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Objectives and Approaches 
  
I.
To introduce the student to the complexities of global political life and the rigors of conceptualizing about these complexities 
  
1.  that the student may cope in greater depth and rationality (on several levels of analysis) with (a) enduring global issues such as war, peace, population-ecology balance, energy management, ideology, and with (b) armed forces personnel, diplomats, propagandists, national leaders, and with (c) institutions such as alliances and international organizations, 
  
2.  that the student may have a foundation for further study of international relations:  to grasp the dynamics of change (for example, new bases for popular identities, the changing nature or locus of sovereignty) and conflict (self determination versus world order); to appreciate the statics of philosophical predispositions and misperception. 
  
II.
To do this by conducting a "wrecking operation" on some existing notions of power, balance of power, state, war, decision-making, self-determination, international law, arms control, and the like--which the student may hold at the outset of the course--by acquainting the student with the major authors, theories, and data sources of international relations in general and intergovernmental and transnational politics in particular.  
  
III.
To ask the student questions that in my study and experience I find important.  My criteria of salience include 
  
1.  that the question or subject matter potentially have impact on all humankind -- the more impact on more persons, the more important the question, 
2.  that the matter require decisions by someone acting on behalf of a group or that it affect the attributes or milieu of such decision makers, 
3.  that the matter affect the ability of groups to implement decisions others make on their behalf, 
4.  that the magnitude of impact supersedes temporal proximity if these two variables conflict. 
  
IV.
To illustrate ways of approaching answers to these questions, 
  
1.  not the answers, but some academic canons of what makes an answer acceptable, 
2.  not all answers possible, but those most plausible and reliable, 
3. not all modes of arraying answers, but leaning heavily on the qualitative and phenomenological.* 
  
V.                 To increase the student's appreciation of the ambiguity of global political life; that is, to raise his or her tolerance and realization that everyone makes value-based choices and that, made in less willy-nilly ways, such choices will be more personally satisfying. 
  
  
  
  
VI.
To plant seeds that may blossom only later in the student's life when 
  

1..in a work situation, study group, civic group or other social setting a question of international import comes up, 

2..  the student finds himself or herself making decisions on behalf of a group, decisions of international import (and being reflective and introspective), perhaps seeing the international import where before it would have been invisible, 

3.  the "global roof" falls in, that the student may remember that someone issued a warning, that the student accept some of the blame for letting it happen. 
  
*(For weaknesses in quantitative techniques and classical science's predictive manner, see its proponents:  Michael P. Sullivan, International Relations:  Theory and Evidence (1976); John A. Vasquez, "Statistical Findings in International Politics:  A Data-Based Assessment,"  International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 20:2, June 1976, 171-218; Margot Light and A.J.R.Groom, eds., International Relations:  A Handbook of Current Theory (1985), Benjamin A. Most and Harvey Starr, Inquiry, Logic, and International Politics (1989) and Yale H. Ferguson and Richard W. Mansbach, The Elusive Quest:  Theory and International Politics, 1988.) 
  
  
  

A FIRST WORD FROM YOUR INSTRUCTOR:  ASSUMPTIONS 
  

Global politics are not "out there.  They are us and we are them.  If we cannot ignore ourselves, if we cannot act except on the bases of our personal desires and our social values, then we cannot ignore the world we help run by our individual decisions and actions.  That world out there is what we choose to make it.  The operative question of global political life is not empirical -- whether we can choose to be involved; it is normative -- how good we can make our involvement.  Perhaps wars will happen without us; but, equally, with us, perhaps wars will not happen.  Surely, even with us, famine and ecological calamity will recur; but, maybe, with more careful thought on our part, they will recur less often and be less devastating.  The more competent our involvement, the more responsible our global civic action.  The more responsible our action, the more we may preserve the lives and liberties of our fellow humans.  
  

When I speak in the community, many persons in my audiences upbraid me because they think I am either unpatriotic or a pacifist.  I am neither.  I believe passionately that all humans share interests and that finding these interests is the responsibility each owes to all. 
  

I am not advocating one world.  I am saying that the world is already politically one and has been for decades.  I certainly am not advocating one institutionalized world government.  That is not now and may never be the most efficient and effective way for humanity to govern itself.  (Indeed, encouraging persons most affected by a decision to participate in making it inclines them to implement it.  Hence, making decisions in the smallest community feasible is pragmatic behavior.) I am urging that we investigate how we, humanity, govern ourselves, as one world, now; for we do.  The better we understand the methods and skill (or lack of it) of our governing, the more effective and efficient we may become. 
  

I am not advocating doing away with "nation states," nor predicting their demise.  I am arguing that, for many purposes, territorial states no longer matter; for some purposes, they are important; for some purposes, they may always be useful.  States of some kind will coexist with politics unless human beings return to caves or eradicate themselves.  Sovereignty, meaning legitimate authority, will survive as long as polities do.  I am not advocating turning territorial sovereignty over to the United Nations; for one thing, I do not believe the votes there represent the interests of humanity any better than do the governments of most states; for another, to the extent that the United Nations is a captive of states, it may be hobbled in serving the needs of global life efficiently.  
  

I would urge that territorial states, international organizations, and other formal actors reflect on ways they could more effectively enlarge the opportunities for participatory democracy in their governing processes.  If they fail in this reflection and adaptation, they will lose their legitimacy as surely as did the leaders of the Soviet Union in insufficiently responding to local needs and as did the nationalities of Yugoslavia in pursuing nonviable self-determination.  
  

I have a deep faith in the marketplace of ideas; in this I am a liberal, as were the founders of the Republic of the United States.  Yet I restrain my optimism with the full knowledge of the inevitability of the existence of strong-headed, selfish, or violent persons who will harbor or destroy that with which humanity could otherwise build.  Such persons may act from well-intentioned motives -- to preserve "freedom" or "in the national interest," for example.  But their action may betray a less than global or a less than longrange perspective.  In the marketplace of ideas I advocate worldsmanship, a sober but hopeful outlook of encouraging all persons in whatever roles they play to think how their interests intersect with the interests of the global polity, how we could strengthen the relations of actors in the globe to throw effective inhibiting blocks around those persons and collectivities who would be strong-headed, selfish, shortsighted, and destructive, ... how relations of actors could improve to facilitate mutual achievement of mutual purposes at only the cost of nonachievement of destructive purposes.  
  

(Please note that mutuality is not homogeneity, for that would destroy the vitality of human aspiration essential to any society's realistic appraisal of options and pursuit of goals.  Rather, I worry that potential mutual interests will go unrecognized unless we consciously seek them.  If we do not find them we shall have robbed humanity of vital, invigorating truths.) 
  

Earlier studies of global politics typically focused predominantly on weapons and nation-states.  But these are not the only--or even most common or decisive--mechanisms of human survival and achievement.  How in our lifetimes we restructure how and what information we distribute and how we, the human race, collectively make decisions, will in human terms determine who among us will survive famine and plague; whether we avert or precipitate cultural homicide or technological suicide; whether civilization will grow, rot, or die.  Some philosophical predispositions incline some global citizens to believe that war is inevitable and, hence, that it is or should be our fundamental assumption when we analyze reality.  I do not believe that socially organized "war" is inevitable. And in the face of our planet's contemporary challenges, I find collective violence, even preparing for it in the name of preventing it, a sign of stupidity, evidence of an appalling lack of imagination. 
  

Nearly two decades ago Dr. John Lovell of Indiana University opened his course in international politics with the following paragraphs which strike more themes inherent in PLS 340: 
  

"Ours is an age of baffling trends and countertrends.  One can observe a pattern of growing economic and political interdependence among nations of the world, even as a countertrend of fragmentation and ethnic secessionist movements becomes more evident.  The East-West conflict continues to pose the threat of nuclear war ....  Yet a 'North-South' conflict between the 'have' and 'have-not' peoples has been mounting in intensity in recent years, and may become more explosive for being widely ignored.  Resort to force to settle (international and intranational) disputes, far from having gone 'out of style' in the modern era, has become chronic -- with hostage taking and terrorist techniques now familiar features of the global landscape.  Yet the world's most spectacular failure may yet come not directly from our inability to control the flow and use of arms, but rather from continued neglect of problems which a succession of generations has treated as local rather than global, or as postponable rather than urgently in need of solution.  The distribution of food to hungry people is one such problem.  Access to energy sources and other natural resources is another.  Still another is population pressure, stemming not only from high birth rates in some regions but also from rapid population shifts and refugee flows.  Ecological problems, such as industrial pollution, are another pressing item on the global agenda.  
  

"The purposes of this course are (1) to help students to view world problems as citizens of the planet earth as well as citizens of their own country; (2) to familiarize students with issues that are likely to be among the most critical facing the world's peoples in [2001] and beyond; (3) to provide students with a conceptual framework relevant to the analysis of these issues; and (4) to encourage the cultivation by students of the habit of critical inquiry." 
  
REQUIRED READINGS 
  
VK  = Viotti and Kauppi.  International Relations and World Politics: Security, Economy, Identity.  2nd ed.  
KR  = Kegley and Raymond.  Exorcising the Ghost of Westphalia:  Building World Order in the New Millennium.  
S  =  Snow.  Cases in International Relations:  Portraits of the Future.  
V  =  Vasquez, ed.   Classics of International Relations.  3rd ed.  
--And other materials Dr. Wise may assign during the semester. 
  

 CLASS OUTLINE AND READING ASSIGNMENTS 
  
DATES



TOPIC




READING REQUIRED





The Study of Global Politics:





Paradigms, Models, Systems 



Actors




Purpose and Power 



Policy Making




Exam One 



Interdependence and Regimes 

   

Conflict and Cooperation  




Military Arena




Economy Arena











Ecology Arena





Diplomacy Arena




Exam Two







Community Arena






Policy Paper Due 



Alternative Global Futures  



Course Evaluation  



Final Examination  (100 minutes) 
  
ASSIGNMENTS 
  

Writing 
  

This class requires four kinds of writing.  
  

First, most of the points on the examinations are for essay answers.  
  

Second, each student will prepare a PRECIS of a recent article in a “learned journal.”  This article summary (in the article's own words, not yours) should be two typed, double-spaced pages; it should cover the pertinent points on international politics.   (Do not use words such as "The author says" or "I think."  A precis is a condensation of the original, not a critical review.)  At the top of the first page (no cover sheet, please) be sure to put the full citation.  For example, 
  
Your Name, Date, "Precis" -- [then:] 
  
Mary Kaldor 
"The Weapons Succession Process" 
World Politics 
Vol. 38, No. 4 (July 1986), 577-595 
1 

  

Third, each student will write a "think piece."  This will be three typed pages, double-spaced. Your instructor will grade this essay on both form and content -- not only on what you say and how you say it, but also on spelling, punctuation, grammar, style, and organization.  Beware:  your instructor is a former editor!   
  

Fourth, each student will write a policy position paper and jump through the following hoops:  choice of policy worth examining; submitting a complete first draft; and the finished paper.   Your instructor will grade these on both content and form as well.  He will provide a sample of the detailed assessment form at the time he goes over this assignment in class the second week.   This paper will be 12 to 15 pages, typed, double-spaced.  Snow’s chapters in “Cases in International Relations” offer several models for your papers.  
  

Paper shall answer these questions.  

--Which global perspective is yours?    Why?  

--Ideal global situation "marred" by this issue -- i.e., the need for a policy  

--Alternatives for the global polity to choose among to pursue improving the global condition:  tests of each -- financial and political feasibility.  

--Recommendation, justified both normatively and empirically.   
  


ATTENDANCE AND GRADING 

Your instructor has no "formal" attendance policy in this class; he takes roll only to learn your names.  However, he does evaluate your participation in class discussion; he bases his evaluation on evidence of your having read and thought about the assigned material before class.  Participation obviously requires your presence in class.  Note:  this antediluvian instructor is baffled by the contemporary cultural trait of approximately thirty percent of the student body -- the apparent ease of "spacing off" class.  Someone is paying @#%$$$$&* tuition in the expectation that you will attend class; so, attend!  Of course some absences are unavoidable; if this semester is normal, your instructor himself will miss class to tend to matters determined by his university contract.  However, if you miss a class, you (not the instructor) are responsible for finding out what transpired; borrow notes from fellow students; do not ask the instructor to go over what you missed.  If your instructor misses an inordinate number of class meetings, he will endeavor to hold special make up class sessions and special briefings via email.  
  
Examinations 
  

This class will have THREE EXAMINATIONS: two hour-long exams and the final.  Each will cover all reading and class presentations and discussion preceding the test.  (Translation:  exams are comprehensive and cumulative.)  Each will have three parts:  identifications (15%); brief answer (30%), structured essay (55%).  Exam One will cover all reading through the topic “Policy Making,” even if we have not yet covered it fully in class.   Exam Two will cover through the Ecology Arena.  The Final will cover the entire semester. 
  


Exam One 10% 


Exam Two 10% 


Final 20% 


Class Participation 20% 


Think Piece (S/U) 


Precis 5% 


Policy Paper topic choice on time 5% 


Policy Paper statement, outline, sources 5% 


Full Draft on time 10% 


Final Draft on time 15% 
  

Makeup examinations (or extension of essay deadlines) are possible only upon your presenting your instructor either a physician's signed excuse (within one class period of your return to classes) or, optionally, secure prior permission in writing from your instructor.  (Yes, I am hardnosed about this.  I greatly dislike awarding Incomplete grades.  "Special treatment" unfairly usurps faculty and administrative time.)  An "I"ncomplete is NOT automatic.  It is possible only for that student who -- by December 6 -- secures the appropriate form from the Creighton College of Arts and Sciences, and completes with the form by securing the appropriate signatures, 
  
Academic Honesty 
  

Do your own work.  Pay your intellectual debts appropriately.  Know what plagiarism is an do not plagiarize.  You will receive no credit for work that violates the college policy on academic honesty and have no opportunity to do the work over.   Repeated violation of this policy will lead to the instructor's referring your name to the CCAS Academic Policy Committee.  The same goes for cheating on exams.  
  
Late Papers 
  

First, your instructor will consider extending a deadline only if the student requests this extension more than 24 hours prior to the due time (beginning of class on the date in the class schedule).   You will lose one letter unit (e.g., B+ to B) for each 24 hours (or portion thereof) the paper is late.   Do not skip class the day a paper is due in order to finish the paper ("my printer won't work" or whatever).  Come to class.  Your instructor will allow you a grace period "till the end of business" that day to cope with technical difficulties.  
  
Grading Scale 
  
93-100    A 
88-92        B+ 
83-87        B 
78-82        C+ 
70-77        C 
60-69        D 
-60
F 
  
  

"THINK PIECE" ASSIGNMENT 
  

Your think piece is due (See Course Schedule).  Your instructor will give this essay only a S(atisfactory) or U(nsatisfactory).  If you receive a "U," you will rewrite the essay until it is S(atisfactory).  This grading procedure both acknowledges the "personal" nature of the content and is meant to help you get "into the groove," not to threaten you. 
  

Combine and rearrange in any order you wish your views on the following questions.  Do not simply answer the questions in a lock-step fashion.  Rather, read the questions.  Then think about your answers.  Arrange these "answers" in an order that is logical to you and inviting to the reader.  (Entertain me!)  Then write your essay.  When you have finished a draft, use the questions again as a checklist before you complete your final draft.  
  

_________________________________________________ 
  
  

1.  What are the nature and depth of your interest in international politics?  
  

2.  Sketch a rough outline of your knowledge of international politics; that is, what do you think about when you hear the words:  "international politics"? 
  

3.  Where and how did you acquire this knowledge? 
  

4.  What values of yours led you to this knowledge?  Are these values strong enough to affect your interests now? 
  

5.  What gaps do you see between your interests and your knowledge? 
  
6.       How do you think you might best narrow these gaps? 
  
  
