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Course Description

The study of America’s role in the modern world. Particular emphasis is placed on the policy makers, for example, the President, Congress, the State Department, and the Department of Defense, and on external factors such as other nations.
Course Objectives and Outcomes
The purpose of this course is to understand foreign policy decisions: how they are made, their effects, and their ethical implications.  Through the study of history, the tools of foreign policy, theories of foreign policy decisions, and the practical and ethical results of foreign policies, students will learn why foreign policy decisions are made and be able to act as informed citizens when evaluating foreign policy.  The emphasis of the course is understanding American Foreign Policy, but the tools we use can be applied to other states as well.  Although specific historical policy decisions and current dilemmas will serve as examples and cases for analysis, this course is neither a diplomatic history class nor a current events course.  There are four primary objectives in this course:

1. Students should understand the determinants of American foreign policy

2. Students should understand the historical consequences of different foreign policy tools

3. Students should develop and be able to justify a coherent system of ethics applicable to foreign policy choices – even if their system is to exempt foreign policy from ethical consideration altogether
4. Students should be able to use historical examples to support their arguments for or against particular foreign policy choices

Required Readings

Two books are required and available for purchase at the bookstore.  A student of this institution is not under any obligation to purchase a textbook from a university-affiliated bookstore. The same textbook may also be available from an independent retailer, including an online retailer.
George C. Herring.  2008.  From Colony to Superpower: U.S. Foreign Relations Since 1776.  Oxford University Press.  ISBN 0195078225
Loch K. Johnson.  2007.  Seven Sins of American Foreign Policy.  Pearson Education.  ISBN 0-321-41585-X
The other required readings are available for download or online viewing at the course website.  For several articles (labeled proxy), you will have to login using your NTNET (email) username and password.  For the electronic reserve, username = pols415 and password = foreign
Class Policies

     Grading: 

· Worksheets (12%).  There are twelve worksheets.  They will be collected each day before we begin class.  While some worksheets have more questions than others, each is worth equal credit.  The primary purpose of these worksheets is to reward students for doing the reading before class.  The class is so much better when everyone comes prepared.

· Homework (40%).  There are three homework assignments; the first one is worth more credit than the others.  They are attached to this syllabus.
· Class Participation (24%). There are 100 participation points possible in each class session.  There are three things that can happen during a course session.
· I lecture most of the time.  In this case, you get 100 points for simply showing up on time and attending the class, since it would be unfair to expect you to discuss the material when I don’t leave you enough time. This will probably only happen a few times in the course, as most lectures are relatively brief.

· We have a structured class exercise.  For example, we might divide into small groups to review some specific covert actions.  In these cases, you receive full credit for the exercise (which itself may be either the whole day’s participation or half the day’s participation, depending on its duration) if you show up on time and actively participate with your group.

· We spend most of the class discussing the readings.  This is the most common scenario, and I attempt to measure your participation in these discussions as objectively as possible.  I am looking for comments and questions that clarify, question, or challenge the theories offered by the authors.  Feel free to challenge my statements as well – debate is one of the best methods for revealing the strengths and weaknesses of policy arguments.  In addition, I sometimes deliberately assign provocative or radical texts to encourage controversy – don’t assume that I agree with everything assigned.  Here is the participation grading system:

· You will receive 40 points for prompt attendance and nothing else.

· You will receive 60 points for prompt attendance and having relevant things to say about one topic or question in the discussion.

· You will receive 100 points for prompt attendance and having relevant things to say about two topics or questions in the discussion.

· Tips: 
· If you have trouble thinking of things to say in class (a common problem for shy students), make a point of writing down discussion questions or objections while you are reading the material at home.  Then you don’t have to worry about “blanking” in class.

· Don’t skate too close to the edge.  I am human and may easily miss a comment.  Try to speak more than twice during the class.
· Final Exam (32%).  The final exam will be open-book/open-notes.  It will consist of two essay questions drawn from the following list:
· Given a list of factors that may include some or all of the following, identify which is most influential in American foreign policy and which is least influential in American foreign policy.  Use historical or other evidence from the course to support each of these two statements.
· Democratic ideals or ideology

· Domestic political conditions such as elections, internal divisions, Presidential popularity, or pressure groups

· Economic conditions such as growth and trade

· Relative power, from a military/economic/demographic standpoint

· Bureaucratic maneuvering within the government

· Personalities of Presidents and their advisers

· Changes in the international system

· International law and treaty obligations 

· Humanitarian concern for the needs of other peoples
· Given a pair of Johnson’s “sins,” pick one of the two and do the following. For the “sin” you selected, write a short essay answering the following questions to the best of your ability.  Your answer should demonstrate your knowledge of the course readings on these topics and your ability to integrate the material from class in order to critically examine those readings.  For the “sin” you selected:

· What does Loch Johnson mean by the phrase, and why does the US sometimes commit this “sin?”

· Why does Johnson believe that this is a “sin” of foreign policy?  In other words, what evidence is there that this behavior is in fact a bad thing?  Pay particular attention to the consequences for the United States and others.

· Is Johnson correct?  Examine the evidence for and against the “sin” in order to defend your conclusion.

· In light of your answers to these questions, what should the US do differently, if anything?  Suggest a concrete solution to any problems that you described.
· Given a major historical event or goal from the following list, was/is the US approach ethically valid? If yes, specify the ethically-acceptable means for achieving this goal.  If no, then specify the morally acceptable goals that the United States should pursue (or should have pursued) instead.  In either case, be sure to use the normative distinctions that we have discussed – deontology vs. consequentialism, individual choice vs. the unitary state, national interest vs. global good – to justify your findings.

· The Monroe Doctrine

· Manifest Destiny

· Imperialism (Keeping/dominating the areas captured from Spain in the 1898 war, the Open Door in China, etc.)
· Waging the Cold War against the USSR (NSC-68 in particular)

· Seeking unipolarity or American hegemony

Points Rubric for Determining Your Course Grade

	
	Points Possible
	% Of Your Final Grade

	Worksheets (12)
	1200 (100 each)
	12% (1% each)

	Assignment 1
	2000
	20%

	Assignment 2
	1000
	10%

	Assignment 3
	1000
	10%

	Participation
	1200 (100 per session other than first/last days)
	12% (1% per session)

	Final Exam
	3600 (1800 per question)
	36%

	TOTAL
	10,000
	100%


A = 8950 and above (90%-100%)  B = 7950-8949 (80%-89%)

C = 6950-7949 (70%-79%)  D = 5950-6949 (60%-69%)  F = 5949 and below (0%-59%)

Attendance: Attendance is required.  This class emphasizes group learning, both through the group exercises and through the discussion format.  I consider absences to harm not only the absent students, but also other students who might have learned from their questions or comments.  In any case, attendance has to be the easiest way to earn points in the class.

Make-up Work and Absences: Students must inform the instructor prior to an absence.  Send me an email stating the dates(s) you will be missing and the reason(s).  You should also hand me a written note with this information in class.  (Protect yourself!  Don’t rely on my memory – hand me something written that I can keep in my files).  If all else fails, you or a friend may call my office and speak to me or my voicemail.  There are very few situations in life that preclude making a phone call or having a friend do so;  failure to contact the instructor prior to class will normally rule out any sort of make-up.  Thus, an after-the-fact excuse must not only explain your absence, but also your failure to contact me about it any earlier.  Make-up exams and in-class work usually differ from the original and are offered during office hours only.


Late Work Policy:  In order to encourage you to keep up with the course, there are strong incentives to turn in your homework on time. In particular, since the worksheets have the purpose of enhancing the quality of class discussion, turning them in late is a bade idea.

· Worksheets: If you turn in a worksheet after the class it was due but before the next class, you will receive only half credit for it.  After the next class, no credit will be possible.

· Other Homework Assignments: If you turn in an assignment within one week after its due date, you will receive only 75% of the points to which you would otherwise be entitled.  There will be no credit for homework after this one week period.

Regrade Policies:  Mistakes happen.  Don’t be shy about checking everything twice.  In order to prevent a last-minute search for points long after the original grading has been done, I have two policies for regrades or disputes over grades.  Please remember the deadlines in each case.  After this time, I am no longer confident that I will be able to remember enough to fairly regrade the material.

· Written Work: If you believe I have graded written work incorrectly, then you have up to one week to return the work to me along with a brief explanation of the portion to be regraded.  I will then compare the section you indicated with the key and revise the grade accordingly.
· Participation: At the end of any class period, you may request to see your participation grade for that class.  If you disagree with the grade, you need to explain your disagreement then, while the discussion is still fresh in everyone’s memory.  I advise you to write down a few words each time you participate so that you might be able to jog my memory after class if you believe I missed your effort.
Academic Integrity (See University Catalog):  
· University policy: Texas A&M University Central Texas expects all students to maintain high standards of personal and scholarly conduct. Students guilty of academic dishonestly are subject to disciplinary action. Academic dishonesty includes, but is not limited to, cheating on an examination or other academic work, plagiarism, collusion, and the abuse of resource materials. The faculty member is responsible for initiating action for each case of academic dishonesty.
· Specific advice for my students:
· Once you have received an exam, do not discuss it with anyone else until both of you have returned the exam.  It is a violation of academic integrity to share exam questions with other students before the end of the course.
· Do your own work.  Copying someone else’s work – even a daily worksheet – is clearly a violation of academic integrity.

· Your written assignments – even the worksheets – should be your own words and ideas unless you specifically indicate otherwise.  Using someone else’s words or ideas without citing them is a violation of academic integrity.
· Quotation: It is a violation of academic integrity to use someone else’s words without using quotation marks (or indentation for long quotes) and citing the source.

· Paraphrase: A paraphrase is putting someone else’s ideas into your own words.  If you simply take their sentence and change a few words, you are not really paraphrasing them because most of the words are still theirs.  When you do paraphrase, you must cite the source from which you got the idea or information.

· Formatting: I don’t care whether you use footnotes, endnotes, or parenthetical citations for this, but you must cite the source where you use it.  Attach a works cited page with a list of all sources used for the assignment.

· Many people do not realize that it is also a violation of academic integrity to claim that you used sources for a paper when in reality you did not read those sources.  Be sure to avoid this – if nothing from a source makes it into your paper, it shouldn’t be cited.

· The normal penalty for a violation of academic integrity in any of my classes is a grade of zero for the work or a deduction of 20% (two letter grades) from your course grade, whichever is greater (see Sanction # 4 in the handbook).  Infractions by previous violators (in this course or other courses) will result in course failure (see Sanction # 2 in the handbook).

· All cases in which academic integrity is violated are documented and referred to the TAMU-CT administration.  They may impose penalties above and beyond those of the instructor, particularly for severe or repeat offenders.
Drop Policy:  If you discover that you need to drop this class, you must go to the Records Office and ask for the necessary paperwork.  Professors cannot drop students; this is always the responsibility of the student. The records office will give a deadline for which the form must be returned, completed, and signed. Once you return the signed form to the records office and wait 24 hours, you must go into Duck Trax and confirm that you are no longer enrolled. If you are still enrolled, follow up with the records office immediately. You are to attend class until the procedure is complete to avoid penalty for absence. Should you miss the deadline or fail to follow the procedure, you will receive an F in the course.

Library Services: Information Literacy focuses on research skills that prepare individuals to live and work in an information-centered society.   Librarians will work with students in the development of critical reasoning, ethical use of information, and the appropriate use of secondary research techniques including: exploring information resources such as library collections and services; identifying sources such as subject databases and scholarly journals; executing effective search strategies; retrieving, recording and citing relevant results correctly; and interpreting search results and deciding whether to expand the search. Library Resources are outlined and accessed through the web page: http://www.tarleton.edu/centraltexas/departments/library/
Disability Services: If you have or believe you have a disability, may wish to self-identify. You can do so by providing documentation to the Sarina Swindell, Assistant to the President for Diversity and External Education Initiatives. Students are encouraged to seek information about accommodations to help assure success in this class.  Please contact Sarina Swindell, at swindell@tarleton.edu, 254-519-5711 or KLLN Room 104C.

Amendments:  Not all exigencies can be foreseen.  I reserve the right to amend the syllabus at any time.
Course Schedule – Check web site for updates!
	Dates
	Topic
	Assigned Readings

	Aug 24
	Introduction: Levels of Analysis and the Menu for Choice
	None

	Aug 26
	What Kind of Country?
	Herring: Chapters 1-3

	Aug 31
	Manifest Destiny and Sovereign Equality
	Herring: Chapters 4-5

	Sept 2
	Visions of Empire
	Herring: Chapters 6-9

	Sept 7
	NO CLASS: LABOR DAY
	NO CLASS: LABOR DAY

	Sept 9
	The Public and the World Wars
	Herring: Chapters 10-12

	Sept 14
	The Onset of the Cold War
	Herring: Chapters 13-15

	Sept 16
	Limits to American Power
	Herring: Chapters 16-18

	Sept 21
	A New World Order?
	Herring: Chapters 19-20                     Assignment 1 DUE

	Sept 23
	Ignorance and Intelligence
	Johnson: Chapter 1

The Rumsfeld Intelligence Agency (Online)

	Sept 28
	The Executive and Military Force
	Johnson: Chapters 2, 3

	Sept 30
	International Law and U.S. Policy
	Johnson: Chapters 4, 5                        Assignment 2 DUE

	Oct 5
	The Morality of Foreign Policy and Politics of Foreign Aid
	Johnson: Chapter 6

The Politics of Humanitarian Aid (Proxy)

Oppenheim (Electronic Reserve.  Username = pols415, Password = foreign)

	Oct 7
	Leadership -- or Empire?
	Johnson: Chapter 7 and Conclusion

The Unconscious Colossus (Proxy)   Assignment 3 DUE

	Oct 12
	NO CLASS: COLUMBUS DAY
	NO CLASS: COLUMBUS DAY

	Oct 14
	Final Exam
	Final Exam


POLS 586: Advanced Foreign Policy

Assignment 1: Comparative Foreign Policy Paper

This graduate-level research assignment has four purposes:

1. To develop an understanding of what external sources of foreign policy mean in concrete terms.

2. To set the stage for analysis of decision-making processes by establishing the constraints on the menu of options that decision-makers confront.

3. To better understand US foreign policy through comparison with the foreign policy of other states.

4. To understand the extent to which the world-system supported by the United States alters the behavior of other states in the system.

A.  Preparation

1.  Pick a state from the following list: Canada, Mexico, Brazil, Chile, United Kingdom, France, Germany, Russia, China, Japan, North Korea (DPRK), South Korea (ROK), Indonesia, Philippines, India, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Israel, Egypt, Nigeria, South Africa.  Actually, you may choose any state you want except the United States, but these ones are good bets as far as finding useful information goes.

2. Pick an area of that state’s foreign policy:

A. Military (intervention, conflict, proliferation, etc.)

B. Economic (foreign investment, currency controls, trade policy, foreign aid, etc.)

C. International law (human rights agreements, environmental agreements, UN voting,

 membership in international organizations, etc).

3.  Do a bit of preliminary reading on the country in question to be sure that there are actually people writing about the type of policy you selected in that country.  You are looking for reasons why the state you chose was faced with particular opportunities or constraints in the area that interests you.  If there doesn’t seem to be much on your topic, just pick a new one.

B.  Preliminary Comparison: About 1-2 pages

Identify some issues facing that state in the area you chose.  For example, if you chose the Philippines and international law, you would want to look at some UN information to see what resolutions were pending and what international agreements the Philippines had signed.   Write a page or two listing 3 or more issues the state confronts in the area you chose.  For each issue, spend about one paragraph comparing your country’s position on the issue to that of the United States.

C. Case Study: About 5-6 pages

1.  Now choose one issue or choice facing this state to examine in greater detail. It would be a good idea to clear your choice with me.  

2. Examine how external factors constrain the choices of the state.  Be sure to bring up several different external constraints and to address system, regional/group of states, and dyadic factors.  It is unlikely that you’ll be able to successfully apply every type of factor to the situation, but at least mention the ones that seem irrelevant and point out why.

3.  After examining external constraints on foreign policy, examine the characteristics of the state.   Again, try to use these to identify any constraints facing the state’s decision-makers.

A partial list of external and state-level sources of foreign policy is attached (see E2 below).  You don’t need to address all of them but it should give you some ideas.

4.  To what extent can you determine the “menu” of options that leaders of the country face when dealing with the issue?  Are there multiple choices that are feasible for the country?  Can you predict what the country is going to do?

C.  Analysis: About 2-3 pages

1.  Many commentators on foreign policy assume that the United States can act anywhere to achieve any outcome it desires.  Does your analysis allow you to support, reject or otherwise qualify that statement?

2.  Many leaders have excused disastrous policy choices by claiming that the position of their state left them little choice.  To what extent does real choice appear to exist for the state you examined?  Would the United States have a different set of options if it was faced with roughly the same issue?

3.  How useful are the theories we’ve addressed when it comes to evaluating specific decisions or issues?  Are some theories more useful than others?  What were the most relevant and least relevant explanatory factors you examined?

D. Documentation:  Include a list of sources you used.  While the format is up to you, you must include enough information to clearly identify the source of any information used and to enable me to locate the information myself: Author, Date, Publication or Book Title, Full URL (for websites), Page Number. 

E. Research Guidelines

1. You are responsible for the quality of the sources you use.  This means that if a source is incorrect or obviously biased you shouldn’t use it.  Focus on peer-reviewed journals, accessible through the library’s web site (under Databases).  I suggest using Academic Search Complete (be sure to check the peer-reviewed journals box) and JSTOR.  

2.  Some external and state-level determinants of foreign policy which you may wish to consider include:

· System-level constraints: The nature of the world system (anarchic vs. hierarchic or hegemonic), the strength or weakness of international institutions such as the UN, the nature of the global economy and trade system

· Regional constraints: Regional agreements or security communities, neighborhood effects (the tendency of states bordering each other to have similar problems and political systems), regional hegemons

· Dyadic constraints: Enduring rivalries, balance of power or concerns about power transition, the democratic peace (democracies don’t fight each other), trade dependence

· State characteristics:  Capabilities (military, economic, demographic, political), economic system and resources, cultural constraints, political regime (democracy, autocracy, or anocracy), level of economic development, geographic factors

POLS 586 Assignment 2: Principles of International Law

DUE SEPTEMBER 30

How should international treaties be interpreted and applied?  There are three distinct schools of thought on the issue.  This assignment asks you to demonstrate your understanding of these schools of thought by choosing one, applying it to three real-world foreign policy controversies, and then evaluating the usefulness of international law as you interpret it.

A. Read this brief overview of the three schools of thought in international law:  http://www.judicialmonitor.org/archive_0906/generalprinciples.html  

You are welcome to probe further for more details on each of the three approaches.

B. Type six paragraphs (about 3-4 pages) using the following instructions:

1. Which of these standards is best?  Write a one-paragraph defense of your preferred standard, comparing it to the other two.

2. Now write about one paragraph ruling on each of the attached cases.  Your ruling should apply your standard to the relevant international law and demonstrate that the result you reach is more consistent with your standard than any other result.  I have provided a fair amount of information, but if you want details about the drafting of each agreement you will need to look them up.

3. Now write a paragraph evaluating the performance of your standard.  Are you comfortable with the decisions you reached?

4. The final step in the assignment is to evaluate whether the United States ought to conform its actions to international law.  If the answer is “sometimes,” then you need to identify the conditions under which violating international law is acceptable and the conditions under which it is unacceptable.

C. Be sure to proofread your work.  A guide listing the five most common types of spelling and grammar errors is available on the course website.

D. Be sure to consider any obvious counter-arguments, taking care to state their flaws so I know why you rejected them.
Case 1:  US Biowarfare Research

Relevant Facts

     In the Fall of 2001 several American programs that may have violated the Biological Weapons Convention, the central treaty banning biological weapons, were revealed through a series of leaks to the press.  Four programs allegedly violate the BWC.

     One of the uncovered projects, run by the CIA, involved building and testing a cluster munition, modeled on a Soviet bioweapon, to spread biological agents. This allegedly violates the prohibition on biological delivery devices, which does not contain an exception for defensive research.

     Another secret project, under the Pentagon's Defense Threat Reduction Agency, tested whether terrorists could construct a sophisticated bioweapon plant from commercially available materials without raising suspicions. Project personnel bought the supplies, built the facility, and used it to produce nonpathogenic bacterial spores that were then dried and weaponized. 

    A third project was to be administered by the Defense Intelligence Agency, another Pentagon unit, but it may not have gone beyond the planning stage. It was to have genetically engineered Bacillus anthracis (the causative agent of anthrax) to recreate a Soviet strain thought to be resistant to the U.S. vaccine.

     Finally, the investigation into the anthrax letter attacks revealed that the United States had an ongoing program to produce dried, weaponized anthrax spores for defensive testing. How much was made is unclear, but multiple production runs were apparently conducted over many years, and total production must have been in the 10s or 100s of grams of dried anthrax spores. Since a single gram of anthrax spores contains millions of lethal doses, the quantities produced seem unjustifiable for peaceful purposes under the bioweapons treaty. Whether excess spores were stockpiled or destroyed --or whether they can even be adequately accounted for--is unknown.

The Law.  There is no customary international law on the construction of Bioweapons, although their use in wartime might violate some principles.  This is a simple question of statutory international law:

Biological Weapons Convention

ARTICLE I: Each State Party to this Convention undertakes never in any circumstance to develop, produce, stockpile or otherwise acquire or retain:

Microbial or other biological agents, or toxins whatever their origin or method of production, of types and in quantities that have no justification for prophylactic, protective or other peaceful purposes;

Weapons, equipment or means of delivery designed to use such agents or toxins for hostile purposes or in armed conflict.

Case 2:  The Invasion of Iraq

Relevant Facts:

     After Iraq invaded Kuwait in 1990, the United Nations authorized the use of force to eject Iraqi forces.  After a brief war in 1991, Iraq withdrew all forces from Kuwait.  The United States and United Kingdom signed cease-fire agreements with the government of Iraq, providing for return of POWs, removal of minefields, and other local measures to prevent the resumption of hostilities.  These cease-fire agreements were followed by UN Security Council Resolution 687, which demanded that Iraq accept the destruction of its chemical and biological weapons, refrain from committing or aiding any acts of terrorism, admit international inspectors to verify the elimination of its chemical and biological weapons, agree to inspections of all nuclear facilities, and fulfill other non-controversial provisions such as reparations to Kuwait.

     Iraq repeatedly sought to undermine the system of inspections called for in Resolution 687.  Iraqi authorities interfered with the conduct of inspections and concealed important

evidence of programs to develop chemical, biological, and nuclear weapons (weapons of mass destruction, or WMD). U.N. inspectors gradually discovered weapons plants and programs not initially revealed by the Iraqis in their initial list or in subsequent declarations to the United Nations.  Moreover, in the spring of 1993 Iraq was implicated in a plot to assassinate former President George Bush while on a visit to Kuwait – an apparent violation of the “no terrorism” provisions of Resolution 687.  The United States retaliated for this act later in 1993.

     The United States had also established a “safe haven” for Kurds who unsuccessfully rebelled against the Iraqi government in 1991.  After an internal split in the Kurdish movement in 1996, some Kurds invited the Iraqi Army to help them fight their opponents.  Iraqi forces entered the northern area of their country and aided this faction for a few days before withdrawing.  In the process, they overran a base area that US forces had set up for Iraqi exiles who we planning to overthrow that country’s government.  Many Iraqis (up to 100) were captured or executed.  The United States responded to these actions with airstrikes against targets throughout Iraq.

     Although Iraq had largely cooperated with inspectors from 1993 to 1996, this cooperation ceased shortly after the airstrikes, when it was revealed that US members of the inspection team had been passing target information to the US military.  Iraq barred the participation of US inspectors, and the UN responded by withdrawing all inspectors.  A series of back-and-forth negotiations followed and some inspections resumed, but by 1998 the inspectors were again stymied by limits placed on their activities by Iraq.  The US launched intensive airstrikes late in 1998, and continued to conduct routine strikes from then until 2002, whenever challenged by Iraqi air defense systems.

    In 2002, the US asked the UN to approve a full-scale invasion of Iraq.  The UN Security Council eventually passed Resolution 1441, which said that the Security Council:

1. Decides that Iraq has been and remains in material breach of its obligations under relevant resolutions, including resolution 687 (1991), in particular through Iraq's failure to cooperate with United Nations inspectors

….

2. Decides, while acknowledging paragraph 1 above, to afford Iraq, by this resolution, a final opportunity to comply with its disarmament obligations under relevant resolutions of the Council

….

4. Decides that false statements or omissions in the declarations submitted by Iraq pursuant to this resolution and failure by Iraq at any time to comply with, and cooperate fully in the implementation of, this resolution shall constitute a further material breach of Iraq's obligations and will be reported to the Council for assessment in accordance with paragraphs 11 and/or 12 below;

….
11. Directs the Executive Chairman of UNMOVIC [the UN inspection team] and the Director General of the IAEA [the agency that monitors nuclear activities] to report immediately to the Council any interference by Iraq with inspection activities, as well as any failure by Iraq to comply with its disarmament obligations, including its obligations regarding inspections under this resolution;

12. Decides to convene immediately upon receipt of a report in accordance with paragraphs 4 or 11 above, in order to consider the situation and the need for full compliance with all of the relevant Council resolutions in order to secure international peace and security;

13. Recalls, in that context, that the Council has repeatedly warned Iraq that it will face serious consequences as a result of its continued violations of its obligations;

14. Decides to remain seized of the matter.   
    Iraq agreed to obey Resolution 1441, and inspections resumed shortly after the Resolution was passed.  The head of the UN inspection team reported full compliance with inspections, but also noted that Iraq’s declarations of what weapons it possessed had changed little from 1998, when they had maintained that they had no remaining WMD, having unilaterally destroyed some to prevent it from falling into UN hands in 1991.  Further inspections of reported dump sites were scheduled.

     In February 2003, U.S. Secretary of State Colin Powell addressed the United Nations General Assembly, continuing U.S. efforts to gain U.N. authorization for an invasion. Powell presented evidence alleging that Iraq was actively producing chemical and biological weapons using mobile laboratories and had ties to al-Qaeda, an organization that had attacked the United States in 2001 (both claims have since been discredited).  The United States proposed a UN Resolution authorizing the use of force in Iraq, but Canada, France, Germany, and Russia, strongly urged continued inspections.

     The U.S. and UK abandoned the Security Council procedures, withdrawing their resolution and deciding to pursue the invasion without U.N. authorization.  In his March 17, 2003 address to the nation, Bush demanded that Hussein and his two sons Uday and Qusay surrender and leave Iraq, giving them a 48-hour deadline.  Iraq rejected this demand, maintaining that it had already disarmed as required.  On March 20, 2003, the invasion of Iraq by the United States and its allies began.

The Laws:  

The UN Security Council can authorize the use of force to restore international peace after an aggressor has breached the peace.  While the United States maintained that Resolution 1441 authorized the use of force (since it held Iraq to be in breach of the cease-fire agreement, thus making the original 1990 and 1991 authorizations to use force valid once more), most other countries disagreed.  If the use of force was not authorized by the Security Council, then it must be consistent with the Kellog-Briand Pact and UN Charter.  Customary law provides one exception called “anticipatory self-defense,” but it is a narrow exception.

I.  Statutory International Law (Treaties)

A. Kellogg-Briand Pact (remains in force, according to US State Department).  In the United States, the Senate approved the treaty overwhelmingly, 85-1. However, it did add a reservation that the treaty must not infringe upon America's right of self defense and that the United States was not obliged to enforce the treaty by taking action against those who violated it.
ARTICLE I:  The High Contracting Parties solemly declare in the names of their respective peoples that they condemn recourse to war for the solution of international controversies, and renounce it, as an instrument of national policy in their relations with one another.

ARTICLE II:  The High Contracting Parties agree that the settlement or solution of all disputes or conflicts of whatever nature or of whatever origin they may be, which may arise among them, shall never be sought except by pacific means.
B. The UN Charter (key excerpts)

Article 2: The Organization and its Members, in pursuit of the Purposes stated in Article 1, shall act in accordance with the following Principles.

1. The Organization is based on the principle of the sovereign equality of all its Members.

2. All Members, in order to ensure to all of them the rights and benefits resulting from membership, shall fulfill in good faith the obligations assumed by them in accordance with the present Charter.

3. All Members shall settle their international disputes by peaceful means in such a manner that international peace and security, and justice, are not endangered.

4. All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state, or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations.
Article 39: The Security Council shall determine the existence of any threat to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of aggression and shall make recommendations, or decide what measures shall be taken in accordance with Articles 41 and 42, to maintain or restore international peace and security.

Article 48: The action required to carry out the decisions of the Security Council for the maintenance of international peace and security shall be taken by all the Members of the United Nations or by some of them, as the Security Council may determine. 

Article 51: Nothing in the present Charter shall impair the inherent right of individual or collective self-defense if an armed attack occurs against a Member of the United Nations, until the Security Council has taken measures necessary to maintain international peace and security. Measures taken by Members in the exercise of this right of self-defense shall be immediately reported to the Security Council and shall not in any way affect the authority and responsibility of the Security Council under the present Charter to take at any time such action as it deems necessary in order to maintain or restore international peace and security.
II. Customary International Law: The Caroline test.  During the unsuccessful rebellion of 1837 in Upper Canada, against British rule, the British seized the American ship Caroline.  In an exchange of diplomatic notes between the governments of the United States and Great Britain, then U.S. Secretary of State Daniel Webster outlined a framework for self-defense which did not require a prior attack. Military response to a threat was judged permissible so long as the danger posed was

i.
“instant, 

ii.
overwhelming, 

iii.
leaving no choice of means and 

iv.
no moment of deliberation."
Case 3: The Abduction of Humberto Álvarez-Machaín
Relevant Facts:

     An American DEA agent was kidnapped, tortured, and killed in Mexico.  The United States suspected that a Mexican doctor, Humberto Álvarez-Machaín, had been present during the torture and had helped keep the agent alive for interrogation by drug runners.  Rather than request his extradition, the United States hired a group of Mexicans to abduct Álvarez-Machaín, drug him, and transport him into the US where he could be taken into custody.  The United States claimed that since the extradition treaty with Mexico did not specifically forbid kidnapping, it was not violating the treaty.  There are several other sources of statutory and customary international law that may have been violated by the United States.

The Law:  In addition to the treaty, there is a Security Council Resolution which may serve as precedent for similar cases.  Moreover, it appears that states – including the United States – have long regarded cross-border kidnapping as being against the Law of Nations.  

I. Statutory International Law

    A. US-Mexico Extradition Treaty

ARTICLE 2:  Extraditable Offenses.  Extradition shall take place, subject to this Treaty, for willful acts which fall within any of the clauses of the Appendix [murder or manslaughter, malicious wounding or injury, kidnapping, abduction, rape, etc] and are punishable in accordance with the laws of both Contracting Parties by deprivation of liberty the maximum of which shall not be less than one year.

ARTICLE 9:  Extradition of Nationals

1. Neither Contracting Party shall be bound to deliver up its own nationals, but the executive authority of the requested Party shall, if not prevented by the laws of that Party, have the power to deliver them up if, in its discretion, it be deemed proper to do so.

2. If extradition is not granted pursuant to paragraph 1 of this Article, the requested Party shall submit the case to its competent authorities for the purpose of prosecution, provided that Party has jurisdiction over the offense.

ARTICLE 22: Scope of Application.  This Treaty shall apply to offenses specified in Article 2 committed before and after this Treaty enters into force.
     B.  UN Security Council Resolution 132, adopted by 8 votes to none, with 2 abstentions (Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) on 23 June 1960.  Israel had kidnapped Nazi war criminal Adolf Eichmann in Argentina, then transported him to Israel for trial and execution.   The Security Council stated:

The Security Council,

  Having examined the complaint that the transfer of Adolf Eichmann to the territory of Israel constitutes a violation of the sovereignty of the Argentine Republic,

  Considering that the violation of the sovereignty of a Member State is incompatible with the Charter of the United Nations,

  Having regard to the fact that reciprocal respect for and the mutual protection of the sovereign rights of States are an essential condition for their harmonious coexistence,

  Noting that the repetition of acts such as that giving rise to the situation would involve a breach of the principles upon which international order is founded, creating an atmosphere of insecurity and distrust incompatible with the preservation of peace,

1. Declares that acts such as that under consideration which affect the sovereignty of a Member State and therefore cause international friction, may, if repeated, endanger international peace and security;

2. Requests the Government of Israel to make appropriate reparation in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the rules of international law;
B. Customary International Law

1. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled that abduction of one state’s citizens by another state was “monstrous” in an 1824 decision. 

2. One standard treatise on international law states:

“A State must not perform acts of sovereignty in the territory of another State.

. . . . . 

It is . . . a breach of International Law for a State to send its agents to the territory of another State to apprehend persons accused of having committed a crime. Apart from other satisfaction, the first duty of the offending State is to hand over the person in question to the State in whose territory he was apprehended.”
3.  Commenting on the precise issue raised by this case, the chief reporter for the American Law Institute's Restatement of Foreign Relations (consulted by American jurists since 1923) stated:

“When done without consent of the foreign government, abducting a person from a foreign country is a gross violation of international law and gross disrespect for a norm high in the opinion of mankind. It is a blatant violation of the territorial integrity of another state; it eviscerates the extradition system (established by a comprehensive network of treaties involving virtually all states).

…[a] state's law enforcement officers may exercise their functions in the territory of another state only with the consent of the other state, given by duly authorized officials of that state.”
POLS 586 Assignment 3
DUE October 7

Overview

This assignment has two goals.  First, students should have an understanding of how ethical systems relate to foreign policy and should be able to defend a particular understanding of ethics in the realm of foreign policy.  Second, students should be able to apply their ethical standards to evaluate specific foreign policy dilemmas.
I want you to seriously grapple with the problem of morality / ethics in foreign policy, and I want the thought process behind your answer to be your own.  Therefore, you may not discuss this assignment with your classmates, though of course you should feel free to ask questions of the instructor.

Assignment

A.  Be sure you’ve done the required readings for the ethics section of the course.

B.  Write an essay that accomplishes the following two objectives within 3-4 single-spaced pages:

1. You need to articulate a set of standards about how to judge the morality of foreign policy actions.  This should take about one or two pages.

a. You should make it clear whether your standard is to apply to states or to the individuals that make decisions on behalf of states.  In other words, should we focus on the morality of the USA and France, or should we focus on the morality of Bush and Chirac?

b. You should probably choose between deontology and consequentialism, although you can always try to meld them (not recommended).  You don’t need to defend this choice, but show me that you understand what it means.

c. Now outline your proposed standards for moral and immoral conduct.  Make an effort to defend each as necessary for justice, equality, liberty, or whatever higher goal you think states and leaders should pursue.  

d. Address international law, international norms, and national interests.  For each, indicate whether they should have any effect on ethical decision-making and why.

e. Try to avoid spending too much time talking about the US in this portion of the essay.  Your goal is to create a moral standard that could easily be applied to any country’s foreign policy, not just US foreign policy.

2. Now apply the moral standards you described in the first part of the essay to the case of US opposition to the International Criminal Court (ICC).  You should take care to apply each element of your moral standards to this US policy and render a judgment (US opposition is moral, or US opposition is immoral).  If your results are mixed (“well, there are some good things and some bad things…”) then you must weigh the good against the bad and issue a final verdict on the morality of US foreign policy.

3. Try to anticipate objections to your position.  I tried to include major pro/con arguments about the ICC in the summary, and you should look through these for ones that challenge your findings.

Case Summary

     The International Criminal Court (ICC) is a permanent tribunal established by the international community to hear cases involving the worst crimes: genocide, crimes against humanity, and war crimes.  The ICC does not define these crimes, since previous treaties and agreements have already done so.  Prior to the ICC, each instance of genocide or war crimes required debate over the establishment of a special tribunal.  Such tribunals were established after World War II (the Tokyo and Nuremburg courts), the Cambodian genocide, the Rwandan genocide, and the wars in the former Yugoslav republics.  Because the ICC is permanent, it need not be created anew every time such crimes are suspected; this should reduce the time needed to charge defendants and try cases.

     In July 1998 a diplomatic conference adopted the Rome Statute of the ICC (Rome Statute) by a vote of 120 in favor, 7 opposed, and 21 abstentions. The Rome Statute defines the crimes, how the court will work and what states must do to cooperate with it. The 60th ratification necessary to establish the ICC was deposited on 11 April 2002 and the Statute entered into force starting its jurisdiction on 1 July 2002. In February 2003, the first 18 judges of the ICC were elected and the first Prosecutor was elected in April 2003.
     The ICC contains provisions designed to prevent abuse of the system.  First, it contains a principle called “complementarity.”  This principle bars the ICC from acting unless national courts are unwilling or unable to do so.  For example, a government may be unwilling to prosecute its own soldiers or high-ranking leadership for war crimes or genocide, or it may lack a judicial system due to state collapse.  The key is whether the government has a functioning judicial system that makes a good faith effort to investigate and prosecute these crimes.  Only if no bona fide investigation or prosecution occurs does the ICC have jurisdiction.

      Second, prosecution is limited to cases in which ICC members would already have jurisdiction absent the treaty.  The ICC’s jurisdiction is limited to crimes committed on the territory of ICC members, by citizens of ICC members, by citizens of other countries that have agreed to accept ICC jurisdiction, or cases referred to the ICC by the UN Security Council under Article 7 of the UN Charter (the same article used for previous tribunals).  As long as non-ICC members refrain from committing crimes on ICC members’ territory, they need not fear prosecution by the ICC.

     Third, before any investigation may move forward, the Prosecutor must convince a panel of judges that sufficient evidence exists of crimes covered by the ICC and that the state whose citizens allegedly committed the crimes is unable or unwilling to prosecute.   Additional provisions provide for qualifications for judges and for the removal of prosecutors that engage in politically-motivated prosecutions.

     Finally, the accused have a series of procedural safeguards similar to those enjoyed in US courts – they must be given an almost word-for-word copy of the Miranda warnings used in the US, they have the right to remain silent, the right to a free attorney, the right to translation, the right to all evidence, etc.  As in the US, there is a presumption of innocence.  Unlike the US, proof does not have to be beyond a reasonable doubt.

     While the US initially supported the idea of a permanent tribunal, it backed away from the concept once it became clear that other countries would not give the US a veto over all prosecutions.  The United States “unsigned” the treaty in 2002, announcing its opposition to the existence of the ICC, even without the US as a member.  It then withheld foreign aid from countries that signed the ICC unless these countries signed treaties with the US agreeing never to aid the investigation or prosecution of an American for genocide, war crimes, or crimes against humanity.  An exception was made for NATO countries and “major non-NATO allies,” who are not required to sign such agreements in order to receive military aid.  The US has insisted that the ICC should be prohibited from trying any person without the consent of his/her government.  In fact, Congress passed an act in 2002 that prohibited Americans from cooperating with the ICC and authorized the use of force against the ICC in the Netherlands if any Americans were charged with crimes.  This act was later modified to allow the US to cooperate with the ICC when the ICC was investigating enemies of the US.

     Because the US took the lead in creating both laws of war enforced by the ICC and previous tribunals meant to enforce those laws, many people were surprised by US opposition to the ICC.  The US government and other commentators have suggested several reasons why the US might oppose the ICC.  

     First, the US has troops participating in operations in about 100 countries around the world.  This increases the chance that Americans could be charged, since the US has larger global commitments than any other country.  The United States fears politically-motivated prosecution of Americans.  Supporters of the ICC answer that mechanisms exist to prevent such prosecutions, especially the requirement of complementarity.

     Second, the ICC can initiate cases on its own.  Previous tribunals required approval by the UN Security Council to proceed.  Since the US can veto any Security Council action, it resents the loss of its veto power over prosecutions.  Supporters of the ICC do not believe that any single country should have a veto over prosecutions, noting that Chinese opposition prevented the prompt establishment of a tribunal after the Cambodian genocide.  They point out that during the Cold War, when the US and Soviet Union routinely protected allies with the veto, not a single tribunal was established.

     Third, the ICC does not separate the finders of law (judges) and fact (juries).  In fact, the ICC has no jury trials at all.  Moreover, there is no written protection against being charged twice for the same crime (double jeopardy).  This, together with the absence of a “beyond reasonable doubt” standard of proof, makes trials less fair than those in US courts.  Supporters of the treaty note that the US government had no problem with these provisions in previous tribunals (i.e. ones that could not prosecute Americans) and note that no systematic evidence shows that false convictions are less likely under the US system than the European system used by the ICC.

     Fourth, the ICC may undermine peace and security by preventing amnesty agreements at the end of wars.  Sometimes, the fear of prosecution encourages war criminals to keep on fighting, as in Liberia, Sierra Leone, and Uganda.  In these cases, the ICC could disrupt peace talks by indicting or investigating the leaders or high-ranking officers of one or both sides.  Supporters argue that if people know they can be prosecuted later, they are less likely to become war criminals in the first place.

     Fifth, some people argue that the US should be free to interpret treaties like the Geneva Convention as it sees fit.  If the ICC is allowed to interpret the war crimes provisions of such treaties, it may decide that activity authorized by the US government (i.e. abuse of detainees) constitutes a war crime.  Supporters of the treaty argue that if each state gets to interpret the Geneva Conventions for itself, then the agreements will become meaningless.  They point out that other countries have classified American pilots as “illegal combatants” and tortured them, maintaining that the Geneva Convention does not apply to war criminals.  

     Sixth, some have argues that the ICC conflicts with the US Constitution because it creates a higher court than the US Supreme Court and fails to guarantee constitutional rights to Americans charged by the ICC.  Supporters of the treaty note that this argument would also invalidate every extradition treaty signed by the US – treaties that have been repeatedly upheld by the US court system.  Moreover, they note that the US Supreme Court has never found a treaty to be unconstitutional in more than 200 years of cases.

      Seventh, there are some who argue that even if the ICC never actually prosecutes Americans the fear that it will do so will prevent America from supporting some of its less-savory allies in time of need.  They fear that American soldiers who allow their allies to massacre civilians or commit other war crimes may be vulnerable to prosecution.  Even if no charges are filed, the fear of the ICC will prevent the US from effectively defending its national interest through military intervention or military cooperation with America’s allies.  Supporters of the ICC note that since the ICC creates no new crimes, only already-illegal behavior would be deterred by the treaty.  They see the idea of a power thinking twice about violating conventions against genocide and war crimes as a positive thing, even if it means less military intervention by the US.
     Now that you have an overview of the ICC, its major provisions, and the objections made to the treaty, is the United States doing the morally right thing by opposing the ICC?
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Name _______________________________
Reminder: Most of these can be answered in 1-2 sentences.  Full sentences are not required for listing questions.  Tables are fine.

1. What principles were embodied in the Plan of 1776 (the Model Treaty)?

2. Why did most Native American tribes side with the British against the United States?

3. List three foreign policy issues or crises that divided North from South prior to 1814.

4. List three foreign policy differences between Federalists and Anti-Federalists.

5. What engagement has been called the “worst defeat ever suffered by an American army?”

6. Why did Hamilton prefer close relations with Britain while Jefferson preferred close relations with France?

7. Why did the US policy of neutrality in the Wars of the French Revolution and Napoleonic Wars fail?

8. Why was the Jay Treaty so controversial?

9. What conflict triggered the formation of the Department of the Navy?

10. Herring maintains that Jefferson frequently put aside his ideals while President.  Give two examples.

11. What kind of economic sanctions did the US impose on Britain before the War of 1812, and why did they fail?

12. What were the consequences of the War of 1812 on the United States?

Worksheet for Aug 31




Name _______________________________
Reminder: Most of these can be answered in 1-2 sentences.  Full sentences are not required for listing questions.

1. How did the US finally get Spain to cede Florida?

2. What were the principal means used to spread American ideals after the Monroe Doctrine?

3. Which President transferred most responsibility for foreign policy from the Cabinet to himself?

4. Herring sees American actions in the Falklands/Malvinas Islands as a challenge to the idea that America behaved differently than European powers.  What is his evidence?

5. What were the primary arguments in favor of Manifest Destiny?

6. Why did the US refuse to recognize the independence of Haiti for decades?

7. Which country was seen as the greatest threat to the US in the 1830s?

8. How did racism affect the way the Mexican War was fought, according to Herring?

9. What was hitchhiking imperialism?

Worksheet for Sept 2




Name _______________________________
1. Why did the US object to the British declaration of neutrality at the onset of the US Civil War?

2. Why did the South’s cotton embargo fail to achieve its goals?

3. What doctrine was opposed by the US in the run-up to the War of 1812 but embraced by it during the US Civil War?

4. How does Herring argue that US policy towards Native Americans affected US expansionism abroad?

5. Which era of the 19th century is often (and incorrectly, according to Herring) referred to as a period of isolationism?

6. List three examples of how immigration provoked foreign policy disputes with other countries.

7. What crisis ended British efforts to dominate the Caribbean?

8. Why did anti-imperialists lose the battle over what to do with former Spanish possessions after the Spanish-American War?

9. How many civilians died during the US subjugation of the Philippines?

10. In what ways did US citizens become active in foreign affairs between the Spanish-American War and World War I?

11. Why did the US impose economic sanctions on Russia in the first decade of the twentieth century?

12. Herring views “dollar diplomacy” as a failure.  What are two cases in which it failed?

Worksheet for Sept 9





Name _______________________________
1. Herring criticizes Wilson as being blind to the aspirations and motivations of other peoples.  Give two pre-World War examples.

2. Did Wilson increase or decrease US military intervention in Latin America, when compared to his predecessors Roosevelt and Taft?

3. What does Herring think the real reason for US entry into World War I was?

4. What were the results of US military intervention in Russia?

5. Was opposition to the Treaty of Versailles bipartisan?

6. Provide an example of how the objectives of business and government conflicted between the World Wars.

7. List the Washington treaties.

8. What policy does Herring suggest as an alternative to the Dawes plan and Locarno treaty?

9. Give an example of the “involvement without commitment” criticized by Herring.

10. Why does Herring criticize the Manchurian/Munich analogy?

11. Why does Herring criticize the “Bombshell Message”?

12. What was Franklin Roosevelt’s policy toward Latin America?

13. Why was the US willing to risk war with Japan in order to prevent Japan from acquiring British and French colonies in Southeast Asia?

Worksheet for Sept 14




Name _______________________________
1. Why did the US cease respecting the traditional British sphere of influence in the Middle East during World War II?

2. What were the Bretton Woods agreements?

3. List the causes of the breakdown of the Grand Alliance and origins of the Cold War that are suggested by Herring.

4. Why did Truman drop the atomic bomb on Japan, according to Herring?

5. Who were the Wise Men?

6. What triggered the formation of NATO, according to Herring?

7. Was Truman’s recognition of Israel popular in the United States?

8. What was NSC-68?

9. What role did racial discrimination in the US play in the Cold War?

10. Herring says that Americans often blurred nationalism and communism during the Cold War.  List two examples.

11. Why did the US refuse to side with its allies during the Suez Crisis?

12. List three US actions in the 1950s that antagonized the peoples of Latin America.

Worksheet for Sept 16




Name _______________________________
1. List a positive and negative consequence of the Alliance for Progress.

2. List three of Kennedy’s failures.

3. What was the Mann Doctrine?

4. Why did Johnson escalate US involvement in Vietnam?

5. Which states were the “three pillars” of Johnson’s Middle East policy?

6. How did Nixon exploit the Sino-Soviet split?

7. What was Nixon’s Vietnam strategy?

8. What factors led Nixon to pursue détente?

9. Why did Kissinger fear Ostpolitik?

10. Which of the Nixon/Kissinger policies does Herring find most morally repugnant?

11. Herring believes that Nixon’s racism affected US policy toward Africa.  Give an example.

12. What triggered stagflation?

13. Congress challenged détente throughout the 1970s.  Give three examples.

14. How did Carter promise to be different than his predecessors?

15. Even Carter had foreign policy successes.  Name two.

16. Which direction did Carter tilt in the Sino-Soviet rivalry?

17. What was the significance of PD-59?

Worksheet for Sept 21




Name _______________________________
1. Who were the major factions that fought each other in the US government during Reagan’s first term?

2. Why did SDI – a defensive plan -- intensify Cold War tensions?

3. What led Reagan to believe that Israel, Egypt, Jordan, and Saudi Arabia might actually ally with each other?

4. What was the Powell-Weinberger response to the Lebanon disaster?

5. What was Reagan’s first major arms control agreement with the USSR?

6. What event led to a sharp deterioration in US-China relations at the end of the Cold War?

7. Why didn’t Bush topple Saddam Hussein in 1991?

8. What factors does Herring believe caused the end of the Cold War?

9. What is globalization?

10. What was George H.W. Bush’s Israel policy?

11. How did Clinton’s Bosnia policy differ from his campaign promises?

12. Was George W. Bush more or less unilateralist than Clinton?

13. What are/were the key parts of the Bush Doctrine?

Worksheet for Sept 23
     

Part I. Answer the following questions to the best of your ability but don’t look up the answers.  You’ll get full credit regardless of whether you get the answers correct.
1. Name the country that is directly south of the US: _____________________________

2. What is the large country directly north of the US? ____________________________

3. Name three countries in Africa: ____________________________, ________________________________, ______________________________

4. Name four acknowledged nuclear powers: ___________________________, _______________________________, ____________________________, ______________________

5. On the attached map, label the following:  Pacific Ocean, Afghanistan, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Japan, Saudi Arabia, Vietnam

Part II. Now look up the answers.   A world map and Wikipedia are all you need.  Below, indicate whether you got each right on the following chart (Y/N).  If you got one that fewer than 50% of Americans got right, then write B (for Better) in the Compare column.  If you missed one that more than 50% of Americans got right, then write W (for Worse) in the column.  If neither of these is true, write A (for Average).  Do you have more B’s or W’s? ________________

	Question
	% Right
	Did you get right?
	Compare

	South of US
	75
	
	

	North of US
	55
	
	

	Three in Africa
	50
	
	

	Four nuclear powers
	19
	
	

	Pacific Ocean
	70
	
	

	Afghanistan
	17
	
	

	India
	44
	
	

	Iran
	13
	
	

	Iraq
	13
	
	

	Israel
	13
	
	

	Japan
	50
	
	

	Saudi Arabia
	24
	
	

	Vietnam
	5
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Name _____________________________
1. Provide an example of bureaucratic resistance to the President’s foreign policy.

2. Provide an example of the foreign policy bureaucracy undertaking a foreign policy without Presidential authorization.

3. Who does Johnson believe should control foreign policy?

4. Provide an example of Congress misusing its power over foreign affairs

5. List four alternatives to the use of military force reviewed by Johnson

6. List three effects of nuclear weapons

7. What policy did George W. Bush substitute for deterrence?

8. What factors have given the Department of Defense more influence than the Department of State, according to Johnson?

9. Of what phenomenon does historian Paul Kennedy warn?

Worksheet for Sept 30



Name _______________________________
Part I. Answer the following questions
1. What is unilateralism?

2. Which side of the unilateralism-multilateralism divide are Nye, Fergusson, Mearsheimer, and Schlesinger each on (hint: it’s not the same for all of them)?

3. What are the four objectives of American foreign policy, according Johnson?

4. Who were the Brickerites?

5. Give three examples of treaties which the US has rejected after having helped negotiate.

Part II: Complete the survey on the following pages and identify your foreign policy type.
Section A: Answer the following questions.  

1. The use of military force only makes problems worse.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

2. The U.S. should not give economic aid to poor nations.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

3. There is considerable validity in the "domino theory" that when one nation falls to aggressor nations, others nearby will soon follow a similar path.
O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

4. It is wrong to use the C.I.A. to try to undermine hostile governments.
O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

5. The U.S. should take all steps, including the use of force, to prevent aggression by any expansionist power.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

6. The best way to ensure world peace is through American military strength.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

7. It is vital to enlist the cooperation of the U.N. in settling international disputes.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

8. It is essential for the United States to work with other nations to solve problems, such as overpopulation, hunger and pollution.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

9. Islam is not a significant threat to America's national interest.
O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

10. The US government should just try to take care of the well-being of Americans and not get involved with other nations.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

11. The US could learn a lot by following the example of other countries.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

12. Rather than simply reacting to our enemies, it’s better for us to strike first.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

13. The US needs to play an active role in solving conflicts around the world.

O Strongly Agree   O Agree   O Not Sure/Depends  O Disagree  O Strongly Disagree

Section B: Compute your cooperative internationalism and militant internationalism scores using the following charts.

Cooperative Internationalism

  Begin with zero.  Add/subtract the following numbers from your score depending on your answer to each question.  Your total is your cooperative internationalism score.  Negative numbers mean low cooperative internationalism and positive numbers mean high cooperative internationalism.

	Question
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Not Sure / Depends
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Your Score:

	2
	-2
	-1
	0
	+1
	+2
	

	7
	+2
	+1
	0
	-1
	-2
	

	8
	+2
	+1
	0
	-1
	-2
	

	10
	-2
	-1
	0
	+1
	+2
	

	11
	+2
	+1
	0
	-1
	-2
	

	13
	+2
	+1
	0
	-1
	-2
	










TOTAL: ______
Militant Internationalism

  Begin with zero.  Add/subtract the following numbers from your score depending on your answer to each question.  Your total is your militant internationalism score.  Negative numbers mean low militant internationalism and positive numbers mean high militant internationalism.

	Question
	Strongly Agree
	Agree
	Not Sure / Depends
	Disagree
	Strongly Disagree
	Your Score:

	1
	-2
	-1
	0
	+1
	+2
	

	3
	+2
	+1
	0
	-1
	-2
	

	4
	-2
	-1
	0
	+1
	+2
	

	5
	+2
	+1
	0
	-1
	-2
	

	6
	+2
	+1
	0
	-1
	-2
	

	9
	-2
	-1
	0
	+1
	+2
	

	12
	+2
	+1
	0
	-1
	-2
	










TOTAL: ______
If the first number is positive and the second is also positive then you are Internationalist

If the first number is positive and the second is negative then you are Accomodationist

If the first number is negative and the second is positive then you are a Hardliner

If the first number is negative and the second is also negative then you are Isolationist

If the first number is zero and the second is positive then you are Internationalist OR Hardliner

If the first number is zero and the second is negative then you are Accomodationist OR Isolationist

If the first number is positive and the second is zero then you are Accomodationist OR Internationalist

If the first number is negative and the second is zero then you are Isolationist OR Hardliner

Section C: Circle the Foreign Policy Type(s) that correspond to your scores.

	
	Cooperative Internationalism Score

	Militant Internationalism

Score
	
	Negative
	Positive

	
	Negative
	Isolationist


	Accomodationist

	
	Positive
	Hardliner


	Internationalist


Worksheet for Oct 5




Name _______________________________
1. The wealthiest _________ people in the world have as much combined income as the poorest 416 million, according to Johnson.
2. Which kills more people each year – AIDS, tuberculosis, or malaria?

3. Out of every $100 of GDP, how much does the US spend on development assistance?

4. What program does Johnson point to as an example of an empathetic foreign policy?

5. According to Drury et al, which three people or agencies determine disaster relief allocations?
6. According to Drury et al, which variables mattered most in Stage I (the decision to grant aid)?

7. According to Drury et al, which variables mattered most in Stage II (the amount of aid given)?

8. What is the only end of foreign policy, according to Oppenheim – and why?
9. When are moral considerations actually relevant to the choice of means in foreign policy, according to Oppenheim?

Worksheet for Oct 7




Name _______________________________
1. Which are the “good” CIA actions and which are the “bad” CIA actions, according to Johnson?

2. List three examples of how the US is perceived as arrogant by others in the world, taken from Johnson.

3. Of which military policies does Johnson approve?

4. Does Ferguson oppose the existence of American Empire?
5. Did Ferguson oppose the use of force for regime change in Iraq?

6. Circle where you think the US falls in each column on Ferguson’s typology.  You may circle more than one in each column.
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