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Description: This course offers an interdisciplinary introduction to major themes in international studies. It explores the history and evolution of major international trends from different disciplinary perspectives, including Political Science, Economics, Law, History, the Humanities and the Natural Sciences. Particular attention is given to trends in the nature of war, political and economic development, international law, human rights, disease and health, and governance of the global commons. 

The course is organized in three parts. Part I briefly introduces major trends in world affairs, including the nature of war, trade, disease, international law, and the environment, and explores explanations of these trends from several disciplinary perspectives, ranging from the natural sciences (week 1) to the social sciences (week 2) and the humanities (week 3). 

Part II builds on the conceptual work in the previous sections to explore the causes and consequences of inter-state war (weeks 4 and 5); emerging forms of global violence in the 21st century, including terrorism and civil wars (week 6); the origins of democracy and the prospects for democratization (week 7); the emergence of human rights and new norms on humanitarian intervention (week 8); the origins and effects of differences in wealth and poverty (week 9); variations in health around the world and the global combat against diseases (week 10); developments in the protection of the global commons (week 11), and the effects of globalization in national societies (week 12). 

Part III concludes the course with a review of primary challenges for the future of world affairs (week 13), and conclusions (week 14).
Course requirements:  The requirements for this course are:  

(1) four 1-2 page response papers on the weekly readings, in response to the study questions below.  These questions should be based primarily and explicitly on the readings for the course, demonstrating knowledge of those readings and answering the questions in light of the knowledge gained from them.  These essays are due at the start of class on the first day of the week for which they are assigned, and late papers will not be accepted (40% of the grade);

(2) three in-class quizzes, to be administered on February 27, March 27, and May 4  (50%);

(3) a library assignment to be handed out during the semester, and due on April 27 (10%).

Required readings: Because of the interdisciplinary nature of the course, we will not use any single textbook, but will instead draw readings from a number of sources – including scholarly books and articles, historical primary sources, and newspaper and magazine articles – drawn from a variety of disciplines and perspectives. All of the required readings will be made available through electronic reserve.  

Please note that students should read all of the required readings; please read the assignments carefully, however, since some of them specify only specific pages to be read, or else indicate places where you can skim.  (Note:  skimming is a learned skill, which we will discuss in class, which involves reading selectively to get the basic argument of a reading without necessarily reading all the detail.  It does not mean blowing off the reading entirely!)  

By contrast with the required readings, the recommended readings are there only for students who wish to learn a bit more about topics that are not well covered in the required readings.  Feel free to look up the recommended readings if you like, but it is not necessary to read any of the recommended readings to do well in the course!
In addition to these readings, students are strongly encouraged to read a daily newspaper such as The New York Times (http://www.nytimes.com) or the Washington Post (http://www.washingtonpost.com), both of which have excellent, and free, web sites. 

Disability policy: Any student who has a need for accommodation based on the impact of a disability should contact me privately to discuss the specific situation as soon as possible. Contact Disability Resources and Services at 215-204-1280 or 100 Ritter Annex to coordinate reasonable accommodations for students with documented disabilities. 

Academic Conduct: Temple University has adopted standards on academic conduct, and all students in PS 460 are expected to comply fully with those standards, including with reference to the important issue of plagiarism. All students should, in all assignments, fully and unambiguously cite sources from which they are drawing important ideas and/or sizable quotations (for example, more than eight consecutive words or more than 50% of a given sentence or paragraph). Failure to do so constitutes plagiarism, which is a serious act of academic misconduct and will result in a failing grade for the course and notification of the infraction to the Dean of Students. Similarly, cheating during exams, copying written assignments from other students, or providing answers to others during exams are considered acts of academic misconduct. If you are unfamiliar with policies about plagiarism or other types of academic misconduct, you may wish to consult the on-line guide to “Quoting, Paraphrasing, and Acknowledging Sources,” available at the Temple Writing Center (http://www.temple.edu/writingctr/student_resources/student_resources.htm) or if you still have remaining doubts or specific questions, raise them directly with me. 

Temple University policy on the freedom to teach and learn: Freedom to teach and freedom to learn are inseparable facets of academic freedom. The University has adopted a policy on Student and Faculty Academic Rights and Responsibilities (Policy # 03.70.02) which can be accessed through the following link: http://policies.temple.edu/getdoc.asp?policy_no=03.70.02. 

1. Part I.  Interdisciplinary Perspectives on World Affairs

Week 1:  What is International Studies?  The Natural Sciences (Jan 21, 23)
1. Introduction:  What is International Studies?

2. The Natural Sciences, the Scientific Method, and International Studies 

What do we mean by world affairs?  In this introductory week, we introduce our object of study, noting the differences in emphasis when we talk about subjects like “international relations,” “global studies,” and “international studies,” which we define as the interdisciplinary analysis of world affairs.  We discuss the division of academic life into disciplines (which are clustered roughly into the natural sciences, the social sciences, and the humanities), and the advantages anad disadvantages of thinking in an interdisciplinary fashion about world affairs.  We also proceed to discuss the first of our three clusters of disciplines, the natural sciences, with special attention to the nature of the scientific method, the difference between positive and normative theory, and the role of the natural sciences in international studies and in public policy. 

Required Readings

Sheldon Anderson, Jeanne A.K. Hey, Mark Allen Peterson, Stanley W. Toops, and Charles Stevens, International Studies:  An Interdisciplinary Approach to Global Issues (Boulder:  Westview Press, 2008), “Introduction,” pp. 1-8.

Steve Smith and John Baylis, “Introduction,” in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics, third edition (Oxford University Press, 2004), pp. 1-8.

Michael Seipel, “Interdisciplinarity:  An Introduction,” Truman State University, http://www2.truman.edu/~mseipel/Interdisciplinarity.pdf, accessed on 18 January 2008.

Wikipedia contributors, “Natural Sciences,” Wikipedia, The Free Encyclopedia, http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Natural_Sciences&oldid=15918107, accessed January 9, 2008.

Recommended Readings

Sheila Jasanoff, The Fifth Branch:  Science Advisors as Policy-Makers (Cambridge:  Harvard University Press, 1998). 

“Science and Politics,” CQ Researcher, Vol. 14, No. 28 (August 2004).

David Michaels and Celeste Monforton, “Manufacturing Uncertainty: Contested Science and the Protection of the Public’s Health and Environment,” American Journal of Public Health, Vol 95, No. S1, pp. S39-S48. 

Peter M. Haas, “Introduction:  Epistemic Communities and International Policy Coordination,” International Organization, Vol. 46, No. 1 (Winter 1992), pp. 1-35.

Week 2:  The Social Sciences and International Studies (Jan 26, 28, 30)
1. The Social Sciences, Political Science and International Relations

2. Other Social-Scientific Approaches and Social Science Methods

This week, we move from the natural sciences to the social sciences, all of which attempt, in different ways, to apply the scientific method to the study of human behavior and of society.  Different social-science disciplines have approached world affairs in different ways, highlighting certain questions (war and peace, wealth and poverty, etc.), and making different assumptions about the key actors (states, transnational actors, international organizations, firms, individuals) and the nature of those actors.  We focus in particular on the fields of political science (whose subfield of international relations has generated many leading theories of world affairs) and economics, as well as related fields such as anthropology, psychology, geography, and sociology.  We conclude the week with a brief discussion of social-science epistemology (how we learn about and understand the world, and whether “positivist” social science is appropriate to the study of humanity) and methodology (should we study social affairs using qualitative or quantitative methods, or both?).

Required Readings

Wikipedia contributors, "Social Sciences," Wikipedia, The Free Encyclopedia, http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Social_sciences&oldid=182359895 (accessed January 9, 2008).
Jeanne A.K. Hey, “Power, Conflict, and Policy:  The Role of Political Science in International Studies,” in Anderson et al., eds., International Studies:  An Interdisciplinary Approach to Global Issues (Boulder:  Westview Press, 2008), pp. 11-31.

Wikipedia contributors, “Economics,” Wikipedia, The Free Encyclopedia, http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Economics&oldid=212058551 (accessed May 15, 2008).

Bjorn Lomborg, How to Spend $50 Billion to Make the World a Better Place (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006), pp. xi-xxi. 

Mark Allen Peterson, “Intercultural Relations:  Anthropology for International Communication,” in International Studies:  An Interdisciplinary Approach to Global Issues (Boulder:  Westview Press, 2008), pp. 107-129.

Stanley W. Toops, “People, Places and Patterns:  Geography in International Affairs,” in International Studies:  An Interdisciplinary Approach to Global Issues (Boulder:  Westview Press, 2008), pp. 53-73.
Study Questions:  Please write a one- to two-page essay (double-spaced, 12 point fonts) on one of the following questions.  Be sure to answer all parts of the question, provide an introduction or thesis statement at the beginning, and refer to relevant readings (not just to lecture) in your answer.  All study questions will be due on the Friday of the week in which they are assigned, and late papers will not be accepted.  

1. While the field of “international relations” is often identified as a subfield of political science, every social-science discipline has had something to say about world affairs, including the disciplines of political science, economics, geography and anthropology reviewed in this week’s readings – and others like psychology and sociology not covered in the readings.  Based on your reading, which approach do you find most interesting and useful for understanding world affairs?  What questions does this discipline ask about world affairs? What categories of analysis does it use, and what insights does it generate about world affairs?

Recommended Readings

George Marcus, “Ethnography in/of the World System: The Emergence of Multi-Sited Ethnography,” in his Ethnography through Thick and Thin (Princeton: Princeton University Press, pp. 79-104. 

Jack S. Levy, “Political Psychology and Foreign Policy,” in David O. Sears, Leonie Huddy, and Robert Jervis, eds., Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology (New York:  Oxford University Press, 2003), pp. 253-284. 

Jonathan Mercer (2005).  “Rationality and Psychology in International Politics,” International Organization, Vol. 59, pp. 77-106.
John W. Creswell, Research Design:  Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed-Methods Approaches (New York:  Sage Publications, 2002).

Detlef F. Sprinz and Yael Wolinsky-Nahmias, “Introduction:  Methodology in International Relations Research,” in Sprinz and Wolinsky-Nahmias, Models, Numbers and Cases:  Methods for Studying International Relations (Ann Arbor:  The University of Michigan Press, 2005), pp. 1-8.

Week 3:  The Humanities and International Studies (Feb 2, 9)
1. The Humanities, History and Law

2. Political Philosophy, Ethics, and International Ethics

By contrast with the social sciences, disciplines in the humanities are less likely to embrace the methods of science in the study of human behavior, and less likely to make a sharp distinction between positive analysis (focusing only on what is) and normative analysis (focusing on what ought to be).  As with the social sciences, however, the humanities are diverse, taking in disciplines ranging from art and literary criticism to history and law.  Our discussion of the humanities in international studies is therefore selective, focusing on the particular contributions of history and law to the study of world affairs.  In addition, we address again the issue of positive vs. normative theory, asking what we mean by ethics, how we should think about ethical questions, and whether ethical thinking applies at all to world affairs.  

Required Readings

Wikipedia contributors, "Humanities," Wikipedia, The Free Encyclopedia, http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Humanities&oldid=182682996 (accessed January 9, 2008).
Sheldon Anderson, “The Past in the Present:  Historical Interpretation in International Conflict,” in International Studies:  An Interdisciplinary Approach to Global Issues (Boulder:  Westview Press, 2008), pp. 33-52.
David J. Bederman, International Law Frameworks (New York: West Publishing, 2001), pp. 1-11.

Paul Newall, “Ethics,” The Galilean Library, http://www.galilean-library.org/int11.html, accessed on 5 January 2008, read up to “Consequentialist theories” (stop before “Virtue theories”).

Richard Shapcott, “International Ethics,” Chapter 11 in John Baylis, Steve Smith, and Patricia Owens, eds., The Globalization of World Politics, fourth edition (New York:  Oxford University Press, 2008), pp. 194-206.

Study Questions.  Please answer one of the following two questions.
1. How are the humanities in general different from the natural and social sciences?  How, for example, would a student of history or international law (pick just one for your essay) study world affairs differently than, say, a social scientist?  What do you think are the advantages and disadvantages of a social science vs. a humanities approach to world affairs?

2. What do we mean by ethics, by meta-ethics, and by normative ethics?  Is ethics relevant to the study of world affairs?  If not, why not?  If so, which seems more appropriate – deontological or consequentialist ethics, and why?
3. While the battle between deontological and consequentialist ethics often dominates the study of ethics within societies, the study of international ethics is characterized by other debates, including those among so-called “cosmopolitans,” “realists,” and “pluralists.”  In an essay, summarize briefly the fundamental arguments of these three groups, and discuss which of these you find most appropriate to world affairs, and why.

Recommended Readings
John Lewis Gaddis, The Landscape of History: How Historians Map the Past (New York: Oxford University Press, 2002).

Len Scott, “International History, 1945-1990,” in The Globalization of World Politics, John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds. (New York: Oxford University Press, 2004), pp. 94-107.
Christian Reus-Smit, “International Law,” in The Globalization of World Politics, in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds. (Oxford University Press, 2004), pp. 350-368.  Read pp. 350-359, skim the rest.
Louis Henkin, International Law: Politics and Values (Springer, 1995): 7-12. 

“International Law,” in Global Issues: Selections from CQ Researcher, 7th edition (Washington, DC: CQ Press, 2007), pp. 47-68. 

William Frankena, Ethics (New Jersey:  Prentice Hall, 1973).

George Kennan, “Morality and Foreign Policy,” Foreign Affairs, Vol. 64, No. 2 (Winter 1985/86), pp. 205-18.

Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars, 4th edition, (New York: Basic Books, 2006), Chapter 1 (“Against Realism”), pp. 3-20.

Terry Nardin and David Mapel, eds., Traditions of International Ethics (New York:  Cambridge University Press, 1992).

Mark R. Amstutz, International Ethics (Lanham, Maryland:  Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, second edition, 2005).

Peter Singer, One World:  The Ethics of Globalization (New Haven, Yale University Press, 2002), chapter 1, pp. 1-13.

Michael Walzer, Thick and Thin:  Moral Argument at Home and Abroad (Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press, 1994).

Part II.  Issues in World Affairs

Week 4:  The Causes of War I:  International Relations Approaches (Feb 11, 13, 20)
War has long been identified as one of the most analytically and normatively important questions in world affairs, and one that distinguishes international politics from domestic politics.  Not surprisingly, scholars from a huge variety of disciplines – including political science, history, anthropology, psychology, and economics, among many others – have offered explanations about the causes of specific wars (such as World War I) and for wars in general.  This week, we focus on international relations approaches in political science, surveying general theories of international relations and exploring theories and evidence about the causes of war at five different levels of analysis. 
Required Readings

Stephen M. Walt, “International Relations: One World, Many Theories,” Foreign Policy, No. 110 (Spring 1998), pp. 29-44. 

“Social Theories” and “Gender Theories,” in Joshua S. Goldstein and Jon C. Pevehouse, International Relations, 8th edition (New York:  Pierson Longman, 2007), pp. 93-95 (constructivism), 97-99 (Marxism), 105-111 (gender).

Greg Cashman and Leonard C. Robinson, An Introduction to the Causes of War (Lanham, MD:  Rowman & Littlefield, 2007), introduction, pages 1-25.
Nye, Understanding International Conflicts, Chapter 3, pp. 59-83. 

Study Questions.  Please answer one of the following two questions.

1. What are the dominant theories of international relations in political science, according to the readings for this week?  Which of these theories seems to offer the greatest insights into world affairs, in your view, and what specific insights do you derive from your preferred theory?

2. What are the five levels of analysis put forward by Cashman and Robinson, and what potential causes of war do they identify at each level?  Which of these proposed causes of war seems most promising to you, and why?  

3. In Understanding International Conflicts, Joseph Nye does not try to test all of the competing theories on a statistical dataset of all wars, but rather tries to assess the different explanations for a single war, in this case World War I.  How does Nye try to assess which cause or causes were most important in that particular case?  Which causes seem to have been most important, and why?

Recommended Readings

Hans Morgenthau, “Six Principles of Political Realism,” in Politics Among Nations (various editions), pp. 1-12. 

Kenneth Waltz, Man, the State and War (New York: Columbia University Press, 1959), pp. 1-15. 

John A. Vasquez, ed., What Do We Know About War? (Lanham, MD:  Rowman & Littlefield Press, 2000).

Robert I Rotberg and Theodore K. Rabb, The Origin and Prevention of Major Wars (New York:  Cambridge University Press, 1989).

Greg Cashman, What Causes War?  An Introduction to Theories of International Conflict (Lanham, MD:  Lexington Books, 1993).

Steven Van Evera, Causes of War:  Power and the Roots of Conflict (Ithaca:  Cornell University Press, 1999).

James Morrow, “A Rational Choice Approach to International Conflict,” in Nehemia Gava and Alex Mintz, eds., Decisionmaking on War and Peace:  The Cognitive-Rational Debate (Boulder:  Lynne Rienner Publishers, 1997), pp. 11-31.

James D. Fearon, “Rationalist Explanations for War,” International Organization, Vol. 49, No. 3 (Summer 1995), pp. 379-414.

Bruce M. Russett and John R. Oneal, Triangulating Peace:  Democracy, Interdependence, and International Organizations (New York:  Norton, 2001).

Week 5:  The Causes of War II:  Interdisciplinary Approaches (Feb 23, 25, 27)
While much of the current literature on the causes of war is located within the fields of political science and international relations, virtually every discipline in the social sciences and humanities has weighed in on the question of war, and indeed war is an area where interdisciplinary scholarship has attempted to draw on the insights of multiple disciplines to explain and understand warfare.  A full survey of these approaches is beyond our scope this week, which instead focuses on two questions.  First, after a brief discussion of different disciplinary perspectives on war, we examine the question of the relationship between war and gender, reading and analyzing selections from Joshua Goldstein’s book on the subject as an example of such interdisciplinary work.  Second, we move from positive to normative analysis, reviewing the literature on “just war theory,” and asking about the just causes of war and the ways in which wars might be fought justly.  

Required Readings

Joshua Goldstein, War and Gender (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2001), chapters 1 and 7 (pp. 1-58, 403-414).

Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars, Chapters 2-5, and 12 (pp. 21-85 and 197-206); focus on the key arguments, skim the historical cases. 

Study Questions.  Answer just one of the following questions:

1. In his book, War and Gender attempts to draw on the findings of many scholars in many disciplines to figure out the answer to a key “puzzle.”  In a short essay, (a) identify Goldstein’s key puzzle, (b) discuss how he goes about testing his various hypotheses, and (c) summarize briefly Goldstein’s core findings and his “take-home” message.
2. It has been said that “War is hell,” inherently based on killing of other human beings, and yet there is a widely held “just war tradition” that war can be fought justly, and for just reasons.  In a brief essay, explain the concepts of “jus ad bellum,” and “jus in bello” as they appear in Michael Walzer’s Just and Unjust Wars, outlining the basic rules of each.  Are these rules a good basis for judging the morality of war?  Why or why not?
Recommended Readings

John Keegan, The Face of Battle: A Study of Agincourt, Waterloo, and the Somme (New York:  Penguin, 1983).
Janice Gross Stein, “Psychological Explanations of International Conflict,” in Handbook of International Relations, pp. 292-308.

Jonathan Haas, ed., The Anthropology of War (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1990).  

Elisabeth Prugl, “Gender and War: Causes, Constructions, and Critique,” part of a symposium on Goldstein’s book in Perspectives on Politics, Vol. 1, No. 2 (June 2003), pp. 335-342.

Week 6:  War and Organized Violence in the 21st Century (March 2, 4, 6)
1. New Security Threats, Civil War, and the Challenge of Global Terrorism

2. The War in Iraq:  Politics, Economics, Legality and Morality
Last week, we sought to explain the causes of interstate wars, which have historically been the primary security threats in world affairs.  This week, we turn to the analysis of other, “new” security threats, and we discuss the normative questions associated with the use of force in “just war theory.”  The issue of new security threats for the 21st century includes a wide variety of purported threats, including some traditional threats such as the rise of China as a potential challenger to the United States, and some very untraditional threats to “human security” such as the spread of disease or climate change (addressed in Weeks 9 and 10 below), while others note the alarming rise of civil wars, which now far outpace interstate wars in terms of human casualties.  For this week, we focus on threat of global terrorism, asking what is new about this threat, how serious it is, and how it can and should be addressed.  We also examine the origins and the outcome of the 2003 U.S. invasion of Iraq, from political, economic, legal, and moral perspectives.
Required Readings
James D. Kiras, “Terrorism and Globalization,” in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics (New York:  Oxford University Press), pp. 479-498. 

Robert Pape, Dying to Win:  The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism (New York:  Random House, 2005), Introduction, pp. 1-25.

Todd S. Purdum, A Time of Our Choosing:  America’s War in Iraq (New York: Times Books, 2004), chapters 3-6 (pp. 33-91) and chronology (pp. 294-300).
“Iraq: Were We Wrong?” special issue of The New Republic, 28 June 2004, essays by the editors, Leon Wieseltier, John McCain, Kenneth Pollack, and Thomas L. Friedman.

Carlos Lozada, “What's the Tab? Two Economists Attempt to Calculate the Price of U.S. Intervention in Iraq,” Washington Post Book World, March 16, 2008, p. 5.

Study Questions.  Please answer one of the following questions.  

1. What is terrorism?  What is “new” about the type of terrorism that has been practiced since September 11th, and how do your readings explain the origins of such terrorism?  Finally, in light of your understanding about the sources of terrorism, how should countries like the United States attempt to respond to and hopefully prevent future terrorist attacks?
2. The 2003 war in Iraq represents the implementation of a new “Bush Doctrine” of preemptive or preventive war against potential threats to US national security.  What were the arguments for, and against, a preventive war against Iraq?  Granted that the outcome of the war was impossible to predict with any accuracy, what would you have advised the Bush Administration to do in February of 2003?

3. Looking back now with the benefit of hindsight, and based on our course readings, how you could judge the US war in Iraq, from (a) a legal, (b) a moral, and (c) an economic perspective?

Recommended Readings
Paris, Roland (2001). “Human Security: Paradigm Shift or Hot Air?” International Security. 26 (2): 87-102.

Barbara F. Walter and Jack Snyder, eds., Civil Wars, Insecurity, and Intervention (New York:  Columbia University Press, 1999). 
Barbara F. Walter, Committing to Peace:  The Successful Settlement of Civil Wars (Princeton:  Princeton University Press, 2001).

James D. Fearon and David D. Laitin, “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 97, No. 1 (February 2003), pp. 75-90.

Monica Duffy Toft, The Geography of Ethnic Violence:  Identity, Interests, and the Indivisibility of Territory (Princeton:  Princeton University Press, 2005).

David Leheny. 2005. “Terrorism, Social Movements, and International Security,”

IO-Dialog, Vol. 56, No. 2 (Spring 2002). 

David A. Lake, “Rational Extremism:  Understanding Terrorism in the Twenty-first Century,” IO-Dialog, Vol. 56, No. 2 (Spring 2002), pp. 15-29.

Paul R. Pillar, Terrorism and U.S. Foreign Policy (Washington, DC:  Brookings Institution Press, 2004). 

Louise Richardson, What Terrorists Want (New York:  Random House, 2006). 

Andrew H. Kydd and Barbara F. Walter, “The Strategies of Terrorism,” International Security, Vol. 31, No. 1 (Summer 2006), pp. 49-80.

Darryl Howlett, “Nuclear Proliferation,” in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics (New York:  Oxford University Press), pp. 501-515.
Steven Walt, “Beyond Bin Laden:  Reshaping U.S. Foreign Policy,” International Security, Vol. 26, No. 3 (Winter 2001/2002), pp. 56-78.

The White House, The National Security Strategy of the United States of America (September 2002), Sections I, III, and V (available on-line at http://www.whitehouse.gov/nsc/nss.html).

George Packer, The Assassins’ Gate:  America in Iraq (New York:  Farrar, Straus & Giroux, 2007).
Thomas E. Ricks, Fiasco: The American Military Adventure in Iraq (New York: Penguin, 2007). 

Jack L. Goldsmith, The Terror Presidency:  Law and Judgment Inside the Bush Administration (New York:  W.W. Norton, 2007)

Joseph E. Stiglitz and Linda Bilmes, The Three Trillion Dollar War:  The True Cost of the Iraq Conflict (New York:  W. W. Norton, 2008).
Week 7: Democracy and Democratization (March 16, 18)
1. Democracy and the Democratic Peace
2. Democratization and Democracy Promotion
States employ different political regime types, including democratic, authoritarian, and totalitarian systems. This week, we look at the role of democracy, democratization, and democracy promotion of world affairs.  We begin by asking what democracy is, how democracy arose, and what affect democracy has on the incidence of war – the so-called democratic peace thesis.  We then turn to the topic of democratization, examining the so-called third and fourth “waves” of democratic transitions in various parts of the world, as well as the claims that the apparent progress of democracy in recent decades has either produced “illiberal” versions of democracy, or is in the process of being rolled back in many places.  Finally, given the apparent difficulties of democratic transitions, a final section studies how democracy is being “exported” by states and international organizations, and the normative dimensions of this process.
Required Readings
Richard J. Payne, Global Issues:  Politics, Economics, Culture (New York:  Pearson-Longman, 2007), Chapter 4, “Promoting Democracy,” pp. 108-147.

Guy Dinmore, “A Uniform Trend?  How Democracy Worldwide is on the Back Foot,” Financial Times, 17 January 2007, p. 9.

Sean M. Lynn-Jones, “Preface,” in Michael E. Brown, Sean M. Lynn-Jones, and Steven E. Miller, eds. Debating the Democratic Peace (Cambridge:  MIT Press, 1996), pp. ix-xxxiii.

Jack Snyder and Edward Mansfield. 2005. Electing to Fight: Why Emerging Democracies Go to War. Edward Mansfield and Jack Snyder. Cambridge: MIT Press, 2005), Chapter 1, pp. 1-19. 

 “Exporting Democracy,” in Global Issues: Selections from CQ Researcher, 7th edition (Washington, DC: CQ Press, 2007), pp. 289-311.

Study Questions.  Please answer one of the following questions:

1. What do we mean by democracy?  Is democracy making gains in today’s world, as many scholars of the “third and fourth waves” have suggested?  Or is democracy in retreat throughout the world?

2. What is the relationship between democracy and peace?  Why do some scholars believe in the notion of a democratic peace, and what evidence do they put forward?  Why do some other scholars suggest that there is no relationship, or even a negative relationship, between democratization and peace?  What do you think, and why?

3. What are the analytical and normative arguments for democracy promotion policies by countries like the United States?  What are the arguments against democracy promotion?  Which do you find more convincing?  Should the United States attempt to export democracy throughout the world?  Why or why not?
Recommended Reading

Philippe C. Schmitter and Terry Lynn Karl, “What Democracy is... And is Not,” in Christian Soe, ed., Comparative Politics 95/96 (Guilford, CT: Dushkin Publishing Group/Brown & Benchmark Publishers, 1995), pp. 123-29. 

Samuel Huntington, "Democracy's Third Wave," Comparative Politics 95/96, pp. 232-241.

Michael McFaul, “The Fourth Wave of Democracy and Dictatorship: Noncooperative Transitions in the Postcommunist World,” World Politics, Vol. 54, No 2 (January 2002), pp. 212-244. 

Sheri Berman, “How Democracies Emerge:  Lessons from Europe,” Vol. 18, No. 1 (January 2007), pp. 28-31.

Fareed Zakaria, The Future of Freedom:  Illiberal Democracy at Home or Abroad (New York:  W.W. Norton, 2003).

Thomas Franck, “The Emerging Right to Democratic Governance,” American Journal of International Law 46 (1992). 

Mick Cox, John Ikenberry and T. Igonuchi, eds., American Democracy Promotion:  Impulses, Strategies and Impacts (New York:  Oxford University Press).

 Week 8: Human Rights and Humanitarian Intervention (March 20, 23, 25, 27)
1. Human Rights

2. Humanitarian Intervention

Straddling the boundary between positive social science and normative ethics are the interrelated questions of human rights and humanitarian intervention.  Scholars, activists and international lawyers have long claimed that all human beings possess universal human rights, no matter where in the world they live.  However, there have been vigorous debates over whether all human beings really do have human rights (and if so, which ones?), over how to deal with the apparent conflict between the principles of human rights and state sovereignty, and over whether it is realistic to expect states to follow and enforce international human rights policies.  More recently, scholars and practitioners of world affairs have debated whether there is a legal right and/or a moral duty of humanitarian intervention in the internal affairs of other states, with the aim of securing human rights and preventing humanitarian catastrophe in places such as Bosnia, Rwanda, and the Darfur region of Somalia.  

Required Readings

Chris Brown, “Human Rights,” in The Globalization of World Politics, in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds. (Oxford University Press, 2004), pp. 689-705.

Michael Ignatieff, “Is the Human Rights Era Ending?” The New York Times. 5 February 2002.

Nicholas J. Wheeler and Alex J. Bellamy, “Humanitarian Intervention,” in The Globalization of World Politics, in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds. (Oxford University Press, 2004), pp. 555-578. 

Barnett, Michael N., “The UN Security Council, Indifference, and Genocide in Rwanda,” Cultural Anthropology, Vol. 12, No. 4 (1997). 

Scott Strauss, “Darfur and the Genocide Debate,” Foreign Affairs (January-February 2005). 

Study Question.  Please answer the following question:

1. Humanitarian intervention would seem to be an intrinsically good thing, aimed at helping people in need.  What are the moral and/or practical arguments against undertaking humanitarian interventions.  Why has it proven so difficult in practice for states to intervene for humanitarian reasons in places like Rwanda?  And what, in light of these arguments and experiences, should the United States do about the humanitarian disaster in Darfur?

Recommended Readings

Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars (New York:  Basic Books, 2006), chapter 6.
Louis Henkin, “Human Rights: Ideology and Aspiration, Reality and Prospect,” in Samantha Power and Graham Allison, eds., Realizing Human Rights: Moving from Inspiration to Impact (New York: Palgrave McMillan, 2000), pp. 3-38. 

Michael Ignatieff, Human Rights as Politics and Idolatry (Princeton:  Princeton University Press, 2003).

Kofi Annan, “Two Concepts of Sovereignty,” The Economist, 18 September 1999. 

Gareth Evans and Mohammed Sahnoun, “The Responsibility to Protect,” Foreign Affairs, November/December 2002, pp. 99-110. 

Peter Hoffmann and Thomas Weiss, Sword and Salve: Confronting New Wars and Humanitarian Crises (Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield, 2006). 

David Kennedy, The Dark Sides of Virtue: Reassessing International Humanitarianism (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2006), pp. 3-36. 

Week 9:  Wealth, Poverty, and Development (March 30, April 1)
At the intersection of political science/international relations, international economics, and political philosophy lies the question of wealth and poverty both within states as well as between rich and poor states. As we shall see, economists such as Jeffrey Sachs and William Easterly, among many others, have undertaken analyses of both the causes of poverty in places such as Africa (by far the poorest of the world’s regions) and the most effective policies to combat poverty and promote economic growth in the developing world.  There remains, however, fundamental disagreement on both of these questions, with a major debate about whether and how countries like the United States and international organizations like the World Bank should seek to combat poverty throughout the world.  These debates, in turn, rest at least in part on a normative debate, namely that we in the industrialized world have some sort of normative duty toward foreigners – a question explored in the exchange between Singer and Kuper in this week’s readings. 
Required Readings
Jeffrey Sachs, The End of Poverty:  Economic Possibilities for Our Time (New York:  Penguin Press, 2005), pp. 1-4, 20-25, 188-220, and 288-308.  

William Easterly, “A Modest Proposal,” The Washington Post Book World, March 13, 2005, p. T3.

Jeffrey Sachs, “Letters,” The Washington Post Book World, March 27, 2005, p. T12.

Peter Katel, “Ending Poverty in Africa,” CQ Researcher, Vol. 15, No. 31 (September 2005).

Peter Singer, One World:  The Ethics of Globalization (New Haven: Yale University Press 2002), Chapter 5: “One Community?” pp. 150-195.

Andrew Kuper, “More than Charity:  Cosmopolitan Alternatives to the ‘Singer Solution’,” Ethics & International Affairs, Vol. 16, No. 2, pp. 107-120; and the subsequent debate between Singer and Kuper, pp. 121-128.

Study Questions.  Please answer one of the following questions:

1. Why, according to Jeffrey Sachs, have the countries of Africa lagged so far behind much of the rest of the world economically, and what can the advanced industrialized world do to alleviate poverty and promote growth in Africa?  Why do Sachs’ critics believe that his analyses and proposals are flawed, and what do they suggest should be done?  Which view do you find more convincing, and why?

2. In a famous 1971 essay, the utilitarian philosopher Peter Singer controversially argued that each of us has a significant moral obligation to relieve human suffering throughout the world, and Singer takes up that argument, and responds to his many critics, in this week’s reading.  What is Singer’s core argument?  Do you find it convincing?  Why or why not?  (Either way, please give reasons for your position – don’t simply say that Singer’s arguments are absurd or stupid.) What do Kuper and Singer argue about?  How convincing, at the end of the day, do you find Singer’s arguments?

Recommended Readings
Joshua S. Goldstein and Jon C. Pevehouse, International Relations, 8th edition (New York:  Pierson Longman, 2007), Chapter 13, “International Development,” pp. 463-502.

Joseph E. Stiglitz, Making Globalization Work (New York:  W.W. Norton, 2007), Chapter 2, “The Promise of Development,” pp. 25-59.

World Bank. Annual Report 2007 (Washington, DC: World Bank), “Part I: Addressing Poverty Worldwide,” pp. 12-26, available at: http://siteresources.worldbank.org/EXTANNREP2K7/Resources/AR07Section1.pdf, accessed on January 8, 2008.

William Easterly, The White Man’s Burden:  Why the West’s Efforts to Aid the Rest Have Done So Much Ill and So Little Good (New York:  Penguin Press), Chapter 1, pp. 3-30.  

William Easterly, “The Ideology of Development,” Foreign Policy, July/August 2007, pp. 31-37.
Muhammad Yunus. 2006. Nobel Speech. At: www.nobelprize.org. 

Nanda Shrestha, “Becoming a Developing Country,” in J. Crush, ed., Power of Development (New York: Routledge, 1995), pp. 266-77. 

Amartya Sen, Development as Freedom (New York: Oxford, 2000). 

Peter Singer, “Famine, Affluence, and Morality,” in Charles R. Beitz et al, eds., International Ethics, (Princeton University Press, 1985), pp. 249-61.

Ethan B. Kapstein, “Distributive Justice and International Trade,” Ethics & International Affairs,” Vol. 13 (1999), pp. 175-204.

Caroline Thomas, “International Financial Institutions and Social and Economic Human Rights:  An Exploration,” in Tony Evans, Human Rights Fifty Years on:  A Reappraisal (Manchester:  Manchester University Press, 1998), pp. 161-85.

Steven Weber, “International Organizations and the Pursuit of Justice in the World Economy,” Ethics & International Affairs, Vol. 14 (2000).

Mark W. Zacher, “Globalization, Justice, and International Institutions:  A Commentary,” Ethics & International Affairs, Vol. 14 (2000).

Week 10:  Health and Disease (April 6, 8)
Much like the previous topic of wealth and poverty, the topic of health and disease has provoked much scholarship, and debate, among scholars in a range of disciplines including the health sciences, economics, political science, and others.  This week, we examine the debate over global health, analyzing the primary sources of disease and other challenges to health throughout the world; assessing the economic costs and benefits of different policies to fight disease; and examining the policies established by states and by international regimes such as the World Health Organization to fight disease and promote public health throughout the world.

Required Readings

Gian Luca Burci, “Health and Infectious Disease,” in Thomas G. Weiss and Sam Daws, eds., The Oxford Handbook on the United Nations (New York:  Oxford University Press, 2007), pp. 582-591.

Laurie Garrett, “The Challenge of Global Health,” Foreign Affairs, January/February 2007, available on-line at: http://www.foreignaffairs.org/20070101faessay86103/laurie-garrett/the-challenge-of-global-health.html. 

“How to Promote Global Health:  A Foreign Affairs Roundtable,” available on-line at: http://www.foreignaffairs.org/special/global_health/ -- read essays by Sachs, Farmer, and Garrett only.

Anne Mills and Sam Shillcut, “Communicable Diseases,” in Bjorn Lomborg, ed., How to Spend $50 Billion to Make the World a Better Place (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006), pp. 19-37.

Michael Specter, “What Money Can Buy,” The New Yorker, 24 October 2005, pp. 57-71.

Study Question
1. All of this week’s readings, in different ways, review the problems of posed by communicable diseases, as well as the more general problems of promoting global health, and discuss the most promising and cost-effective ways of addressing these challenges.  Based on your reading of these sources, what (if anything) do you think that wealthy countries like the United States should do to promote global health?

Recommended Readings
Richard J. Payne, Global Issues:  Politics, Economics, Culture (New York:  Pearson-Longman, 2007), Chapter 9, “The Globalization of Disease,” pp. 349-77.

C. Everett Koop, et al. eds., Critical Issues in Global Health (Jossey-Bass, 2002). 

Ichiro Kawachi and Sarah Wamala, eds., Globalization and Health (New York:  Oxford University Press, 2006). 

Ruth Levine, Case Studies in Global Health (Jones & Bartlett Publishers, 2007).

Gian Luca Burci and Claude-Henri Vignes, World Health Organization (Kluwer Law International, 2004). 

World Health Organization, World Health Report (2006).

K. Davis, “International Health Policy:  Common Problems, Alternative Strategies,” Health Affairs, Vol. 18, No. 3 (1999).

David E. Bloom and David Canning, “The Health and Wealth of Nations,” Science, February 18, 2000, pp. 1207, 1209.
“Avian Flu Threat,” in Global Issues:  Selections from CQ Researcher, 7th edition (Washington, DC:  CQ Press, 2007), pp. 115-142.

World Health Organization. 2006. World Health Report: selection. 

 “Avian Flu Threat,” in Global Issues: Selections from CQ Researcher, 7th edition (Washington, DC: CQ Press, 2007), pp. 115-142. 

Nana Poku and Alan Whiteside, “25 Years of Living with HIV/AIDS: Challenges and Prospects,” International Affairs 82 (March 2006): 249-256. 

Mary H. Cooper, “Fighting SARS,” CQ Researcher, June 20, 2003, pp. 569-92.

Week 11:  The Global Commons (April 13, 15, 17)
1. The Global Environment

2. The Challenge of Climate Change

The global commons (such as the global atmosphere, and the world’s oceans and fisheries) have been threatened for generations, but appear to face even larger challenges today as the world depletes resources in ways that prevent long-term sustainability. This week introduces the concept of a global commons and asks whether the world’s states can cooperate to protect global commons.  We devote special attention to the issue of climate change, which has been an intense subject of study for natural scientists (is climate change real, what is causing it, and what will its likely effects be?); for economists (what is the likely economic impact of climate change, and what are the economic costs and benefits of trying to resist it?); for political scientists (can states cooperate under anarchy to prevent climate change?); and for political philosophers (what should be done to stop climate change, and who should bear the costs of doing so?).    

Required Readings

Owen Greene, “Environmental Issues,” in The Globalization of World Politics, in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds. (Oxford University Press, 2004), pp. 451-478.
Elizabeth Kolbert, “The Climate of Man – III:  What Can Be Done?” The New Yorker, May 9, 2005, pp. 52-63.

Claudia H. Deutsch, “A Threat So Big, Academics Try Collaboration,” The New York Times, December 25, 2007, pp. C1-2.

International Panel on Climate Change, Fourth Assessment Report.  Climate Change 2007:  Synthesis Report.  Summary for Policymakers (2007).  Read boldface findings, skim the rest.

William R. Cline et al., “Meeting the Challenge of Global Warming,” in Bjorn Lomborg, ed., How to Spend $50 Billion to Make the World a Better Place (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006), pp. 1-18. 

Peter Singer, One World:  The Ethics of Globalization (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2002), Chapter 2:  “One Atmosphere,” pp. 14-50.

Possible short newspaper articles to be added at a later date.

Study Questions.  Please answer one of the following questions.
1. What precisely is a global commons (define and give examples)?  Why are commons so difficult to protect, according to economists and political scientists (see “the tragedy of the commons”), and what can be done to protect them?  Can we point to any success stories so far in the effort to protect the commons, and do these suggest hope for the issue of climate change?

2. It can be argued that the amount of disagreement among scientists about climate change is decreasing (see the IPPC 4th assessment report), but economists still appear fundamentally at odds about whether the benefits of tackling climate change outweigh the costs?  Why do the economists in this week’s readings disagree on these questions?  Which arguments do you find most convincing, and why?

3. What are the normative issues raised by climate change, according to Singer and others?  What specifically should we in the United States be prepared to do to fend off climate change, and why?

Recommended Readings

Oran Young, "International Environmental Governance," in Young, International Governance:  Protecting the Environment in a Stateless Society (Ithaca:  Cornell University Press, 1994), pp. 12-32.

Richard Elliot Benedick, "Protecting the Ozone Layer:  New Directions in Diplomacy," in Jessica Tuchman Matthews, ed., Preserving the Global Environment (New York:  W.W. Norton and Company, 1991), pp. 112-153.

The New York Times Climate Change Web Page, http://topics.nytimes.com/top/news/science/topics/globalwarming/index.html, read introduction and browse recent articles.
David G. Victor, Climate Change:  Debating America’s Policy Options (New York:  Council on Foreign Relations, 2004), pp. 1-75.

Elizabeth Kolbert, Field Notes from a Catastrophe:  Man, Nature and Climate Change (New York:  Bloomsbury Press, 2006).
Stern Review, “Executive Summary,” in The Economics of Climate Change (2006), available at the website of the Treasury of the United Kingdom, http://www.hm-treasury.gov.uk/independent_reviews/stern_review_economics_climate_change/stern_review_Report.cfm.
Bjorn Lomborg, Cool It: The Skeptical Environmentalist’s Guide to Global Warming (New York:  Knopf, 2007).
Week 12:  Globalization (April 20, 27)
Much of the scholarship, as well as popular discourse about world affairs in the past decade has focused on the issue of globalization, defined loosely as the increasing movement of goods, services, money, people, media images and ideas across borders.  Originally conceived primarily as an economic phenomenon, globalization also has political, social and cultural implications, which are explored in this week’s readings.  More specifically, we ask: (1) What are the origins of globalization and how has it evolved over time? (2) What are the economic, cultural and political consequences of globalization? And (3) should the US and the international community promote or temper the progress of globalization? 

Required Readings 

Manfred Steger, Globalization: A Very Short Introduction (New York:  Oxford University Press, 2003), Chapters 1 and 2, pp. 1-36.
Martin Wolf, Why Globalization Works (New Haven: Yale University Press), Chapters 1-2, pp. 3-19. 

Joseph E. Stiglitz, Making Globalization Work (New York:  W.W. Norton, 2007), Chapter 1, “Another World is Possible,” pp. 3-24.

Study Question
1. In the readings for this week, Martin Wolf argues that “liberal” economic globalization “works.”  What does he mean by this claim, and how does he justify this claim?  By contrast, Joseph Stiglitz is critical of globalization as it has unfolded in the past several decades, and argues that “another world” is possible.  What does Stiglitz think is wrong with globalization today, and what kind of policies would lead to his proposed “better world?”  Which author makes the better arguments, in your view, and why?
Recommended Readings

Thomas Friedman, The World is Flat (New York:  Picador, 2007).

Jagdish Bhaghati, In Defense of Globalization (New York:  Oxford University Press, 2004).

Joseph E. Stiglitz, Globalization and Its Discontents (New York:  W.W. Norton & Company, 2003).

David Held and Anthony McGrew, eds., The Global Transformations Reader, ed by. David Held and Anthony McGrew (London: Polity Press)

Benjamin Barber, “Jihad vs. McWorld,” in Frank J. Lechner and John Boli, eds., The Globalization Reader (Oxford:  Blackwell Publishers, 2000), pp. 21-26.
Rawi Abdelal and Adam Segal. 2007. “Has Globalization Passed Its Peak?” Foreign Affairs 86 (1): 103-114. 

Part III:  Concluding, and Looking Ahead

Week 13: Challenges for the Future (April 29, May 1)
This course has selected only a few major issues for consideration, and it has considered them in isolation.  In practice, however, scholars, citizens and the world’s policy-makers don’t face individual problems in isolation, but a myriad of security, economic, environmental and other challenges.  This week, we step back, look at the big picture, and analyze two efforts – one by the former UN Secretary-General, Kofi Annan, and the other by a team of economists – to set priorities and plan for the challenges of a new century.

Required Readings

In Larger Freedom: Towards Development, Security and Human Rights for All, report of the Secretary General to the General Assembly of the United Nations, 2005, pages 1-53. 

Jagdish N. Bhagwati et al., “Expert Panel Ranking,” in Bjorn Lomborg, ed. How to Spend $50 Billion to Make the World a Better Place (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006), pp. 165-174.

Study Question
1. What are the most important challenges to world governance identified in Kofi Annan’s report, In Larger Freedom, and how does Annan propose to address them?  How do these aims compare with those of the expert panel of economists in How to Spend $50 Billion to Make the World a Better Place?  Which set of proposals do you agree with, and why?

Recommended Readings

Joseph Stiglitz, “The Promise of Global Institutions,” in The Global Transformations Reader, ed by. David Held and Anthony McGrew (Polity): 477-482. 

Jed Rubenfeld, “The Two World Orders,” The Wilson Quarterly 28 (2003). 

Allen Buchanan and Robert O. Keohane, “The Preventive Use of Force: A Cosmopolitan Institutional Proposal,” Ethics and International Affairs 18 (March 2004):1-22. 

“Careers in International Relations,” in Joshua S. Goldstein and Jon C. Pevehouse, International Relations, 8th edition (New York:  Pierson Longman, 2007), pp. xviii-xxi.

Week 14:  Conclusions and Review (May 4)
No required readings.  
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