
Waltz Summary – Week 2
Political structures

· a system composed of a structure and of interacting units.  The structure is the system-wide component that makes it possible to think of a system as a whole.
· abstracting from the attributes of units means leaving aside questions about the kinds of political leaders, social and economic institutions, and ideological commitments states may have. 
· Abstracting from relations means leaving aside questions about the cultural, economic, political, and military interactions of states.
· interactions take place at the level of the units.  Arrangement of units is not the property of the units but property of the system.  
· structure defines the arrangement of the parts of the system.  It’s not a collection, but arrangement.
· placement of units in relation to each other isn’t fully defined by a system.  They also change relative to their capacities.
· domestic political structure: how it’s ordered, specification of the functions of units, distribution/capabilities of those units.
Ordering Principles

· international systems are decentralized and anarchic.  Absence of gov’t.
· structure is an organizational concept.  Problem is how to conceive of an order without an orderer.
· market arises out of the activites of separate units whose aims are directed toward their own internally defined interests by whatever means.
· each firm seeks profit and may drive other’s profits down but is not his intention.
· international systems are individualistic, spontaneously generated and unintended. – states seek to ensure their survival and their aims could be varied.
Character of the Units

· structure of a market is defined by the number of firms competing.  Firms interpenetrate, merge, and buy each up at a merry pace.
· to say that states are sovereign is not to say they can do as they please but can be hardpressed all around to act as they may not want.  They vary in size, wealth, power and form.
Distribution Capabilities

· relations defined in terms of grouping of states do seem to tell us something about how states are placed in the system
Structures and strategies

· -structures cause nations to have consequences they were not intended to have.
· -the only remedies for strong structural effects are structural changes.
· -states, especially major ones, are called on to do what is necessary for the world’s survival.
Virtue of Anarchy

· gov’t emerges where the functions of regulation and management themselves become distinct specialized tasks.  Organizations have at least two aims: to get something done and to maintain themselves as organizations.
· The prospect of world government would be an invitation to prepare for world civil war… States cannot entrust managerial powers to a central agency unless that agency is able to protect its client states
· the weak may enjoy considerable freedom of action if they are so far removed in their capabilities from the strong that the latter are not much bothered by their actions or much concerned by marginal increases in their capabilities.
· One who knows that pressing too hard many lead to war has strong reason to consider whether possible gains are worth the risks entailed.
· The anarchy of that order stongly affects the likelihood of cooperation, the extent of arms agreements, and the jurisdiction of international organizations. 
John Mearsheimer – Week 2
Why States Pursue Power

5assumptions

1) The international system is anarchic

-the realist notion of anarchy has nothing to do with conflict; it is an ordering principle, which says that the system comprises independent states that have no central authority above them

2) Great Powers inherently possess some offensive military capability.

3) States can never be certain about other states’ intentions.

4) Survival is the primary goal of great powers.  States seek to maintain territorial integrity and the autonomy of their domestic political order.

5) great powers are rational actors.

State Behaviour

-the absence of a central authority to which a threatened state can turn for help and states have even greater incentive to fear each other.

-this emphasis on self-help does not preclude states from forming alliances.  But alliances are only temporary marriages of convenience.

-great powers have aggressive intentions.

-states that maximize relative power are primarily with the distribution of material capabilities.  Thus, states motivated by relative power concerns are likely to forgo large gains in their own power, if such gains give rival states even greater power, for smaller national gains that nevertheless provide them with a power advantage over their rivals.  States that maximize absolute power, on the other hand, care about the size of their own gains

Calculated Aggression

-some defensive realists go so far as to suggest that the constraints of the international system are so powerful that offense rarely succeeds, and that aggressive great powers invariably end up being punished…they emphasize that 1) threatened states balance against aggressors and ultimately crush them, 2) there is an offense-defense balance that is usually heavily tilted toward the defense, thus making conquest especially difficult.

Hegemony’s Limits

-Hegemon is a state that is so powerful that it dominates all the other states in a system

-Thus, one can distinguish between global hegemons which dominate the world and regional hegemons which rule distinct geographical areas.

Power and Fear

-the amount of fear between them largely determines the severity of their security competition, as well as the probability that they will fight a war.

-anarchy and the difficulty of discerning state intentions are constant facts of life, and constants cannot explain variation.

Hierarchy of State and Goals

-Survival is the number one goal of great powers but have other aims as well. 1)economic prosperity to help welfare of citizens, 2) promote a particular ideology abroad and 3) national unification.  Sometimes, 4) foster human rights around the globe.

-offensive realism certainly recognizes that great powers might pursue these non-security goals.  States can pursue them as long as the requisite behaviour does not conflict with balance-of-power logic.

-Adam Smith: “defence is of much more importance than opulence”.

Cooperation Among States

-Two factors inhibit cooperation: considerations about relative gains and concern about cheating

-cooperation is more difficult to achieve, however, when states are attuned to relative gains rather than absolute gains.

-balance of power logic often causes great powers to form alliances and cooperate against common enemies

-rivals as well as allies cooperate.  Cooperation takes place in a world that is competitive at its core.

Offense, Defense and the Security Dilemma – Week 2
Security dilemma – increase in one state’s security decreases the security of others.  Whether defensive weapons and policies can be distinguished from offensive ones, and whether the defense or the offense has the advantage.

Offense-Defense Balance

-Offense has the advantage, meaning it is easier to destroy the other’s army and take its territory than it is to defend one’s own.  When defense has advantage, it’s easier to protect and hold than it is to move forward, destroy and take.

-security dilemma is most vicious when commitments, strategy, or techonology dictate that the only route to security lies through expansion.  Status-quo powers must then act like aggressors.  

-if defense has big advantage with two states that are relatively the same size, conflict is almost impossible.

-defense is more potent than offense.  There is no way for a state to increase without menacing.

Consequences – 1)war will be profitable to the winner.  2) since wars are expected to be both frequent and short, there will be incentives for high levels of arms, and strong reactions to others’ increase in arms.  3)When wars are quick, states have to recruit allies in advance.  alliances need to besecured during peace. 4) if wars are frequent, statesmen’s perceptual thresholds will be adjusted accordingly and they will be quick to perceive ambiguous evidence as indicating that others are aggressive.

-Franco-Prussian War - states sought semi-permanent allies, defense budgets were high and reacted uite sharply to increases on the other side, and most Europeans decision makers didn’t predict another European war.  Also, once war seemed likely, there were strong pressures to be preemptive.

-technology and geography are two main factors that determine whether the offense or the defense has the advantage.  Buffer zones slow the attackers progress and gives defense time. – oceans, large rivers, mountain ranges can serve as buffer zones.

-Nationalism spurs men to fight even more.  The other major determinant of the offense defense balance is technology.  Ground warfare can use positioning, trenches and forts to fend large numbers of troops off.  

-1)security is relatively cheap, 2) both sides can simultaneously gain security in the form of second-strike capability.  3) second-strike capability can be maintained in the face of wide variations in the other side’s military procedure.  4)There is no incentive to strike first in an incentive.

-variable that affects the strength of security dilemma – weapons and policies are there for attack or defense?  If a state is peaceful now, how long will that last.

Beneficial consequences: 1)status-quo powers can identify each other, thus laying the foundations for cooperations. 2)status-quo states will obtain advance warning when others plan aggression.  3) if all states support the status-quo, an obvious arms control agreement is a ban on weapons that are useful for attacking.

-not all states are willing to promise the security of others.  The only way to discover whether arms are intended for what is to enquire into the intentions of the country.

-problems 1)if the offense has a great advantage over the defense, protection through defensive forces will be too expensive.  2) status quo states may need offensive weapons to regain territory lost in opening stages of war.  3) the state may feel that it must be prepared to take the offensive either because the other side will make peace only if it loses territory or because the stat has commitments to attack if the other makes war on a third party.

-a state may not necessarily be reassured if its neighbour constructs strong defenses

-whether a weapon is offensive or defensive often depends on the particular situation.

-aggressors could want them for protection, but a state that relied mostly on them could not menace others.

-a defensive weapon is one that can keep others out without being able to penetrate the enemy’s land.

-things that only work well on their own soil is defensive.  Guerilla warfare is defensive

-an army imbued with the idea that only defensive wars were just would fight less effectively, if all, if the goal was conquest.

-weapons that are particularly effective in reducing fortifications and barriers are of great value to the offense.

-weapons and strategies that depend for their effectiveness on surprise are always offensive.

-weapons that threatened civilians are offensive.  Each side’s efforts to increase its own security by procuring more missiles decreases, to an extent determined by the relative efficacy of the offense and the defense, the other side’s security.

Four Worlds

-the first world is the worst for status quo states.  Offense has the advantage over the defense, attacking is the best route to protection.  It’s unstable.  Incentives to strike first will turn crises into wars.  Decisive victories and conquests will be common.  States will grow and shrink rapidly and it will be hard for any state to maintain its size and influence without trying to increase them.  Cooperation among status quo powers will be extremely hard to achieve.

-second world – security dilemma operates and defensive postures cannot be distinguished; but it does not operate as strongly as in the first world because the defense has the advantage, and so an increment in one side’s strength increases its security more than it decreases the other’s.

-Third World there may be no security dilemma, but there are security problems.  States can procure defensive systems that do not threaten others, the dilemma need not operate.  Each state has to watch the others closely and there is no room for false suspicions.  

-fourth world is doubly safe.  Difference between offensive and defensive systems permits a way out of the security dilemma; the advantage of the defense disposes of the problems discussed in the previous paragraphs.  

Week 6: Kant - Liberal legacies 
ONE:

· Liberalism is a distinct ideology and set of institutions; influences on foreign policy: from social welfare or social democratic to laissez faire
· Its foreign relations cannot be explained by a sole reliance on the balance of powers
· It is not inherently peaceful
· It has strengthened the prospects for world peace established by the steady expansion of a separate peace among liberal societies

TWO:

· Liberalism = freedom of the individual

· Belief in importance of moral rights generated rights and institutions
· Freedom from arbitrary authority (freedom of speech, etc.)
· Social and economic rights (education, health care)
· Democratic participation or representation
· Laissez faire (conservative) versus social democratic/social welfare (liberal) liberalism 
· Characteristics of both:

· Citizens posses juridical equality & civil rights
· State is not subject to external authority of other states nor to internal authority (monarchy, military caste) over foreign policy
· Economy = private property; individual acquisition; laws of supply/demand
THREE:

· Basic postulate of liberal IR: states have the right to be free from foreign intervention

· States have to respect each other’s rights -> individuals can establish international ties (merchants and educational exchanges create a web of mutual advantages)
· Liberal states have been involved in wars with non-liberal states, but they do not get involved in war with one another (democratic peace)
· Absence of war between liberal states for almost two hundred years
· In case of a world war, liberal states fight on the same side
· Realism fails to explain pacification of the liberal world
· Arguments which cannot explain liberal peace:
· Experience (balance of power exists since peace of Westphalia but world war I still happened)
· Geography – “insular security” (Britain) does not determine begavior
· Argument that relation among states with similar social structures or with compatible values would be peaceful (feudal or communist regimes fought a lot)
· Historic alliances -  democratic peace extends only to relations among liberal states
· Other versions of interstate peace: empire/hegemony/equilibrium: 
· Empire creates internal peace (doesn’t explain peace among independent states)
· Hegemony can deter potential rivals (but not all hegemons are peace-enforcing (France 17th century) and peace doesn’t always require a hegemon)
· Equilibrium: liberal peace reflects absence of deep conflicts of interest among liberal states (does not explain why there’s no conflict of interest)
FOUR:

· Liberal states are peaceful only in relations with other states

· Argument that citizens rule the polity (bear the costs of war) and argument that commercial links deter war (capitalism tends toward rationality; war is irrational & disrupts trade) do not take this qualification into account
· Immanuel Kant: “Perpetual Peace” (1795):
· Predicts democratic peace
· In liberal democracies, respect for individual rights is engrained by republican governments, so wars appear as the disaster to the people’s welfare 
· If the consent of the citizens is required in order to decode that war should be declared nothing is more natural than they should be cautious in commencing such a game (have to fight/pay for the war/deal with the subsequent devastation/national debt = people are disinclined to go to war)
· In a non republican constitution, the ruler has to make no sacrifices and may go to war for trivial reasons
· Rotation of office in liberal democracies ensures that conflicts between heads of states do not lead to long lasting sources of tension
· Kant’s caution = liberal wars are only fought for liberal purposes (this is what removes wars between liberal states)

· International law complements the constitutional guarantee of caution by adding a guarantee of respect 
· International law morally integrates liberal states = understanding of legitimate rights of all citizens and of all republics = moral foundation for liberal peace

· Publicity: 
· domestically, it helps to make sure leaders respect the principles they claim to support
· internationally, free speech and communication of accurate conceptions of political life of foreign peoples establishes accurate conceptions of the political life of others
· domestically just republics which rest on consent also assume that foreign republics also rest on consent, and therefore deserve accommodation

· Cosmopolitan law:
· Adds material incentives to moral commitments 
· There is a cooperative international division of labor and free trade: incentive to avoid policies that would lead the other to break economic ties
· A sense of mutual security is vital to avoid security-motivated searches for economic autarky = incentive to avoid threatening another liberal state’s security follows from economic interdependence
· International financiers and transnational and domestic organizations create interest in favor of accommodation
· These constitutional, international or cosmopolitan sources together lessen the insecurity caused by anarchy in the world (the security dilemma)
Week 6: Domestic Sources of Foreign and economic policies

· In order to understand domestic origins of foreign economic policies we need to:
· Identify policy preferences of different groups in the domestic economy
· Specify how political institutions determine the way these preferences are aggregated

· How people are affected by international economy depends on how they make their living (ex: types of assets people own)
· Structure of political institutions has an influence (ex: how are political representatives chosen? How are lobby groups organized?)
POLICY PREFERENCES:

· Individuals and groups are fundamentally concerned with how different policy choices affect their incomes
· Concern about globalization
Trade

· Political debate over the costs and benefits of trade openness 
· US: controversy over NAFTA
· Europe: controversy over enlargement of European Union
· Trade does not affect all individuals within in a country equally, depending on how they make their living 
· Three factors of production determine what type of product a country will export/import: land (landowners), labour (workers), capital (owners)
· Each country will tend to export items whose production uses factors with which it is abundantly endowed, and will import goods which require the use of factors that are relatively scarce
· Ex: Canada is expected to export grain because of it’s a large country. It will import products that require intensive use of labor (footwear, textiles). The advanced economies of Europe/Japan/US will export capital-intensive products (cars and pharmaceuticals)
· Trade benefits those who own the factors of production with which the economy is well endowed and hurts the owners of scarce factors because trade encourages specialization (Stolper-Samuelson theorem, 1941). 
· Trade increases demand for locally abundant factors and reduces it for locally scarce factors, which affect the incomes of the owners of such factors. 
· Owners of locally abundant factors should support greater trade openness, while owners of locally scarce factors should be protectionist. 
· In the US, trade unions are opposed to trade openness and call for import restrictions. 
· Political divisions and coalitions in trade politics often appear  to contradict this simple model. 
· Ex: workers (labor) and owners (capital) working together to lobby for import barriers in Europe, although the theorem says that labor and capital should have opposing views.
· It can be quite costly to move some factors of production between different sectors in the economy, so different factors of production have a very limited and specific use (‘specific factors’ model).
· Ex: plant and machinery of modern industries are very specialized. 
· In the specific factors model, incomes of individuals are tied with the fortunes of the particular industries in which they work:
· Workers in export industries benefit from trade
· Workers in import-competing industries are harmed
· Ex: in Europe and the US, owners and employees in export industries like aerospace, pharmaceutical, computer software are pro-trade, while their counterparts in steel, textile are not.
Foreign investment

· Financial transactions between the citizens of different nations increase the stock of capital available for productive use in one country, and decrease the stock of capital in the other country.
· Short term flows of capital (purchase of company shares/government bonds) which can change direction rapidly have an impact on the choices governments can make about monetary and exchange-rate policies.
· Long term flows of capital in the form of direct foreign investment (buying a firm located in another country) are controversial.
· Fear of the economic leverage of multinationals
· Advanced industrial economies of Europe and the US have low rates of return on capital, so they will be the natural suppliers of capital.
· Which individuals are likely to benefit from capital flow:
· It depends on the impact that inflows of any foreign capital have on relative supplies of factors of production in the local economy 
· Inflow of foreign capital will lower real returns for local owners of capital (so they should oppose policies allowing for greater inflows of foreign capital).
· Behavior of multinationals can have profound effects on local economy and politics:
· They can support authoritarian governments that restrict political organization among labor groups (limit wage rises, not prevent pollution or worker abuse)
· In developing nations, left-wing governments backed by organized labor have m ade the strongest efforts to lure foreign firms to make investments.
Exchange rates
· Rates of conversion influence how costly the transaction is for the buyer
· Prior to World war I, almost of governments fixed the value of their currency by the gold standard (rates of conversions between individual currencies were constant)
· Between world war II and 1973, most currencies were fixed in value to the US dollar (Bretton Woods system)
· US agrees to guarantee the value of the dollar by committing to exchange dollars for gold at a set price of 35$ per ounce
· Gold standard abandoned by Nixon in 1973 = all currencies are allowed to fluctuate freely
· Governments must choose whether to allow the value of the national currency to fluctuate freely in response to market supply or demand OR fix the value in terms of an external standard 
· The choice is between stability and policy control: a stable exchange rate will increase benefits attainable from international trade, but this requires giving up the ability to adjust monetary policy to suit domestic economic conditions.
· Governments in most advanced economies have decided that policy control is more important; governments in developing nations have mostly chosen exchange-rate stability over policy control.

INSTITUTIONS
· Political institutions establish the rules by which policy is made
Elections and representation: 

· Autocratic regimes: there is a great deal of variation: 
· non-elected governments can pursue trade and investment liberalization since autocratic leaders are more insulated than their democratic counterparts from the political demands made by organized domestic groups that favor trade protection (ex: China, Taiwan & South Korea in the 1960s)
· Autocratic governments can rely for support on powerful groups in the system that favor protection (ex: Sub-Saharan African nations since 1960s, Pakistan, Myanmar) 
· Formal democracies 
· The most fundamental set of political rules is the set that defines which individuals get to vote

· Extensions of the franchise to urban classes tend to produce more open policies toward trade, immigration and investment in labor and capital-abundant countries, and more closed or protectionist policies in labour and capital-scarce economies.
· Precise rules by which representatives are elected to national legislatures also have an influence:

· Parliamentary systems with proportional representation will encourage the formation of strong, cohesive parties which appeal to a national constituency (do not respond to localized, particularistic demands)
· Other types of systems tend to encourage intra-party competition among individual politicians and the development of a ‘personal vote’ in particular electoral districts (lobbying can be effective)
· Asymmetry between groups seeking free trade and groups seeking protectionism:
· Restrictions, when imposed one at a time, make it unlikely that t hose hurt by the new tariff will be prepared to devote resources to lobby against the policy proposal
· Collective political action will always be much easier to organize in the small groups that benefit from a particular trade restriction than in the much larger groups (the rest of the economy) that will be hurt by the restriction. 
· Size of electoral districts:
· In larger districts, political representatives will be forced to balance the interests of a greater variety of industry groups when making decisions about policy and will thus be less affected by the demands of any one industry lobby. 
· Legislative chambers in which seats are defined along political-geographic lines without regard for population (US senate) particular interests in underpopulated areas gain more influence over policymaking then they can wield in chambers where legislative seats are defined based on the number of voters in each districts.
Week 7: Let us now praise Great men

Intent of argument: Question scholars’ current assumptions about International Politics and show the plausibility of analyzing International Relations by focusing on the role of the Individual.

Why do Political Scientists focus on impersonal forces as causes of International events?:

-individuals do not matter

-individuals are too individualistic

-specific objections (renders study of individuals theoretically hopeless)

Kenneth Waltz: “Man, the State, and War”


-rejects 1st image that the behaviour of nations springs from the behaviour of individuals

There are many historical examples of Individuals causing International Events:

1. Adolf Hitler: He was the single and most important factor in causing WWII

2. Napoleon Bonaparte: profoundly shaped French institutions

3. Saddam Hussein:  To stay in power, he centralized decision making in his own hands, created divided and competing bureaucracies and ruthlessly quashed any individual or group that appeared to be gaining independent power...His invasions etc. have been in the pursuit of making himself the voice of the Arabs in regional and global affairs.

General ways in which Individuals shape the behaviour of nations

1. Individuals set the ultimate and secondary intentions of a state (direct impact)
2. Individuals can be an important component of a state’s diplomatic influence and military power
3. Individual Leaders shape their state’s strategies
4. Individual Leaders affect the behaviour of opposing states that must react to leader’s Idiosyncratic intentions and capabilities.
How Specific Personality Traits of leaders may cause certain outcomes in International Affairs

5. States led by risk-tolerant leaders are more likely to cause wars
6. States led by delusional leaders start wars and prolong them unnecessarily
7. States led by leaders with grandiose visions are more likely to destabilize the system
8. States led by predictable leaders will have stronger and more enduring alliances
The Conditions under which Leaders have the Most Influence

9. The More power is concentrated in the hands of an individual leader, the greater the influence of that leader’s personality and preferences
10. Individuals are more important when systemic, domestic, and bureaucratic forces conflict or are ambiguous. 
11. Individuals are more important when circumstances are fluid (In times of change individuals often assume greater importance)  
International Relations cannot be understood if the role of the individual is ignored. Scholars often fail to acknowledge that common international behaviour, balancing a threat against a threat, choosing a grand strategy, or marching off to war- results from decisions made by individuals.

Week 7: War and Misperception

- Misperception often plays a large role in causing war. 

- Misperceptions:

1)intentions of potential adversaries

2)capabilities of course

3)excessive military optimism (when combined with political and diplomatic pessimism)

4) anticipated consequences of events

5) realities faced by the state

- War without misperception:

1) Honour, domestic politics or international relations (leaders may seek a quick and victorious war in order to unify the country)

2) The country could value fighting itself, either as an ultimate goal or as a means for improving man and society

Misperceptions and the Origins of WWI and WWII

WWI:

All of the participants thought the war would be short, and were optimistic about the outcome. The German expectation was that Britain would remain neutral and that France and even Russia would stay out of the war. 

WWII:

Power of strategic bombardment was greatly overestimated, the British exaggerated the vulnerability of the German economy. Judgements of intention were even less accurate, appeasers misjudged Hitlers intentions...Hitler misjudged adversaries determination.

Did Misperceptions matter?

Did these misperceptions matter?

If Britain and France had understood Hitler, they would have fought much earlier, when the balance was in their favour, and the victory could have been relatively quick and easy.

Models of Conflict:

Wars can occur if agressors underestimate the willingness of status quo powers to fight

Wars can also result if two states exaggerate each other’s hostility when their differences are bridgeable

Assessing Hostile Intent

States are more likely to overestimate the hostility of others than underestimate it.

Week 8: Ending the Cold war 
Empire: relationships of political control imposed by some political societies over the effective sovereignty of other political societies 

· Political control over effective sovereignty 
Imperialism: process of establishing and maintaining an empire

· In narrow terms: formal annexation of conquered territories 
· Broadly: as any form of international economic inequality in terms of international power, international exploitation, and as international order
Conditions that allow for Imperialism:

· Metrapoles - States with strong, centralized governments, differentiated economies, shared political loyalties
· Imperializable periphery: states with highly divided governments, undifferentiated economies,  and absent/highly divided political systems
· Characteristic of the metrapoles allow them to dominate the imperiazable periphery
· Transnational forces: social,  cultural, economic, military, and political forces 
· (SPERM  Social, Political, Economic, Religious, Military)
· Structure of the international system (whether unipolar, multi-polar, bipolar) 
· Variations in the conditions account for the varying forms empires have taken
Three major models of Imperialism:

1) Metrocentric Views: Hobson, Lenin, Schumpeter

· Hobson’s Imperialism:
· Empire (considered as international expansion) became imperialism
· Imperialism: disposition of a metropolitan society to expand its rule
· Formal Imperialism: annexed territory
· Focused on Britain:
· Imperialism result of metropolitan Britain
· Financial interests encouraged expansion, which benefitted capitalist investors and investment outlets
· Lenin’s Views: 
· Modern Imperialism: monopoly stage of imperialism capitalism
· Territorial division of the world
· Capitalism in its monopoly, financial and final stage drives imperialism
· Purpose of imperialism: overseas profit, raw materials, and markets
· Connection between capitalism and imperialism necessary 
· Schumpeter’s Views:
· Capitalism and imperialism antithetical to each other
· Imperialism: objectless disposition of a state to unlimited expansion
· More militaristic than other views
· Derived from aggressive instincts of dominant states
· Applies to any age
2) Pericentric Approach

· John Gallagher and Ronald Robinson
· Focused on the peripheries of the world (countries where extraction of primary resources is the main economic activity)
· Imperialism
· Process of integrating new regions into expanding economy
· Character largely decided by changing relationship between political and economic elements of expansion
· Success of imperialism seen in Latin America – driven by Britain’s expansion
· Britain maintained control over the region by means of blockade, building railroads, and free trade
· Ernest Badian:
· Focuses on expansion of Roman Empire
· Roman empire conquering Greece
· Roman Empire became the ‘protector of Greece’
3) Systemic Views:

· Imperialism is the natural consequence of differences in power among states in a competitive, anarchic international system
· Stronger states dominate weaker states
· Disparities in power provide both opportunities and motives for the establishment of empires
· Contemporary view
· Realist
· Covers wide range of history
· Kenneth Waltz:
· Focus attention on opportunities for imperial control that are present
· Motives for empire vary
· Motives for imperialism – pursue surplus of people, goods, capital
· Compatible to many different types of regime
· Transportation infrastructure necessary in the weaker state, to transport goods
· Benjamin Cohen:
· Competition –each state watches the resources of other states
· This creates imperialism
· Each state aims to increase power
· Balance of power – stronger states use the resources of weaker states to acquire power
Defining an Empire:

· Many definitions
· All controversial
· Behaviour definition of empire: effective control, whether formal or informal, of a subordinated society by an imperial society
· In terms of British Imperialism (peaked 1890s-1939)
· Deep disposition of British society on conquered lands
· Imperialism is the equivalent of aggressive nationalism
· Both before and after the highpoint of colonialism – empire meant political control
· Before peak: imperialism referred to domestic tyranny
· Annexation = formal sovereignty 
· Control = effective sovereignty
· Control is necessary to having an empire that benefits the imperial power
· Legally in the 1880s, India was owned by Indian princes, but Britain controlled it and thus benefited from it
· political control is difficult to define
· Imperial control – where the imperial power acts in a way to make it’s colony do something for its benefit
· Power is a subset of influence
· Influence: ability of the powerful actor to achieve effects that the influenced actor would not choose to have occur
· Power is specific to situations
· Empires combine aspects of domestic and international politics
· At the domestic level, states under an imperial power are subjected to the society of the power
· At the international level, societies in an empire share the characteristics of a less-than-full integration of social interaction and cultural values
· The state is not organized on equality
· Domain of an empire subject to unequal rule
· According to Machiavelli, three ways to hold an empire:
· Despoil them
· Go and live there in person and take tribute from them
· Create a government there composed of a few to keep it friendly
· Formal control of an empire:
· “living there in person”
· Involves controlling it’s political decision making
· Social, economic, cultural environments of the metropole penetrate those of the periphery
· Informal control of an empire:
· Difference lies in the process of control
· Control is achieved through the collaboration of a legally independent government in the periphery
· The blockade can be used – imperial power controls economic development
· Jefferson’s rule: empire can be identified by a long train of abuses that design to make or keep one country subject o another
· Controlling western lands
· Regulating trade and shipping
· Appointing unrepresentative governors
· A lack of colonial representation
· Quartering troops
· Interfering with the exercise of local justice
· Patrick Henry’s Rule:
· Imperial tyranny often results in widespread political resistance
· Formal empires – resistance leads to police actions or replacement of rebellious collaborators
· Informal empires – indirect constraints (trade embargoes, blockades) or to military intervention
· Controlling both domestic and foreign politics = empire
· Controlling only foreign politics – hegemony
Politics of Nineteenth Century Imperialism:

· Dispositional imperialisms do not explain 19th century imperialism
· Imperialism in the 19th century called for the combination of a metropole, a periphery, interaction of the metropoles
· Reflected geopolitical and economic forces, metropolitan party politics and peripheral collapse and collaboration
Comparative Statics, or the Forms of Empire:

· Differences in formal and informal imperialism lay in variations among transnational forces, metropolitan standards of legitimacy, international systemic pressures, and vulnerabilities of peripheral societies
· Nongovernmental transitional forces encourage informal empires – merchants
· Governmental transitional forces encourage formal – bureaucrats and armies prefer to replace government
· Formal seen as more secure than informal
· Formal required very stable rule to last
· Multipolar systems required formal
· Bipolar and unipolar could do with informal – stability between governments
Dynamics of the Scramble

· Empires persisted throughout the 19th century due to three elements
· No threshold of political organization and socioeconomic differentiation
· No development of peripheral societies
· Peripheries incapable of resisting force used by the imperial powers
· More invested a power became in its peripheries, the larger its empire expanded
· Scramble involved rapid acquisition of territory to be ruled on a formal basis
· Steady growth of empire – political institutionalism, social differentiation, political integration
Week 9-10: Why the Globalization Backlash is stupid 
“Why the Globalization Backlash is Stupid” 

This article essentially sets out to debunk 6 “myths” of globalization:

1) “Globalization means the triumph of giant companies” – This is nonsense:

I
The proportion of output from big companies has declined because the advantage has shifted from incumbent to challenger.



i
Capital is now easier to raise



ii
technology is easier to buy

iii
markets are easier to reach

iv
ties with national goverments are less important

Example:
Motorola had huge advantage in terms of size and location but was outdone by Finland’s much smaller Nokia based solely on a higher quality of phones and better management. (other examples: AT&T, GM).

II
Companies have NOT become more important than governments.

i
Governments have remained huge in most Western Countries (40% of Western Europe’s GDP).

ii
Government regulation has expanded its control over corporate behavior through regulatory policy

A
Bill Gates and Microsoft vs government anti-trust law suits.

B
Jack Welch and GE/Honeywell merger knocked down by EU.

iii
Comparisons between a country’s GDP and a company’s sale figure’s (“GM is as big as Denmark”) is misleading, should really be between GDP and profits (in which case GM would be as large as the Ukraine, not so impressive)

2) “Globalization is destroying the environment” – Not Really.


I
Multinational businesses are no longer dirty



i
Dirtier factories lose them consumers

ii
Environmental regulations are not prohibitively expensive (1990 study – only takes about 2% of revenues to achieve high environmental standards)

iii
In general local businesses are MUCH dirtier than their multi-national colleagues.

II
As local companies grow larger and turn into multi-national traders they create more pollution, but they also get richer, and richer countries are greener countries

III
Tragedy of the Commons


If the air or sea gets polluted or ruined, nobody cares because nobody owns them.

i
This is not the fault of globalization – this is the fault of poor politicians

ii
putting up higher tariffs to stop globalization would only make things worse because local government subsidies often go towards environmentally destructive behavior (ex: local fishing fleet subsidies, rain forest destruction subsidies in Brazil)

iii
Globalization often directly benefits the environment


A
Trade in pollution control technology

B
privatization of state-owned companies which makes them less polluting as they are restructured.

3) “Globalization makes geography irrelevant” – Wrong Again:

I
If tangible resources are within everyone’s grasp then what ends up mattering are the intangibles – like proximity to people (ie location/geography)


i
Miami has exploited its connections with Latin America

ii
Houston has used its oil expertise to expand to gas, electricity and energy

II
Buisnesses generally DO NOT just pick up and move to an entirely new location to have work done at a cheaper price.

Ex:
clothing manufacturers have stuck around in LA. This is b/c it’s a place where designers, suppliers and distributors are all around the corner (geography is important!)


III
Borders are still VERY important

Ex:
Average Canadian province does much more trade with other CA province than with a US state of a similar size.

4) “Globalization means Americanization” – Not necessarily:

I
Globalization favors liberal virtues (accountability, transparency, individual rights) which happen to exist in America, but are not purely America’s.

II
European countries are still much different than the US in terms of emphasis on social solidarity (ex: France’s tight labor laws, Nordic welfare states).

III
Also doesn’t mean the globalization of American culture

i
Andrew Lloyd Webber plays/Harry Potter are very popular in US.

ii
US television hits are reality shows originally from Europe.

iii
Local music +tv have become more popular in European countries.

IV
Ultimately globalization increases choice – if you can make enough money through the global economy then you can keep your community self-sufficient and have it maintain its values.

5) “Globalization means a race to the bottom in labor standards” – NO:

I
Companies care more about the value of labor than the cost of labor. As a result labor has not gone off to the places with the worst working conditions, but to other wealthy countries. A mere fragment of US production investment goes to places like China and Mexico.

II
Globalization has NOT destroyed the ties between companies and their home regions. 


Ex: Bill Gates couldn’t let Microsoft leave the US because it depends on local workers AND because of ties to American universities which he needed to maintain.

III
Multi-national corporations are in fact better at providing for their workers than local counterparts because, once again, they care more about high value than about keeping labor costs low.

IV
The rich are getting richer while poor are getting richer. This is because resources are used more efficiently in a globalized system (800 million people moved out of absolute poverty in the last decade).

6) “Globalization concentrates power in undemocratic institutions like the WTO” – NO:

I
The World Trade Organization (WTO) and the International Monetary Fund (IMF) are not “paper tigers” but they are not nearly as powerful as its detractors suggest. 

II
National Governments are far more important players in the international order than global institutions.


Ex: During the Asian Crisis the US treasury department chose who would be bailed out, not the IMF.

Week 9-10 : “Has Globalization Passed Its Peak?” 

Thesis: What once seemed like an unstoppable wave of globalization, became vulnerable as the financial crises of the 1990’s arose. The technological revolution that drove the current wave of globalization continued (ex: cheap communications, overseas scientific exploitation), but the institutional foundations of globalization (non-protectionist government policies) have weakened and will continue to weaken. Pure free-market Globalization has reached its peak, and internationalization will likely take its place.

I
The Globalization slowdown

i
There were always two different visions of globalization:

A
USA: Globalization is not an international endeavor – as such it made all deals regarding itself on an individual basis and gave little power to international institutions.

B
Europe: Tried to create overarching rules for a world economy by empowering international organizations (EU, WTO, IMF)

ii
These two visions were never harmonized, has weakened the foundation of globalization, made capital less free flowing, limiting the development of economic prosperity

iii
Free movement of good and services has also suffered as rich countries have started to move towards the US model of individual bilateral negotiations, causing developing countries to often find themselves facing protected European and American markets.

iv
free movement of labor has also been very limited as immigration laws are very strict in most developed countries.

II
Public Opinion

i
 public opinion in US and China has taken aim at uneven benefits of globalization, has caused a sharp increase in trade barriers by both countries

ii
This is ironic because these two countries have gained significantly from globalization, there may be individual losses but gains on the whole are bigger.

A
The US’s trade deficit means it desperately needs foreign investors to maintain a balanced budget, but unwillingness to give up some control has left the US with huge trade barriers, and as a result, a huge deficit.

B
Same protectionist problems regarding foreign investment exist in China.

III
Oil Markets

i
the state of oil markets is generally a good barometer for the state of economic markets in general, as oil is the world’s most important commodity. 

ii
Currently countries are taking economic steps that from an economic perspective make no sense, but are being done anyways out of fear of a future of huge trade barriers and protectionism.

A
Countries with oil have removed foreign firms, and nationalized oil production (ex: Latin America, Russia)

B
Countries without oil are desperately trying to gain permanent control of overseas oil production (ex: China)


IV
Saving Globalization

i
Globalization will most likely continue, albeit with economic doors somewhat less wide open. However, in order to survive in a truly meaningful way, globalization must take a form of international cooperation.


A
Proposed US government policy initiatives:

a
convince the public that globalization is ultimately a good thing

b
maintain high education standards, keep workers trained so that they can be competitive in the global economy

c
end tradition of bilateral treaties and embrace global institutions

B
EU should clear things up with their public about their future policies regarding globalization.

C
China should work to improve its appearance in the US so that the US feels better about keeping open their trade relations.

Week 11: Nuclear Stability in Asia 

Nuclear Stability in South Asia pp228 

By: Kenneth N. Waltz.

· This article talks about the nuclear arms race taking place in South Asia. It goes on to talk about how the United States is reacting towards these nuclear armed states.

· The American Government as well as many American Journalist look at the growing nuclear forces in South Asia as an ominous event.  Different in implication and effect from all the similar events in the cold war.
· A 1998 New York Times headline, for example, proclaimed that “India’s Arms Race isn’t safe like the Cold war.”
· Joseph Cirincione, director of the Non-Proliferation project at the Carnegie Endowment, reports that Pentagon War games between Pakistan and India always end with a nuclear exchange.  He also poses the question, have people forgotten that deterrence works precisely because nuclear states fear that conventional military engagements may escalate to the nuclear level, and therefore they draw back from the brink?
· Michael Krepon worries that because of the Pressler Amendment, which cut off aid to nations developing nuclear weapons. Pakistani officers have not had the benefit of attending our military schools.  One’s reaction to both statements may well be “thank goodness.”
· Brookings Institution totaled up the cost if American Nuclear weapons over the decades and arrived at the figure of 5.5 trillion dollars.
· Strobe Talbott-ex deputy Secretary of State, implied that military competition between Pakistan and India will cause the American’s to spend on a proportionate scale.  When asked why we should not provide India and Pakistan with advice about, and equipment for safe deference, he retorted that “ if they looked themselves into the mentality of MAD (mutual assured destruction), they will then be tempted into- like us – a considerable escalation of the arms race.”
· Indian and Pakistani leaders have learned from the American Soviet folly.  A minimal deterrent deters as well as a maximal one.  Homi Jehangar Bhabha, father of the Indian bomb, called this “absolute deterrence” a foremost strategist, emphasizing that Indians have learned that to build large forces is wasteful and foolish.  An arsenal of around 60 weapons, he believes, will deter either Pakistan or China, and Pakistan might need, say, twenty to deter India.
**Some have claimed that no nuclear Country has been satisfied with having only minimum deterrent. **

· The Unites States does rely less on nuclear weapons now b/c it is the world’s dominant conventional power, spending as much on its armed forces in the year 2000 as the next eight big spenders combined.
· Countries that once counted on one of the two great powers for military assistance are now concerned to provide security for themselves: Pakistan, India, Iraq, Japan, and North Korea are all examples.
· India tested its “peaceful bomb” in 1974, the next test was 24 years later.  The U.S complained loudly, but they have tested more than a thousand above and below ground, which is more than the tests of all other countries combined. 
· Some countries need nuclear weapons and others don’t.  Brazil and Argentina are perfect examples.  They were on the course to become nuclear states but both abandoned the effort.  Neither posed a threat to the other.  South Africa became a nuclear state and then, finding no commensurate threat, reversed its policy.
· Pakistan’s quest for a nuclear capability steams from its fear of its larger neighbor, removing that fear should open up immense possibilities” – for a less worried and more relaxed life.
· In South Asia nuclear deterrence may…..usher in an era of durable peace between Pakistan and India providing the requisite incentives for resolving all outstanding issues, especially Jammu and Kashmir.”
· In the 1980s, after the Soviet occupation o f Afghanistan, the U.S knowing of Pakistan’s nuclear progress- continued to supply them with sophisticated conventional weapons.  Once the Soviet Union went into a steep decline and then disappeared, the American’s dropped Pakistan.
· Americans think of India as the dominant power in South Asia.  However….India sees itself differently.  India is a minority Muslim country however to the west it the Muslim world which the article describes as becoming more fundamental and hostile. To the North is an increasingly nationalist, steadily more powerful and potentially unstable China.
· In 1971 America showed its support for Pakistan in the war against Indian by moving the aircraft carrier Enterprise into the Indian Ocean.
· Nuclear weapons produce what Joseph Nye calls the “crystal ball” effect.  Everyone knows that if forces get out of control all the parties to a conflict face catastrophe.  With conventional weapons, the crystal ball is clouded.  With nuclear weapons, it is perfectly clear.
· There have been many wars between Pakistan and India but the Kargil crisis was different.  Because of nuclear weapons it prevented escalation from a major skirmish to full scale war.  
· Nuclear pessimists deal with the potential causes of catastrophe: optimists, with the effects the causes do not produce.
DOES DETERRENCE DEPEND ON WHO IS DETERRING WHOM?

· We learn that deterrence worked in the past because the United States, the Soviet Union, and China were settled and sensible societies.
· With conventional weapons, a defensive country has to ask itself how much power it must harness to its policy in order to dissuade an aggressive state from striking.
· With nuclear weapons, any state will be deterred by another state’s second strike forces, one need not be preoccupied with the qualities of the state that is to be deterred or scrutinize its leaders.  In a nuclear world, any state-whether ruled by Stalin, a Mao Zdong, a Saddam Hussein, or a Kim Jong Il –will be deterred by the knowledge that aggressive actions may lead to its own destruction.
DOES SETERRENCE DEPEND ON THE DETERRERS’ RECENT HISTORY?

· Russia and China have suffered numerous military invasions by one another over the centuries.  In the 1960s, when both had nuclear weapons, skirmishes broke out from time to time along the Siberian frontier and the fighting was on a fairly large scale.
· Of today’s eight nuclear countries, five have fought their neighbors in the past half century: Russia, China. Israel, Pakistan, and India.
· The Middle East is unrivalled for long- standing conflict, irreconcilable disputes, feelings of distrust and hatred, and recurrent wars.  In 1973, two nonnuclear Arab countries, Egypt and Syria, attacked Israel and fought what by anyone’s definition was a war.  Limited in extend by one side’s nuclear weapons, it nonetheless did not spiral out of control.
DOES DETERRENCE DEPEND ON DISTANCE?

· Proximity is important.  Pakistan and India live cheek by jowl.  They continually rub against each other in irritating and dangerous ways.  
· When talking about the cold war.  The two antagonists might “go to the brink”; one would slip over the edge, and once the exchange of warheads began neither side would be willing to stop it by giving in to the other.  In actuality, however, backing down in times of crisis proved not to be such a big problem.
· Each may want something else as well, but both want most of all to get out of the dire situation they are in.
· Pakistan’s 1999 thrust into Kashmir may have been rash, yet as Menon has rightly said, “subsequent Pakistani attempts to signal an unwillingness to escalate were mature and sober.”
· Proximity does make warning time short.  Yet nuclear countries in the past have often been close militarily if not geographically. Cuba is only 90 miles form American shores, and that is proximity enough.
· In April 2001, an American surveillance plane was struck by a Chinese plane over waters near China.  Close surveillance is provocative even in international legalities are nicely observed.
· In 1983, for example, Able Archer- a recurrent NATO military exercise- was more extensive than even before.  It was held at a time of extraordinary tension.  The Soviets believed that surprise was the key to American war planes.  During the exercise, the simulated alert of NATO nuclear forces was thought by the Soviets to be a real one. 
· PROXIMITY SHORTENS THE TIME BETWEEN LAUNCH AND LANDING.  The notion that deterrence demands the threat of swift retaliation was ingrained in American and Russian thinking, and it remains so today, with both forces still on hair-trigger alert.
· Nuclear weapons loosen the coupling of states by lessening the effects of proximity and by cutting through the complexities of conventional confrontations.
· Many pessimists believe that countries with small and technologically limited nuclear forces may be able to accomplish the difficult fear of making a successful first strike but not the easy one of making their own nuclear force appear to be invulnerable.  They overlook a basic nuclear truth: if some part of a force is invulnerable, all of the force is invulnerable.  Conventional weapons pit a premium on striking first to gain the initial advantage and set the course of war.  NUCLEAR WEAPONS eliminate this premium.  
· Nuclear weapons make leaders behave sensibly even though under other circumstances they might be brash and reckless.
· With conventional weapons, crises tend toward instability.  b/c of the perceived, or misperceived, advantage of striking first, war may be the outcome.  Nuclear weapons make crises stable. Which is an important reason for believing that India and Pakistan are better off with than without them.  
· Both India and Pakistan claimed that they could fight conventionally in the face of nuclear weapons.  What reason do we have to believe that military and civilian leaders on either side fail to understand the dangers of fighting a conventional war against a nuclear neighbor?
· Nuclear weapons put all countries that posses them in the same boat.  South Asia is said to be the “acid test” for deterrence optimists.  So far, nuclear deterrence has passed all the many tests it has faced.   

Week 11: Civil Wars, Intervention, and Nation-building: Failed States, Collapsed Stated, Weak States: Caused and Indicators.

This decade’s failed states are Afghanistan, Angola, Burundi, the Congo, Liberia, Sierra Leone and the Sudan….Somalia is a collapsed state.  The list of weak states is long, but only a few of those weak and poorly governed states need necessarily edge into failure 

· Even the categorization of a state as failing-Colombia and Indonesia, among others-need not dooms it irretrievably to full failure.
Somalia: A nation-state of about 9 million ppl with a strongly cohesive cultural tradition, a common language, religion and a shared history of nationalism.  It failed and then collapsed. But how?  Perhaps if never constructed a single coherent territory, having been part of the colonial empires of two suzerains, with other Somalis living outside of the boundaries.  In 1991, the Civil war in Somalia destroyed what was left of this state.

Sierra Leone: President Stevens (1968-1985) systematically reduced human security within Sierra Leone so as to maximize his own personal power, and …that increase in personal power permitted a quantum leap in his control over the country’s rents and riches.  He created a private military force to terrorize his own ppl and to aggrandize, especially in the diamond fields. In 1992 after hideous atrocities, a brutal intervention by a West African peace enforcement contingent, much more war and the arrival of British paratroopers and a large UN peacekeeping force, Sierra Leone recovered sufficiently to be considered failed rather than collapsed.  It even held effective elections.  

Zaire (DRC):  letting the country’s Belgian-built infrastructure rot, maintaining a colonial type of resource extraction (of copper, other metals, and diamonds), rebuffing the rise of a real bourgeoisie, and feeding his ppl false glories instead of real substance and per capita growth accentuated his own power, wealth and importance.   This eventually led to Zaire’s rapid loss of legitimacy.  

Sudan as a failed state divisions of north and south, reflected fundamental ethnic, religious, and linguistic differences.

WEAKNESS AND THE POSSIBILITY OF FAILURE:

· Collapsed and failed designate the consequences of a process of decay at the nation-state level.
· Crossing from weak  failure takes will as well as neglect.
Examples:

Sri-Lanka: 

· Engaged in a civil war for nineteen years.
· As much as 15% of its land mass has been controlled by the Rebel Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eeelam (LTTE).
· The LTTE has been able to assassinate prime ministers, bomb presidents and even destroy the nation’s civil air terminal and main air force base.
· Sri-Lanka has escaped failure because for 80 % of the population the government performs reasonably well.  The roads are maintained and schools and hospitals function, to some limited extent even in the war-torn north and east.
Indonesia: 

· World’s largest Muslim nation
· another case of weakness avoiding failure
· it manages to provide most necessary political goods to most of Indonesia despite economic and other developments in the post-Soeharto era.  
Columbia:

· Boasts the second highest annual per capita murder rate in the world.
· Columbia is weak because of its multiple insurgencies, but is comparatively strong and well-performing in the areas over which it maintains control.
· When and if the government of Colombia can re-insert itself into the disputed zones and further reduce the power of drug traffickers, the state’s reach will expend.  Then, a weak, endangered state will be able to move farther away from possible failure toward strength.
Zimbabwe:

· Is an example of a once unquestionably strong African state that has fallen rapidly through weakness to the very edge of the abyss of failure.  All Zimbabwe lacks in order to join the ranks of failed states is a widespread internal insurgent movement directed against the government.  
· Unemployment rose to 60 percent in a country of 12 million.  Health and educational services vanished.  HIV infection rates climbed to 30 % with about 2000 Zimbabweans dying every week.  Political institutions ceased to function fully.
· Corruption flourished with the ruling elite pocketing their local and Congolese war gains and letting most Zimbabweans go hungry. 
Nepal is another example of a nation-state that has the potential to fail.  Already hindered by geography and poverty, Nepal has never been a robust provider of political goods to its inhabitants. The palace massacre of 2001 undermined the legitimacy of the monarchy, and thus of the ruling government.

Haiti has always been on the edge of failure, particularly during the nineteenth and twentieth centuries.  It has not however expectations like Argentina in 2002 and Russia in the 1990s. 

· Narcotics trafficking has been a serious problem since the 1980s.  
· Haiti, even under President Jean-Bertrand Aristide (1990-91, 1994-1995, 2000-), gripped in a vise of  weakness.
· Haiti seems condemned to remain weak but without failing. 
Nation-States that can be considered inherently weak include (not a full list) Burkina Faso, Chad, Ghana, Guinea, and Niger, in Africa; Georgia and Moldova in the former Soviet Union; and Columbia, East Timor, and Laos in Asia.

 The willingness of these weak states to provide political goods in quantity and quality is severely limited at the best of times.  Almost any external shock or internal emergency could push them over the brink. 

INDICATORS OF FAILURE:


The road to nation-state failure is littered with serious mistakes of omission and commission.  Even in the modern states with inherited weaknesses, failure is not preordained.


Poor, arbitrary, absent-minded creations predisposed to failure need not fail. 

· Nation-states are blessed or cursed by the discovery or absence of natural resources, like oil or diamonds within received borders.  But it is not the accidental quality of their borders that is original flaw; it is what has been made of the challenges and opportunities of a given outline that determines whether a state remains weak, becomes stronger, or slides toward failure and collapse.
· It is not possible to predict this century’s candidates for failure solely or even largely on the basis of colonial mistreatment.  
There are three kinds of signals of impending failure-economic, political and deaths in combat-provide clearer, more timely and more actionable warnings.

1. Economic front:  Indonesia, Nigeria, Lebanon and Zimbabwe each provide instances of how rapid reductions in incomes and living standards indicated the possibility of failure early enough to be noted and for preventative measures to have been attempted.

2. Politically, the available indicators are equally clear, if somewhat less quantifiably precise.  Political goods become scarce or are supplied to the leading class only.  The state becomes equated in the eyes of most citizens with particular drives and desires of a leader and a smallish group.

3. Level of Violence: as national human security rates fall, the probability of failure rises.  Absolute or relative crime rates and civilian combat death counts above a certain number cannot prescribe failure.  But a judicious assessment of the several available indicators discussed in this section, taken together, should provide both quantifiable and qualitative warnings.

THE HAND OF MAN:

· State failure is largely man made and NOT accidental.
· Usually decisions that are made by men and not women.
· Wherever there has been state failure or collapse, human agency has engineered the slide from strength or weakness and willfully presided over profound and destabilizing resource shifts from the state to the ruling few.
· Inhabitants of failed states understand what it means for slide to be brutish and short. 
· At one time state failure held fewer implications, today that is not the case 
· Preventing nation-states form failing, and resuscitating those that have failed and will fail, have thus become the critical, all consuming, strategic and moral imperatives of our terrorized time.  
Week 11: Possible and Impossible Solutions to Ethnic Civil Wars

Introduction
· Claim: restoring civil politics in multi-ethnic states shattered by war is impossible because the war itself destroys the possibilities for ethnic cooperation
· Separation is necessary for reducing incentives of further combat
· The international community must facilitate population movements rather that restore war-torn multi ethnic states
How Ethnic Civil Wars End

· Ethnic conflict-disputes between communities which see themselves as having distinct heritages over the power relationships between communities 
· Ideological civil wars-contests between factions within the same community over how that community should be governed
· War hardens ethnic identities
· Ethnic wars can only end through complete victory of one side, temporary suppression of the conflict by a third party, or by self governance of separate communities 
The Dynamics of Ethnic War

Identity in Ethnic wars

· Ethnic identities are fixed at birth making competition to sway individuals loyalties unimportant
· Different identity categories carry different rules
· Ethnic war shrinks the scope of individual identity choice
· Extremist are likely to pose sanctions on those who do not contribute to the cause
· Identity is often imposed by the opposing group, specifically by its most murderous members
· Fear of genocide can eliminate identity choice
Identifying Loyalties

· Ethnicity can be identified by outward appearance, public or private records, and local social knowledge
The Decisiveness of Territory

· Population control depends wholly on territorial control
Security Dilemmas in Ethnic Civil Wars

· Once conflict has escalated to the point that the state can no longer be responsible, the communities must mobilize and take responsibility for their own security 
· Military capability acquired for defense can also be used for offense
Demography and Security Dilemmas

· Ethnic security dilemma is greatest when demography is most intermixed
· The safest pattern is a well defined demographic front that separates nearly homogeneous regions
War and Ethnic Unmixing

· Collapse of multi-ethnic states often causes some ethnic unmixing even without war
Ethnic Separation and Peace

· Ethnic separation does not guarantee peace, but it does allow for it
Theories of Ethnic Peace

Alternatives to Separation

· 4 main alternatives to demographic separation for resolving ethnic conflict
Suppression

· complete victory for one side leading to the forcible suppression of the other
· never the aim of outsiders considering humanitarian intervention
Reconstruction of Ethnic identities

· works according to the constructivist model of nationalism
· it is possible to re-work ethnic identities on the basis that identities are continually being made and remade
Power-Sharing

· Assumes that ethnicity is somewhat manipulable
· 4 key components
· Joint exercise of governmental power
· Proportional distribution of government funds and jobs
· Autonomy on ethnic issues
· Minority veto on issues of vital importance to each groups
· Likely will not bring peace under conditions of intense violence and extreme ethnic mobilization
· Lends itself to various forms of international intervention
State Building

· Requires the occupation of the state and coercing both sides to accept a democratic constitution
· Nothing is gained unless the electoral outcome protects all parties interests and safety
Ethnic Separation

· Mutual security threats prevents de-mobilization and de-escalation meaning that the security dilemma must be eliminated for the ethnic conflict to be resolved
· The more intense the violence, the more likely separation will be the only option
How Ethnic Wars Have Ended

· Data supports the argument that separation of groups is the key to ending ethnic civil wars
· There is not a single case where non-ethnic civil politics were created or restored by reconstruction of ethnic identities, power sharing coalitions, or state building
Intervention to Resolve Ethnic Civil Wars

· Intervention must be guided by two principles
· Must separate communities and create a situation where it is unbeneficial to return to war
· Direct military assistance must be used when necessary
Designing Settlements

· It is important to separate ethnic groups demographically and not to create new minorities
· Conditions:
· Elimination of militarily significant minorities
· Enough regional self defense that an attack would be unprofitable
· Local minorities must be able to protect their key interests
· Does not require total ethnic purity—remaining minorities must be small enough that the host group does not fear them
· Settlements should be drawn along the best defensive terrain
Intervention Strategy

· If there is a stalemate on the ground, the international community must recognize and strengthen it
· Interventions must almost always be on behalf of the weaker side
· Three tools
· Sanctions
· Military aid
· Direct military intervention
· Conquer and divide—international military power takes control of a region to maintain separation between groups
· Ground presence is most important
Objections to Ethnic Separation and partition

· 5 objections to ethnic separation
Encourages splintering of states

· Unlikely because government use of force makes all secession attempts costly
Population exchanges cause human suffering

· Planned population movements are relatively safe
· Spontaneous movements are caused by ethnic conflict that becomes too violent
Transforms civil wars into international ones

· Records show that this is not true
· Post-separation wars are much less dangerous to civilians
Leftover states will not be viable

· History shows no partitioned states that failed for economic reasons
· More important is military viability
Does nothing to solve ethnic hatreds

· Once real security threats are reduces, the possibility of solving ethnic conflicts increases
Week 12: 

Samuel P. Huntington – Clash of Civilizations

· Summary:  World politics is entering a new phase, in which the great divisions among humankind and the dominating source of international conflict will be cultural. Civilizations-the highest cultural groupings of people-are differentiated from each other by religion, history, language and tradition. These divisions are deep and increasing in importance. From Yugoslavia to the Middle East to Central Asia, the fault lines of civilizations are the battle lines of the future. In this emerging era of cultural conflict the United States must forge alliances with similar cultures and spread its values wherever possible. With alien civilizations the West must be accommodating if possible, but confrontational if necessary. In the final analysis, however, all civilizations will have to learn to tolerate each other.

· Hypothesis: fundamental source of conflict in the new world will not be mainly ideological or economic, but cultural. Nation states will remain the most powerful actors in world affairs, but the principal conflicts of global politics will occur between nations and groups of different civilizations. 

· Wars of monarchs, nations, people, and ideologies fought in the Western world throughout history

· end of the Cold War marks transition of international politics from its Western phase to the interaction between the West and non-Western civilizations and among non-Western civilizations
· no longer relevant to classify nations as First, Second, or Third world, but rather in terms of culture and civilization

· A civilization is a cultural entity

· highest cultural grouping of people and the broadest level of cultural identity people have short of that which distinguishes humans from other species
· defined both by common objective elements, such as language, history, religion, customs, institutions, and by the subjective self-identification of people
· Civilizations blend and overlap, and may include subcivilizations. 

· Western civilization has two major variants: European & North American
· world will be shaped by the interactions among the seven or eight major civilizations: Western, Confucian, Japanese, Islamic, Hindu, Slavic-Orthodox, Latin American and possibly African 

· The most important conflicts of the future will occur along the cultural fault lines separating these civilizations

Reasons for conflicts:

1) Basic differences between civilizations: history, language, culture, tradition and religion (most important because produces more fundamental differences than political ideologies and political regimes)

2) because of shrinking world, more interaction between civilizations and therefore more awareness of the differences

3) modernization and social change have forced “fundamentalist” religious groups to move in and try to fill gap being left between people from longstanding local identities

· “unsecularization of the world" or " The revival of religion, "la revanche de Dieu."
4) dual role of the West as in one hand its culture becoming popular within populations of non-Western countries, but on the other hand, these countries trying to push its influence away

· de-Westernization and indigenization of elites is occurring in many non-Western countries at the same time that Western styles and habits become more popular among the mass of the people
5) cultural characteristics and differences are less mutable and hence less easily compromised and resolved than political and economic ones

6) rise of regional economic blocs and competition between them 

- ex: North American Free Trade Area converges Mexican, Canadian and American cultures


- culture and religion playing a big part in economic alliances 


- “us” versus “them” mentality 

· Clash happening at micro and macro level 

· Micro: adjacent groups along the fault lines between civilizations struggle over the control of territory and each other.
· Macro: states from different civilizations compete for relative military and economic power, struggle over the control of international institutions and third parties, and competitively promote their particular political and religious values.
· Iron Curtain divide of the cold war (political and ideological) being replaced in Europe by cultural division of Europe between Western Christianity and Orthodox Christianity and Islam

· Conflict along the fault line between Western and Islamic civilizations has been going on for 1,300 years

· After the founding of Islam, the Arab and Moorish surge west and north only ended at Tours in 732
· Crusades from the 11th to the 13th century 
· 14th to 17th century Ottoman Turks reversed the balance, extending their influence over the Middle East and the Balkans, capturing Constantinople, and twice laying siege to Vienna
· 19th and early 20th century as Ottoman power declined Britain, France, and Italy established Western control over most of North Africa and the Middle East.
· When the West retreated after WWII, Arab nationalism and then Islamic fundamentalism manifested
· Ongoing Arab-Israeli conflict (Israel created by the West)
· Gulf War
· Etc…
· next major confrontation is probably going to be between the West and the Muslim world

· Muslim world has also had conflicts with the Christian black peoples to the south

· reflected in the on-going civil war in the Sudan between Arabs and blacks, the fighting in Chad between Libyan-supported insurgents and the government, the tensions between Orthodox Christians and Muslims in the Horn of Africa, and the recurring riots and communal violence between Muslims and Christians in Nigeria
· also to the North conflict has increasingly erupted between Orthodox and Muslim peoples

· clash between Muslim and Hindu in the subcontinent manifests itself in the rivalry between Pakistan and India and within India itself in the form of religious conflict between Hindus and Muslims 

· After the Cold War the underlying differences between China and the United States have resurfaced in areas such as human rights, trade and weapons proliferation

· increasingly difficult relations between Japan and the United States especially in economic terms 

· interactions between civilizations vary greatly in the extent to which they are likely to be characterized by violence, however it seems like Islam has “bloody borders” all over 

· A world of clashing civilizations is inevitably a world of double standards: people apply one standard to their kin-countries and a different standard to others

· Ex: West’s failure to protect Bosnians against Serbs 
· Kin-country syndrome 
· Conflicts and violence will also occur between states and groups within the same civilization. Such conflicts, however, are likely to be less intense and less likely to expand than conflicts between civilizations.

· West at the peak of power compared to other civilizations – “the West and the rest”

· Military conflict among Western states is unthinkable, and Western military power is unrivaled
· Apart from Japan, the West faces no economic challenge
· Dominates international institutions 
· Global security, political and economic issues are settled by a directorate of the United States, Britain, France, Germany, and Japan 
· Western domination of the UN security Council 
· superficial level: much of Western culture has leaked into the rest of the world

· basic level: Western concepts differ fundamentally from those in other civilizations

· Western ideas of individualism, liberalism, constitutionalism, human rights, equality, liberty, the rule of law, democracy, free markets, the separation of church and state, often have little resonance in Islamic, Confucian, Japanese, Hindu, Buddhist or Orthodox cultures
· Town countries: fair degree of cultural homogeneity but are divided over whether their society belongs to one civilization or another

· Ex: Soviet Union and Yugoslavia – disintegration because of large numbers of people of different civilizations
· Turkey trying to carve out new identity for itself, battling Muslim and Western influence 

· Mexico experiencing similar experiences in the past decade moving from a Latin American country to a more North American one (NAFTA a great step)

· With communism gone, Russia once again faces the question of Westernization versus Russification

· To redefine its civilization identity a torn country must have A) its political and economic elite has to be generally supportive of and enthusiastic about the move.  B) its public has to be willing to acquiesce in the redefinition. C) the dominant groups in the recipient civilization have to be willing to embrace the convert

· for Latin American and East European countries less obstacles exist in the path to join the West 

· greater for Muslim, Confucian, Hindu and Buddhist societies
· Japan has established a unique position for itself as an associate member of the West: it is in the West in some respects but clearly not of the West in important dimensions
· Those countries that for reason of culture and power do not wish to, or can’t, join the West compete with the West by developing their own economic, military and political power. 

· They do this by promoting their internal development and by cooperating with other non-Western countries. The most prominent form of this cooperation is the Confucian-Islamic connection 
· “Weapon States” – non-Western states significantly expanding their military capability

· arms control seen as a Western concept/goal
· conflict between the West and the Confucian-Islamic states focuses largely on nuclear, chemical and biological weapons, ballistic missiles and other sophisticated means for delivering them

· attention to nonproliferation of the West towards countries that are hostile or could be hostile towards the West 
· non-Western nations assert their right to acquire and to deploy whatever weapons they think necessary for their security
· China already has nuclear weapons; Pakistan and India have the capability to deploy them. North Korea, Iran, Iraq, Libya and Algeria appear to be attempting to acquire them
· A Confucian-Islamic military connection coming into being to promote acquisition by its members of the weapons needed to counter the military powers of the West

· China is a major exporter of arms and weapons technology and has exported materials to Libya and Iraq that could be used to manufacture nuclear weapons and nerve gas
· China has sold nuclear technology to Iran 
· North Korea has had a nuclear weapons program under way for some while and has sold advanced missiles and missile technology to Syria and Iran
· Potential clash of civilizations poses short-term implications to the West. It will have to:

· promote greater cooperation and unity within its own civilization
· promote and maintain cooperative relations with Russia and Japan
· prevent escalation of local inter-civilization conflicts into major inter-civilization wars 
· limit the expansion of the military strength of Confucian and Islamic states 
· moderate the reduction of counter military capabilities and maintain military superiority in East and Southwest Asia 
· support in other civilizations groups sympathetic to Western values and interests 
· strengthen international institutions that reflect and legitimate Western interests and values and to promote the involvement of non-Western states in those institutions.
· Long term it will have to:

· continue to attempt to acquire the wealth, technology, skills, machines and weapons that are part of being modern 
· accommodate these non-Western modern civilizations whose power approaches that of the West but whose values and interests differ significantly from those of the West
· maintain the economic and military power necessary to protect its interests in relation to these civilizations 
· develop a more profound understanding of the basic religious and philosophical assumptions underlying other civilizations and the ways in which people in those civilizations see their interests 
· require an effort to identify elements of commonality between Western and other civilizations
Colin H. Kahl - Demography, Environment and Civil Strife

· at global and local levels, natural resource depletion and environment degradation result from the interactions among extreme wealth, population pressures, and extreme poverty

· high income countries responsible for:

· most of the world’s environmental pollution
· disproportionate amount of the global demand for fossil fuels, nonfuel minerals, grain, meat, fish, and products from endangered species
· poverty and inequality within developing countries with rapidly growing populations also places a burden on the environment

· in the past 50 years, the number of people living on fragile land has doubled to 1.3billion

· relationship between poverty and the environment runs both ways – poverty contributes to environmental degradation which in turns worsens poverty 

· today, nearly half of the world’s population lives on less that $2/ day

· improvements regarding this has occurred over the past 2 decades but mainly in China and India 
· in other parts, mainly sub-Saharan Africa, this remains seemingly intractable
· half of total global employment depend on agriculture, forests and fisheries

· severe implications for economic survival of entire communities
· not much evidence that these trends produce clashes between countries, but some that has linked these factors to violence within a country 

· scarcity as a major source of civil strife
· Neo-Malthusians: rapid population growth, environmental degradation, resource depletion, and unequal resource access combine to exacerbate poverty 

· Outcomes: grievances, increasing risks of rebellion and societal conflict
· Deprivation by itself rarely sufficient to produce large-scale violence 
· demographic and environmental stress can undermine state authority

· as population and environmental challenges mount so will the demands placed on the state from suffering segments of the economy and marginalized individuals 
· demands increase strains and erode a state’s administrative capacity 
· state’s legitimacy also jeopardized if individuals or groups blame the government for their problems 
· social problems tend to undermine economic productivity 
· social grievances created from demographic and environmental stress can sometimes encourage political elites themselves to start civil strife in an effort to cling on to power (ex: Kenya early 90s) 

· Neoclassical economists: rather than scarcity, resource abundance is a bigger threat to political instability 

· Honey pot effects: abundance of supplies of local resources create incentives for rebel groups to fight to capture them (ex: diamonds in Sierra Leone)
· Resource curse: abundant natural resources said to contribute to economic stagnation over the lung run (capital and labour drawn away from other sectors, increasing their production costs, and restrain diversification)
· “Rentier states” prone to corrupt, narrowly based authoritarian governments (ripens the state for violent revolt) 
· Debate between neo-Malthusians and neoclassical economists that seem to have polar-opposite views

· Both resource scarcity and abundance can however, exist at the same time at different levels of analysis 
· Majority of troublesome resources (oil, gemstones, metals, etc) are abundant locally but scarce globally 
· Scarcity of these resources that makes them so valuable and this such large prices to seize through violence 
· Abundance of one resource can produce scarcity of another (extraction of locally abundant resource tends to lead to environmental degradation and scarcities of other resources)
· Abundance and scarcity combine to pose development challenges for resource-dependent countries 
· intitial abundance -> emerging scarcity (world’s poorest countries probably stuck at this stage) -> exploitation of local resource no longer economically viable
· different natural sources are likely to be implicated in different types of conflict

· broad grievance-based scenarios are most likely when scarcity of renewable resources (agriculture, forestry, fishing, etc)
· degradation, depletion, or misdistribution of these resources jeopardize survival of large number of people
· nonrenewable resources likely to be central to violent conflicts in which the resources themselves are the prize to be captured 
· more “lootable” (oil, diamonds, etc) 
· developing states also exercise sole ownership rights over subsoil and public forestlands

· export revenue from these resources is not mediated through domestic private actors but instead goes directly to the state 
· demographically and environmentally induced civil wars most likely in countries with weak governments and authoritarian political institutions 

· strong states usually able to prevent, deter, or repress large-scale organized violence 
· consolidated democracies unlikely candidates for civil war
· authoritarian states also avoid civil war most of the time, but vulnerable to rapid collapse  and civil war in a period of crisis 
· by 2050

· population expected to increase to 9.1 billion
· high-income countries experiencing population decline, but low-income countries still experiencing growth (more than double) 
· economic growth and consumption also expected to increase 
· according to estimates of the UN and WWF the world will require 1.8 to 2.2 earth-sized planets to sustain total consumption of crops, meat, fish and wood, and to hold CO2 levels constant in the atmosphere
· rapid advances in technology needed to provide significant improvements in resource efficiency 
· pockets of extreme poverty and inequalities likely to persist despite globalization -> challenges for both human welfare and political stability 
Week 13: David G. Victor – International Cooperation on Climate Change: Numbers, Interests and Institutions

· Arlid Underdal’s “law of the least ambitious program” - the effectiveness of an international agreement is limited by the commitment level of the agreement’s least interested party 

· according to this law, the Kyoto Protocol will not be substantial

· interests of the different countries diverge (China and Russia have little ambition for effective cooperation) 
· fate: “commitments” being implemented are, in effect, a non-cooperative outcome 
· developing countries and Russia are focused on development, not controlling emissions
· some misunderstood or misrepresented what they could achieve, promised, and then withdrew after the realization of unattainable promises (Australia, US)
· to craft a more effective climate change response requires fundamentals:

· demands for international cooperation
· numbers of countries participating and their interests 
· design of institutions to promote cooperation 
· demand for cooperation

· global cooperation arises out of interests shared by all countries
· international institutions (treaties, organizations, behavioral norms) aid cooperation by reducing transaction costs, focusing efforts on particular solutions
· demand for cooperative climate policy should be conceived through the eyes of particular societies and the governments who serve as their agents
· Aspects that will determine whether and how nations are likely to address the dangers of changing climate: ability to adapt to climate change, accessibility of importance of climate change compared to other factors such as development, realization that some societies might benefit from a climate change (Russia), interest to avoid “abrupt” changing climate (ex: rapid rise in sea level)
· Dispersion of interests partly explains difficulty of collective action 
· the supply of cooperation: numbers 

· climate change is best addressed through cooperative processes that are broad in membership (global problem that requires global solution)
· complexity rises with each new member joining as new n odes are introduced in a network of relationships
· theoretical tools that point to the minimum number of countries that must participate to make collective action rational: top 10 emitters from burning fossil fuels (US, China, Russia, Japan, Germany, Canada, UK, South Korea, Italy) plus Brazil and Indonesia 
· question of legitimacy, but as other international organizations show like GATT, legitimacy comes with success over time 
· organizing cooperation: the role of institutions

· assumption is that legally binding instruments negotiated within the universal framework of the United Nations , are the best keystones for international cooperation 
· nonbinding contracts usually cause governments to promise ambitious goals, while binding agreements are usually crafted by lawyers who are particularly focused an assuring compliance 
· negotiation process is a diplomatic effort to identify the problem type that can earn an agreement (by cooperation) because failure to reach an agreement yields symbolic costs 
· most issues that arrive on the environmental agenda can quickly yield a stable, shallow agreement
· institutions have learnt how to play the game in the search of shallowness which makes it easier to agree
· institutionalization has facilitated further institutionalization 
· nearly every effort at environmental cooperation now begins with a framework convention that is long on vision and procedure but short on commitments 
· participation in agreements is high and compliance is almost perfect – binding design 
· while some experiences of effective international cooperation, the full solution to this problem will include large-scale research and demonstration of new technologies, include new strategies for engaging developing countries, and it will include new approaches to international cooperation that draw on the influence of Underdal 

· solutions lie in the efforts to create a club of a small number of important countries to craft the elements of serious cooperation 

· UNFCCC too large and inclusive, while G8 membership too biased to include some countries that need to be part of an affective solution
· Paul Martin’s idea of L20 (20 key countries) would offer a way to craft deals among the smaller number of countries that matter most in the aspect of climate change 
· success with such an institution will require careful attention to underlying interests and to the institutions needed for follow-up 

· a deal that simultaneously involves the advanced industrialized countirs and key developing ones 
· variable geometry of the L20 can play a large role in overcoming the pessimism of Underdal’s law 


