PSCI 2601 FINAL EXAM REVIEW

Week 9: War and Security CH. 13 &14 
· Revolution in military affairs (RMA) (p.220) – the concept became popular after the American victory of the Gulf War in 1991. Superior technology and doctrine appeared to give the USA an almost effortless victory. Thus, RMA suggests that future possession of advanced military technology like weapons and space satellites would give victory to the state that had them. Another recent example is that of the Iraq War (2003), where not only American technology proved to be superior to that of its opponents, but also superior operational doctrine. Computing and space technology allowed the USA to get information about the enemy thus, they showed detailed and instant control over the developing battle. Opponents find themselves helpless.
· Asymmetric warfare (p.221) – When two combatants are not symmetrical/not identical/ unequal in overall terms of military power, strategy, tactics, and economic power resources. The topic has become a topic of great interest since the repeated attacks by Islamic terrorist groups against the U.S.  This is in contrast to symmetric warfare, where two powers have similar military power and resources and rely on tactics that are similar overall, differing only in details and execution. Overwhelming force such as US or Great Britain will dominate the opponent side such as the Islamic states. The opponents with no access to RMA technology are likely to use ‘asymmetric warfare’ to fight the war on their own terms.  
· Post-Westphalian War – (p. 225) Before it was Inter-state and now it is both inter and Intra-state warfare (wars fought within the country), typical in the post-cold war period, that is aimed neither at the sovereignty of an enemy state, nor at seizing control of the state apparatus of the country in which it is being waged.  Wars fought over identity and ethnic issues. Now fought within the country. Example: Rwanda: Practice of genocide; not to acquire territory but to eradicate an opposing identity.  [Westphalian states – think of traditional state sovereignty system.  Post-Westphalian means the state is no longer absolute].
· Contested nature of security (p.233) - Causes of war: way of peace is to have interdependence (liberalism- trying to make states intertwine the interest of states with each other. Example Germany and France: France invades Germany then Germany invades France goes on for 120 years. Now the idea of war between the two is unthinkable. They created interdependence) versus balance of power (Realist - structure of system is to have stability. Seen to be the most efficient to secure national security). Key approaches to resolving issues of (in) security. 
1. Collective security – to prevent or limit conflict between states by suggesting that all states agree to come to the defense of any one state that is the victim of aggression. It will create a peaceful environment because all states will come to the aid of the victim. This was the organizing principle of the League of Nations. 
2. Common security (stepping stones) – refers to the view that the security of any single state rests on the common security of all states in the region. France is not secure unless Belgium is secure. Canada is not secure unless USA is secure.  It’s trying to solidify a norm of common security among everyone. 
3. Co-operative security (stepping stones to the security community) – is the view that the security of any state can only be achieved through direct cooperation with another state.  The only way for any state to achieve security is through direct cooperation and in some aspects intervention.  
4. Security communities (p.238) – A region in which a large-scale use of violence (such as war) has become very unlikely or even unthinkable. Strong institutions and practices that lead to a dependable expectation of peaceable change.  Despite conflicts between two states, they still work within cooperation. Example: Canada’s security became intertwined with America’s security.  Conflicts between the US and Canada will be resolved within a peaceful manner. NATO- states trust one another to resolve conflicts without war. The emphasis on the structure of shared knowledge is important to constructivist thinking. 
· Copenhagen school – Barry Buzan, Ole Waever and Jaap de Wilde.
1.  Securitization theory (p240) – Argues that boundaries of security are defined by speech acts and therefore a social construction.  A synthesis of constructivist and classical political realism in its approach to international security. While classical approaches of security focus on the material dispositions of the threat including distribution of power, military capabilities, and polarity, securitization examines how a certain issue is transformed by an actor into a matter of security. Securitization is an extreme version of politicization that enables the use of extraordinary means in the name of security. For the securitizing act to be successful, it must be accepted by the audience. Securitization studies aims to understand "who securitizes, on what issues (threats), for whom (referent object), why, with what results, and not least, under what conditions."
2. Speech act theory – comes out of social constructivism. Speech acts are simple statements. 
1. Locutionary acts: “the act of ‘saying something’” 
· Example: Professor constantly talking right now. To utter something: “This is red” 
2. Illocutionary acts: “performance of an act in saying something as opposed to performance of an act of saying something” 
· The performance of uttering something. When saying something it is more than just the statement itself, but it’s about the performance. How the generation of something. The thing that you are putting in to action. What red might mean.
3. Perlocutionary acts: the “consequential effects” of speech acts. 
· The change in feelings, beliefs, thoughts, and actions. What type of effect you are trying to create in the audience by your performance.
4. Speech act theory enables us as analysts and scholars to determine the meaning and impact that a certain event has. It shows us what was intended and what something encompasses. For EXAMPLE: Rick Santelli: on air editor for CNBC “the inspiration for the tea party movement”  He was talking about 9-11 : making an association between terrorism and the debate over public sector bargaining. This example shows that the illocutionary act : creates sense of emergency: “like a terrorist attack”  think of it as an emergency. The Perlocutionary act: Foster sense of fear among the audience that challenges and makes you think I can’t challenge or debate: average person and policy makers. Limit the desire of audience to impose or critique the forms that were developed.
· Just war theory (not in textbook) – emerges out of Christian theory - Aquinas and Augustine. Has become institutionalized in the UN charter.  War is and cannot be just a policy action. We shouldn’t give policy makers the permission that war is something they should just to do. Rather it should have ethical guidelines. When can and ought should we be able to go to war. Rather than just saying that war happens. It is part of normative theory- how war ought to be. 2 major aspect in just war theory.
1. jus ad bellum, the right to go to war 
1. War must be declared by legitimate authority (UN and UN security council) 
2. The cause of the war must be just (innocent life must be in imminent danger and intervention must be to protect life, not just to acquire land)
3. The party declaring the war must have the right intention (Force may be used only in a truly just cause and solely for that purpose—correcting a suffered wrong is considered a right intention, while material gain or maintaining economies is not/ Bush and Cheney going into War in Iraq was a just cause (to protect the population in Iraq) but the intentions were different because they wanted to secure their place in Iraq.) 
4. War must be the last resort (Force may be used only after all peaceful and viable alternatives have been seriously tried and exhausted or are clearly not practical. It may be clear that the other side is using negotiations as a delaying tactic and will not make meaningful concessions).
5. War must be proportional (You need to have relatively equal opponents: we are not to go into a country with powerful bombs if all they have are suicide vests)
6. The war must have a good chance of succeeding (Ties into the idea of the last resort. We chose to go into war and we decide to pursue war if and only if we can be successful in achieving this. War should be ignored whenever possible).
2. jus in bello, the right to conduct once in war. 
1. Distinction - Just war conduct should be governed by the principle of distinction. The acts of war should be directed towards enemy combatants, and not towards non-combatantscaught in circumstances they did not create. The prohibited acts include bombing civilian residential areas that include no military target and committing acts of terrorism or reprisal against civilians.
2. Proportionality – Just war conduct should be governed by the principle of proportionality. An attack cannot be launched on a military objective in the knowledge that the incidental civilian injuries would be clearly excessive in relation to the anticipated military advantage (principle of proportionality).

· Myth of protection – Is a critique. Tied directly into the types of war stories we tell. When we talk about war we talk about the good male soldier that goes off, to protect women and children, to do just war. Can we have an effective anti- war story that doesn’t glorify the soldier? Can you be anti-war but pro soldier? What the gender approach that security starts to identify. The soldier themselves is seen as the protector. They are to prevent harm towards women and children. This is a myth challenged by the harm consistently done towards to women and children. The rise of rate as a weapon of war is an obvious example of how soldiers don’t fall into this protection myth. Creates valorization of war that war is a good thing. Women in war: construction of warfare being broken down by women . Women soldiers seem to still be female soldiers. It broadens security perceptions beyond the masculine sense. It makes us think of and look at conflict not just nation state vs. nation state but looking at the dimensions of how our understanding of gender division reinforce conflict but also how and why the limitations of this social construction of conflict is reorganized. Other words, the gender approach to security focuses on, identifies, exposes, the underlying masculinity, the underlying biological determinism degree of how masculinity and femininity in conflict situations tends to be emphasized and subsequently reinforced. Comes out of social constructivism. 

Week 10: Terrorism and Nuclear Weapons CH. 22 & 23
· The label of ‘terrorist’ 
1. Chomsky and the process of ‘othering’. 
2.  Edward Said--the act of labeling “isolates them from time, from causality, and from prior action”  it isolates them from history.  One thinks that they have the answer to everything and then you don’t ask questions anymore.  They become isolated as others. 
· Four types of terrorism 
·  Left-wing extremism – Radical: Left wing terrorism limits the use of violence, but destroys the democracy and take over with socialist or communist regime. They also stay away from harming victims. Examples: Baader-Meinhof Group, the Japanese Red Army, Weathermen, and the Red Brigades. Left-wing terrorists are out to destroy capitalism and replace it with a communist or socialist regime. Because they see most civilians as suffering from capitalist exploitation, left-wing terrorists sometimes have limited their use of violence to avoid hurting the victims they say they want to save. Left-wing terrorists sometimes focus instead on such tactics as kidnapping tycoons or bombing monuments. 
·  Right-wing extremism – Reactionary: Blood, soil, honor and loyalty. Right wing terrorism is one of the least organized terrorists. They attack immigrants and refugees. Often associated with neo-Nazi street rioting in Western Europe, especially in the early 1980s. These groups, often dominated by skinheads, seek to do away with liberal democratic governments and create fascist states in their place. 
· Anti-colonial/ethno-nationalist –Nationalist terrorists use violence because they want to form a separate state for their own national group. These terrorists are usually successful at getting people’s sympathy because they try to fight for "national liberation” that they think the worl has ignored. Irish Republican Army, Basque Fatherland and Liberty, and the Kurdistan Workers’ Party are examples of nationalist terrorism.
· Religious (or ‘sacred’) – Religious terrorists attack large numbers of their enemy because it is how they interpret their religion. They use violence as their strategy. Examples: Al-Qaeda, Hamas, Hezbollah, Aum Shinrikyo.

· Cultural explanations of global terrorism (p.369) – Huntington thinks terrorism is a reaction to globalization. Since Western material values are rejected by the Islamic world and one way of preventing their loss of identity is through violence. Terrorists feel that they can’t shape their own futures because of the western military in the Persian Gulf. Terrorists feel like their group has become the loser in the new international economic system. Critics say that Huntington overestimates how similar the Islamic World. There are deep divides within the Islamic world which is why it is not as strong as it should be; Shi’a and Sunni Muslims have been in violence.  
· Economic explanations of global terrorism (p.370) – Terrorist violence is motivated by inequalities of the global economy.  LEDCs feel like they can never attain the wealth that Capitalism promises. Thus, people turn to violence or criminal activity. The 9/11 attacks on the world trade center were not against USA policy but more against icons of global capitalism. Critics point out that this explanation is flawed and the leaders of some terrorist organizations are very wealthy and have been brought up in good social-economic standards with a good education, and in some cases with Graduate degrees. 
· Horizontal and vertical proliferation – Horizontal (p.393): The spread of weapons of mass destruction to states that have not previously possessed them. Vertical: An increase in the size, quality, or destructive capacity of an existing weapon of mass destruction arsenal.
· Deterrence – A mitigating factor of violence. A strategy of stabilizing nuclear weapons during the Cold War. Non-proliferation means to stop or minimize spread of nuclear weapons 5 states: China, France, Russia (Soviet Union), UK, US: agreed not to transfer nuclear weapons to non-nuclear weapon states.  Made an agreement not to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapon states.  Post 9-11 wanting to use nuclear weapons stepped up.  One way of thinking about this is referred to the chicken game: One has a threat or brinkmanship. Each player prefers not to be the first one to yield. But the worst possible outcome occurs if both players refuse to yield. 
· MAD – Point in the cold war when the US and USSR had a combined nuclear arsenal that would destroy the world exponentially. In Russia the soviets nuclear weapon linked to the dead man’s switch: read radiation, designed that if certain radiation was detected then it would automatically launch their nuclear weapons. USSR would always retaliate. This idea means that the most desired outcomes were not possibilities anymore. The possible outcomes were: is the US going to strike or pull away? 
· Confidence building measures – to mitigate this nuclear weapon came after the Cuban Missile Crisis – closest point where we came to a full scale nuclear war. Regular dialogues and the hotline were developed between the US and the USSR. Intention was to ensure that now that the game has been set in the motion to make sure that both swerve or we prepare to die.  It was never the case the one would yield. We had to have both yield or both would fire and blow up the world. 

· Waltz vs. Sagan thesis (p.384) – Waltz – deals with 3 ideas 
1) Gradual spread of nuclear weapons is better than no spread or rapid spread.
2) New nuclear states will feel the constraints that nuclear weapons impose. This means that new nuclear states once acquiring a nuclear weapon will lead them to a feeling of responsibility in their use/ a caution in their use of it. 
3) The likelihood of war increases as a deterrent and defensive capabilities increase. As defensive capabilities increase and the deterrence of nuclear weapons increase, the likelihood of war decreases.  For waltz it is all about:  Universal proliferation – if every country has a nuclear weapon then this means that we will be less likely to attack. Concealed weapons cause society to be safer. Ex. If you know that I have a gun in my waistband then it is less likely that you are going to fight with me. Ex2. Invasion of Israel less likely because they have nuclear weapons. If North Korea has ballistic missiles that can reach North America, then the invasion of North Korea is less likely. Making sure the every state has nuclear weapons will lead to states having peace through deterrence. 

· Sagan Thesis: 2 constraints
1) Military organizations, because of the very structure of the military, are more likely to use weaponry and to have the presence of weaponry, such as nuclear weapons, act as a deterrent on their actions. 
2) Future nuclear states are more likely to have military run governments or weak civilian governments because of this and because the military more likely to use this (1st constraint) then, they will have weaker civilian control meaning that the proliferation of nuclear weapons will likely lead to proliferation of use.  
· The spreading of nuclear weapons will increase the likelihood of them being used in the states. New nuclear weapon states will more likely be run by military and weak civilian control and military structure will be more likely to use the weaponry and less likely to use deterrence as a constraint. 
· Nuclear Taboo – A taboo is a strong social ban against a certain activity. One is not suppose to talk or use it in this case but everyone is still aware that it exists. It is an international norm that has gradually been accepted by the international community that the use of a nuclear weapon is unacceptable in warfare.  A more powerful normative inhibition on the use of atomic weapons.  This taboo has helped restrain the resort to the use of nuclear weapons. I focus primarily on the United States, but I do argue that this taboo has now become more widespread.  The taboo helps explain why nuclear weapons haven't been used as weapons even in cases where deterrence wasn't operating. 
Week 11: Human Security and Intervention CH. 29 & 31
· Human security – An attempt to redefine the focus of security away from an exclusive focus on states and towards the security concerns of individuals. 
1. Focused on the individual as the key referent object of security: Copenhagen school was about finding different referent objects: environment, social, political
2. Multidimensional focus on seven key areas of human security: economic, food, health, environment, personal, community, political. The individual has security threats in all these areas; it is not just in one area. 
3. Universal/ global scope of application: allows us to compare within a country and between countries. It’s not just “is Canada secure?” but it’s also about going into the population of Canada. Looks at the internal structure of the states individual’s vs the state as a whole.
4. Welsh school of securitization: connect into critical theory and post structural theory. Objective: make into a pattern of emancipation. Welsh and Copenhagen are very similar.  Copenhagen looks at how this has been done. But Welsh broadens the definition further. 
5. Three key critiques of human security
· Broadening security minimizes meaning/ usefulness of concept: If u make everything a security threat then that means nothing actually is.
· Leads to ‘false hope’ in discussion of security:  hope- it creates false expectation of assistance to victims of violence. About some sort of recourse that the intl community cannot or will not address.  
· Neglects the role of the state in providing security: The state is the political entity that is going to have to resolve the security threats – going to have to provide food, etc.   
· Freedom from want (p.483) – “We don’t have to want if we have our human needs” 
· Original proponents: Development economists.
· Main stimulus: Dissatisfaction over orthodox growth-oriented development models; guns vs. butter concerns. 
· Main policy agenda: Promoting human development, defined as ‘building human capabilities – the range of things that people can do, and what they can be. “The most basic capabilities for human development are leading a long and healthy life, being educated and having adequate resources for a decent standard of living [and] social and political participation in society.” These capabilities are undermined by poverty, disease, violent conflict, and denial of political and civil liberties. 

· Freedom from fear (p.483) “Let’s stop fear from landmines and violence”
· Original proponents: developed from Canada; a Western government. 
· Main stimulus: End of the Cold War; rise o complex emergencies, ethnic strife, state failure, humanitarian intervention. 
· Type of threats addressed: Armed conflicts, violence against individuals
· Main policy agenda: Protecting people in conflict zones; reducing the human costs of conflict through a ban on landmines and child soldiers; protecting human rights; developing peace building mechanisms. 
· Ottawa Treaty – trying to ban landmines because they impact humans. Landmines cause fear even after the conflict is over because if they have not gone off then people have to either go diffuse them or someone steps on them. And diffusing landmines costs a lot of money and time. 
· Both freedom from fear and freedom from want stress safety from violence as a key objective of human security both call for rethinking of state sovereignty as a necessary part of promoting human security.  Development is necessary for human security, just as security is necessary for human development. 

· Pluralist international society theory (p.514) – is against humanitarian intervention. Pluralism is sensitive to human rights concerns but argues that humanitarian intervention should not be permitted in the face of disagreement about what constitutes extreme human rights violations. If states do not come to a consensus on what principles should govern a right of humanitarian intervention, then the most powerful states would be free to impose their own culturally determined moral values on weaker members o international society. 
· Responsibility to Protect (p.521) – States have a responsibility to protect their own citizens, but when they are unable or unwilling to do so this responsibility is transferred to the society of states as a whole.
1. Just cause threshold – there must be large scale loss or ethnic cleansing, actual or apprehended. A commitment to this would create expectations among domestic publics about when their governments ought to act to save imperiled people. In cases such as Rwanda and recently Darfur, governments would be put under pressure to act because they had already committed in principle to doing so. 
2. Precautionary principles – right intention, last resort, proportional means, reasonable prospects. 
3. Right authority – interventions should ideally be authorized by the UNSC, but if that is not possible interveners should seek a mandate from the UN General Assembly and failing that, regional organizations.
4. Operational principles – including, clear objectives, common approach, limited force, appropriate rules of engagement, and coordination with humanitarian agencies. 
· Limits of the responsibility to protect doctrine: 
1. Manipulation and interpretation of the criteria – the most powerful people will have the most powerful argument because they can give the greatest rewards or do the most damage.  They can use skilled lawyers and diplomats who will use the criteria to make convincing arguments both for and against interventions. Example: In Darfur, the UNSC members argued about whether the Sudanese government had proven itself unable and unwilling to protect its people. 
2. Relies upon the notion that governments can be shamed into action – public opinion can only galvanize action when governments themselves are already predisposed towards taking it. Sadly, few citizens change the way they vote because their government chooses not to intervene to save foreigners. 
· Forcible humanitarian intervention (p.523-524) – military intervention which breaks the principle of state sovereignty where the primary purpose is to alleviate the human suffering of some or all within a state’s borders. …??






Week 12: UN Ch. 19 & Regionalism CH. 26
· United Nations Charter – an international treaty that sets out basic principles of international relations.  It is the world’s only ‘supranational’ organization. According to the Charter, the UN had four purposes: to maintain international peace and security; to develop friendly relations among nations; to cooperate in solving international problems and in promoting respect for human rights; and to be a center for harmonizing the action of nations. The UN charter contains references to both the rights of states and the rights of people. The Charter is the key legal document limiting the use of force to instances of self-defense and collective peace enforcement endorsed by the United Nations Security Council. 
· Peacekeeping – The deployment of a UN presence in the field with the consent of all parties. 
· Peace Enforcement – Emerged after the end of the Cold War. Operates under the UN Charter  chapter VII. It is designed to bring hostile parties to agreement which may occur without the consent of the parties.  
· Millennium Development Goals – to be achieved by 2015, have focused attention on measurable socio-economic targets: 
1. Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger
2. Achieve universal primary education – more focus on females. 
3. Promote gender equality and empower women
4. Reduce child mortality – under 5 by 2/3 
5. Improve maternal health
6. Combat HIV/AIDS, malaria, and other diseases – reverse spread 
7. Ensure environmental sustainability – increase access to drinking H2O and improve lives of people living in slums. 
8. Develop a global partnership for development – wanted major donors to be more inclusive with how they allocate their aide. 
· What are the goals of the United Nations? Do you think these goals are being met or do you think that there needs to be a structural change in the makeup of the UN?
· Describe the UN's role in peacekeeping operations. Has it been successful at following its mandate of peacekeeping? 
· Integration – 
· Cooperation – 
· Supranational organizations (EU) – 
· Subsidiary and the policy competencies of the EU – 
· Soft law – 

Week 13: Globalization and World Order CH. 32 & 33
· Global civil society (p.536) – The cosmopolitan world view. We owe our duty to the planet.  The earth Charter says that despite the diversity of cultures and life we are one human race and one community that must join together to form a sustainable global society founded on respect for nature, human rights, economic justice, culture and peace.  
· Neo-medievalism (p.537) – Globalization and fragmentation have led to this interest in neo-medieval world order in which governments transfer some power to international institutions that address global problems while moving others to developed authorities in regions where the sense of cultural difference is strong.  Neo-medievalism is when people are governed under overlapping authorities. Like in the Middle Ages the land was governed  by the king  but also people owed allegiance to their lords, their God, and their guild. Today people are governed by overlapping authorities like international institutions, states, your mayor. It is not just your country but trans-national authorities like the UN coalitions against Gaddafi. 
· Polycentric governance – multiple centers and levels. How you are governed is about the multiple sites and interconnection between Ottawa Ontario, Canada and the global system as a whole. Things at all levels that shape daily governance. Not just the Nation. No single level reigns supreme over any other, instead governance is defused. It makes accountability difficult
· Cosmopolitanism (p.536) – Countries don’t have little control. Multinational corporations or TNCs are making decisions and because of that, they are making economic decisions that are good for the company and not good for the people. They think they need a world government that looks out for everything. People who don’t agree believe that you are never going to get people to work for a world concept and people need a national identity.  Think sophisticated. 
· Multilateralism – instead of just having a one way unilateral state working on an issue alone, multilateralism refers to many states working on an issue. The UN and the WTO are multilateral in nature. Thus globalization has been able to assist a large number of states to organize and resolve different issues universally and to not just work in one state but through many. 
· The post-Westphalian order (p.551) – The end of the cold war has caused the spread of globalization. Globalization developed out of the core of the Western capitalist states that formed during the cold war. It weakened the Soviet Union and made the point of the cold war increasingly irrelevant. The Soviet Union had not intergraded itself into the financial and technological world of capitalism. Globalization is the continuity between the two periods (Cold war and new era of capitalism).  
· The reconstructed state: 
1. The constituencies that states now serve have become more diffused and increasingly globalized
2. The capacity of states to provide and regulate social welfare has shifted under globalization
3. Reduced incentives for traditional forms of warfare
4. Unilateral state control impossible in many important fields of policy (such as environmental change or transnational crime) and international cooperation is increasingly necessary
5. In this way, we speak of global governance and not global government – we have a layering of governance
· Transborder substate governance: 
1. Most states in recent years have undertaken significant additional devolution from national to sub-national authorities and globalization has often encouraged the trend
· The Committee of the Regions 1992 in Europe has formalized direct consultations between the suprastate institutions of the EU and the substate tiers of governments of the member-states
· The Western Climate Initiative (WCI) is a collaborative effort of seven U.S. states and four Canadian provinces to identify, evaluate, and implement measures to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions in participating jurisdictions



1

