatidmabty in the wake of the postwar debate
between Realism and Liberalisif.Lastly, G. John Ikenberry’s security binding ceptseems
to blend the two theories as the means of violgmoduction are intertwined through common
interests and economics.

Deudney introduced the Philadelphian system aplagement for Westphalia. He
challenged us to abandon the concept of natioe-atad instead to think in terms of federated
republics structured in compound manner as in thiaéelphian system. | do not argue that
national identity must be eradicated, but ratherust be held subordinate to a shared human
identity. To explain this system, he focused anfthunding of the U.S. as the object of research
and argues that the U.S. is more strongly connestibdthe history of republics rather than
nation-states. Expressed historically, althoughUlS. was seen as the immigration destination
for Europe, it is not a continuous line of devel@mhfrom Europeans, but rather it is the most
recent dot on a dotted line of republics from jungpirom Athens, Rome, Venice, and Dutch
Republic culminating in the United Staf8sThe primary difference between the U.S. and the
other republics from history is that it was a cgatus continental power, whereas the other

republics lacked a command of such a large land raad resources. In history, this type of

18 i
Ibid, 162.
9 G. John Ikenberry,iberal Leviathan: The Origins, Crisis, and Transfation of the American World Order
(Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 20Irityoduction.
%0 DeudneyBounding Power
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control and power had only been attained througkesy of empires and despotic rételn this
way, the U.S. founding represented the first tireevtalues of a republic were married to a
continent, and could check the power of empiredespotic rule. Montesquieu wrote what is the
considered the iron law of polis republicanism,&lfepublic be small, it is destroyed by a
foreign force; if it be large, it is ruined by artérnal imperfection®* Thus republics of different

sizes have to address different types of threatsldferent responsibilities.

The formation of the United States of America calphlluminate the field. Historian
David C. Hendrickson broadens the analysis on tting and ratification of the U.S. federal
constitution and reveals a new perspective. Heemghat most historians have analyzed the
writing and ratification of the U.S. constitutiontiva focus on the dramatic four months of
deliberation in Philadelphia. While this storyc@mpelling, he asserts this short period of
history came with inherent consequences, most hpiaibeldom examined the “bitter sectarian
strife that had pitted easterners against southeinghe previous decad&®. He concluded that
this focus on the formation and then forward ingjiends itself to an understanding of
American constitutional history with the denouemiegihg Lincoln's victory in the Civil War or
the New Deal. Whereas, he argues, the focus stbeutsh what it prevented. He advocated
examining the preceding years to know what occupefdre 1790, and to recognize America
was a fragile and experimental state. It is hdner& one discovers the value of the U.S.
founding as a political structure. The potenttalwar between the states was high, and the fact

they were able to come to a peaceful solutiontestament to the founding fathers and the

% Some have argued that America has turned intorguire, and others argue that Russia still is. Inaninterested

in addressing the current state of any politicalcdtre, rather | am seeking to highlight positinlities of the U.S.

political structure, not assess foreign policy.

2 DeudneyBounding Power91.

%David C. HendricksorPeace Pact: The Lost World of the American Foundimerican Political Thought
(University Press of Kansas, 2006), 281.
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structure of the federated system. Hendricksotegri'The idea of the American Constitution as
a template to assess the contemporary tasks ohattenal order entered broadly into American
reflection from 1914-1920* Following World War One, Hamilton Holt echoed Thas
Paine’s prescient call for a special role for Aroari
The United States is the world in miniature. Thetéd States is the greatest league of
peace known to history. The United States is aodstration to the world that all the
races and peoples of the earth can live in peackuane form of government, and its
chief value to civilization is a demonstrating dfatthis form of government .
A simple thought experiment can help illuminate tihy|gic. When you think of a map of the
United States what do you envision? Is it an oatbf the coastlines including the borders with
Canada and Mexico? Or is it the outline whichundels state boundaries where Colorado and
Tennessee are clearly discernable? This may skeran arbitrary exercise, biite United
States isused to béhese United States arddistorian James McPherson documents that before
the American Civil War, the words United Statesevesed with a plural noun e.g. the United
States are a republfi€. Although this is a seemingly small distinctiomgonhich many may
dismiss, it has significant implications. He wsitihat after the war, the “loose union of states
became a nation in the singuldf”. When one considers the fractured nature of threfiean
peoples, the European Union is making an effodeteelop a common European identity. And

this is why | conclude, there are lessons in theeAcan founding for the future of the political

structure in Europe. One of the many reasonshismhonograph.

Historian William McNeil has argued that one oé flundamental consequences of the

First World War was that fighting a war as a natitate was untenabfé. In the context of full

*1bid, 286.

Zlpid.

% DeudneyBounding Power334.

7 |bid.

2 William H. McNeill, The Pursuit of Power: Technology, Armed Force, Sndiety Since A.D. 10qACLS
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scale war, each side needed the control of andat¢oe continent’s resources and human
capital to secure the victory. This was the diletitler found himself when the territorial
limitations necessitated the invasion of the Sudated, Poland, and Ukraine and eventually
most of Europé’ In contrast to the megalomania and evil pursafithe eugenics programs
employed by the Nazis, total control and subjectibather peoples is not part of the
Philadelphian system. In the Philadelphian sysgm;units of the federation need have a
shared tradition with respect to life and libeegd from these commonalities, they can make
security arrangements which then facilitates gdroa@peration. This is an example of how the

historical material context can shape the politaraer.

The Philadelphian system at the founding of the. tefgected the old order of empire and
despotism. The goal of the Philadelphia systera @¢ate a political structure where one can
have life, liberty, and the pursuit of happinesslevheing secured at the individual and
collective levef’® The largest enemy to this goal is unbridled eabjtpower and by design, the
compound republic ensures that power is diffusethadtructure mitigates against power
consolidation. This was the genius of the Philplial system: people could be secured in their
individual villages, while maintaining security tme continent. While fear of anarchy
dominated the time of Hobbes, today | argue theospg is true. That is, the primary fear is the

consolidation of power in one state which formystem of hierarchy and imposes despotic rule.

Furthermore, a federated security arrangement kaapsrful states from being too aggressive.

We can compare the Iraq conflict and the Afghanistanflict to see two different European

Humanities E-Book Project, 2009).

2William Ralph IngeMysticism in Religion(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1948).

3 The American system has its stains on its remrtatiamely the mistreatment of the Native Americams
African-Americans. | acknowledge these wrongs. fblyus is however, on thideanot themanifestatiorof the
United States.
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responses to American foreign policy leadershiplrdg, many traditional NATO allies did not

to support the American invasion or liberatdnWhereas, in the Afghanistan, NATO has led the
effort since 2006 and it is one of the best exampfea multi-lateral effort. Thus like America
helped prevent Germany from consolidating powethenEuropean continent during and after

WWII, the Europeans can be a force against aggeegsi it alone foreign policy.

Despite the more pronounced nation-state struatugeirope, there have been attempts
to promulgate the republican idea. Deudney higitéid that some early European writers began
to refer to Europe as a whole “republic’. He doemts the Venetian diplomat Giovanni Botero
who in 1605 spoke of Europa as a “republic, comgagether different states” as the earliest
version of this formulatiod? But Deudney misses what those who study Bohemia known
for years. In fact, the first conception of a feted European system actually originated from
Bohemia as a way to stop the "abominable Turk" i conquered Constantinople in 1453.
Jiti z Podtbrad (George of Podebrady), a Hussite and the &iigphemia from 1458-1471,
designed a treaty advocating for a federated stredor all of Europé® He advocated for a
supranational organization with a parliament argtitutions as a means to protect Christian
Europe against the exogenous force of the MuslirksTaround 1464. His treaty failed, but it
was the first of its kind, and it was approachedtirtaterally. Here we see a Czech and a
moderate Hussite who has a vision for a differambean political structure, who preceded
Giovanni Botero by almost 150 years.

The general premise of this monograph is thatdbeding the United States held

implications for the rest of the world by introdngithe Philadelphian system as a replacement

31 Schwarz, “Iraq War Splits NATOXNorld Socialist Web Sitéebruary 13, 2003, 1,
http://www.wsws.org/en/articles/2003/02/nato-f1&ht(accessed Feb. 15, 2013).

¥DeudneyBounding Power140.

% Frederick Gotthold HeymanGeorge of Bohemia, King of Hereti¢®rinceton, N.J.: Princeton University Press,
1965).
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for the old Westphalian order. The Realist traditwould treat the U.S. as any other nation,
despite its eventual composition of 50 states,thadiberal tradition does not provide an
adequate explanation for the U.S. as the secutyalith it has become. This sets up the
general question, what is unique about the U.Sidowg and is there an international theory that
would explain its implications to the rest of thend? Rather than thinking of the U.S. system
as an anomaly among a global order of nation-sthtegue that the U.S. is the model for some-
type of a global confederated republic in the fatult was Thomas Paine who wrote, “What

Athens was in miniature, America will be in maguiéti

If I accept Deudney’s premise, it then followsnquire if any other European states or
statesman recognized what Deudney saw. This gudstl me to examine the Czech Republic.
Did establishment of the Czechoslovak state in 18\& a larger meaning? Did any Czech
leader reject a purely Westphalian nation-stateeption and adopt of some concepts and
principles of the American system? Was the Czdokiak Republic a first step in long-term
plan to reorganize the political structure of El@@p How did the First Republic fail to answer
the Slovak and German questions and not make acodatian for minorities? Does republican
security theory best explain the relationship betwihe Czech Republic and the United States?
| attempt to answer these questions in last tw@tehsg, but first an explanation of republic

security theory is required.

% Thomas Paine and Philip Sheldon Fofiéle Complete Writings of Thomas Pa{iew York: Citadel Press,
1945).
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CHAPTER ONE: Theoretical Framework Part B

In this next section, | provide a brief descriptmfitepublican security theory and |
introduce the terms violence interdependence, ggaammunity, and security binding which
are auxiliary concepts which support the theorursGry explanations of these terms are

essential for a comprehensive understanding osgtsrity theory.

As with the examination of any concept, a brief®on the ancillary concepts can aid in
bringing the larger concept into focus. In thispwa better understand republican security
theory, we can analyze the threats which this theeeks to mitigate. This theory asserts that
achieving security entails the simultaneous avaidasf the extremes of anarchy and hierarchy,
meaning the two main threats to security are aryaaad hierarchy® A lawless and wild society
is just as pernicious towards life and liberty akeapotic hierarchical tyrannical regime and

therefore, both anarchy and hierarchy must be addce

Historically, both the Liberal and Realist traditfoadhered to a Hobbesian worldview in
which the state of anarchy had to be escaped nautlay is not the sole threat to life and liberty.
On the contrary, we should learn from the twentathtury that hierarchy, specifically from
despotic and tyrannical regimes, threatens lifeldrgdty as it is empowered by the legitimacy of
the state. The lesson herein is that commandtoteatic political structures have the ability to
amass great strength. Historically, we have exampf the great power potential of despotic
hierarchical political structures in Nazi Germaimythe Soviet Union and communist China.
Through tyrannical rule, they can harness immensedm potential as their power machinations

can be absolute.

This fact presents a dilemma, how can the libegatacratic order mitigate this threat?

% DeudneyBounding PowerJacket Cover.
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Despite its status as a liberal democracy in 1@%@&choslovakia could not match the German
power. It took the leadership of the American caancheconomy to lead the Allies in WWII to
defeat both the Germans and the Japanese, andlth&®\@r required a similar American
leadership. Republican security theory outlines kiws is possible. The collective norms and
values of separate nations serves as the binding fehereas the combined economic power of
separate states undergirds the security communatik about values becomes meaningless,
without a means to protect and defend those valRegublican security theory posits that
specifically tailored political structures can besgyned and implemented to counter threats from
rampant anarchy and hierarchy. Deudney arguesht@aiompound structure of layered
republics, the hallmark of the U.S. founding, ceelad political structure that kept power diffuse
by means of checks and balances, but also unhiedepublic. He coined the phrase negar€hy,
to demonstrate the capacity of institutions andtipal structure to lock a polity in a position tha
neither tends to far toward anarchy or hierarcAlyus on an international stage, some political
structures are necessary to preserve peace arnldystdbe advocates some level of global
governance because we now face global threats vaisiput all of humanity into a violence

independence relationship, which | explain next.

One of the most critical terms to republican seguheory is the concept of violence
interdependence. Let us start with the more contynased term in commercial peace theory:
complex interdependency. The basic premise of éaxripterdependency is that nation-states

create complex multi-directional economic ties whinas a positive effect of lowering the

% Deudney argues that the compound structure oféalyeepublics, the hallmark of the U.S. foundingated a
political structure that kept power diffuse by meaf checks and balances, but also unified theblepuHe coined
the phrase negarchy, to demonstrate the capaditgtitiitions and political structure to lock a ippin a position
that neither tends too far toward anarchy or hmar Thus on an international stage, some palisitactures are
necessary to preserve peace, create stability gitd The best contemporary examples are nucleas areaties
which help mitigate nuclear proliferation.
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likelihood of violence between states. Deudney ifiextithis traditional liberal theory and recast
it in terms of violence. He introduced the conaaiptiolence interdependence defined as the
capacity of actors to do violent harm to one anotheHe writes that “once some violence
interdependence is present, the way in which gasity is dealt with becomes an inescapable
political issue™® In this way, the shared vulnerability becomesitiigetus for some degree of

cooperation between perceived foes and allies.

He continues and demonstrates there are diffeegreds of violence interdependence.
For example, if one is threatened with a knife,gbeson who owns a spear has a spatial
advantage. Obviously, weapons technology haslgregbroved since the time of the spear, but
the principle of weapons superiority and who hasgbwer advantage is still relevant. Through
history we can see technological improvements aggb military hardware and strategy, and
author William McNeill inPursuit of Powertells how the commercialization of violence i th
industrial era fundamentally changed the world edpons through the introduction of deliberate
invention®® We can then follow the escalation of violenceidependence, tracing the pattern
of weapon improvements that makes the previousletesdrom the knife, to the spear, the bow,
the rifle, the machine gun, the tank, the bomlemtercontinental nuclear ballistic missiles.

Nuclear weapons, however, have fundamentally cldatigesecurity situation.

Deudney asserts that with the arrival of thermosarciveapons, the whole world has

created a dynamic relationship of violence thatitheome system of governance, which is

*"Ibid, 35.

%% Ipid.

% The concept of deliberate invention was when stsierted to produce weapons to meet a threahuanot
materialized yet. If a threat could be concepjuetinsidered then it had to be produced. Thistedea mutual
vulnerability among different nations and thus ticeynpeted to develop the weapon first. A primengple is the
weaponization of splitting the atom, compelled theted States to develop the Manhattan Projectrbefee Soviet
Union and Nazi Germany.
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currently arms control treatié$. The threat of nuclear war changed the materialeca of both
space and time, as the whole earth is threatenddha speed at which lives can be destroyed is
beyond historical comparisdh. This begs the question, how do political entitleal with this
violence interdependence? Currently, the institubf arms control, namely, the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and Nuclear Weapon Ffeaes (NWFZ) serve as examples of a
negarchic institution working to mitigate the nwlsecurity dilemma. And a shared nuclear

deterrent from NATO serves as the means by whielAtlantic nations defend themselves.

Violence interdependence is also the impetus fodibg structures across increasing
geo-spatial boundaries for perceived enemies died.alFor example, the threat of thermo-
nuclear war causes nations to take action to nitiee risk of this type of event from occurring,
for example there is a long history of arms contigileements between the U.S. and Soviet
Union/Russia, with the latest reductions of the &TATreaty signed in Prague in 20%0In this
way, the mutual vulnerability caused by the viokeiterdependence undergirds some type of
relationship, thus vulnerability becomes a means¢ate security binding structures. Deudney
challenges the conventional wisdom of most politscgentists, that violence is something to be
avoided and he recognizes that the material confexblence interdependence creates a shared
vulnerability which can become the motivation foma control. Experts agree that the current
arms control regime is a vast improvement frompfevious arms race and the policy of

mutually assured destructiéh.This shared vulnerability allows for agreementriitigate the

“0 DeudneyBounding Power244.

*L“NUKEMAP,” Restricted Datahttp://nuclearsecrecy.com/nukemap/. (accessed ep013)

“2 peter Baker and Dan Bilefsky, “Russia and U.SnSigclear Arms Reduction PacThe New York Timeapril
8, 2010, sec. World / Europe, http://www.nytimes¢2010/04/09/world/europe/09prexy.html. (accessell b,
2013)

3 George P. Shultz et al., “A World Free of Nuclédrapons, The Wall Street Jounalanuary 4, 2007,
http://disarmament.nrpa.no/wp-content/uploads/202&( WORLD_FREE.pdf. (accessed Feb 18, 2013).
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capacity for violence which creates an inherenanggc and thus a more stable political

structure.

This violence independence relationship engenders security binding among allies.
The common threat of nuclear conflagration createmlence interdependence relationship
between the countries of Europe and North Amergcanast countries are members of NATO.
Furthermore, the common NATO nuclear umbrella, te®a strategic security binding
relationship. The United States and the Soviebbmvere the only two countries to ever extend
a nuclear umbrella to other states. The differemae the Soviet Union would only extend it to
countries controlled by communist parties, whetbadJ.S. is committed to the country
regardless of what party is in charge. This isiguanuclear position of the United States which
benefits its allies and mitigates against nuclealifieration. This strategic binding creates a
line of commitment between countries on which ot lower levels operational, tactical
security binding can occur. In this way, the sggwwommunity can develop at all different
levels, from strategic defense with a common nudegerrent to operational binding e.g. NATO
member nations sending troops to Afghanistan.

NATO is often described as an alliance among natiBut | argue that because of the
violence interdependence relationship derived ftbencommon threat of thermonuclear war and
the proliferation of nuclear weapons, this commahegrability and subsequent nuclear security
agreements have fundamentally altered the reldtiprizetween nations with regard to state
sovereignty. Upon their arrival at the waning matseof World War 11** nuclear explosive

technology has fundamentally altered and raisedtidiees of politics and political science to

4 Although nuclear weapons did not materialize waftiér World War 11, they were conceptualized yganisr and
appeared in scientific journals in 1914.
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include the fate of civilization and potentiallyetfate of humankin& In a post-nuclear world,
each European member nation has forfeited a poofioiational sovereignty to NATO in
exchange for a common nuclear deterrent. The adib®s not desire to speculate on the degree
of sovereignty which is forfeited, only to highligthat a common nuclear deterrent has
ramification on national sovereignty. With the egtion of France, all NATO allies share the
nuclear deterrent. France maintains their ownpeddent nuclear deterrent, as a way to protect
national sovereignty. In the late 1960s, there agrowing understanding that true power
within NATO would exist among those countries thassessed nuclear weap8hdn 1968,
President Charles de Gaulle defended his decisipnrisue a French nuclear weapons program,
declaring that, "No country without an atomic bombcan consider itself independeft”.

France realized this aspect early and decided tbajone and was the fourth nation to join the
nuclear club®® In 2008, France decided to reintegrate with NARDtarily, but it still maintains

an independent nuclear program. | highlight thenEh case to show that relationship between a
country’s nuclear capability and perceived sovergig For the Czech Republic, however, they
have allocated a portion of their national sovergigo NATO.

Deudney’s concept of violence interdependence kgblerry’s security binding are
related and examining them together helps illungnleéir inherent relationship. First, Deudney
defines violence interdependence as the capac#ygtofs to do violent harm to one another.
With the threat of global thermal nuclear war, Wiele world is now bound in a violence

relationship. This means the violence interdeperodés an impetus for action or it is a material

“5 DeudneyBounding Power245.
“6 Hans Born, Bates Gill, and Heiner Hanggi, eB@yerning the Bomb: Civilian Control and Democratic
Accountability of Nuclear Weapof®xford University Press, USA, 2010), 105.
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“ Thomas C Reed and Danny B Stillm@he Nuclear Express: a Political History of the Boand its
Proliferation (Minneapolis: Zenith Press, 2009), 68.
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contextual force that cannot be escaped, and trerafust be dealt with. Consequently, if we
accept Deudney’s claim, then G. John Ikenberrytscept of security binding helps illuminate
the field and explain how violence interdependeatiféects the security relationship at a lower
levels. He defines security binding as a stratagyhich states tie themselves together in
economic and security institutions that mutuallpstoain one anothé?. Rather than pursuing a
policy of balancing by aggregating power to matgowerful state, insecurities can be
overcome by creating a common security institus®ri{ Security binding is a significant
improvement on commercial peace theory as it sigadlif incorporates binding the violence
capacity of individual polities. One of the bemitnfous examples is the integration and
combining of the German and French steel and caiaistries into the European Coal and Steel
Community. This was an attempt to bind together@®erman and French critical industries of
war thereby making war very difficult to executghis was the foundational precursor to the
modern European Union, a fact author Charles Kupeixalained in his booow Enemies
Become Friend3! This is an important strategic overview to understalt forced both
Germany and France to consider national defenaesupranational institution. Thus
membership and further integration of securityteslanstitutions into NATO is a critical force
that facilitates cooperation between nations.eglibs at the highest level of violence
interdependence, the nuclear threat, and it isutiirahis relationship that lower, less dangerous
levels of security cooperation can take place.

It is important to add that security binding algsa positive effect beyond mutual

restraint. It provides a marketplace of ideas @eslgns specifically relevant to the security

“9 |kenberry,Liberal Leviathan 183.

%0 |bid., 183-184.

*1 Charles KupcharHow Enemies Become Friends: The Sources of StaaleefPrinceton: Princeton University
Press, 2010).
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community in the arms and defense industrieshigway it stimulates design, growth and
improvement in the economy in general. It hasé@IdATO maintain an advantage by
harnessing the research, development, scientibavledge, and economic strength of each of its
members. A good example is how the technical ¢igeeof the Czech Army and armaments
industry had allowed the Czechs to play a leadirotee refurbishment of Soviet Mi-17 & Mi-

24 helicopters? The joint development of weapon platforms like floint Strike Fighter JSF-35
is another good example of the benefits of secliitgding as the programs is a combined effort
of 9 countries?

In conclusion, the author asserts that republiezairgty theory is the most accurate
theory to understand the current security enviramtraenong the Atlantic countries. The levels
of interdependency in fiscal policy, economic pglisut most importantly nuclear security and
general defense has fundamentally altered thagadllandscape between the U.S. and Europe;
thus republican security theory offers an excelfearhework to understand the complex

relationship.

*2L.om Praha Seeks to Repair US Helicopters, httpsilompraha.cz/en/news/e15-lom-praha-seeks-to-repai
helicopters. (accessed 3 March, 2013).

3 “F-35 Lightning: The Joint Strike Fighter Progra®®12 — 2013, Defense Industry Daily
https://www.defenseindustrydaily.com/f-35-lightnitige-joint-strike-fighter-program-2012-07501/. (essed
March 13, 2013).
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CHAPTER 2: Masaryk and the First Republic

American Catholic philosopher, journalist, noveletd diplomat Michael Novak notes
“It has been said that there has long been a pnofoaoral drive in Czech culture, seeking an
ever larger view of the humarf’.My claim is simple or as the Czechs and Slovaksldveay
jednoduché.As one example from Czech history, Masaryk hadeidible vision for the First
Republic and Europe as a whole—one that had mamiasities with Duedney’s republican
security theory. Ultimately, the Czech leadersifithe First Republic accepted a Prague-centric
hierarchy and thus dominated the Slovaks and Gesmlmthis section, | explore the Masaryk’
idealistic notions of identity, foreign relationsdahis deeper understanding of the Czech part in
history. Secondly, | examine the reality of wha First Republic manifested and why it

ultimately failed.

Masaryk is one of the few European national leadthss time, who held a
cosmopolitan worldview. Masaryk wrote, “The iddehamanity is the whole meaning of
national life. The programme (sic) of humanityegwsense to all our national striving and
legitimizes it. Humanity is our final national ahtstorical objective; it is our Czech
programme™’ In this statement, the essence of Masaryk'sisleapressed. Although the
world population is organized by means of diffeneationalities, his understanding of the Czech
identity is not held solely in opposition to anathation. For Masaryk, he strove to find the
unifying factor, which for him was the common hundentity. He could value his national
identity without forsaking his superordinate idgntais part of the human race. The conclusion

of World War | cemented his beliefs and reinforbésiperspective for liberty for others,

>4 Toméas Sedlgek, Economics of Good and Evil: the Quest for Econdveaning from Gilgamesh to Wall Street
(Oxford; New York: Oxford University Press, 201Iacket Cover.
**H. Gordon SkillingT.G. Masaryk: Against the Current, 1882-191&t ed. (Pennsylvania State Univ Pr, 1994), 6.
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“During the war is was evident to me that if we &&v gain our freedom, all the suppressed
nations must gain theirs®. In this way, Masaryk held three critical charaistics of identity: a
tempered national identity with an understandingisfhuman identity, and a concern for those

nations who were still oppressed and a willingriesso something about it.

As a student of Johann Herder, Masaryk recogrtizaid‘nations are the natural organs
of humanity”?” Herder posited that each nation has a uniqud™saad it lives within the
language, customs, and culture of the common fiikhis way, Herder influenced Masaryk to
see the world as a patchwork of diverse peopleasa¥/k held that the liberation of the nations
was just a “prerequisite.....the new cornerstoneafoew and better political foundation—for the

unity of the Europe and the world. He wrote,

History shows that the strengthening of nationelifey does not prevent the growth of
internationalism and internationalization. Truetimaalism is not opposed to
internationalism, but, we abhor those nationalisgpes who in the name of nationalism
oppress other nations.

In this way, Masaryk saw nations as the essentiigdibg blocks for a new political order which
should follow the pattern of the American foundirigke in the Philadelphian system, Masaryk
saw that in a supra-national federated politicalcgtire, the states become the subordinate
federal political units. The various sizes andrahteristics of the nations represents the
essential diversity, similarly important in all @rd of biological life. He presciently wrote,
“Humanity does not tend to uniformity, but to uriityHe clarifies this unity further, it is “not a
unity built on the cemetery of nations, whethegéaor small”. And this point is paramount, the

unique character of the diverse people groupsaseguved through distinct nations, and unity is

%% petr ZenklT. G. Masaryk and the Idea of European and WorldeFation.(Chicago: Distributed by
Czechoslovak National Council of America, 1955), 27
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achieved and sustained, as long as national igiefdis not supersede the common human

identity.

He saw broader meaning of the founding of the ripuals a first step toward a new
political order and arrangement in the region. Taechoslovak Declaration of Independence
states that “the new free nations of Central arstdfa Europe may easily federate should they
find it necessary®® And the document continues, “The foreign poliéyhe Czechoslovak
nation will accept its full share of responsibilitythe reorganization of Eastern Europe”. Here
one can see the Czech cosmopolitan outlook waslalfets time, having concern for the
reorganization of its neighbors as part of its iigmepolicy. Masaryk recognized that, “if we
were to gain our freedom, all the suppressed natioust gain theirs® Masaryk saw a
federated Europe as the best way to accomplistytabk

Masaryk wrote in the first few chaptersMéking of a Statethat his ideal would have
been a federated Austfid.Along with Czech historian FrantiSek Palackyjrigally shared the
view that an Austrian federation could serve asunterbalance to both Pan-German (Prussian)
and Pan-Russian imperialisth.But he concluded that an Austrian federation wdwdve been
two small and he had already determined, Euro@evdsole needed to be unified. Furthermore,
Masaryk questioned the sincerity of the Austridierofo federalize in 1918 He wrote,

“Europe emphatically tends toward continental oigation”®* In this way, Masaryk

recognized that Europe, as a whole not a dividedient, needed to be federated.

%9 Czechoslovak Declaration of Independence,
http://dspace.library.cornell.edu/bitstream/1813&21/Founding_of_Czechoslovakia_1918-1924.pdf (ss@e Jan.
10, 2013)

6 7Zenkl, T. G. Masaryk and the Idea of European and WorldeFation 28.

1T, G Masaryk and Henry Wickham Sted@the Making of a State; Memories and Observatiof$411918 (New
York: Frederick A. Stokes Co., 1927).

%2 petr ZenklT. G. Masaryk and the Idea of European and WorldeFation,1955, 16.
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Masaryk was more than an idealist and he tookipaliand diplomatic action toward a
more unified Europe. As the new and first presiddrCzechoslovakia, he alongside Eduard
Benes inspired and constructed an alliance of Danubtates called the Little Entente. He
accurately predicted the potential reemerging tirean Germany as “he envisioned a Danubian
block that could counter a resurgent GermahyThis alliance, ultimately a failure, was a way
that France could ally with Czechoslovakia to dsthla second front should war break out with
Germany and to check Hungary’'s revanchist actions.

Western powers, including Masaryk, envisionembadon sanitaireof the newly formed
states stretching from the Baltic to Adriatic am@re comprehensive way to abet Pan-German
Mittleeuropaand Soviet communism from the e¥stHistorian Lonnie Johnson documents that
thecordon sanitairedid not work. The various states had distincthecoies, at different stages
of development with weak or non-existent middlessks, and, in most cases, there was a
tendency towards political polarization given thvemll atmosphere created by competing
ideologies: Fascism and Bolshevi8§mDespite good relations with the UK, France ared th
United States, Czechoslovakia had poor relationis vproximate neighbors. It had sizable
German and Hungarian minorities which caused cotioten They also had territorial disputes
with Poland causing tension between the centrabfiean neighbor®

It is here that you see that main failure of thestHRepublic and with European security
arrangements at the time. Despite the allianbesl.¢ague of Nations, amdrdon sanitaire

these agreements did not create a material detenr@m integrated common defense which

% petr ZenklT. G. Masaryk and the Idea of European and WorldeFation.(Chicago: Distributed by
Czechoslovak National Council of America, 1955), 29

% Lonnie JohnsorCentral Europel: Enemies, Neighbors, Friendslew York: Oxford University Press, 1996),
197.
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could check German resurgence. This aspect dematessthe validity of republican security
theory and the importance of the trans-Atlanti&.lift was not until after WWII when the
United States committed to European security.orRol WWII, notably absent was a European
wide security arrangement and a trans-Atlantic, imkmely the U.S. This came after WWII for
Western Europe and after 1989 for Central Eurdidgs supports the main theme of this thesis
that the European-Atlantic relationship is crititalanswering the security question.

Masaryk recognized the important role America ptayeEurope. He envisioned a
Europeanization and Americanization reciprocitye Wrote, “The fact that so called
Americanism is invading Europe does not matter. hA\&e been ‘Europeanizing’ America for
several centuries, and they have the right to dstime™’ It should be noted the Masaryk
stated this fact long before the Second World Wartae U.S. Marshall Plan. Unlike many of
his European contemporaries, he realized Europlel ot get along without America. His
perspective was confirmed correct with World WarHe hoped that a European federation
would eventually lead to the closest alliance betwaAmerica and Europe. Masaryk realized
that the cradle of any supra-national federatioarganization was America and he considered
the League of Nations as a continuation of the AcaerRevolution in the international field and
a step toward the realization of a United Statath@World?® Clearly, Masaryk’s views were

prescient preceding the expansion of Fascism, Neaad Bolshevism into Europe.

Masaryk’s model for a new Europe was based onrdenrstanding of America. At the
conclusion of World War I, U.S. president Woodrovildn, the consummate idealist, presented

his vision for a newly arranged world in the Leag@i®&ations. Masaryk knew that such an

% Zenkl, T. G. Masaryk and the Idea of European and Worldefation 17.
1pid, 35.
™ pid, 17.
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organization was essential to secure a small stM#saryk agreed with Wilson’s £4oint in

the planned League of Nations that, “a generalaason of nations must be created securing
material and political independence and territdrigdgrity for great and small states aliké”.
But the League of Nations failed. First, it becaandanstrument for the Allies to punish the
losers of the war. Second, it did not includeltimited States or Soviet Union, who were the
only powers that could check Germany’s imperialairBut the U.S. did not want to embroll

themselves in European conflicts and without ULh8oivement the League was doomed to fail.

A federated view of Europe required a differentwiteward national sovereignty and
Masaryk held a more progressive view toward sogetgi Masaryk knew that the sovereignty
of a small state was already in decline. Masargitey “Sovereignty is relative, since the
economic and cultural interdependency of natiomgasving. Even the great states are
dependent on the other statés'Masaryk felt that small nations in a federatedcttire will
have a veto against power politics, and thus hgladederation as a form of protection.
Conversely, it would protect the more powerful ssafrom being overly ambitious and
aggressive. Masaryk felt that only absolute steé@sbe completely sovereign and he did not
regret the decline of absolute state sovereigntyea®cognized it produced unbridled hierarchal
power. He recognized the interdependency of stsesstep toward democratizing and supra-
state organization. This was contrary to Germditigad philosophy of power politics of his

day.

In the end, Masaryk had an incredible vision foileav Europe. The First Republic of

Czechoslovakia was just thatfist somewhat poor attempt at a democracy in a corttinen

72 1 i
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3 The political cartoon at the conclusion of thistan captures this sentiment.
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tending toward National Socialism and fascism. &y is to highlight the congruency of
Masaryk’s political philosophy and foreign policytivDeudney’s Philadelphian system and
republican security theory. Masaryk’s ideas sofamailiar to a modern day liberal idealist.
Despite Masaryk’s recognition for a need for a swarital federated security arrangement, he
could not make it happen. Europe still had WWH éime Cold War in its future, and the United
States was not interested in making commitmenEutope. On the international scene, the
small republic of Czechoslovakia and the notioigraces could not check the pending
autocratic power structure of a resurgent Germaitys fact is supports Deudney’s assertion
that liberal democracies must be unified in a fatezt security structure to secure themselves. In
this way, the shared virtues can create cooperétancan be translated into material assets that
can be used to enforce and uphold common valuespiie his for a federated Europe,
Masaryk’s First Republic turned into a Prague-dated centralized state. He felt, in post war
conflict, autonomy for the Germans and Slovaks wdnave threatened the integrity of the
republic. This fact supports Deudney’s theory liseahreats to liberty come from both anarchy
and hierarchy. In a hypothetical federated stmggtthe Slovaks and the Germans would have

had true political representation. In the nextise¢ | examine the failure of the First Republic.
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Those already familiar with the history of the mgare well aware that the nature of the
First Republic wasnanifestlynot a federated structure. Historian, James Feldtes, “It was a
centralized state run from Prague, which createpk famounts of animosity”. In this next
section, | depart from the previously section whdeused on the international aspect of
Masaryk and the First Republic and | focus on themelstic aspects of the First Republic. | arrive
at four main conclusions. Masaryk refused to recagthe Slovak nation and instead insisted
that the true national identity was Czechoslov8kcond, the Slovak economy suffered as it was
forced to compete with the Bohemian economy. Thirdre were religious differences that
manifested in major different political understargi. Lastly, the failure to provide true
autonomy and adhere to the Pittsburgh Agreemenemalifficult for Slovaks to trust Czech

intentions.

The Czech economy was more advanced and this coateadi the new republic. First, an
influx of Czechs complicated the labor force inv&lkia. By 1930, over 100,000 Czech
“immigrants” had come to Slovakia.Tensions began to arise as they secured stdisesjech
as postman or a rail worker, positions which maaygyable Slovaks could fill. Moreover, as the
administration of Slovakia changed from Budape®rague, it required trained personnel to
establish an orderly rule and thus Czechs domirthese positions as well. Felak documents
that, “Prague-based political parties were awartlege posts to their supporters as patronage”

and approximately 21,828 Czechs were employechtostate apparatifs.

There were further differences between the Czectdle Slovaks. The Czechs had

benefited from years of Austrian capital investmarBohemia, and had developed an advanced

5 James Ramon Felakt the Price of the Republic Hlinka's Slovak People’s Party, 1929-19@8ittsburgh:
University of Pittsburgh Press, 1994), 20.
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economy and industry, whereas in pre-war Hungagygthvernment subsidized and protected the
less developed Slovak economy. This made it diffifor the Slovaks to compete against the

highly developed, efficient, and more profitableeClz industry’

There were pronounced religious differences. @&lthh both majorities of Czechs and
Slovaks were Catholic, anticlerical ideas were fcatty nonexistent in Slovakia, while the
opposite was true in the Czech laffti§ he Hussite tradition and Czech Reformation pdagye
major role in the shaping Czech national idensfpgcifically the beliefs of Masaryk. Felak
writes, “Nationalistic and historical factors helpereate a particularly sharp form of
anticlericalism among Czech&".In Slovakia, the Catholic identity also had @sty
nationalistic relationship and was used to orgapeple politically. Furthermore, the majority
of the Slovak intelligentsia came from the minorigigion, the Slovak Lutherans, and this fact
further complicated the situatidh.This created a perception that the Slovak imfetitsia were
actually in collusion with the Prague-based autlgairucture. In general, the Catholic and

Protestant distinction was significant.

The most salient contention between Masaryk an&lbveaks was the failure to adhere
to the Pittsburgh Agreement. The Pittsburgh Agreemnwvas a nonbinding agreement signed by
Masaryk and the Slovak League of America, the C2¢ational Alliance, and the Federation of
Czech Catholics. The Slovak nationalists consitiéne agreement as a promise of good-faith
by Masaryk that they would enjoy autonomy in the€mwslovak statd. The agreement helped

Masaryk demonstrate to Western leaders that lemats to create a Czechoslovak state had the

" bid, 23.
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8 1pid, 22.
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support of the Slovaks. Masaryk needed to present the Czechs and Slowdke Allied

powers as one nation, because otherwise they magtgtccept their claim to independence.

One of the main potential problems of the new staee the approximately 3 million
Sudeten Germans in the Czech lands who made usténtuarter of the populatidh.These
Germans represented a political problem as theg we&onsolidated voting bloc. In some areas,
they formed almost the entire population. Masaylnted on the 15% Slovak population to
counter balance the German minority, while in netilme Czechs supported Slovaks against
Magyars. Masaryk succeed in getting Slovak suppaitfailed to hold to the spirit of the
Pittsburgh Agreement and did not push for comm@etenomy for Slovakia. He argued it was
agreement between ethnic groups in the United Stateit was not binding on the new state in

Europe®

It could be argued that since the Czech histoones of being dominated by outside

powers, the interwar period offered the situationeverse.

It is no surprise that the Czechs, who were inpgst the greatest proponents of
autonomy, are not interested in this issue any mdhe reasons are obvious. Now they
themselves are at the heart of the country, theyrobthe central institutions and have
almost the entire legislative and executive powetheir hands?

The fact that the most common demand of Slovakreumists was parity of representation of

Czechs and Slovaks in the central administrati@hianhe organs of the government in Prague

% bid.
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supports this claim. As late as 1938, only 123a#.it0,825 state official positions were

occupied by Slovak nationdls.

When we consider Prague domination, economic digiaes factors, and the collective
tension caused by the Pittsburgh Agreement, thegsects of the relationship created an
animosity that did not resolve until 1993 with telvet Divorce. Many of Masaryk’s ideas
parallel the ideas of Deudney’s republican secuhigpry, and show his contribution as a
thinker. But in the design of the First Repubtiwas different. Masaryk’s decided against a
federated structure in the First Republic. Thengla of the First Republic demonstrates the
need for negarchic and compound structures to ckeek the milder forms of hierarchy. In the
end, the Czechs and the Slovaks belonged in a Eaneorth American federation just not a

Czech and Slovak one.

% bid.
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CHAPTER 3: Czech Republicin the NATO Security Community

In the last section, | examine the foreign poli¢yhe former Czechoslovakia 1989- 1992
and of the Czech Republic from 1993-present. rharily look through the security lens using
Deudney’s republican security theory and Ikenbersgcurity binding. | seek to determine
whether these theories are helpful in explaininggbzoreign policy during these time periods.
First, | show how the Czechs are keen to haveoagtink with the United States, as historically
European allies have been unreliable. This supfmmth Deudney’s and lkenberry’s claim of
U.S. importance in the global order, and more spadly in the Atlantic order. Second, | show
how Czechoslovakia took significant steps to refasmilitary, to align itself with democratic
traditions, and to address the civil-military quesst This part fits with Deudney’s theoretical
framework because it emphasizes federated seaurdapgements and lkenberry’s security
binding structures. In the end, | conclude and/jol®evidence to show that the Czech Republic
is firmly established in the Atlantic security comnity and within the European Union.

The Czechs felt betrayed by the decision at Munithis betrayal reinforced the idea
that European security is inadequate and, thereboitside support was necessary. | examine
two quotes from two different British statesmarilltaminate my point. First, following the
Allied victory of World War 1, the British prime mister expressed his appreciation for the
Czech contribution to the war effort. He specificanentioned the contributions of the
Czechoslovak Legions and assured Masaryk, thedamaisof the new state, that their sacrifice
would not be forgotten. He wrote on September 9181

On behalf of the British War Cabinet | send you beartiest congratulations on the

striking successes won by the Czechoslovak fogaast armies of Germans and

Austrian troops in Siberia. The story of the aduess and triumphs of this small army
is, indeed, one of the greatest epics of historyur. ¥iation has rendered inestimable
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service to Russia and to the Allies in their stiegg free the world from despotism; we
shall never forget it/

But when you compare future Prime Minister Nevilleamberlin’s comments regarding
Germany'’s desire to annex the Sudetenland in 1i©88seals a collective political amnesia of
the Czech and Slovak sacrifices. To secure whaahed “peace in our time”, Chamberlin
sought to distance himself from the problem.

How horrible, fantastic, incredible it is that whauld be digging trenches and trying on

gas-masks here because of a quarrel in a far-awaytty between people of whom we

know nothing. It seems still more impossible thquarrel that has already been settled

in principle should be the subject of wAr.
When one considers the Soviet invasion in 1968 laysatv Pact allies, it is reasonable to
understand why the Czechs desired to have a cbusrity relationship with the United States.
There are numerous examples in th® @éntury where the Czechs learned to not fullyttrus
European collective security guarantees. The LeafiNations and the corresponding policies
of the United Kingdom and France—and the Uniteddyatat the present time, were essentially
collective security—seeking common interest amogimakcracies and non-democracies. They
failed because they lacked the means by whichracbald be taken to secure common values,
resist an aggressor, or enforce the collective Wwillithout a system to intervene, collective
security was reduced to ideological lip service.

Common defense, which is the policy of NATO, isaafentirely different order, namely
an attack on one is an attack on all. The insitubf NATO has evolved beyond just a treaty
and has fundamentally transformed into a secudtyraunity united by values and material

security binding structures. Moreover, NATO has thpacity to successfully manage, organize,

and effect military assets from 28 member countri4th the capability to act, NATO member

8 Masaryk and Steed@he Making of a State; Memories and Observatiof$441918, 276.
8 JohnsonCentral Europe 210.
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countries have to be able to discuss interestpaadtize, which is the current challenge. Peter
Beinart writes,

“Talking about threats makes us feel tough anditgjlabout values make us feel

virtuous, but only talking about interests’ foraesto acknowledge the limits of our

ability to be either tough or virtuous. This distfort with the language of interest is a

symptom of America’s post-Cold War inability toqgpiiize”. 3
Thus, the Czechs desired NATO membership to guseamftederated common security
agreement with their proximate European neighbdmrsmost importantly it was a critical link to
the United States. lkenberry writes that, “Amesammitment to NATO carries with it the
power of supreme command over the combined alliforoes—and within the organization, the
United States is ‘first among equal§®"The Czechs recognized that American leadership wa
important, and NATO was and is the means to seb@mselves.

Following the Velvet Revolution in 1989, Czechoslkia set out to solve the security
guestion. With the collapse of the totalitariaginee and the subsequent collapse of the Warsaw
Treaty Organization (WTO) in 1991, Czechoslovakasween toeturn to Europé' and sought
integration with European institutions, namely, NA&nd the European Economic
Community®? Prague was anxious to reunite with the Westjtbwés not without challenges.

One of the legacies of the WTO military structurasvprepositioning of Soviet troops
and equipment in Warsaw Pact countries. This was#ise with Czechoslovakia. As part of

the WTO, Czechoslovakia was key terrain in the 8odefense strategy. From the Soviet

perspective, Czechoslovakia represented a “corriglmring from Germany straight into the

8 peter Beinart, “The Beautiful Lie of American Omoience, National Journal(2010): 8.

% |kenberry,Liberal Leviathan 111.

I There is debate on whether Central Europeans evenereally part of Europe. | will not addresssttuipic in this
thesis, rather | will assume they were.

92 The European Economic Community and European Canitynwere both pre-cursors the European Union.
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Soviet Union"®® In 1968, after the Prague Spring had sought toamize communism, the
Soviet Union invaded and occupied Czechoslovakih fiwe divisions and support troops.
After the revolution, the Czechoslovak governmeanted to deal with and remove the Soviet
troops still stationed on Czechoslovak soil. The sides came to a solution and in February of
1990, they signed the Treaty on the Withdrawal @fi& Troops from Czechoslovakia.The
last trainload of 1,653 soldiers, civilian persorared dependents chugged across the border
crossing on 25 June 1982
Another legacy effect of communism was a tainteéatienship between the military and
civil society. In comparison to western polititabught, Lenin had a different doctrine of war.
William Odom shows how Lenin inverted military thiesh Carl von Clausewitz in order to
achieve his aim. Military professionals underst@ausewitz’s theory of war as an extension of
politics. It is the violent means to accomplispaditical goal. Lenin saw the inverse, writes
Odom,
“In borrowing from Clausewitz, Lenin actually inted Clausewitz’s theory—turned him
on his head, just as Marx claimed to have donedgdH by basing politics on war
(revolution) instead of war on politics. War, foenin, was not just the continuation of
politics by other means, it was the essence ofigglidomestic and internationaf®
In this way, war and revolution were essentialdetting up the perfect political state,
namely, a communist one. Thus under communism etizslovakia, the military had a

pronounced role in all of society. The Marxist-irest ideology had to be removed from the

Czechoslovak army.

% Andrew A. Michta,East Central Europe after the Warsaw Pact: Secubitgmmas in the 1990&reenwood
Press, 1992), 58.

% Eduard StehlikThe Heart of the ArmgMinistry of Defense of the Czech Republic, 20G8),

% Charles T. Powers, “Czechs Keep Chins Up as Soliave: Pullout: Men Are Shorn of Beards They Began
Growing 23 Years Ago to Protest the Invasidm’$ Angeles Timedune 25, 1991, http://articles.latimes.com/1991-
06-25/news/mn-1335_1_soviet-union. (accessed Z2ar2(i 3).

% william E Odom,The Collapse of the Soviet Militatillew Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1998), 113,
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The communist regime in Czechoslovakia was onbefiost brutal regimes in East Central
Europe. The close association between the armytencdommunist party apparatus created a
substantial trust deficit in society. Restoring thvil-military relationship was critical as it &
hallmark of a modern democratic society and woaktare trust in the military. Led by Vaclav
Havel, the Civic Forufff demanded for the restructuring of the Czechoslondikary and that
the military be placed under legitimate democratidian control?® Then Prime Minister
Ladislav Adamec agreed to meet those demands abedam to implement reforms for the
army.

The desire to join NATO served as the motivationeform the military. The
membership process for accession into NATO helpedzechs resolve the civil-military
relationship and make other changes. The memipepsbcess forced the Czech government to
restructure their civil-military relationship based five principles.

1. Willingness to settle international, ethniceaternal territorial disputes by peaceful means,
commitment to the rule of law and human rights, dachocratic control of armed forces.

2. Elected civilian government’s ability to conuiiie to the organization's defense and missions
3. Devotion of sufficient resources to armed forimebe able to meet the commitments of
membership

4. Security of sensitive information, and safegsansuring it

5. Compatibility of domestic legislation with NATEoperation.

NATO used a specifically tailored Membership Aati®lan (MAP) as the mechanism for the
Czech Republic to make changes to their politioal military structures in order to meet the
standards of a prospective NATO member.

As Czechoslovakia transitioned to democracy, iluded a comprehensive defense

reform for the national Czechoslovak army. At tinise, the Czechoslovak army was the second

" The Civic Forum was a political movement in thee€lz part of Czechoslovakia, established during/gteet
Revolution in 1989. Vaclav Havel founded and leel drganization, whose purpose was to unify thie ant
authoritarian forces in Czechoslovakia and to dwekt the communist regime.

% Michta, East Central Europe after the Warsaw Pakt9.
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largest in East Central Europe A major objective of military reform was the retion of
personnel and equipment. During 1990-1993, thdyaed personnel from 200,000 to
140,000'° Right away, Czechoslovaks decreased their defgreseding (1989-11.3 billion
USD, 1990-9.8 billion USD, 1991- 6.5 billion). Thgettisoned old equipment and started to
work toward building a smaller, highly mobile armipresently, the ACR has reduced itself from
a force of over 200,000 to a much smaller force&000. Today, the ACR are a 100%
professional force with the last conscripts leawimg service in 2004

As the former communist army made the transitiodgmocracy, it required dismissing
of communist ideology along with certain positioasd lustration of certain leaders. The army
had to be depoliticized; for example, they elim@uball political instruction and replaced
political officers with priests®> Odom documents that political officers in the coumist armies
were some of the sharpest and were highly consabtine control and sway of the party’s
ideology’®® From personal experience working with the Czeahyaformer political officers
still hold an intangible essence of power withia trganization. In contrast to Poland, the
Czechs did not ban outright all political activibyt military personnel were not allowed to
campaign directly for political parties. Seekinganplete break from communism, the
Czechoslovak federal parliament voted to renaméGzechoslovak People’s Army” simply
“the Czechoslovak Army*®*

By 1991, Czechoslovakia’s foreign policy moved avirayn antiquated bloc structures

and was redirected toward principles of common sigcand pan-Europeanism. Under the

¥ bid, 121.

190 g,

101 Stehlik, The Heart of the Army4.

192 Mmichta, East Central Europe After the Warsaw Paki8.
193 0dom,The Collapse of the Soviet military5.

194 Michta, East Central Europe After the Warsaw Pak18.
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leadership of Foreign Minister Jiri Dienstbier, §ua was able to articulate their position in a
future European security system. Dienstbier wisraer dissident, signatory of Charter 77, and
the founder of an underground newspaper Lidové No{People’s News)—now an important
Czech Daily*®® Dienstbier wanted to “transfer security on thextient from a bloc basis to an
all-European oné®°and this included the long-term goal of creatingamfederated Europe, a
Europe of regions” bound together by common econ@nd security interests. He was initially
cool to NATO, calling it and the Warsaw Pact “vges of the old confrontation” and instead he
advocated “a new security structure based on thide@ence on Security and Cooperation in
Europe (CSCE), embracing everybody in Europe, hadUnited State¥”’

As the president of the newly formed and liberaeeéchoslovak Republic, Vaclav
Havel initially envisioned a strictly European setguarrangement. He envisaged a pan-
European collective security arrangement basett@midel of the Office of Security
Cooperation Europe (OSCE) and undergirded by comwva@res for human rights as outlined in
the Helsinki Accords. Havel had deemed that vhgndissolution of the Warsaw Pact, it would
mean a similar dissolution of NATO. Havel change&mind in 1991 and adopted a policy that
emphasized NATO membership first, while still ratag the OSCE. Havel capitulated
recognizing that NATO would stay on, “progress toivehnis vision will probably be more
complicated than it originally seemed to B&.He concluded, “his nation attached great

significance...to its cooperation with the North Atlie Alliance,” while recognizing that it

1954Jiri Dienstbier: A Czech’s CareerThe Economistttp://www.economist.com/node/17911256. (accedaed
13, 2011)

19 Michta, East Central Europe after the Warsaw Paki1.

97 David S YostNATO Transformed: The Alliance’s New Roles in imégional SecuritfWashington, DC: United
States Institute of Peace Press, 1998), 48.

1% 1bid., 49.
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could not ‘become a regular member of NATO fortinee being”!*® OSCE also remained and
Prague became the location of the OSCE secretariat.

In 1993, Czechoslovakia split into two independwations the Czech Republic and the
Slovak Republic. From the Slovak point of viewegylwere often underestimated, discriminated
against, underused in state administration andrgiynéreated as a junior partner by the
Czechs:*® Moreover, their first independent state was aeglin 1939, when Father Jozef Tiso
met and came to an agreement with Adolf Hitlerifolependence in March 1939, months after
the decision at Munich. Thus, as a nation, thest findependent” status came from an
agreement with Hitler, a historical fact that corogled their relationship with the Czechs. After
the revolution, some Slovak nationalists continteedling to the Tiso regime to legitimate their
demands for independence, which complicated thatsin more-** Slovakia achieved its
independence on Jan 1, 1993 as both prime minigtariav Klaus and Vladimir Mgar agreed
to the dissolution of the two republics in what#led the Velvet Divorce.

In the end, Slovaks had to experience the conseggeasf nationalism under the
leadership of Vladimir M&ar, who led them through a turbulent 1990s. Haveunder
international pressure, a massive 84% of Slovakiafsulation turned out to vote and soundly
defeat Meiar in 19982 This election turned the page on nationalismranded Slovakia
toward greater European integration. But the $@iped the Czechs distance themselves from
the Slovaks, and focus on Czech reforms.

Thus for the Czechs, the 1990s, even after theigdi993, were a decade of hard work

in which they took steps toward NATO membership famther European integration. To date

199 hid.

10 Musil and Central European Universifjhe End of Czechoslovakia

1 Robin H. E Shepherd;zechoslovakia: the Velvet Revolution and Beyétalindsmills; New York: Macmillan
Press]; St. Martin’s Press, 2000), 132.

2 1bid., 149.
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there has been a certain pattern to how post-constngtates integrate into the broader European
community. As | outlined in the theoretical franww, both Deudney and Ikenberry agree that
the security solution precedes all other dimensidrtge evidence supports their claim. When |
compare the dates of accession of numerous cosiinttethe two premier European institutions,
we see that NATO membership precedes the EU memper$his fact finds confluence with
republican security theory as the important viokemterdependence relationship must be

addressed first.

Country NATO EU
Czech Republic, Poland, 1999 2004
Hungary

Romania, Bulgaria 2004 2007
Croatia, Albania 2009 2013

On March 1999, the Czech Republic took the histstiep and became a NATO member
country. Since 1999-present, the Czech Repubsghaved themselves as capable and willing
partners in the Alliance—see appendix A for adisthe foreign missions of ACR. Furthermore,
the Czech Republic has contributed to expedition@sgions under the leadership of the EU and
the United Nations—also see Appendix A.

A successful aspect of NATO membership is the beokdlivision of labor and burden
sharing. One of the most expensive aspects ohdefare the creation, storage, and maintenance
of nuclear weapons systems. In this way, along ustrole as a common deterrent, the shared
NATO nuclear umbrella is an economic benefit tonadimbers. When the Czech Republic
acquired membership into NATO in 1999, their memsbgr guaranteed them the security of the
NATO nuclear deterrent? Furthermore, the 36Command, Control and Surveillance Brigade

of the ACR is integrated into NATO'’s air defensstsyn providing air space radar surveillance

113t should be noted that the same day the CzechiitiepPoland, and Hungary joined NATO, the Atlanti
alliance went to war for the first time againsti8er
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over the territory of the Czech Republic and beyomd2008, the Czech political leadership
expended considerable political capital to convitheepopulation to support the Bush
Administration’s plan for a ballistic missile defan(BMD) radar facility in the Czech Republic.
This system was subsequently cancelled in 2010t btil demonstrated the Czech desire for
integrated security structures, specifically whike tUnited States. In republican security theory,
solving the nuclear question is paramount, andCtiechs see their participation within NATO
security structures as their solution. | highligtg Czechs’ willingness to participate on nuclear
related issues as not all European allies arengilio host nuclear weapons or even host
supporting systems, i.e radar or BMD on their teryi***

NATO membership offers nations the opportunityaatcibute a niche capability which
benefits the whole Alliance. For the Czechs, thywide NATO with a handful of critical niche
capabilities. The Czech Republic is home to theribal Biological Radiological Nuclear
Centre of Excellence. This center is dedicatedhfmroving the professional competency of
officers of the ACR, NATO, Partnership for Peact#P(Pand other domestic and integration
emergency responders responsible for the planmdgreanaging of Nuclear Biological
Chemical protective and decontamination meastres.

Another niche capability of the ACR is expertisdraining Joint Tactical Air Combat
Controllers (JTAC). The JTAC serves as the “egre ears” on the ground directing fire
support. The Czechs have developed this tactiqerése and they have military training areas
which allow low level flight and the use of variotypes of munitions. All members of the

alliance can benefit from these resources and dépebthrough coordination and training

14 Oliver Meier, “Germany Pushes for Changes in NAT®uclear Posture Arms Control Now: The Blog of the
Arms Control Associatigrhttp://armscontrolnow.org/2012/03/14/germany-m@ssfor-changes-in-natos-nuclear-
posture/. (accessed June 1, 2012).

15The Czech Republic and Its Professional Armed Eofeiest English Edition (Ministry of Defenseof tizech
Republic, 2006), 123.
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exercises. These niche capabilities allow a snaibn to contribute their expertise to the
Alliance. When you consider that each NATO couptigvides various niche capabilities, one
can begin to understand the tremendous advantdgies NATO security community.
Furthermore, NATO helps bridge the gap and integnational systems through standardization
and provides command and control systems that @age multi-national components.

The Czechs provide the NATO security community veatacy expertise from when
they were integrated into the Soviet security syst®uring the communist era, member
countries of the Warsaw Pact used Soviet desiggegment. Some of that equipment is still in
use today. Probably the most salient examplesi®\#-47, but a close second and my focus are
the Mi. series helicopters. Their good flight daeristics, durable construction, easy
maintenance, variability and affordable price mtieam historically the most popular helicopter.
The Mi-17 and Mi-24 helicopters are still in actiservice in the Czech Republic’'s army and in
many other NATO member countries, specifically ferfdvarsaw Pact members. In addition,
the United States maintains a sizeable fleet os#ties helicopters?

The Czech Republic has taken a lead role in thebishing the helicopters and training
of the personnel. Since 2009, it has been therlatidn of the NATO Hip Helicopter Task
Force initiative, which is tasked with directingetbooperation of countries equipped with Mi-
family helicopters. Since August 2011, the Czdwnge been training and preparing Afghan
pilots at the Air Training Centre in Pardubice, Gz&epublic. At the NATO summit in
Chicago, NATO agreed that members will not crelagér town isolated helicopter capacities, but
rather will affiliate and cooperate to find a commewlution. Beneficial for the Czechs, NATO

is considering revamping the existing Air Traini@gntre to become a multinational aviation

18 hitp://www.defense.gov/contracts/contract.aspxfectid=4547, (accessed Mar. 6, 2013).

50



training center for NATO. Such a decision wouldan an enhanced role for the Czech
Republic.

This is a prime example of security binding. Ihigs numerous nations to one table to
discuss and find a solution for rotary wing suppothe Alliance. Interestingly enough, it brings
Russia to the table too. The Russians designese thecraft and there are licensing agreements
that must be honored with regard to repair pa@s/en that the relationship between Russia and
NATO can be tense, even a small level of cooperatam be beneficial. Lastly, there are also
simple economic benefits. The construction ofa feility will be a significant boost to the
local economy, creating a regular influx of soldidrrough the training facility needing basic
services.

Probably one of the clearest signs that the CzeguBlic is fully rooted in NATO is the
integration of the Czech Special Forces at the nestablished NATO Special Operations Force
(SOF) Headquarters. Given the nature of theintngi and capabilities, special operations forces
are typically the type of units that most nations rluctant to share. In the past, the Czechs and
the U.S. had cooperated mostly in a bilateral i@tahip with regard to SOF exchanges. For
example, the 601Special Force Group served three rotations assign®peration Enduring
Freedom under U.S. leadership in Afghanistan. Hewe) 2011, the Czechs deployed two 100-
man rotations to Afghanistan under the leadershthenewly created NATO SOF Command.
This example is telling. It shows a greater wdlress on the Czech part to trust the NATO

security community for command leadership, everr ageprized SOF community.

ENDURING FREEDOM 612 ACR 3/2002 - 6/2003

Anti-terrorist operation Afghanistan
ENDURING FREEDOM 120 ACR 3 -8/2004
601st Special Forces Group Afghanistan
ISAF 2 X 100ACR 6/2011 - 6/2012
Special Forces Afghanistan
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The NATO SOF command structure has been successinifying NATO’s SOF community
for a more effective fight against terrorism. Ptio the establishment of NATO SOF
Headquarters, there was a lack of consistencyaofitrg and capability among the
unconventional forces deployed to Afghanistanelidve the creation of the NATO SOF
headquarters has significant meaning.

First, lets us consider the end of the Second Wdd. Given the nature of the war, the
idea of linking France’s and Germany'’s steel industas perfectly relevant. The idea of
binding the two nation’s ability to create the nugtks of warfare served its purpose and it laid
the foundation for the European Union. Deudngyed, among others, however, that the
fundamental nature of warfare and national milifaoyver has shifted away from convention
threats capabilities and towards unconvention&atsrand unconventional capabilities. This is
why the establishment of the NATO SOF Headquaggrdkits successful deployment in
Afghanistan is so important. It created a secubityling structure which unites national
unconventional warfare assets under the NATO urzbrébiven the asymmetrical nature of the
threats we face, NATO SOF Headquarters may beakguccess, which in time may belong
among the rank of European Steel and Coal Community

In conclusion, the Czech Republic has firmly plariteemselves in the European security
and economic community. Despite a historical d&tof European allies, the Czechs continue
to move forward with trust and participation in Bpean institutions. It seems Masaryk’s vision
of a secure Europe and America has come closeunith. The undergirding security
relationship of NATO has created a common defensesirong economic and other institutional

ties among the member states. In comparisonailezifattempts of European collective defense
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i.e. Little Entente, League of Nations, the failateMunich, and the Soviet military sinew of the
Warsaw Pact holding up their imperial tisSddave all found their way to the trash bin of
history. However, NATO has transformed itself, @sda member of NATO, the Czechs have
successfully transformed their Army from a blocteeed bureaucratic jobs program to a
modern, professional, expeditionary force. Althotigere are still issues of corruptitii they
have addressed the often troublesome civil-militafgtionship. Accession into NATO and the
EU has created the impetus for a successful mjilttansformation and greater economic
blossoming for the Czech nation. These conclusi@msonstrate substantial linkages which
indicates that republican security theory is are&at theory for analysis of the Czech
Republic. Maybe one small difference, it's thel&delphian system masquerading as the
Brussels’s system.

Throughout this monograph, | have jumped back anith from the Czech lands to
America. In conclusion, it seems fitting to britinge two together and connect a philosophical
line from Prague to Philadelphia. Thomas Jeffexdaimed that the U.S. Declaration of
Independence was not just a gift to the U.S. lgiftdo mankind. Deudney has carried the torch
to give us the Philadelphia system and republiezargty theory which helped tie Europe to
North America together. Perhaps Thor@asrigue''® Masaryk is the great place to end, for

Masaryk said, Humanity tends toward Unity, not uniformity”.

117 Christopher D. JoneSoviet Influence in Eastern Europe: Political Autary and the Warsaw Pafraeger
Publishers Inc, 1981), ix.
Uhitp://www.transparency.cz/hodnoceni-ceske-repyhitiklexu-vnimani-korupce-cpi-2012-od/, (accessed. N,
2013).

19 Masaryk loved to sit and discuss everything withteautiful wife Charlotte Garrigue. He took hie’s name.
She was American.
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APPENDIX A

NAME NUMBER | WHO WHEN
First DESERT STORM 200 CSLA 1990 - 1991
liberation operations Kuwait
Second | UNGCI 320 ACR 1991 - 2003
relief operation Iraq
Third UNPROFOR 2,250 CSLA 1992 - 1995
peacekeeping mission Army Country of the former
Yugoslavia
4th UNCRO 750 ACR 3/1995 - 1/1996
Peacekeeping mission Croatia - Landscape
5Sth UNTAES 100 ACR 1/1996 - 1/1998
Mission - field hospital Croatia - Def.Slavonia
6th IFOR , SFOR SFOR I 6,300 ACR 1996 - 12/2001
Peacekeeping Operations , Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia
7th AFOR 100 ACR 1999
6th field hospital + Albania Turkey
(earthquake)
8th KFOR 3,070 ACR 1999 - 2/2002
peacekeeping operations Kosovo
9th ESSENTIAL HARVEST (TFH) 120 ACR 8 -10/2001
Peace Operations Macedonia
10th KFOR 2,400 ACR 2/2002 - 7/2005
Czech-Slovak battalion Kosovo
11th KFOR 3,070 ACR from the 2005
Brigade and Task Force Center Kosovo
12th SFOR 42 ACR 2002 - 12/2004

Command + civilian cooperation

Bosnia and
Herzegovina
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NAME NUMBER | WHO WHEN

13th ENDURING FREEDOM 612 ACR 3/2002 - 6/2003
Counterterrorism Operations Kuwait

14th ISAF 269 ACR 4/2002 - 1/2003
peacekeeping operations - (6th and Afghanistan
11th Field Hospital)

15th ISAF 11 ACR 1/2003 - 4/2003
Field Surgical Team Afghanistan

16th IZ SFOR 526 ACR 4/2003 - 12/2003
contingent 7th field hospital Iraq, Basra

17th IZ SFOR (MNF - 1) 1,273 ACR 12/2003 - 12/2006
A contingent of Military Police Iraq, Shaibah

18th CONCORDIA 2 ACR 4/2003 - 12/2003
EU Operation Macedonia

19th ISAF EOD + weather 350 ACR from 3/2004 -
Kabul Airport 3/2007

Afghanistan

20th ENDURING FREEDOM - 2004 120 ACR 3 - 8/2004
six hundred and first SFG Afghanistan

21st WINTER RACE 29 ACR Pakistan
NATO humanitarian operation in
Pakistan

22nd ENDURING FREEDOM - 2006 120 ACR Afghanistan
NATO operation in Afghanistan

23rd ALTHEA 400 ACR Bosnia and
EU operation in Bosnia and Herzegovina
Herzegovina 2.12.2004-26.6.2008

24th MNF | 423 ACR -12/2008
Multinational Coalition Operations Iraq

Forces - Iraq
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NAME NUMBER | WHO WHEN

25th KAIA - ISAF 658 ACR 4/2007-12/2008
Field Hospital at Kabul International Afghanistan
Airport KAIA

26th NATO Training Mission in Irag - NTM 4 ACR finished
-1 28thSecond 2,009

26th ISAF Uruzgan 200 ACR finished
Protection and defense perimeter 20th Third2,009
Dutch base Camp Hadrian

27th EU operation "EUFOR" Chad 2 ACR finished
(Http://consilium.europa.eu) 15th Third2,009

28th AIR BALTIC Policing 2009 2x75 ACR completed the
Lithuania firstoth 2,009

29th ENDURING FREEDOM - 2008-2009 3x100 ACR 2008 - 2009
Afghanistan

30th Helicopter unit HELI UNIT ISAF 7 x 100 ACR 2009 - 2011
Afghanistan

31st Task forces six hundred and first SFG 2x 100 Six hundred 6/2011 -6/2012
in ISAF and first SFG
Afghanistan, Nangarhar

32nd AIR BALTIC Policing 2012 2 x 64 ACR finished

Lithuania

fourth First2,013
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