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Course Description

This course is designed to understand the current nature of international/transnational conflict and to enhance critical and decisional capabilities on the intricate patterns of interactions among the different spheres of global conflict issues. To obtain this objective, the course is organized on three different facets: 1) conceptual and normative understanding of international conflict (identification of ‘problematic’), 2) socio-historical analysis with genealogico-archeological comprehension on conflict related security issues (scientific analysis of problem) and 3) thematic examination on various current cases (political, economical and/or cultural conflicts) accompanied by a specific consideration for possible practical solutions (ethico-practical proposition). 
By combining these three different approaches, students are invited to build up their own coherent arguments on each case that they deal with through a logical and concrete reasoning by mobilising conceptual as well as empirical argumentation. This will, first of all, consist of constructing a conceptual and normative framework for whole argumentation based upon theoretical and/or critical reflexion on subject and this aims to ‘problematise’ the issues by posing a certain number of questions. Then, the subject should be analysed and explained by one or two scientific perspectives (i.g. history, political science/sociology/economics, study of law, etc.) in order to highlight the historical background of problem and to analyse the web of causal relations behind the targeted subject. Lastly, the students are obliged to answer the questions posed by themselves with not only conceptual and scientific reflexion but also ethical and practical implication for their own inquiries.  
These intellectual and ethical attitudes should be applied to the whole works of students including oral presentation, final paper, examination as well as class debate participation. By interiorising them, one hopes to foster a certain level of critical thinking and independent judgement capabilities which are highly required for international actors in the respective field.
Basic Readings

*Didier Bigo and Anastassia Tsoukala (eds), Terror, Insecurity and Liberty: Illiberal practices of liberal regimes after 9/11, Routlege, New York
*Machael Dillon and Andrew W. Neal (eds), Foucault on Politics, Security and War Macmillan, 2008.
*Pierre Hassner, Violence and Peace: From the Atomic Bomb to Ethnic Cleansing, A Central European University Press Book
*Pierre Hassner, Justifying War?: From Humanitarian Intervention to Counter terrorism
* Paul Ricoeur, History and Truth, Northwestern University Press, 1965.
* -----, From text to action, Northwestern University Press, 1991.
*Jacques Revel, Histories: French Constructions of the Past: Postwar French Thought, New Press, 1998.
Chester A. Crocker, Fen Osler Hampson and Pamela Aall (eds), Turbulent Peace: The Challenges of Managing International Conflict , USIP Press, 2001.
Joseph S. Nye, Jr., Understanding International Conflicts: An Introduction to Theory and History, Pearson International Edition, 2007.
Jacob Bercovitch and Richard Jackson, International Conflict: A Chronological Encyclopedia of Conflicts and Their Management 1945-1995, Congressional Quarterly Inc., 1997.
Course Schedule (Weekly)

Week 1 (09/02)   Introductory Session
This session will be devoted to meeting one another, gaining understanding of approaches to be utilized in the course, and expectations for each student.
Week 2 (09/09) Basic Concepts: Critical and normative perspectives on international conflict
* Pierre Hassner, “Beyond the Three Traditions: The Philosophy of War and Peace in Historical perspectives”, International Affairs, Vol. 70, No. 4. Oct., 1994, pp. 737-756.
* Paul Ricoeur, “Ethics and Politics”, From text to action: Essays in Hermeneutics (II), Northwestern University Press, Illinois, 1991, pp. 325-337.

* Paul Ricoeur, “State and Violence”, History and Truth, Northwestern University Press, 1965, 234-246.
Pierre Hassner, « Ethique des relations internationales », in Monique Canto-Sperber (dir.), Dictrionnaire d’éthique et de philosophie morale, Paris, PUF, 1996, p.1358-1364.
Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars, New York, Basic Books, 1st ed. 1977.
Levy, Jack S. (1996) “Contending Theories of International Conflict”, in Crocker, C. Campson, F.O. & Aall, P. (Ed.), Managing Global Chaos. Sources and Responses to International Conflict, Washington, US Institute of Peace Press, pp. 3-24.
Week 3 (09/16) Reflection on conflicts and wars: Why do we have Wars?
*Jack S. Levy, “Theories of Interstate and Intrastate Conflict: A Levels-of-Analysis Approach” in TP, 3-27.
*Byman Daniel & Van Evera Stephen (1998) “Why They Fight: Hypothesis on the Causes of - Contemporary Deadly Conflict”, Security Studies 7 (3), pp. 1-50
Williams, M., ‘Hobbes and International Relations: A Reconsideration’, International Security, Spring, 1996.
Skinner, Quentin, Hobbes and Republican Liberty, Cambridge University Press, 2009
Week 4 (09/23) The blurring of internal and external security: Changing nature of security/conflict management
* Didier Bigo, “When Two Become One: Internal and External Securitisations in Europe” in International Relations Theory and the Politics of European Integration. Power, Security and Community, (eds) Morten Kelstrup and Michael Williams, London,  Routledge, 2000, pp. 171-204.
*Ayoob, Mohammed, “State Making, State Breaking, and State Failure” in TP, pp. 127-142.
*Charles Tilly, “War Making and State Making as Organized Crime” in Evans, Rueschemeyer and Skokpol (eds), Bringing the State Back In, Cambridge University Press, 1985.
Holsti, Kalevi J. (1996), The State, War, and the State of War, Cambridge University Press.
Week 5 (09/30) A Critique of international and global (in)security: Security as a constructed structure
*Wæver, Ole, “Securitization and Desecuritization”, in On Security, (eds) Ronnie Lipschutz, 1995, pp. 46-86. 
*Didier Bigo, ‘Security: A Field Left Fallow’, in Foucault on Politics: Security and Wars, Macmillan, 2008, pp 93-114.
*Huysmans, Jef. “The Jargon of Exception-on Schmitt, Agamben and the Absence of Political Society”, International Political Sociology, No. 2, 2008, pp. 165-183. 
Peoples, Columba and Nick Vaughan-Williams, Critical Security Studies: An Introduction, Routledge, 2010, part One: Approaches.   

Week 6 (10/07) Culture of War or War of Cultures?
Harrison, Lawrence, Culture Matters: How Values Shape Human Progress, Basic Books, 2000.
*Salamé, Ghassan, “Culture, culture…” in Peter Molt/Helga Dickow (eds), Comparing Cultures and Conflicts, Nomos, Baden-Baden, 2007.
Desch, Michael, ‘Culture Clash: Assessing the importance of Ideas in Security Studies’, 

International Security, Summer 1998
Yez, Lee Kwan, “Culture is Destiny” Foreign Affairs March/April 1994
Williams, M., “Why Ideas Matter in IR”, International Organization, Fall 2004.
*Brian Weinstein, “A language based movement in world politics”, International Organization, Vol. 30, No. 3 (Summer, 1976), pp. 485-507
*Jody Neathery-Castro and Mark O. Rousseau, “Does French Matter? France and Francophonie in the Age of Globalization”, The French Review, Vol. 78, No. 4 (Mar., 2005), pp. 678-693.
Week 7 (10/14) Mid-Term

Week 8 (10/21) Religion: Source of conflict or peace? 
Appleby, R. Scott (2001) “Religion as an Agent of Conflict Transformation and Peacebuilding” in TP, pp.821-840
* Samuel Huntington, “The Clash of Civilizations”, Foreign Affairs, 72:3 (1993), pp. 22-49
* Bruce M. Russett, John R. Oneal, and Michaelene Cox, “Clash of Civilization, or Realism and Liberalism Déjà vu? Some Evidence”, Journal of Peace Research, 37:5 (2000), pp. 583-608.
* Bellin, Eva, “Faith in Politics: New Trends in the Study of Religion and Politics”, World Politics, January 2008 

* Monica Duffy Toft, “Puzzling Case of Islam and Civil War”, International Security 31:4 (2007), 97-13
* Philippot, Daniel, “The Religious Roots of Modern International Relations”, World Politics, Jan 2000 ; “The Challenge of September 11 to Secularism in International Relations”, World Politics, October 2002.
Berger, Peter, The Desecularization of the World: Resurgent Religion and World Politics, Eerdmans, 1999
Week 9 (10/28) Terrorism
*Anastassia Tsoukala, “Defining the terrorist threat in the post-September 11 era”, in Terror, Insecurity and Liberty: Illiberal practices of liberal regimes after 9/11,  Routlege, New York, 2008, pp. 49-99.
*Andrew W. Neal, ‘Goodbye War on Terror? Foucault and Butler on Discourses of Law, War and Exceptionalism’, in Foucault on Politics, Security and War, Macmillan, 2008, pp. 43-64.
Reus-Smith, Christian, American Power and World Order, Cambridge, Polity Press, 2004.
Week 10 (11/04) Environment 

*Marc A. Levy, “Is the Environment a National Security Issue?”, in International Security 20 (2), 1995,  pp. 35-62. (See also the Correspondence in International Security, Vol. 20, No. 3, Pp. 189-198, 1995-96)
*Matthew Paterson,“Interpreting Trends in Global Environmental Governance”,  in International Affairs 75 (4), 1999, pp.793-802.
Week 11 (11/11) Ethnic Conflict
* Michael Dillon, ‘Security, Race and War’, in Foucault on Politics, Security and War, Macmillan, 2008, pp. 166-196.
* Janice G. Stein, “Image, Identity, and the Resolution of Violent Conflict” in TP, 189-208

* Ted Robert Gurr, “Minorities and Nationalists: Managing Ethno-political Conflict in the New Century” in TP, 163-188

* Michael Brown, “Ethnic and Internal Conflicts: Causes and Implications”, in TP, 209-226

Milton J. Esman, An Introduction to Ethnic Conflict, 3-49 and 195-207

Jerry Z. Muller, “Us and Them”, Foreign Affairs, 87:2 (2008), 18-35

Week 12 (11/18) Security, crime and surveillance: From international war crime to petty crime. Security and safety interconnectedness.
*Zedner, Lucia. Security, New York, NY: Routledge, 2009, chapter 67 to 89, 144 to 155 

P. Andreas and E. Nadelmann, Policing the Globe: Criminalization and Crime

Control in International Relations, Oxford; New York: Oxford University Press, 2006.
* Rita Abrahamsen, and C. Williams Michael, “Security Beyond the State: Global Security Assemblages in International Politics”, in International Political Sociology, 2009 3:1-17. 

Week 13 (12/02) International Justice: Deepening security?
*Guild, Elspeth, War or Crime? National Legal Challenges in Europe to the War in Iraq, Wolf legal publisher, introduction
*A Cassese,The International Criminal Court, an End to Impunity?, 2003
 http://www. crimesofwar. org/print/icc-cassese-print
* William Schabas, “International Law and Response to Conflict”, in TP, 603-618

Week 14 (TBD) Security/Conflict management: private and public, market and state, individual and collective practices
* Rita Abrahamsen and C.Williams Michael, “Security Beyond the State: Global Security Assemblages in International Politics”, International Political Sociology (2009) 3:1-17.
*Zedner, Lucia. (2009) Security. New York, NY: Routledge p 89 to 115
Week 15 (12/09) Political practices of security: Surveillance techniques, Intelligence techniques and Monitoring
* Kevin D. Haggerty and V. Ericson. Richard, “The Surveillant Assemblage”, British Journal of Sociology, 51:605-22. 
* Bernard E. Harcourt, Against Prediction : Profiling, Policing, and Punishing in an Actuarial Age, Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 2007, Introduction.
Didier Bigo, Guittet Emmanuel Pierre, and Scherrer Amandine, Mobilités Sous Surveillance, Montréal: Athéna , 2010, Introduction.
An asterisk(*) indicates a required reading for the session.  Students MUST read materials with an asterisk in advance, and the class discussion will proceed around those materials. 

Course Requirements

Grading for the course will be based on the following four elements:

1) Attendance and informed participation in class discussion (15%)

Students are expected to attend all classes, do all required readings and as much of the recommended readings as possible in advance, and participate actively in class discussion and make valuable contribution.

2) Verbal Presentation with Written Summary (30%)

Each student presents a presentation on a topic related to the section general argument. Hand-outs are required (for the class and the professor at least one day before the class). The title of presentation can be a question, a quotation, an expression. In each case, the student is expected to analyze the title of the presentation(“problematic”), present her/his argument, develop a demonstration, illustrate it with historical, theoretical, critical and factual examples and evidences. If the presentation is a question, the presenter should answer it. The student is expected to come up with an argument clearly formulated and linking the topic of his presentation to the material of the course. Pertinence of the “problematic” will be highly scored. This involves a general knowledge of philosophic-political, IR and security-conflict issue and to develop analytical skills and intuition.

3) In-Class Mid-Examination (25%)
The Mid-Examination will be held in the middle of the semester.

4) Final Paper (30%)

By the end of the semester, students are required to submit a problematised paper on the actual case they choose after consulting with the instructor in the beginning of the course. The paper should be of 15-20 pages in length and double-spaced. The paper is DUE on the last day of the semester.  

Evaluation points
-Oral presentations are conducted in English but language skills are not considered in the evaluation of the student’s work, as long as the work remains understandable. 
-Pertinent questions and critiques during the discussion after presentation are highly valued.
-Assessment criteria for oral and written presentation are listed below:
1. Does the presentation answer the question? Does the presentation display the issue at stake in the field of international conflicts issues?

2. Is the presentation structured and the argument clearly presented?
3. Does the presentation miss a central issue on the topic at stake?
4. Does the presentation display convincing evidences and examples (historical, geographical, data)?
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