
 

The Landless People’s Movement of South Africa: An Historical 
Geographical Approach 

Kevin R. Cox, Geography 

The ongoing struggle in South Africa around the distribution of land raises important 
questions about the law, its legitimacy and its relation to violence, or at least to the threat 
of violence. Stock theft, farm murders, arson and illegal land occupation characterize 
relations between Africans and white farmers over significant parts of the country. The 
background to this includes: a highly racialized distribution of land ownership rooted in the 
country's colonial past; a land reform program which has raised African expectations; and 
failures to implement that program. The context for these failures include a balance of 
political forces which preempted the possibility of expropriation with limits on compensation 
or no compensation at all; and the subordination of South African macro-economic policy to 
neo-liberal principles.  

The Landless People's Movement (LPM) emerged within the last two years around a 
program designed to pressure the South African government to drastically increase the 
speed of land redistribution and to enforce the promises of tenure security to those Africans 
who work for white farmers in exchange for access to land (so-called labor tenants). Its 
program of action includes: organizing those large numbers (at least 300,000) of Africans 
evicted from white farms along with labor tenants with a view to using the moral power of - 
highly publicized - land invasions; creating links with other organizations opposing the 
government's neo-liberal policies, such as privatization, and with more global organizations 
such as the NGOs which work in the field with labor tenants and evictees and Amnesty 
International. Its strategies and its organizational dilemmas have a strong geographic 
aspect. This is the object of the present research project. 

The research is to be pursued through a series of in-depth, relatively unstructured 
interviews with a variety of informants. These include, among others: the leaders, national 
and local, of the LPM; members of the target constituency of evictees and labor tenants; 
those Africans with claims on land restitution who have not been part of the target 
constituency; and representatives of the various NGOs working in the 'white' South African 
countryside on land issues.  

 

Italian Outlaws:  Banditi, Masnadieri, and Fuorusciti in the Early-
Modern Papal States, 1550-1650 

Robert C. Davis, History 

 

“Italian Outlaws” proposes new archival research on the pervasive banditry and violence 
that convulsed the central Italian nation known as the Papal States during the years 1550-
1650, with a particular focus on the decades 1560-1600, when the violence was at its 
height.  Though this study is specific to those years, it will also address issues of a more 
topical nature, especially because it seeks to place its major theme B that of government 
responses to the challenges of brigandage and societal breakdown B in the larger context of 
modernizing states, including those that in more recent centuries have had to deal with the 
collapse of civic order during waves of violence and unrest.  In several of its responses, 



Rome evidenced a precocious understanding of how a threatened central authority could 
reassert itself by encouraging its subjects to inflict still greater violence on each other.  Its 
actions can serve as a model, both in these terms and in terms of how more recent, 
authoritarian regimes have learned to extend supremacy through violent, seemingly 
arbitrary intrusion into the public sphere. 

This research seeks to resolve a number of questions, from which I expect to generate a 
succession of scholarly articles, followed by a monograph, also titled Italian Outlaws.  
Initially, I am seeking to construct the first demography yet made of the brigands 
themselves -- their numbers, their backgrounds, their destructive capabilities.  I shall also 
investigate contemporary claims that it was their widespread possession of wheel-lock 
muskets and pistols that both gave them a technological edge over local authorities and 
emboldened them to strike out at peasants, townsfolk, and merchants.   I will also detail the 
state forces arrayed against these bandits, especially the notoriously corrupt and equally 
violent papal police, or sbirri, whose close sociological resemblance to the outlaws was far 
from coincidental. 

On another level, this study explores the violence so characteristic of both bandits and 
police.  This involves deconstructing the vendetta and honor culture that brigands claimed 
as their heritage but typically observed only when it suited them.  How much was their 
violence linked to revenge cycles, how much to rebellion, how much to psychological 
warfare?  It also demands an understanding of state violence, expressed both in brigand 
hunting and in formal executions, which was meant to cut across and end the revenge 
cycle, using its own complex symbology of cruelty, abuse, and retaliatory violence that was 
often arbitrary and always widespread. 

With regards to state responses to brigandage, this study shall trace Rome=s development 
of new approaches to monitoring and controlling its subjects.  A complex pass system for 
travelers was intended to both control the movements and evaluate the character of all who 
used the papal highways.  Relatives of brigands were evidently rounded up and held in 
internment camps or internal exile.  Citizens were ordered to inform on each other and 
rewarded for doing so.  Did such moves really function: if so, how and how successfully?   
Did they weaken the ancient practice of omertà that had so nurtured brigandage in the first 
place, or, in undermining family ties, simply replace the bonds of clan and village with a 
dysfunctional state of generalized anomie in which the state could then more readily 
insinuate its authority?   

Davis will investigate the results of what I call the state's outsourcing of its police work, 
coercing villagers and peasants to chase, capture, even kill brigands in their territory.  How 
possible was it to force poorly armed peasants to attack musket-toting brigand bands?  To 
what extent did the state=s deputizing of violence actually reduce banditry and how much 
did it just further brutalize peasant life in the Papal States? 

 
Turkey: Nationalism and Modernity 

Carter V. Findley, History 

Findley is writing a book on nationalism and modernity in the late Ottoman Empire (roughly 
1789-1922) and the Turkish Republic (1923-2004).  This study will examine socio-
demographic, economic, political, and cultural change across seven chronologically defined 
periods, with one chapter for each period and an eighth, concluding chapter.  Through a 
panoramic analysis of two centuries, this book will respond critically to the recent, culturalist 
theorization of nationalism and modernity by arguing a central thesis.   



 

Processes of change working on two different scales shaped late Ottoman and republican 
Turkish experiences of nationalism and modernity.  Analysts of the 1960s commonly 
described a unilinear, teleological progress toward secular-nationalist modernity.  That was 
only “fast,” change:  specific elites’ effort to mold the future.  Processes of “slow” change, 
broader in both participation and content, had also emerged under the empire.  As long as 
global trends favored reproduction of nation-state forms, nationalists could sideline 
dissenters representing the broader trend.  Since the 1960s, however, unity about the 
national project has yielded to dissonance, as nation-states everywhere have felt the 
opposing pulls of globalization and identity politics. This dissonance clearly bespeaks the 
competition among exponents of both trends to promote their visions of the future.   

Now often demanded, greater pluralism could turn this competition to advantage for Turkey, 
both domestically and internationally.  For two centuries, Turkish elites have increasingly 
identified their future with Europe; and today, Turkey is arguably the most democratic and 
developed of Muslim-majority countries.  Leading scholars have recognized the exceptional 
character of Turkey’s modern experience.  Gellner (1994) recognized Turkey’s unique 
features as one of the few democratizing, developing countries in Asia.  Richards and 
Waterbury (1998) have emphasized Turkey’s exemplary role in the Middle East and North 
Africa.  These assessments stop far short of saying Turkey satisfies the European Union’s 
accession criteria; yet Turkey’s controversial candidacy stands out as a final proof of the 
country’s exceptionality.  A comprehensive, empirically well-grounded, and theoretically 
informed study of the Turkish experience of nationalism and modernity will satisfy a 
longstanding need and promote understanding of a nation of great importance, both in its 
own right and in regional and global contexts.   

 

West German Ostpolitik and the Soviet Union, 1970-1975 

Carole K. Fink, History  

For twenty years, between 1969 and 1989, West Germany pursued a complex, controversial 
diplomacy known as Ostpolitik.  Developed between the shocks of the Berlin Wall (1961) 
and the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia (1968), Ostpolitik  -- characterized by Egon Bahr 
as  “Wandel durch Annäherung [change through rapprochement]” -- was aimed at 
overcoming the postwar division of Europe by an active engagement with the Eastern bloc.   

I propose to study the period between 1970 and 1975, when West Germany lay the 
foundations for a new Europe by building pragmatic productive ties with Moscow as well as 
with Warsaw, Prague, and East Berlin, by replacing inflexibility and suspicion with political 
confidence building measures, concrete economic arrangements, and strong human rights 
accords.  This five-year period is bracketed by the August 12, 1970 Moscow treaty in which 
both sides recognized the political status quo and renounced the use of force, and the Final 
Act signed at Helsinki on August 1, 1975 when thirty four-nations endorsed West Germany’s 
new terms of European détente.   

In the coming year I shall concentrate on Moscow’s side of the relationship.  A greatly 
overextended Soviet Union cautiously welcomed Bonn’s overtures but also feared their 
impact on Eastern Europe.  A suspicious Brezhnev, determined to stabilize Europe on Soviet 
terms, traded the FRG’s renunciation of its territorial and nuclear claims as well as its 
financial and political support for smaller, but substantial concessions: Thus Moscow 
dumped the hard line GDR chief, Walther Ulbricht, prodded Warsaw and Prague to sign with 
Bonn, agreed to an important Four-Power settlement on Berlin, and at Helsinki relaxed its 
stance on cultural contacts and emigration.   



Who profited most from Ostpolitik? In 1974, with Brandt and Nixon exiting in disgrace and 
the Soviet economy temporarily rescued by the world oil crisis, Brezhnev appeared to be the 
victor, with Soviet forces still menacing a divided Europe.  Yet but one year later, the 
Helsinki accords represented a major step toward a European peace settlement and even 
toward German unification fifteen years later.   

 

Mershon Network of International Historians (MNIH) 

Carole K. Fink, History 
Jennifer Siegel, History 

Twentieth-century international history is being studied today in a vast number of places, 
written in dozens of languages, and imbued with new comparative and theoretical 
perspectives. To discover this new scholarship, one has to work laboriously, searching data 
bases here and abroad of grants and prizes, papers and publications and works in progress; 
but these searches, however painstaking, do not always uncover people in remote places, or 
the best junior scholars just beginning their work, or top senior scholars as well as non 
academics commencing new explorations. 

Until now, there has been no ready means of communication among scholars throughout 
the world who do research and write on international topics. Existing organizations, such as 
SHAFR (the Society for the History of American Foreign Relations), have been extremely 
reluctant to “internationalize.”  Groups such as the Society for French Historical Studies, the 
Association of British Studies, and the German Studies Association, do not favor 
contemporary international history in their journals or annual panels. Except for the 
International History Review, we have no scholarly journal, and the IHR has no membership 
to support it.  H-Diplo, which is a forum for communication, generally does not go beyond 
U.S. history.  The Cold War Information Project, with its excellent documentary work, does 
not range beyond its period and topic. 

I have therefore established MNIH, the Mershon Network of International Historians tied to 
the Mershon Web Site, which will provide information on: 1) private papers, public archives, 
and research libraries; 2) upcoming international, national, and regional conferences; 3) 
opportunities for collaboration on panels and in publications; 4) research fellowships and 
postdoctoral opportunities; 4) positions in international history; 5) work on government and 
public history projects 6) selected publications of interest to international historians 
(documents, monographs, theoretical works)  7)  other announcements.  

The response to MNIH has been extremely enthusiastic.  In the first month after 
questionnaires were sent out, more than fifty scholars from a dozen countries responded 
positively and conveyed their willingness to make MNIH a very vital means of scholarly 
communication. By the end of December we have counted more than 500 members, 
including scholars from Japan and Armenia. 

Moreover, this Web Site is about to become a vital means of scholarly communication.  Next 
year, we shall post a major original paper in twentieth-century international history for 
comment and discussion. 

 



A Theory of Terrorism 

Eric Fisher, Economics 

Terrorism is the rapid destruction of social capital.  This project will develop a theory of 
terrorism based upon the interaction of two societies.  The general benefit of the intercourse 
between societies follows the logic of comparative advantage.  A potential cost is the 
erosion of common trust when some agents confront a culture with a lower norm for 
cooperation.  This project will use evolutionary game theory to study these ideas.  The 
principal investigator has a track record of publishing agent-based models of trade and 
conflict in multi-disciplinary journals; he has also published applications of evolutionary 
game theory in international economics. 

 

Russia and the Global Economy: Does Economic Integration Promote 
Cooperation Abroad and the Rule of Law at Home? 

Timothy B. Frye, Political Science 

Economic integration is perhaps the most commonly cited cure for Russia’s ills at home and 
abroad.  Many observers argue that expanded trade with western countries, membership in 
international organizations, and increased foreign direct investment are critical to moving 
Russia toward a more stable legal environment and cooperative relations with the outside 
world.   Economic integration is thought to transfer norms of proper business conduct and 
thereby promote the rule of law.  It is also thought to align the economic interests of Russia 
and her trading partners and thereby generate better relations among countries.  In 
addition, countries and firms that are tightly integrated in the global economy are thought 
be less likely to jeopardize their standing in the international community by violating 
property rights or international norms.  Despite a broad consensus in favor of the benefits of 
economic integration for Russia, few studies have examined the impact of economic 
integration on support for the rule of law at home and for cooperative relations institutions 
abroad. During the grant period, I propose to conduct a survey of 600 business elites in 
Russia to examine these issues.  

One goal of the project is to examine the determinants of support among business elites in 
Russia for international institutions and cooperative relations with the outside world.   This 
analysis will assess the extent to which elite support for cooperative relations are shaped by 
their exposure to the global economy.  A second goal is to identify how economic integration 
shapes support for the rule of law in Russia.   This analysis will determine whether firms 
that are more closely linked to the international economy through trade, foreign ownership, 
or foreign competition express greater or weaker demand for the rule of law, controlling for 
other factors.     

Using the results from the survey, I plan to write several academic papers that assess the 
determinants of support for the rule of law at home and for cooperative relations abroad.  
The papers will explore themes of general interests to social scientists, such as the roots of 
the rule of law, the social bases for international cooperation, the dynamics of property 
rights, and the interaction of economic and political institutions.  Ultimately, I aim to 
integrate the results of this survey with my past research on the topic in a book-length 
manuscript. 



Graduate Student Workshop in the History of Armed Coercion 

Mark Grimsley, History 

The proposal seeks funding to bring three speakers to The Ohio State University in FY 2004-
2005 to interact in a workshop format with graduate students, principally though not 
exclusively in the military history program.  The funding is specifically earmarked for 
payment, in each case, of an honorarium, travel and accommodation expenses, a reception 
and dinner.  The intent is to enhance the intellectual experience of graduate students, to 
broaden their ideas about the appropriate scope of their field, and to provide a professional 
socialization and networking experience.  The expectation is to create a workshop that will 
continue on an on-going basis. 

The proposal positions the subject matter as “history of armed coercion” rather than 
“military history” in order to recognize the growing body of scholarship that is directly 
concerned with the study of collective violence and militarization but which is done by 
scholars who do not consider themselves military historians.  It does not, however, preclude 
the invitation of self-described military historians whose work addresses well-established 
military history and national security subjects. 

 

The Spanish Parliamentary Election Survey of 2004 

Richard Gunther, Political Science 
José Ramó Montero, Universidad Autonόma de Madrid  

and Fundaciόn Juan March 

This project will fund a survey of a representative sample of the Spanish electorate (1,500) 
immediately following the March 14, 2004 parliamentary election, as well as to provide 
$4,000 for one trip to Spain by Gunther and one trip to Columbus by Montero for the 
purpose of collaborative data analysis and writing.  While we have undertaken national 
surveys of the Spanish electorate previously (in 1979, 1982 and 1993), the 2004 election is 
unique insofar as it is the first in the history of the present democratic regime to focus 
primarily on foreign policy, national security, and national identity issues.  Prime minister 
Aznar's decision to support the 2003 invasion of Iraq and participate in the postwar 
occupation has been opposed by all political parties except his own, as well as by an 
overwhelming majority of public opinion.  Accordingly, this foreign-policy reorientation has 
emerged as a critical campaign issue that will enable us to examine both the manner in 
which political elites can mold public opinion on highly salient foreign policy issues, and the 
procedures through which citizens may or may not hold elites electorally accountable for the 
adoption of unpopular policies.  Aznar has sought to justify his policy decision by linking it to 
national security and the broader campaign against terrorism, which is particularly salient in 
Spain in the aftermath of three decades of terrorist violence by the Basque-nationalist ETA.  
The national-identity cleavage in Spain has assumed heightened salience due to a marked 
polarization over the past three years, as manifested in a resumption of terrorist violence, 
an escalation of Basque (and even Catalan) demands for self-determination, and a more 
hardline, españolista rejection of those demands by the conservative PP government.  This 
proposed study of national-identity conflict will not only be of intrinsic interest, but will also 
be of considerable value to the newly launched third wave of the Comparative National 
Elections Project (CNEP III, in which the 13 country teams of CNEP II will be joined by new 
teams of researchers conducting national surveys in Portugal, Taiwan, South Africa, 
Namibia, Ghana, Mozambique, and possibly Korea, India, and the People's Republic of 
China--the incorporation of which will substantially reinforce this project's emphasis on 



democratization), whose core questionnaire includes the "Spanish battery" of national 
identity questions. 

 

International History Project 

Peter L. Hahn, History 
Mitchell Lerner, History 

The International History Project is concerned with the use of force and diplomacy in 
international relations, the study of political and economic decision-making that affects ware 
and peace, and the relationship between culture, identity, and national security. These 
interests conform to the Mershon Center’s academic themes. The International History 
Project supports the Mershon Graduate Workshop in International History, advances the 
research of Professors Peter L. Hahn and Mitch Lerner, and contributes to the intellectual 
development, professionalization, and scholarship of numerous graduate students in 
international relations and diplomatic history. 

At the core of the International History Project, the Mershon Graduate Workshop invites 
distinguished scholars in the fields of national security, international and diplomatic history 
to give on-campus presentations for the benefit of graduate students and faculty in history, 
political science, and other disciplines. Participants enjoy the opportunity to ponder, 
question and discuss the visitor’s research and remarks. A pilot initiative to publish working 
papers from select Workshop sessions disseminates the ideas articulated by guest scholars, 
creates a resource accessible to faculty and graduate students, and provides graduate 
assistants with editorial experience. 

Funding from the Mershon Center has made the International History Project possible for 
eleven years. It has significantly aided the professional and academic development of both 
the faculty and graduate students associated with the Project. The continued vibrancy of the 
diplomatic history program is in part a testament to the success of the Graduate Workshop. 

 

The Pathology of War Plans: The Lessons of 1914 

Holger H. Herwig, History, University of Calgary 
Richard F. Hamilton, Sociology 

The major European powers, Austria-Hungary, Britain, France, Germany, Italy, and Russia, 
developed war plans in the years prior to the August 1914 outbreak.  These plans, all of 
them, proved to be seriously flawed.  There was either limited or no co-ordination with likely 
allies.  Beyond the opening campaign there was little planning of the military operations.  
There was little or no planning of the domestic needs, of the organization, of the finances, 
or of the wartime economy.  The editors and six experts will review the decision-making in 
those nations in an attempt to discover the sources of the pathologies.  A final chapter will 
consider the possibility of generalization, in the cases reviewed and in the experience of 
other times and places. 

 

 



Living Jerusalem: Cultures and Communities in Contention 

Amy Horowitz, Melton Center for Jewish Studies 
Tamar Rudavsky, Philosophy and Melton Center for Jewish Studies 

Living Jerusalem brings together three Jewish Israeli and three Muslim and Christian 
Palestinian scholars to The Ohio State University for a two day working conference that will 
result in the completion of a publication in process: Living Jerusalem: Cultures and 
Communities in Contention. The invited working conference participants will review, critique 
and revise their essays on cultural identities and practices in Jerusalem, written in 1993-
1994 under the auspices of the Smithsonian Institution Jerusalem Project, The publication, 
benefiting from the re-examination and rethinking of issues in light of the events of the last 
decade, will make a significant and timely contribution to questions that arise at the 
intersection of international security and cultural identity in disputed territories. 

As we write this proposal, violence and despair between Palestinians and Israelis continue to 
erode the fragile peace negotiations of the early 1990’s. Not only are the negotiators no 
longer at the table, but few other exchanges between Palestinians and Israelis have 
survived the recent years of increasing hostility and diminishing hope.  Living Jerusalem will 
be a noteworthy occasion in its own right, signifying the willingness of scholars from both 
sides of the divide to engage in the shared project. Engagements emphasizing cultural 
identities and the practices of everyday life, such as Living Jerusalem, are opportunities for 
second track diplomacy paralleling and influencing official negotiations (Diamond and 
McDonald, 1996). Living Jerusalem thus contributes to our understanding of the significance 
of culture-based engagements across enemy lines, what Burton calls “controlled 
communication” (Burton,. 1969) that persist even when official negotiations have broken 
down (Minnow, 1998-21). 

The central focus of Living Jerusalem is the role of shared and/or disputed cultural traditions 
as sources of stability or instability. Cultural traditions have been recognized as a source of 
conflict but they are relatively absent in the literature in terms recognized as a source of 
conflict but they are relatively absent in the literature in terms of their possible role in 
enhancing resolution, ensuring peace and promoting security. Some of the issues to be 
addressed include: 

• What is the role of cultural appropriation and disputed claims to cultural legacies and 
memories and how do these claims correspond to territorial claims? 

• Can discussion about multiple identities in ethnographic research be applied to 
similar research in conflict resolution and peace studies discourses? 

• Do participation in cultural dialogues and events across enemy lines have 
implications for conflict resolution and international security? 

• How does self-determination in cultural domains differ from questions of self-
determination in political sovereignty? 

• Do shared cultural practices or sharing knowledge about differing cultural practices 
foster stability or instability in disputed territories. 

 



Violent Conflict, Environmental Degradation and Food Security 

J. Craig Jenkins, Sociology 
Fred J. Hitzhusen, Agricultural, Environmental,  

and Developmental Economics 
Stephen J. Scanlan, Sociology 

Less developed countries confronted by food security problems are likely to experience 
violent conflict and instability, may provide a spawning ground for international terrorism, 
and present major problems for policymakers responsible for political reconstruction and 
international development.  This project addresses the sources of international food 
insecurity and its impact on violent conflicts in less developed countries.  Building on the 
prior research of three faculty investigators, this project will develop analyses of the sources 
of international food security problems as they are rooted in internal violence, militarism, 
environmental degradation, governmental policies and population/public health problems of 
these countries.   The research assesses the importance of “bad government” in terms of 
rent-seeking repressive states that engage in “price-twisting” against agricultural producers 
and rely heavily on violence to control their citizens.  These are also settings in which there 
are likely to be significant insurgencies against the government.   The project also 
addresses the reciprocal relations among internal violence, environmental degradation and 
food insecurity as these create destructive spirals in less developed countries.  In Year 2, 
the project will also bring in two outside experts as speakers as well as present reports from 
the project to gauge the interest and feasibility of an externally-funded larger team of OSU 
researchers interested in violence and international food security.   

 

Bargaining and Resource Allocation in Committees and Legislative 
Bodies: Relating Experimental Outcomes to Field Data 

John Kagel, Economics 

Allocation of scarce resources is a central activity of governments and a great number of 
international and national organizations, often creating conflict between different 
stakeholders in these organizations.  Recent years have seen the development of game 
theoretic models designed to understand the bargaining process underlying these 
allocations, with the predictions of these models contrasting with empirical regularities 
reported in field data.  We propose an experiment pitting one of the game theoretic 
bargaining models (demand bargaining; Morelli, 1999) with the empirically derived 
relationship reported for the field data (Gamson’s Law; Gamson, 1961). We also propose 
reevaluating the field data using a regression specification that nests the three main 
competing legislative bargaining models without specification error.  Similar regressions will 
be run using data from the experiment proposed here in conjunction with data from an 
earlier experiment investigating the other leading game theoretic model of legislative 
bargaining (Baron-Ferejohn, 1989).  

 



Women as Agents of Conflict Mitigation and Social Recovery: The 
Afghan Case 

Sally Kitch, Women’s Studies 
Margaret Mills, Near Eastern Languages and Cultures 

This three-day conference, a contribution to Mershon’s fourth theme, offers both a policy-
oriented, case-based overview of planning and intervention by and on behalf of Afghan 
women in their nation’s reconstruction, and an opportunity for analytic reflection on the 
theoretical principles and resultant strategies of women’s inclusion in peace-making, 
democratization and social reconstruction (mandated by UN Resolution 1325). Peace and 
security in Afghanistan and other “failed states” have a tragically demonstrated relationship 
to peace and security in the wider world and in UN Resolution 1325, which identifies women 
not only as highly vulnerable targets of conflict, but also as vital participants in conflict 
mitigation. We wish to develop and analyze specific data on the institutional and social 
conditions, strategies and effects of such inclusion in a key case of global significance.  

For the conference, we plan to bring from Afghanistan up to eight Afghan women active in 
leadership roles in national reconstruction and programming by and for women, along with 
about five similarly engaged experts based elsewhere, to reflect in detail on their respective 
roles and projects (as government institutional representatives, NGO leaders, educators, 
professionals such as attorneys, physicians, entrepreneurs), present constraints and future 
plans, in the environment created by the new Afghan Constitution. 

We are recruiting from OSU an interdisciplinary, intercollegial interest group of faculty 
whose disciplinary concerns and expertise would make interaction with Afghan women 
leaders informative and valuable to both parties, thus also supporting new collaborative 
research among OSU faculty. The immediate products of the conference: 

• published research documents: overviews co-authored by the co-PI’s, Kitch and 
Mills, and as appropriate, published versions of the participants’ position papers 
discussing their own project experiences; and  

• refinement of the content and methodology for the ensuing, separately funded four 
years of the OSU Project for Afghan Women’s Leadership’s annual 8-week residential 
seminars, to which we would recruit small groups of 5-6 rising Afghan women 
leaders for more sustained collaborative research and training with project- affiliated 
OSU faculty and graduate students.  

The Project for Afghan Women’s Leadership (PAWL), the umbrella project for this 
conference, combines scholarship and social action.  It evolved as a response to 
international politics in which gender issues now figure prominently in issues of human 
rights, democratization, social and economic development, and global peace and security.  
Governments worldwide, including our own, have begun to recognize that highly stratified 
gender relations and the disempowerment and selective victimization of women contribute 
to political instability, cycles of violence and terrorism. This interdisciplinary project involves 
OSU faculty and graduate students in building women’s leadership capacity as a democratic 
principle by supporting the development of new strategies for change, with Afghanistan as 
the primary test case. 



 
The Difference a State Makes: Public Sector Capacity and Political 
Stability in Latin America 

Marcus J. Kurtz, Political Science 

This project seeks to examine the role that effective public bureaucracies may have in the 
prevention of domestic political instability in four Latin American cases.  This approach 
contrasts with more common efforts to link instability either to the level of socio-economic 
inequality or the severity of economic crises.  It is also a complement to scholarship that 
has emphasized the structure of political institutions (e.g., presidential versus parliamentary 
systems; legislative ideological polarization, etc) as explanators of instability.  By contrast, 
the effort here is to understand when the states have the resources to respond to nascent 
societal tensions and when they have the institutional capacity to reach into society and 
effect outcomes that are responsive to these problems.  These two dimensions (which can 
be oversimplified as “tax capacity” and “clean government”) may well vary independently, 
and are hypothesized to have very different effects on the mitigation (or encouragement) of 
political instability.  States with substantial capability along both dimensions are likely to 
respond to such social conflicts with efforts to ameliorate them (through policies promoting 
growth or effective redistribution).  States with substantial resources, but low quality 
bureaucracies may produce polities whose stability hinges on clientelistic or machine 
politics.  Those with neither characteristic are likely to be unresponsive to crisis, and most 
prone to regime-threatening unrest.  Rare instances of low-resource, high capacity polities 
should embody mechanisms of political stabilization that hinge on the penetration of state 
institutions into civil society.  This research proposes to investigate these hypotheses in a 
set of paired comparions in the Latin American region: Argentina and Uruguay, Chile and 
Mexico.  The cases were selected to match closely on alternative causes of instability 
(development, inequality, historical legacies, geostrategic position, etc.), but to differ in the 
political consequences of shared economic shocks.   

 

Passport: The Society for Historians of American Foreign Relations 
Newsletter 

 Mitchell B. Lerner, History 
Peter L. Hahn, History 

From 1969 until 2003, the Society for Historians of American Foreign Relations Newsletter 
provided a critical service to scholars of American diplomacy. Under the stewardship of Dr. 
William Brinker of Tennessee Technical University, the newsletter provided a forum for the 
discussion of many issues related to the practice of diplomacy in international relations, 
while also presenting historians of American foreign policy with a reliable source of 
professional information. When Dr. Brinker retired last year, the Society agreed to move the 
newsletter to a new home at the Mershon Center, where it found a new title (Passport) and 
new editors (Professors Mitchell Lerner and Peter Hahn). It retains, however, its 
fundamental purpose: to print essays on substantive issues related to the study of American 
diplomacy, particularly articles about newly opened archival materials and other research-
related notes; to host debates among scholars concerning recent events and 
interpretations; and to offer detailed information regarding new publications, scholarly 
competitions and awards, calls for papers and contributions, and other information relevant 
to the day-to-day tasks of the diplomatic historian. Simply, Passport continues the tradition 



of providing any and all services relevant to the promotion of high quality archival-based 
scholarship regarding all aspects of the use of force and diplomacy in international relations. 

Passport's first year of production at the Mershon Center included numerous examples of 
the type of noteworthy scholarship that the Society has come to expect. Contributors re-
examined the American entry into World War II, the casualty projections for the Atomic 
Bomb, and Richard Nixon's decision to withdraw from Vietnam. Archivists offered insights 
into newly declassified materials at the Ford Presidential Library and the Public Records 
Office in London, and the Cold War International History Project shared the findings of its 
new Korea Initiative. As we move into the second year of publication, it is the intention of 
the editors to continue these traditional features, while at the same time expanding our 
focus into newer arenas. Future issues of Passport will include historiographical essays 
written by experts in particular subfields that offer scholars convenient syntheses of recent 
works and methodologies. We also plan to recruit authors to discuss the current state of the 
profession by examining such topics as the challenges and obstacles faced by those 
teaching American international relations and the influence of diplomatic history on current 
issues of policymaking. In the end, we aspire to continue the production of a scholarly 
newsletter that provides historians of American diplomacy with a forum that helps to 
educate them about the field, the profession, and the fundamental issues surrounding 
American diplomacy in the international arena. 

 

Indonesian National Election Project 2004 

R. William Liddle, Political Science 

This project is an analysis of the findings of a random sample nation-wide survey of 
approximately 2000 voters to be conducted by the Indonesian Survey Institute after the 
April 2004 legislative elections. The study assesses the relative impact on Indonesian voters’ 
partisan choices of six sociological and psychological factors, plus retrospective evaluation of 
party performance. The sociological factors are: (1) religious beliefs and affiliations, (2) 
ethnic and regional loyalties, and (3) social class/economic interest position and perception. 
The psychological factors include (4) attachment to national party leaders, (5) attentiveness 
to local opinion leaders or patrons, and (6) partisanship or party identification (party ID). 

A similar survey was conducted in 1999, following the first democratic legislative elections in 
Indonesia after forty-four years of authoritarian rule. It found a surprisingly strong 
connection between attachment to national leaders and party choice and a much weaker 
connection between partisanship and religion, the favorite explanatory factor of most 
previous analysts, the current study replicates the 1999 survey, but with some 
improvements in operational indicators, especially of religion and leadership, We hope to 
assess both the extent to which our earlier findings can be verified with new data and to 
analyze changes in the behavior of the Indonesian voter, now voting for the second time in 
the new Indonesian democracy, 

 
Who We Are Now: Political Elites, Indigenous Media, and the 
Construction of Ethnic Identity in the 9/11 Era 

Harwood K. McClerking, Political Science 

The project tries to gauge the presumed impact of the events surrounding September 11, 
2001 on an Arab-American racial identity. The basis of my argument is this: political context 



matters for minority group and mainstream identity strategies. What are the identity 
strategies? The stylized argument is that there are two poles organizing the presumed 
sociological choices for immigrant and/or ethnic minority groups in the American historical 
context. Those two polar opposites are (a) assimilation into the mainstream culture and (b) 
maintaining exclusive in-group cultural ties. The strategies, as I explain below, are the 
emphases that group elites stress as placement points on the continuum between the two 
poles.  

Where does 9/11 fit into this logic? Research indicates that American minority group and 
mainstream elites react to the political context because this determines whether certain 
strategies are useful of not (McAdam 1982). In terms of the aforementioned sociological 
poles, assimilation vs. In-group exclusivity, my research indicates that minority elites try to 
guide their mass members in choosing their place on the continuum. Thus, pro-assimilation 
elites try to influence mass members to assimilate, and pro-in-group exclusivity elites 
attempt to influence the masses to make in-group ties exclusive. There are crucial points 
when minority group and mainstream leaders react to changes in the political environment 
to make decisions about whether to maintain the inertia of ongoing strategies (e.g. to 
maintain exclusivity) or to change course. I assert that 9/11 should be considered as such a 
crucial point.  

Earlier research also indicates that one possible outcome of the attention paid to 9/11 is a 
strong increase in group identification among Arabs in America. Why would group 
identification increase? The potential upturn is linked to the fact of elite leadership in ethnic 
minority groups. Group leaders tend to use events to build a sense of collective history 
among the masses of individual that make up the group. How could Arab-American elites 
utilize the tragedy of 9/11 and its cultural aftermath to affect Arab identity in America? This 
could be accomplished by mimicking the process that is best exemplified by African 
Americans in the present-day society. Previous research indicates that Black elites focus on 
events to relay the message that Blacks share a common fate because of their race. In 
terms of the sociological continuum, Black elites are stressing a message of in-group 
exclusivity. 

Since these messages tend to be relayed through various media, the basic proposed 
research strategy is an examination of various print media sources, using 9/11 as a cut-
point in a natural quasi-experiment. I expect that the rhetorical strategies of minority group 
and mainstream elites concerning the assimilation vs. in-group exclusivity poles will be 
affected by the events of 9/11. Thus, the research design incorporates a direct comparison 
of this rhetoric in the indigenous (in-group oriented) media of two ethnic groups (Arab-
Americans and Blacks) to the rhetoric in mainstream media in the 9/11 era (immediately 
before and after September 11th). A quantitative content analytic examination of these three 
sources should capture the interactive strategies of these minority mainstream elites. 

 
Korean-American Military Relationships, 1953-2000 

Allan R. Millett, History 

I propose to begin a series of conferences (probably four) on the history, current state, and 
future of the ROK-US Mutual Security Act of 1953 and the evolving nature of the ROK-US 
alliance system and its impact on Asian security developments.  Each conference would 
consist of eight commissioned papers, collective evaluation of the papers, a period of 
revision, and the eventual publication of a book (no fewer than six or more than eight 
papers) that distributes the new insights of the investigation.  The conference would rotate 
between a US and ROK site, and each national group would host two conferences and 



assume all the responsibilities and financial burden of its two conferences.  Each conference 
would be limited to 100-plus participants, most identified and selected on the basis of 
expertise, policy relevance, and potential leadership in future US-ROK security relations.  
The ROK-US conferences should produce a model for investigating US military relations with 
other Asian Allies like Japan, the Philippines, the Republic of china (Taiwan), and Thailand. 

This proposal applies only to the first conference, planned for June/July, 2005, in Honolulu, 
Hawaii. 

 

America in East Asia: Symposium and Faculty Seminar on American 
Cultural Influences in China, Japan, and Korea 

Mineharu Nakayama, East Asian Studies Center 

The project is an extension of Professor Alexander Stephan’s 2002 conference 
“Americanization and Anti-Americanism: The Impact of American Culture on Germany After 
1945”, which was supported by the Mershon Center. As one of the five area studies centers 
of the Office of International Affairs, the East Asian Studies Center proposes to host a one-
afternoon symposium and two OSU faculty seminars on “America in East Asia” during 
Winter Quarter of 2005.  

The symposium hosts the following three invited speakers: Xiaomei Chen (U of California at 
Davis) "Influence of American Culture in Chinese Performance,”Sheila A. Smith, (U of 
Hawaii) "Influence of American Culture in Japanese Society,” and Bruce Cuming (U of 
Chicago, History) "Influence of American Culture in Korea.”  Two OSU faculty seminars 
include the following speakers:  Kirk Denton (DEALL) "America in China: American Cultural 
Influence in Chinese Film,” Richard Torrance (DEALL) "America in Japan: Anti-American 
Attitudes Resulting from Postwar American Violence: Fukasaku Kinji and Eto Jun,” Chan 
Park (DEALL) "America in Korea: American Cultural Influence in Korean Performance,” Mary 
Cooper (Political Science) "America in China: American Cultural Influence in the Stock 
Market,” Hajime Miyazaki (Economics) "America in Japan: American Cultural Influence in 
Japanese Economy,” Gong Soog Hong (Human Ecology) "America in Korea: American 
Cultural Influence in Korean Consumerism.” 

By inviting OSU students and faculty, Ohio college teachers, P-12 teachers who participated 
in the Japan Lesson Plan seminar, the Global Institute, the Global Hotspots, and the 
Teaching on East Asia seminar (currently taught), and the general public to these events, 
EASC will attempt to maximize the opportunity to increase the understanding of American 
cultural influences on three East Asian countries, China (PRC), Japan, and Korea (ROK).  In 
particular, three Ohio teachers will be selected to attend these events with a small stipend 
so that they can incorporate the lectures into their lesson plans. Thus, this will respond to 
Interim Executive Vice President and Provost Barbara R. Snyder's address at the University 
Senate meeting (i.e., "pursuing cutting-edge interdisciplinary research for societal benefit, 
providing distinctive educational experiences for undergraduates, and developing a 21st 
century model of outreach and engagement”).  The summary of the symposium will be 
included on our website and this event will lead to the larger OIA conference on 
Americanization and Anti-Americanism that is planned in Autumn 05. 

 



Warrior Cultures Lecture Series 

Geoffrey Parker, History 

This speaker series is bringing several speakers to the Mershon Center in Spring quarter 
2005 to explain why certain historical cultures and sub-cultures have celebrated fighting 
wars as sociably valuable and desirable. The speakers will present a public lecture and 
answer questions on it; they will also provide readings for and meet with graduate students 
taking a “Readings Seminar” on the subject run by Geoffrey Parker. I hope that this may 
serve as the Mershon Center’s core offering in the field of National Security for 2004-05. 
Assuming superior quality, I would then ask each speaker to revise her/his essay for 
publication in a book that I would edit on the subject. 

 

Evaluating the Impact of USAID Democracy and Governance 
Programming 

Pamela Paxton, Sociology 

The U.S. Agency for International Development’s (USAID) Office of Democracy and 
Governance spends over 500 million dollars a year in over 70 countries to promote 
democratic institutions and good governance around the world.  Unfortunately, their work in 
this area has never been adequately evaluated (Bollen, Paxton, and Morishima 2003a; 
Clapp-Wincek and Blue 2001; Carothers 1999).  Thus, we do not know whether federal 
spending on democracy promotes better rule of law, establishes free and fair elections, 
reduces corruption, or enhances civil society – all goals of USAID.  I propose to study a 
subset of USAID’s democracy programming portfolio, evaluating whether the presence of 
USAID, the total dollars spent, and the intensity of programming have an impact on multiple 
measures of democracy, controlling for alternative explanations.  I view this study not only 
as research for academic publication outlets, but as a pilot project to convince USAID of the 
utility of quantitative evaluation. 

Building a Peace Culture Locally and Globally 

Cathy Rakowski, Women’s Studies 

Conflict and reconstruction are critical development issues in the contemporary world. Past 
advances—technical and social—can be reversed when conflict arises. Disadvantaged groups 
can become the targets of heightened violence as privileged groups struggle to maintain the 
status quo and capture benefits for themselves. Development programs and investment are 
critical to demobilization of combatants and reconstruction during peace building. Peace 
plans and subsequent institution building cannot be truly democratic if women and minority 
groups are not involved from the very start (Afghanistan is an excellent contemporary 
example). Furthermore, many feminist theorists and activists argue, in some conflict 
regions and even in international relations, a “peace culture” is needed to replace “warrior 
culture” if national and global security is the goal.  

Through this proposed OSU-WID speaker series, OSU faculty and students will have 
opportunities over a two-year period to broaden their understanding of and engage in 
dialogues on cutting edge theory and research on contemporary security and peace issues 
viewed through a gendered and ethnic/culturally sensitive perspective. Specifically, the 
series will focus on the following questions, each related to one or more of the Mershon 
Center’s four themes: of 1) use of force and diplomacy in international relations; 2) political 



and economic decision-making that affects war/peace; 3) culture, identity and national 
security; 4) law and institutional management of inter-group conflict. 

• What legal and institutional changes are needed if equitable development is to be 
achieved during peace building and institutional reform? What are the lessons to be 
learned from the mistakes/successes of past national experiences?  

• How can “gender and ethnic justice” be “mainstreamed” into legal and institutional 
reforms? What features of “gendered citizenship” must be dealt with during state 
formation in radically different political systems? 

• What are and can be women’s strategic contributions to constructing 
national/international peace treaties and peacekeeping operations? What is the 
evidence that women’s involvement contributes to a “peace culture” or a more 
“people centered” focus in policies to promote security? 

• Is there an appropriate framework for confronting cultural conflicts between 
equality/modernity and religion/culture? How is “gender” relevant? In particular, is 
the “human rights framework,” as used by national and transnational women’s 
groups, an effective instrument for peace negotiations and gender/ethnic justice?  

 

 “For Peace and Money”: International Finance and the Making and 
Unmaking of the Entente Cordiale 

Jennifer Siegel, History 

Imperial Russia was the foremost international debtor country in pre-World War I Europe.  
To finance the modernization of industry, the construction of public works projects, railroad 
construction, and the development and adventures of the military-industrial complex, 
Russia’s ministers of finance, municipal leaders, and nascent manufacturing class turned, 
time and time again in the late imperial period, to foreign capital.  Between 1895 and 1914, 
the percentage of direct Russian imperial government debt held by foreigners jumped from 
30% to 48%.  The bulk of this debt was in French hands—80% in 1914, with another 14% 
by 1914 held by the British.  The French also owned about one-third of the investment in 
private enterprise in Russia, while the British held approximately one-quarter of Russian 
private debt, and the Germans held approximately one-fifth.1

This book will examine British and French public and private bank loans to Russia in the late 
imperial period up to the Anglo-Soviet Trade Negotiations of 1921.  This study will 
contribute to our understanding of the ways that non-governmental and sometimes 
transnational actors were able to influence both British and French foreign policy and 
Russian foreign and domestic policy.  There are three main themes that will be addressed 
by this story:  the role of individual financiers and policy makers; the importance of foreign 
capital in late imperial Russian policy; and the particular role of British capital and financial 
investment in the construction and strengthening of the Anglo-Russo-French entente.  In 
drawing upon both the traditional archival sources for diplomatic history—the government 
holdings of Great Britain, France, and Russia—and the non-governmental archival holdings 
of international finance—this project will look beyond the realm of high politics and state-
centered decision making in the formation of foreign policy, offering insights into the forms 
and functions of diplomatic alliances. 

                                          
1 Herbert Feis, Europe: The World’s Banker, 1870-1914 (New Haven: Yale University Press, 
1930), pp. 210-11. 



 

Citizenship: Social Theory in Dialogue with Social Science 

Allan Silverman, Philosophy 
Clarissa Hayward, Political Science 

Michael Neblo, Political Science 
John Parrish, Political Science 

We propose to develop and build upon our successful Mershon lecture series of the past two 
years.  The main focus of the series, including at least one of two planned mini-conferences, 
remains social and political theory. We construe theory broadly, to embrace both historical 
and contemporary accounts of the nature of citizenship, justice, moral agency, social and 
political identity, democracy, nationalism, and globalization.  In the past, distinguished 
senior faculty and up-and-coming junior faculty from the fields of Law, Philosophy, American 
Studies, Public Policy, Political Science, and Classics have presented research in our series 
on topics that range from Aristotle's justification of the state to the threat that the power of 
the rich poses to contemporary democracy.  Because the theoretical questions central to 
understanding political life are most fruitfully addressed from multiple disciplinary 
perspectives, we will continue to invite prominent scholars from a wide range of disciplines.  
Of special concern will be to reissue invitations to Quentin Skinner, Regius Professor of 
History at Cambridge University; Evelyn Higginbotham, Professor of African-American 
Studies at Harvard; Seyla Benhabib, Professor of Political Science and Philosophy at Yale; 
and Rogers Brubaker, Professor of Sociology at UCLA, all of whom expressed a desire to 
speak but were unable to visit this year. 

Expanding the focus of the Citizenship series that we developed over the last two years, we 
plan to explore the relationship between, on the one hand, social and political theory, and 
on the other hand, the disciplines that comprise the social sciences.  Titled “Social Theory in 
Dialogue with Social Science,” the proposed series will feature: (1) research that explores 
that relationship explicitly; (2) research that engages important social and political problems 
in ways that demonstrate how theory can contribute to advancing social scientific 
knowledge; and (3) work that considers the role of academic theorists as participants in 
public and political affairs.  

We are planning this series in conjunction with the Departments of Political Science and 
Philosophy.  We anticipate additional support from the College of Humanities.  The Co-
Investigators, Professors Hayward, Neblo and Parrish, with the consent of Paul Beck, all of 
the Department of Political Science, will dovetail with this proposed series their 
departmental series titled “Political Theory in Dialogue with Political Science.” 

This proposed Mershon series will serve three goals.  First, all four investigators expect to 
publish research in areas covered by this proposal.  In all likelihood this will take the form of 
articles, though each plans to write one or more books which will fall under the umbrella of 
Citizenship. Second, over the last two years we have begun the process of establishing a 
national and international reputation for the Mershon Center as an interdisciplinary center 
for research in Political and Social Theory.  The proposed series will help us cement this 
reputation. Third, we aim to nurture the nascent interest in theory now emerging in the 
various departments of the College of the Arts and Sciences. Gratified by the excellent 
attendance at our talks over the last two years, we anticipate that our seminars and mini-
conferences will draw the interest of increasing numbers of Ohio State faculty and graduate 
students in numerous disciplines to the centrality of theory in their disciplines and to the 
role that the Mershon Center can play within the university. 

 



American Culture and Anti-Americanism in the World: A Comparative 
Study 

Alexander Stephan, Germanic Languages and Literatures 

One of the substantive concerns of the Mershon Center is the role culture plays in 
international security. As contribution to this area of emphasis, the project entitled 
American Culture and Anti-Americanism in the World proposes to study in a comparative 
fashion the impact American culture has on different regions of the world. These studies 
include Cultural Diplomacy before and after the events of September 11, cultural and anti-
Americanism, the relative merits of European vs. American culture, and the national and 
international debates about a New World Order and the building of an international security 
and international relations are determined not only by political and economic factors, but 
also by our understanding of cultural differences. 

My application for a Mershon Center Faculty Research Grant is part of a multi-year project. 
As part of this project, the following conferences, lectures and publications have been 
scheduled or are proposed for 2004 and 2005: (a) four one-day symposia on American 
culture and Anti-Americanism in different regions of the world; (b) a three-day international 
conference which will revisit in a comparative way the most important topics from the four 
regional symposia and lay the groundwork for a book with essays on the role American 
culture plays in countries and regions like India, China, Japan, Egypt, South Africa Brazil, 
Argentina, the former Soviet Union and the EU; (c) a lecture series which focuses the 
occasional presentations on culture and security I had organized in the past; (d) co-
sponsorship for an international Conference on American Culture and  Anti-Americanism in 
Germany during the 20th Century at the Institute for Culture Studies in Essen, Germany, 
which builds on previous events at the Mershon Center, in Berlin and in Essen; (e) a book 
on American culture and anti-Americanism in Germany during the  “American Century” for 
which I have submitted proposals to publishers in the U.S. and in Germany; (f) initial 
research for a new project comparing in a systematic way American and European culture 
with the goal of assessing if the American or the European model of culture and soft 
diplomacy is better suited for nation building in areas of the world which recently emerged 
from totalitarian systems. 

Among related activities that to date have been completed with the help of Mershon Center 
funding are three conferences held at OSU, two international symposia at the Institute for 
Culture Studies in Essen, Germany, and one conference each at the Rothermere American 
Institute (University of Oxford) in Great Britain and the Literaturforum in Berlin. A collection 
with essays on American culture in the German Democratic Republic was published in 2002. 
Two additional volumes are scheduled to appear with Berghahn Books in 2004 and early 
2005. A two-volume collection of essays is in the planning stage with Fink Publishing in 
Munich. 

In the past three years, I was able to secure outside funds for my project on American 
culture abroad and cultural anti-Americanism which add up to about four times the sum 
provided by the Mershon Center. Among the external sponsors are the prestigious 
Transcoop program of the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation, the German Program for 
Transatlantic Relations administered by the German Ministry for Economy and Labor, the 
German Academic Exchange Service in New York, the American Embassy in Berlin, the 
Institute for Culture Studies in Essen, the Literaturforum in Berlin, and the Rothermere 
American Institute at Oxford University. 

 



IO Legitimation and the Use of Force 

Alexander Thompson, Political Science 

My proposed project explores the legitimation function of international organizations (IOs).  
Academics and foreign policymakers often note that state actions endorsed by an IO are 
perceived as more legitimate than those conducted without such an imprimatur.  Especially 
in cases of military intervention and the use of force, this legitimation effect is important 
since it helps determine the reactions of other states and, ultimately, the political costs and 
long-term success of a given policy.  Despite this importance, and despite frequent 
references in the literature to legitimacy and legitimation in the context of IOs, the 
phenomenon and its policy implications are poorly understood.   

This project is designed to “get to the bottom” of the observed legitimation effect of IOs.  I 
seek to generate a set of hypotheses about how IO legitimation operates and to begin 
testing them with empirical evidence from the two Gulf Wars between the U.S. and Iraq.  I 
will gather evidence in two ways.  First, I will compile public opinion data from around the 
world to track international attitudes toward U.S. policy during the two wars.  This will allow 
me to compare public opinion across the two cases, across countries within the same case, 
and over time within each case.  Second, I will interview foreign policy elites, with a focus 
on Canada, Turkey and the European Union, to discern why they believe IO approval is 
important and how it interacts with other determinants of international reactions to the use 
of force. 

The significance of this research lies in its contributions to both the academic literature and 
matters of policy.  Though legitimacy and IOs have each received considerable attention in 
the international relations and international law literatures, their relationship has not been 
systematically explored.  Both theoretically and empirically, the ability of IOs to confer 
legitimacy on state actions remains poorly understood even though both scholars and 
practitioners rely on the phenomenon to explain state behavior.  There are also important 
policy consequences of understanding IO legitimation.  As the United States increasingly 
chooses unilateral strategies for exercising its influence, the implications in terms of 
international support and long-term political costs should be explored.  More generally, a 
better understanding of legitimation and how it operates will help policy-makers negotiate 
the tradeoffs involved in choosing between unilateralism and IO-based approaches to 
military intervention. 

 

Endogenous Association, Social Interactions and Violence 

Bruce A. Weinberg, Economics 

Social scientists have increasingly turned to social interactions models, in which individuals’ 
behavior is affected by their social groups, such as schools or neighborhoods, to explain 
large disparities in behaviors and outcomes, and especially low outcomes among 
underrepresented and economically disadvantaged groups. An important application of 
these models is to crime and violence. Existing work either ignores the associations that 
arise within social groups, or has treated them as fixed. These approaches are inconsistent 
with existing evidence and risk misstating the true effects of social groups on behavior. 

The proposed project will contribute to our understanding of social interactions and their 
effect on violence both theoretically and empirically by studying the associations that arise 
within groups. The key assumption is that people are able to affect who they associate with 
within their groups by investing time and effort in developing relationships and that they do 



so in order to maximize their welfare (utility). The characteristics and behaviors of 
associates affect identity as reflected by preferences and behavior. The model implies that 
people will interact most with others whose behaviors and characteristics are similar to their 
own and that this tendency to seek out similar people will reinforce underlying behavioral 
tendencies. 

The model will be applied to understand social connections and violence of students in 
schools. In that context, introducing students that are engaged in violent behavior leads 
students who are predisposed toward violence to seek out the new students, reinforcing 
their original tendency toward violence. The social effects on behavior that arise from 
changes in group composition will be heterogeneous, varying with individual characteristics 
and behaviors, and they will be non-linear. Thus, when there are few students inclined 
toward violence, these students will find relatively few friends who are similarly inclined, 
tending to discourage their own violent tendencies, but as the number of students inclined 
to violence increases, these individuals will find more like-minded companions, accentuating 
their tendencies. 
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