Study Questions

Week 9

1.

When is one state justified in intervening in another in order to protect the environment? What kinds of interventions are acceptable? (Hint: Discuss with reference to the articles by Bhagwati, Daly and Goodin). 

2.

Is Homer-Dixon successful in establishing that environmental scarcity causes conflict? ( Hint: If not, why not? Is it because there are methodological problems with the study, or because “environmental scarcity” is not an independent variable?) 

3.

Thomas Homer-Dixon outlines a number of potential causes of war stemming from environmental scarcities. Yet, throughout his entire article, he neglects to mention some of the basic tools we have used this quarter to  analyzing and understand the causes of war, such as the prisoner's dilemma and the security dilemma. Can either of these models help us to understand some of the causes of conflict that he identifies? How?

4.

Which of the ethical theories that we have discussed in this class and/or that Page mentions in his article make the strongest case that the welfare of future persons ought to be as important as that of existing persons when choosing environmental policies? 
5.

Robert Goodin suggests that we can most effectively tackle environmental problems by ceasing to think of international relations in terms of the rights of sovereign states, and adopting a new "normative structure" for approaching global problems. Is this possible? Consider this question in light of Hobbes' observations about anarchy, the state of nature, and international relations.

6.

How might methodological differences -- variable definition and operationalization, data selection, etc. -- explain the divergence between the conclusions about foreign aid found in 
Lumsdaine's work and those of Schraeder, et. al.? 

7.

What evidence does Schraeder et. al. present for the motivations for giving foreign aid?  Can these be reconciled with Lumsdaine’s argument that foreign aid is motivated by humanitarian concern?
