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Course Description

With the perceived decline of US hegemony and the spread of violent non-state actors, many
new issues have arisen in the field of international security studies in recent years. These include
state power dynamics and the rise of China, nuclear proliferation and deterrence, cyberwarfare,
military intervention and R2P, ethnic nationalism and sectarianism, state failure and warlordism,
and transnational terrorism. In this course we will begin to explore the debates that have arisen
over the causes and consequences of these phenomena. Which problems are the most important,
and thus the most deserving of attention in a time when budgets are constrained? Do solutions
exist? Or is international conflict inevitable?

Student Learning Outcomes
Students who complete this course successfully will be able to:
e Demonstrate knowledge of social science and policy debates about a variety of key issues
in international security.
e Demonstrate factual knowledge of selected historical and current cases where these
debates are reflected in real-world events.
e Read critically to assess the explanatory value of competing perspectives and theories.
e Apply contending theories to analyze, compare, and evaluate selected historical and
current events, in class discussions and written assignments.
e Synthesize facts and arguments across cases in order to reason critically and argue
creatively in class discussions and written assignments.
e Find high-quality source material online and in the library, and recognize the hallmarks
of expert, objective, vetted analysis.
e Independently design, research, and write a substantial paper of 25-30 pages that explores
and takes a stance on a significant debate about an international security issue of the
student’s choosing.
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Course Requirements

Students are required to attend all course meetings, to participate regularly in class discussions,
and to demonstrate through this participation that they have completed the assigned readings
before class is held. If a student is not able to attend a particular course meeting, Prof. Marten
must be notified in advance if at all possible, and an alternate assignment (for example, a one-
page written summary and discussion of assigned course readings) must be completed in lieu of
discussion participation for that day.

All written assignments will be submitted on the “assignments” page on Courseworks, which
notes time and date of submission. All uploaded files must be in either Word or PDF format.
Late assignments will not be accepted, except in the case of a documented family or health
emergency (usually requiring a supportive email from the student’s dean).

Twice during the semester, each student will write a short (3- to 5-page) argumentative essay on
some aspect of the assigned weekly readings, due before the start of class that week so that the
paper is not influenced by our course discussion. A schedule will be circulated after our first
class meeting, so that students may choose the subjects and dates of their critique papers.

Each student must also choose one day to lead or co-lead the opening 15 minutes of our class
discussion, after Prof. Marten’s introductory remarks. This discussion leadership role will be
factored into the course participation grade.

Students will also write a longer research paper of at least 25 double-spaced pages on a topic
chosen in consultation with Prof. Marten, due by noon on Tues. April 28. The process of
writing this research paper—not merely the final result—is the heart of the course, and students
should plan to spend significant time throughout the semester conceptualizing and rethinking the
topic and research strategy as the semester progresses. The frustrations of rigorous research are
part of the learning experience of the course. Students will turn in a carefully written and
preliminarily research topic statement (2-3 paragraphs) for this longer paper by midnight on
Monday, Feb. 9, and a research proposal (of at least 3 pages, including a revised topic
statement if necessary) with an annotated draft bibliography of at least 15 high-quality sources
by 5pm on March 13, before the official start of spring break. (Early submissions are most
welcome.) Separate handouts will describe the expectations of each of these assignments.

Senior Capstone Requirement

In addition to the above requirements, all seniors who have designated this colloquium to

fulfill their Senior Capstone requirement will be assigned peer partners, with whom they are
expected to consult throughout the semester about their major paper assignment. Capstone
seniors will hold additional meetings in the instructor’s office (mutually convenient times TBA)
where peer partners will discuss and provide constructive mentoring and feedback on the topic
statement and research proposal and methods. A portion of seniors’ class participation grade
will reflect the quality of their work as peer partners.

Capstone seniors will present their final research papers in class on the last day of class, along
with a poster summarizing their research questions, arguments, and findings. A portion of
seniors’ final research paper grade will reflect the quality of their presentations. The poster will



also be displayed at the senior end-of-year party on the afternoon of Tuesday May 5, 2014. The
poster itself will not be graded, but the completion of a poster is required to receive a "Pass™ for
the senior requirement, and will factor into Departmental considerations for Senior Project
Distinction.

Evaluation

Participation: 20%

Two short papers: 10% each (20% total)

Initial topic statement for longer paper: 5%

Research proposal (and revised topic statement, if necessary): 10%
Annotated bibliography: 5%

Finished 25- to 30-page paper: 40%

Barnard Honor Code

All assignments in this class are to be completed in accordance with the Barnard Honor Code,
with expectations outlined in the following paragraph. Any student who violates the Honor
Code will face dean’s discipline at her or his home college, and will earn a failing grade in the
course.

Students affirm that all work turned in is their own, and that they have fully and accurately cited
every written source, including web-based sources and unpublished sources (such as prior
student papers), used in their writing. Students are encouraged to consult with each other to get
feedback as they are writing their major research papers and the intermediary assignments
associated with the research papers, but no collaboration is allowed when writing the short
papers on the assigned readings. All students receive in-depth briefings on plagiarism and
proper citation techniques as part of their introductory days at Barnard and Columbia; any
student who has any remaining questions about proper citation technique or about how to avoid
plagiarism should discuss these questions and concerns with Prof. Marten before turning in the
assignment in question.

Required Readings
All required books have been put on reserve at the Barnard library, and are available for
purchase at Bookculture, 536 W. 112™" Street.

--Victor Cha, The Impossible State: North Korea, Past and Future (New York: Harper
Collins/Ecco, 2012).

--Kimberly Marten. Warlords: Strong-Arm Brokers in Weak States (Ithaca: Cornell University
Press, 2012).

--Raj Menon and Eugene Rumer, Conflict in Ukraine: The Unwinding of the Post-Cold War
Order (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 2015). Please note: this book is not yet published, but
should be available in time for our class in March.

--Barry R. Posen, Restraint: A New Foundation for U.S. Grand Strategy (Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, 2014)



--Laura Roselle and Sharon Spray. Research and Writing in International Relations (2nd
Edition). Pearson, 2011.

--Scott Sagan and Kenneth Waltz, The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: An Enduring Debate, 3" ed.
(New York: W.W. Norton, 2012). Please note: earlier editions do not include updated examples,
and are not an adequate substitute.

All remaining book chapters will be placed on our Courseworks website under “Files and
Resources.” All journal articles are accessible for free by signing in to the Columbia Library
Web.



Class Schedule

Jan. 20. How do political scientists study international security?
Please note: students should read these pieces before our first class. Our discussion will focus on
alternative explanations for events, different levels of analysis, and cause-and-effect arguments.

--Stephen M. Walt, “International Relations: One World, Many Theories,” Foreign
Policy 110 (Spring 1998): 29-46.

--Jack S. Levy, “Theories of Interstate and Intrastate War: A Levels of Analysis
Approach,” in Chester A. Crocker, Fen Osler Hampson, and Pamela Aall, eds., Turbulent Peace:
The Challenges of Managing International Conflict (Washington: U.S. Institute of Peace, 2001),
pp. 2-37. [PDF available on Courseworks “Files and Resources” webpage]

Jan. 27. The U.S. role in the world: unipolar dominance or hegemonic decline, and why it
matters

--Joseph S. Nye, “The Future of American Power: Dominance and Decline in
Perspective,” Foreign Affairs 89, no. 6 (Nov./Dec. 2010): 2-9.

--Christopher Layne, “This Time It’s Real: The End of Unipolarity and the Pax
Americana,” International Studies Quarterly 56, no. 1 (Mar. 2012): 203-13.

--Charles A. Kupchan, “The Normative Foundations of Hegemony and The Coming
Challenge to Pax Americana,” Security Studies 23, no. 2 (2014): 219-57.

Feb. 3. The rise of China: what does it mean, is there a threat, and if so, who threatens
whom?

--Michael Beckley, “China’s Century? Why America’s Edge Will Endure,” International
Security 36, no. 3 (Oct. 2011/12): 41-78.

--Andrew J. Nathan and Andrew Scobell, “How China Sees America: The Sum of
Beijing’s Fears,” Foreign Affairs 91, no. 5 (Sept/Oct. 2012): 32-47.

--Randall L. Schweller and Xiaoyu Pu, “After Unipolarity: China’s Visions of
International Order in an Era of U.S. Decline,” International Security 36, no. 1 (Summer 2011):
41-72,

--Bonnie S. Glaser, “Armed Clash in the South China Sea,” Contingency Planning
Memorandum 14, Council on Foreign Relations Center for Preventive Action (New York, April
2012), PDF download available at http://www.cfr.org/world/armed-clash-south-china-

sea/p27883

Feb. 10. Research methods session.
***Please note: topic statements are due at midnight on Monday Feb. 9, so that we can discuss
them in today’s class.***

----Laura Roselle and Sharon Spray. Research and Writing in International Relations
(2nd Edition). Pearson, 2011, chapters 1-4.

In the first half of today’s class we will discuss causal argumentation, using examples from
students’ topic statements. In the second half of today’s class, we will have a library session on
finding high-quality source material.
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Feb. 17. No class meeting. Prof. Marten will be attending the International Studies
Association annual conference in New Orleans. Use this time to work on your research
proposal and annotated bibliography, based on last week’s discussion.

Feb. 24. Nuclear proliferation.

--Scott Sagan and Kenneth Waltz, The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: An Enduring Debate,
3" ed. (New York: W.W. Norton, 2012). Please note: earlier editions do not include updated
examples, and are not an adequate substitute.

Mar. 3. The case of North Korea.
--Victor Cha, The Impossible State: North Korea, Past and Future (New York: Harper
Collins/Ecco, 2012).

Mar. 10. Cyberwarfare?

--Thomas Rid, “Cyber War Will Not Take Place,” Journal of Strategic Studies 35, no. 1
(Feb. 2012): 5-32.

--Adam P. Liff, “Cyberwar: A New ‘Absolute Weapon’? The Proliferation of
Cyberwarfare Capabilities and Interstate War,” Journal of Strategic Studies 35, no. 3 (June
2012): 401-28.

--Timothy J. Junio, “How Probable Is Cyber War? Bringing IR Theory Back into the
Cyber Conflict Debate,” Journal of Strategic Studies 36, no. 1 (Feb. 2013): 125-33.

--Ralph Langner, “To Kill a Centrifuge: A Technical Analysis of What Stuxnet’s
Creators Tried to Achieve,” Nov. 2013, http://www.langner.com/en/wp-
content/uploads/2013/11/To-kill-a-centrifuge.pdf Also see his TED
talk, https://www.ted.com/speakers/ralph_langner

***Please note: research proposal and annotated bibliography are due by 5pm on Friday, March
13. Early submissions are most welcome!***

Mar. 17. Spring break. No class meeting.

Mar. 24. Warlords: challenge to state sovereignty?

--Kimberly Marten. Warlords: Strong-Arm Brokers in Weak States (Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, 2012). Please read chapters 1, 2, and the conclusion, and then choose two of
the four case-study chapters to read in sufficient depth to be able to bring up examples in class.

Mar. 31. Russia and Ukraine.
--Raj Menon and Eugene Rumer, Conflict in Ukraine: The Unwinding of the Post—Cold
War Order (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 2015).


http://www.langner.com/en/wp-content/uploads/2013/11/To-kill-a-centrifuge.pdf
http://www.langner.com/en/wp-content/uploads/2013/11/To-kill-a-centrifuge.pdf
https://www.ted.com/speakers/ralph_langner

Apr. 7. Transnational terrorism and states.

--Zachary Laub and Jonathan Masters, “Islamic State in Irag and Syria,” Council on
Foreign Relations Backgrounder, Aug. 8, 2014, http://www.cfr.org/irag/islamic-state-iraq-
syria/p14811

--Leah Farrall, “How Al Qaeda Works: What the Organization’s Subsidiaries Say about
Its Strength,” Foreign Affairs 90, no. 2 (March/April 2011): 128-38.

--Daniel Byman, “Buddies or Burdens? Understanding the Al Qaeda Relationship with
Its Affiliate Organizations,” Security Studies 23, no. 3 (2014): 431-70.

--David C. Benson, “Why the Internet Is Not Increasing Terrorism,” Security Studies 23,
no. 2 (2014): 293-328.

Apr. 14. Humanitarian intervention and R2P (the Responsibility to Protect)

--Robert Pape, “When Duty Calls: A Pragmatic Standard of Humanitarian Intervention,”
International Security 37, no. 1 (Summer 2012): 41-80.

--Gareth Evans, Ramesh Thakur, Robert Pape, “Correspondence: Humanitarian
Intervention and the Responsibility to Protect,” International Security 37, no. 4 (Spring 2013):
199-214.

--Michael D. Swaine, “Chinese Views of the Syrian Conflict,” China Leadership Monitor
39 (July 22, 2012), available
at: http://carnegieendowment.org/files/swaine_clm_39 091312 2.pdf

--Scott Sheeran and Stephanie Case, “The Intervention Brigade: Legal Issues for the UN
in the Democratic Republic of the Congo,” International Peace Institute, November 2014, PDF
available for download at: http://www.ipinst.org/publication/policy-papers/detail/442-new-ipi-
report-examines-legal-issues-around-uns-intervention-brigade.html

Apr. 21. The Future Role of the United States in International Security?
--Barry R. Posen, Restraint: A New Foundation for U.S. Grand Strategy (Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, 2014), pp. 24-175.

Apr. 28. Senior Capstone research presentations.
***Please note: final papers due today before the start of class.***
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