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Es kann keinen Zweifel darin geben, daß es überfällig war,
den boshaftesten Despoten in Europa [right intention], der
Krieg gegen sein eigenes Staatsvolk führt, es entwurzelt, in
die Wälder treibt und ermorden läßt, [failure to protect] in
seine Schranken zu verweisen, um eine humanitäre
Katastrophe noch größeren Ausmaßes zu verhindern
[humanitarian catastrophe].

The use of force by states is unlawful.
Charter of the United Nations, art. 2 (4)

Research Question❓

undisputed exceptions:
• self-defense (art. 51) and 
• authorization by the Security Council 

of the United Nations (art. 39+42)

disputed exceptions:
• humanitarian intervention (HI) and
• responsibility to protect (R2P)

TAXONOMY

• supported by the customary international law (CIL), 
which consists of state practice and opinion iuris

• in order to prove the existence of opinio iuris one 
has to find legal elements in parliamentary debates
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We base our work on four German parliamentary 
debates2 regarding the authorization to use force:

KOSOVO (BTP 13/248), LIBYA (BTP17/095), 
SYRIA (BTP 18/042 & 18/044)
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Can we find legal elements1 in parliamentary
debates by using Natural Language Processing to
enable the analyses of legal elements regarding the
validity of legal concepts?

Ludger Volmer
KOSOVO debate
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• ~700 legal elements
• only 1-2% of all sentences (~15k) in the debates 

included legal elements

Findings🧠

• our NLP models used do not provide sufficient 
accuracy but they can act as a helping filter in-between 
to support legal research on large scale datasets

• we find a surprisingly low amount of legal elements 
mentioned in parliamentary debates

• specific domain knowledge is still needed

🧔
multilabel statements

• parliamentary debates cover questions of 
international law, as part of a political speech

• legal concepts might be mentioned but will be 
intertwined with genuinely political arguments

• legal elements mentioned may be vague or 
ambiguous due to the political nature of the 
texts

Parliamentary debates are interesting for 
several reasons:
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• legal element detection: legal or non-legal element
• legal element classification: [label1, …, labeln]

We perform two tasks with similar experiments:
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1German: Tatbestandsmerkmale 3https://huggingface.co/models/*

legal studies, political science and NLP
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(Wienbracke, 2013)

Legal Elements
All legal concepts are composed of legal
elements, these are the requirements that
have to be fulfilled in order to achieve
legal consequences and effects.

Mike Wienbracke. 2013.Juristische Methodenlehre.C.F. Müller, Heidelberg ;
München ; Landsberg ;Frechen ; Hamburg.
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