(1.5S)
Instructional Period 6414

Title: Coercion Theory: The Critics

Themes:
1. Challenges of converting military victory into political success

2. Impact of technology on strategy and doctrine

3. Influence of politics across the full spectrum of warfare

Introduction: Robert Pape’s application of coercion theory to airpower raised many issues with which other thinkers were quick to take issue. Some critics challenged his views of coercion theory generally, while others disputed his individual arguments about the role of airpower in effective coercion. This instructional period provides counter-points to Pape from two of his most respected doubters. Karl Mueller, who succeeded Robert Pape at the School of Advanced Air and Space Studies, examines the arguments in favor of denial or coercion both in a very broad framework and with specific reference to Pape’s theory. Mueller’s article remains the best short analysis of the entire range of problems involved in these issues. In the second reading, John Warden contrasts Pape’s arguments with many of those he advanced in his influential book, The Air Campaign, and some related articles in the professional literature. Warden’s original ideas may not seem to fit into Pape’s analytical framework, but many of the issues he raised are relevant and will find their place in the conflicts this course will examine in Block Five. The third assigned reading contains Pape’s response to some of his critics, particularly John Warden. Pape’s reply also addresses some of the criticisms raised by Barry Watts, whose lengthy article in Security Studies is listed in the section on suggested readings. 

Lesson Objective: Assess the criticisms of Pape’s views on coercion. PJELA: 1a, 1b, 1c, 2b, 2c, 3b, 3c, 4a, 4d, 4e, 5c, 6a. SAE: 4, 5,6.  DC: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6.

Desired Learning Outcomes:

1. Understand the basic objections Mueller and Warden have raised in their comments on Pape’s theory of coercive airpower.

2. Assess the validity of the arguments of Pape and his opponents in light of recent experience. 

3. Identify current or developing factors (technology, procedures, doctrine, etc.) that might have an impact on the conclusions reached by Pape, Mueller, and Warden. 

Questions for Study and Discussion:
1. Is Mueller correct in arguing that almost all air power theory, even Douhet’s, really concerns coercion and that the real argument is about the mechanisms of coercion?

2. Does the importance of the objective exert a decisive influence on the validity of Pape’s concepts? Why does Mueller make this argument? What evidence does he use to support his proposition?

3. What fault does Mueller find in the specific examples used by Pape?

4. What role does Mueller give traditional strategic bombing in coercive air campaigns or coercive strategies?

5. What significance does the Pape/Mueller dialog have in decisions on what kind of aircraft and capabilities the United States should acquire? Is this distinction still relevant?

6. What final suggestions does Mueller suggest in refining and improving Pape’s concepts?

7. What are the most important of John Warden’s comments on Pape’s theory?

8. Is Pape’s reply effective?

Assigned Readings:
1. Mueller, Karl, “Strategies of Coercion: Denial, Punishment, and the Future of Air Power,” Security Studies Vol. 7, No. 3, Spring 1998, pp. 182–228. (Separate Issue; instructions to follow)

2. Warden, John A., III, “Success in Modern War: A Response to Robert Pape’s Bombing to Win,” Security Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2, Winter 1997–98, pp. 172–190. (Separate Issue; instructions to follow)

3. Pape, Robert A., “The Air Force Strikes Back: A Reply to Barry Watts and John Warden,” Security Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2, Winter 1997–98, pp. 191–214. (Separate Issue; instructions to follow)

Suggested Reading:
Watts, Barry D., “Ignoring Reality: Problems of Theory and Evidence in Security Studies,” Security Studies, Vol. 7, No. 2, Winter 1997–98, pp. 115–171. This is an important critique of Pape’s theories.
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