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Course Description


The term "human rights" has become an incredibly powerful one in international relations, used as everything from a justification for support of a given country to an excuse for war against one.  But "human rights" is more than a catch-all phrase differentiating the "good" from the "bad" in this world.  It is a set of commonly recognized norms and laws that have evolved over hundreds of years.  It is a system of international, regional and domestic enforcement mechanisms.  And it is an increasingly important part of Western states' self-identities and foreign policies.  The purpose of this course is to explore what human rights are, how they have evolved, and how they influence the international and domestic political arenas.


This course assumes a very limited understanding of human rights and builds from the ground up.  We begin by looking at the philosophical and international legal evolution of the term, from the ancient Greeks to World War II, and consider political aspects of contemporary human rights issues.  Next, we analyze the rise of modern human rights law after World War II, and review current international and regional mechanisms designed to guarantee human rights.  Then we study the role of human rights in foreign policy and evaluate a number of measures designed to curtail human rights abuses by a foreign state.  Finally, this course culminates with a brief examination of mechanisms available for dealing with rights violators and their victims when politically repressive regimes lose power ("transitional justice").

Course Requirements


This course will be largely oriented towards discussion, when students will have time to pose questions and add their own insights to the debates of the week.  Preparation is critical for this course, and students will be graded on their performance.  In order to ensure that you have carefully read and thought about each day’s readings, you will be responsible for writing brief (3-page) responses to the assigned readings that you will turn in at the beginning of class.  You will then be randomly assigned one of your classmate’s papers, which you will thoroughly critique (1-2 pages). Your final grade will be composed of these brief papers and your grading effort (40%), participation (40%) and two group projects (20%).  

Students will be responsible for extensive readings from one book – International Human Rights in Context, Henry Steiner and Philip Alston (ed.s), Oxford University Press 2000 – and a course pack that will include all of the other required readings.  This course pack will be available on Blackboard. Steiner and Alston should also be on course reserves; while those of you who intend on seriously pursuing human rights should purchase the book, others may want to simply make copies of required pages (the book is expensive).


Note that you will be responsible for reading ALL of the readings for a given week by the time class meets that week, so that you can write a thorough paper and critically evaluate the work of others. The goal of these papers is to prepare you for class; the goal of your critiques is to provide you alternative ways of answering the same question.  


If you have questions or concerns, office hours are by appointment (I am normally on campus every day).
Grades (in detail)
A. 
Your participation grade, as noted above, is 40% of your final grade.  Attendance is a necessary (but insufficient) condition for you to receive a high participation grade.  You must also contribute to the discussion.  If you miss no class and always contribute, you can expect an A.  If you miss no class and rarely participate, you can expect a C.  Missing classes add up quickly: if you have more than 1 unexcused absence, you cannot receive an A for this section – no matter how actively you participate; more than 2 excludes you from earning a B; more than 3 excludes you from receiving a C; and more than 4 means failure.   Please also note that your participation grade can be affected by a failure to complete a minimum amount of written work (see below). 

B.
As noted earlier, your written work will account for half of your course grade (the other half based on discussion). You will essentially receive three written grades: first, for handing the paper in (if your paper is not available by Thursday at 3:45 it will be given a 0 – see above concerning late papers); second, for your own grading effort; and third, for the content of your 9 best papers, handed in to me – with revisions demonstrating the knowledge acquired from in-class discussions – at the end of the semester.  There will be no exams or research papers for this class.

When you are writing assignments, ensure the following:

(1) Clarity: State explicitly the objective of your paper and how you will proceed (this is your first paragraph: what you are arguing and how you will argue it).  Follow this structure throughout.

(2) Originality: Put thought into this paper.  Think about your argument in detail and think of potential holes in your theory.  Include these.

(3) Style and grammar: Do not write this in 15 minutes.  Your argument is weakened when your writing is poor.  Proof read, make this look professional.

When you are critiquing assignments, be thoughtful. Assess the work according to the above categories, but focus especially on content. Style and grammar should be corrected on the student’s paper, your 1-2 page assessment should be oriented towards the general argument.  What works and does not work? Were you convinced by the student’s argument? Did you understand the readings in the same way? What can you add to this student’s paper? 

Your final written grade (50% of the total) will be composed of:

25% - assignments being handed in on time

25% - thoroughness of your critiques of others’ work 

50% - grade for your 9 best papers (you will hand these in to me at the end of the semester, along with the matching student critique for each)

Please note that missing assignments quickly add up in this class. If you miss two papers or assessments, you will receive a 0 for that category.  More than three missing papers will result in a drop in your discussion grade as well.
Finally, I expect students to give me at least one paper per month so that I can provide continuous feedback over the semester.  I encourage you to meet regularly with me to discuss your progress in the course, but there will be one mandatory meeting mid-semester.

C. 
The final portion of your grade (20%) will be composed of two group projects.  Each group will become an expert on the pros and cons relating to economic sanctions (November 16) and military intervention (December 6) in a particular country.  You will give a 30-minute presentation on your findings and take notes on the findings of each of the two other groups. For the last portion of class you will be tasked with analyzing what worked and did not work across cases. Details for these assignments will be given in October.

Important note on grades: If for some reason you will be unable to attend a class, you must let me know prior to your absence (via e-mail or in person).  Otherwise your absence will be unexcused.  You will be responsible for all of the material covered in your absence and you must turn in your paper via e-mail by Thursday at 12pm if you do not expect to be in class Thursday. Late papers will not be accepted.
A Note on Academic Honesty:


Be honest. Since you have all signed up for this course on your own free will, I am assuming you are interested and willing to do the work necessary to learn.  If you have a question about what constitutes plagiarism, please ask.  I subscribe to a zero-tolerance approach; if any students are caught cheating or plagiarizing, I will immediately fail them and then refer them to the Office of Undergraduate Education for possible additional consequences.  There will be no discussion of mitigating circumstances.  For the sake of clarity, I quote below from the UMBC Office of Undergraduate Education:

"By enrolling in this course, each student assumes the responsibilities of an active participant in UMBC's scholarly community in which everyone's academic work and behavior are held to the highest standards of honesty. Cheating, fabrication, plagiarism, and helping others to commit these acts are all forms of academic dishonesty, and they are wrong. Academic misconduct could result in disciplinary action that may include, but is not limited to, suspension or dismissal. To read the full Student Academic Conduct Policy, consult the UMBC Student Handbook, the Faculty Handbook, or the UMBC Policies section of the UMBC Directory [or for graduate courses, the Graduate School website]."
I. What are Human Rights? 

1.  August 30
Introduction

Course overview, requirements/expectations and introduction to human rights.

Film:  “Hitler: The Dictator,” (Guido Knopp and Nina Steinhauser)

Consider: What sorts of conditions give rise to human rights abuses? Why do leaders resort to abuse? Why do people allow abuses to occur? How might they fight abuses and what inhibits their ability to do so? 

2.  September 6  
Rights Violations and Consolidation of Political Power I

Despite the norms, legal frameworks and enforcement institutions that have arisen over the past century (which we will discuss in detail in this course), human rights violations appear to be relatively common.  Why and how do leaders choose to deprive their own people of various rights?  How do leaders use repression against their citizens? What rights are violated?  What are the mechanisms for control and how and where do they draw lines between friend and foe? How are these strategies (counter) productive?

· Conway Henderson, “Conditions Affecting the Use of Political Repression,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 35(1) (March 1991): 120-142.

· Scott Gartner and Patrick Regan, “Threat and Repression: The Non-Linear Relationship between Government and Opposition Violence,” Journal of Peace Research 33(3) (1996): 237-287.
· Krzysztof Nowak, “Covert Repressiveness and the Stability of a Political System,” Social Research 55(1/2) (Spring/Summer 1988): 179-208.

· Human Rights Watch reports (China, Kazakhstan, Cuba, Nigeria, Egypt)

Assignment: Think critically about how Henderson and Gartner/Regan propose to answer the questions they raise (methods) and whether you think they are missing anything.  Do their models correspond well to Nowak’s description? Are there things that they did not consider that appear important? Consider the country reports: How might this repression described be borne out on the streets of the countries involved (think about Novak article)?

3.  September 13 

Rights Violations and Consolidation of Political Power II

How are the factors that allow for ‘everyday’ rights violations discussed last week differ from those of mass rights violations? 

· Benjamin Valentino, “Final Solutions: The Causes of Mass Killing and Genocide,” Security Studies, 9, no. 3 (Spring 2000), pp. 1-62

· Bruce B. Campbell and Arthur D. Brenner (eds.), Death Squads in Global Perspective: Murder with Deniability. New York: St. Martin's Press, 2000: Ch.1.

· Des Forges, Alison. Leave None to Tell the Story: Genocide in Rwanda. New York: Human Rights Watch, 1999. Introduction (1-27).

· Conquest, Robert, 1986. The Harvest of Sorrow. New York: Oxford University Press: 117-143. 

What are the ‘independent variables’ that made repression possible in each of these contexts? How do these cases fit into the Valentino/Campbell readings and the hypotheses we developed during last class? What are those explanations possibly missing? What sorts of additional data do you need (if any) to test all of your hypotheses?

· Film: “Shoah” excerpts (Claude Lanzmann)

4.  September 20

Rights Violations and Consolidation of Political Power III
How is a relatively small number of elites able to create massive rights violations?  What is the role of the bureaucratic machine and the 'commoner' in these abuses?  

· Vaclav Havel.  The Power of the Powerless: Citizens Against the State in Central-Eastern Europe.  M.E. Sharpe, 1990: 23-32.

· Recovery of Historical Memory Project (REMHI) Guatemala: Never Again! The Official Report of the Human Rights Office, Archdiocese of Guatemala. Abridged English translation of Guatemala: Nunca Mas (4 Vols). Trans. Gretta Tovar Siebentritt. Maryknoll, NY: Orbis Books. 1999.  Excerpts from Chapter 9, "The Methodology of Horror." (126-132)

· Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem, pp18-31.

· Leigh A. Payne, “Collaborators and the Politics of Memory in Chile” Human Rights Review (April – June 2001): 8-26.

For this week you will read about four very different worlds of rights violations.  The uniting factor here is complicity.  As you read, think about the similarities and differences.  What variables seem most important to determining varying degrees of non-elites complicity?

Film: “S-21: The Khmer Rouge Killing Machine,” (Rithy Panh)

II.  The Birth of a Human Rights Regime

5.  September 27
A.  International Human Rights from the 19th Century to World War II: 

While numerous states engage in human rights violations, over the past two centuries various state and interstate mechanisms have developed to counter these abuses.  But in what ways did domestic legal conceptualizations of human rights differ between states? On what grounds can states "internationalize" human rights, and what is the basis for human rights law?

· Steiner and Alston, International Human Rights in Context, pp. 56-80, 90-135; 224-232.

· Keck and Sikkink, Activists beyond borders : advocacy networks in international politics, Ch.2 (39-78)

B.  The Politics of International Human Rights after World War II

Under what conditions were 'modern human rights' born – and whose rights did they protect? How did the political atmosphere at the beginning set the stage for human rights discourse during the 20th century?  

· Tony Evans, US Hegemony and the Project of Universal Human Rights. Ch. 2 (“Human Rights and Post-War Reconstruction”).

· Johannes Morsink, The Universal Declaration of Human Rights: Origins, Drafting, and Intent, Philadelphia : University of Pennsylvania Press, 1999, ch. 1 (1-35)

· Key elements of international law: Universal Declaration of Human Rights, International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights [Steiner and Alston]; Genocide Convention, Torture Convention.

Assignment:  How can we understand sovereignty and in what ways is it challenged? (Think about customary law and the 19th century rise of international advocacy groups affect the types of sovereignty explored by Krasner.)
6.  October 4 

How Universal Are Human Rights? 
Are human rights values the same in France and Saudi Arabia, China and Nigeria?  What are some of the major areas of conflict?  What is the difference between positive and negative rights, and what is the 'cultural relativism' argument? 

         Political vs. Economic Rights: 154-5; 237-260; 268-275.

         Cultural aspects: Steiner and Alston, pp. 383-438; 538-553.

· Robert R. Scott, "The Great Divide in the Global Village," Foreign Affairs, Jan/Feb, 2001

· Robert K. Hitchcock, "The United States, Development, and Indigenous Peoples," in David Forsythe, ed., The United States and Human Rights, chapter 13.

· Amartya Sen, "An Argument for the Primacy of Political Rights: Freedoms and Needs," The New Republic, January 10, 1994: 31-38.
Assignment:  Relate Morsink and Evans to the debates over values.  Make a strong case for cultural relativism [GIVE TO HALF CLASS] against cultural relativism.

III.  International Law and the Problem of Implementation
7.  October 11

Institutional Mechanisms 

What sorts of international institutions been designed to cope with enforcement of human rights law?  How effective have they been and what accounts for the greater effectiveness of some institutions over others?

· Steiner and Alston (UN): pp 592-646.

· David Forsythe, “The United Nations and Human Rights, 1945-1985,” Political Science Quarterly 100(2) (Summer 1985): 249-269.

· Steiner and Alston (Regional Mechanisms): pp779-805; 868-877; 920-936.

· African Charter on Human and Peoples' Rights, American Convention on Human Rights, European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms [Steiner and Alston appendix]
8.  October 18

Theoretical Aspects
Why are human rights respected by states that may have an interest in violating them?  What is the role of norms (as opposed to institutions) in the conduct of international relations?  

· Steiner and Alston, pp 557-588.

· Chayes, Abram and Antonia Handler Chayes.  “On Compliance,” International Organization, 47(2) (Spring 1993): 175-205.

· Stephen Krasner, Sovereignty: Organized Hypocrisy, Ch. 4.

9.  October 25

The Emergence of Transnational Pressures and Foreign Policy Making I
How 'sovereign' are states in the 21st century?  How can foreign states, intergovernmental and nongovernmental organizations influence domestic human rights policy?  And when are human rights an important goal in a state's foreign policy? What is the role of domestic institutions in transforming human rights into foreign policy?  How does the goal of human rights conflict with other foreign policy goals?

· Robert O. Keohane and Joseph S. Nye, “Transgovernmental Relations and International Organization,” World Politics, 27 (1974), 39-62.

· Margaret E. Keck and Kathryn Sikkink. Activists beyond Borders: Advocacy Networks in International Politics. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2000. Ch. 6

· Steiner and Alston, pp. 938-980; 1349-1359; 1082-1125.

Assignment:  How are the Keohane and Keck/Sikkink articles related?  Apply this to the sphere of human rights.

10.  November 2

The Emergence of Transnational Pressures and Foreign Policy Making II
 Are human rights in the national interest? What does the evidence from the United States suggest?
· Sandra Vogelgesang, "What Price Principle? – U.S. Policy on Human rights," Foreign Affairs (July 1978).

· Jon Western, "The Sources of Humanitarian Intervention," International Security, 26, 4 (Spring 2002) 
· David Forsythe, "Congress and Human Rights in U.S. Foreign Policy: The Fate of General Legislation," (August 1987) Human Rights Quarterly 9, 3: 382-404.

· Aryeh Neier, “The New Double Standard," Foreign Policy 105 (1997): 91-102.

Assignment: What is the national interest? Who determines the national interest and how/why does it waver to such a great extent with respect to human rights (and how might this compare with the case of ‘raw materials’ from the Krasner reading)?  

11.  November 9

International Intervention I:  Economic Sanctions

Economic sanctions are frequently regarded as a powerful weapon against rights violating states.  What are the pressures for and against such actions?  Are they essentially risk-free?  Consider the costs and benefits.

· Steiner and Alston, pp. 648-670.

· Richard N. Haas (ed.), 1998. Economic Sanctions and American Diplomacy. New York: Council on Foreign Relations, 1998. Conclusion (197-212).

· Baldwin, David A.  "The Sanctions Debate and the Logic of Choice," International Security 24, 3 (Winter 1999-2000): 80-107.

Assignment: Critique Haas's conclusions using the argument presented by Baldwin in the (logic of choices).

12.  November 16: Group Presentations (note: all students should have read at least one of the required readings for each of the cases) 

Instructions:  Each group will write a research paper (to be turned in) and present their findings to the class.  The purpose is to establish goals/rationales for sanctions in each case; effectiveness; and critical variables that made them effective or ineffective. Use the readings in the syllabus as a core, but you are expected to add many others. Each group will deliver a detailed summary of its findings (about 30 minutes for each).  Other groups should take close notes, considering how the other cases compare with their own. After all of the presentations, we will search for lessons from these three cases as we think about the broader picture.
Sanctions – Case I: South Africa, 

· Kenneth A. Rodman, “Public and Private Sanctions against South Africa,” Political Science Quarterly, Vol. 109, No. 2. (Summer, 1994), pp. 313-334.

· Philip I. Levy, “Sanctions on South Africa: What did they do?” The American Economic Review, Vol. 89, No. 2, Papers and Proceedings of the One Hundred Eleventh Annual Meeting of the American Economic Association. (May, 1999), pp. 415-420.
Sanctions – Case II: Iraq

· George A. Lopez and David Cortright, “Containing Iraq: Sanctions Worked,” Foreign Affairs, July/August 2004. 

· Haas, Richard N. (ed.), 1998. Economic Sanctions and American Diplomacy. New York: Council on Foreign Relations, 1998. Case study on Iraq (107-128).
Sanctions – Case III: Cuba

· Donna Rich Kaplowitz, Anatomy of a failed embargo, (Boulder : Lynne Rienner Publishers, 1998): chapter 9.
· Patrick J. Haney & Walt Vanderbush, The Cuban embargo : the domestic politics of an American foreign policy.  (Pittsburgh, Pa. : University of Pittsburgh Press, c2005): Chapters 1 and 2. 
13.  November 30

International Intervention II:  Military Intervention

There have been several occasions when states have used military strength to counter rights violations.  These "humanitarian interventions," like economic sanctions, can be politically costly.  But what explains why they materialize in one situation but not in another?  Consider the costs and benefits.

Questions of Sovereignty

· Joelle Tanguy, “Redefining Sovereignty and Intervention,” in Ethics and International Affairs 17, 1 (2003): 141-148.

· Adam Roberts, “Humanitarian War: Military Intervention and Human Rights,” International Affairs 69(3) (July 1993): 429-449.

· Michael Reisman, “Sovereignty and Human Rights in Contemporary International Law,” American Journal of International Law 84(4) (October 1990): 866-876.

· Thomas G. Weiss, “Principles, Politics, and Humanitarian Action,” and subsequent responses (Sommaruga, Tanguy & Terry (MSF), and Rieff), in Ethics and International Affairs, 13 (1999) p 1-22. 
14.  December 6: Group Presentations (note: all students should have read at least one of the required readings for each of the cases) 

Instructions:  Each group will write a research paper (to be turned in) and present their findings to the class.  The purpose is to establish goals/rationales for sanctions in each case; effectiveness; and critical variables that made them effective or ineffective. Use the readings in the syllabus as a core, but you are expected to add many others. Each group will deliver a detailed summary of its findings (about 30 minutes for each).  Other groups should take close notes, considering how the other cases compare with their own. After all of the presentations, we will search for lessons from these three cases as we think about the broader picture.

Military Intervention - Case I: Somalia

· Mark Bowden.  Black Hawk Down.  Atlantic Monthly Press, 1999.  Pp. 1-35, 71-101, 331-346.

· Walter Clarke and Jeffrey Herbst, "Somalia and the Future of Humanitarian Intervention," Foreign Affairs (March/April 1996).
· Mohamed Sahnoun, “Mixed Intervention in Somalia and the Great Lakes” in Jonathan Moore (ed), Hard Choices: Moral Dilemmas in Humanitarian Intervention. New York: Rowman and Littlefield 1999.

Military Intervention - Case II: Rwanda (Choosing not to intervene)
· Alison Des Forges, Leave None to Tell the Story: Genocide in Rwanda. New York: Human Rights Watch, 1999: 595-646.

· Samantha Power, “Bystanders to Genocide,” in Atlantic Monthly, Sept. 2001

· Romeo A. Dallaire, “The end of innocence: Rwanda 1994,” in Jonathan Moore (ed), Hard Choices: Moral Dilemmas in Humanitarian Intervention. New York: Rowman and Littlefield 1999. Pp. 55-70.

Military Intervention - Case III: Kosovo
· Ivo H. Daalder and Michael E. O'Hanlon.  "Unlearning the Lessons of Kosovo," Foreign Policy 116 (Autumn 1999): 128-140.

· Michael Mandelbaum, “A Perfect Failure,” Foreign Affairs, Vol. 78, No. 5 (September/October 1999), p. 2-8.

· Javier Solana, “NATO’s Success in Kosovo,” Foreign Affairs, Vol. 78, No. 6 (November/December 1999), pp. 114-120. 

· James Steinberg, “A Perfect Polemic,” Foreign Affairs, Vol. 78, No. 6 (November/December 1999), pp. 128-133. 
