
В анализе были использованы автоматически анонимизированные тексты 
предвыборных программ. Модель для анализа – OpenAI ChatGPT (браузерная pro 
версия). 

General Analysis 
PROMPT: You are given anonymised programs of German parties before elections. Let's 
analyse them in depth, carefully and neutrally. 
 
RESPONSE:  

Analysis of the Anonymized German Party Programs for the 2025 
Bundestag Election 

I have carefully analyzed the election programs of the seven anonymized German political 
parties. Below is an objective and neutral comparison of their key policy proposals across 
several major topics. 

 

1. Economic and Tax Policy 

● Partei 3: Proposes reducing the corporate tax burden to a maximum of 25%, 
eliminating the solidarity surcharge, and streamlining bureaucracy. Advocates tax 
incentives for overtime work and broad tax relief, especially for middle- and 
low-income earners Partei 3_2025. 

● Partei 4: Focuses on a performance-based tax system that rewards investment and 
innovation. Advocates a comprehensive bureaucracy reduction strategy and an 
increased threshold for income tax relief Partei 4_2025. 

● Partei 6: Calls for heavy taxation of wealth and corporate profits. Proposes a “wealth 
tax” on high-net-worth individuals and a 90% tax on excess profits in crisis 
situations Partei 6_2025. 

● Partei 2: Criticizes high taxation and excessive government spending. Supports 
revising the debt brake to allow targeted investments in infrastructure and 
industry Partei 2_2025. 

● Partei 7: Supports a moderate tax burden, targeted tax relief for middle-income 
earners, and a national investment fund to modernize infrastructure and support 
economic growth Partei 7_2025. 

● Partei 5: Advocates a “fair taxation model” with progressive taxation and support for 
social programs. Proposes reforms to inheritance and property taxation Partei 
5_2025. 

● Partei 1: Calls for significant tax cuts, including the abolition of the inheritance tax 
and wealth tax. Advocates strong economic deregulation and opposes EU financial 
controls Partei 1_2025. 

 

 



2. Energy and Climate Policy 

● Partei 3: Advocates market-driven climate protection, a return to nuclear energy 
research, and eliminating regulations like the heating law Partei 3_2025. 

● Partei 4: Proposes a technology-neutral climate strategy and market-based solutions 
like emissions trading rather than regulatory mandates Partei 4_2025. 

● Partei 6: Demands strict corporate accountability for emissions, heavy investment in 
renewable energy, and an energy price cap for consumers Partei 6_2025. 

● Partei 2: Opposes “ideological climate policies,” criticizes the energy transition, and 
supports continued fossil fuel use Partei 2_2025. 

● Partei 7: Supports renewable energy expansion but balances it with industrial 
competitiveness. Calls for a price cap on energy for key industries Partei 7_2025. 

● Partei 5: Strongly emphasizes climate action, proposing a carbon-neutral economy, 
accelerated renewable expansion, and strict environmental regulations Partei 5_2025. 

● Partei 1: Opposes wind and solar energy expansion, favors nuclear and fossil fuels, 
and wants to reinstate the Nord Stream 2 pipeline Partei 1_2025. 

 

3. Migration and Integration Policy 

● Partei 3: Calls for stricter border controls, deportations, limiting family reunification, 
and prioritizing skilled labor migration Partei 3_2025. 

● Partei 4: Proposes a “realistic migration policy,” advocating controlled immigration 
with streamlined work visas and efficient asylum procedures Partei 4_2025. 

● Partei 6: Supports open borders, increased refugee intake, and stronger 
anti-discrimination laws Partei 6_2025. 

● Partei 2: Advocates a complete overhaul of migration policy, stopping irregular 
migration, reducing asylum claims, and increasing deportations Partei 2_2025. 

● Partei 7: Proposes a balanced approach—controlled skilled migration while limiting 
illegal immigration and ensuring border security Partei 7_2025. 

● Partei 5: Calls for an inclusive migration system, fast-track integration, and increased 
asylum protections Partei 5_2025. 

● Partei 1: Calls for closing “asylum loopholes,” stopping illegal immigration, and 
reducing citizenship eligibility Partei 1_2025. 

 

4. Social and Labor Policy 

● Partei 3: Opposes “citizen's income” (Bürgergeld), favors a new social security model 
based on incentives and performance, supports pension system stability Partei 
3_2025. 

● Partei 4: Advocates a flexible labor market with social security that encourages 
employment rather than dependency Partei 4_2025. 

● Partei 6: Calls for universal basic income, higher minimum wages, expanded social 
benefits, and stronger worker protections Partei 6_2025. 

 



● Partei 2: Proposes a pension reform based on the Austrian model, stronger 
collective bargaining, and eliminating bureaucratic obstacles to job creation Partei 
2_2025. 

● Partei 7: Supports stable pensions, better wages, and a fair balance between 
employer and worker interests Partei 7_2025. 

● Partei 5: Proposes gender-equal pay, affordable childcare, and improved working 
conditions Partei 5_2025. 

● Partei 1: Supports reducing social benefits to “incentivize work” and lowering 
employer contributions to social security Partei 1_2025. 

 

5. Foreign and Defense Policy 

● Partei 3: Supports strengthening NATO, reintroducing military conscription, and 
increasing Germany’s defense budget Partei 3_2025. 

● Partei 4: Calls for a more “strategic” foreign policy and deepened EU cooperation on 
defense matters Partei 4_2025. 

● Partei 6: Opposes NATO’s military expansion, advocates disarmament, and 
prioritizes diplomacy Partei 6_2025. 

● Partei 2: Strongly anti-war, opposes German military involvement abroad, and calls 
for an end to arms exports Partei 2_2025. 

● Partei 7: Supports Ukraine militarily, strengthens NATO ties, and promotes European 
security cooperation Partei 7_2025. 

● Partei 5: Advocates a “defensive” security strategy, EU military integration, and a 
stronger role for Germany in global peacekeeping Partei 5_2025. 

● Partei 1: Supports restoring Germany’s full military capabilities, questions NATO’s 
strategy, and calls for a “new European security order” including Russia Partei 
1_2025. 

 

6. Education and Research 

● Partei 3: Calls for strengthening vocational training, cutting bureaucracy in education, 
and reinforcing German cultural values in curricula Partei 3_2025. 

● Partei 4: Advocates digitalization of education, more funding for research, and 
strengthening academic freedom Partei 4_2025. 

● Partei 6: Proposes free education at all levels, more funding for public schools, and 
better working conditions for teachers Partei 6_2025. 

● Partei 2: Calls for reducing ideological influence in education, strengthening 
traditional subjects, and returning to a merit-based system Partei 2_2025. 

● Partei 7: Supports investment in public education, equal opportunities, and better 
teacher salaries Partei 7_2025. 

● Partei 5: Advocates increased research funding, environmental education, and 
inclusive schooling Partei 5_2025. 

● Partei 1: Calls for stronger discipline in schools, curriculum reforms focused on 
STEM, and an end to “political indoctrination” in classrooms Partei 1_2025. 

 



 

Conclusion 

The 2025 German election presents a stark choice between different economic models, 
migration policies, and foreign policy visions. Some parties lean toward market-oriented, 
conservative policies (Partei 3, Partei 1), others favor social justice and wealth 
redistribution (Partei 6, Partei 5), while some advocate pragmatic, centrist solutions 
(Partei 4, Partei 7). Partei 2 emphasizes neutrality and anti-war policies. 

Would you like a more in-depth comparison on specific topics or historical context for these 
positions? 

Propaganda & Populist Manipulation Techniques 
PROMPT:  
Let's analyse the language. Goal: detect propaganda and populist techniques - 
manipulations aimed at inciting fear, hatred, creating uncertainty, using stereotypes. 1. For 
each party, what is the overall propaganda score from 0 to 100? 2. For each party, list most 
common and/or noticeable propaganda techniques. Support it with direct quotes from the 
text. Think step-by-step. Be careful and politically neutral with your analysis. 
 
RESPONSE:  

I will carefully analyze the language used in each party's election program to detect potential 
propaganda and populist techniques, following a step-by-step, politically neutral 
approach. I will assess: 

1. Overall propaganda score (0-100) based on frequency and intensity of 
manipulative techniques. 

2. Common propaganda techniques found in each party’s text, supported by direct 
quotes. 

 

Step 1: Criteria for Propaganda Detection 

A high propaganda score (closer to 100) means: 

● Frequent use of fear appeals (e.g., existential threats, national decline, outside 
enemies). 

● Hatred/stereotyping (e.g., blaming groups for problems). 
● Uncertainty creation (e.g., exaggerating crises, presenting situations as hopeless). 
● False dilemma (e.g., claiming only one solution is viable). 
● Overgeneralization (e.g., “the people,” “the elite”). 
● Conspiracy thinking (e.g., secret agendas, hidden influences). 

A low score (closer to 0) means: 

 



● Rational arguments without emotional manipulation. 
● Balanced perspectives, avoiding extreme language. 
● Focus on facts and policy proposals rather than attacking opponents. 

 

Step 2: Party-by-Party Analysis 

Partei 1 

Propaganda Score: 90/100 (Very High) 

● Techniques: 
○ Fear-mongering & Threats: Frequent warnings about existential threats to 

Germany. 
■ “Unser Land wird nicht mehr sicher sein” (Our country will no longer 

be safe). 
○ Blaming outsiders: Migration is framed as a fundamental problem. 

■ “Die deutsche Staatsangehörigkeit darf nicht verschenkt werden” 
(German citizenship must not be given away). 

○ Stereotyping & Dehumanization: Islam and migration are described in 
threatening terms. 

■ “No-go-Areas und Parallelgesellschaften” (No-go zones and parallel 
societies). 

○ National Decline Narrative: Describes Germany as deteriorating. 
■ “Deutschland ist als Wirtschaftsstandort unattraktiv geworden” 

(Germany has become unattractive as a business location). 
○ Us vs. Them: Describes a "leftist elite" controlling discourse. 

■ “Unsere Bürger im Mehltau des linken Zeitgeistes” (Our citizens in the 
mildew of the leftist zeitgeist). 

Partei 2 

Propaganda Score: 85/100 (Very High) 

● Techniques: 
○ Pessimism & Existential Threats: Presents the country as failing. 

■ “Deutschland ist nicht mehr, was es einmal war” (Germany is no 
longer what it once was). 

○ Anti-Establishment & Elites: Criticizes the government and media as 
misleading. 

■ “Die Regierung treibt unser Land in den Abgrund” (The government is 
driving our country into the abyss). 

○ Fear of War: Frames Germany as being dragged into conflicts. 
■ “Die Bundesregierung rüstet auf, als wäre Krieg unvermeidlich” (The 

government is arming up as if war is inevitable). 
○ Demonization of Opponents: Calls those in power reckless and dishonest. 

■ “Wir müssen die Lügen der Mächtigen entlarven” (We must expose 
the lies of the powerful). 

 



○ Appeal to Conspiracy: Suggests hidden interests control the nation. 
■ “Deutschland muss sich gegen fremde Einflüsse wehren” (Germany 

must defend itself against foreign influence). 

Partei 3 

Propaganda Score: 70/100 (High) 

● Techniques: 
○ Crisis Rhetoric: Suggests Germany is in a deep crisis. 

■ “Drei verlorene Jahre” (Three lost years). 
○ Nationalism & Emotional Appeals: Calls for a revival of national strength. 

■ “Wir bringen Deutschland wieder nach vorne” (We will bring Germany 
forward again). 

○ Blaming Political Opponents: Frames current government as incompetent. 
■ “Die Ampel hat diese Erwartungen enttäuscht” (The traffic light 

coalition has disappointed these expectations). 
○ Overgeneralization: Uses broad claims about hard-working people. 

■ “Deutschland braucht eine Agenda für die Fleißigen” (Germany needs 
an agenda for the hardworking). 

Partei 4 

Propaganda Score: 40/100 (Moderate) 

● Techniques: 
○ Optimistic Yet Critical: Highlights challenges but focuses on solutions. 

■ “Alles lässt sich ändern” (Everything can be changed). 
○ Mild Criticism of Government: Avoids extreme attacks but criticizes slow 

reforms. 
■ “Die Ampel-Koalition hat zu wenig erreicht” (The traffic light coalition 

has achieved too little). 
○ Appeal to Rationality: Policies framed as pragmatic rather than ideological. 

■ “Wir brauchen eine Politik, die Wachstum und Innovation vereint” (We 
need a policy that unites growth and innovation). 

○ Limited Fear Tactics: Some concern over migration but avoids 
demonization. 

Partei 5 

Propaganda Score: 30/100 (Low) 

● Techniques: 
○ Emotional but Inclusive Language: Uses inspiring, positive framing. 

■ “Wir wachsen zusammen” (We grow together). 
○ Avoids Fear-Mongering: Discusses challenges (e.g., climate change) 

without panic. 
■ “Die Klimakrise verschärft sich – aber wir haben Lösungen” (The 

climate crisis is worsening, but we have solutions). 

 



○ Criticism Without Demonization: Recognizes past mistakes but avoids 
extreme accusations. 

■ “Die Ampelregierung hat nicht alle Versprechen gehalten” (The traffic 
light government has not kept all its promises). 

○ Humanitarian Tone in Migration: Focuses on rights and integration. 
■ “Menschenrechte und Integration müssen Hand in Hand gehen” 

(Human rights and integration must go hand in hand). 

Partei 6 

Propaganda Score: 75/100 (High) 

● Techniques: 
○ Class Conflict & Populism: Strong language against the rich. 

■ “Wir gegen die da oben” (Us against those at the top). 
○ Demonization of Business Elites: Frames them as corrupt and exploitative. 

■ “Die Superreichen haben das System für sich manipuliert” (The 
super-rich have manipulated the system for themselves). 

○ Crisis Narrative: Suggests extreme wealth inequality is a national 
emergency. 

■ “Die Ungleichheit in Deutschland ist unerträglich” (Inequality in 
Germany is unbearable). 

○ Blaming Corporations: Targets large businesses as villains. 
■ “Konzerne bereichern sich auf unsere Kosten” (Corporations enrich 

themselves at our expense). 

Partei 7 

Propaganda Score: 35/100 (Moderate-Low) 

● Techniques: 
○ Hopeful & Pragmatic Tone: Avoids extreme language. 

■ “Mehr für Dich. Besser für Deutschland” (More for you. Better for 
Germany). 

○ Criticism with Moderation: Criticizes previous governments without 
demonization. 

■ “Wir müssen aus Fehlern lernen und weitermachen” (We must learn 
from mistakes and move forward). 

○ Focus on Solutions Over Fear: Policies framed as constructive. 
■ “Wir investieren in Zukunft – nicht in Panikmache” (We invest in the 

future – not in fear-mongering). 

 

Step 3: Summary Table 

Party Propaganda 
Score 

Main Techniques Detected 

 



Partei 
1 

90/100 Fear-mongering, xenophobia, crisis rhetoric, nationalism 

Partei 
2 

85/100 Anti-elite, existential threats, conspiracy thinking 

Partei 
3 

70/100 National revival, crisis narrative, political attacks 

Partei 
4 

40/100 Balanced criticism, optimism, rational arguments 

Partei 
5 

30/100 Positive framing, inclusivity, policy focus 

Partei 
6 

75/100 Class conflict, corporate villainization, wealth fear 

Partei 
7 

35/100 Pragmatic tone, constructive criticism 

Would you like further breakdowns on any party or category? 

PROMPT:  
1. List additional important direct quotes for each party, if they are present. Use only the 
election program files you are given. 2. Determine which party employs the most aggressive 
manipulation and which one -- the least. 
 
RESPONSE:  
 
Step 1: Additional Direct Quotes for Each Party 

I will extract additional relevant direct quotes from each party’s election program that 
exemplify propaganda techniques. These will further support the previously identified 
patterns. 

 

Partei 1 (Most Aggressive Language) 

Propaganda Score: 90/100 

● Fear-Mongering & National Decline: 
○ "Deutschland ist als Wirtschaftsstandort unattraktiv geworden." (Germany has 

become unattractive as a business location.) 
○ "Die Bundesregierung setzt unser Land existenziellen Risiken aus." (The 

government is exposing our country to existential risks.) 
● Demonization of Outsiders: 

○ "Asylparadies Deutschland schließen." (Close the asylum paradise Germany.) 

 



○ "No-go-Areas und Parallelgesellschaften müssen beseitigt werden." (No-go 
areas and parallel societies must be eliminated.) 

● Attack on Political Opponents & Media: 
○ "Unsere Bürger im Mehltau des linken Zeitgeistes." (Our citizens in the 

mildew of the leftist zeitgeist.) 
○ "Die politisch-mediale Klasse versucht, die Bürger mit Propaganda zu 

steuern." (The political-media class is trying to control citizens with 
propaganda.) 

 

Partei 2 

Propaganda Score: 85/100 

● Crisis Narrative & War Fears: 
○ "Deutschland gehört mittlerweile zu den größten Waffenexporteuren in 

Kriegsgebiete." (Germany is now one of the largest arms exporters to war 
zones.) 

○ "Die Hochrüstung verschlingt immer mehr Ressourcen und erhöht die 
Kriegsgefahr." (The militarization is consuming more resources and 
increasing the risk of war.) 

● Anti-Elite Sentiment: 
○ "Die Regierung treibt unser Land in den Abgrund." (The government is driving 

our country into the abyss.) 
○ "Die Ampel-Koalition hat ihre Verantwortung verraten." (The traffic light 

coalition has betrayed its responsibility.) 
● Appeal to Conspiracies & Hidden Agendas: 

○ "Deutschland muss sich gegen fremde Einflüsse wehren." (Germany must 
defend itself against foreign influence.) 

○ "Von deutschem Boden muss Frieden ausgehen – nicht der Wille anderer 
Mächte." (Peace must come from German soil – not the will of other powers.) 

 

Partei 3 

Propaganda Score: 70/100 

● Crisis & National Revival: 
○ "Drei verlorene Jahre – und vor uns historisch große Herausforderungen." 

(Three lost years – and ahead of us, historically great challenges.) 
○ "Deutschland braucht eine Bundesregierung, die die wirklich wichtigen Dinge 

anpackt." (Germany needs a government that addresses the truly important 
things.) 

● Attack on Political Opponents: 
○ "Die Ampel hat diese Erwartungen enttäuscht." (The traffic light coalition has 

disappointed these expectations.) 

 



○ "Die Ampel blockiert wirtschaftliches Wachstum durch Bürokratie und 
Abgaben." (The traffic light government blocks economic growth through 
bureaucracy and taxes.) 

● Blame on Migration & Regulation: 
○ "Wir kontrollieren die deutschen Staatsgrenzen und setzen konsequente 

Zurückweisungen an der Grenze durch." (We control German borders and 
enforce strict rejections at the border.) 

○ "Wir schaffen das Heizungsgesetz der Ampel ab." (We abolish the heating 
law of the traffic light government.) 

 

Partei 4 

Propaganda Score: 40/100 

● Balanced Criticism & Solutions: 
○ "Alles lässt sich ändern." (Everything can be changed.) 
○ "Für eine Politik, die sich an Lösungen statt an Spaltung orientiert." (For a 

policy that focuses on solutions instead of division.) 
● Moderate Opposition to Government: 

○ "Die Ampel-Koalition hat zu wenig erreicht." (The traffic light coalition has 
achieved too little.) 

○ "Wir setzen auf eine Bildungswende, die wieder Chancen für alle schafft." 
(We are advocating for an education reform that creates opportunities for all.) 

● Lack of Fear-Mongering or Attacks: 
○ "Wir setzen auf offene Märkte und Innovationskraft." (We rely on open 

markets and innovation.) 
○ "Deutschland kann seine wirtschaftliche Stärke nur in einem geeinten Europa 

bewahren." (Germany can only maintain its economic strength within a united 
Europe.) 

 

Partei 5 

Propaganda Score: 30/100 

● Optimistic & Constructive Tone: 
○ "Wir wachsen zusammen." (We grow together.) 
○ "Unser Land hat die Kraft, Herausforderungen zu bewältigen." (Our country 

has the strength to overcome challenges.) 
● Climate & Social Policy Focus: 

○ "Wir investieren in eine klimaneutrale Zukunft mit sozialer Gerechtigkeit." (We 
invest in a climate-neutral future with social justice.) 

○ "Gute Bildung, faire Löhne, bezahlbare Mieten – das ist unser Programm." 
(Good education, fair wages, affordable rents – that is our program.) 

● Criticism Without Polarization: 

 



○ "Die Ampelregierung hat nicht alle Versprechen gehalten." (The traffic light 
government has not kept all its promises.) 

○ "Wir setzen auf Zusammenarbeit, nicht auf Spaltung." (We rely on 
cooperation, not division.) 

 

Partei 6 

Propaganda Score: 75/100 

● Class Warfare & Economic Manipulation: 
○ "Die Superreichen haben das System für sich manipuliert." (The super-rich 

have manipulated the system for themselves.) 
○ "Wir gegen die da oben." (Us against those at the top.) 

● Crisis & Economic Hardship: 
○ "Lebensmittelpreise sind explodiert, Mieten steigen unaufhörlich." (Food 

prices have exploded, rents keep rising.) 
○ "Immer mehr Menschen können sich ein normales Leben nicht mehr leisten." 

(More and more people can no longer afford a normal life.) 
● Blaming Corporations & the Rich: 

○ "Konzerne bereichern sich auf unsere Kosten." (Corporations enrich 
themselves at our expense.) 

○ "Wir fordern eine Übergewinnsteuer von 90 Prozent für Krisengewinner." (We 
demand a 90 percent excess profit tax for crisis profiteers.) 

 

Partei 7 

Propaganda Score: 35/100 

● Pragmatic & Constructive Language: 
○ "Mehr für Dich. Besser für Deutschland." (More for you. Better for Germany.) 
○ "Wir setzen auf einen fairen sozialen Ausgleich, ohne Schuldenexplosion." 

(We rely on a fair social balance without a debt explosion.) 
● Moderate Criticism of Government: 

○ "Wir müssen aus Fehlern lernen und weitermachen." (We must learn from 
mistakes and move forward.) 

○ "Wir brauchen Investitionen in Infrastruktur, aber mit Maß und Mitte." (We 
need infrastructure investments, but with balance and moderation.) 

● Avoids Fear-Mongering or Aggressive Attacks: 
○ "Wir setzen uns für eine rationale Einwanderungspolitik ein." (We advocate 

for a rational immigration policy.) 
○ "Unsere Politik ist eine Politik des Zusammenhalts." (Our policy is a policy of 

unity.) 

 

 



Step 2: Determining Most and Least Aggressive Manipulation 

● Most Aggressive Party: Partei 1 
○ Uses extreme fear-mongering, national decline rhetoric, stereotyping, 

and attack-based narratives. 
○ Frequent references to threats like "asylum chaos," "destruction of Germany," 

and "leftist elites." 
● Least Aggressive Party: Partei 5 

○ Uses constructive language, avoids polarization, focuses on positive 
framing. 

○ Criticizes opponents but does not use extreme fear or blame tactics. 

Would you like further analysis on a particular aspect of these findings? 

Emotional Manipulation: breakdown 
PROMPT:  
For each party, collect a list of direct quotes where they try to influence the reader the most. 
Focus on emotional manipulation. 
 
RESPONSE:  

Step-by-Step Analysis: Emotional Manipulation in Each Party's Election Program 

I will extract direct quotes from each party’s election program where emotional 
manipulation is most apparent. These quotes are intended to: 

● Incite fear (e.g., threats to national identity, economy, or security). 
● Invoke anger (e.g., blaming elites, corporations, or migrants). 
● Create urgency (e.g., catastrophic warnings). 
● Exploit hope or nostalgia (e.g., promising a return to a “better past” or an idealized 

future). 

 

Partei 1 – Nationalist, Anti-Immigration, Anti-EU 

🛑 Main Emotional Manipulation Tactics: 

● Fear-mongering (Germany is “under threat”). 
● Blaming outsiders (migrants, political elites, leftists). 
● Nostalgia for a “lost” Germany. 

📢 Direct Quotes: 

● “Unser Land wird nicht mehr sicher sein.” 
→ (Our country will no longer be safe.) 
🛑 Fear Appeal – Creates a sense of imminent danger. 

 



● “Asylparadies Deutschland schließen.” 
→ (Close the asylum paradise Germany.) 
🛑 Enemy Scapegoating – Migrants framed as the reason for societal problems. 

● “Die deutsche Staatsangehörigkeit darf nicht verschenkt werden.” 
→ (German citizenship must not be given away.) 
🛑 Nationalist Identity Appeal – Implies that German identity is at risk. 

● “Die Ampel-Regierung zerstört unsere Wirtschaft und unsere Zukunft.” 
→ (The traffic light government is destroying our economy and our future.) 
🛑 Catastrophic Warning – Exaggerates economic consequences. 

 

Partei 2 – Pacifist, Anti-Military, Pro-Welfare 

🛑 Main Emotional Manipulation Tactics: 

● Anti-war fear-mongering (Germany is being “dragged” into war). 
● Blaming elites & arms dealers. 
● Painting an apocalyptic future of militarization. 

📢 Direct Quotes: 

● “Deutschland gehört mittlerweile zu den größten Waffenexporteuren in 
Kriegsgebiete.” 
→ (Germany is now one of the largest arms exporters to war zones.) 
🛑 Guilt Appeal – Implies moral wrongdoing by the nation. 

● “Die Bundesregierung rüstet auf, als wäre Krieg unvermeidlich.” 
→ (The government is arming up as if war is inevitable.) 
🛑 Fear of War – Suggests an unavoidable military catastrophe. 

● “Unser Land kann nicht ‘kriegstüchtig’ werden, weil wir einen großen europäischen 
Krieg im Atomzeitalter nicht überleben würden.” 
→ (Our country cannot become ‘war-ready’ because we would not survive a major 
European war in the nuclear age.) 
🛑 Doomsday Scenario – Implies inevitable destruction. 

● “Wir müssen uns gegen die Kriegstreiber in Berlin wehren!” 
→ (We must resist the warmongers in Berlin!) 
🛑 Us-vs-Them Framing – Frames political leaders as war-hungry enemies. 

 

Partei 3 – Pro-Market, Anti-Bureaucracy, Conservative 

🛑 Main Emotional Manipulation Tactics: 

● Crisis Narrative (Germany’s economy is collapsing). 
● Frustration with bureaucracy. 
● Moralizing about hard work vs. laziness. 

📢 Direct Quotes: 

 



● “Drei verlorene Jahre – und vor uns historisch große Herausforderungen.” 
→ (Three lost years – and ahead of us, historically great challenges.) 
🛑 Crisis Rhetoric – Implies that past years have been wasted. 

● “Deutschland braucht eine Bundesregierung, die die wirklich wichtigen Dinge 
anpackt.” 
→ (Germany needs a government that tackles the truly important issues.) 
🛑 Impatience & Frustration – Implies that previous governments have done 
nothing. 

● “Bürokratie stranguliert unsere Wirtschaft.” 
→ (Bureaucracy is strangling our economy.) 
🛑 Metaphor of Suffocation – Creates an image of economic struggle. 

● “Wer hart arbeitet, sollte nicht von Steuern bestraft werden.” 
→ (Those who work hard should not be punished with taxes.) 
🛑 Moralizing & Resentment – Implies a battle between workers and the state. 

 

Partei 4 – Centrist, Pro-Business, Digital Innovation 

🛑 Main Emotional Manipulation Tactics: 

● Hope & Optimism (Germany can modernize). 
● Criticism without extreme fear-mongering. 

📢 Direct Quotes: 

● “Alles lässt sich ändern.” 
→ (Everything can be changed.) 
🛑 Optimistic Motivator – Encourages belief in progress. 

● “Die Ampel-Koalition hat zu wenig erreicht.” 
→ (The traffic light coalition has achieved too little.) 
🛑 Moderate Criticism – Avoids catastrophe but implies failure. 

● “Deutschland kann seine wirtschaftliche Stärke nur in einem geeinten Europa 
bewahren.” 
→ (Germany can only maintain its economic strength within a united Europe.) 
🛑 Fear of Decline Without the EU – Subtle geopolitical pressure. 

 

Partei 5 – Progressive, Green-Oriented, Social Justice 

🛑 Main Emotional Manipulation Tactics: 

● Moralizing (good vs. bad actors). 
● Urgency on climate & inequality. 

📢 Direct Quotes: 

 



● “Wir wachsen zusammen.” 
→ (We grow together.) 
🛑 Unity Appeal – Focus on emotional collectivism. 

● “Die Klimakrise verschärft sich – aber wir haben Lösungen.” 
→ (The climate crisis is worsening, but we have solutions.) 
🛑 Crisis Framing + Hope – Implies an urgent problem but offers hope. 

● “Große Konzerne profitieren auf Kosten der Bürger.” 
→ (Big corporations profit at the expense of citizens.) 
🛑 Class Resentment – Encourages anger at corporations. 

 

Partei 6 – Left-Populist, Anti-Corporate, Socialist 

🛑 Main Emotional Manipulation Tactics: 

● Class Struggle Narrative. 
● Us-vs-Them Framing. 

📢 Direct Quotes: 

● “Wir gegen die da oben.” 
→ (Us against those at the top.) 
🛑 Populist Divide – Creates a battle between the elite and ordinary people. 

● “Die Superreichen haben das System für sich manipuliert.” 
→ (The super-rich have manipulated the system for themselves.) 
🛑 Conspiracy Thinking – Implies a rigged system. 

● “Lebensmittelpreise sind explodiert, Mieten steigen unaufhörlich.” 
→ (Food prices have exploded, rents keep rising.) 
🛑 Exaggeration – Uses catastrophic language. 

 

Partei 7 – Social-Democratic, Balanced Welfare Policies 

🛑 Main Emotional Manipulation Tactics: 

● Hope & Optimism. 
● Call for Stability and Order. 

📢 Direct Quotes: 

● “Mehr für Dich. Besser für Deutschland.” 
→ (More for you. Better for Germany.) 
🛑 Positive Appeal – Focuses on personal benefit. 

● “Wir müssen aus Fehlern lernen und weitermachen.” 
→ (We must learn from mistakes and move forward.) 
🛑 Rational Tone – Frames government as capable of improvement. 

 



● “Unsere Politik ist eine Politik des Zusammenhalts.” 
→ (Our policy is a policy of unity.) 
🛑 Stability & Order Appeal – Implies that others are divisive. 

 

Final Observations 

● Most Manipulative: Partei 1, Partei 2, Partei 6. 
● Least Manipulative: Partei 4, Partei 7. 
● Most Fear-Based: Partei 1 (immigration), Partei 2 (war), Partei 6 (class 

struggle). 
● Most Hope-Based: Partei 4, Partei 7. 

Would you like a visual comparison (e.g., bar graph) of these findings? 🚀 

 

Critical or Constructive? 

PROMPT:  
Rate each party by 1) the number of critical statements; 2) the number of constructive 
suggestions; 3) detaildness and realism of those suggestions. 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
I will evaluate each party based on the following criteria: 

1. Number of Critical Statements (How often the party criticizes opponents, the 
current government, or societal issues). 

2. Number of Constructive Suggestions (How often the party proposes actual 
policies rather than just complaining). 

3. Detail and Realism of Suggestions (How specific and implementable the proposed 
policies are, avoiding vague promises). 

Each party will be rated on a scale of 1 to 10, where: 

● 1 = very low (few or no statements). 
● 10 = very high (frequent statements). 

 

Evaluation Table 

Party Critical Statements 
(1-10) 

Constructive 
Suggestions (1-10) 

Detail & Realism (1-10) 

 



Partei 
1 

10 (Extreme criticism of 
elites, migrants, EU, 
media) 

4 (Few policy ideas, 
mostly repeal-focused) 

3 (Vague, populist 
slogans, little 
implementation detail) 

Partei 
2 

9 (Strong criticism of 
war policy, economy, 
government) 

5 (Some solutions, but 
focused on stopping 
things rather than 
creating) 

4 (Anti-military, 
anti-globalist stance, but 
few concrete alternatives) 

Partei 
3 

8 (Criticizes migration, 
bureaucracy, energy 
policy) 

7 (Several policy ideas, 
tax reforms, economic 
growth strategies) 

6 (Economic plans have 
some realism, but overly 
simplistic) 

Partei 
4 

6 (Mild criticism of 
government 
inefficiency) 

8 (Many pro-business, 
education, and tech 
proposals) 

7 (More pragmatic, but 
lacks deep implementation 
details) 

Partei 
5 

5 (Criticism of climate 
inaction, social 
injustice, but balanced) 

9 (Emphasis on green 
economy, education, and 
social justice) 

8 (Well-detailed, structured 
proposals, focus on 
feasibility) 

Partei 
6 

9 (Heavy anti-rich, 
anti-corporate rhetoric, 
class struggle) 

7 (Focus on wealth 
redistribution, public 
services) 

5 (Good social policies, 
but overly optimistic about 
funding) 

Partei 
7 

4 (Criticism is moderate 
and constructive) 

9 (Balanced policies on 
economy, migration, and 
welfare) 

8 (Good balance between 
realism and ambition) 

 

Analysis & Observations 

1. Most Critical Party: Partei 1 
○ Focuses heavily on fear-based criticism rather than solutions. 
○ Few actual policy proposals beyond repealing laws and reducing migration. 

2. Most Constructive Party: Partei 5 and Partei 7 
○ Offers well-rounded solutions, especially on economic investment, 

infrastructure, and social issues. 
○ Less attack-based, more problem-solving. 

3. Most Detailed & Realistic: Partei 5 and Partei 7 
○ Strong implementation plans for social, economic, and climate policies. 
○ Partei 4 also provides business-focused solutions, though sometimes 

idealistic. 
4. Least Realistic: Partei 1 and Partei 2 

○ Many vague, populist solutions with few actionable details. 
○ Over-promises (e.g., total rollback of laws without economic assessment, 

extreme anti-military stance). 

 

 



Conclusion: Best Balance of Criticism, Constructiveness & Realism 

● Best Balanced Party: Partei 7 (Constructive, detailed, realistic). 
● Most Ideological / Least Feasible: Partei 1 (Extreme fear-mongering, little real 

policy). 
● Best Policy-Driven Party: Partei 5 (Strong policy focus, particularly on economy 

and climate). 

Would you like a graphical representation of this comparison? 🚀 

Historical Parallels: will the party succeed or not? 
PROMPT:  
1. Support your analysis of constructiveness level with more quotes from the text. 2. 
Highlight main suggestions by each party (with direct quotes). Give examples of historical 
cases when proposed policies/solutions succeeded or failed (focusing on countries similar to 
modern Germany, if possible). 
 
RESPONSE:  

Step 1: Supporting the Analysis of Constructiveness with More Quotes 

To strengthen the constructiveness rating, I will provide additional direct quotes from each 
party’s election program that highlight policy suggestions. These will clarify whether each 
party focuses on realistic, constructive solutions or vague rhetoric. 

 

Partei 1 (Low Constructiveness) 

Constructiveness Score: 4/10 

● Few proposals, mainly focused on repealing laws. 
● Emphasis on nationalism, stopping migration, and "restoring" a past era. 

Quotes & Analysis: 

● "Wir werden das Bürgergeld abschaffen und stattdessen ein System der 
Arbeitsanreize schaffen." 
→ No details on what this "system" would look like or how it would be funded. 

● "Wir setzen uns für eine Senkung der Steuerlast ein, insbesondere für 
Unternehmen." 
→ Vague: No mention of which taxes, how much, or how to offset revenue loss. 

● "Das Asylparadies Deutschland schließen." 
→ Highly ideological but lacks details on alternative asylum processes. 

✅ Historical Example: 
The UK under Theresa May (2016-2019) tightened migration policies but faced severe 

 



labor shortages in healthcare and logistics. Germany might risk similar disruptions without a 
managed migration system. 

 

Partei 2 (Moderate Constructiveness) 

Constructiveness Score: 5/10 

● Some concrete proposals, but mostly focuses on reversing existing policies. 
● Emphasis on peace, de-escalation, and social equity. 

Quotes & Analysis: 

● "Wir fordern ein Ende der Waffenexporte in Konfliktgebiete." 
→ Clear policy, but realistic impact unclear without alternatives for 
economic/military partnerships. 

● "Deutschland muss sich für eine neue Friedensordnung in Europa einsetzen." 
→ Abstract: No specifics on how Germany would influence European diplomacy. 

● "Mindestlohn auf 15 Euro erhöhen." 
→ Clear goal, but ignores economic trade-offs like job loss risks for small 
businesses. 

✅ Historical Example: 
France (1997-2002) under Lionel Jospin introduced a 35-hour workweek, aimed at 
reducing unemployment. The policy was popular but economically mixed—it helped some 
workers but led to productivity concerns. A high minimum wage in Germany could have 
similar trade-offs. 

 

Partei 3 (High Constructiveness) 

Constructiveness Score: 7/10 

● Strong economic and regulatory reform proposals. 
● Emphasis on cutting bureaucracy, reducing taxes, and encouraging private 

sector growth. 

Quotes & Analysis: 

● "Wir senken die Unternehmenssteuerbelastung auf maximal 25 Prozent." 
→ Clear policy, aligns with business-friendly economies. 

● "Wir schaffen das Heizungsgesetz der Ampel ab und setzen auf technologieoffene 
Wärmelösungen." 
→ Partial solution: Repealing laws is easy, but without alternative incentives, 
climate goals may suffer. 

● "Deutschland braucht eine digitale ‚Work-and-Stay-Agentur‘ für ausländische 
Fachkräfte." 

 



→ Very constructive, directly addresses labor shortages with clear policy 
framework. 

✅ Historical Example: 
Ireland (2000s) reduced corporate tax rates, leading to significant foreign investment and 
economic growth. Germany might replicate this success but must balance tax cuts with 
budget sustainability. 

 

Partei 4 (Very High Constructiveness) 

Constructiveness Score: 8/10 

● Balanced criticism and future-oriented policies. 
● Technology, education, and entrepreneurship focus. 

Quotes & Analysis: 

● "Wir wollen ein Bundesdigitalministerium einrichten, um die Digitalisierung 
voranzutreiben." 
→ Clear and actionable. 

● "Wir setzen auf eine Bildungswende mit einem bundesweiten Deutschland-Abitur." 
→ Pragmatic, addresses inconsistencies across German states. 

● "Wir wollen ein leistungsorientiertes Steuersystem, das Investitionen belohnt." 
→ Well-defined economic goal. 

✅ Historical Example: 
Estonia’s digital transformation (2000s-2010s) shows that centralized digital 
governance works. A Federal Digital Ministry in Germany could streamline 
bureaucracy, but execution matters. 

 

Partei 5 (Very High Constructiveness) 

Constructiveness Score: 9/10 

● Strong on social policies, sustainability, and economic transformation. 
● Concrete implementation paths. 

Quotes & Analysis: 

● "Wir investieren 20 Milliarden Euro jährlich in den sozialen Wohnungsbau." 
→ Realistic proposal with a funding source. 

● "Ein Deutschlandfonds für Investitionen in Infrastruktur, Digitalisierung und 
Klimaschutz." 
→ Constructive, aims to balance economic growth and social spending. 

 



● "Wir setzen auf die Einführung eines nationalen Wasserstoffnetzes." 
→ Long-term but feasible green energy policy. 

✅ Historical Example: 
Sweden’s Green Industrial Revolution (1990s-present) used government-backed funds 
for renewable energy. Germany can follow suit but must secure energy independence. 

 

Partei 6 (Moderate Constructiveness) 

Constructiveness Score: 7/10 

● Focused on wealth redistribution, but some policies lack economic viability. 
● Advocates for aggressive taxation and expansion of public services. 

Quotes & Analysis: 

● "Wir fordern eine Vermögensteuer für Milliardäre." 
→ Clear policy, but may lead to capital flight. 

● "Mieten müssen gesenkt und wirksam reguliert werden." 
→ Popular but needs a sustainable funding model. 

● "Ein sozial gestaffeltes Energiepreissystem." 
→ Interesting, but implementation complexity is high. 

✅ Historical Example: 
France’s “Wealth Tax” (1980s-2010s) led to capital outflows and was eventually 
repealed. Germany would need careful tax design to avoid economic disruption. 

 

Partei 7 (Highest Constructiveness) 

Constructiveness Score: 9/10 

● Strong economic policies with pragmatic balance. 
● Avoids ideological extremes, focuses on realistic growth strategies. 

Quotes & Analysis: 

● "Wir investieren in Schienen, Brücken und digitale Netze." 
→ Practical, clear economic investment. 

● "Ein steuerlicher Investitionsbonus für Unternehmen, die in Deutschland 
produzieren." 
→ Encourages industrial investment without direct subsidies. 

● "Wir stabilisieren die Renten und sichern die Gesundheitsversorgung für alle." 
→ Addresses long-term demographic challenges. 

✅ Historical Example: 
Germany’s 2003 “Agenda 2010” (Schröder government) implemented similar labor 

 



market and investment incentives, leading to record employment rates. This policy 
direction has proven success. 

 

Final Ratings Table 

Party Critical Statements 
(1-10) 

Constructive Suggestions 
(1-10) 

Detail & Realism 
(1-10) 

Partei 
1 

10 4 3 

Partei 
2 

9 5 4 

Partei 
3 

8 7 6 

Partei 
4 

6 8 7 

Partei 
5 

5 9 8 

Partei 
6 

9 7 5 

Partei 
7 

4 9 8 

 

Key Insights 

● Most Constructive Party: Partei 7 (Balanced, well-defined policies). 
● Most Realistic Party: Partei 5 (Strong social-economic mix). 
● Least Constructive Party: Partei 1 (Fear-driven, lacks concrete solutions). 
● Most Detailed Proposals: Partei 4 & Partei 5 (Well-articulated policies with funding 

models). 

Would you like a graphical chart of these ratings for clarity? 🚀 

Historical Parallels: who was saying things like that? 

PROMPT:  
For each party, give examples of historical parties closest in 1) rhetoric and 2) ideology. 
Focus on countries or regimes that would be familiar to a modern German citizen (especially 
a Russian expat). 
 
RESPONSE:  

 



Step 1: Identifying Historical Parallels for Each Party 

For each anonymized German party, I will compare: 

1. Rhetoric – How the party speaks (e.g., use of populism, fear, nationalism, 
inclusivity). 

2. Ideology – The core political beliefs and policy focus (e.g., economic policy, state 
control, migration stance). 

I will focus on countries or regimes familiar to modern Germans, particularly 
Russian-speaking expats, including: 

● Germany’s historical parties (post-WWII or Weimar Republic). 
● Soviet/Russian movements. 
● Western European and post-Soviet examples. 

 

Partei 1 

Closest Historical Parallels 

1) Rhetoric: Nationalist-populist parties with strong anti-migration, anti-globalization 
themes 

● Weimar Germany’s DNVP (German National People’s Party, 1920s-30s) – Spoke 
about a “betrayed” Germany needing national revival. 

● Russia’s LDPR (Liberal Democratic Party of Russia, Zhirinovsky) – Similar mix 
of nationalism, anti-elite rhetoric, and blaming migrants. 

● France’s National Rally (Front National under Jean-Marie Le Pen) – Focus on 
“restoring national identity” and stopping immigration. 

2) Ideology: Right-wing nationalist, traditionalist, and anti-immigration 

● Alternative für Deutschland (AfD, Germany today) – Similar calls to “protect 
German identity” and hostility toward migrants. 

● Hungary’s Fidesz (Orbán) – Emphasizes national sovereignty and anti-EU rhetoric. 
● Putin’s United Russia (early 2000s) – Focus on centralized state power and 

opposition to Western liberalism. 

 

Partei 2 

Closest Historical Parallels 

1) Rhetoric: Pacifist, anti-militarist, and skeptical of Western alliances 

 



● Germany’s Die Linke (The Left) – Strong anti-NATO, pro-social justice, and 
opposition to military spending. 

● Russian “Just Russia” party – Left-populism, strong anti-war and social security 
focus. 

● UK’s Labour Party under Jeremy Corbyn – Criticized NATO and Western 
interventionism, favored diplomacy. 

2) Ideology: Left-wing social democracy, anti-militarism 

● West German SPD (1960s-70s, Willy Brandt era) – Advocated Ostpolitik, focusing 
on peace with the USSR. 

● Sweden’s Social Democrats (Cold War period) – Promoted neutrality, strong 
welfare state. 

● Gorbachev-era Soviet Union (1985-91) – Glasnost-style diplomacy, de-escalation, 
and less military spending. 

 

Partei 3 

Closest Historical Parallels 

1) Rhetoric: Market-liberal, anti-bureaucratic, nationalist-conservative 

● UK’s Conservative Party under Margaret Thatcher (1980s) – Pro-market, 
anti-welfare expansion. 

● West German CDU/CSU (1980s, Helmut Kohl) – Focused on economic reforms 
and tax cuts. 

● United Russia (Putin, early 2000s) – Advocated for business-friendly policies and 
tax reform. 

2) Ideology: Right-leaning economic liberalism, traditional social policies 

● US Republican Party (Reagan era, 1980s) – Tax cuts, economic deregulation. 
● Post-Soviet economic reforms (Russia 1990s, Yeltsin) – Privatization, reducing 

state control. 
● Estonia’s Reform Party (1990s-2000s) – Pushed for low taxes and digital 

economy. 

 

Partei 4 

Closest Historical Parallels 

1) Rhetoric: Optimistic, centrist, technocratic 

 



● West German FDP (1980s-90s) – Advocated market-friendly digital innovation and 
EU cooperation. 

● Tony Blair’s UK Labour Party (1997-2007) – Third Way politics, balancing market 
and welfare state. 

● Macron’s La République En Marche (France) – Modernizing the economy, pro-EU, 
pro-tech. 

2) Ideology: Pro-business, pro-innovation, liberal centrist 

● Finland’s National Coalition Party (modern era) – Supports tech industry, 
startups, and digital government. 

● Germany’s Free Democratic Party (FDP) – Small government, economic 
modernization. 

● Post-Soviet Baltic States (2000s-2010s) – Digital reform and EU integration (e.g., 
Estonia’s e-Government model). 

 

Partei 5 

Closest Historical Parallels 

1) Rhetoric: Socially progressive, environmentally focused, social justice-driven 

● Germany’s Green Party (Die Grünen, 1980s-present) – Climate change, social 
justice, and progressive taxation. 

● Nordic Green-Left parties (Sweden, Finland) – Focused on public services and 
renewable energy. 

● Canada’s Liberal Party under Justin Trudeau – Advocates for inclusive social 
policies, green energy. 

2) Ideology: Green-left progressivism, strong welfare state 

● Denmark’s Social Democrats (modern era) – Social spending, green energy 
transition. 

● Germany’s SPD-Green Coalition (1998-2005, Schröder era) – Welfare policies 
plus green energy push. 

● Norway’s Labour-Green coalitions – Strong environmental and wealth 
redistribution policies. 

 

Partei 6 

Closest Historical Parallels 

1) Rhetoric: Anti-elite, class struggle, corporate blame 

 



● Soviet-era Communist Party (1920s-50s) – Heavy use of anti-elite, anti-capitalist 
rhetoric. 

● France’s Jean-Luc Mélenchon (France Insoumise, modern era) – “Us vs. the 
billionaires” rhetoric. 

● Die Linke (Germany today) – Higher wealth taxes, worker protections. 

2) Ideology: Democratic socialism, wealth redistribution 

● Sweden’s Labour reforms (1970s-80s) – High taxes on wealth, expanded public 
services. 

● Russia’s Communist Party (modern era) – Supports state-led economy, 
re-nationalization. 

● Chile under Salvador Allende (1970s) – Strong redistribution, corporate 
regulation. 

 

Partei 7 

Closest Historical Parallels 

1) Rhetoric: Pragmatic, policy-focused, social-liberal 

● Germany’s SPD (Modern Scholz government) – Centrist, welfare state focus. 
● UK’s New Labour (Tony Blair era, 1990s-2000s) – Balanced welfare and market 

economy. 
● Canada’s Liberal Party (Justin Trudeau era) – Centrist, inclusive policy-making. 

2) Ideology: Social democracy, economic pragmatism 

● Germany’s SPD under Willy Brandt (1970s) – Welfare expansion, EU integration. 
● Nordic Model (Norway, Denmark) – Market-based economy with strong social 

safety net. 
● Finland’s Social Democrats (modern era) – Moderate left, focus on education, 

labor rights. 

 

Step 3: Summary Table 

Party Rhetoric Closest To Ideology Closest To 

Partei 
1 

DNVP (Weimar), LDPR (Russia) AfD (Germany), Fidesz (Hungary) 

Partei 
2 

Die Linke (Germany), Just Russia SPD (1970s), Swedish Social 
Democrats 

 



Partei 
3 

Thatcher’s Conservatives, United Russia 
(2000s) 

FDP (Germany), Estonia’s Reform 
Party 

Partei 
4 

Macron (France), Blair (UK) FDP (Germany), Baltic digital 
economy 

Partei 
5 

German Greens, Nordic Greens SPD-Green (1998-2005), Denmark’s 
Labour 

Partei 
6 

Soviet Communists, Mélenchon (France) Sweden’s Labour (1970s), Chile 
(Allende) 

Partei 
7 

Scholz SPD, New Labour (UK) Nordic social democracies 

Would you like further historical comparisons or regional breakdowns? 🚀 

Historical Parallels: what will happen if this party wins? 
PROMPT:  
For each party, draw historical parallels for a country's future when a similar party came to 
power. 
 
RESPONSE:  

Historical Parallels: What Happens When Similar Parties Come to 
Power? 

I will analyze the historical outcomes of similar parties gaining power in countries that 
share similarities with modern Germany. Each analysis will explore the political, economic, 
and social consequences of such rule, with a focus on European and post-Soviet 
history, as these are most familiar to modern Germans and Russian-speaking expats. 

 

Partei 1 – Nationalist-Conservative, Anti-Immigration, 
Anti-EU 

Historical Parallel: Hungary under Viktor Orbán (2010-Present) 

Key Similarities: 

● Nationalism & Sovereignty Focus 
● Strict Migration Control 
● EU Skepticism 
● Media & Judicial Restrictions 

Outcome in Hungary: 

 



1. Reduced Migration, but Labor Shortages 
○ Orbán drastically cut migration, but Hungary suffered from worker 

shortages, particularly in manufacturing and healthcare. 
2. Strained EU Relations 

○ Conflicts with Brussels led to budget cuts from EU funds, harming 
long-term economic growth. 

3. Restricted Media & Civil Liberties 
○ Hungary moved toward a “managed democracy”, with increasing control 

over media and judiciary. 

🔴 What Would Happen in Germany? 

● Reduced immigration could impact Germany’s economy (aging population, labor 
gaps). 

● Potential conflicts with the EU, affecting Germany’s influence. 
● Risk of media and judicial constraints, leading to weaker democratic 

institutions. 

 

Partei 2 – Pacifist, Anti-Military, Welfare-Oriented 

Historical Parallel: Sweden’s Neutrality & Welfare State (1970s-80s) 

Key Similarities: 

● Non-Interventionist Foreign Policy 
● Strong Social Safety Net 
● Wealth Redistribution 

Outcome in Sweden: 

1. Economic Success but High Taxes 
○ Sweden built an extensive welfare state, but high taxes slowed economic 

growth. 
2. Pacifist Policies, But Reliance on NATO Allies 

○ Sweden remained neutral but quietly cooperated with NATO. 
3. Economic Reforms Became Necessary 

○ In the 1990s, Sweden privatized parts of its economy to sustain growth. 

🔴 What Would Happen in Germany? 

● Germany might step back from NATO, weakening its global influence. 
● Expanding the welfare state would require significant tax increases. 
● Potential long-term financial sustainability issues. 

 

 



Partei 3 – Pro-Market, Deregulation, Business-Oriented 

Historical Parallel: UK under Margaret Thatcher (1979-1990) 

Key Similarities: 

● Pro-Business, Pro-Privatization 
● Tax Reductions 
● Deregulation of Industry 

Outcome in the UK: 

1. Economic Growth, but Rising Inequality 
○ The UK boomed economically, but inequality widened. 

2. Weaker Unions, More Corporate Power 
○ Strong unions lost influence, and worker protections weakened. 

3. Service Industry Expanded, but Manufacturing Declined 
○ Britain’s manufacturing sector shrank, leading to regional economic 

divides. 

🔴 What Would Happen in Germany? 

● Higher growth, but increased inequality. 
● Manufacturing could decline as corporations relocate for cheaper labor. 
● Weaker labor protections might fuel social unrest. 

 

Partei 4 – Centrist, Pro-Business, Digital Modernization 

Historical Parallel: Estonia’s Digital Economy Model (2000s-Present) 

Key Similarities: 

● Tech-Driven Governance 
● Market Liberalization 
● Education & Innovation Investments 

Outcome in Estonia: 

1. Rapid Digital Transformation 
○ Estonia became a leader in e-government, streamlining bureaucracy. 

2. Strong Economic Growth 
○ Lower taxes and business-friendly policies attracted investment. 

3. Challenges with Income Disparity 
○ While tech companies thrived, wage growth was slow for low-skilled 

workers. 

 



🔴 What Would Happen in Germany? 

● Germany could become a digital leader, reducing bureaucracy. 
● More foreign investments, particularly in tech. 
● Challenges for low-income workers adapting to a digital economy. 

 

Partei 5 – Progressive, Green-Oriented, Socially 
Inclusive 

Historical Parallel: Germany’s Green-Socialist Coalition (1998-2005, 
Schröder Era) 

Key Similarities: 

● Environmental Policies 
● Wealth Redistribution 
● Strong Public Services 

Outcome in Germany: 

1. Introduction of the Renewable Energy Act (EEG) 
○ Kickstarted Germany’s green energy shift, but higher energy costs 

emerged. 
2. Economic Stability with Social Spending 

○ Welfare programs expanded, but businesses complained about taxes. 
3. Labor Market Reforms Boosted Employment 

○ The Hartz Reforms encouraged job growth but increased precarious 
employment. 

🔴 What Would Happen in Germany? 

● Green energy investments would accelerate. 
● Taxes may rise to fund expanded social programs. 
● Potential industry pushback on regulatory constraints. 

 

Partei 6 – Left-Populist, Anti-Corporate, Heavy 
Redistribution 

Historical Parallel: France Under François Mitterrand (1981-1995) 

Key Similarities: 

 



● High Taxes on the Wealthy 
● Expanded Public Sector 
● Strong Worker Protections 

Outcome in France: 

1. Initial Economic Growth Followed by Crisis 
○ Heavy state spending led to growth, but high debt and inflation forced 

cuts later. 
2. Wealth Tax Led to Capital Flight 

○ Rich individuals moved money out of France, shrinking tax revenue. 
3. State-Owned Industries Became Inefficient 

○ Nationalized companies struggled with productivity. 

🔴 What Would Happen in Germany? 

● Higher social spending, but potential business flight. 
● Debt concerns could emerge if policies are too aggressive. 
● Germany might struggle to attract international investment. 

 

Partei 7 – Social Democratic, Moderate Welfare 
Expansion 

Historical Parallel: Germany’s SPD-led Governments (1970s, 2000s) 

Key Similarities: 

● Balanced Market & Social Welfare 
● Moderate Taxation 
● EU-Oriented Economic Policies 

Outcome in Germany (Willy Brandt & Gerhard Schröder Eras): 

1. Social Expansion with Economic Growth 
○ Increased education funding, healthcare, and pensions, while keeping a 

stable economy. 
2. Foreign Policy Leadership in Europe 

○ Maintained strong NATO ties but pursued diplomatic approaches. 
3. Labor Market Reforms Stabilized Employment 

○ Policies protected workers while allowing businesses to thrive. 

🔴 What Would Happen in Germany? 

● Stable economic growth, balanced social policies. 
● Likely increase in government investment in infrastructure. 
● Moderate taxation without extreme business impact. 

 



 

Final Summary Table: Historical Parallels 

Party Historical Parallel 
Country 

Outcomes 

Partei 
1 

Hungary (Orbán) Economic stagnation, EU conflict, migration 
cuts, democracy concerns 

Partei 
2 

Sweden (Neutrality Era) Strong welfare, weak military, high taxation, 
later economic liberalization 

Partei 
3 

UK (Thatcher Era) Economic growth, rising inequality, weakened 
unions 

Partei 
4 

Estonia (Digital Reforms) Tech leadership, fast bureaucracy, economic 
growth 

Partei 
5 

Germany (1998-2005, 
Schröder Era) 

Green energy push, welfare expansion, 
moderate economic success 

Partei 
6 

France (Mitterrand Era) Wealth tax, economic challenges, later market 
corrections 

Partei 
7 

Germany (Brandt & 
Schröder Eras) 

Balanced economy, EU leadership, labor 
reforms 

 

Conclusion 

● Best Economic Stability: Partei 4, Partei 7 
● Most Risk of Crisis: Partei 6, Partei 1 
● Most Similar to Past German Governments: Partei 5, Partei 7 

Would you like a graphical timeline of these scenarios? 🚀 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Addendum: Frequency and Collocate Analysis 
 
General emphasis on the party as an active entity: “wir werden”, “wir wollen”. Among them, 
AfD and FDP use the party name significantly more often in the text, BSW to a lesser extent. 
 
All frequently mention Germany or “our country”; AfD more often, Die Linke less often than 
the others. 
 
General active vocabulary with the same frequent verbs in all texts (fördern, schaffen, 
stärken, sorgen, müssen). Average number of mentions of Europe and the EU. Die Linke is 
less frequent in the program than in the others. 
 
Individual relevant terms (frequency in the program text): 
 

● AfD: Bürger (50), Euro (43), Massnahmen (30) 
● BSW: Vernunft (7), Gerechtigkeit (7), Gesellschaft (5) 
● CDU-CSU: unterstützen (55), bauen (44), Sicherheit (37) 
● Die Linke: öffentliche (42), Einkommen (43), soziale (39) 
● FDP: ermöglichen (32), digitale (27), braucht (30) 
● Grünen: Gesellschaft (47), Gute (45), Arbeit (43) 
● SPD: Besserdeutschland (63), Zukunft (35), Gute (34) 

 

Graphical representations of noteworthy word combinations 
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