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	Capital and Development
	Charity Butcher
	Youngmin Jo
	
	Clash of Civilizations
	Jesse Shelley
	Antje Schwennicke
	Brian McFillen

	System: 

Dependency
	1 dos Santos
	
	
	Civilizations as unit of analysis (Huntington)
	0
	0
	0

	Culture
	
	
	
	Globalization
	
	
	

	Some cultures not amenable to development
	2 Harrison
	4
	
	Cultural homogeneity
	3 Barber
	3 Bartley
	1 Finnemore

	Region specific social structure
	
	3
	
	Institutional convergence
	
	2 Mazarr
	

	Institutions
	
	
	
	Backlash generated religious fervor
	
	
	3 Lal

	Informal capital, but need property rights
	5 de Soto
	1 de Soto
	
	Other cleavages more important
	
	
	

	Not all informal capital is helpful
	
	2
	
	Local identities clash within a civilization
	
	1 Welch
	

	Proper match of pol-econ or cultural institutions
	4 Nith.
	5
	
	State-centric (states control civilizations)
	2 Ajami
	
	

	Political leadership/ state strength
	3 Paul Kennedy
	
	
	Rich/poor (domestically or globally)
	
	4 Groves
	4 Senghaas

	
	
	
	
	Poor basis for scientific study: Civilization fails as explanatory variable
	1 Russett et al,

5 Henderson & Tucker
	(1 Welch; because not clearly defined)
	2 TR Gurr

	
	
	
	
	Dangerous basis for policy
	4 Rubenstein & Crocker
	
	

	
	
	
	
	Makes cooperation more difficult
	
	5 Pfaff
	

	
	
	
	
	Improper worldview
	
	
	5 Ó Tuathail and Lake


	European Security
	Soviet Collapse 

(Scott Nissan)
	Yugoslavia Conflict 

(Shane Day)
	NATO Expansion

(Ekrem Karakoc)

	Realism
	1 Wohlforth (SU not really a hegemon or a complete challenger)
	(2 Kaplan: anarchy based on ethnic units)
	Neorealism implies collapse of NATO after Cold War

	
	[No showdown so none of bystanders will merge as new hegemon]
	
	1 (Carpenter) 2 (Kydd) Expansion is inherently provocative and destabilizing

	
	[Soviets lost economic and technological competition in Cold War]
	
	3 (Schimmelfenning) U.S. can lower perceived threat of expansion

	Liberalism/ Institutionalism
	
	1 Bookman: Economic redistribution resisted by rich regions
	NATO seeks survival as a political institution

	
	
	3 Ramet: economic tensions started process, later developments shaped by institutions
	4 (Reiter) not necessarily lead to democratic peace

	
	
	
	5 (Hendrickson) instrument of U.S. power

	Constructivism
	2 Koslowski and Kratochwil: Systemic norms of human rights
	3 Ramet: leaders use ethnicity as focus of mobilization
	4 (Reiter) international norms

	
	3 Hermann domestic norms and institutions ("new thinking"
	
	

	
	4 Stein: Gorbachev's individual leadership as shaped by advisors 
	
	

	
	5 Molyneux: "neo-feminist" networks beyond control of state; content of advocacy was important effect
	
	

	Cultural
	
	2 Kaplan "primordial" hatreds
	

	
	
	4 Huntington clash of civilizations
	

	Marxist
	6 I. Wallerstein: Soviet Union over-reacts to security threat; joins system
	
	

	
	7 Poznanski: ideological erosion; lose ability to inspire effort by people
	
	

	Historical Determinism?
	Explain background conditions, not the event
	5 Glenny: importance of pivotal events (German recognition)
	

	
	[Timur Kuran: tipping point not predictable if opinions privately held]
	
	


	Who’s to Blame for Rwanda? 
	Khalfid Mohammed
	Jason Turner
	
	U.S. Policy Debates
	N. Korea and nonproliferation

(Miyeon Oh)
	Humanitarian Intervention 

(Kris Pence)
	Can U.S. Hegemony Be Maintained?

(James Moskowitz)

	International Community
	
	
	
	1. Shared Assumptions
	North Korea as rational actor
	Intervention Decisions Result of Rational Choice
	See Sept. 11 in historical context

	Colonialism (ethnicity)
	3 Mamdani
	
	
	Alternative Interpretations 
	1 (Cho) increase NK stake in SQ, & keep costs of war high
	(Yoon) strategic and electoral factors most significant
	1 (Nye) US must keep supplying global public goods 

	Slow UN response to crisis
	1Gourevitch

2 Report
	1 Ahmed
	
	
	2 (Cummings) keep treaty commitments
	(Miller) strategic and some humanitarian effect
	5 (Wallace) Europe needs reasons to follow hegemon

	Development aid 
	
	5 Uvin 
	
	
	3 (Snyder) NK escalates tensions for extortion of US
	
	2 (Wallerstein) Decline inevitable; “descend gracefully”

	Executive Outcomes (mercenaries)
	
	2 Grove
	
	
	
	
	3 (C. Weber) Pearl Harbor analogy inappropriate

	Domestic Actors
	
	
	
	2. Shared Assumptions
	Domestic Regime Change is Needed
	US policy inconsistent, driven by pressures
	Sept. 11 Changed Everything

	Political leaders
	
	[retain power at any cost]
	
	Alternative Interpretations
	4 (Strmcki) US should exert pol and mil pressure
	(Stroebel, Mermin): CNN effect overemphasized, but media can have effect
	4 (S. Smith) non-state actors and different logics

	Journalists
	
	3 Kisrschke
	
	
	5 (Noland) encourage economic reform w/o threatening Kim
	(Sobel) public opinion important, but not consistent
	

	Ordinary people (incl. women)
	
	4 African Rights
	
	Other Assumptions
	
	(Chomsky) Consistent policy & hidden agenda: US as media don or bully
	

	Beyond Blame?
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Explanation of US Policy
	4 Regan
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Advocacy: Separation
	5 Kaufmann
	
	
	
	
	
	


	Security Issues
	Irrelevance of Nukes (Mueller)

(Joseph Johnson)
	Resource Conflicts

(Brian Jackson)
	What is Security?

(Tijen Pegg)
	Security Privitization 

(Michelle Johns)

	Shared Assumptions

(1st set)
	Nuclear weapons changed the structure of international conflict system and thus state behavior
	Resource scarcity can be a source of violent conflict
	Security is multi-dimensional both in substance and in level
	

	Alternative Interpretations of Consequences
	2 (Waltz) High costs of war led to stability because of rational deterrence 
	1 (Homer-Dixon) resource-driven conflict primarily within states 
	1 (Buzan) in multi-level security complexes states remain central pivot
	

	
	3 (S. Weber) High costs led to stability by inducing shared attitude of “joint custodianship”
	2 (Klare) inter-state wars over resources will be common
	5 (Tickner) at all levels security has been gendered as masculine
	

	
	4 (Lebow-Stein) High costs made consequences of irrational escalation excessively high
	
	
	

	
	5 (Deudney) Planetary scale of effect required states to refine security on broader scale
	
	
	

	Shared Assumptions

(2nd set)
	Nuclear weapons are not the primary factor in war initiation decisions
	Resource wealth or access shapes institutional context and behavior indirectly
	Specific contexts shape complexity of security
	

	Alternative Interpretations of Consequences
	1 (Mueller) Major war became unthinkable because of (a) high economic costs and (b) cultural changes denying any positive effect
	5 (Brock and Wolfe) Scarcity will induce cooperation among states
	3 (Crawford-Lipschutz) threats constructed by individual leaders and by peoples
	

	
	[Argument only applies to rich countries, resulting in separation of world into regions of peace (North) and of war (South)]
	3 (Collier) “Lootable resources” needed to fund long-lasting rebellions 
	4 (Ayoob) Third World leaders more concerned with internal security [S. David’s omnibalancing]
	

	
	[Williams et al. selection effect: any wars that occur will be particularly nasty, destructive]
	4 {Gedicks) Resources attract MNCs which in turn provoke local resistance
	
	

	Other Assumptions
	
	
	2 (Walt) KISS 

neorealism gives focus
	


