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Examination 50%, coursework 50%
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None

This module introduces students to International Security Studies by
examining the debates, problems and issues surrounding the
changing understanding of international security. It will focus, week-
by-week, on the shifting understanding of security since the end of
the Cold War.

International Security

examine and analyse the ideas of security, international security and global insecurity;
explore the dimensions and complexities of security issues in war and peace;

explore and analyse traditional and non-traditional approaches to security;

integrate the theory and practice of International Security Studies;

e provide an opportunity for the students to develop and apply a range of personal and

transferable skills.
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Learning Outcomes
On successful completion of the module students will be able to:

e evaluate the concepts of security, international security, and global insecurity;

e analyse and evaluate the main debates in the field of study;

e examine the integration of theory and practice in the context of International Security
Studies;

e demonstrate evidence of a range of personal and transferable skills including: analytical,
written communication, and time management skills, and the effective use of learning
resources.

Teaching and Learning Methods
Indicative contact hours: 3 hours per week.

Teaching and learning will take place at a formal level within lectures and seminars, outside of
which students will be expected to use and develop their independent study and research skills,
involving appropriate ICT for the retrieval and presentation of information.

The lectures will provide key framework knowledge and interpretations, and provide a common
foundation of learning for all students. It is vital that you prepare from the readings prior to the
lecture. Seminars will be on the same day and topic as the lecture and will allow a more student-
centred approach to learning, where discussions will be partly student led, allowing you to
organise, evaluate, and deploy material from a variety of sources, and to present reasoned
arguments and critical judgements.

Assessment Rationale

Two modes of assessment are used in this module — an essay and an examination. These are
designed as regards this module to assess:

e substantive, and evaluated recalled knowledge and understanding of the concept
of security and of a range of theoretical perspectives associated with it;

e 3 capacity to compare and engage with the issues raised by these contrasting perspectives;

e exercise of independent thought and the development and application of analytical,
interpretive, and critical skills;

e written communication skills through the well-ordered organisation and presentation of
material within given constraints.

Assessment Criteria

In marking students’ essays, academic staff will consider:



e the extent to which the remit of the assignment has been met;

o the degree to which the theories, concepts and data are described, discussed, integrated

and contextualised;
e the range of research and collation of information and material;
e the structure and coherence of the argument;
e the clarity and accuracy with which ideas are expressed;
e the selection and correct attribution of sources in support of an argument.

In marking examinations, academic staff will consider:

o the capacity to develop under pressure and within time constraints a logical, coherent and

relevant answer to the exam questions;

e the awareness of different sources of information and perspectives bearing on selected

issues;
e demonstration of skills of analysis and synthesis as appropriate;
e ability to place an issue in context whether historical or contemporary;
e demonstration of numeracy/quantitative skills as appropriate;

e written presentation and organisation, and that it illustrates the ability to write clear,

succinct and grammatical English;
e evidence of lateral thinking where appropriate.

Criteria for grading assessed work will include the following:

Structure and Quality of Argument

Is the essay plan stated in the introduction?

Is the overall structure of the argument clear and coherent?

Are the points made in a logical sequence?

Is the argument sufficiently analytical?

Is there a conclusion?

Does the conclusion address the essay question directly?

Is the conclusion adequately supported by the preceding argument?

Use of Evidence

Are the points made supported by evidence from cited sources?

Are the sources drawn on sufficient and appropriate?

If empirical evidence is used, is it described clearly and in appropriate detail?

Does the evidence presented support the conclusions reached?

Is the interpretation of the evidence presented appropriately qualified (i.e. avoiding over-
generalisations and sweeping statements)?

Contents

Is the writer’s argument adequately backed up rather than just asserted?
Are the sources used subjected to analysis and critical reflection?

Has the student researched the topic sufficiently?

Are there any important omissions?

Has the student thought about what they have read or simply reproduced material from sources?

Is there evidence of critical thinking or an original synthesis?



Has the student gone beyond the essential reading?

Writing and Presentation Skills

Is the essay referenced correctly?

Are quotations identified and fully referenced?

Are the ideas presented fully credited?

Is there any evidence of plagiarism?

Is the essay fluent and readable?

Is the grammar and spelling adequate?

Has the writer made an effort to use their own words?

Assessment Methods and Weightings

The Assessment scheme consists of:

e an essay of 2,500 words (50%)
e an examination (50%)

Essay Questions (Choose 1 from 6)

The essay is due Thursday 18 March 2010. Please submit by 6pm to the
undergraduate office and upload your electronic copy via www.submit.ac.uk (see
Blackboard).

You are required to write a 2,500 word essay from the list of questions below.
Please ensure that you submit both a paper and electronic copy.

1. Has the expansion of the security agenda been a radical and emancipating shift or
has this merely reinforced existing power inequalities?

2. How does a world of risk and globalization impact on the capacity of leading
Western states to protect or to promote their security interests?

3. Are security threats global or is this just a discourse facilitating the exercise of
power?

4. How can security be attained in a world of globalised insecurity?
5. How has it become possible for international statebuilding to be seen as a

solution to an ever-growing list of security problems, such as terrorism, ethnic
conflict, underdevelopment, and a lack of democracy and rights?


http://www.submit.ac.uk/

6. How would you explain the shift from international security to global insecurity?

Submitting your electronic copy

Please refer to Blackboard for details of how to submit your essay via www.submit.ac.uk (JISC).

Penalties for late submission of coursework

The University operates a two-tier penalty system for late submission of coursework and in-
module assessment. This regulation applies to all students registered for an award, irrespective of
their level of study. All University coursework deadlines are scheduled between Monday and
Thursday inclusive. Where possible, the submission day will coincide with the day the module
classes are normally taught. However, the University does not allow submission deadlines to be
set for Fridays.

If you submit your coursework late but within 24 hours or one working day of the specified
deadline, 10% of the overall marks available for that element of assessment (i.e. 10%) will be
deducted, as a penalty for late submission, except for work which obtains a mark in

the range 40 — 49%, in which case the mark will be capped at the pass mark (40%).

If you submit your coursework more than 24 hours or more than one working day after the
specified deadline you will be given a mark of zero for the work in question.

Late work and any claim of Mitigating Circumstances relating to coursework must be submitted at
the earliest opportunity to ensure as far as possible that the work can still be marked. Late work
will not normally be accepted if it is received more than five working days after the original
coursework deadline. Once the work of other students has been marked and returned, late
submissions of that same piece of work cannot be assessed.

Mitigating Circumstances (MC)

If iliness or some unforeseen circumstances unavoidably and significantly affect your performance
in assessment (e.g. missing a coursework deadline or an exam or failing due to unrepresentative
performance), you can submit an application for Mitigating Circumstances (MCs) to be taken into
consideration. To do so, you should submit an application in writing (where possible using a
Mitigating Circumstances claim form) to the Campus Office, supported by original documentary
evidence (e.g. a medical certificate), at the earliest available opportunity.

Mitigating Circumstances Boards meet throughout the year and it is in your best interests to
submit your claim as quickly as possible, as you will receive a decision on your claim much earlier
and will be in a better position to plan your studies for the remainder of the year. The final
deadline for submission of all claims during the 2009/10 academic session is (please check
http://www.wmin.ac.uk/page-4476). Please note that retrospective claims will not normally be
considered, especially in cases where the claim is being made after the release of the results for
the assessment in question.
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It is very important that you read Section 16 of the Handbook of Academic Regulations, on
Mitigating Circumstances, to find out what to do if you miss the deadline for any piece of work; in
most cases it is crucial that you submit the work or participate in the assessment as soon as you
possibly can. Late work will not normally be accepted if it is received more than five working days
after the original coursework deadline. If other students have already had their marked work
returned, the same assignment cannot be marked once submitted late.

Your MC claim will be considered by the Mitigating Circumstances Board. The Mitigating
Circumstances Board makes a decision on your claim that is later communicated to the
Assessment Board which meets at the end of the year to formally ratify all of the results for your
course. The University-wide criteria by which claims will be judged have been standardised for
reasons of fairness and these are published in detail in Section 16 of the Handbook of Academic
Regulations, which you should read before submitting any claim. The criteria for acceptance or
rejection of an MC claim reflect work-based standards of conduct and performance, and only
those circumstances which are demonstrably serious and likely to have affected your academic
performance will be considered. If you do submit an MC claim, you should not assume that it is
necessarily going to be accepted; it is your responsibility to make sure that you complete all
assessment requirements in a module as far as possible.

Cheating and Plagiarism

If carried out knowingly, cheating and plagiarism have the objectives of deceiving examiners and
this threatens the integrity of the assessment procedures and the value of the University’s
awards.

While you are studying here your academic performance will be assessed on the basis of your
own work. Students who cheat are trying to gain an unfair advantage over other students. This
is a serious offence within the University, and anyone caught cheating in exams/in-class tests or
through coursework assignments will be prosecuted in accordance with Section 18 of the
University Academic Regulations.

It is your responsibility to ensure that you are not vulnerable to any alleged breaches of the
assessment regulations. Serious penalties are imposed on those who cheat. These may include
failure in a module or an element of a module, suspension or exclusion from your course and
withdrawal of academic credits awarded previously for modules which have been passed.
Typical breaches are described below:

Plagiarism

Plagiarism is a particular form of cheating. Plagiarism must be avoided at all costs and students
who break the rules, however innocently, will be penalised. You must keep a careful record of all
the sources you use, including all internet material. It is your responsibility to ensure that you
understand correct referencing practices. As a University level student, you are expected to use
appropriate references and keep carefully detailed notes of all your sources of material, including
any material downloaded from the WWW.



Plagiarism is defined as submission for assessment of material (written, visual or oral) originally
produced by another person or persons, without acknowledgement, in such a way that the work
could be assumed to be the student’s own. Plagiarism may involve the unattributed use of
another person’s work, ideas, opinions, theory, facts, statistics, graphs, models, paintings,
performance, computer code, drawings, quotations of another person’s actual spoken or written
words, or paraphrases of another person’s spoken or written words.

If you use text or data or drawings or designs or artefacts without properly acknowledging who
produced the material, then you are likely to be accused of plagiarism. This can be avoided by
making clear the sources of information used (e.g. books, articles, interviews, reports, WWW
reference, or government publications). All must be properly referenced not only in a bibliography
but also by quotation marks in the text or in a footnote.

Plagiarism covers both direct copying and copying or paraphrasing with only minor adjustments:

e adirect quotation from a text must be indicated by the use of quotation marks and the
source of the quote (title, author, page number and date of publication);

e aparaphrased summary must be indicated by attribution of the author, date and source
of the material including page numbers for the section(s) which have been summarised.

An essay or report cannot consist merely of summaries of other people’s ideas and texts. You
must demonstrate your own critical engagement with, and evaluation of, the material you are
presenting or discussing.

NB Plagiarism includes auto-plagiarism, the recycling of essays

Blackboard

The course will use the blackboard and so students should ensure that they check it regularly.



Key Sources

Essential Reading:
Collins, A. (2007) Contemporary Security Studies, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Chandler, D. (2009) Hollow Hegemony: Rethinking Global Politics, Power and
Resistance (London: Pluto Press).

Christopher Coker, War in An Age of Risk (Cambridge: Polity, 2009).
Barry Buzan, People, States and Fear (2" ed) (Harlow: Person, 1991).

Barry Buzan, Ole Waever and Jaap de Wilde, Security: A New Framework for Analysis
(Boulder, Co/London: Lynne Reiner, 1998).

Terry Terriff, Stuart Croft, Lucy James and Patrick M. Morgan, Security Studies Today
(Cambridge: Polity, 1999).

Ronnie D. Lipschutz (ed.) On Security (New York: Columbia University Press, 1995).

Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams (eds) Critical Security Studies: Concepts and
Cases (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1997)

Journals:

Foreign Affairs

International Affairs

International Studies Quarterly
International Security

Journal of Intervention and Statebuilding
International Peacekeeping

Millennium

Review of International Studies

Security Dialogue



Outline of lectures and Seminars

Information materials relevant to this module will often be posted on Blackboard. Please ensure
that you do the essential reading for each week prior to the lecture. The seminars will be on the
same day and same topic as the lecture.

Week 1
Introducing Security

Week 2
Conventional Theories and Expanding Threats

Week 3
Critical Theories and Expanding Referents

Week 4
Post-Positivist Discourses: Constructing National and Global Security

Week 5
Post-Cold War Insecurity: Risk and the Crisis of Meaning and Purpose

Week 6
From Rogue States to Failed States

Week 7
Reconceptualising War and Intervention

Week 8
The Transformation of Peacekeeping: The Responsibility to Protect

Week 9
International Statebuilding

Week 10
Rethinking the Globalization of (In)Security
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Week 1
Introducing Security

Seminar

1. What is Security? What are security referents? What are security threats?

2. It is often said that security is an ‘essentially contested concept’ is this still the case or is there a
bigger problem with security?

3. How would you describe the transformation of discourses of security since the end of the Cold
War?

Essential Reading
Textbook (Collins), chapter 1

Recommended Reading

Barry Buzan, People, States and Fear (2”d ed) (Harlow: Person, 1991), esp. Introduction

Terry Terriff, Stuart Croft, Lucy James and Patrick M. Morgan, Security Studies Today (Cambridge:
Polity, 1999), especially:

Introduction

Chapter 1: International Relations and Security Studies

Chapter 2: Traditional Views of Security in International Relations

Conclusion: Security and Security Issues

Simon Dalby, ‘Contesting an Essential Concept: Reading the Dilemmas in Contemporary Security
Discourse’, in Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams (eds) Critical Security Studies: Concepts and
Cases (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1997)

David A. Baldwin, ‘The Concept of Security’, Review of International Studies, Vol.23 (1997), pp.5-
26.

Jessica Mathews, ‘Redefining Security’, Foreign Affairs, Vol.68, No.2 (1989), pp.162-177.

Week 2
Conventional Theories and Expanding Threats

Seminar

1. How were conventional questions of security conceptualized?
2. How does anarchy influence security?
3. What is the importance of military, political, economic, environmental and societal security?

Essential Reading

Textbook (Collins), chapter 2, 8, 9, 15

Barry Buzan, People, States and Fear (2nOI ed) (Harlow: Person, 1991), esp. Introduction
Chapter 1: Individual Security and National Security

Chapter 2: National Security and the Nature of the State
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Chapter 3: National Insecurity: Threats and Vulnerabilities
Chapter 4: Security and the International Political System

Recommended reading

Terry Terriff, Stuart Croft, Lucy James and Patrick M. Morgan, Security Studies Today (Cambridge:
Polity, 1999), esp:

Introduction

Chapter 1: International Relations and Security Studies

Chapter 2: Traditional Views of Security in International Relations

Chapter 6: Non Traditional Security Threats: The Environment as a Security Issue

Chapter 7: Non Traditional Security Threats: Economics, Crime and Migration

Conclusion: Security and Security Issues

Simon Dalby, ‘Contesting an Essential Concept: Reading the Dilemmas in Contemporary Security
Discourse’, in Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams (eds) Critical Security Studies: Concepts and
Cases (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1997)

David A. Baldwin, ‘The Concept of Security’, Review of International Studies, Vol.23 (1997), pp.5-
26.

Jessica Mathews, ‘Redefining Security’, Foreign Affairs, Vol.68, No.2 (1989), pp.162-177.

Barry Buzan, Ole and Jaap de Wilde, Security: A New Framework for Analysis (Boulder, Co/London:
Lynne Reiner, 1998)

Week Three
Critical Theories and Expanding Referents

Seminar

1. What is the security referent in Critical Security Studies?
2. How did Critical Security move into the mainstream?
3. Is there a difference between Critical Security approaches and Human Security?

Essential reading

Textbook (Collins), chapter 4, 5, 6

Chandler, 'Human Security: The Dog that Didn't Bark' (review article), Security Dialogue, Vol. 39,
No. 4 (2008), pp.427-438.

http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/Security%20Dialogue%20-
%20HuUman%20Security%20l.pdf

Recommended reading

Chandler, '"Human Security Il: Waiting for the Tail to Wag the Dog: Rejoinder to Ambrosetti, Owen
and Wibben', Security Dialogue, Vol. 39, No. 4 (2008), pp.463-469.
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/Security%20Dialogue%20-
%20HumMan%20Security%20Il.pdf

Johan Galtung, ‘Violence, Peace and Peace Research’, Journal of Peace Research, Vol.6, No.3
(1969), pp.167 — 191 (available from J Stor)
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Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams (eds) Critical Security Studies: Concepts and Cases
(Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1997)

J. Ann Tickner, ‘Re-visioning Security’, in Ken Booth and Steve Smith (eds) International Relations
Theory Today (Cambridge: Polity, 1995/2002), pp.175-197.

Ken Booth, ‘Security in Anarchy: Utopian Realism in Theory and Practice’, International Affairs,
Vol.67, No.3 (1991), pp.527-545.

Ken Booth, ‘Security and Emancipation’, Review of International Studies, Vol.17, No.4 (1991),
pp.313-327

Terry Terriff, Stuart Croft, Lucy James and Patrick M. Morgan, Security Studies Today (Cambridge:
Polity, 1999), esp:

Chapter 3: Peace Studies

Chapter 4: The Impact of Gender on Security

Chapter 5: The Post-Positivist Turn

Ken Booth (ed.) Critical Security Studies and World Politics (New York: Lynne Rienner Publishers,
2005).

Ken Booth, ‘Dare Not to Know: International Relations Theory Versus the Future’, in Ken Booth
and Steve Smith (eds) International Political Theory Today (London: Polity, 1994).

Ken Booth, ‘Human Wrongs and International Relations’, International Affairs, Vol.71, No.1,
pp.103-122.

Final Report of the Commission on Human Security
http://www.humansecurity-chs.org/finalreport/index.html

especially Chapter 1: Human Security Now
http://www.humansecurity-chs.org/finalreport/chapterl.pdf

United Nations Development Project, Human Development Report 1994: New Dimensions of
Human Security.

http://hdr.undp.org/reports/global/1994/en/

especially Chapter 2, ‘New Dimensions of Human Security’
http://hdr.undp.org/reports/global/1994/en/pdf/hdr 1994 ch2.pdf

United Nations Development Project, Human Development Report 1997: Human Development to
Eradicate Poverty

http://hdr.undp.org/reports/global/1997/en/

Study Group on Europe's Security Capabilities, A Human Security Doctrine for Europe, Barcelona:
15 September 2004.
http://www.Ise.ac.uk/Depts/global/Human%20Security%20Report%20Full.pdf.

Report of the Secretary-General's High-level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change, A More
Secure World: Our Shared Responsibility, New York: United Nations, 2004.
http://www.un.org/secureworld/

United Nations, Millennium Development Goals

http://www.un.org/millenniumgoals/

United Nations Development Project, UN Millennium Goals

http://www.undp.org/mdg/

Human Security Gateway

http://www.humansecuritygateway.info/

Marlies Glasius and Mary Kaldor, ‘Individuals First: A Human Security Strategy for the European
Union’, Internationale Politik und Gesellschaft, No.1, 2005, pp.62-82.
http://fesportal.fes.de/pls/portal30/docs/FOLDER/IPG/IPG1 2005/GLASIUSKALDOR.PDF
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Clare Short MP, "Security, development and conflict prevention", Department for International
Development, 13 May 1998.

http://www.dfid.gov.uk/news/speeches/files/sp13may.html

Kofi Annan, the UN Millennium Report, “We the Peoples”: The Role of the United Nations in the
21° Century

http://www.un.org/millennium/sg/report/

Simon Dalby, ‘Geopolitical Change and Contemporary Security Studies: Contextualizing the Human
Security Agenda’, Working Paper No.30, Institute of International Relations, University of British
Columbia, April 2000.

http://www.iir.ubc.ca/pdffiles/webwp30.pdf

Definitions of Human Security

http://www.hsph.harvard.edu/hpcr/events/hsworkshop/list _definitions.pdf

Commission on Human Security

http://www.humansecurity-chs.org/

Week Four
Post-Positivist Discourses: Constructing National and
Global Security

Seminar

1. Why does Ole Waver argue that security is an inter-subjective construction? What is the
distinction between ‘securitization’ and ‘politicization’?

2. Why does David Campbell suggest that the end of the Cold War will make little difference to
international security?

3. Is Unending War the necessary corollary of Liberal Peace?

Essential reading
Textbook (Collins), chapters 4, 5, 7

Recommended reading

Barry Buzan, Ole Waver and Jaap de Wilde, Security: A New Framework for Analysis (Boulder,
Co/London: Lynne Reiner, 1998), esp.

Chapter 2: Security Analysis: Conceptual Apparatus

Chapter 9: Conclusion

David Campbell, Writing Security: United States Foreign Policy and the Politics of Identity (2ncl ed)
(University of Minnesota Press, 1998).

Duffield, M. (2007) Development, Security and Unending War: Governing the World of Peoples
(London: Polity).

Dillon, M. and Reid, J. (2009) The Liberal Way of War: Killing to Make Life Live (London:
Routledge).

Jabri, V. (2007) War and the Transformation of Global Politics (Basingstoke: MacMillan).
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Jahn, B. (2007a) ‘The Tragedy of Liberal Diplomacy: Part I’, Journal of Intervention and
Statebuilding, 1:1, pp.87-106 and Part I, Journal of Intervention and Statebuilding, 1:2, pp.211-
229.

Cynthia Weber, Simulating Sovereignty: Intervention, the State and Symbolic Exchange
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1994).

Chandler, 'From Security to Insecurity: Kaldor, Duffield and Furedi’ (review article), Journal of
Conflict, Security and Development, Vol. 8, No. 2, (2008), pp.265-276.
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/CSD%20-
%20Security%20review%20article.pdf

Ole Waver, ‘Securitization and Desecuritization’, in Ronnie D. Lipschutz (ed.) On Security (New
York: Columbia University Press, 1995).

Edward Newman ‘Human Security and Constructivism’ International Studies Perspectives, Vo. 2,
No. 3, (2001) pp.239-251

James Der Derian, ‘The Value of Security: Hobbes, Marx, Nietzsche, and Baudrillard’, in Ronnie D.
Lipschutz (ed.) On Security (New York: Columbia University Press, 1995).

James Der Derian, Anti-Diplomacy — Spies, Terror, Speed and War (Cambridge, Mass.: Blackwell,
1992).

Kanishka Jayasuriya, ‘9/11 and the New 'Anti-politics' of 'Security”, SSRC,
http://www.ssrc.org/septl1/essays/jayasuriya.htm

Giorgio Agamben, ‘On Security and Terror’, Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, September 20, 2001.
http://www.egs.edu/faculty/agamben/agamben-on-security-and-terror.html

Giorgio Agamben, ‘The State of Emergency’, extract from a lecture given at the Centre Roland-
Barthes (Universite Paris VII, Denis-Diderot).
http://info.interactivist.net/analysis/04/01/05/1544205.shtml?tid=8

Week Five
Post-Cold War Insecurity: Risk and the Crisis of Meaning
and Purpose

Seminar

1. What are the implications of risk and globalization and how are they connected?
2. Why does Coker argue that risk changes the nature of war?

3. Is Laidi right to suggest that war is fought in search of a purpose/meaning?

4. What shapes our perception of threat for Baudrillard and Furedi?

Essential Reading

Chandler, 'From Security to Insecurity: Kaldor, Duffield and Furedi’ (review article), Journal of
Conflict, Security and Development, Vol. 8, No. 2, (2008), pp.265-276.
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/CSD%20-
%20Security%20review%20article.pdf

Jean Baudrillard, The Spirit of Terrorism (London: Verso, 2002).
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Recommended Reading

Chandler, 'Risk and the Biopolitics of Global Insecurity' (review article), Journal of Conflict, Security
and Development, Vol. 10, No. 2 (forthcoming 2010). Available from module leader.

Zaki Laidi, A World without Meaning: The Crisis of Meaning in International Relations (London:
Routledge, 1998).

Frank Furedi, Invitation to Terror: The Expanding Empire of the Unknown (London: Continuum,
2007).

Christopher Coker, War in An Age of Risk (Cambridge: Polity, 2009).

Christopher Coker, 'The United States and the Ethics of Post-Modern War', in Karen E. Smith and
Margot Light (eds) Ethics and Foreign Policy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001).
Chandler, 'The Security-Development Nexus and the Rise of "Anti-Foreign Policy", Journal of
International Relations and Development, Vol.10, No.4, (2007), pp.362-386.
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/JIRD%20-%20Security%20Development.pdf
Chandler, 'lrag and the Problematic Discourse of Defeat', Globalizations, Vol. 6, No.1 (2009),
pp.133-138.

http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/Gobalizations%20-%20Irag.pdf

Week Six
From Rogue States to Failed States

Seminar

1. What is the difference between the concept of ‘rogue state’ and ‘failed state’?
2. What is a ‘failed’ or ‘failing’ state?
3. What are the consequences of the ‘failed state’ security thesis?

Essential Reading

Aidan Hehir, ‘The Myth of the Failed State and the War on Terror’, Journal of Intervention and
Statebuilding, 1/3, 2007.

Textbook (Collins), chapter 9

Recommended Reading

Paul D Hoyt, ““Rogue States” and International Relations’, Paper presented at International
Studies Association, 40th Annual Convention, Washington, D.C., February 16—20, 1999
http://www.ciaonet.org/isa/hop01/

U.S. Department of State, Daily Press Briefing. Briefer: Richard Boucher, Spokesman, Dpb #61,
Monday, June 19 2000 12:15 P.M.

http://globalization.about.com/blrogue.htm

Meghan L. O'Sullivan, ‘Sanctioning 'Rogue' States: A Strategy in Decline?’, Harvard International
Review, Summer 2000.
http://www.brook.edu/dybdocroot/views/articles/osullivan/2000summerHIR.htm

Thomas H. Henriksen, ‘The Rise and Decline of Rogue States’, Journal of International Affairs,
Spring 2001, Vol.54, No.2, pp.349-371.
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http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal_articles/JIRD%20-%20Security%20Development.pdf
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal_articles/Gobalizations%20-%20Iraq.pdf
http://www.ciaonet.org/isa/hop01/
http://globalization.about.com/blrogue.htm
http://www.brook.edu/dybdocroot/views/articles/osullivan/2000summerHIR.htm

http://jia.sipa.columbia.edu/media/henriksen rogues.pdf

Jack Straw, ‘Failed and Failing States’, Speech by the UK Foreign Secretary at the European
Research Institute, Birmingham University, 6 September 2002.
http://www.eri.bham.ac.uk/jstraw.htm

OR

Jack Straw 'Order out of Chaos: The Challenge of Failed States', in Mark Leonard (ed.) Reordering
the World (London: Foreign Policy Centre, 2002).

http://fpc.org.uk/fsblob/36.pdf (PRINT ONLY pp.59-61)

Robert H Jackson, ‘Surrogate Sovereignty, Great Power Responsibility and “Failed States”,
Institute of International Relations, University of British Columbia, Working Paper No.25,
November 1998.

http://www.iir.ubc.ca/pdffiles/webwp25.pdf

Robert |. Rotberg (ed.) When States Fail: Causes and Consequences (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 2004).

Jennifer Milliken (ed.) State Failure, Collapse and Reconstruction (Oxford, Blackwell, 2003).

Daniel Thurer, ‘The Failed State and International Law’, International Review of the Red Cross
(1999), No.836, pp.731-761.
http://www.icrc.org/Web/eng/siteeng0.nsf/iwpList175/438B7C44BDEAC7A3C1256B66005DCAAB
Bush, G. (2005a) ‘Inauguration Speech 2005’. Available online,
http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2005/01/20050120-1.html

Bush, G. (2005b) ‘State of the Union Address 2005’. Available online,
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/4231541.stm

Commission on Weak States and US National Security (2004) ‘On the Brink: Weak States and US
National Security’, Available online,

http://www.cgdev.org/doc/books/weakstates/Full Report.pdf

Eizenstat, S., Porter, J.E., and Weinstein, J. (2005) ‘Rebuilding Failed States’, Foreign Affairs, Vol.
84:1

Gros, J.G. (1996) ‘Towards a Taxonomy of Failed States in the New World Order: Decaying
Somalia, Liberia, Rwanda and Haiti’, Third World Quarterly, Vol. 17:3

Langford, T. (1999) ‘Things Fall Apart: State Failure and the Politics of Intervention’, International
Studies Review, Vol. 1:1

Logan, J. and Preble, C. (2006) ‘Failed States and Flawed Logic’, Policy Analysis: CATO Institute, No.
560, January 11

Office of the Coordinator for Reconstruction and Stabilization (2004b)

‘About S/CRS’, Available online, http://www.state.gov/s/crs/

Rotberg, R. (2002) ‘The New Nature of Nation-State Failure’, Washington Quarterly, 25:3, 85-96

Week Seven
Reconceptualising War and Intervention

Seminar
1. Why is war increasingly being replaced by conceptions either of ‘conflict’ or of ‘intervention’?

2. What is the difference between Old Wars and New Wars?
3. How does the ‘Beyond Greed and Grievance’ thesis understand the causes of conflict?
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http://jia.sipa.columbia.edu/media/henriksen_rogues.pdf
http://www.eri.bham.ac.uk/jstraw.htm
http://fpc.org.uk/fsblob/36.pdf
http://www.iir.ubc.ca/pdffiles/webwp25.pdf
http://www.icrc.org/Web/eng/siteeng0.nsf/iwpList175/438B7C44BDEAC7A3C1256B66005DCAAB
http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2005/01/20050120-1.html
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/4231541.stm
http://www.cgdev.org/doc/books/weakstates/Full_Report.pdf
http://www.state.gov/s/crs/

4. Is there a contradiction between peace and justice?

Essential Reading

Textbook (Collins), chapter 2 & 8

Chandler, 'Back to the Future? The Limits of Neo-Wilsonian Ideals of Exporting Democracy’,
Review of International Studies, Vol. 32, No. 3, (2006), pp.475-494.
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/RIS%20-%20Back%20t0%20the%20Future.pdf

Recommended reading

Collier, P. and Hoeffler, A. (2004) ‘Greed and Grievance in Civil War’, Oxford Economic Papers, 56,
pp.563-595.

Collier, P., Hoeffler, A. and Rohner, D. (2006) ‘Beyond Greed and Grievance: Feasibility and Civil
War’, CSAE WPS/2006-10, 7 August.
http://www.csae.ox.ac.uk/workingpapers/pdfs/2006-10text.pdf

Mary Kaldor, New and Old Wars: Organized Violence in a Global Era (Polity Press: Cambridge,
1999)

K. Holsti, The State, War, and the State of War (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996).
Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars: A Moral Argument with Historical Illustrations (New York:
Perseus, 2000).

David Chandler From Kosovo to Kabul: Human Rights and International Intervention (London:
Pluto Press, 2002), esp. Chapter 6: War: The Lesser of Two Evils?

Hedley Bull, ‘The Grotian Conception of International Society’, in Herbert Butterfield and Martin
Wight (eds), Diplomatic Investigations: Essays in the Theory of International Relations (London:
George Allen & Unwin, 1966), pp.51-73.

The Responsibility to Protect Report of the International Commission on Intervention and State
Sovereignty (Ottawa: International Development Research Centre, December 2001). Especially
chapter 6, ‘The Question of Authority’

http://www.iciss.ca/pdf/Commission-Report.pdf

Hedley Bull, The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics 2" ed. (London: Macmillan,
1995 (1977)), esp.

Chapter 6: International Law and International Order

Simon Chesterman, Just War or Just Peace?: Humanitarian Intervention and International Law
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001). Particularly last three chapters.

J. L. Holzgrefe and Robert O. Keohane (Eds) Humanitarian Intervention: Ethical, Legal and Political
Dilemmas (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003).

Anthony F. Lang, Jr. (ed.) Just Intervention (Washington: Georgetown University Press, 2003).
Fabrice Weissman, (ed.) In the Shadow of ‘Just Wars’: Violence, Politics and Humanitarian Action
(London: Hurst, 2004).

Jennifer M. Welsh, (ed.) Humanitarian Intervention and International Relations (Oxford: OUP,
2004).

Nicholas ] Wheeler, Saving Strangers: Humanitarian Intervention in International Society (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2000).

Human Rights and Armed Conflict: World Report 2004, Human Rights Watch
http://hrw.org/wr2k4/

Ken Roth, ‘War in Irag not a Humanitarian Intervention’

http://hrw.org/wr2k4/3.htm# Toc58744952
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http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal_articles/RIS%20-%20Back%20to%20the%20Future.pdf
http://www.csae.ox.ac.uk/workingpapers/pdfs/2006-10text.pdf
http://www.iciss.ca/pdf/Commission-Report.pdf
http://hrw.org/wr2k4/
http://hrw.org/wr2k4/3.htm#_Toc58744952

Prime Minister Tony Blair’s Speech to the Labour Party Conference, 2 October 2001.
http://politics.guardian.co.uk/labourconference2001/story/0,1220,561985,00.html
http://politics.guardian.co.uk/labourconference2001/story/0,1220,561988,00.htm|

Nicholas J. Wheeler and Alex J. Bellamy, ‘Humanitarian Intervention and World Politics’, in John
Baylis & Steve Smith (eds) The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International
Relations 2™ edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001).

Anonymous, ‘Human Rights in Peace Negotiations’, Human Rights Quarterly, Vol.18, No.2 (1996),
pp.249-58.

Felice Gaer, ‘UN-Anonymous: reflections on Human Rights in Peace Negotiations’, Human Rights
Quarterly, Vol. 19, No.1 (1997), pp.1-8.

Tim Dunne and Nicholas J. Wheeler (eds) Human Rights in Global Politics (Cambridge University
Press: Cambridge, 1999).

Chandler, 'A Dialogue on International Interventions: When are they a Right or an Obligation?'
(with Daniele Archibugi'), Ethics & Global Politics, Vol. 2, No. 2 (2009).
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/ArchibugiChandler09.pdf

Martin Shaw, On Slaughter: From War to Genocide: An Introduction to War and Genocide Studies
(forthcoming Polity Press). Especially Chapter 2: Genocide as a Form of War
http://www.martinshaw.org/slaughter/2.htm

Martin Shaw, ‘Review Essay: The Contemporary Mode of Warfare? Mary Kaldor’s Theory of New
Wars’, Review of International Political Economy, Vol.7, No.1, 2000, pp.171-80.
http://www.sussex.ac.uk/Users/hafa3/kaldor.htm

David Rieff, ‘David Rieff, Author of A Bed for the Night talks with Robert Birnbaum’. Posted 20
November 2002.

http://www.identitytheory.com/printme/rieffprint.html

Week Eight
The Transformation of Peacekeeping: The Responsibility
to Protect

Seminar

1. Has there been a shift away from human-centred to state-centred approaches?
2. Why has there been a shift from peacekeeping to peacebuilding?
3. The Responsibility to Protect asserts the need for prevention, reaction and rebuilding. Why?

Essential Reading

Chandler, 'Unravelling the Paradox of ‘The Responsibility to Protect’, Irish Studies in International
Affairs, Vol. 20 (2009), pp.27-39.

http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/ISIA%20-%20R2P.pdf

Chandler, 'R2P or Not R2P? More Statebuilding, Less Responsibility', Global Responsibility to
Protect, Vol. 2, No. 1 (forthcoming 2010). Available from module leader.

Recommended reading
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http://politics.guardian.co.uk/labourconference2001/story/0,1220,561985,00.html
http://politics.guardian.co.uk/labourconference2001/story/0,1220,561988,00.html
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal_articles/ArchibugiChandler09.pdf
http://www.martinshaw.org/slaughter/2.htm
http://www.sussex.ac.uk/Users/hafa3/kaldor.htm
http://www.identitytheory.com/printme/rieffprint.html
http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal_articles/ISIA%20-%20R2P.pdf

Bellamy, A. (2009) Responsibility to Protect: The Global Effort to End Mass Atrocities (London:
Polity).

Evans, G. (2008) The Responsibility to Protect: Ending Mass Atrocity Crimes Once and For All
(Washington, D.C.: Brookings Institution).

Gareth Evans and Mohamed Sahnoun, ‘The Responsibility to Protect’, Foreign Affairs, Vol. 81, No.
6, Nov-Dec 2002, pp.99-110.

Kofi Annan, ‘Secretary-General Addresses International Peace Academy Seminar On ‘The
Responsibility To Protect’, UN Press Release SG/SM/8125
http://www.un.org/News/Press/docs/2002/sgsm8125.doc.htm

Chandler, ‘The People-Centred Approach to Peace Operations: The New UN Agenda’,
International Peacekeeping, Vol.8, No.1, 2001, pp.1-19.
http://www.wmin.ac.uk/sshl/pdf/IPK%20UN%20P-KING.pdf

Report of the Panel on UN Peace Operations (Brahimi Report), August 2000
http://www.un.org/peace/reports/peace operations/

The Responsibility to Protect and Supplementary Volume The Responsibility to Protect: Research,
Bibliography, Background, Report of the International Commission on Intervention and State
Sovereignty, (Ottawa: International Development Research Centre, December 2001).
http://www.dfait-maeci.gc.ca/iciss-ciise/menu-en.asp
http://www.dfait-maeci.gc.ca/iciss-ciise/pdf/Commission-Report.pdf

Christopher Bickerton, Philip Cunliffe and Alexander Gourevitch (eds) Politics without Sovereignty:
A Critique of Contemporary International Relations (London: UCL Press, 2007). Especially:

Chapter 1, Christopher Bickerton, Philip Cunliffe, Alex Gourevitch, ‘Politics without Sovereignty?’
Chapter 5, Christopher Bickerton, ‘State-building: Exporting State Failure’.

Robert Keohane, ‘Political Authority after Intervention: Gradations in Sovereignty’, in J. L.
Holzgrefe and R. O. Keohane (eds) Humanitarian Intervention: Ethical, Legal and Political
Dilemmas (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003).

Stephen D. Krasner, ‘Sharing Sovereignty: New Institutions for Collapsing and Failing States’,
International Security, Vol.29, No.2, (2004), pp.5-43.

Alex Bellamy, Stuart Griffin and Paul Williams, Understanding Peacekeeping (Cambridge: Polity
Press, 2004).

Paul Williams and Alex J. Bellamy (eds) Peace Operations and Global Order (London: Frank Cass,
2005).

Week Nine
International Statebuilding

Seminar

1. Does the dominance of international statebuilding indicate more intervention, less intervention
or a different framework of intervention?

2. What is the cause of security problems — lack of rights, development, cooperation etc —in the
framework of international statebuilding

3. Who has responsibility for resolving problems in this framework?

Essential Reading
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http://www.un.org/News/Press/docs/2002/sgsm8125.doc.htm
http://www.wmin.ac.uk/sshl/pdf/IPK%20UN%20P-KING.pdf
http://www.un.org/peace/reports/peace_operations/
http://www.dfait-maeci.gc.ca/iciss-ciise/menu-en.asp
http://www.dfait-maeci.gc.ca/iciss-ciise/pdf/Commission-Report.pdf

Ashraf Ghani, Clare Lockhart, and Michael Carnahan,. ‘Closing the Sovereignty Gap: an Approach
to State-Building’, Overseas Development Institute Working Paper, No.253, ODI, September 2005.
http://www.odi.org.uk/publications/working papers/wp253.pdf.

Chandler, 'The EU and Southeastern Europe: The Rise of Post-Liberal Governance', Third World
Quarterly, Vol. 31, No. 1 (forthcoming 2010). Available from module leader.

Recommended Reading

North, D. C. (1990) Institutions, Institutional Change and Economic Performance (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press).

Foucault, M. (2008) The Birth of Biopolitics: Lectures at the Collége de France 1978-1979
(Basingstoke: Palgrave).

DFID (2005) Department for International Development, Partnerships for Poverty Reduction:
Rethinking Conditionality: A UK Policy Paper (London: The Stationery Office). Available at:
http://www.dfid.gov.uk/pubs/files/conditionality.pdf.

Harrison, G. (2001) ‘Post-Conditionality Politics and Administrative Reform: Reflections on the
Cases of Uganda and Tanzania’, Development and Change, 32:4, pp.634—65.

Chandler, Empire in Denial: The Politics of State-Building (London: Pluto, 2006), chapter 4 OR

‘The "Other-Regarding" Ethics of Empire in Denial’, draft chapter for forthcoming book: V. Heins
and D. Chandler (eds), Rethinking Ethical Foreign Policy: Pitfalls, Possibilities and Paradoxes
(London: Routledge).
http://www.wmin.ac.uk/sshl/pdf/CSDCHandlerOtherRegarding%20Ethics0306.pdf

Michael Ignatieff, Empire Lite: Nation-Building in Bosnia, Kosovo and Afghanistan (London:
Vintage, 2003)

Francis Fukuyama, State Building: Governance and World Order in the Twenty-First Century
(London: Profile, 2004).

Chandler (ed.) Peace without Politics? Ten Years of State-Building in Bosnia (London: Routledge,
2006).

Roland Paris, ‘Peacebuilding and the Limits of Liberal Internationalism’, International Security,
Vol.22 (1997), No. 2, pp.54-89.

Roland Paris, ‘International Peacebuilding and the ‘Mission Civilisatrice’, Review of International
Studies, Vol.28, No.4, October 2002, pp.637-56.

Simon Chesterman, ‘Bush, the United Nations and Nation-building’ Survival, Vol.46, No.1, Spring
2004, pp.101-116.

Week Ten
Rethinking the Globalization of (In)Security

Seminar

1. Why does Faisal Deviji suggest that global practices inevitably reflect ethical gestures rather
than strategic goals?

2. What does Carl Schmitt argue that deterritorialized war lacks strategic constraints?

3. Will we move beyond the stasis of global insecurity or is this it?

Essential Reading
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http://www.odi.org.uk/publications/working_papers/wp253.pdf
http://www.dfid.gov.uk/pubs/files/conditionality.pdf
http://www.wmin.ac.uk/sshl/pdf/CSDCHandlerOtherRegarding%20Ethics0306.pdf

Chandler, 'War without End(s): Grounding Global War’, Security Dialogue, Vol. 40, No. 3 (2009),
pp.243-262.

http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/Security%20Dialogue%20-
%20War%20without%20End(s).pdf

Recommended Reading

Deviji, F. (2005) Landscapes of the Jihad: Militancy, Morality, Modernity (London: Hurst & Co.).
Deviji, F. (2008) The Terrorist in Search of Humanity: Militant Islam and Global Politics (London:
Hurst).

Schmitt, C. (2004) The Theory of the Partisan: A Commentary/Remark on the Concept of the
Political (East Lansing: Michigan State University Press).

Chandler, 'The Global Ideology: Rethinking the Politics of the "Global Turn" in IR', International
Relations, Vol. 23, No. 4 (2009), pp. 530-547.

http://www.davidchandler.org/pdf/journal articles/Journal%200f%20Int%20Rels%20-
%20Global%20ldeology%20published.pdf
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