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3 Credit hours
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601.266.4735
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David.Butler@usm.edu

MEETING TIME AND FORMAT

First and last in person sessions (required)
Online Synchronous Chats via Blackboard and Horizon Wimba

Wednesdays 7-9pm CST 

IN PERSON MEETINGS

The face to face (“in person”) meetings at first and last in person sessions during the term in Gulfport, Mississippi, are mandatory to complete the class assignments and pass the class. 

COURSE DESCRIPTION

This course examines a range of historical and theoretical approaches to international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building in the contemporary global system. 

COURSE OVERVIEW

The course analyzes a variety of topics and case studies assessing the factors that drive the behavior of—and interactions among—states, international organizations and non-governmental organizations in the international system.  It also discusses the extent to which nation/state building is a useful means through which to reduce the number of ‘failing’ and ‘failed’ states across the world. 

COURSE LEARNING OUTCOMES

Students will achieve the following outcomes by the end of the term:  

1) Learn to find relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building.

2) Learn to read critically to support, refute, and critique existing concepts, theories and models of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building in a scholarly fashion. 

3) Develop a research topic within the context of international politics and relations and/or the subfields of democratization and nation/state building..  

4) Produce a scholarly paper with associated references debating current issues surrounding the above topics.

5) Identify an area where the student can add relevant research to the existing literature on the above topics.

COURSE OBJECTIVES

Upon completion of this course, the student will be able to:

1) Identify and explain the differences between the major contemporary international relations theories applicable to international political development.

2) Apply those theories in practice to past and present events in the international system.

3) Identify and explain the principal challenges to the establishment and maintenance of political order in the developing world in the post-Cold War era.

4) Assess the extent to which nation/state-building projects are central to the establishment and maintenance of political order in the developing world in the 2000s.

5) Identify and explain the extent to which states, international organizations and non-governmental organizations must cooperate in order to complete nation/state-building projects in the developing world in the future.
TEXTS

Required Texts

Burchill, Scott, Andrew Linklater, Richard Devetak, Jack Donelly, Matthew Paterson, 

Christian Reus-Smit and Jacqui True.  Theories of International Relations.  Third 

Edition.  New York:  Palgrave, 2005.

Dobbins, James, Seth G. Jones, Keith Crane and Beth Cole DeGrasse.  The Beginner’s 

Guide to Nation-Building.  Santa Monica, CA:  RAND, 2007.

Ferguson, Niall.  Colossus:  The Price of American Empire.  New York:  Penguin Press, 

2004.

Fukuyama, Francis.  State-Building:  Governance and World Order in the 21st Century.  

Ithaca, NY:  Cornell University Press, 2004.

Additional Readings

Please see weekly schedule.
SEMINAR

This class will follow a seminar style class where the professor will lead the first in person and first class discussion to show the students the class format. Each week thereafter a student will lead the discussion for the week which includes the following:

a. Student searches out supporting scholarly peer-reviewed articles on the class topic of their week and makes these articles available to the students at least one (1) week in advance of them leading class discussion. 

b. Student will send out a list of interesting research-based critical thinking questions to the class at least three (3) days prior to leading class discussion.

c. The student will lead class discussion by keeping all of the students in the class engaged and on topic for the full two hours of class.

CLASS EVALUATION

Percent

Project

30%

Student-led seminar (including articles, questions, and leading discussion)

50%

Research Paper



10%
Prospectus


10%
Outline/Working Bibliography


10%
Draft


20%
Final Paper

20%

Policy Problem 
RESEARCH PAPER
Each student will complete a 35- to 45-page research paper (excluding title and reference pages) on a topic of his or her choice that relates in some way to the materials covered in the seminar.

STUDENT-LED SEMINAR
Student will send out a list of interesting research-based critical thinking questions to the class at least three (3) days prior to leading class discussion.

POLICY PROBLEM AND PRESENTATION
Students will be divided into one or two groups at the December in-person session.  Each group will be presented with a hypothetical developing crisis in the international system, to which they must fashion an effective American policy response.  Each group will present its policy response to and address questions posed by the professor and members of the other group. 
ASSESSMENT
Grade Range

Description

Expectations

A=93-100%    

Excellent work
Exceeded high expectations

A-=90-92%

Excellent work
Just barely exceeded high expectations

B+=87-89%

Good work

Met high expectations and a little more

B=83-86%

Good work

Met high expectations

B-=80-82% 

Good work

Just barely met high expectations

C+=77-79%

Average work 

Met basic expectations and a little more

C=73-76%

Average work 

Met basic expectations

C-=70-72%     

Average work

Just barely met basic expectations

F=69% or less

Unacceptable work 
Did not meet basic expectations

ASSESSMENT RUBRIC

Research Paper



A


The paper contained very few errors, was well written, formatted and argued. The figures and tables support the text.  The content of the paper was interesting, relevant, and clearly articulated the relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building.  The report included a detailed analysis of the data and the conclusions found. The student incorporated student and instructor reviewed comments successfully.  The paper reflects a solid example of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building.

B
 


The paper contained some errors, was well written, formatted and argued. The figures and tables supported the text.  The content of the paper was interesting, relevant, and articulated the relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building.  The report included analysis of the data and the conclusions. The student incorporated most student and instructor reviewed comments successfully.  The paper reflects an example of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building.   

C
 


The paper contained a fair number of errors.  The paper contained figures and tables.  The content of the paper existing and addressed some of the relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building.  The report attempted to include analysis of the data. The student incorporated few student and instructor reviewed comments successfully.     

F
 


The paper contained numerous errors, was poorly written, formatted and argued. The figures and tables did not exist or did not support the text.  The content of the paper was not interesting or relevant and it did not articulate relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building.  The report did not include analysis of the data and the conclusions. The student did not incorporate student and instructor reviewed comments.  The paper does not reflect an example of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building.   

Policy Problem and Presentation



A

The presentation was almost flawless in content and delivery.  The presenter(s) held the audience throughout and effectively incorporated multimedia into the presentation.  The voice level and pitch were correct for the environment of the presentation. The problem was solved using relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building. The audience was convinced that the policy recommendation would succeed.
B

The presentation was solid in content and delivery.  The speaker(s) held most of the audience’s attention and used multimedia as part of the presentation.  The voice               level and pitch of the presenter(s) were correct for the environment of the presentation.  The problem was solved using most relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building. The audience was almost convinced that the policy recommendation would succeed.

C

The presentation was average in content and delivery.  The speaker(s) held the attention of most of the audience for most of the presentation.  The presentation used some visuals to convey the message.  The presenters could be heard by the majority of the audience.  The problem was partially solved using relevant and it articulated relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building. The audience was unsure that the policy recommendation would succeed.

F

The presentation was poor in content and delivery.  The speaker(s) could not hold the attention of the audience during the presentation.  The presentation failed to make use of visuals or multimedia devices.  The audience had difficultly hearing and following the speaker(s).  The problem was not using relevant and it articulated relevant scholarly works on various concepts and theories of international politics and relations, democratization and nation/state building. The audience was not convinced that the policy recommendation would succeed.

Student-Led Seminar



A

The student excelled in leading class discussion creating a solid environment of learning.  The student’s goals for their seminar were clear, clean, precise, and articulated in advance. The student ensured that there was full participation from all and was fair in balancing the time and effort of each student.  The classed ended on time with all objectives being met.  The seminar added much value to the overall class. 

B

The student effectively led class discussion creating a solid environment of learning.  The student’s goals for their class were clear and articulated in advance. The 

student ensured that there all students contributed and attempted to balancing the time and effort of each student.  The classed ended on time with most of the objectives being met.  The seminar added value to the overall class.

C

The student led class discussion.  The student’s goals for their class were articulated. The class leader encouraged students to contribute.  The classed ended with part of the objectives being met.  The seminar added partial value to the overall class.

F

The student led class discussion.  The student did not have goals for their class. They did not encourage students to contribute.  The classed ended too late or too early without objectives being met.  The seminar added no value to the overall class.

WEEKLY SCHEDULE

Week

Date

Topic and Readings______



Week 1
Aug 22 
In-Person Session #1 in Gulfport





No readings
Week 2        
Aug 27

No Class-Online class setup

History, Theory and the Study of International Politics




Required Readings

Scott Burchill, “Introduction,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 1-28.

Caroline Kennedy-Pipe, “International History and International Relations Theory,” International Affairs (October 2000).

John Lewis Gaddis, “Living in Candlestick Park:  In the 21st Century Geopolitics Might Well Take its Metaphors from Geology, as the State System of International Relations gets Shaken to its Foundations,” The Atlantic Monthly (April 1999). 

Stephen Walt, “International Relations:  One World, Many Theories,” Foreign Policy (Spring 1998).

Recommended Reading

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

Week 3
Sept 3

An Examination of Realism and Neo-Realism





Required Readings

Jack Donelly, “Realism,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 29-54.

John Mearsheimer, “Back to the Future:  Instability in Europe After the Cold War,” International Security (Summer 1990).

Paul Schroeder, “Historical Reality vs. Neo-realist Theory,” International Security (Summer 1994).

Recommended Readings

Hans Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations (New York:  Knopf, 1948).

Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, MA:  Addison-Wesley Publishers, 1979).

Week 4
Sept 10
An Examination of Liberalism and Neo-Liberal 
Institutionalism

Required Readings 

Scott Burchill, “Liberalism,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 55-83.

Robert Keohane, “International Institutions:  Can Interdependence Work?,” Foreign Policy (Spring 1998).

Recommended Readings

Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye, Power and Interdependence, Third Edition (New York:  Longman, 2000).

Stephen Krasner, ed., International Regimes (Ithaca, MY:  Cornell
 University Press, 1983). 

Research paper prospectus is due by Sunday, September 14, 2008, 5:00PM CST, by the time/date stamp on the email.
Week 5
Sept 17
States vs. Institutions:  Theory and Practice in the 




International System

Required Readings

Ferguson, pp. 227-57.

Stephen Krasner, “Sovereignty (Think Again),” Foreign Policy (January/February 2001).

Simon Serfaty, “Europe 2007:  From Nation-States to Member States," The Washington Quarterly (Autumn 2000).

Robin Niblett, “Europe Inside Out,” The Washington Quarterly (Winter 2005-06).

Devesh Kapur, “Who Gets to Run the World?,” Foreign Policy (November/December 2000).

Recommended Readings

Geir Lundestad, Empire by Integration:  The United States and European Integration, 1945-1997 (New York:  Oxford University Press, 1998).

John Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York:  Norton, 2001).

John Ruggie, Constructing the World Polity:  Essays on International Institutions (London:  Routledge, 1998).
Suggested Websites

United Nations (www.un.org)

European Union (http://europa.eu.int/)

Week 6
Sept 24
Alternative Theories of International Relations

Required Readings

Andrew Linklater, “Marxism,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 110-36.

Richard Devetek, “Critical Theory,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 137-60.

Richard Devetek, “Postmodernism,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 161-87.

Christian Reus-Smit, “Constructivism,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 188-212.

Jacqui True, “Feminism,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 213-34.

Matthew Peterson, Green Politics, in Burchill, et al. pp. 235-57.

Week 7
Oct 1

Constructivism and the Value of  Theory as an Explanatory 




and Predictive Tool

Required Readings

Christian Reus-Smit, “Constructivism,” in Burchill, et al., pp. 188-212.

Ted Hopf, “The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory,” International Security (Spring 1998).

Recommended Reading

Ralph Pettman, Commonsense Constructivism or the Making of World Affairs (Armonk, NY:  M.E. Sharpe, 2000).

Week 8
Oct 8


No Class
Catch up Time

‘Failing’ and ‘Failed’ States and World Order in the Post-Cold War Era

Required Readings

“The Failed States Index,” Foreign Policy (July/August 2007).

Stewart Patrick, “Weak State and Global Threats:  Fact or Fiction?,” The Washington Quarterly (Spring 2006).

James Miskel, “Grand Strategies for Dealing with Other States in the New, New World Order,” Naval War College Review (Winter 2005).

Chester Crocker, “Engaging Failing States,” Foreign Affairs (September/October 2003).

Recommended Readings

Investing in Prevention:  An International Strategy to Manage Risks of Instability and Improve Crisis Response (London:  Prime Minister’s Strategy Unit, 2005).

Robert Kaplan, The Coming Anarchy:  Shattering the Dreams of the Post Cold War (New York:  Vintage, 2001).

State Failure Task Force Report:  Phase III Findings (McLean, VA:  Science Applications International Corporation, 2000).  
Suggested Websites

Carnegie Endowment for International Peace (www.ceip.org)

International Crisis Group (http://www.crisisgroup.org/home/index.cfm)

Week 9
Oct 15

Nation/State-Building I:  A Conceptual Discussion

Required Readings

Dobbins, et. al., 1-259.

Recommended Readings

James Dobbins, et al., America’s Role in Nation-Building:  From Germany to Iraq (Santa Monica, CA:  RAND, 2003).  

James Dobbins, et al., The UN’s Role in Nation-Building:  From the Congo to Iraq (Santa Monica, CA:  RAND, 2003).  

Francis Fukuyama, ed., Nation-Building:  Beyond Afghanistan and Iraq (Baltimore, MD:  The Johns Hopkins University Press, 2006).

G. John Ikenberry, After Victory:  Institutions, Strategic Restraint and the Rebuilding of Order (Princeton:  Princeton University Press, 1991).

Research paper outline and working bibliography is due by Sunday, October 19, 2008, 5:00PM CST, by the time/date stamp on the email.
Week 10
Oct 22

Nation/State-Building II:  Theory vs. Practice

Required Readings

Fukuyama, pp. 1-121.

Nancy Bermeo, “What the Democratization Literature Says—or Doesn’t Say—about Postwar Democratization,” Global Governance  (April-June 2003).

Charles Call and Susan Cook, “On Democratization and Peacebuilding,” Global Governnance )April/June 2003). 

Recommended Readings

Francis Fukuyama, ed., Nation-Building:  Beyond Afghanistan and Iraq (Baltimore, MD:  The Johns Hopkins University Press, 2006).

Alan Milward, The Reconstruction of Western Europe, 1945-51 (New York:  Taylor & Francis Books, Ltd., 1987).

James Regev, The Rebuilding of Bosnia (San Diego, CA:  Lucent Books, 1997).

Suggested Websites

Center for Strategic and International Studies Post-Conflict Reconstruction Project (http://www.csis.org/isp/pcr/)

U.S. Department of State Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stabilization (http://www.state.gov/s/crs/)

Week 11
Oct 29

The United States:  A Reluctant Colossus?

Required Readings

Ferguson, pp. 33-166, 200-26, 258-302.

John Lewis Gaddis, “Grand Strategy in the Second Term,” Foreign Affairs (January/February 2005).

Colin Powell, “No Country Left Behind,” Foreign Policy (January/February 2005).

Recommended Readings

Max Boot, The Savage Wars of Peace:  Small Wars and the Rise of American Power (New York:  Basic Books, 2002).

John Lewis Gaddis, Surprise, Security and the American Experience (Cambridge:  Harvard University Press, 2004).

Research paper rough draft is due by Sunday, November 2, 2008, 5:00PM CST, by the time/date stamp on the email.
Week 12
Nov 5

An Assessment of Nation/State-Building in Afghanistan

Required Readings

Hafizullah Emadi, “Nation-Building in Afghanistan,” Contemporary Review (September 2003). 

Sean M. Maloney, “Afghanistan:  From Here to Eternity,” Parameters (Spring 2004). 

Martha Brill Olcott, “Taking Stock of Central Asia,” Journal of International Affairs (Spring 2003).

Barnett Rubin, “Saving Afghanistan,” Foreign Affairs (January/February 2007).

Recommended Readings

Ahmed Rashid, Taliban:  Militant Islam, Oil and Fundamentalism in Central Asia (New Haven, CO:  Yale University Press, 2000).

Barnett Rubin, The Fragmentation of Afghanistan:  State Formation and Collapse in the International System, 2nd edition (New Haven, CT:  Yale University Press, 2002).

Suggested Websites

Center for Strategic and International Studies South Asia Program [ http://www.csis.org/saprog/index.cfm ]

International Crisis Center Afghanistan Program [http://www.crisisweb.org/home/index.cfm?id=1266&l=1] 

Week 13
Nov 12

An Assessment of Nation/State-Building in Iraq:  2003-




2007

Required Readings

Carlos Pasqual and Kenneth Pollack, “The Critical Battles:  Political Reconciliation and Reconstruction in Iraq,” The Washington Quarterly (Summer 2007).

James Fearon, “Iraq’s Civil War,” Foreign Affairs (March/April 2007).

“Iraq:  A Roundtable,” Foreign Affairs (July/August 2006).

Ron E. Hassner, “Fighting Insurgency on Sacred Ground,” The Washington Quarterly (Spring 2006).

Fouad Ajami, “The Autumn of the Autocrats,” Foreign Affairs (May/June 2005).

James A. Gavrilis, “The Mayor of Ar Rutbah,” Foreign Affairs (November/December 2005).

Recommended Readings

L. Paul Bremer III, with Malcolm McConnell, My Year in Iraq:  The Struggle to Build a Future of Hope (New York:  Simon & Schuster, 2006).

Larry Diamond, Squandered Victory:  The American Occupation and the Bungled Effort to Bring Democracy to Iraq (New York:  Times Books, 2005).

George Packer, The Assassins’ Gate:  America in Iraq (New York:  Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 2005.

Suggested Websites

Brookings Institution Iraq Index [www.brookings.edu/fp/saban/iraq/index.pdf]

White House Iraq Briefing Book [www.whitehouse.gov/infocus/iraq]

Week 14
Nov 19

Thanksgiving Holiday - No Discussions.

Week 15
Nov 26

Research paper is due by Wednesday, December 3, 2008, 5:00PM CST, by the time/date stamp on the email.
Week 16
Dec 3

No class-travel to in person day
Week 16
Dec 4-7
In-Person Session #2 in Long Beach

Policy Problem assignment.

ADA POLICY STATEMENT

If a student has a disability that qualifies under the Americans with Disabilities Act and requires accommodations, he/she should contact the Office of Disability Accommodations for information on appropriate policies and procedures. Box 8586; Tel. 601-266-5024; TTY 601-266-6837; Fax 601-266-6035.

PLAGIARISM POLICY
The following is the plagiarism policy based on the The University of Southern Mississippi Student Handbook 2006/2007 which can be read in its entirety at the following URL http://www.usm.edu/union/downloads/handbook0607.pdf.

“A. Plagiarism is scholarly theft, and it is defined as the unacknowledged use of secondary sources. More specifically, any written or oral presentation in which the writer or speaker does not distinguish clearly between original and borrowed material constitutes plagiarism.

B. Because students, as scholars, must make frequent use of the concepts and the facts developed by other scholars, plagiarism is not the mere use of another’s facts and ideas. However, it is plagiarism when students present the work of other scholars as if it were their own work.

1. Referring to commonly known facts is not plagiarism.

2. Students may refer in their own words to generally known and widely accepted ideas or theories without fear of plagiarism as long as they do not copy the plan or organizational scheme used by another scholar.

C. Plagiarism is committed in a number of ways including the following:

1. Reproducing another author’s writing as if it were one’s own;

2. Paraphrasing another author’s work without citing the original;

3. Borrowing from another author’s ideas, even though those ideas are reworded, without giving credit; and

4. Copying another author’s organization without giving credit.

D. Plagiarism is avoided when students give credit (footnotes or other documentation forms) to the source in the following instances:

1. When quoting directly from someone else’s writing (a direct quotation must always be enclosed in quotation marks);

2. When paraphrasing someone else’s writing (to paraphrase means to restate a passage from someone else’s writing in one’s own words); or

3. When following the outline or structure of another author’s argument, explanation, or theory, even though the material is summarized in one’s own words.

E. When in doubt about how widely known ideas are, observe these steps:

1. Ask your instructor.

2. Document the source.

F. Plagiarism is a serious offense. An act of plagiarism may lead to a failing grade on the work involved and in the course, as well as sanctions that may be imposed by the student judicial system” (page 32).






1

