[bookmark: _Toc1]Article information:
Germany: Government struggles over new security strategy – DW – 01/14/2023https://www.dw.com/en/germany-government-struggles-over-new-security-strategy/a-64388206
[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. The German government is struggling to formulate a comprehensive security strategy, with disagreements over how to deal with China and military spending.
2. Foreign Minister Annalena Baerbock has produced a 60-page draft document outlining Germany's security interests, but it still lacks approval from the chancellor's office.
3. The Finance Ministry and federal states have expressed reservations about the initial draft, while the Greens and FDP are demanding clearer statements on human rights violations in China.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article "Germany: Government struggles over new security strategy" by DW provides an overview of the German government's efforts to formulate a comprehensive security strategy. The article highlights the challenges faced by the ruling coalition of center-left Social Democrats (SPD), Greens, and neoliberal Free Democrats (FDP) in formulating a clear and binding description of Germany's security interests. The Russian invasion of Ukraine has given new momentum to this issue, and the first draft of such a strategy is already causing controversy.

One potential bias in the article is its focus on the disagreements within the ruling coalition, particularly regarding China. The article suggests that there is a divide between those who want to prioritize economic relations with China and those who want to focus on human rights violations and Taiwan. However, it does not explore why some members of the government may be more hesitant to take a strong stance against China, such as concerns about economic repercussions or geopolitical considerations.

Another potential bias is the lack of discussion around Germany's role in NATO and its relationship with other European countries. While the article briefly mentions military spending and defense, it does not delve into how Germany's security strategy fits into broader discussions around European defense cooperation or NATO's role in countering Russian aggression.

The article also presents some unsupported claims, such as stating that Germany has never had a comprehensive description of its own security interests before. While it may be true that previous policies were determined by short-term economic considerations, it is unclear what evidence supports this claim.

Overall, while the article provides some useful insights into Germany's struggle to formulate a comprehensive security strategy, it could benefit from exploring alternative perspectives and providing more evidence for its claims.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Germany's role in NATO and European defense cooperation

· Economic repercussions of taking a strong stance against China

· Geopolitical considerations in Germany's relationship with China

· Previous German policies and their focus on short-term economic considerations

· NATO's role in countering Russian aggression and Germany's contribution to it

· Human rights violations in China and Germany's stance on them in the past and present.
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