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Public Affairs/International Studies 5700 

Rebuilding Failed and Weak States 

Spring 2017 
Tuesdays and Thursdays 

Mendenhall Lab 173 

9:35 – 10:55 AM 

Credit Hours:  03 

 

  

Dr. Trevor Brown                         

350C Page Hall 

E-mail:  brown.2296@osu.edu 

Office Hours: by appointment 

 

Rudy Hightower, II, LCDR (US Navy-retired)                  

210A  Page Hall  

Phone: 614.817.9085                                                       

E-mail: hightower.23@osu.edu 

Office Hours:  Tu 11:15a–12:15p; appointments via email 

 

 

COURSE OVERVIEW 
 

This course tackles the question of how to design policies and programs to rebuild failed 

and weak states into functioning, if not vibrant, democracies.  In pursuit of this end, we 

will examine the causes of nation state failure, the trajectories or pathways to and from 

failure, and the ingredients purported to contribute to the consolidation of 

democracy.  Further, the course examines 1) what makes a state a state, 2) whether some 

states should be allowed to fail, and 3) whether some states should be recognized at all.  

Primary focus is on how international aid policy-making institutions, specifically the 

United States Agency for International Development (USAID), and governments interact 

to define statehood and to implement programs that lead to state recognition, 

reconstruction, and stabilization.  

 

COURSE OBJECTIVES 

 

The course learning goals and objectives are five-fold: 

 

 To provide you an understanding of the causes of state degeneration and failure, 

as well as the ingredients that purportedly lead to vibrant democracy; 

 To provide you the tools to assess the capability of international aid organizations 

to assist in the transition from failed state to functioning democracy;  

 To provide you experience applying concepts and frameworks to real-world 

public policy challenges; 
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 To enhance your abilities to recognize the details and challenges of both sides of 

sovereignty/separatism and ethnic conflicts; and, 

 To enhance your abilities to express your analytical ideas in concise, technical 

language. Important note:  The technical writing you will need to perform in this 

class is very different than academic, business, or creative writing you may have 

done in the past.  Prior to turning in any written assignment, please review the 

Technical Writing Guidelines at:  

http://www.techprose.com/assets/techwriting_guidelines.pdf 

 

The course’s unit-level learning objectives are: 

 Unit 1 – Foundations of Democratization 

 Demonstrate ability to write a clear, concise, evidence-based public policy 

report 

 Identify and explain in writing the democratization concepts govern 

modern western nations 

 Identify the sources of conflict 

Unit 2 – Peaceful-to-Forceful Regime Transition 

 Identify and explain in writing examples of peace regime transitions 

 Describe the democratization and political institutional factors necessary 

for peaceful regime transitions 

 Describe the specific political institutions and actors that led to ‘peaceful’ 

regime transitions in Ukraine from August 1991 February 2010 

 Describe the specific political institutions and actors that led to ‘forceful’ 

regime transitions in Ukraine from September 2013 to March 2014 

Unit 3 – Implosion 

 Identify and explain in writing examples of implosions 

 Describe the factors leading from weak state to collapse 

 Describe the specific cleavages that led to the Rwandan Genocide 

Unit 4 – External Military Intervention 

 Identify and explain in writing examples of external military interventions 

 Compare and contrast ‘successful’ and ‘unsuccessful’ external military 

interventions  

 

COURSE DESCRIPTION 
  

This course tackles the question of how to design policies and programs to rebuild failed 

and weak states into functioning, if not vibrant, democracies.  In pursuit of this end, we 

will examine the causes of nation state failure, the trajectories or pathways to and from 

failure, and the ingredients purported to contribute to the consolidation of democracy.  In 

addition, we will critically assess the policies and programs of international actors’ intent 

upon aiding the transition to democracy.  Specifically, we will examine the programmatic 

efforts of one of the primary development organs – the U.S. State Department’s Agency 

for International Development (USAID) – in three settings: Ukraine, Rwanda and Iraq.  

We will assess USAID’s current complement of programs in each of these three settings 

and make informed judgments about whether they should be expanded, changed, or 
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abolished.  Ultimately, we will examine whether attempting to rebuild failed and weak 

states is an activity worthy of undertaking at all.  Maybe weak states should be allowed to 

fail? 

 

This class involves a mixture of readings, lectures, videos and assignments where you 

analyze aid provider strategies.  The readings are primarily drawn from research on 

democratic transition and state failure.  The lectures are designed to elaborate on and 

extend the key points covered in the readings.  The analyses of aid provider strategies 

provide an opportunity for you to integrate and apply these ideas to real world situations. 

 

This course is targeted at upper division undergraduate students and graduate students 

with interests in international affairs.  For undergraduate students, second year standing 

or higher is required.  The primary undergraduate audience is students in the Public 

Policy or International Studies Security & Intelligence tracks, although the course is open 

to students from other majors with interests in the transition to democracy and the role of 

foreign aid providers. For graduate students, the course is open to both doctoral and 

masters students with practical or research interests in the administration of development 

organizations and the transition to democracy.  Students from a wide variety of 

disciplines are welcome (e.g. Public Affairs, Agricultural, Environmental and 

Development Economics, City and Regional Planning, Political Science, etc.).   

 

GRADING 
 

Grading: 

Class Participation:         15% 

 Class discussions (max 5%) 

 Online Chat Forums 1-4 (1.25pts per forum; max 5%) 

 In-class Congressional Testimony 1 and 2 (max 5%) 

Measuring Democracy Assignment:       10% 

Group Project:          10%  

Two Case Analyses (20% Each):       40% 

Final Exam (undergraduates) or Final Paper (graduates):    25% 

 

Transformation of numerical grade to letter grade will be according to the schedule 

below: 

A 93-100   C+ 77-79.9  E < 60 

A- 90-92.9  C 73-76.9 

B+ 87-89.9  C- 70-72.9 

B 83-86.9  D+ 67-69.9 

B- 80-82.9  D 60-66.9 

     

Substantively, A means excellent, B means above average, C means average, D means 

below average, and E means failing.  While we do not employ a curve, we evaluate your 

performance relative to your fellow classmates.  Even though we use the same grading 

scale for all students, we have higher expectations for graduate students relative to 

undergraduate students 

SAMPLE



 4 

 

 

COURSE REQUIREMENTS 
 

1. Class Participation (both undergraduate and graduate students): 

Transitioning to democracy and post-conflict nation-building are not spectator sports. 

Therefore, this is a participatory class.  Students are expected to complete readings and 

actively participate in class discussions, mock Congressional Testimonies, online forums, 

and group projects.  Cell phones are NOT to be used at all during this class.  Laptop 

use is permitted during class SOLELY for notetaking for THIS class.  Class 

participation represents 15% of total grade and is divided as follows: 

In-Class Discussion. Critical assessment of the readings constitutes a major 

portion of each class activity.  Thorough preparation is essential.  The primary source of 

your learning in this course will take place in the classroom as you and your colleagues 

share your insights and engage each other in debate on alternatives or appropriate aid 

provision strategies.  Although the assigned readings provide background material, 

attending class is essential, and is necessary for a satisfactory grade. Your in-class 

discussion participation represents 5% of your final course grade. 

Online Chat Forum Discussions (both undergraduate and graduate students): 

During the semester we will watch two films related to the course’s case studies.  The 

first film is PBS’ “The Ghosts of Rwanda”, a graphic and searing documentary on the 

1994 Rwandan Genocide.  The second film is PBS’ The Lost Year in Iraq”, a firsthand 

account of the challenges, failures, and ‘successes’ of the first year of US occupation of 

Iraq after external military intervention.  We will examine these films in the context of 

their application to the democratization and rebuilding concepts discussed in class.  For 

each of the films, each student will provide their personal, EVIDENCE-BASED 

assessment of the events depicted in the film via an online posting and will also be 

required to provide no less than two responses to classmates’ postings.   

Guidance for acceptable personal posting and response postings: 

  Personal Postings 

 No less than two and no more than four paragraphs long 

 Each paragraph must be more than one sentence  

 Discuss what are the key democratization and rebuilding points 

 Stay focused and concise and do not delve into editorializing and 

hyperbole 

 Use active voice and the technical writing principles discussed in 

class. 

Response Postings 

 No more than two paragraphs long 

 Address the key points and evidence presented in the student posting 

 Can be supportive or respectfully critical.   

 Use active voice and the technical writing principles  

During the scheduled class period, the instructor(s) will be online and responding to 

online chat postings.  Chat postings are expected to contain college level thought and 

analysis and to maintain OSU’s standards for online civility. Your online chat discussion 

participation represents 5% of your final course grade. We will also have two other  
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online discussions on technical and current event topics.  While these two discussions 

are not graded as the two discussions on the films we will watch, the ungraded online 

discussions count towards your overall class participation grade. 

Congressional Testimony Exercise Participation.  After viewing an actual US 

Congressional Testimony online, we will have a class period wherein students will be 

separated into two groups and will engage in class in a mock Legislative Committee 

debate arguing the pros and cons of a specific USAID funding allocation or a State 

Department development decision. Your Congressional Testimony participation 

represents 5% of your final course grade. 

 

2. Measuring Democracy Assignment (both undergraduate and graduate students): 

Your first assignment will be to select a country of interest to you and examine its 

Freedom House rating score and categorization (free, partly free, and not free) over the 

last ten years (http://www.freedomhouse.org/report-types/freedom-world).  Drawing on 

secondary sources, you are to evaluate whether Freedom House has made the correct 

assessment.  You will turn in a written analysis that includes three components:  a 

summary of the Freedom House score and evaluation over the last ten years; a brief 

summary of key events in that country that pertain to the criteria that Freedom House 

uses in its evaluation; and an analysis of whether Freedom House has made the 

appropriate evaluation.  The assignment is due by 9:35 AM, January 19.  Your written 

analysis should be no more than one page, single-spaced, 12-point font with 1” margins.  

For each of these requirements that you breach, your grade for that case will 

decrease by 1/3 letter grade (i.e. A- to B+).  Please either place your assignment in the 

relevant folder on the course’s Canvas website or email us (brown.2296@osu.edu and 

hightower.23@osu.edu) your assignment in MS Word format. 

 

You may do the assignment individually or in small groups of two to three people.  If 

you elect to do the assignment with others, you will all receive the same grade.  This 

assignment represents 10% of your final grade. 

 

In selecting a country, do not pick established democracies (i.e. those that Freedom 

House rates as “free”).  Instead, select a country that Freedom House has labeled as 

“partly free” or “not free”.  For graduate students, you should select the country for 

which you plan to do your final paper.  You cannot select one of the three countries we 

will examine in the cases:  Ukraine, Rwanda or Iraq. 

 

3. Two Case Analyses (both undergraduate and graduate students):   

During the semester, we will examine three cases of state failure and how one aid 

provider, the U.S. Agency for International Development (USAID), has attempted to 

assist these nations in the transition to democracy.  The states for examination include: 

Ukraine, Rwanda and Iraq.  For each case, your assignment will be to review the 2015 

budget request and justification by USAID to the US Congress for the nation in question.  

More specifically, you will assess whether USAID has appropriately planned its 

expenditures in light of conceptual material we will cover in class. Think of yourself as a 

Congressional staffer writing a brief to a legislator on the congressional oversight 

committee. What’s USAID asking for? Will the agency’s proposed programs increase the 
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chances of democratic consolidation?  Why or why not?  What else should USAID be 

doing?   

 

While there are three cases for examination during the quarter, you are only required to 

undertake two of the three.  If you elect to undertake all three, we will drop the case 

with the lowest grade.  Of the two cases that will count, each is worth 20% of your final 

grade. 

 

Your written case analysis should be no more than four pages, single-spaced, 12-point 

font with 1” margins.  For each of these requirements that you breach, your grade for 

that case will decrease by 1/3 letter grade (i.e. A- to B+).  Due dates for each case are 

listed in the course calendar. Please either place your assignment in the relevant folder on 

the course’s Canvas website or email us (brown.2296@osu.edu and 

hightower.23@osu.edu) your assignment in MS Word format. 

We expect that everyone will read the case material and think about the case questions 

regardless of whether you are turning in a case analysis that day. 

 

4. Group Project – Class Debate 

Students will be separated into three groups to study and evaluate a 

sovereignty/separatism and ethnicity conflict and present informed, cogent arguments to 

support or refute the establishment of statehood.  Again, thorough preparation is essential 

and it is expected that each group will use concepts discussed in class to support their 

respective arguments.  The case study The Declarations of Independence: The Moldova-

Pridnestrovie Conflict will provide the debate context.  However, additional outside 

research is critical for supporting each group’s debate.  All members of the group will 

receive the same grade and this group project represents 10% of your final course grade. 

 

5. Final Exam (undergraduate students only) / Final Paper (graduate students only): 

During Finals Week, undergraduates will take an in-class final exam that assesses your 

knowledge of the content and concepts of the material covered in the course.  The exam 

will cover all readings and class sessions.  The exam will be composed of a series of short 

answer questions.  The final exam represents 25% of your total course grade. 

 

Graduate students enrolled in the course must complete a research paper examining and 

assessing development efforts in the transitioning or failed state you chose for the 

measuring democracy assignment.  The paper can focus on the activities of one 

development organization (e.g. USAID) or multiple organizations.  You should follow 

the basic outlines of the case analyses, but should also feel free to deviate from this 

structure by adding components as appropriate.   

 

The final paper should be no more than ten pages, single-spaced, 12-point font with 1” 

margins.  You should cite all references.  For each of these requirements that you 

breach, your grade for that case will decrease by 1/3 letter grade (i.e. A- to B+).  The 

final paper is due by midnight on the same day as the Final Exam (to be determined)..  

The paper represents 25% of your total course grade. 
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As was the case with the Measuring Democracy assignment, you can do this assignment 

individually or in small groups of two or three.  If you elected to do the measuring 

democracy assignment with other students, you are welcome to keep the group together, 

perform the assignment individually, or form a new group.  If you elect to form a new 

group, you must team with someone who selected the same country as you for the 

measuring democracy assignment. 

 

Note:  Undergraduates may select to do the final paper in place of the final exam. 

 

REQUIRED COURSE READING MATERIAL 
 

The only required class textbook is: Robert I. Rotberg (ed). 2004, When States Fail: 

Causes and Consequences (Princeton: Princeton University Press). The textbook is 

available on Amazon and in the OSU Bookstore. 

 

All other required readings are available on Canvas or will be handed out no less than one 

week prior to the week the readings are required.   

 

You will notice that there are different reading requirements for graduate and 

undergraduate students.  Undergraduate students are welcome to read the graduate 

reading material.   

 

COURSE POLICIES 
 

Our preference is for you to complete your assignments in Microsoft Word and place 

them in the relevant folder on the Canvas course website. We will insert our comments 

directly onto the text and email it back to you.  If you have difficulty with this, you can 

always deliver your assignment in person or fax it to 292-2548.  Informing us of your 

intention to be absent does not waive your obligation to submit assigned work.  We will 

accept late work with a one-letter grade penalty each day that it is late (i.e. A to B). 

 

Academic Misconduct 

 

It is the responsibility of the Committee on Academic Misconduct to investigate or 

establish procedures for the investigation of all reported cases of student academic 

misconduct.  The term “academic misconduct” includes all forms of student academic 

misconduct wherever committed; illustrated by, but not limited to, cases of plagiarism 

and dishonest practices in connection with examinations.  Instructors shall report all 

instances of alleged academic misconduct to the committee (Faculty Rule 3335-5-487).  

For additional information, see the Code of Student Conduct 

(http://studentaffairs.osu.edu/info_for_students/csc.asp). 
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Disability Services 

 

Students with disabilities that have been certified by the Office for 

Disability Services will be appropriately accommodated, and should 

inform the instructor as soon as possible of their needs.  The Office for 

Disability Services is located in 150 Pomerene Hall, 1760 Neil Avenue; 

telephone 292-3307, TDD 292-0901; http://www.ods.ohio-state.edu/.
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COURSE CALENDAR 

 

Tu, January 10 Course Overview and The Collapse: Why States Fail  
Readings:  

 Robert I. Rotberg. 2004. “The Failure and Collapse of Nation-

States: Breakdown, Prevention, and Repair,” in Robert I. 

Rotberg (ed.), When States Fail: Causes and Consequences 

(Princeton: Princeton University Press), 1-49. 

 

Th, January 12 Principles, Measures and Indicators of Democracy 
Reading:  

 Schmitter, Philippe C. and Terry Lynn Karl.  1996.  “What 

Democracy Is…and Is Not,” in Larry Diamond and Marc F. 

Platter (eds.), The Global Resurgence of Democracy 

(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press), 49-62.  

 Samuel P. Huntington. 1991. “What?” in The Third Wave: 

Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century (Norman: 

University of Oklahoma Press), 3-30.  

Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 O’Donnell, Guillermo. 1994.  “Delegative Democracy,” in 

Larry Diamond and Marc F. Platter (eds.), The Global 

Resurgence of Democracy (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins 

University Press), 94-108. 

 Levitsky, Steven and Lucan A. Way. 2002.  “The Rise of 

Competitive Authoritarianism,” Journal of Democracy, Vol. 

13, No. 2, pp. 51-65. 

 U.S. Agency for International Development. 2006. Fragile 

States Indicators: A Supplement to the Country Analytical 

Template (Washington DC: USAID) 

 

Tu, January 17 Forms of Aid and Assistance 

Reading:  

 U.S. Agency for International Development. 2009. Foreign Aid 

in the National Interest: Promoting Freedom, Security, and 

Opportunity (Washington DC), 1-35. 

 U.S. Agency for International Development.  2005.  Fragile 

States Strategy (Washington DC: USAID) 

Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 U.S. Agency for International Development. 2005.  At 

Freedom’s Frontiers:  A Democracy and Governance Strategic 

Framework (Washington DC: USAID) 
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Th, January 19 Measuring Democracy Assignment Discussions 

 

Undergraduate students meet with Trevor Brown and graduate students with Rudy 

Hightower.  We will notify you of the room where we will meet over email and in class 

the week prior. 

 

MEASURING DEMOCRACY ASSIGNMENT DUE BY 9:35 AM 

 

 

Tu, January 24 Scenario #1:  Peaceful-to-Forceful Regime Transition 

Reading:  

 Samuel P. Huntington. 1991. “Why?” in The Third Wave: 

Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century (Norman: 

University of Oklahoma Press): 31-72. 

 Giuseppe Di Palma. 1990.  Chapters 1-3 & 8 in To Craft 

Democracies: An Essay on Democratic Transitions (Berkeley: 

University of California Press): 1-43, 156-182.  

 Charles Wise and Trevor Brown. 1998.  “The Consolidation of 

Democracy in Ukraine,” Democratization 5: 116-137.  

   Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 Samuel P. Huntington. 1991. The Third Wave: 

Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century (Norman: 

University of Oklahoma Press): 270-279.  

 

Th, January 26  Online Lecture and Forum Discussion 

No In-Class Attendance:  

Online readings focused on Technical Report Writing in the Policy 

Process and on Presenting Analysis 

Reading:   

 The Economic Intelligence Unit. August 2005. Country 

Report: Afghanistan (London: The Economic Intelligence 

Unit): 1-20. 

 Second reading TBD 

 

Tu, January 31 Ingredients: Political Institutions 
 Reading:   

 Samuel P. Huntington. 1991. “Developing a Democratic 

Political Culture”, “Institutionalizing Democratic Political 

Behavior,” in The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late 

Twentieth Century (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press): 

258-270. 

 Juan J. Linz. 1996. “The Perils of Presidentialism,” in Larry 

Diamond and Marc F. Platter (eds.), The Global Resurgence of 

Democracy (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press), 124-

142. 
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 Donald L. Horowitz.  1996.  “Comparing Democratic 

Systems,” in Larry Diamond and Marc F. Platter (eds.), The 

Global Resurgence of Democracy (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins 

University Press), 143 - 149. 

Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 James McGregor.  1994.  “The Presidency in East Central 

Europe,” RFE/RL Research Report Vol. 3, No. 2, pp. 23-31.  

 

Th, February 02 Ingredients: Economics 

Reading: 

 Nicolas van de Walle. 2004. “The Economic Correlates of 

State Failure: Taxes, Foreign Aid, and Policies,” in Robert I. 

Rotberg (ed.), When States Fail: Causes and Consequences 

(Princeton: Princeton University Press), 94-115.  

 Adam Przeworski, Michael Alvarez, Jose Antonio Cheibub and 

Fernando Limongi.  1996. “What Makes Democracies 

Endure?” Journal of Democracy Vol. 7, pp. 39-55. 

 Ronald Inglehart and Christian Welzel. 2009. “How 

Development Leads to Democracy,” Foreign Affairs 88(2): 33-

48. 

Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 David Epstein, Robert Bates, Jack Goldstone, Ida Kristensen, 

and Sharyn O-Halloran.  2006. “Democratic Transitions”, 

American Journal of Political Science 50(3): 551-569 

 

Tu, February 7 Case #1:  Ukraine 

 

Undergraduate students meet with Trevor Brown and graduate students with Rudy 

Hightower.  We will notify you of the room where we will meet over email and in class 

the week prior. 

 

Reading: 

 USAID. Ukraine: 2015 Congressional Budget Justification 

 

CASE ANALYSIS #1 DUE BY 9:35 AM 

 

Th, February 9  Congressional Testimony Exercise 

http://www.foreign.senate.gov/hearings/international-

development-policy-priorities-in-the-fy-2012-budget 

 

Tu, February 14 Scenario #2: Implosion 

Reading: 

 Michael T. Klare. 2004. “The Deadly Connection: Paramilitary 

Bands, Small Arms Diffusion, and State Failure,” in Robert I. 

Rotberg (ed.), When States Fail: Causes and Consequences 

(Princeton: Princeton University Press): 116 - 134. 
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 Samantha Power.  “Never Again: the World’s Most Unfulfilled 

Promise.” 

 Michael Bratton.  2004.  “The ‘Alternation Effect’ in Africa,” 

The Journal of Democracy 15(4): 147-158 

Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 Jennifer Leaning and Sam Arie.  2000.  Human Security: A 

Framework for Assessment in Conflict and Transition (Tulane 

University/CERTI) (Skim) 

 

 Movie and Discussion:  Ghosts of Rwanda 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zeCIZJ-yRaA 

 

Th, February 16 Online Chat Forum of Ghosts of Rwanda 

No In-Class Attendance 

 

Tu, February 21 Ingredients: Nationalism, Ethnicity and Religion 

Reading: 

 Sven Gunnar Simonsen.  2005. “Addressing Ethnic Divisions 

in Post-Conflict Institution-Building: Lessons from Recent 

Cases”, Security Dialogue 36(3): 297-318. 

 Ghia Nodia. 2001.  “The Impact of Nationalism,” Journal of 

Democracy 12 (4): 27-34. 

 Raymond Bingham.  2006.  “Bridging the Religious Divide,” 

Parameters: 50-66. 

   Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 Jennifer A. Widner. 2004. “Building Effective Trust in the 

Aftermath of Severe Conflict,” in Robert I. Rotberg (ed.), 

When States Fail: Causes and Consequences (Princeton: 

Princeton University Press), 222 - 236. 

 

Th, February 23 Ingredients: Civil Society and Social Capital 

Reading: 

 Robert D. Putnam.  1994.  Making Democracy Work:  Civic 

Traditions in Modern Italy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton 

University Press), Chapters 1, 4 & 6.  

   Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 Robert D. Putnam.  1994.  Making Democracy Work:  Civic 

Traditions in Modern Italy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton 

University Press), Chapter 5.  

 

Tu, February 28 Case #2 – Rwanda 
 

Undergraduate students meet with Rudy Hightower and graduate students with Trevor 

Brown.  We will notify you of the room where we will meet over email and in class the 

week prior. 
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Reading: 

 USAID. Rwanda: 2015 Congressional Budget Justification 

 

CASE ANALYSIS #2 DUE BY 9:35 AM 

 

Th, March 02 Scenario #3 – External Military Intervention 

Reading: 

 Seth Jones, Jeremy Wilson, Andrew Rathmell, and K. Jack 

Riley.  2005.  Chapters 1 & 2 in Establishing Law and Order 

After Conflict (Santa Monica, CA: The RAND Corporation):1-

26. 

 Eva Bellin.  2004. “The Iraqi Intervention and Democracy in 

Comparative Historical Perspective,” Political Science 

Quarterly 119(4): 595-608. 

 Larry Diamond.  2005.  “Lessons from Iraq,” The Journal of 

Democracy 16(1): 9-23. 

Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 Larry Goodson. 2005.  “Bullets, Ballots, and Poppies in 

Afghanistan,” The Journal of Democracy 16(1): 24-38.  

 

Tu, March 07 Online Chat Forum of The Lost Year in Iraq 

   No In-Class Attendance 

 

Th, March 09  Online Forum – Military Interventions Today 

   No In-Class Attendance 

 

Mo-Fr, Mar 13-17 NO CLASS: Spring Break 

 

Tu, March 21 Ingredients:   The Rule of Law 
Reading: 

 Francis Fukuyama. 2010. “Transitions to the Rule of Law,” 

Journal of Democracy 21(1): 33-44. 

 Susan Rose-Ackerman. 2004. “Establishing the Rule of Law,” 

in Robert I. Rotberg (ed.), When States Fail: Causes and 

Consequences (Princeton: Princeton University Press), 182 - 

221. 

 Marina Ottaway and Stefan Mair.  2004.  States at Risk and 

Failed States (Washington DC: Carnegie Endowment for 

Peace).  

 

Th, March 23 Ingredients:   Security, Order, Infrastructure, Basic Services 

and the Administrative State 

Reading: 

 Francis Fukuyama. 2004. “The Imperative of State-Building,” 

The Journal of Democracy 15(2): 17-31. 
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 Francis Fukuyama.  2005. “’Stateness’ First,” The Journal of 

Democracy 16(1): 84-88. 

Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 Katharyne Mitchell.  2010.  “Ungoverned Space:  Global 

Security and the Geopolitics of Broken Windows,” Political 

Geography 29(5): 289-297. 

 

Tu, March 28 Case #3 – Iraq 
 

Undergraduate students meet with Trevor Brown and graduate students with Rudy 

Hightower.  We will notify you of the room where we will meet over email and in class 

the week prior. 

 

Reading: 

 USAID. Iraq: 2015 Congressional Budget Justification 

 

 Congressional Testimony: 

http://www.foreign.senate.gov/hearings/the-transition-in-

afghanistan 

 

CASE ANALYSIS #3 DUE BY 9:35 AM 

 

Th, March 30 In-class Congressional Testimony Exercise 

 

Tu, April 04 Traditional Military Operations: Intervention 

Reading: 

 US Department of Defense. 2012 Defense Strategy Guidance  

 US Joint Chiefs of Staff. Joint Publication 3-57, Civil Military 

Operations, 2008, Chapters 1 and 4. 

 

Th, April 06 Non-Traditional Military Operations: Nation-Building 

 

GUEST SPEAKER, Mr. C. Bill Beavin, MPA, Former Trainer of 

the Iraqi Security Forces 

 

Tu, April 11  Non-Traditional Military Operations: Nation-Building 

Reading: 

 The State Partnership Program 

(http://www.nationalguard.mil/features/spp/default.aspx) 

 Derek S. Reveron. 2010. Exporting Security: International 

Engagement, Security Cooperation, and the Changing Face of 

the U.S. Military (Washington, DC: Georgetown University 

Press). Chapters 1-3. 

 

Th, April 13 Is Failure an Option?  
Reading: 

SAMPLE

http://www.foreign.senate.gov/hearings/the-transition-in-afghanistan
http://www.foreign.senate.gov/hearings/the-transition-in-afghanistan
http://www.nationalguard.mil/features/spp/default.aspx
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 Jeffrey Herbst. 2004. “Let Them Fail: State Failure in Theory 

and Practice: Implications for Policy,” in Robert I. Rotberg 

(ed.), When States Fail: Causes and Consequences (Princeton: 

Princeton University Press), 302-318. 

 Jennifer Windsor.  2005. Advancing the Freedom Agenda: 

Time for a Recalibration? (Washington DC: Freedom House)  

Additional Reading for Graduate Students 

 Steven Finkel, Anibal Perez-Linan, and Mitchell Seligson.  

2006.  Final Report.  Effects of U.S. Foreign Assistance on 

Democracy Building:  Results of a Cross-National Quantitative 

Study.  [SKIM] 

 

Tu, April 18 Group Presentation Part I – Filmed Debate at the 

‘International Court of Justice’; Case Studies in Sovereignty, 

Reconstruction and Stabilization, and Failed and Weak States  
Reading: 

 Hightower, Rudy. 2012. The Declarations of Independence: 

The Moldova-Pridnestrovie Conflict. (2012). 

 

Th, April 20 Group Presentation Part II – Filmed Debate at the 

‘International Court of Justice’ 

 

Tu, April 25 Course Summary/Evaluations;  

 

   Finals Week 

Reading: 

 The White House. 2015 National Security Strategy, Overview 

 Exact Date TBD; In-Class Final Exam for Undergraduates 

Final Papers due for Graduate Students 

SAMPLE




