POLS 290 A: International Security 

Spring 2014

Tuesday-Thursday 12:40- 2:10

Location: JSC 157
Instructor: Deepa Prakash                                       
Office: 106 Asbury Hall

Email: deepaprakash@depauw.edu

      
Phone: 765-658-4623 

Office Hours: Tuesday 3:00- 4:00, Wednesday 10:00 -12:00 and by appointment
While conflict is an enduring part of world politics, the concept of security is in flux. In this class we will grapple with the following big-picture questions: what security means; whether the unit of security should be states, nations, communities, groups or individuals; why states go to war or peace; the different forms of armed force; debates about the legitimate and ethical use of force and finally whether non-armed force issues such as immigration or climate change can be included under the security rubric. We will do so by reading classic, perhaps ‘soon-to-be-classic’ pieces and topical debates in the field. Within each big picture question, we will examine key cases and ‘hot topics’. 

Course Objectives:
By the end of this class you will come away with the following mix of substantive and academic skills:  

1. An understanding of the evolution and contours of International Security as a field.   

2. An understanding of key questions, cases and research trajectories in this area. 

3. Developing your writing for different audiences.

4. Developing an interest and core knowledge of an active conflict of your interest. 

There is no text-book for purchase. All materials will be posted on moodle or disseminated through email. On any given day reading all the assigned resources or listening to assigned podcasts is essential. 

Keeping up with the news is a good idea. Some good sources are:

The New York Times, The Washington Post, The Guardian, Wall Street Journal, The Financial Times
Websites: http://www.foreignpolicy.com/ The Nation http://www.thenation.com/ (specially the world section), BBC http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world/, Al Jazeera http://english.aljazeera.net/ 

Magazines: The Economist 

Blogs: walt.foreignpolicy.com is an essential and excellent resource on security issues. Try to keep up with it regularly. 

Grades:

The following components across the course will determine your grade. 

Class Participation: 15% (150 points)  

Moodle Submitted Discussion Questions: 15% (150 points) 

Leading Class Discussion: 10% (100 points)

2 Unit papers 24% (240 points or 12% each) 

Group Policy Memo: 16% (160 points)

Final Exam: 20% (200 points)

The Grading scale is as follows:

	Grade
	A
	A-
	B+
	B
	B-
	C+
	C
	C-
	D
	F

	Points
	940+
	900-939
	870-899
	830-869
	800-829
	770-799
	730-769
	700-729
	620-699
	620 and below


A  = 94 -100 % 

B- = 80- 82.9 %           
D = 62- 69.9 %

A- = 90- 93.9 % 

C+ = 77- 79.9 %          
F= below 62 %

B+ = 87- 89.9 
%

C = 73- 76.9 %

B = 83- 86.9%,

C- = 70- 72.9


Note: If you are taking the course P/F, you must achieve a C- or above to get a Pass. 

Participation (15%) 

A significant proportion of your grade is made up of class participation. This means active participation – come with questions, comments and respond to other people’s arguments. The moodle posts should help here- be prepared to elaborate your comments or to respond to other student’s posts. Showing up and sitting passively in class is not sufficient to succeed at participation. You’re going to have to contribute to class and more than just once every few weeks (that strategy will get you a C at most). 

 Second, I look for the quality of your participation ie. it should be informed and relevant. Come to class having done your reading. Bringing in outside material and experiences is great but stay relevant. Too much reliance on anecdotes or riffing off other’s comments dilutes the quality of your participation. 

Thirdly, participation should be respectful of the class environment.  We will not agree all the time (if we did, class, and life itself, would be boring) but how you listen and engage with the ideas of others is as important as how you contribute. This also means that you have to give other people the opportunity to contribute in class- don’t become the class filibusterer! 

While verbal participation is crucial- there are other ways to participate apart from speaking in class. Contribute on the class forum on moodle or email with comments or questions. These avenues and conversations during office hours count to a limited degree and only to the extent that it relates to the material. 
Leading Class Discussion (10%)
In keeping with the advanced and collaborative nature of this course, I will require every student to assume primary responsibility for leading class discussion once in this semester. In the first week, I will circulate a sign up sheet and then assign dates for your turn to lead class discussion. 

On your appointed day, you will present a brief discussion of the readings for the day (not a summary but a discussion of the broad themes and most interesting points emerging from across the readings- approx. 5-8 minutes). You will also present the class with a couple of overarching questions or points to ponder collectively. We will debate these as a class, following your cues and you will moderate discussion for about 15-20 minutes (maybe longer).  You’re welcome to incorporate additional resources but these should not replace the reading. 

Important: The evening before your presentation – you should email your main points and questions to me so we’re on the same page. You will be graded on the quality of your presentation, your questions and your written comments.

Moodle Submitted Discussion Questions (13%)

From week 2- 13, I will require everyone to post a discussion question or comment based on the reading on our Moodle forum once a week (so either for Monday or for Wednesday). If your question is thoughtful /relevant you will get an automatic 1% for the week. If it is irrelevant or does not reflect the reading, you will get a less than .5% for the week. If you submit no question, you will get a 0. On a few occasions (maybe 3-4), you can also post and discuss something in the news relating to the weeks reading in lieu of a discussion question. I leave the distribution of comments/ questions/ news stories up to you but at the end of the semester you should have 11 posts. (If moodle is down etc, email me your comments). The remaining 2% will be awarded according to the quality and rigor of your comments throughout the course. Important: your comments should be posted by midnight before class, to allow everyone to get a chance to read them. 

There is an additional incentive for your paying attention to the questions- some of the questions for your final exam might come from questions you have submitted. 

2 Unit papers 26% (13% each) 

You will write two short analytical papers during the course. They will be in response to prompts, which will require you to synthesize and reflect on larger themes across readings. You can choose which units to write your papers on from unit 1-4. Note: you cannot write on multiple units in the hope of a better grade, so choose wisely!

Papers are 5-6 pages long. (I will provide detailed instructions and a rubric closer to each assignment but in general, you will be assessed on your ability to analyze the material, make a cogent argument and support it with evidence from readings. Grammar and other stylistic issues will also count.)

Group Policy Memo (16%)

There are many conflicts raging in the world today. Unfortunately we can only focus on a few of these collectively as a class. This means we may not discuss the particular issue or area that you are interested. Thus, you have the opportunity to relate class materials to a conflict of your choice through writing a group policy memo. I will circulate a list of possible topics and assign groups (of 3 people each) in the first couple of weeks. You will get detailed guidelines for the project closer to the time but this is the brief breakdown: 

The memo will first entail picking a particular conflict you’re interested in from a list of active conflicts, which will be posted on Moodle or another conflict of your choice (approved by me). This will lead up to writing your policy memo in 3 steps. You will research the following questions: What is the conflict about? What are the issues and the stakes? What is the present situation? Who are the principals involved? What are their interests? You will identify your audience (member of Congress, President, UNSC, Secretary General, Head of Amnesty International etc.). Once these parts are done you will then talk about possible policy solutions and then make recommendations. 

The structure of the memo will be as follows: 

a) Executive Summary- briefly summarize the issue, conclusions and recommendations (in about 1 large paragraph)

b) Issue- what is the issue? Who are the relevant players/actors/stakeholders? Which audience are you writing for? Describe the current problem. (1 page)

c) What the stakes are for the audience- so basically why is this something that is important? (1 paragraph) 

d) Identify 2-3 policy options and describe their advantages and disadvantages (2 pages). Make sure to address the option of doing nothing and the consequences of this. 

e) Policy Recommendations. (1 page)

The memo should be no more than 5-6 pages, double-spaced, including a one paragraph executive summary at the top.  

Here’s the rough time line for the memo: 

	Week 1-2
	Pick Conflict of Choice 

	Week 2-3
	Topics assigned

	Week 4
	Float me a paragraph about scope of your memo

	Week 5 


	Submit a 1 page outline of the core problem, issue and stakeholders. Receive feedback week 6. 

	Week 10 


	Submit 1-2 pages on policy options. Receive feedback week 11

	Week 13 


	Memo due


Final Exam (200 points or 20%) 

The exam will consist of short answers and essays as well as concept identifications. It will take approximately 3 hours. More details will be given to you closer to the time. 
Class Policies

Attendance: I assume that you’re going to attend class- if that consistently fails to happen, everything else is moot. Unexcused absences will affect your course grade in the following way: If you have 3 or more absences your grade will be lowered a half letter (so a B will become a B-); 4-6 absences –your grade will be lowered a full letter (so a B will become a C); 7 or more absences - subject to my discretion, you may get an F, and certainly no more than a D.  

It may occasionally be necessary for you to walk out of class but generally try to plan it so you stay in class the duration of the class. 

Late Policy: Please come to class on time. If you are consistently late, it will affect your participation grade. If you have some constraints (ie. class on the other side of the campus) let me know before time. 

Late turning work in: Your work is due when it’s due. Except for extenuating circumstances there will be no extensions – I’ll be the judge of those circumstances. For every day past the deadline, I will deduct half a letter grade from your paper. Beyond 3 days, I will not accept the assignment. Come and talk to me with any issues early on. 

Academic Integrity Policy:  DePauw University and I both take academic integrity very seriously and I will uphold DePauw University’s Academic Honesty Policy. Cheating, plagiarism, submission of the work of others, etc. violates DePauw policy on academic integrity and will result in penalties ranging from an F for the assignment or F for the class to academic probation or even suspension from the university, depending on the circumstances.  The policy and discussion of each student’s obligations and rights are in the Student Handbook. The complete Academic Integrity Policy can be found at: http://www.depauw.edu/univ/handbooks/dpuhandbooks.asp?ID=101&parentid=100 

Ignorance of the rules is not a valid excuse so make sure you’re familiar with University policy. There is absolutely no reason to consider cheating or passing someone else’s work off as your own. If you have any doubt whatsoever that you may be incorrectly using someone’s work- please feel free to check with me and ask. Remember, an honest C- is much better than a risky B, so don’t do it.
To avoid the problem of plagiarism be sure to attribute all information, data, arguments, and language – even if paraphrased – borrowed from sources to the original author and to document the source fully.

·     Attribution = “According to XYZ…”
·     Documentation = source citation in foot- or end-note form or using parenthetic citation: (XYZ, 92). Parenthetic citation requires a “Works Cited/References” list at the end of the paper.
ADA/Disability Accommodations: If you have a learning disability or other special needs, please let the Coordinator of Student Disabilities Services, Pamela Roberts, 765-658-6267, Harrison Hall 302 know as soon as possible. I rely on the Disability Services Coordinator for assistance in verifying the need for accommodations and developing an accommodation strategy so please make an appointment to see me after you have received your letter. I will not be able to make accommodations without the advice of Disability Services. 
Technology Policy: Very few things are as distracting as a ringing/buzzing cell phone. Please turn yours off or on silent – not just vibrate. This also means no TEXTING. Just keep your phone in your bag and all will be good.

Laptops: If you need a laptop for taking notes or bringing documents up on your screen- please make sure that’s all that’s on your screen. If I see that the laptop is affecting your ability to participate or pay attention in class, I reserve the right to ask you to not use it. 

Communication: Use office hours for a chat, to discuss material, follow up on questions and seek advice or help. If your schedule does not accommodate the scheduled office hours, make an appointment. Make sure emails are comprehensible and are addressed appropriately ie. not too ‘creatively’. Your official DePauw email is the one we will use to minimize confusion. 

Course Schedule

WEEK 1: Security in the Post Cold War Period 
Tuesday Jan 28
Mutual and course introductions, outlining the big questions 

· Mearsheimer, John “Why we will soon miss the Cold War” Atlantic Monthly 1990

· Huntington, Samuel “The Clash of Civilizations” Foreign Affairs 1993

· Drezner, D The year of living hegemonically Foreign Policy 2013

Thurs Jan 30 

· Previous discussion continued- reskim previous pieces
· Stephen Walt, “The Renaissance of Security Studies” International Security (henceforth IS)- Read section on “What is Security Studies”

· Micah Zenko “Cloudy with a Chance of Conflict “ Foreign Policy 2013 
WEEK 2: Stretching Conceptions of Security
Tues 4 Feb
· Tertrais, Bruno “The demise of Ares: The End of War as we know it?” The Washington Quarterly Summer 2012

· Roland Paris “Human Security: Paradigm Shift or Hot Air?” International Security (2001) excerpts p. 87-91 and 94- 102 (skim from 92- 94)

· Hudson, Valerie “What Sex Means for World Peace” Foreign Policy April 24, 2012

· Re-skim Micah Zenko “Cloudy with a Chance of Conflict” Foreign Policy 2013 

UNIT ONE: Causes of War
Thursday 6 Feb Realism: Polarity
· Waltz, Kenneth (1988) “The Origins of War in Neorealist Theory” Journal of Interdisciplinary History p. 618 – end (start from “A Systems theory of int. politics”)
· Mearsheimer, John The Tragedy of Great Power Politics – excerpt

WEEK 3
Tues Feb 11 Realism Continued: The Security Dilemma
· Wheeler and Booth “Rethinking the Security Dilemma” p. 1-9 (skim the last section)
· Posen, Barry (1993) “Security Dilemma and Ethnic Conflict” p. 27-35, skim cases and read p. 41 (bottom)- 45

· Kim and Yi (2005) “North Korea’s Security Dilemma” read intro and then p. 81-96
Thursday Feb 13 Realism Applied 
· Rosato and Schuessler (2011) "A Realist Foreign Policy for the United States" Perspectives on Politics 9 (4) p. 803- 813

· Mearsheimer, J (2006) “China’s Unpeaceful Rise” Current History 

· Walt, S (2011) The worst case for war with Iran Foreign Policy
· Interview with Waltz on Iran and the Bomb http://www.pbs.org/newshour/rundown/2012/07/among-those-who-study-international.html
Recommended: Mearsheimer, John (2014) America Unhinged The National Interest

WEEK 4

Tuesday Feb 18 Liberalism 
· Doyle, Michael (1986) Liberalism and World Politics p. 1151- 1163 (skim but definitely read historical cases)

· Szayna et al “The Democratic Peace Idea” in The Emergence of Peer Competitors: A Framework for Analysis RAND Corporation, 2001. 
Thursday Feb 20 Regime Type: Democratic Peace 

· Owen, John (2005) Iraq and the Democratic Peace

· Rice, Condoleeza (2005) The Promise of Democratic Peace

WEEK 5

Tuesday Feb 25 Liberalism Applied 
· Brooks, R. (2013) Smother ‘em with Love Foreign Policy
· Perkovich, G. (2014) No endgame in sight Foreign Affairs 
· Beckley, Michael (2011) "China's Century? Why America's Edge will Endure" International Security
· Nye, Joseph China’s Rise doesn’t mean war http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2011/01/02/unconventional_wisdom?page=0,
Thursday Feb 27 Strategic Uses of Violence  

· Stephan and Chenoweth (2008) “Why Civil Resistance Works” International Security p. 7-15, skim up to page 42 and get basics of case studies  and then read conclusion 

· Pape, Robert The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism
WEEK 6 Constructivism: Ideas and Identity 
Tuesday March 4th Identity 
· Carl Schmitt The Concept of the Political p. 25 (bottom)- 37

· Reread Huntington, Clash of Civilizations. read p. 22-34 and p. 45- 49 

· Walt, S (2014) National Stupidity Foreign Policy
Thursday March 6th Constructivism Applied  
· Tannenwald “The Nuclear Taboo” IO
· Nathan and Scobell (2012) How China sees America Foreign Affairs 
UNIT TWO: WAYS OF WAR and UNCOVENTIONAL ENEMIES

WEEK 6
Tuesday March 11th Conventional Wars and WMD 
· Lieber, Press The End of Mad International Security 2011
Thursday March 13th Small Wars
· Gettleman, Jeffrey Africa’s Dirty Wars New York Review of Books 2012 

· Patrick, Stewart Weak States International Security or TWQ 
· Mazarr, Michael (2014) The Rise and Fall of the Failed State Paradigm Foreign Affairs
WEEK 7 Asymmetric Warfare
Tuesday March 18 

· “How the Weak Win Wars: A Theory of Asymmetric Conflict” (2001) Ivan Arreguin-Toft International Organization p. 93-110, skim cases then pick up from p. 122 onwards

Thursday March 20 Counterinsurgency 
· Kahl, Colin (2007) Is there a future for COIN?

· Eikenberry, K The Limits of Counterinsurgency Doctrine in Afghanistan Foreign Affairs 2013
· The Coin of the Realm is a Wooden Nickel Time March 13, 2013

SPRING BREAK!

WEEK 8 Unconventional Enemies: Terrorism
Tuesday 1st April 
· Re-skim Pape “Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism”

· Abrahms, Max (2006) “Why Terrorism doesn't work” International Security  p. 42- 60 and then skim cases 

· Read: http://saidsimon.wordpress.com/2011/04/17/why-max-abrahms-argument-doesnt-work/
· Krause, Peter “The Political Effectiveness of Non-State Violence: A Two-Level Framework to Transform a Deceptive Debate” Security Studies p. 259- 278 (leave rest)
Thursday 3rd April The Evolution of Terrorism and Counter-Terrorism
· “Jahar’s World” Rolling Stone 2013 

· Walt, S (2013) Our one-sided war on terrorism 

· Zenko, M. (2013) “What is the Why” Foreign Policy 
· Jihadist Groups Gain in Turmoil across the Middle East New York Times Dec 3rd 2013

UNIT THREE: ETHICS AND THE USE OF FORCE
WEEK 9 
Tuesday 8th April Just War Theory
· Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars – Introduction

Thursday 10th April Humanitarian Intervention R2P
· Pape, R. (2010) Pragamatic Humanitarian Intervention International Security
· Alex Bellamy and Weiss, Thomas (2011) in forum on R2P: R2P alive and well after Libya International Studies Perspectives
· Carpenter, Charli 

· Hurd, Ian  
WEEK 10: Jus in Bello
Tuesday 15 April Drones 

· Byman, Daniel (2013) Why Drones Work Foreign Affairs
· Mark Bowden ‘The Killing Machines’ The Atlantic August 2013 
· Fair, Kalthenhalter and Miller (2012) “The Drone War: Pakistani Public opposition to drone strikes in Pakistan” Skim p 1-22, skip section on model, understand main contentions and conclusions
· Recommended: Shah, Zubair Pir My drone war Foreign Policy
Thursday 17th April 

Placeholder 
WEEK 11 Ethics Continued: Difficult Decisions
Tuesday 22rd April Targeted Assassinations 

· Ward Thomas (2001) Revisiting the ban on assassination

· Price, Bryan (2012) Targeting Top Terrorists International Security 36 (4)

· Kill List article Becker and Shane http://www.nytimes.com/2012/05/29/world/obamas-leadership-in-war-on-al-qaeda.html?pagewanted=all
· http://walt.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2011/04/25/taking_qaddafi_out_and_not_for_dinner
Thursday 24th April NSA and Surveillance 

· David Gioe (2014) Tinker, Tailor, Leaker, Spy: The Future Costs of Mass Leaks The National Interest
UNIT FOUR: EMERGING ISSUES
WEEK 12

Tuesday 29 April: Immigration as Security Threat

· Huntington – Who Are We? (excerpts)
· Fiona Adamson (2006) ‘Crossing Borders: Migration and National Security Policy’ International Security 
Thursday May 1 Climate Change

· Barett and Adger (2007) Climate Change and Security Political Geography
· Werell and Femia (eds) The Arab Spring and Climate Change Stimson Center 2013 - read Slaughter preface and 'Global warming and the Arab Spring' p. 15- 22 

· Cloudy with a chance of Conflict

Recommended: McKibben, Bill Global Warming’s Terrifying New Math July 19th 2012 Rolling Stone Magazine http://www.rollingstone.com/politics/news/global-warmings-terrifying-new-math-20120719
WEEK 13 Tuesday May 6 Oil 

· Glaser, Charles “How Oil Influences U.S. National Security” International Security Fall 2013 

· Larry Diamond and Jack Mosbacher “Petroleum to the People” Foreign Affairs September/October 2013 
Thursday May 8 

Evaluations, Exam Review
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