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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this course is to explore the requisites, processes, and debates of U.S. national security policy, and the tensions of pursuing national security within the context of the American democratic polity.  The course will encourage students to think broadly and critically about the concept of "national security" itself, especially in the context of the presence of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, the processes of change that are underway in the world political-economic-conflict system, and in the post 9/11- and post Iraq war- world. We will examine the institutions, interests, and processes involved in making U.S. national security policy, and explore historic, current, and possible future U.S. security interests. We will examine throughout the course, while focusing on how security comes to be defined, the tensions that recur in American politics between the necessities of security and the requirements of democracy. Specific learning goals for the class, beyond learning the basics about the institutions and process of the US government related to national security policy, include understanding: the ongoing debate about the relationship between society and the US military, the challenges faced by the intelligence community after the Cold war and in the war on terrorism, the political nature of defining "threats," the problems posed by the proliferation of weapons to state and non-state actors, some basics about security spending, and the inherent tensions between secrecy and democracy. And given global events we will focus a lot of attention on the war in Iraq.
TEXTS @ BOOKSTORES (extras ordered at the Coop)
Richard A. Clarke, Against All Enemies: Inside America’s War on Terror (NY: Free Press, 2004)
James Mann, Rise of the Vulcans: The History of Bush’s War Cabinet (NY: Penguin, 2004)
Sam C. Sarkesian (et al.), U.S. National Security (Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner, 3/ed., 2002)

POL 376 AND MAJOR PROGRAMS AND THE MIAMI PLAN
Political Science 271 is a prerequisite for this course; POL 141 and/or POL 373 would be helpful.  The course is not required of Political Science or Diplomacy and Foreign Affairs majors, although it does count toward the completion of both majors; it also counts toward the political science minor.
This course is part of the "Comparative Analysis of Foreign Policy" Thematic Sequence.  The course fits into the sequence at the third level, where students would be able to select a course from POL 373, 375, (376), or 378.  Students in this sequence would thus have presumably already taken (a) POL 271 (world politics) and (b) POL 374 (comparative foreign policy) or POL 387 (comparative security issues).  These courses set the broad context within which the study of U.S. National Security Policy fits.  They develop concepts and theories that provide "intellectual leverage" for students in order that they will be better able to understand the processes of the international system.  The courses (especially 374) also develop students' critical thinking skills as students begin to disaggregate the foreign policy and security process in a variety of national settings and as students are challenged to critically examine a number of competing forces in foreign and national security policy and a variety of competing explanations of the foreign policies of nation-states.  Further, these courses (especially 387) challenge students to critically examine the ways that nation-states define "security."  The course also fits into the Thematic Sequence "War: An Extension of Politics." 

POL 376 can be thought of as an application of the terms and concepts developed in these previous courses to the specific national setting of the United States with an emphasis on the concepts, institutions, and processes of national security policymaking.  It requires critical thinking by the students as they assemble, disassemble, and reassemble a variety of theoretical tools and interpretations and seek to understand U.S. national security as a political concept.  Students must develop an understanding of contexts in order to grasp the way national security policy is politically defined as part of U.S. politics.  Students will be encouraged to engage with other learners through class discussions.  Ultimately, a course of this kind aspires to encourage students to reflect and act as they gain a more deep understanding of the politics of national security policymaking and the implications of those patterns and processes for the democratic experiment.  Students need not enter careers in government for the concepts learned here and the intellectual development that should take place within the context of this course (and the focus sequence) to contribute to an enhanced ability to appreciate the importance of context, the multi-causal nature of social and political phenomena, and the importance for an educated person to take political action and make political judgments based upon sound theoretical and philosophical foundations.  This course endeavors to contribute to the continuing process of building such foundations within the traditions of liberal education.  At the end of the semester (if the course is added to the thematic sequence), students then taking this course as part of the Thematic Sequence in foreign policy will be asked, in addition to the course evaluation completed by all students, to complete a questionnaire that asks the students to evaluate the extent to which the course meets the goals of the Miami Plan and the Thematic Sequence. 

ACADEMIC HONESTY AND ATTENDANCE

Students in the class are governed by the university rules pertaining to academic misconduct and class attendance (see Parts V and VII, Undergraduate Academic Regulations, The Student Handbook). Students are expected to attend all class sessions; consistent with university rules there will be no penalty for missing absences on religious holidays (provided you notify me in the first two weeks of the term if you will miss a class for religious observance). Students must decide if other conflicts warrant missing class; I should be notified in advance. These and all other university rules are hereby incorporated by reference. 

CLASS ENVIRONMENT

The professor is committed to the department's policy of supporting the learning of all students, irrespective of gender, ethnicity, race, age, religion, handicapping condition, or sexual preference.  Students should be able to expect that their learning environments are free from any form of prejudice. If prejudicial behavior occurs, you should talk to the professor and identify the specific offense or disparaging behavior.  If you are not content with the resolution of your complaint you are encouraged to consult with the Department Chair.  The university exists for learning and the free and open pursuit of ideas.  Anything that impedes these goals is antithetical to the mission of higher education. Oh, and no concealed weapons, pursuant to ORC Sec. 2923.126.b.5.
STUDENT RESPONSIBILITIES, GRADING, AND ASSIGNMENTS

There will be a midterm and a final exam. Each of these assignments will count 45% toward a final grade; class participation will count 10%. The exams will pose a mix of short answer and essay questions. Participation refers here to class attendance and quality, thoughtful, meaningful discussion in class. Students will be called upon to begin or extend our class discussion based upon the reading and the news of the day. There will be no make-up exams except in extraordinary circumstances, of which the professor should be informed before the exam. Accommodations will be made for students who work with the Office of Learning Assistance; the appropriate paperwork from OLA should be delivered to the professor during the first week of classes. Grades will be assigned according to a 10-point per grade scale with pluses and minuses. There will be no extra credit assignments. 
TENTATIVE SCHEDULE

	May 18: Intros
	May 19: The Setting
Sarkesian 1-2, Mann intro
	May 20: U.S. Way of War
Sarkesian 3, Mann 1-3

	May 25: US Political System 

Sarkesian 4, Mann 4-7
	May 26: Presidency
Sarkesian 5-6, Mann 8
	May 27: The Military
Sarkesian 7

	June 1: Civil-Military Relations
Sarkesian 8, Mann 9-13, Ricks
	June 2: Intelligence Community
Sarkesian 9, Mann 14-15, Shirley 
	June 3:

Midterm Exam

	June 8: Policymaking
Sarkesian 10, Mann 16-19, Hylton
	June 9: Congress
Sarkesian 11, Hersh
	June 10: Bush Doctrine
Mann 20-end, Pollack

	June 15: Outside Actors
Sarkesian 12-13, Clarke 1-2
	June 16: Nucs
Sarkesian 15, Glanz
	June 17: Terrorism
Clarke 3-5

	June 22: Terrorism
Clarke: 6-10, Burke
	June 23: Conclusions

Sarkesian 15-16, Clarke 11-end
	June 24: Final Exam
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