
[bookmark: _h50ls42wldc5]9/11 January – Globalization: Context and Concepts
· Steger = ‘globalization is worldwide interconnectivity’
· Evolution not revolution
· expansion of human ‘connectivity’
· Human migration is constant: chasing food, new land, opportunities.
· New networks of economic and cultural exchange’
· 
· increasingly sophisticated communities
· nomadic hunters = agricultural communities = city-states =nation-states
· 
· Westphalia and the modern state system
· Security and ‘social contract’ between rulers and ruled: Hobbes’ ‘Leviathan’, Emergence of sovereignty, territorial integrity, and non-intervention as ‘rules of the game’
· 
· Lionel Messi and Jennifer Lopez?
· Technology, connecting and growing ‘global’ consciousness: ‘Hybridization’ and changing notions of identity/loyalty
· Social relations no longer controlled by the state: 
· eroding nationalism and international borders?
· Trump, EU Migration Crisis =globalization in reverse?
Time-space compression
· Technology shrunk perceptions of space and time
· International travel and Google:16,200,000 results (0.54 seconds)”
· Financial transactions = $14 trillion payments is routed through US banking
· ‘global imaginary’ (Steger): growing consciousness of global connectivity, community
Hybridization:
· Mixing cultures element and stycles eg J.Lo and sushito
· Implications regarding national identity, loyalty and political community/realm
Cosmopolitan vs. Communitarian:
· Cosmopolitans: human belong to a single community: “citizens of the world”, focuses on equal rights to all humans that apply across national borders.
· Communitarians: resides with ‘the community’ – particularistic - human belong to ‘specific’ communities, with distinct norms, values, traditions

Democracy, human rights, the rule of law = Western values or universal values?
· tensions of hybridization 
· 1. Gender equality = Canada, gender and peacekeeping
· 2. Quebec’s ‘Charter of Values’ debate
· Respect for ‘community’ values vs. freedom of expression/religion
· Enforcing conformity or embracing diversity?
[bookmark: _69br0am6p9yt]11 January – Globalization: Context and Concepts Empire, Imperialism, Hegemony
· Who is driving globalization, whose interests? 
· Imperialism: dependency and exploitation connecting core (metropole aka mother land) 
· Periphery = less developed countries 
· Paternalism: colonialism and the mission civilisatrice 
· 
· American as imperialism? informal empire, without colonies:
· military bases with many allies
· shaping global institutions
· dominating ideological debate (neoliberalism)
· Unwillingness to play by the rules

· Hegemony: political, economic, or military predominance or control of one state over others and What’s good for the hegemon is good for everyone.

· US as hegemony: merging both hard and soft power
· Hard power: military spending ($1.6 trillion in 2015)
· Soft power: Shaping global rules to align with the hegemon’s interests – self interested leadership(UNSC, WTO, G8, etc.) 
· 
Great Divide 1: North-South
· Home to 75% of the world’s population, ‘the bottom billion’
· 80-85% of world’s resources controlled by the North
· 3 billion people live on $2/day
· global institutions dominated by Global North
· helping, exploiting it, or bypassing it?
· Tensions in conflict and intervention, development, climate change
Great Divide 2 : Civilizational
· Huntington’s ‘Clash of Civilizations’ (1993)
· ‘community’ between state and global levels
· actors no longer states, but civilizations with different value systems
· Civilizations are not actors in the way states are
[bookmark: _4cjrl8zceuwb]Global Governance I: Theory
Theorizing ‘the global’
· Theoretical frameworks = lenses to make sense of a chaotic world
The Realist Worldview
· States: rational, unitary, sovereign actors
· national interest’ above all else = security and survival
· Anarchy: No global government to enforce rules, order: creates ‘self-help system’( Life in Hobbs ‘state of nature’) 
· Power as currency of political life
· dominated by powerful states
· 
· International cooperation is difficult 
· global governance as undesirable
· International organizations dominated by powerful states
· Realism’s blind spots: rise of non-state actors, international trade, EU
· Realism’s relevance: collective action, powerful make rules, own interests, return of the national interest?
Realism and ‘Civilizations’
· Huntington’s ‘Clash of Civilizations’ (1993)
· actors no longer states, but civilizations with different value systems
Liberal Worldview
· Liberal ‘change’ and Focus on individual freedom and Faith in humankind 
· effective global governance : WTO, ICC, EU (Neoliberalism) 
· Democracy and the democratic peace
· Globalization and ‘global village’
· Increased interactions across borders (trade, travel, internet, media) 
· global understanding, decrease conflict. The World Cup 
· 
· Liberalism’s blindspots:
· Lack of attention to inequality: = No ‘social safety net’
· overestimate importance of norms and values in global politics
· Economic growth vs climate change vs technology 
Government vs. Governance
· Domestic Government:
· Rule of law, based on shared values, history, culture
· Legitimate authority
· Enforcement through Courts, constitutions, police, etc.
· Social contract – web of mutual obligations connecting citizen and state
· Global Governance:
· No ‘rule of law’ or central authority
· States as ‘self-policing’ – human rights, environment, etc.
· voluntary agreements by self-interested, sovereign states
· Few penalties for non-compliance
[bookmark: _9kuh5oaz9jqd]Global Governance II: Structure
International Law
· Nations have right to govern themselves without outside interference
· Technical: Universal Postal Union
· Economic: NAFTA, WTO – promoting free trade, economic rules
· Political: NATO, European Union
· 
· Treaties  = International Organizations
· Refugee Convention/UNHCR; Rome Statute and Criminal Court
· 
· Globalization and decreasing salience of international borders:
· ‘Slippage’ between international/domestic

· 1. Trans-Pacific Partnership, ‘supply management’ system for dairy, eggs, poultry
· 2. Climate change agreements and domestic economies
· 3. The International Criminal Court
· Genocide, crimes against humanity considered legitimate international concern
Why would states willingly ‘give up’ sovereign authority in certain areas?
· ‘Peer pressure’ and good international citizenship
· Quid pro quo’s for market access
· ‘collective action problems’: eg Climate change
· can ‘take back’ authority eg Brexit
The United Nations System
· save succeeding generations from the scourge of war’
· WWI : League of Nations and WW2 ; UN
· War as a collective action problem  
· UN =‘ platform’ for international cooperation, communication, peaceful resolution 
· 
· UN General Assembly:
· 193 members: membership as universal 
· One member, one vote; resolutions as non-binding
· 
· UN Security Council:
· P5 (US, UK, France, Russia, China), plus 10 rotating members
· Membership and veto as key issues of contention
· paralysis on divisive issues – Syria
· Resolutions binding: ‘maintenance of international peace and security’
· Peacekeeping, peacebuilding, responding to ‘aggression’
The European Union
· states willingly giving up sovereignty to higher authority at economic and political crossroads
· Post-WWII: European Coal/Steel Community
· What makes the EU different:
· Economics, Borders/Passports, Binding laws/regulations
The EU in Crisis:
· Brexit = Re-assertion of sovereign control over borders
· Syrian Migration Crisis
· Greek Financial Crisis – Grexit? = limiting influences of common currency, 
· Key critique:
· Remote, technocratic, undemocratic, out of touch - the dictatorship of Brussels
[bookmark: _lux4wm12g6kl]Economic Globalization I
Davos 
· Annual gathering of world’s richest and most powerful people
· 82% of wealth generated last year went to the world’s wealthiest 1%
· Globalization by the rich, for the rich
· high-paying jobs in the West for low-paying jobs in the South
· Deepening inequality => rising populism => anti-globalization?
MDG1 – Poverty/Hunger
· 1 billion people lifted out of extreme poverty since 1990
· globalization success story:
· spreading employment to Global South
· Globalization succeeded where development assistance failed
The neoliberal vision
· Adam Smith’s ‘invisible hand’: individual self-interest leads to collective good
· Ricardo’s theory of ‘comparative advantage’:
· Focus on what ‘we’ do best, trade for the rest
· A global division of labour 
· Markets guide economies better than government
· Allowing competition and market forces to decide questions of trade, production and finance, nationally and globally
Free trade vs. mercantilism
· Trade and economic integration of globalization
· Reducing barriers: tariffs (taxes), quotas, bans, and subsidies
· Supply/demand determine by market forces, not government intervention
· Role of government to ‘facilitate’
· Comparative advantage: most efficient producers/production methods will prosper
The mercantilist response
· “protect borders from ravages of other countries making our products, stealing our companies and destroying our jobs.”
Mercantilism and free trade
· Mercantilism as economic nationalism
· comparative advantage: inefficient, uncompetitive producers fail
· realities of economic ‘restructuring’: unemployment, social unrest
· Advancing ‘the national interest’ through economic intervention
· Protectionism
· ‘buy/hire American’
· threats companies who ‘offshore’ jobs
· self-sufficiency/autarky?

Rise of MNC’s (multinational corporations)
· No just ‘national’ industries in competition with each other
· Global production networks as product of drive for efficiency, market access:
· search for most efficient production sites:
· ‘sweat-shop industrialization’: Nike in Indonesia
· Trump: “other countries stealing our jobs”
[bookmark: _ku8higz1c5hc]Economic Globalization II
Export-led industrialization
· between protectionism and free trade
· Nurturing national industries through subsidies and tariff barriers
· Protecting them from competition to become competitive, efficient, then liberalizing Eg Hyundai, Samsung
Is free trade really free?
· World Trade Organization and the promotion of free (fair?) trade practices
· Western agricultural subsidies eg Canada’s quota system for dairy, poultry
· Protection of strategic national industries like Military, oil/gas
· Poorer countries less able to ‘manage’ free trade to protect their own interests
· Structural adjustment, food security and Haitian rice producers
Global Finance
· Foreigners need to pay for CAD. oil in CAD. dollars
· From fixed to floating exchange rates: gold standard
· value of CAD. dollar based on demand – more exports = more demand
· Increased capital mobility
· Trade/investment related vs. speculative finance
· rise of ‘casino capitalism’: real estate and stock market bubbles
The decline of the welfare state?
· High taxes drive away businesses
· IFI’s and the ‘Washington Consensus’
· Constraining government spending, interference in the economy
· Governments less able to protect jobs, fund social services (health care, education) in poorer countries 
· Developing states unable to develop welfare states of their own

[bookmark: _7nt3sbdx4fye]Aid, Trade,  
The North-South Divide
· Global South: ¾ of world’s population, ¼ of global GDP
· Unequal distribution of resources
· South owes North more than $2 trillion
· war and conflict
· Is the situation improving?
· inequality is increasing
· ‘bottom billion’ largely left behind
Measuring Development?
· GDP = Gross Domestic Product per person
· Total income/total population
· Ignores distribution
· Equates income with development
· Human Development
· Life expectancy, education, and per capita income
· Overall approach to ‘quality of life’

· Development as ‘capabilities’
· Empowering individuals 
· Poverty, disease, hunger as ‘radically disempowering’
· Capability deprivation also due to gender, class
· Millennium goals aimed at capability enhancement eg Education, gender
· 
· Development as poverty reduction
· Lifting poorest of the poor out of poverty 
· Confronting challenge of ‘structural violence’
Development Industry
· Post-WWII, Marshall Plan, and Cold War
· ‘Tied’ aid and politicized aid
· International Financial Institutions and Multilateral and Bilateral Assistance: 
· 0.7% of GDP as key development assistance target
· Canada currently at 0.28%
· Private donors like churches, NGO
· Development and donor ‘hubris’
· Ernesto Sirolli and Dambisa Moyo (‘Dead Aid’)
· 
Development Wave #1 = large scale projects 
· Large-scale projects with little payoff
· Top-down / government-to-government
· white elephant syndrome
· Corruption
· Poor more often harmed rather than helped 
Development Wave #2 = structural adjustments programs 
· Loans made on ‘adjustment’ policies to Stabilize, liberalize, neoliberal agenda 
· Reduce government intervention in economy, private sector growth
· unpopular, and harmful to the poor (short term)
· Reduced food subsidies, less investment in health care, education 
Development Wave #3 - Bottom - up
· People, not projects or governments, Focus on capabilities (health, education) Shutting up and listening eg Microfinance 
· Small-scale loans to the poorest of the poor
· Grameen, Yunus, and social entrepreneurship
The Bottom Billion
· Collier’s development ‘traps’
· Conflict, Resources, Landlocked, Governance
· Eg South Sudan:
· #1 on the Fragile States Index
· cycle of conflict/underdevelopment with independence and civil war
· Oil wealth fuels corruption, violent struggle for power
Conclusions: Trade vs. Aid?
· Trade bigger difference than aid for ‘top billions’
· better globalization: 
· fair trade and fairer rules 
· 
· Different solutions for the bottom billion
· Globalization harms than helps
· intervention, conflict resolution and peacebuilding
· Support domestic reformers in fragile states
· Favour trade policies for the poor countries
· debt forgiveness and development assistance
[bookmark: _ldxxr2d9wuxh]The Global Environment
“The Uninhabitable Earth”
· Wallace-Wells: “worse than you think.” beyond rising sea-levels: increased conflict, economic collapse.
· Between denial and doomsday: who to believe? what  trouble are we in?
· scientific evidence becoming overwhelming:
Melting sea ice
· “Calving’ of Larsen C Ice Shelf
· Opening of Northwest Passage, irony of climate change to resource exploitation
Confronting climate change
· Environmental change as collective action problem 
· Melting Arctic tundra and methane release
· Acidification of the oceans
· Changing weather patterns 
· Mitigation vs. prevention?
Capitalism vs. the Climate
· Naomi Klein: Capitalism and Growth
· Constant growth as the essence of capitalism
· Environment as resource to be exploited
· Industrial capitalism incompatible with environmental sustainability
· Canada’s Oil Sands
· economic well-being, vs. ‘leave it in the ground’ or Short vs. long-term goal
Tragedy of the Commons
· shared area or resource: no ownership, no stewardship
· Air and water, overfishing: and decline fish stocks
· Responses:
· UNCLOS
· Common management regimes
· Antarctica Treaty
Global Environmental Gov’nance
· Enclosure not option for atmosphere, high seas
· environmental governance in context of realism, liberalism contradict
· challenge of binding commitments - States as ‘self-policing’ 
· Environmental governance and North-South divide
· The climate justice debate: ‘our’ problem or ‘theirs’?
· Ability to pay, uneven distribution of costs
· Kyoto Accords:
· ‘common but differentiated responsibility’
· Paris Accords:
· ‘global solidarity’
· ‘two-degree’ target ‘strongly urges’ more financial support
· 195 countries signed Paris Accords
· no third-party oversight

[bookmark: _s4v1r57lufqs]The Global Environment II
Population and the Environment
· ‘Framing’ issues on population vs consumption
· 90% of future population growth in the Global South
· 
· Malthus and the Neo-Malthusians
· uncontrolled population growth
· Exponential vs linear growth
· Global population expected 10 billion in 2100 will add immense pressure on natural, political system
· 
· The dynamics of population growth
· North’s ‘demographic transition’: urbanization, education, family planning
· Development to control population growth: more developed less pop 

· Population and Migration
· Conflict refugees vs. economic migrants
· Growing pressures on Europe, United States aka ‘uncontrolled’ migration
Technology
· Liberalism’s enduring faith in technology and human ingenuity 
· Lessons of the green revolution
· dangers of industrial agriculture – bees are going
· incompatibility of capitalism and environmentalism
Beyond global warming
· Fish
· end of the Atlantic cod fishery – 1992
· 70% of global fish stocks fully exploited, overused, in crisis
· Forests 
· Sovereign rights vs. global responsibilities
· carbon sinks and biodiversity maintenance: Brazil’s Amazon
· Food and Water
· uneven distribution of resources and growing pressures on water  
· Bottom billion as hungry, water-poor, and unhealthy
· challenges of feeding/watering 10 billion humans
· 100 litres of water to produce a kilo of potatoes
· 13,000 litres of water to produce a kilo of beef – meat consumption on the rise
· Climate change impacts agricultural production and water availability
Conclusions
· global economic growth incompatible with environmental sustainability?
· Transform carbon footprint to save
· generate binding commitments and appropriate incentives?
· manage tensions between the ‘overdeveloped’ and the ‘developing’ worlds?
[bookmark: _sfh8pv8frep2]Culture in Global  Context
What is culture?
· Steger: “ symbolic construction and “Systems of meaning”: How we ‘make sense’ of the world through art, architecture, language, music, food, religion, social organization, etc.
· High vs. low culture
· The Group of 7 vs. Hip Hop
Culture and Globalization
· Steger: “‘interacting’ systems of meaning of cultural flows across the globe’
· Conflict
· Westernization (or McDonaldization) vs. communitarianism – Jose Bove
· Quebec ‘Charter of Values’ debate
· ‘clash of civilizations’
· Co-existence eg Canadian multiculturalism, openness to migrants, 
· 
· Hybridization
· Music, food, fashion, film, politics eg China’s economic model
· Restore international human rights and democracy norms with local culture and tradition – Afghanistan?
· The changing nature of ‘community’
Culture and Ideology
· Conservatism:
· Society to be protected/preserved – change as suspicious
· Active role of state in shaping social life/values eg religion, abortion, gay marriage, ‘Canadian values’
· 
· Liberalism:
· Classical liberalism (neoliberalism)
· Individualism and maximization of human freedom in a minimalist state: ‘laissez-faire’
· 
· Welfare liberalism (embedded liberalism)
· Free-market capitalism with a ‘safety net’: aka ‘managed’ capitalism
· saving capitalism from its own excesses
· public provision and keeping inequality within acceptable limits
· Balancing individualism with an ‘ethos to care’

· Socialism:
· Emphasis on equality of opportunity and outcomes with state creating a ‘just society’
· Socialist revolution seen as inevitable – the Soviet Union, China, Cuba 
· Discredited as alternative to liberal democracy, but critique of economic globalization remains relevant
Culture and Religion
· Religion as source of meaning, values, for majority of the world’s people
· Making sense of universe and our place within it
· Rise of secularism in the West – free of religion?

· The paradox of religion: faith as a force for peace or for conflict?
· Quebec City attacks and aftermath
Conclusions
· Culture underpins belief systems about environment, economy, community (‘us’ and ‘them’) and visions of what a ‘good’ society is
· Globalization bringing cultures into contact more intensively Generating tensions and fostering hybrid systems of meaning – glocalization?

[bookmark: _fq8spawkxyqv]Human Rights 
[bookmark: _x8r3t9hjez6b] What are Human Rights?
· Human rights as ‘social constructs’ that generates consensus on universal standards of life’ 
· Rights as ‘claims’  
· Negative (proscriptive) vs. positive (prescriptive) 
· Rights vs. responsibilities 
· Security (freedom from fear) vs. subsistence (freedom from want) 
· Collective vs. individual rights 

[bookmark: _1z33i5kyil0g] Rights in Historical Context
· Pre-WWII, people with right were elites and exclusion of the powerless (pooor)
· The Holocaust and UDHR turning point 
· ‘never again’ movement regarding rights
· empowering powerless/marginalized – women, children, minorities. 
· Universal Declaration as aspirational, not binding 

[bookmark: _esljilmvkkvc] Gen1: Civil/Political Rights (negative)
· Emphasis on individual rights and limitations on government action (proscriptive)
· ‘liberal’ rights: individual freedom, agency, and autonomy 
· ‘democratic’ rights: voting, assembling, speaking out , equal treatment 
[bookmark: _9ojxr145bp6c] Gen2: Socio-Economic Rights (positive)
· Welfare rights: social security, education, health, standard of living, etc. 
· Prescriptive rights: pro-active intervention of governments to be fulfilled 
· North-South divide on rights categories: 
· Right to vote vs the right to eat 
· US rejects universality social/economic rights 
[bookmark: _fucd301x3kxb]Gen3: Solidarity
· Shift towards the rights of groups and collectivities than individual rights: 
· Gender issues: Protection of minorities and disabled 
· Shift towards ‘higher-order’ rights eg clean air/water, development 

· Cost, controversy, and contestedness 
· UN Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples 
· Rights in conflict: 
· Right to clean environment vs. right to development vs. cultural rights’ 
· Affirmative Action – levelling playing field for disadvantaged groups 
· Equality of opportunity vs. equality of outcome 
[bookmark: _ni3ovihsoe2r]States, rights and sovereignty
· Empowering citizens against the state – part of ‘social contract’ between state and citizens 
· rights and responsibilities mediated though law (Canadian Charter) 
· Challenges of holding states accountable 
· Weak enforcement mechanisms
· Many states reluctant to have sovereign rights 
[bookmark: _5tjcfcbn790a] HR and Cultural Relativity
· global values, or Western values? 
· cosmopolitan: human share characteristics regardless of culture, should all be entitled to basic human rights. 
· communitarian: each human is a part of distinct political community, which provides ultimate source of values – no universal values or rights 
· Human rights as cultural imperialism ? McDonaldization’? 

· ‘Asian values’: 
· Collectivist than individualist cultures 
· emphasis on social harmony, loyalty; less on ‘Western’ individualism 
· framing rights through the prism of particular cultures 
· choosing from the human rights menu? 
· governments ignore pressures around human rights on culture?
[bookmark: _wk46huw7tw31]Gender and cultural relativity
· Orend on women’s rights: 
· Fairness and ‘good consequences gender equality not been achieved 
· Gender inequality in non-Western contexts: 
· Women’s right to drive in Saudi Arabia 
· Female circumcision (FGM) 
· rights infringement, valued cultural tradition, or instrument of oppression 
· ‘Child brides’ in South Asia : 
· Who are we to tell others how to manage their family affairs? 
[bookmark: _4nkb90b1y2qg] Conclusion
· Human rights as social constructs: No right or wrong answers on values 
· tensions between universalism and cultural relativism 
· Despite weak enforcement, human rights ‘matter’ in national and global politics 
· Balance between respect for state sovereignty and human rights slowly shifting. States can no longer abuse their citizens with total impunity 
[bookmark: _5dcl95u65ze2]Human rights
Human Rights: Standards and Enforcement 
· International Human Rights Revolution and International Concern 
· Human Rights vs. State Sovereignty 
· Great on Standards, not great on Enforcement 

Human Rights at the United Nations 
· United Nations Charter 
· Art 1.3: “Promote and Encourage Human Rights 
· Art 2.7: “No interference in domestic jurisdiction.” 
· UN Commission on Human Rights,
· Standard Setting and Enforcement – “Wastepaper Basket” 
· Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities 
· Commission on Status of Women 
· UN Human Rights Council, 2016-present 

Standards 
· 1948 - Universal Declaration of Human Rights = PC and ESC Rights; indivisible 
· 1966 – Civil and Political Rights and Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 
· 1965 – Convention on Elimination of all Forms of Racial Discrimination 


Standards and Enforcement 
· 1967 – ECOSOC Resolution 1235  = patterns of human rights violations 
· 1968 – World Conference on Human Rights  = Assault on universalism 
· 1970 – ECOSOC Resolution 1503  = Naming and Shaming  


New Standards 
· 1980 – Elimination of Discrimination Against Women
· 1984 – Against Torture 
· 1986 – Right to Development 
· 1989 – Rights of the Child 
· 2006 – Rights of Persons with Disabilities 
· 2007 – Rights of Indigenous Peoples 


New Enforcement 
· Treaty-monitoring bodies 
· 1994 – High Commissioner for Human Rights – “promote and protect” 
· Truth Commissions 
· Tribunals for Rwanda, Former Yugoslavia, Sierra Leone 
· 1998 – Rome Statute for the International Criminal Court 
· Economic Sanctions; universal jurisdiction laws; seizure of Assets – Magnitsky Act 

Civil Society and Enforcement
· 1960 – Transnational Human Rights Movement Emerges 
· 1961 – Amnesty International founded 
· 1970s – Helsinki Watch (later Human Rights Watch) 
· grassroots organizations focused on specific issues – LGBTQ+ rights 
· “Conscience of the world” 

· Expertise 
· Monitoring – witness 
· Moral Authority 
· Accountability Politics 
· Gate keepers? – Power imbalances between North and South 

New Human Rights Issues: Artificial Intelligence 
· good for human rights 
· Monitor human rights violations? Promote free expression? 
· bad for Human Rights 
· Disrupt jobs?  Undermine elections? Promote hate? 

[bookmark: _2hbl9kwnaz71]armed conflict part 1

War in history 
· “War as old as humanity itself and noble, heroic: 
· history written as a history of conflict From ancient Greece to 20th Century 
· Wars shaped history 
· Treaty of Westphalia, United Nations as ‘products’ of armed conflict 
· War created international order  and R2P ‘emerged’ from Rwandan

Contemporary conflict 
· North-South divide: wars in global South; North has largely ‘escaped’ war. 

· Shift from wars between states to wars within states  
· War on Terror eg  Democratic Republic of the Congo
· Some conflicts as both inter-state and intrastate

· War and technology 
· Increasing destructiveness of conflict: ‘total wars’, no distinction between soldier/civilian 
· Nuclear weapons as the apex of destructive power (yet ‘old’ technologies of war still work: Rwanda) 

· Conflict and globalization 
· Politics: spread of democracy, human rights? 
· Culture: global imaginary and impact on conflict? 
· Economics: economic integration? 


Causes of (inter-state) war 
· 1. Realism and power politics = Anarchy and competition for power among states

· 2. values =  competing value systems emergence from global norms?
· ‘End of history’ thesis eg Post-9/11 and re-emergence of conflict over values and ideology: ‘isms’ 

· 3. Nationalism and Elite Manipulation =  State divides world into ‘us’ and ‘them’. 
· Elites manipulate nationalist to further their own agendas: Hitler’s Germany. The ‘diversionary’ theory of war: Iraq/Kuwait and Russia/Ukraine 
 
· 4. Money =  power struggle for land/natural resources as source of power 
· US invasion of Iraq and oil 
· Emergence of the military-industrial complex – business of war (peace is bad for business) 
 
· 5. Gender, masculinity, and irrationality 
· Men as inherently  aggressive; war as outlet for male dominance 

No single ‘cause’ of war , Multiple causes interact in complex ways 

Causes of (civil) war 
· ethnicity  
· ‘ethnic’ power struggles: elite manipulation in ‘scapegoating strategy 
· values 
· Ideological civil wars of the cold war period (with superpower support) 
· Post-cold war struggles for democracy/human rights: the Arab Spring 
· Greed 
· Colombia: from ideology to drugs 
· Congo: scramble for resources amid state collapse. coltan and diamonds” 
· State failure 
· ‘Bad governance’ leads to collapse of political authority, anarchy  

[bookmark: _ggqg3pramvrg]armed conflict part 2

 Can wars be just?
· pacifist position = war is inherently evil, and can never be justified 
· only justifiable response to aggression
· The Arab Spring and the use of ‘strategic non-violence’: Egypt vs. Syria 

· If war can’t be abolished, it should be controlled 
· Jus ad bellum (justice of war) vs jus in bello (justice in war) 
· conditions states may go to war, and behaviour in wartime 

Laws of war (jus ad bellum) 
· Just cause 
· Self-defence or collective security ( attack against one is attack against all) 
· US invasion of Afghanistan 
· Iraq: pre-emptive self-defence? Illegal ?
· Prior approval of the UN Security Council 

· Proportionality (solution vs. problem)  
· ‘The cure can’t be worse than the disease’ 
· What is the end result?
 
· authority 
· Heads of state and/or legislatures 
· Wars should be properly, officially declared 
· Beyond cases of self-defence, need authorization by UN Security Council
 
· Last resort 
· Violence should only happen after other alternatives have been exhausted 
· Avoiding a ‘rush to war’, given the grave consequences. Iraq? 

Can civil wars be just wars?
· Just war theory: only states can declare/make wars 
· Libya vs. Sri Lanka (terrorists and freedom fighters) 
· determining legitimate rebellions’ from illegitimate ones 
· ‘just rebellions’ are invariably political: ‘we’ support pro-Western rebellions, oppose anti-Western ones 

R2P, Sovereignty, Intervention 
· From non-intervention to Peacekeeping, peacebuilding, Responsibility to Protect 
· Internal conflicts representing ‘threats to international peace and security’ 
· Shifting balance between respect for sovereignty and respect for human rights 


Sovereignty and Intervention 
· Responsibility to Protect (R2P) 
· Emerged from Canadian-sponsored International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty 
· From (right to intervene) to responsibility to protect 
· States 
· Broader international community 
· prevent, to react, to rebuild 

R2P and Just Wars 
· Just cause = interventions genuinely humanitarian? 
· Proportionality = would outside intervention make things worse? 
· Authority = UN Security Council as ‘proper’ authority 
· Last resort = When does last resort mean waiting too long (Rwanda, Syria)? 

The Syrian conflict 
· peaceful protests of Arab Spring for democracy and ‘better government 
· Shiites vs. Sunni rebel groups (including ISIS) 

· Broader global dimensions: Russia and US, and paralysis in the Security Council 
· Russia supports regime, US focused on defeating ISIS, thereby strengthening the regime it wishes to see defeated 
· Humanitarian consequences: 
· More than 250,000 killed, more than 10 million displaced. No end in sight…

[bookmark: _vkqmod6bf7oy]Armed conflict 2
Laws of war: jus in bello 
· ‘Total war’ vs. ‘restrained war’ 
· Realism: victory at all costs 
· Idealism’: rules can and should apply 

· Discrimination and non-combatant immunity 
· minimizing civilian casualties 
· Dresden, Hiroshima, Nagasaki 
· My Lai massacre 
· Ethnic cleansing and genocide 
Jus in bello 
· Prisoners of war 
· Geneva Conventions and ‘benevolent quarantine’ 
· Terrorists: ‘unlawful combatants’ vs. prisoners of war 
· Proportionality 
· ‘appropriate force’? Orend: The Highway of Death in Iraq 
· WWII bombings 
· Contemporary US ‘shock and awe’ campaigns 
 
· Prohibited weapons 
· WMD: chemical and biological weapons 
· From WWI (mustard gas) to Syria (Obama’s red line) 
· Landmines (1997 ban) 

· Nuclear weapons as ‘restricted weapons’ 
· Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (1968) 
· P-5 plus ‘others’ as nuclear weapons states ‘invasion-proof’ 
· NPT as deal between the ‘haves’ and the ‘have-nots’ 
· Iran: why can our enemies have nuclear weapons but  we can’t? 


Justice after War 
· Goals of jus post bellum:  Justice = Deterrence =Restore political stability 

· The Retribution Model: best response to a crime is a punishment proportional to the offense. Apologies to de-militarization
· Lessons from Versailles: 
· treaty as punitive: Germany demilitarized, lost territory, economically devastated by reparations 
· Humiliation paved the way for Hitler and Nazis: redeeming German pride 
· WWI’s ending created conditions for WWII 

Justice after war: Retribution 
· War crimes trials as lasting legacy of retribution model: 
· punishing those most responsible for the worst crimes 
· ‘Victor’s justice’: only the losers go to trial 
· Nuremburg and Tokyo trials 
· tribunals in Rwanda and former Yugoslavia 
· Creation of International Criminal Court 
· Prosecuting crimes: genocide, war crimes, crimes against humanity 


· Re-constructing rather than punishing defeated states 
· Post-WWII: 
· Physical and political reconstruction of both Germany and Japan 
· Marshall Plan: $12b in investment (WWII) 
· Germany and Japan re-emerge as peaceful, prosperous, responsible liberal democracies 

· Germany/Japan vs. Iraq/Afghanistan 
· Cultural differences and resistance: neo-imperialism? 
· Internal divisions (ethnic/religious) 
· Renewed conflict/insurgencies (ISIS and the Taliban) 
· Legacies of economic underdevelopment 
· Absence of security, stability undermining economic recovery 
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· Peacekeeping + peacebuilding = peace operations 
· Peacekeeping military function: ‘ceasefire maintenance’ separating opposing forces 
· Peacebuilding civilian function: rebuilding infrastructure, restoring democracy and rule of law, returning refugees, fostering reconciliation, transforming economies,

· post-cold war ‘growth industry’: More civil wars, opportunities for engagement 

‘First-Gen’ UN Peacekeeping
· Consent of parties, Impartiality, Restricted use of force
· Focus on ‘negative peace’ ’ 
· Cyprus: No more war, but underlying conflict remains unresolved (54 years later…) Maintaining ceasefire between armed factions – ‘interpositioning’ 

Towards ‘Robust’ Peacekeeping 
· After ‘Messiness’ of post-cold war conflicts eg Former Yugoslavia: no peace to keep, no clear front-lines, no mandates to protect civilians, Peacekeepers helpless to stop the killing: Srebrenica. 
· Emergence of ‘robust’ peacekeeping 
· Heavily-armed peacekeepers 
· Civilian protection mandates 
· ‘use of force in the name of peace’ remains  controversial 

From PK to peacebuilding 
· Peacebuilding as ‘action to identify and support structures, strengthen and solidify peace in order to avoid a relapse into conflict’ Modern version of ‘rehabilitation’ 

· Resolving the Cyprus dilemma: peacebuilding as ‘exit strategy’ 
· Cambodia: organizing elections, rebuilding institutions/infrastructure, promoting reconciliation, returning refugees. Peacebuilding as ‘statebuilding’, as ‘positive peace’ 

· The liberal peacebuilding model: 
· free markets, democracy, human rights, rule of law 
· ‘getting to Denmark’ 

· Paris: globalization of a particular form or governance 
· benevolent promotion of peace, or another form of cultural imperialism? 
· Resistance against the imposition of ‘Western’ norms, standards 
· Challenges of building peace in Iraq, Afghanistan 
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How terrorism works – 9/11 
· get world’s attention 
· 9/11 changed course of contemporary history 
· Interventions in middle east 
· Trump’s ‘Muslim ban’ and fearful 
· generated by handful of men, willing to die for their cause, using “West’s’ own technology against it. Eg modern airliners and modern media 

How terrorism works 
· ‘strategic logic’: widespread fear, insecurity – psychological warfare 
· exaggerates perceived strength of the weak:’ 
· Downside: de-legitimize a cause but a handful of extremist supporters  
· Sowing fear vs. achieving political objectives 

Defining terrorism 
· ‘one man’s terrorist is another man’s freedom fighter’  No agreed UN definition  
· Kiras: ‘use of violence to achieve political change’ 
· Terrorists as non-state actors 
· Attacks on ‘combatants’ vs. innocent civilians 
· ‘political change’ key difference between criminal and terrorist acts 

The causes of global terror 
· Culture = Preserving traditions against ‘cultural tsunami of Western products’  

· Economics= Globalization as Western economic imperialism 
· Alienation and disenfranchised Muslim male 
· destroy/replace an unjust socio-economic order ‘revolts from the margins’ 
· Counter-arguments: Leaders of militant groups neither poor nor downtrodden 
· Religion = Divine sanction for illegal or immoral acts – with promise afterlife. 
· Emergence of global jihad: linking suicide terrorism with forms of Islam 
· Regime change: replacing states with ‘just and pure society’ of the caliphate: the ISIS project 

Globalization and technology 

· Convert =  attract recruits,supporters,sympathizers with website and propaganda

· Coordination = ‘networked’ terrorism via e-mail, cellphones, virtual militant Islamic ‘community of practice’: 

· Security = Cat-and-mouse games between security forces and extremist groups 

· Mobility = trade networks, global migration patterns facilitate mobility of terrorists 
· Balancing maintenance of free flow of goods, people with legitimate security concerns 
· Increasing ‘securitization’ of international borders 

· Lethality = The WMD/terrorist nexus as ‘ultimate fear’ (Iran?) Uses of internet to share bomb-making technology (IED’s) 
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Responding to terror 
· 1. war 
· US drawn into al Qaeda’s trap? 
· Wars have weakened US, deepened ‘us vs. them’ rhetoric, 
· Drone strikes: creating as many extremists as they eliminate, spreading fear/hatred 

· 2. rule of law problem 
· 9/11 as a criminal act, rather than an act of war 
· Homeland security and the protection of civilian populations

· 3. Negotiating 
· ‘we don’t negotiate with terrorists’ – fears of legitimizing terrorists tactics 
· Negotiations assume each side has legitimate interests that can be accommodated        
· Negotiations as risky, uneven outcomes, difficult and dangerous process 
 
· 4. root causes’ 
· Culture, economics, religion  
· Responding to legitimate aspirations of ‘ordinary’ citizens, than to the demands of extremists 

· The magnitude of the challenge: 
· Pakistan: population of 200 million, huge youth bulge, weak democratic institutions, deep societal divisions, rapid urbanization, weak economic growth 
· Egypt: the complex legacy of the Arab Spring uprising: overthrow of dictatorship, rise and fall of the Muslim Brotherhood, restoration of military rule 

The ISIS phenomenon 
· The US vs. Shiites and ‘apostates’ (defectors from Islam) 
· Chaos in Iraq and Syria facilitated conflict 
· Iraq: shift in power from Sunni to Shia, and persecution of Sunnis 
· Syria: long-standing political domination by Alawites 

· ISIS as defence of Sunni 
· Emergence of ISIS ‘caliphate’ in 2014: slowly being rolled back 

 ISIS: from conquest to terror
· ISIS slowly losing the propaganda war: 
· Military setbacks undermining its claim to being instrument of ‘divine will’ 
· Life under ISIS more hell 
· ISIS-inspired/supported attacks in Paris, Brussels, and Istanbul 
· sign of weakness/ desperation rather than of strength? 

Conclusions
· Few quick fixes to problems of contemporary terrorism 
· Linked to broader issues of globalization and global politics
· ‘root causes’ linked to failures of governance, democracy, development and human rights 

· Technology enables messages of a radical minority to inspire the vulnerable 
· So-called ‘lone wolf’ terror attacks almost impossible to prevent 
· 
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The future of globalization 

· Market globalism ’: (neoliberal)
· principles of free trade markets 
· Growth vs. equality; environment;. social/political regulation 
· Shortcomings of ‘laissez-faire’ globalization are difficult to ignore 
 
· Justice globalism: 
· new global deal’: democratic, egalitarian, solidaristic 
· managing global resources for the global good 
· Capitalism in the service of people

· If current system is unsustainable, how do we get from here to there?  
· forward-thinking leadership among leaders vs. ‘bottom-up’ 

· ‘Anti-globalization’: nationalist-populists re-assertion of ‘national interests’ 
· Mercantilist policies, ‘stickier’ borders, less international engagement 

· Religious globalism: 
· ISIS and ‘revolts from the margins’? 
· Revival of religious values over secular values: the ‘glue’ holding societies together

 History repeating itself?
· Karl Polanyi: The Great Transformation as cautionary tale 
· Globalization I (1860-1914):  
· interests came to dominate society by ruthless market logic that disconnected people’s economic activities.from socio-culture” 
· ‘radical measures’ to protect themselves from market globalization 
· Nationalist-protectionist impulses, leading to fascism/Nazism 
· Also produced the ‘welfare liberal’ compromise of                         post-WWII  

· Globalization II: (1989-) 
· gigantic experiment in economic deregulation and a culture of consumerism on the entire world’ 
· More nationalist-protectionist pushback: rise of Trump, fraying of EU, emergence of ‘religious globalism’ 
· Heading towards crisis? 
· Governing a hot, hungry, crowded, unequal (and violent?) world 
· Crises as economic, ecological, and social 
· Crises also motivate, generate political will to act 

Concussion
 
The present global ‘moment’ 
· Division vs. integration: Contradictory trends 
· Human rights =  universalism vs. cultural relativity 
· Environment =  consensus vs. tragedy of the commons 
· Development =  reducing poverty vs. growing inequality 
· Conflict = fewer wars, but more intractable conflicts 
· Globalization =  marching forward vs. rolling back 


Whither global governance? 
· Orend’s six options for global governance: 
· Between anarchy and world government  no rules vs binding

· Arguments for ‘more’ global governance: 
· 1. problems addressed by global-level institutions 
· 2. enforceable decision-making 
· 3. deeper sense of global ‘community’  

· Obstacles to strengthening global governance: 
· 1. Sovereignty: states jealously guard their powers 
· 2. Culture: lack of consensus around the norm of global governance 
· government must be rooted in community, shared values 
· 3. Power politics: Who gets to govern? According to which rules? 

· Kant’s ‘cosmopolitan federation’: 
· More about character of national governments 
· Well-governed democratically do not go to war against each other  
· ‘democratic peace thesis’ 

· Implication: expansion of ‘ democratic states leads to better governance within states, but also less war and better governance among states 
