Study Questions for Week 4

Oct: 22

1) Compare and contrast the conceptions of just (or justifiable) war suggested by Thucydides's narrative of the Melian dialogue, by Walzer's "moral argument," and by the Qur'an as interpreted by Bassam Tibi.
2) The legalist paradigm is centered on the morality of state action. Consider the moral implications of this paradigm for conflicts between states and non-state actors. Can non-state actors wage just war against states? If so, what are the moral principles that justify such conflict? If not, what gives states the right to violence that other kinds of actors do not have?
Oct. 23 

1) Donohue describes how British and Northern Irish governments imposed a series of measures that curtailed the freedom of speech, freedom of assembly, the rights of criminal defendants, and other civil liberties. In your view, which types of emergency laws are legitimate tools for combating terrorism, and which constitute unreasonable encroachments on civil rights and democracy? What lessons can be drawn from the case of Northern Ireland?
2) Donohue argues that emergency counter-terrorism measures in Northern Ireland have not been effective because they provoked even more resistance from the disaffected minority. If so, what are possible alternative ways to pacify terrorism? Would these alternative methods be effective in the United States' current conflict with Al Qaeda? 

Oct. 24
1) Barbieri and Oneal et al arrive at reverse conclusions about the relationship between interstate trade and peace.  Assess their theoretical claims and/or empirical evidence.  Which side of the debate do you find more convincing? Consider the possible influence of confounding variables.
2) What mechanisms may cause trade to lead to increased likelihood of war? How do they compare to the mechanisms that have been proposed linking trade to peace?

