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International Relations 136-010: International Terrorism

(4 credit hours)

Chaim Kaufmann
E-mail (preferred): ck07





Phone: x3385

Course web site: ci.lehigh.edu/courses/IR-136-10-SP05/
CRN: 3747

Office hours (200 Maginnes): Tu Th 10:45 – 12:00

Course Objective:


This course examines the causes, conduct, and consequences of modern terrorism.


Terrorism is hardly new; it has been around in various forms since ancient times.  However, increasingly deadly terrorism, including suicide terrorism, has been expanding since at least 1970, at least partly simply due to increased availability of explosives and other weapons, although we will investigate deeper psychological, religious, and political causes.


It is only in the last several years that Americans have begun to find ourselves among the main targets.  We will explore the political, religious and other sources behind international terrorism, why the United States has become a main terrorist target, and what we can do about it – both as individuals concerned about our own and our loved ones' safety, and what the United States and international organizations

can do to reduce terrorism in the future. 


Since 9/11/2001, large areas of American domestic policy, and even larger areas of our foreign policy, are formulated primarily as responses to terrorism.  In just two years the United States has fought two wars, both justified on the argument that they would reduce terrorist threats.  


While the administration argues that the “war on terrorism” is going well, critics argue that that our policy responses have been ineffective, actually counter-productive – likely to provoke more terrorism, not less – or too damaging to our standards of liberty and justice.  Part of our goal, by investigating both causes of and policy responses to terrorism, is to arm you as citizens with the tools to evaluate policy.

Course Outline:

I. What is terrorism?

II. Who are the terrorists?  Causes of and motivations for terrorism.

III. Case study: Al Qa’ida.  Where did it come from? What does it want?  Why is it inspiring imitation?

IV. What is the threat?  Could terrorists acquire weapons of mass destruction? 

V. Counter-terrorist policy: What can be done?  

Prerequisites: None.

Requirements:

1. All students are expected to be fully prepared for each class session.  As our progress may not match the schedule exactly students are responsible for keeping track of our progress in order to be prepared at all times.

Reading assignments average about 60 pages per day, although they vary widely from day to day.  The assignments near the beginning of the course are generally heavier than those later on.

2. This class is designed mainly as a lecture course; our enrollment is too large too allow for very much seminar-style discussion.  However, you can and should raise questions or comments at any point.  I may put you off for 2 or 3 minutes to finish a thought, but if I don’t get back to you in that time you may – and should – insist on being heard.  We will also set aside a few sessions explicitly for discussion rather than lecture.

In general, the less lecture and the more discussion, the better.  I not only encourage but expect students to participate energetically.  Your comments and questions are part of your responsibility to educate not only yourself but also your colleagues and me.  

At final grade time, I will use class participation as a “tie breaker,” or in exceptional cases, more than that.  


For persons who may be shy about speaking in public, I recommend any of three remedies: first, recognize that at least half of your colleagues are also shy.  Nothing actually harmful can happen to you; even if other students or I disagree with some of your remarks, such responses do not mean that you were foolish to raise the issue.  Rather, you have gained information about what others think.  Second, try preparing in advance questions or comments based on the reading; then bring these up during class.  If no obvious opportunity presents itself, just make one –I will normally entertain “off topic” comments or questions.  Third, if you simply cannot face speaking in front of the whole class, come up to me at the end of class and ask your questions then.


3. There will be two in-class midterms on February 24 and April 5.  These will consist of “short answer” questions, intended to be answered in 1 to 25 words.

A separate document on the course web site suggests methods of preparing for this type of exam.  Read it now, since it has implications for how you should prepare for class daily.

4. A final exam, which will have the same format as the midterms except that it will also include an extended essay.

Intellectual Integrity:


The Department of International Relations Policy on Academic Integrity and Plagiarism is hereby incorporated into this syllabus.  A copy will be posted on the course web site.  See also the relevant pages of your Lehigh Student Handbook.

Readings:

There are three required textbooks.  All are available in the Lehigh Bookstore. 

1. Anonymous, Through Our Enemies’ Eyes: Osama Bin Laden, Radical Islam, and the Future of America (Washington, D.C.: Brassey’s, 2002).

2. Mark Juergensmeyer, Terror in the Mind of God, updated edition (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2000).

3. Marc Sageman, Understanding Terror Networks (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2004).

We will also see and discuss two films.  These will be on reserve in the Media center in Fairchild Library.  See them at your convenience before the discussions in class on February 17 and April 21, respectively.

1. Muhammad Bakri, dir., Jenin, Jenin (2002). 

2. Gillo Pontecorvo, dir., The Battle of Algiers (1967).

Additional readings not in these textbooks will be posted on the course web site.   You will note that the site already contains a number of readings that are not assigned this semester that you may find interesting or useful.

Grading:

Midterm Exams




60% (30% each)

Final exam





40%

Extra credit opportunities: 

Students who attend a non-course lecture, at Lehigh or elsewhere, on a topic related to this course and submit a reaction paper qualify for credit equal to 1% of the final course grade.  Such reaction papers should not summarize the lecture itself.  Rather, describe what you learned, expected to learn but did not, comparisons to prior intellectual or political beliefs, or intellectual, political, or emotional reactions.  Length should be ½-1 page, and should not exceed 1½ pages at an absolute maximum.

Reaction papers will not normally be graded besides “acceptable” (satisfies these instructions) or “not acceptable” (does not; rare).  I will, however, be happy to discuss reaction papers after class or during office hours.

The annual Cohen lecture (in March) is a special case.  Those who attend this and provide a reaction paper of 1½-2 pages are eligible for 1-3 points of extra credit, graded based on interest and thoughtfulness.  Pick one issue to wrote about; do not attempt to cover the whole lecture.

All extra credit assignments should be submitted on paper (not via e-mail), printed, double-spaced, with 1 inch margins and 12-point type (i.e., 10 characters per inch).  

There is a maximum limit of 10% on extra credit.

Schedule of Lectures, Topics, and Reading Assignments


Readings are due before the class meeting(s) on the same topic.  As mentioned, our progress may vary from this schedule; students are responsible for keeping track.

* = item on web site.  All other items are in the textbooks.

PART I: What is Terrorism?

1.  January 18:  What is Terrorism?  What Goals Does it Serve? 

-Assume that terrorists are not crazy.  What is in it for them?

*”How to Prepare for a Short Answer Exam.” (under ‘Assignments’).

Of possible interest (not assigned):

Frantz Fanon, tr. Constance Farrington, The Wretched of the Earth (Grove Press, 1986), 29-74, 201-251.  

2.  January 20:  Why Study Terrorism Now?  The Impact of September 11th [67] 

Some issues to consider while reading:

-All comments and questions on this syllabus are due at this meeting.  We will set aside time for this.

-Why didn’t the Clinton administration act more forcefully against Al Qa’ida in 1998-2000?

-Why did the Bush administration reduce emphasis on Al Qa’ida in early 2001?

-Could 9/11 have been prevented?

-Even though 9/11 was the deadliest terrorist attack in history, it killed barely 1/10 as many people as die by homicide each year in the United States.  Why has it had such a profound impact on how we view the world?

*Thomas Kean, chairman, The 9/11 Commission Report (August 29, 2004), 115-21, 126-43, 153-60, 198-215, 254-66, 315-23.  Also maps 32-33, photos 312-313.  You will certainly find it profitable to skim additional sections of this report.  Note that KSM = Khalid Sheikh Mohammed, captured in Pakistan on March 1, 2003.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Richard A. Clarke, Against All Enemies: Inside America’s War on Terror (New York: Free Press, 2004).

3.  January 25:  What is Terrorism?  How Do We Know it When We See it?  [57]

-Terrorism has been variously defined as violence: a) intended to spread fear or terror; or b) directed at illegitimate targets (civilians); or c) conducted by groups not entitled to wage war or violent resistance (generally meaning non-state groups).  Why are there so many definitions, most incompatible with each other?  

-What definition(s) does the U.S. government prefer, and why?

-What definition(s) should we prefer in this course, and why?

-Is it possible for a recognized state government to commit terrorism?

-In practice, “terrorist” tends to be used as a pejorative term: people and governments tend to denounce violence by enemies, but not themselves, as terrorism.   What does this do to our ability to define (or explain) terrorism?

*Chaim Kaufmann, “Types of Political Violence and Terrorism” (course note).

Anonymous, Through Our Enemies’ Eyes: Osama Bin Laden, Radical Islam, and the Future of America (Washington, D.C.: Brassey’s, 2002), xv-xix.  You should know that “Anonymous” is a long-term CIA counter-terrorism analyst.

*Michael T. Klare, “The New Face of Combat: Terrorism and Irregular Warfare in the 21st Century,” in Kegley, New Global Terrorism, 27-35.

*Paul Wilkinson, “Why Modern Terrorism? Differentiating Types and Distinguishing Ideological Motivations,” in Kegley, New Global Terrorism, 106-138.

*Timothy Garton Ash, “Is There a Good Terrorist?” in Kegley, New Global Terrorism, 60-70.

Part II: Who are the Terrorists?  Causes of and Motivations for Terrorism

4.  January 27:  Psychological Explanations [67]

-Are terrorists mainly suicidal, or otherwise psychopathological?

-Can we reduce terrorism by ‘profiling’?

Mark Juergensmeyer, Terror in the Mind of God (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2000), 187-215.

Marc Sageman, Understanding Terror Networks (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2004), 61-98.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Jerrold M. Post, “Terrorist Psycho-Logic,” in Walter Reich, ed., Origins of Terrorism (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1998), 25-40.

Ariel Merari, “The Readiness to Kill and Die,” in Reich, Origins of Terrorism, 192-207.

Charles A. Russell and Bowman H. Miller, “Profile of a Terrorist,” Terrorism 1/1 (1977), 17-34.

Alan B. Krueger and Jitka Maleckova, “Does Poverty Cause Terrorism?  The Economics and the Education of Suicide Bombers,” New Republic (June 24, 2002).

Robert S. Robins and Jerrold M. Post, Political Paranoia (Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press, forthcoming), chapters 1, 3, 6.  

5.  February 1:  Religious Explanations [94]

-Are religious motivations for terrorism more powerful than other possible motivations?  Under what circumstances?

-The mainstream interpretations of few, if any, religions, justify terrorism.  How then do religious terrorist movements arise?

-What is “cosmic war,” and what is its appeal?

-If religious terrorism does not derive directly from religious dogma, what is the principal driving force behind it?  Can we distinguish between religious motives and nationalist motives?

Juergensmeyer, 3-15, 19-43, 145-186, 216-229, and photographs following p. 142.   

Also of interest (not assigned):

Johannes J. G. Jansen, The Neglected Duty: The Creed of Sadat’s Assassins and Islamic Resurgence in the Middle East (New York: MacMillan, 1986), 159-230.  
6.  February 3:  Nationalism and the Roots of Muslim Rage [60]  
-To what extent is international terrorism a reaction against the dominance of Western or American cultural values?

-To what extent is international terrorism a reaction against the dominance of Western or American economic and military power?

-Why is the level of resentment in the Muslim world so high?

-Why have some educated people in the Muslim world turned to reactionary rather than progressive solutions to their societies’ problems? 

-What can be done to reduce Muslim anger at the United States and the West?

Sageman, 1-60.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Sayyid Qutb, Milestones (numerous publishers, e.g. Beirut: Holy Quran Publishing House, 1980).  An Egyptian intellectual who was executed by Nasser.  Arguably the founding document of modern Islamic militancy.

Bernard Lewis, What Went Wrong? Western Impact and Middle Eastern Response (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001).  

Samuel P. Huntington, “The Clash of Civilizations?” Foreign Affairs 72:3 (Summer 1993), 22-49.  

Michael Doran, “Somebody Else’s Civil War,” Foreign Affairs 81:1 (January/February 2002), 22-42.  

7.  February 8:  Strategic Explanations [61]

-How effective is terrorism in coercing target states to make concessions?

-What are “spoiling attacks,” and why do they work?

-What other political goals can be achieved by terrorism?

-Is terrorism sometimes counterproductive?  When?

Juergensmeyer, Terror in the Mind of God, 119-144. 

*Elaine Sciolino: In Spain's Vote, a Shock from Democracy,” New York Times (March 21, 2004). The “coercion” of Spain turns out to be more complicated.

*Andrew Kydd and Barbara F. Walter, “Sabotaging the Peace: The Politics of Extremist Violence,” International Organization 56:2 (Summer 2002), 263-96. 

(The Pape and Bloom articles assigned for session #8 are also relevant here.)

8.  February 10:  The New Wave: Suicide Terrorism [47]

-Under what circumstances do terrorists tend to resort to suicide terrorism?  

-Are the motives of terrorist leaders and of actual suicide terrorists different?  How persuasive are psychological explanations of suicide attack?

-Is suicide terrorism more effective than other terrorism in coercing opposing governments?  In internal political competition within the terrorists’ national community?  Why or why not?

*Robert Pape, “Suicide Terrorist Campaigns, 1980-2003,” (2004).  Note that of the 21 attacks attributed to Al-Qa’ida attacks, 5 were before 9/11 and 15 since.  Some of the 15 were done by regional groups that Pape considers linked to Al-Qa’ida.

*Robert Pape, “The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism,” American Political Science Review 97:3 (September 2003), 343-61.

*Mia M. Bloom, “Palestinian Suicide Bombing: Public Support, Market Share, and Outbidding,” Political Science Quarterly 119:1 (Spring 2004), 61-88.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Emile Durkheim, Suicide: A Study in Sociology (New York: Free Press, 1951), 152-276. 
9.  February 15: Recruiting Suicide Terrorists [71]

Sageman, 99-135.

*Barbara Victor, Army Of Roses: Inside the World of Palestinian Women Suicide Bombers (Emmaus, Pa.: Rodale, 2003), 19-54.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Juergensmeyer, Terror in the Mind of God, 70-78.

Most of Victor’s book (on the web site under Palestinian terrorism).

Jessica Stern, Terror in The Name of God: Why Religious Militants Kill (New York: Harper, 2003).  Contains interviews with attempted suicide bombers. 
Alan B. Krueger and Jitka Maleckova, “Does Poverty Cause Terrorism?;
The Economics and the Education of Suicide Bombers,” New Republic (June 24, 2002).

10.  February 17:  Film Discussion [c. 10] 

Discussion of Muhammad Bakri, dir., Jenin, Jenin (2002).
-This film describes alleged Israeli atrocities in a battle to clear armed fighters from the Jenin refugee camp in February 2002, including massacres of innocent civilians and the destruction of a hospital.  U.N. and Human Rights Watch investigations that the massacres and hospital claims had no merit.  HRW did criticize Israel for killing at least 22 civilians, some needlessly (according to HRW, total dead were 23 Israeli soldiers, 52 Palestinians.)

-The Palestinian Authority claimed that Israeli forces had killed 400 or more civilians and destroyed a hospital.  To whom do you think such claims were credible?  Why?

-What effect do you think such beliefs have on willingness to support terrorism?

*Human Rights Watch, “Jenin: IDF Military Operations, Part II: Summary” (May 2002).

11. February 22:  No Class
12.  February 24:  First Midterm Exam

PART III:  Al Qa’ida

13.  March 1:  Al Qa’ida: Where Did Bin Laden Come From? [95]

-What makes Bin Laden and al-Qa’ida different from most other terrorist groups?  In what ways are they more or less typical?

-How much responsibility does the U.S. bear for “creating” Bin Laden through its support of the anti-Soviet mujahedeen in Afghanistan in the 1980s?

-What are Al Qa’ida’s long term goals?

-What are its short term goals, and which among these are most important?

-How did the United States come to be a main target of Al Qa’ida?

Anonymous, Through our Enemies’ Eyes, ix-xii, 3-11, 15-28, 45-73, 77-118.  You should know that “Anonymous” is Michael Scheuer, a long-time CIA counter-terrorism analyst.

Also of interest (not assigned):

“Timeline: Al-Qaeda,” BBC News (November 1, 2004).

Anonymous, Through our Enemies’ Eyes, 119-147.  

14.  March 3:  Al Qa’ida versus America: 1998 to 9/11 and After [74]

-What were Bin Laden’s goals in mounting the 9/11 attacks?  How fully have they been realized?

-Al Qa’ida’s pre-2001 organization is now largely destroyed.  How much role can it still play in carrying out further attacks?  In providing material assistance to others?  In inspiring others?

-How important is it now to capture Bin Laden and Ayman al-Zawahiri?

Anonymous, Through our Enemies’ Eyes, 151-224.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Bernard Lewis, “License to Kill: Osama Bin Laden’s Declaration of Jihad,” Foreign Affairs, 77:6 (November/December 1998), 14-19.

Anonymous, Through our Enemies’ Eyes, 227-263.

March 8, 10:  Spring Break; No Classes

15.  March 15:  Islamist Terrorism after Iraq [c. 55] 
-How much popular support is there in the Muslim world for Al Qa’ida and/or for its worldview and its political goals?  Can we tell whether such support is rising or falling?

-On balance, has the U.S. invasion of Iraq increased or reduced the potential for anti-American terrorism?  In what ways?

-To what extent is Islamist terrorism globally mainly a network centered on al-Qa’ida, as Sageman says, or is it a loose alliance of national groups each focused mainly on toppling their own governments?

-To what extent has bin Laden persuaded other militant Islamist groups worldwide that they should focus their efforts on America?

-How much difference does the Internet make to the ability of different terrorist groups to co-ordinate even when heavy policing pressure makes direct communication risky for them?

*Robert Pape, “Suicide Terrorist Campaigns, 1980-2003,” is relevant again here.  In 2004 there were over 50 suicide attacks—several in Israel, about 40 in Iraq, and about 10 by Al-Qa’ida and other groups worldwide.

*Pew Global Attitudes Project, “A Year After the Iraq War,” (March 16, 2004).  Look at the tables on pp. 1, 6, 13-15, 17, 19, 21.  I don’t expect you to read the entire report.

*Pew Global Attitudes Project, 2005 survey (if it becomes available in time).

*Rohan Gunaratna, “The Post-Madrid Face of Al-Qa’ida,” Washington Quarterly (Summer 2004), 91-100.

*C. J. Chivers and Steven Lee Myers, “Chechen Rebels Mainly Driven by Nationalism,” New York Times (September 12, 2004).

*“Jema’ah Islamiya,”(Global Security.org, no date, accessed January 15, 2005).  

*“Moroccans Linked to Spain Blast That Shook Election,” Reuters (March 16, 2004).

*Zachary Shore, “Breeding New Bin Ladens: America's New Western Front,” (Foreign Policy Research Institute, December 2004).  Europe.


*”Adapt or Die - Crisis in Saudi Arabia,” Economist (March 6, 2004).

*Craig Whitlock, “Al Qaeda Shifts Its Strategy in Saudi Arabia,” Washington Post (December 19, 2004). 

*Anthony H. Cordesman and Nawaf Obaid, “Al-Qaeda in Saudi Arabia: Asymmetric Threats and Islamist Extremists” (Center for Strategic and International Studies (January 6, 2005).

*“Bombs 'to Split Spain from Allies'”, CNN (March 16, 2004).  Role of the Internet. 

Also of interest (not assigned):

Michael Doran, “The Saudi Paradox,” Foreign Affairs 83:1 (January/February 2004), 35-51. 

Michael Hirsh and John Barry, “The Hunt Heats Up,” Newsweek (March 15, 2004). 

IV. What is the Threat?  Terrorists and Weapons of Mass Destruction
16.  March 17:  Conventional, Chemical, and Biological Threats [c. 32]

-How effective can security precautions be in preventing terrorist attacks?  What are the limits?

-What are the most likely types of terrorist attack?

-How serious is the threat of terrorist chemical attack?

-How serious is the threat of biological attack?  Will it change over time?

-For class discussion: What should you do if you suspect that a chemical or biological attack has occurred?

*Richard D. Preston, “The Specter of a New and Deadlier Smallpox,” New York Times (October 14, 2002).
*Nicholas Wade, “A DNA Success Raises Bioterror Concern,” New York Times (January 12, 2005).
*John D. Steinbruner and Elisa D. Harris, Controlling Dangerous Pathogens,” Issues in Science and Technology 19:3 (Spring 2003), 47-54. 

*Christopher F. Chyba, “Toward Biological Security,” Foreign Affairs 81:3 (May/June 2002), 122-36. Unlike nuclear attack, biological attacks might be undeterrable.

*Chaim Kaufmann, “What to Do in Case of Terrorist Attack” (course note).  For practical use (G-d forbid) and perhaps has some reassurance value (I hope).  This item is an exception to the rule that all readings are potential exam material.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Jessica Stern, “Dreaded Risks and the Control of Biological Weapons, International Security 27:3 (Winter 2002/2003), 89-123. 

17.  March 22:  Nuclear and Radiological Threats [c. 37]

-What are the requirements for producing a nuclear weapon?  What states could do it?

-How likely is it that a state could produce a nuclear weapon undetected?

-Is it likely that a terrorist organization could produce a nuclear weapon?

-Is it likely that a terrorist organization could buy or steal a nuclear weapon?

-What are the barriers to use of a nuclear weapon by ‘rogue states’?  By terrorists? 

*William J. Broad, “Slender and Elegant, It Fuels the Bomb,” New York Times (March   23, 2004).

*Diagram of a gas centrifuge (from Broad).

*Chaim Kaufmann, “Threat Inflation and The Failure of the Marketplace of Ideas: The Selling of the Iraq War,” International Security 29:1 (Summer 2004), 19-28.  (This reading is located under “Counter-Terrorism: Iraq War.”)

*“Bush Backs KEDO Suspension of Fuel Oil to North Korea” (Seoul: United States Embassy, November 15, 2002).

*Doug Struck, “Crisis Could Push N. Korea to Expel Nuclear Inspectors,” Washington Post (November 14, 2002).
*Selig Harrison, “Did North Korea Cheat?” Foreign Affairs 84:1 (January/February 2005), 99-110.

*Reading(s) to be selected depending on events.

*Matthew Bunn, Anthony Weir, and John P. Holdren, Controlling Nuclear Warheads and Materials (Cambridge: Harvard University, 2003), Appendix B, “The Demand for Black Market Fissile Material,” 179-86.

*Chaim Kaufmann, “What to Do in Case of Terrorist Attack,” is relevant again here.  

Also of interest (not assigned)

Data on nuclear arsenals as of December 2004 from “NRDC Nuclear Notebook,” Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists.

18.  March 24:  Away at CIA; No Class  

19.  March 29:  The Future of Nuclear Proliferation [c. 38]

-How close is Iran to achieving nuclear weapons capability?

-What can or should be done about Iran’s nuclear weapons program?

-Would possession of nuclear weapons by de facto U.S. allies such as Saudi Arabia, a future Iraqi regime, Taiwan, South Korea, or Japan be acceptable?

-How will the nuclear proliferation problem change in the future?  Will it get easier or harder to forestall further proliferation?

-For class discussion: What should you do if you suspect that a nuclear attack has occurred?

*Charles Recknagel, “Iran: Is Tehran Trying To Develop Nuclear Weapons? (Parts 1&2),” RFE/RL (December 22, 2004).
*James Fallows, “Will Iran Be Next?” Atlantic Monthly (December 2004).  Report on a wargame that considered three scenarios for using force to contain Iran’s nuclear program. 

*Seymour Hersh, “The Coming Wars,” New Yorker (January, 24, 2005).  Iran.

*Akaki Dvali, “Will Saudi Arabia Acquire Nuclear Weapons?” (Monterey, Calif.: Center for Nonproliferation Studies, March 2004).

*David Albright and Holly Higgins, “A Bomb for the Ummah,” Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists 59:2 (March/April 2003), 49-55.

*William J. Broad and David E. Sanger, “As Nuclear Secrets Emerge in Khan Inquiry, More Are Suspected,” New York Times (December 26, 2004).

*Graham Allison, “A Cascade of Nuclear Proliferation,” International Herald Tribune,” (December 17, 2004).

*Possible reading(s) to be selected depending on events.

Also of interest (not assigned):

“War Game on Containing Iranian Nuclear Weapons Programs,” (conducted by Atlantic Monthly, December 2004).  The briefing received by participants in the game listed above.  Note that the game assumed greater Iranian influence in Iraq, and less staying power for the Iranian regime, than do most experts.

Ze’ev Schiff. “Iran: Pakistan Helping Saudis Develop Nukes,” Ha’aretz English Edition, (August 8, 2004).

20.  March 31: Terrorism Vulnerability Assessment 
This day will be devoted to discussion.  We will plan possible terrorist attacks against Lehigh University and other targets in the United States, and assess their viability.

Part V.  Counter-Terrorist Policy: What Can Be Done?

21.  April 5:  Second Midterm Exam

22.  April 7:  The “War on Terror”: The Bush Doctrine [64]

-What is President Bush’s argument for focusing on unilateral and military solutions as opposed to multilateral, legal, and intelligence solutions to terrorism?

-What are the limits of the types of actions that could be justified by the Bush Doctrine?

-What do you think of Gaddis’ proposals for adjustments to U.S. foreign policy in Bush’s second term?

*George W. Bush, West Point commencement speech (June 1, 2002).

*George W. Bush, The National Security Strategy of the United States (Washington, D.C.: The White House, September 17, 2002).

*Robert Jervis, “Understanding the Bush Doctrine,” Political Science Quarterly 118:3 (Fall 2003), 365-88.

*John Lewis Gaddis, “Grand Strategy in the Second Term,” Foreign Affairs 84:1 (January/February 2005), 2-15.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Daniel Byman, “Should Hezbollah Be Next?” Foreign Affairs 82:6 (November/December 2003), 54-66.

Interview with Senator Robert Graham (September 10, 2002).  Argues that Bush failed to focus on the terrorist organizations most dangerous to the U.S.

23.  April 12: Afghanistan and the Hunt for Bin Laden [c. 10]

-On balance, did the U.S. intervention in the Afghan civil war increase or reduce the potential for anti-American terrorism?  In what ways?

-What can we do to improve our chances of catching Bin Laden and Al-Zawahiri?  Would the effort be worth it?

-President Karzai has now forced out of the government the main Tajik, Uzbek, and Hazara warlords: Mohammed Fahim, Rashid Dostum, and Hussain Anwari.  What are the advantages and the risks of this move?

-What should we do about Afghanistan now?

*Ethnolinguistic map of Afghanistan (CIA, 1997).

*Camelia Entekhabi-Fard, “Afghan Government Attention Turns to Upcoming Parliamentary Election,” Eurasia Insight (Eurasianet.org, January 7, 2005).
*“Afghan Militia Disarmament Reaches Landmark in North,” Reuters (December 16, 2004).
*Eric Schmitt, “Drug Eradication: Afghans' Gains Face Big Threat in Drug Traffic,” New York Times (December 11, 2004).

*James Risen and David Rohde, “Intelligence: A Hostile Land Foils the Quest for bin Laden,” New York Times (December 13, 2004).

*Stephen Graham, “U.S.: Bin Laden Could Be in Afghanistan,” Associated Press (January 10, 2005).

*Reading(s) to be selected as events develop.
24.  April 14:  What Did Iraq Have to Do With It? [c. 73]

-None of the administration’s claims about Iraqi connections to 9/11, Al Qa’ida, or weapons of mass destruction programs turned out to be backed by evidence.  Why did they make the claims?

-What possible motives besides counter-terrorism might explain the Second Gulf War?

-Should this incident give us cause to worry about the functioning of the democratic “marketplace of ideas” in future foreign policy crises?

*Colin S. Powell, presentation to United Nations Security Council (February 5, 2003).  The administration’s case.

*TomPaine.com, “I Want YOU to Invade Iraq,” New York Times (September 25, 2002).

*33 national security scholars, “War With Iraq is Not in America’s National Interest,” New York Times (September 26, 2002).

*Chaim Kaufmann, “Threat Inflation and The Failure of the Marketplace of Ideas: The Selling of the Iraq War,” International Security 29:1 (Summer 2004), 5-48.

*Ronald R. Krebs, Correspondence, International Security 29:4 (Spring 2005).   

*Chaim Kaufmann, Correspondence, International Security 29:4 (Spring 2005).  Reply to Krebs.

*Charles Duelfer, “Final Report of the Iraq Survey Group: Key Findings” (Director of Central Intelligence, September 30, 2004).  Read sections on “Strategic Intent,” “Nuclear,””Chemical,” and “Biological.”  Note especially that Iraq’s WMD programs were directed mainly against Iran.  Full report available at www.cia.gov/cia/reports/iraq_wmd_2004/  

Also of interest (not assigned):

Kenneth M. Pollack, “Next Stop Baghdad?”  Foreign Affairs 81:2 (March/April 2002).  The most prominent case for invading Iraq from outside the administration and its close allies.

Kenneth M. Pollack, “Spies, Lies, and Weapons: What Went Wrong,” Atlantic (January/February 2004), 78-92.  Defends his own role and blames the intelligence agencies and the administration.

“Transcript of Osama bin Laden Tape Broadcast on Al-Jazeera,” Associated Press (February 11, 2003).  Encourages Iraqis to resist American forces although not to support Hussein.

Christopher Marquis, “Powell Admits No Hard Proof in Linking Iraq to Al Qaeda,” New York Times (January 9, 2004).  Earlier, in September 2003, President Bush had admitted that there was no evidence linking Hussein to the 9/11 attacks.

“President Bush Discusses Iraq Report” (www.whitehouse.gov, October 7, 2004).
Tabassum Zakaria, “Ex-arms Hunter Says Iraq Had No Banned Stockpiles,” Reuters (January 24, 2004).  Kay was head of the U.S. Iraq Survey Group in 2003-2004.

25.  April 19:  What Should We Do About Iraq Now? [c. 50]

-Was the ongoing rebellion in Iraq avoidable?  How?

-The current rebellion is confined mainly to the Sunni Arab community.  Are rebellions among the Shi’ite or Kurdish communities also likely?  Under what circumstances?

-Can a democratic, peaceful Iraq be established?  How?  Would it be friendly to the United States?

-By April we will know the results of the elections for the Transitional National Authority and will discuss their implications.

*Ethnoreligious map of Iraq (CIA, 1997).

*Douglas Jehl, “2 C.I.A. Reports Offer Warnings on Iraq's Path,” New York Times (December 7, 2004). 
*William Langewiesche, “Letter From Baghdad: Life in the Wilds of a City Without Trust,” Atlantic Monthly (January/February 2005), 93-122. 

*Suzanne Goldenberg, “Iraq War Is Breeding A New Generation Of Professional Terrorists, Warns CIA Report,” Guardian (January 15, 2005).

*Juan Cole, “Bin Laden Votes in Iraq and Shoots Himself in the Foot,” (December 28, 2004).  Insights of a University of Michigan professor.

*James Dobbins, “Iraq: Winning The Unwinnable War,” Foreign Affairs (January/February 2005), 16-25.

*Edward N. Luttwak, "Iraq: The Logic of Disengagement," Foreign Affairs (January/February 2005), 26-36.

*George W. Bush, interview with Washington Post (January 16, 2005).  Read portions on Iraq.

*Readings to be selected as events develop.

Also of interest (not assigned):

James Fallows, “Blind into Baghdad,” Atlantic (January/February 2004), 52-77.  On pre-war planning failures.

“Why the aggravation? - Sunnis and Shias in History,” Economist (March 6, 2004).  Note Zarqawi’s views on Shi’ites.
26. April 21: Film Discussion [36]

Discussion of Gillo Pontecorvo, dir., The Battle of Algiers (1967).

-Why is the U.S. Army so interested in this film now?

-What are the tradeoffs in use of indefinite detention or torture (whether directly by U.S. officials or by allies) in trying to combat terrorism?

-What are the broader tradeoffs between safety and liberty in counter-terrorism? 

*Charles Freund, “The Pentagon’s Film Festival,” Slate online (August 27, 2003).

*Mark Bowden, “The Dark Art of Interrogation,” Atlantic (October 2003), 51-78.

*Kenneth Roth, “The Law of War in the War on Terror,” Foreign Affairs 83:1 (January/February 2004), 2-7.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Paul Berman, Terror and Liberalism (New York: W. W. Norton, 2003).
27.  April 26:  Homeland Defense [40]

-Is U.S. homeland defense against terrorism markedly better than before 9/11/2001?  What do you think accounts for which areas have received attention and which have not?

-What are the greatest areas of vulnerability today?

-What are the most important practical and political barriers to improving security?

-What does Clarke assume about terrorist movements in his worst-case analysis?  Is the assumption reasonable?

-Can an acceptable level of security be achieved?

*Stephen E. Flynn, “America the Vulnerable,” Foreign Affairs, 81:3 (January/February 2002), 60-74.

*Richard A. Clarke, “America Attacked: The Sequel,” Atlantic Monthly (January/February 2005), 61-77.  Clarke is the former head of counter-terrorism for the C.I.A.

*James Fallows, “How We Could Have Stopped It: The Plan We Still Don’t Have,” Atlantic Monthly (January/February 2005), 80-90.

Also of interest (not assigned):

Richard K. Betts, “Intelligence Test: The Limits of Prevention,” in James F. Hoge, Jr., and Gideon Rose, How Did This Happen?  Terrorism and the New War (New York: Public Affairs, 2001), 145-63.  

28.  April 28:  Discussion of Policy Options 

-Which aspects of current U.S. counterterrorism policy should be continued?

-Which should be changed?  How?

*David Ignatius, “Strategic Challenge in America's Long War,” Washington Post (January 2, 2005).

*Possible readings to be selected based on events.
Final Exam:  To be scheduled by Registrar.

