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COURSE DESCRIPTION AND OBJECTIVES
This course is an interdisciplinary introduction to the phenomenon of political violence, study of its many forms, and identifying conditions under which violence occurs and ends. We will study theories of civil conflicts, their conduct and peaceful settlement, psychological theories of political violence, terrorism and counterterrorism, authoritarian violence, and violence during protests. We will also look at different actors and their justifications for using violence as a political instrument. Finally, we will try to estimate whether violence is effective or detrimental to the achievement of political ends.
This syllabus is a social contract between the instructor and students. As such, it is based on mutual respect and expectations. My expectations are outlined below. Your expectations are that I will share my knowledge with you, provide advice and guidance to the best of my ability, and be objective and merit-guided in the assessment of your academic performance. Outside of class, you are always welcome to drop by my office or join me for a coffee/lunch. I am not a supporter of academic hierarchies, therefore, feel free to call me by my first name and do not be shy in approaching me.  
Our weekly seminar lasts two hours and fifty minutes with a twenty-minutes break at 4:10 pm. I expect the seminar to be driven by the students, therefore, your attendance and participation are crucial. Each seminar will have three to four assigned readings and starting with Week 2 each reading will be presented by one student (for more details see Paper Presentation assignment description).  

COURSE MATERIALS
All course materials will be available on Moodle. 

PLS432 UNDERGRADUATE COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND ASSESSMENT
All students should be prepared for a meaningful engagement in the discussion of the readings for each class. Attendance and participation are compulsory. According to the NU policy, a missing class without a valid medical excuse results in ‘F’ grade. Students need to submit a valid medical note to SHSS within 3 business days of missing any class.
I expect everyone to participate in discussions and occasionally disagree with authors, me, or classmates. However, as usual, the golden rule of academic discussions applies: discussions should never be personal. In other words, attack the arguments and evidence but not people. Following that, I also expect to see zero plagiarism and cheating in this class (it is your responsibility to know and abide by the Student Code of Conduct for Nazarbayev University). It means that everyone should use references and in-text citations where appropriate.
The assessment will be as following:
· Research paper – 50%
· Paper presentation and discussion – 40%
· Class participation – 10%
Research Paper
Your main task is to write a research essay of 2,500 words on a topic concerning some form or aspect of political violence. All research essays require an introduction, a research question, a literature review, hypotheses, research findings, and a conclusion. Students can use any reference style, double-space, and any 12-point size font. 
The submission date is November 28, 11 pm. All late research essays will be penalized a full letter grade each working day after passage of the deadline.
A case study paper will be graded using the following rubric:
46-50 (A) - Student writes in a very coherent and creative manner; usage of proper citation format; paper has a full introduction and a conclusion; few or no grammatical and/or spelling errors in student’s work; student references scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus readings and critically analyses the works of other scholars
40-45 (B) - Student writes in an intelligible manner but his/her work is also lacking in creativity; citation format is evident but not fully consistent either; cursory introduction and conclusion; noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student references some scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus in the form of a literature review to supplement his/her work; critical analysis of scholarly works is adequate
33-39 (C) - Student barely writes in a satisfactory manner; paper is largely lacking in terms of an introduction and conclusion; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent; references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus are quite lacking; critical analysis of other scholarly works is inadequate.
26-32 (D) - Student writes in a largely unintelligible manner; citation format suffers from serious flaws; brief/no introduction and/or conclusion; many grammatical/spelling errors; virtually no references to articles/texts outside of the syllabus or critical analysis of scholarly works.
0-25 (F) - Student writes in an unintelligible manner; citation format is nearly non-existent; multiple grammatical/spelling errors; few/no references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope.
Paper Presentation and Discussion
Almost half of your grade comes from two paper presentations that you will do in this course. In total, every student will do two presentations with each presentation graded out of 20. The presentation of the reading should be around twenty minutes and should include: a critical summary of the reading, contribution of this paper to the field of political violence, strong and weak points, and ties of this work to the earlier readings in the course. The presentation should not include a detailed description of the reading since we assume that everyone is prepared for the seminar. The presentation should be followed by discussion questions for the audience that are also prepared by the presenter. You do not need to prepare slides but you can if you want to.
A presentation will be graded using the following rubric:
18-20 (A) – The presentation is done in a critical and cohesive manner; usage of additional literature to support main arguments; slides (if any) are clear and lack grammatical errors; student does not read out from the handout or slides.
15-17 (B) – The presentation is done in an intelligible manner but the work is lacking in organisation and structure; citation format is evident but not fully consistent; slides have noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student does not read out from the handout or slides.
12-14 (C) – The presentation is done in a satisfactory manner, however, some coherence and logic is lost; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent in the slides; references to other scholarly articles/texts are lacking; critical analysis is inadequate; student reads out from the handout or slides.
10-12 (D) – The presentation is done in a non-cohesive manner or lacks any logical structure; many grammatical/spelling errors in the slides; references to other scholarly articles/texts outside are lacking; critical analysis is inadequate; student reads out from the handout or slides.
0-10 (F) – The presentation is done in an unintelligible manner; multiple grammatical/spelling errors in the slides; few/no references to other scholarly articles/texts; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope; student reads out from the handout or slides.

PLS532 GRADUATE COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND ASSESSMENT
	All students should be prepared for a meaningful engagement in the discussion of the readings for each class. Attendance and participation are compulsory. According to the NU policy, a missing class without a valid medical excuse results in ‘F’ grade. Students need to submit a valid medical note to SHSS within 3 business days of missing any class.
I expect everyone to participate in discussions and occasionally disagree with authors, me, or classmates. However, as usual, the golden rule of academic discussions applies: discussions should never be personal. In other words, attack the arguments and evidence but not people. Following that, I also expect to see zero plagiarism and cheating in this class (it is your responsibility to know and abide by the Student Code of Conduct for Nazarbayev University). It means that everyone should use references and in-text citations where appropriate.
The assessment will be as following:
· Critical memo paper – 30%
· Research paper – 50%
· Presentation – 20%
Critical Memo Paper
Every graduate student should pick one reading from Weeks 1-5 and submit a critical reaction memo that would reflect on the readings assigned for this week. This is a critical analysis of the arguments, discussion of their strong and weak sides, not a literature review. As such, it needs proper formatting, references, and paper organisation (introduction, main arguments, conclusion). The memo should be about 2.000 words long and submitted to Moodle by September 30, 11 pm (Week 7) which will give you enough time to write a research paper.
27-30 (A) - Student writes in a very coherent and creative manner; usage of proper citation format; paper has a full introduction and a conclusion; few or no grammatical and/or spelling errors in student’s work; student references scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus readings and critically analyses the works of other scholars
23-26 (B) - Student writes in an intelligible manner but his/her work is also lacking in creativity; citation format is evident but not fully consistent either; cursory introduction and conclusion; noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student references some scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus in the form of a literature review to supplement his/her work; critical analysis of scholarly works is adequate
19-22 (C) - Student barely writes in a satisfactory manner; paper is largely lacking in terms of an introduction and conclusion; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent; references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus are quite lacking; critical analysis of other scholarly works is inadequate.
15-18 (D) - Student writes in a largely unintelligible manner; citation format suffers from serious flaws; brief/no introduction and/or conclusion; many grammatical/spelling errors; virtually no references to articles/texts outside of the syllabus or critical analysis of scholarly works.
0-15 (F) - Student writes in an unintelligible manner; citation format is nearly non-existent; multiple grammatical/spelling errors; few/no references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope.
Research Paper
Your main task is to write a research essay of 3,000 words on a topic concerning some form or aspect of political violence. All research essays require an introduction, a research question, a literature review, hypotheses, research findings, and a conclusion. Students can use any reference style, double-space, and any 12-point size font. 
The submission date is November 28, 11 pm. All late research essays will be penalized a full letter grade each working day after passage of the deadline.
The research paper will be graded using the following rubric:
46-50 (A) - Student writes in a very coherent and creative manner; usage of proper citation format; paper has a full introduction and a conclusion; few or no grammatical and/or spelling errors in student’s work; student references scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus readings and critically analyses the works of other scholars
40-45 (B) - Student writes in an intelligible manner but his/her work is also lacking in creativity; citation format is evident but not fully consistent either; cursory introduction and conclusion; noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student references some scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus in the form of a literature review to supplement his/her work; critical analysis of scholarly works is adequate
33-39 (C) - Student barely writes in a satisfactory manner; paper is largely lacking in terms of an introduction and conclusion; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent; references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus are quite lacking; critical analysis of other scholarly works is inadequate.
26-32 (D) - Student writes in a largely unintelligible manner; citation format suffers from serious flaws; brief/no introduction and/or conclusion; many grammatical/spelling errors; virtually no references to articles/texts outside of the syllabus or critical analysis of scholarly works.
0-25 (F) - Student writes in an unintelligible manner; citation format is nearly non-existent; multiple grammatical/spelling errors; few/no references to scholarly articles/texts outside of syllabus; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope.
Paper Presentation and Discussion
Every graduate student will do one paper presentation graded out of 20. The presentation of the reading should be around twenty minutes and should include: a critical summary of the reading, contribution of this paper to the field of political violence, strong and weak points, and ties of this work to the earlier readings in the course. The presentation should not include a detailed description of the reading since we assume that everyone is prepared for the seminar. The presentation should be followed by discussion questions for the audience that are also prepared by the presenter. You do not need to prepare slides but you can if you want to.
A presentation will be graded using the following rubric:
18-20 (A) – The presentation is done in a critical and cohesive manner; usage of additional literature to support main arguments; slides (if any) are clear and lack grammatical errors; student does not read out from the handout or slides.
15-17 (B) – The presentation is done in an intelligible manner but the work is lacking in organisation and structure; citation format is evident but not fully consistent; slides have noticeable grammatical/spelling errors; student does not read out from the handout or slides.
12-14 (C) – The presentation is done in a satisfactory manner, however, some coherence and logic is lost; citation format is inconsistent; grammatical/spelling errors are prevalent in the slides; references to other scholarly articles/texts are lacking; critical analysis is inadequate; student reads out from the handout or slides.
10-12 (D) – The presentation is done in a non-cohesive manner or lacks any logical structure; many grammatical/spelling errors in the slides; references to other scholarly articles/texts outside are lacking; critical analysis is inadequate; student reads out from the handout or slides.
0-10 (F) – The presentation is done in an unintelligible manner; multiple grammatical/spelling errors in the slides; few/no references to other scholarly articles/texts; critical analysis is wholly inadequate in scope; student reads out from the handout or slides.







GRADING SCALE

A         95-100%;         A-        90-94
B+       85-89;              B          80-84;              B-        75-79 
C+       70-74;              C         65-69;              C-        60-64
D         55-59;              D-        50-54
F          0-49

WEEK-BY-WEEK SCHEDULE
Week 1 (August 19): Introduction 
Valentino, Benjamin A. "Why we kill: The political science of political violence against civilians." Annual Review of Political Science 17 (2014): 89-103.
Tilly, Charles. The politics of collective violence. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003, Chapter 1
Karstedt, Susanne, and Manuel Eisner. "Introduction: Is a general theory of violence possible?." International Journal of Conflict and Violence (IJCV) 3, no. 1 (2009): 4-8.
Week 2 (August 26): Civil War
Collier, Paul, and Anke Hoeffler. "Greed and grievance in civil war." Oxford economic papers 56, no. 4 (2004): 563-595.
Fearon, James D., and David D. Laitin. "Ethnicity, insurgency, and civil war." American Political Science Review 97, no. 1 (2003): 75-90.
Walter, Barbara F. "Building reputation: Why governments fight some separatists but not others." American Journal of Political Science 50, no. 2 (2006): 313-330.
Week 3 (September 2): Why do Ethnic Groups Rebel: Primordialism and Criticisms
Hutchinson, John and Anthony D. Smith (eds.) Ethnicity. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996, Chapter 5, 6, 7.
Posner, Daniel N. "The political salience of cultural difference: Why Chewas and Tumbukas are allies in Zambia and adversaries in Malawi." American Political Science Review 98, no. 4 (2004): 529-545.
Hale, Henry E. "Explaining ethnicity." Comparative Political Studies 37, no. 4 (2004): 458-485.
Week 4 (September 9): Why do Ethnic Groups Rebel: Constructivism and Other Explanations
Fearon, James D., and David D. Laitin. "Violence and the social construction of ethnic identity." International Organization 54, no. 4 (2000): 845-877.
Posen, Barry R. "The security dilemma and ethnic conflict." Survival 35, no. 1 (1993): 27-47.
Fox, Jonathan. "The rise of religious nationalism and conflict: Ethnic conflict and revolutionary wars, 1945-2001." Journal of Peace Research 41, no. 6 (2004): 715-731.
Week 5 (September 16): Violence against Civilians
Valentino, Benjamin, Paul Huth, and Dylan Balch-Lindsay. "’Draining the sea’: mass killing and guerrilla warfare." International Organization 58, no. 2 (2004): 375-407.
Azam, Jean-Paul, and Anke Hoeffler. "Violence against civilians in civil wars: looting or terror?." Journal of Peace Research 39, no. 4 (2002): 461-485.
Fjelde, Hanne, and Lisa Hultman. "Weakening the enemy: A disaggregated study of violence against civilians in Africa." Journal of Conflict Resolution 58, no. 7 (2014): 1230-1257.
Week 6 (September 23): Psychological Foundation of Violence
Bandura, Albert. "Moral disengagement in the perpetration of inhumanities." Personality and Social Psychology Review 3, no. 3 (1999): 193-209.
Littman, Rebecca, and Elizabeth Levy Paluck. "The cycle of violence: Understanding individual participation in collective violence." Political Psychology 36 (2015): 79-99.
McDoom, Omar Shahabudin. "The psychology of threat in intergroup conflict: Emotions, rationality, and opportunity in the Rwandan genocide." International Security 37, no. 2 (2012): 119-155.
Week 7 (September 30): How Does Violence End?
Walter, Barbara F. "The critical barrier to civil war settlement.” International Organization 51, no. 3 (1997): 335-364.
Kaufmann, Chaim. "Possible and impossible solutions to ethnic civil wars." International Security 20, no. 4 (1996): 136-175.
Fearon, James D. "Why do some civil wars last so much longer than others?." Journal of Peace Research 41, no. 3 (2004): 275-301.
PG Critical Memo Submission (11 pm)
FALL BREAK
Week 8 (October 14): Terrorism
Kydd, Andrew H., and Barbara F. Walter. "The strategies of terrorism." International Security 31, no. 1 (2006): 49-80.
Abrahms, Max. "Why terrorism does not work." International Security 31, no. 2 (2006): 42-78.
Moghadam, Assaf. "Motives for martyrdom: Al-Qaida, Salafi Jihad, and the spread of suicide attacks." International Security 33, no. 3 (2009): 46-78.
Week 9 (October 21): Counterterrorism
Kroenig, Matthew, and Barry Pavel. "How to deter terrorism." The Washington Quarterly 35, no. 2 (2012): 21-36.
Mir, Asfandyar. "What explains counterterrorism effectiveness? Evidence from the US drone war in Pakistan." International Security 43, no. 2 (2018): 45-83.
Sinai, Joshua, Jeffrey Fuller, and Tiffany Seal. "Effectiveness in counter-terrorism and countering violent extremism." Perspectives on Terrorism 13, no. 6 (2019): 90-108.
Week 10 (October 28): Military Interventions
Luttwak, Edward N. "Give war a chance." Foreign Affairs 78, no. 4 (1999): 36-44.
Kuperman, Alan J. "A model humanitarian intervention? Reassessing NATO's Libya campaign." International Security 38, no. 1 (2013): 105-136.
Downes, Alexander B., and Jonathan Monten. "Forced to be free?: Why foreign-imposed regime change rarely leads to democratization." International Security 37, no. 4 (2013): 90-131.
Week 11 (November 4): Authoritarianism & Violence
Iqbal, Zaryab, and Christopher Zorn. "The political consequences of assassination." Journal of Conflict Resolution 52, no. 3 (2008): 385-400.
Colaresi, Michael, and Sabine C. Carey. "To kill or to protect: Security forces, domestic institutions, and genocide." Journal of Conflict Resolution 52, no. 1 (2008): 39-67.
Fjelde, Hanne. "Generals, dictators, and kings: Authoritarian regimes and civil conflict, 1973—2004." Conflict Management and Peace Science 27, no. 3 (2010): 195-218.
Week 12 (November 11): When Does State Repress?
Earl, Jennifer. "Political repression: Iron fists, velvet gloves, and diffuse control." Annual Review of Sociology 37 (2011): 261-284.
Scharpf, Adam. "Ideology and state terror: How officer beliefs shaped repression during Argentina’s ‘Dirty War’." Journal of Peace Research 55, no. 2 (2018): 206-221.
Tolstrup, Jakob, Michael Aagaard Seeberg, and Johanne Grøndahl Glavind. "Signals of support from great power patrons and the use of repression during nonviolent protests." Comparative Political Studies 52, no. 4 (2019): 514-543.
Week 13 (November 18): Violent or Nonviolent Protests?
Chenoweth, Erica, and Evan Perkoski. "How risky is nonviolent dissent? Nonviolent uprisings and mass killings." SSRN Papers, 1 February 2017.
Chenoweth, Erica, Evan Perkoski, and Sooyeon Kang. "State repression and nonviolent resistance." Journal of Conflict Resolution 61, no. 9 (2017): 1950-1969.
Lehoucq, Fabrice. "Does nonviolence work?." Comparative Politics 48, no. 2 (2016): 269-287.
Week 14 (November 25): When Does Military Defect in Authoritarianism?
Barany, Zoltan. How armies respond to revolutions and why. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2016, Conclusion.
Croissant, Aurel, David Kuehn, and Tanja Eschenauer. "The “dictator’s endgame”: Explaining military behavior in nonviolent anti-incumbent mass protests." Democracy and Security 14, no. 2 (2018): 174-199.
Pion-Berlin, David, Diego Esparza, and Kevin Grisham. "Staying quartered: Civilian uprisings and military disobedience in the twenty-first century." Comparative Political Studies 47, no. 2 (2014): 230-259.
Research Papers Submission (November 28, 11 pm)
