GEOGRAPHY 120 – Geopolitics – Spring 2004

Lecture:  
T-Th 9:30 - 10:50am, VKC 150

Discussion:
Tuesday, 11:00-11:50, Taper Hall B7



Thursday, 11:00-11:50, Taper Hall B7

Instructor:

Carol Medlicott 

TA:
Nate Sessoms




KAP 424D



KAP 405




homerchee@adelphia.net

213-740-9644 / sessoms@usc.edu
Office Hours:

T-Th  12:00-3:00 (or by appt.)
TA Office Hours:
TBA

Text:  G. O'Tuathail, S. Dalby, & P. Routledge.  The Geopolitics Reader.  Routledge, 1998.

The text is available for purchase in the university bookstore.  Other required and recommended readings will be on reserve in the Leavey Library.  Additional readings may be assigned as required.

************************

“The policy of a state lies in its geography” – Napoleon

1.  General Purpose


Geopolitics deals with the geography of international relations.  Geopolitics studies the effect of the physical geography of the earth, as well as of geographical representations and practices, upon the foreign policies of major world powers.  The term “geopolitics” has also come to be used in a more generic sense to refer to virtually any intersection of geography and world politics, such as disputes over boundaries or international tensions and security threats resulting from the geographic diffusion of people, ideas, and material phenomenon.  


The geopolitical conditions of the early 21st century are characterized by paradox.  On the one hand, we see that geography scarcely seems to matter in the globalized and Internet-driven diffusion of ideas and financial exchanges.  On the other hand, terrorism and war have heightened our awareness of geography more than ever before, as borders are secured and policed and territories are combed to search for materials and people that are believed to pose global threats.  Understanding how we arrived at this interesting geopolitical juncture requires tracing and analyzing the evolution of geopolitical thinking in the Western world for more than a century.    

The Western system of international politics has dominated the globe since the late 19th century, and we now take for granted that major world powers which are not traditionally “Western” (Japan, China, Iran, Saudi Arabia, India, etc.) nevertheless participate fully in the Western geopolitical system.  How and why such transitions occurred will be one focus of this course.  An awareness of the legacy of the various non-Western approaches to envisioning the world political map is crucial to understanding and explaining contemporary geopolitical patterns.  

Finally, one important material outcome of geopolitics is the identification of threats to the security of states, nations, “homelands,” and militaries.  How threats have been identified, managed, and responded to, particularly by the global superpowers, forms a central concern of the study of geopolitics. 

2.  Course Structure

The course is structured to include both twice-weekly lectures and once-weekly discussion sections.  Normally, the professor will conduct the lectures and the teaching assistant will conduct the discussion sections.  Lectures will present and explain key points from assigned readings, supplemented with additional explanatory examples and materials.  The lecture periods may incorporate a variety of materials and approaches, such as group exercises, guest speakers, and films. Discussion sections aim to enhance student mastery of the course material through small-group exercises and active discussions.   

The course material will be divided into four sections:

1) KEY CONCEPTS IN GEOPOLITICS.  This will include the basic definitions of geopolitics, and the main theoretical approaches to the scope and origins of geopolitics.  

2) THE 20th CENTURY GEOPOLITICAL MAP OF THE WORLD. This will include the rise of geopolitical consciousness in the 19th century, and the evolution of the Western system of states.  It will consider how such sweeping phenomena as imperialism, colonialism, and the Cold War affected and produced various perceptions of the world geopolitical map.   

3) THEORETICAL COMPONENTS OF GEOPOLITICS.  This will include examining some of the fundamental concepts present in geopolitics, such as nation, nationalism, the state, territoriality, and sovereignty.    

4) GEOPOLITICS AND SECURITY.  This will consider the changing nature of security in the post Cold War geopolitical environment, examine the emergence of such concepts as “national security” and “homeland security.”  It will consider the role of geography in the nation-states’ policies for dealing with security threats.  

3.  Course Requirements

Course evaluation will be based on two formal examinations, three short paper assignments (5-7 pages each), and attendance and participation in both the twice-weekly lectures and the weekly discussion sections, as well as mandatory particpation in at least two office visits with the instructor.  Students’ performance in all of these areas is dependent upon completion of all assigned readings.  

Readings:  Reading quantity will average 40 pages per class period.  Readings will be drawn from a variety of sources, including the purchased text, Geopolitics Reader.  Many of the readings are written in a quite simple, journalistic fashion.  Others are drawn from historical texts.  Still others are from scholarly sources and are written in a more sophisticated academic style.  Students are encouraged to bring readings with them to class.  It is imperative that students complete readings on time and come to class well-prepared!   

Exams:  Each exam will consist of essay questions requiring written narrative responses of varying lengths, ranging from a single short paragraph to as much as two or more pages.  The exam questions will require you to draw from the full spectrum of course materials - class lectures, discussion sections, group exercises, guest speakers, assigned readings, and supplemental handouts – and integrate, analyze, and synthesize the main ideas presented therein.   

Papers:  The topics for the three short papers will be announced in class on the following dates: Paper #1, January 29; Paper #2, March 9; Paper #3, April 15. For each paper, a handout will be furnished in class with explanation of the topic, explanation of evaluation standards, guidance for preparation of the content of the paper, and logistical guidelines for the format of the paper.  
Paper Due Dates:   
Paper #1 – February 17   
(In Class!)





Paper #2 – March 25       
(In Class!)





Paper #3 – April 29     
(In Class!)

Attendance/Participation: You are expected to attend all lectures and discussions. Role will be taken in class periodically to ensure all are present.  Only through regular and conscientious attendance will you be able to master the full range of course materials.  Also, attendance and active participation constitutes 5% of your course grade.  Part of this will entail at least three visits to my office hours during the course of the semester, and I will circulate sign-up sheets to facilitate this.  These two visits will be primarily oriented to discussing the three paper assignments, respectively.  Beyond this, you are encouraged to make use of office hours – both mine and the TA’s – as often as you wish, either as posted or by appointment.  

Grading:  Emphasis in all course assignments is on critical thinking, clarity of writing, and overall clarity of presentation.  Both your papers and your examinations will be evaluated on the basis of the content, your command of the material, the strength of your argument, your analysis, the range of evidence you cite, and the QUALITY of your writing.  Writing that is grammatically sloppy and in which grammatical and spelling errors abound will be penalized accordingly.  Exams and papers will be scored according to the following scale:

90-100 = A
(100 or more = A+, 90-92 = A-)

 

80-89 = B 
(88-89 = B+, 80-82 = B-)


 

70-79 = C
(78-79 = C+, 70-72 = C-)

60-69 = D
(68-69 = D+, 60-62 = D-)

Below 60 = F 


 

Your final grade will be calculated using the above scale, and according to the following percentages:

Paper #1 


15%

Paper #2


15%


Paper #3


15%


Midterm Exam

20%

Final Exam


30%

Participation/Attendance
   5%






100%

 Students must obtain at least a passing grade on the final exam in order to pass the course as a whole.
Consult your TA!  The TA and the professor together form an instruction “team.” Throughout the semester, Nate Sessoms and I will be in regular consultation about the course material, how it is being received by students, and how students are progressing.  Nate will provide you with a separate orientation of his expectations from students in the lab section discussions, and he will hold office hours.  TA’s are often “specialists” in the material for the courses they are involved in.  So get to know Nate and consult him with any of your questions!

Academic Honesty:  Like USC’s Office of Student Conduct, I have zero tolerance for cheating!  If you are in doubt about USC’s expectations where student integrity is concerned, I urge you to follow the link below to the “Academic Integrity Quiz.”  

http://www.usc.edu/student-affairs/gateway/programs_services/DIRprograms.html
Cell Phones:  I expect all cell phones to be turned OFF during class – not silent-ringer, not vibrating ringer, but OFF.  This will minimize classroom disruption and student distraction.  I will observe this policy with my own cell phone.   

Remain Aware of Current Affairs!   It is strongly recommended that you follow current international events on a daily basis during the semester.  You can do this by looking through the “World” section of a major newspaper (such as the Los Angeles Times, the New York Times, or the Wall Street Journal) each day.  You can also go to the Periodicals Reading Room of Doheny Library and peruse the major news magazines on a regular basis.  It is important that you always remain aware of where things are happening in the world and why the geography of events is so crucial to the meaning and impact of events!  I will distribute some basic outline maps as handouts, and I expect you to bring these with you to class regularly, as you may need to refer to them often.  

4.  My Philosophy on Teaching

My goal as a teacher is not for you to memorize a lot of facts.  My goal rather is to spark your interest in the concepts presented in the course so that you perceive them to be of value and worth using in the way that you engage and interpret the world around you.  I hope that in the process of studying geopolitics you would become more acutely aware of the interconnectedness of each of us with very distant and diverse places in the world.  I also hope that studying geopolitics in a critical way gives you a deeper awareness of the mixed legacy of US foreign policy and US cultural hegemony upon the world we inhabit.  My goal is for students to become more conscious human beings who do not accept “facts” at face value, but who rather seek always to dissect and deconstruct “facts” and dominant ideas to uncover their political and geographic origins and genealogies.       

5.  Course Schedule and Readings

This schedule is subject to change, but any changes will be discussed during lecture.  You must look ahead on the schedule to ensure that you have completed the readings by the date they appear on the syllabus!!!  In other words, the readings which appear listed for the date January 15 must be completed by the time you come to class on January 15, the readings listed for the date January 20 must be completed by the time you come to class on January 20, and so on.   

Week 1 
 January 13 – Course Introduction




Part I:  Key Concepts in Geopolitics



 January 15 – Basic Views of Geopolitics


Reading:  Geopolitics Reader, 1-12,


       






                  “Thinking Critically About Geopolitics,”









                  “Introduction, Part 1,” 15-25.

Week 2
January 20 – Basic Views of Geopolitics II


Reading:  Agnew, Geopolitics, 







                           “Introduction,” “Visualizing Global Space,” 1-30.



January 22 – Heartland Theory



Reading:  Geopolitics Reader, 











Mackinder, 27-31; Roosevelt, 32;











Haushofer, 33-35; Hitler, 36-39;











Hausehofer, 40-43.

Week 3
January 27 –  Western Geopolitics and China/Japan

Reading:  Fukuzawa, “Goodbye                                       




                                                                                     Asia;” Yi Ik, 116-119; Yi Hangno,                                                                











 158-169; Fitzgerald, from “China 










and the Modern World,” 32-57.



January 29 – Geopolitical Cycles



Reading:  Peter Taylor, 64-76, 85-











              91; Paul Kennedy, 514-540.

Week 4
February 3   
Case Study – Japan’s Empire and Beyond
Reading: Takagi, “Japanese 

Review of Part 1                                             Nationalism and Geographic 

Thought.”


Part 2:  The 20th Century Geopolitical Map of the World

February 5   Rise of the Superpowers


Reading: Agnew, “The Three Ages of 










                 Geopolitics,” 86-124.

Week 5
February 10
Western Imperialism Adopted
Reading:  Fukushima, “Japanese 










      Geopolitics and Its Background”

February 12    
“Axis” Geopolitics – Then and Now
Reading:  To be announced.

Week 6
February 17
Cold War Bi-Polar Geopolitics, I
Reading:  Geopolitics Reader, O’Tuathail



(Paper #1 Due)




47-57; Truman 58-60; Kennan 61-65; 









Zhdanov 66-68. Churchill,“Sinews of 








Peace” Speech (7 pages). 

 

February 19   
Cold War Bi-Polar Geopolitics, II
Reading: Geopolitics Reader, O’Sullivan 










69-73; Brezhnev 74-77; O’Tuathail and










Agnew 78-91.

Week 7 
February 24   
A New World Order?


Reading:  Geopolitics Reader, O’Tuathail










103-111; Fukuyama 114-124; Bush 131-










134.  



February 26
Case Study – Shifting Geopolitics
Reading:  Geopolitics Reader, Huntington, 

Of the Middle East 


159-169; O’Tuathail 170-176.


Review of Part 2

 
Supplemental Handout.    

Week 8
March 2

Mid-Term Exam

Part 3:  Theoretical Components of Geopolitics

 

March 4      Thinking Theoretically


Reading:   Agnew (2nd edition), 35-65.

Week 9
March 9      What is the State?


Reading:  Held, et al, States and Societies, 











      pages TBA.



March 11    The Nation and Territoriality 

Reading: Agnew and Corbridge, Mastering 










Space, “The Territorial Trap,” 78-100.










Renan – “What is the Nation?”










Smith – “When is a Nation?” 5-32.

Spring Break – March 15-19

Week 10
March 23 
Territorializing Geopolitics 

Reading: Lewis and Wigen, The Myth of 










Continents, “Shifing Boundaries of East 










and West,” 49-67;










Henriksen, “Mental Maps.”



March 25
Anti-Geopolitics


Reading: Geopolitics Reader, Routledge 



(Paper #2 Due)




245-255; Said 256-261.

Week 11
March 30
Case Study – Divided Korea 

Reading: Cumings, Korea’s Place in the
 





Two Nations?  Two States? 

Sun, “Nation of the Sun King,” 394-433.










“Divided Korea,” National Geographic. (?)










Supplemental Handout.

 

April 1
 
Review Part 3



Reading:  Schwarz, “Why America Thinks










It Has to Run the World.”



Part 4:  Geopolitics and Security 

Week 12
April 6
  
What is Security?  


Reading:  Campbell, “Introduction: 










Dangers and Their Interpretation,” 1-15; 










“Writing Security,” 153-166.   



April 8
   
Evolution of National Security 
Reading: Geopolitics Reader, 92-94

in the 20th Century


Campbell, “Writing Security,” continued, 






166-193.

    
 

Week 13
April 13     Security, Geography, and Ideology
Reading:  HUAC Testimony, cnn.com.










Hoover, McCarthy speeches, cnn.com.
April 15     
Security and Foreign Policy

Reading:  Polk, 175-213 




     

Week 14
April 20
Reassessing Security – 

Reading:  Geopolitics Reader, Dalby 179-





After the Cold War


186, Smil 212-214; Porter 215-221.










Deutch, “Environment on the Intelligence 










Agenda,” 1-7.

April 22   Case Study: China and US Nat’l Security
Reading:  Service interview, cnn.com.

Thread of the Silkworm, xi-xvii, 1840198, 225-230, 208-219.

Paul Moore, misc. op-eds, 1999-2000.



 

Week 15
April 27
Post-9/11 and “Homeland Security”
Reading:   










Lewis – “The Revolt of Islam”










Zakaria – “Why They Hate Us”










Treverton, “Intelligence Crisis.”










Dept. of Homeland Security documents.


April 29
Review for Final Exam

Reading:  Geopolitics Reader, 

(Paper #3 Due)




Dalby 305-312.

Online Review of Johnson’s Blowback.
Final Exam – Tuesday May 1, 11 am – 1 pm
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