THE WORLD AFTER 9/11

Political Science 120B

M. Trachtenberg

Winter 2009
In this class, we’ll be dealing with a whole range of issues relating to foreign policy and international politics in the post-9/11 world.  We’ll be watching a series of lectures given by scholars, journalists, and former public officials, and then, in section, we’ll discuss some of the key issues raised in those talks.  To prepare for those discussions, you’ll also have to read certain written materials listed below.  Those readings will also be discussed in those section meetings.  Most of them are linked to this syllabus.  A number of copies of a coursepack containing those readings will be available for purchase at Westwood Copies (on Gayley just below Weyburn).  If they run out of copies, you can ask them to print out another copy for you from the cd I’ll be leaving with them for that purpose. Whether you buy that coursepack or not, you should probably buy the one book required for this course, available for purchase in the UCLA store (although the section from that book you’ll be asked to read is available online):

Graham Allison, Nuclear Terrorism:  The Ultimate Preventable Catastrophe

We’ll meet as a class on both Monday and Wednesday at 4.  You’ll have the links for the videos of the lectures we’ll be watching and you can watch or rewatch them on any computer with internet access.  But even though you can watch them on your own, it’s a good idea to come to class when they’re being shown.  I’ll give an introduction, and I think you’ll get something out of watching the video with the other students.  But please come on time and please don’t leave until the class is over.

You’ll have to write three papers, two short ones and one longer one.  There will be no final or midterm exam, but there may be pop quizzes in the sections to make sure you’ve thought about the lectures and have done the readings.  The first paper will count for 15%, the second for 15%, and the final paper will count for 30% of the grade for the course.  The rest of your grade (the remaining 40%) will be determined by how well you do in section (including the quizzes).

The discussion sections are in fact the real heart of the course.  It’s there that you’ll be able to grapple with the basic issues we’ll be concerned with in the course.  And that means that you’ll need to take those sections very seriously, at least if you want to get anything of real value from this class.  Make sure you think in advance about what you’ve read and watched that week—that is, you should come prepared to talk about what the speakers in the videos and the authors of the various books and articles you’ve read were driving at and what’s to be made of their arguments.  You should try to bring the readings with you to section, since to answer some of the questions that are raised you might want to look at the readings.  Given how important the sections are, attendance is of course required, and you should be sure to come on time.  If you need to miss a class, be sure to talk with your t.a. about what you have to do to make up for your absence.  But above all come prepared to talk.

Now let me talk about the papers.  The first paper is a short (4-5 page) analysis of some specific claims that are made in the first tape.  It’s due in section during the third week of classes.  The guidelines (the links—one to an html version and the other to a pdf version—are on the List of Links page in the course website) are very detailed and you should follow them to the letter.  In doing this paper, you’ll be learning a method that you’ll be able to use in your final paper for the course.  You’ll also be seeing how you can take your measure of the quality of discourse in this area.  The second paper, due in section during the week of February 2, will be about the same length.  This will be an analysis of certain specific claims relating to the North Korean nuclear question.  Again, the guidelines can be found on the List of Links page in the course website.

The third paper, which you should hand in to your t.a. by Monday, March 16 (the first day of finals week), should be about 15 pages long.  Doing this assignment will provide you with a chance to go into a particular question in some depth.  There is no end of topics you can work on, as long as they’re related to what the course is concerned with.  You might, for example, want to study the effect of the 9/11 attacks on U.S. immigration policy, or on U.S. policy toward Russia (especially on the question of Chechnya) or on U.S. policy toward China (especially on human rights issues).  You might want to look at Israeli thinking on the question of ending the occupation of the West Bank and of a withdrawal of the Jewish settlements there, or you might want to look at the question of whether the Palestinians would accept a settlement with Israel that does not acknowledge what they call their “right of return” to Israeli territory.  You might want to look into the question of why the effort Bill Clinton made at the very end of his presidency to bring about a settlement of the Israeli-Palestinian question failed (this is the example I’ve put on the course website, and there is already a large literature on this), or you might want to look into the question of why the “Agreed Framework” failed to settle the North Korean nuclear question.  In general, you can always take some claim someone makes—during one of these lectures, or in one of the readings—and examine that claim in the light of the evidence.  Again, you’re not supposed to just give your own opinions in this paper.  We’re not interested in what you think, but rather in what you can show.  That means you have to base what you say on hard evidence—that is, on documents and other reliable sources. 

You should discuss your paper topic with your t.a. as early as you can.  When you agree on a topic, you should write up a description of what you want to study, along with the sources you intend to consult.  That  description should be very brief—it need be no more than one page long.  You should hand it in to your t.a. by February 16, and your t.a. should let you know if it’s okay by the following week.  

For some information about finding sources, you might want to take a look at the following:  first, a guide I worked up on identifying the scholarly literature in the international politics area, and second a guide to primary sources in this area.  Note especially the section toward the end of that latter guide on open sources (press, Congress, executive branch, and foreign government material).

Your papers, of course, need to be well-written—and in particular there should be no spelling or grammatical mistakes.  (Your grade may be taken down a whole grade point if you do not comply with this requirement.)  What you say should be backed up by hard evidence (not just by other people’s opinions) presented in footnotes.  You should cite references using the rules laid out in Kate Turabian’s Manual for Writers of Term Papers, Theses, and Dissertations (LB2369 .T84m 1996, at the reference desk at both Powell and YRL; some copies are also available for purchase at the UCLA Store); for a more elaborate version of those rules, check out the Chicago Manual of Style, also available at the reference desk in both libraries (Z253 .U69 2003).  The basic rules for the Turabian/Chicago system are also available online.  If you cite videos or other material available on the course website, however, it’s okay to cite the course website as the source for that material (giving in addition whatever more detailed information, such as the place on the video, would be needed for a reader to locate it easily).  The basic principles of composition (including the main rules of grammar) are laid out in a wonderful and very accessible little book, The Elements of Style, by Strunk and White; that book is also available online.

Office hours are Monday, 11-1, in 3258 Bunche. You can also generally catch me right after class.  
SCHEDULE OF LECTURES

Note: the links given here are mostly to downloads and I put them in the private directory.  The original links, when available, are given on the “List of Links” page; to use those links, no password is required.

January 5:  Introduction

January 7: Thomas Schelling, "An Astonishing 60 Years - The Legacy of Hiroshima" (University of California Institute on Global Conflict and Cooperation, March 20, 2006).  This was a version of the lecture Schelling gave in December 2005 upon receipt of the Nobel Prize (in economics).  For the text of that lecture, click here;  for a video of the Nobel lecture, click here. 

January 14:  *Robert Gallucci, “Rogue States and Weapons of Mass Destruction” (Berkeley, February 11, 2002) plus short  clip from August 22, 2005, Scheuer interview with Steve Croft on Sixty Minutes. The Gallucci segment of the video begins at 53:00 and ends at 1:42:00.  For the link to the Scheuer clip, click here. [Gallucci bio] [Scheuer bio]  

January 16: *Kenneth Waltz, “Alone in the World” (Berkeley, February 10, 2003) [bio]

January 21: NO CLASS (Martin Luther King holiday)

January 23: Marc Trachtenberg, “The Bush Doctrine in Historical Perspective”  (live)

January 28: Robert Kagan (with responses by Isabel Hull and Peter Katzenstein), “Culture, Identity and Conflict in World Affairs” (the title is somewhat misleading—the talk is really about U.S. foreign policy) (Cornell, September 6, 2006).  For the original link, click here.  You may also be interested in listening to a conversation between Kagan and Thomas Friedman on Kagan’s book Dangerous Nation; that conversation was held at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace on October 18, 2006.

January 30: *Steve Coll, “U.S. Foreign Policy and the Lessons of Afghanistan” (Berkeley, March 14, 2005) [bio]

February 4: Don Oberdorfer,  “Dealing with the North Korean Nuclear Threat”  (Foreign Policy Research Institute, Philadelphia, April 9, 2005)

February 6: *Robert Gallucci on the North Korean nuclear question (Berkeley, April 25, 2005). Gallucci segment begins at 53:20.
February 11: *John Mearsheimer, “The Future of U.S.-Chinese Relations” (Berkeley, April 8, 2002) [bio]
February 13: Kenneth Pollack, “Iran: War or Peace?”  (MIT, July 17, 2007)

February 18: NO CLASS (Presidents’ Day holiday)

February 20: *Stephen Biddle, “Iraq: Status Report and Options” (Berkeley, November 26, 2007) 

February 25:  “Elusive Peace: Israel and the Arabs” [BBC documentary], part 1.  A book was written to accompany that series:  Ahron Bregman, Elusive Peace (DS 119.76 B734 2005)
February 27:  *Noam Chomsky and Alan Dershowitz, “Israel & Palestine After Disengagement: Where Do We Go From Here?”  (Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University, November 29, 2005) If you need to use the original video, I should tell you that you might have problems using the KSG site.  To see the video on the original website, run RealPlayer and open the following file:  http://ksgaccman.harvard.edu/iop/events_forum_video.asp?ID=2885; then click the RealPlayer icon that appears when you put the cursor on the top left of the video window—this step might have to be repeated if the video is jerky—then type F9 for theater mode, then click the icon on the top left of the video window for “full screen theater”]  [transcript]  You might be interested in reading the profile of Chomsky by Larissa Macfarquhar published in the New Yorker in March 2001 (text).

March 3: Dennis Ross, former U.S. envoy to the Middle East, "What's Next in the Middle East?" Woodrow Wilson School, Princeton University, February 23, 2006. 

March 5: *Stephen Walt, John Mearsheimer, and Bruce Riedel, “The Israel Lobby and U.S. Foreign Policy” (MIT, October 3, 2007)

March 10: David Kay (Former Chief U.S. Weapons Inspector for Iraq), “Iraq, WMD: Lessons Learned and Unlearned” (Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University, March 22, 2004) [To see original video, use the technique described above for the Chomsky-Dershowitz video; the URL the Kay video is:  http://ksgaccman.harvard.edu/iop/events_forum_video.asp?ID=2640] [bio][transcript]

March 12:  Thomas Friedman, “The World is Flat” (MIT, May 16, 2005). [bio]

*Those speakers whose names are marked with an asterisk were interviewed by Harry Kreisler. You can watch the videos of those interviews (or just read the transcript) by clicking into the corresponding link on Harry Kreisler’s “Conversations with History” webpage.  

READINGS AND ASSIGNMENTS

Many of the links that follow are password protected. You should be able to get access to them using your Bruin Online username and password.  If you have trouble, please let me know and a special username and password can be set up for you.

Week of January 7: 

First paper due in section on Thursday or Friday, January 10 or 11.  Guidelines for the assignment are on the List of Links Page of the course website. They’re also available by clicking here (in the html version) and here (in pdf).

Week of January 14: 

Graham Allison, Nuclear Terrorism:  The Ultimate Preventable Catastrophe (2004), pp. 1-120 (text)
Recommended:  Robert Gallucci, “Averting Nuclear Catastrophe: Contemplating Extreme Responses to U.S. Vulnerability,” Harvard International Review (Winter 2005) (text).  This is another statement of Gallucci’s views, which you might want to read in conjunction with the video.

Week of January 21: 

Kenneth Waltz, “More May Be Better,” in Waltz and Sagan, The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: A Debate Renewed (2003), pp. 3-45 (text)

The National Security Strategy of the United States of America (September 2002) (text)

Marc Trachtenberg, “Preventive War and U.S. Foreign Policy,” Security Studies (Jan.-Mar. 2007) (pdf)

Marc Trachtenberg, “The Iraq Crisis and the Future of the Atlantic Alliance,” pp. 207-211 [Published in David M. Andrews, ed., The Atlantic Alliance Under Stress (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005).] (pdf)

Week of January 28:  

Osama Bin Laden et al., Text of Fatwah Urging Jihad Against Americans (February 23, 1998)  (pdf)

Bin Laden May 1998 interview (Frontline)
Tayseer Allouni (Al-Jazeera) interview with Osama Bin Laden (October 21, 2001) 

[for original link click here; for CNN version click here] (pdf)

The 9/11 Commission Report, chaps. 2-4 (pp. 47-143)  (chap. 2) (chap. 3) (chap. 4) (notes—not required reading). For links to the whole report and to its component parts, click here.

Highly recommended: Steve Coll, Ghost Wars.  This extraordinary 700-page book is obviously much too long to be assigned for this course, but I very much urge you to read it when you have the time.  It’s really quite amazing. Also, the Frontline interview listed above has a link at the top to a short clip of Bin Laden speaking (in Arabic) which you might want to watch.

Week of February 4:

Second paper due in section on Thursday or Friday, February 7 or 8.  Guidelines for that assignment are on the List of Links Page of the course website, or by clicking here.
Ted Galen Carpenter, “Living with the Unthinkable: How to Coexist with a Nuclear North Korea,”  The National Interest (Winter 2003-2004) (text)

Steven Morris, “Averting the Unthinkable,” The National Interest (Winter 2003-2004) (text)

Selig Harrison, “Did North Korea Cheat?” Foreign Affairs (January-February 2005) (pdf version) 

Mitchell Reiss and Robert Gallucci, “Dead to Rights” (also called, in pdf version: “Red-Handed:  The Truth About North Korea’s Nuclear Program”), Foreign Affairs (March-April 2005)  (pdf version) 

Jonathan Pollack, “The United States, North Korea, and the End of the Agreed Framework,” Naval War College Review (Summer 2003) (text)

CIA Estimate on North Korean Nuclear Program (also available online at: http://www.fas.org/nuke/guide/dprk/nuke/cia111902.html) (text) (pdf)

Recommended:  Don Oberdorfer, The Two Koreas:  A Contemporary History, 

DS922.2 .O25 2001 (in Powell), probably the best introduction to the Korean question.

For brief updates on the North Korean nuclear issue, you might want to check the Economist Intelligence Unit’s most recent country report on North Korea.  (This is a subscription service; to get access, you need to use an on-campus computer or use the proxy server.)  For a copy of the November 2007 report, click here; for the sections on the nuclear issue, see pp. 10, 13-14.  Incidentally, a list of EIU country reports and related updates, with links, for other countries is available online.

Week of February 11:  
Note:  Before watching the Pollack video (to be shown in class on Wednesday, February 13), be sure to read the sections in the president’s 2007 State of the Union speech dealing with Iran, since Pollack takes it for granted that you’re familiar with what is said there.  Note also the New York Times report on this speech, focusing on its treatment of how the Iran issue was dealt with in the speech.

John Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics, pp. 360-402, 519-533 (text)
Thomas Christensen, “Chinese Realpolitik,” Foreign Affairs (September-October 1996) (text)
Danny Roy, “China’s Reaction to American Predominance,” Survival, vol. 45,
no. 3 (September 2003)  (text)

For background on the Iran issue, you might want to watch the “Frontline” program “Showdown with Iran,” October 23, 2007 (www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/showdown).

This does not give you the full picture (e.g., there’s very little on Iranian threats against Israel or on the UN/IAEA side of the story), but it’s not a bad place to start.

Week of February 18:  
Kenneth Pollack, The Threatening Storm, pp. 3-108 (pdf version)
Week of February 25:

Jeremy Pressman, “A Brief History of the Arab-Israeli Conflict”
Benny Morris, Righteous Victims, pp. 652-669 (pdf version)

Recommended:  The Benny Morris book (DS119.7 M657 1999 in Powell) is worth reading in its entirety.  It’s probably the best introduction to the subject there is.  Anton La Guardia, War Without End:  Israelis, Palestinians, and the Struggle for a Promised Land (DS119.7 .L24 2002), is another wonderful book--a  terrific introduction to the Arab-Israeli conflict by a talented British journalist.  

Week of March 3: 

John Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt, “The Israel Lobby and U.S. Foreign Policy”
Alan Dershowitz, “A Reply to the Mearsheimer-Walt ‘Working Paper’”
Week of March 10:
Kenneth M. Pollack, “Spies, Lies, and Weapons: What Went Wrong,” The Atlantic Monthly (January/February 2004) (text)
Thomas L. Friedman, “The Impact of Globalization on World Peace,” given at UCLA, January 17, 2001  (pdf)
