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Topics: Interstate Rivalry

Interstate rivalries represent the most contentious pairs of states in the international system.  Depending on the dataset used, enduring rivalries have over a fifty percent probability of going to war during their lifetime and seventy five percent of the 174 strategic rivalries have experienced war.  It is clear that a few pairs of states experience the most conflict in the international system.

The rivalry research program represents a new direction in the study of conflict.  Instead on analyzing war and its origins, the study of rivalry contends that disputes between states are connected across time and space.  The history of conflict between a pair of states is a factor often overlooked in conflict studies.  There are certain pairs of states that experience more conflict than any other type of state dyad.  The quantitative study of rivalry recognizes that rivalry is a process of continuous conflict between two long-standing enemies.  What is important to understand about the process is how these rivalries begin and end so that we may comprehend how to prevent or manage conflict between pairs of states that are likely to become rivals.   

This seminar is about the origins, processes, and endings of rivalries in international politics.  The goal of this course will be to acquire an in-depth knowledge of the literature in the area of interstate rivalries.  By the end of the course, each student should become an expert on rivalry in general (quantaitative findings) and two specific rivalries.
Objectives of Course:

· To gain an understanding of the major social science findings on the causes and consequences of interstate rivalry
· To learn how to think scientifically about social phenomena

· To be able to read statistical articles and undertake analyses of political data

· To learn how to make inferences from evidence

· To learn how data is collected and to test hypotheses

· Become an expert on the dynamics of two interstate rivalries
Office Hours

Calhoun 339

MW 2-3 (No Friday Hours) and R 1-2pm

Email: b.valer@vanderbilt.edu 

Office Phone: 615-343-2434

Cell Phone: 615-294-6790

Web page: people.vanderbilt.edu/~b.valer (sources and readings may be placed on page)

News

Each day we will start off with the discussion of the international news if events take place that are relevant to international politics and conflict.  Students should be prepared to bring up and discuss these events.  Any reputable national news source is acceptable.  I prefer the New York Times.  Finding news events that are relevant will take time and skill.  Some of reports are buried in the news coverage of the day and it is your responsibility to find the relevant ones that others may have missed.  Articles about ongoing rivalries will be of particular interest to this course.    

Adopting a Rivalry

Each seminar participant will adopt two different rivalries from differing parts of the world.  The goal is to develop a working knowledge of how these rivalries function or have functioned.  You may choose any rivalry you wish (please avoid Franco-Prussian and the U.S.-Soviet Union).  A list is provided at the back of this syllabus that lists the rivalries according to the Diehl and Goertz coding.  You may also choose from the list in the Thompson reading (“Identifying Rivals”).  If a rival you are interested in isn’t covered (it may be too new), you may consult me on the choice.  Do not pick cases that are obscure since there will not be enough information to complete the project.  
Questions for each rivalry:

1. When did the rivalry begin and end (if applicable)?

2. What are the issues at stake in the rivalry?
3. What factors initiated and terminated the rivalry?

4. What factors were responsible for the escalation and de-escalation of the rivalry?

5. What were the views of decision makers in regards to the rivalry?

6. Was this rivalry linked to other ongoing conflicts or rivalries?
7. Does this rivalry follow the Steps to Rivalry path?

Required Books
Diehl and Goertz, War and Peace in International Rivalry
Leng, R. (2000). Bargaining and Learning in Recurring Crises: The Soviet-American, Egyptian-Israeli, and Indo-Pakistani Rivalries, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Vasquez, John, What Do We Know About War?

Recommended

Vasquez, John, The War Puzzle

Other (Dissertations Not In Press, Will Have to Copy):
Valeriano, Brandon.  The Steps to Rivalry: Power Politics and Rivalry Formation

Colaresi, Michael.  Dynamic Two-Level Pressures and War

Requirements:

Research Paper 50%

Participation 40%

Short Papers 10%
Research Paper

Your assignment for your major term paper is the analysis of the dynamics of an interstate rivalry.  Suitable international rivalries can be chosen from below or picked by consulting me.  
Students will be responsible for documenting important international crises during the lifetime of a rivalry.  The tough job will be to put the crises in the larger context of the rivalry.  Your paper should cover the origins of the rivalry, important crises, the actors and events during these crises, how the theories presented in the course can be applied to the events in the rivalry, and how the rivalry ended.  The key for this paper is to have it follow the organization of the course, including a heavy emphasis on the steps to rivalry theory and how your case may or may not fit that theory.  
This will be a detailed assignment with a large amount of research.  The paper should be 15-20 pages.  Longer papers will be accepted, but the ability to condense information and present it in an organized way is valued.  At the end of the semester you will present your paper to the class.  This paper could be used later for an application to a Ph.D. program, to present at an undergraduate research conference, or the basis for your thesis in the honors program.
Readings:


Readings with a star will be the focus of each class day.  Other readings are important but they may not be covered in class due to time.  I will also be bringing up or presenting new articles that I think are relevant and important to the class.  These will not be in the syllabus because I will add them as I see fit.  

Course Outline
1. Steps to War

2. What is Rivalry?

3. Who are the rivals?

4. How do they start?

5. How do they end?

6. Kantian tripod and rivalry

7. Power and rivalry

8. Arms races and rivalry
9. Alliances and rivalry

10. Rivalry linkages
11. Rivals and territory

12. Power politics and rivalry

13. Domestic politics and rivalry

14. Individual rivalries

Readings and Assignments

Jan 15: 

Hand out syllabus

Introductions and outline

Jan 22: 

No Class

There will be no class this week.  You are responsible for two things.  First you must pick one of your two rivalries and write a short paper (up to five pages) about that rivalry.  This paper should cover why the rivalry started, how it ended, and the issues important to that rivalry.  There is little point in conducting this class if you don’t have a basic understanding of an individual rivalry.  Remember that you cannot do your term paper on the rivalry you write about today, so pick your second choice and the save the other for later.  
Second, you must read my dissertation.  This work will provide the background for the course.  During the course, you will probably read this work twice, once now in general to gain a background to my general theoretical outlook and once again in relation to specific topics in the course as we go along.  To make sure you read this, I would like a one page “reaction” paper.  What does my dissertation argue and what did you think in general?
The rivalry assignment is due in my office on Friday the 23rd.  The reaction paper is due on Monday the 26th.
Jan 29:

The Steps to War

*Vasquez, J. (1993). The War Puzzle, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Vasquez, J. (1996). "Distinguishing Rivals That Go to War from Those That Do Not: A Quantitative Comparative Case Study of the Two Paths to War." International Studies Quarterly 40: 531-58.

Feb 5

What is Rivalry?
Azar, E. (1972). "Conflict Escalation and Conflict Reduction in an International Crisis: Suez, 1956." Journal of Conflict Resolution 16: 183-201.

*Valeriano Dissertation, Chapter 1 and 2
Gartzke, E. and M. Simon (1999). "Hot Hand: A Critical Analysis of Enduring Rivalries." Journal of Politics 61(3): 777-98
Goertz, G. and P. Diehl (1992). "The Empirical Importance of Enduring Rivalries." International Interactions 18(2): 151-163.

*Goertz, G. and P. Diehl (1995). "Taking "Enduring" Out of Enduring Rivalry: The Rivalry Approach to War and Peace." International Interactions 21(3): 291-308.

Goertz, G. and P. Diehl (2000). Rivalries: The Conflict Process. What Do We Know About War? J. Vasquez, Rowan and Littlefield Press.

*Hensel, P. (1998). Interstate Rivalry and the Study of Militarized Conflict. Conflict in World Politics: Advances in the Study of Crisis, War and Peace. F. Harvey and B. Mor, New York: St. Martin's Press.

Hensel, P. R. (1999). "An Evolutionary Approach to the Study of Interstate Rivalry." Conflict Management and Peace Science 17 (Fall): 175-206.

Feb 12

Who Are the Rivals?

*Diehl, P. and G. Goertz (2000). War and Peace in International Rivalry, Ann Arbor:  University of Michigan Press. (Pages 1-162)

Goertz, G. and P. Diehl (1993). "Enduring Rivalries: Theoretical Constraints and Empirical Patterns." International Studies Quarterly 37: 147-71.

Strategic Rivalry

*Thompson, W. (1995). "Principal Rivalries." Journal of Conflict Resolution 39(2): 195-223.

*Thompson, W. (2001). "Identifying Rivals and Rivalries in World Politics." International Studies Quarterly 45: 557-586.

Colaresi, M. and W. R. Thompson (2002). "Strategic Rivals, Protracted Conflict, and Crisis Behavior." Journal of Peace Research 39(3): 263-287.

Feb 19

How Do Rivalries Start?

*Hensel, P. R. (1999). "An Evolutionary Approach to the Study of Interstate Rivalry." Conflict Management and Peace Science 17 (Fall): 175-206. (Skim)

Stinnett, D. and P. Diehl (2001). "The Path(s) to Rivalry: Behavioral and Structural Explanations of Rivalry Development." Journal of Politics 63(3): 717-740. (Skim)

*Valeriano, B. (2003). Steps to Rivalry.  Chapter 3 and 4
Hensel, P. (1996). The Evolution of Interstate Rivalry. Ph.D. dissertation, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign.  (If you want to read this, ask me for a copy)
*Diehl, P. and G. Goertz (2000). War and Peace in International Rivalry, Ann Arbor:  University of Michigan Press. (Pages 129-240 Skim for Origins)
Feb 26

How Do They End?

*Bennett, D. S. (1998). "Integrating and Testing Models of Rivalry Duration." American Journal of Political Science 42(4): 1200-1232 (Skim).

*Bennett, D. S. (1997). "Democracy, Regime Change and Rivalry Termination." International Interactions 22(4): 369-397.

*Cioffi-Revilla, C. (1998). The Political Uncertainty of Interstate Rivalries: A Punctuated Equilibrium Model. The Dynamics of Enduring Rivalries. P. F. Diehl, Urbana: University of Illinois Press: pp. 64-97.

*Diehl, P. and G. Goertz (2000). War and Peace in International Rivalry, Ann Arbor:  University of Michigan Press. (Pages 129-240 Skim for Termination)
Goertz, G. and P. Diehl (1995). "The Initiation and Termination of Enduring Rivalries: The Impact of Political Shocks." American Journal of Political Science 39: 30-52.

Hensel, P. and P. Diehl (1998). Punctuated Equilibrium or Evolution?: A Comparative Test of Two Models of Rivalry Development. Paper Presented at meeting of Peace Science Society, New Brunswick, NJ.

Maoz, Z. and B. Mor (2002). Bound by Struggle: The Strategic Evolution of Enduring International Rivalries. Ann Arbor, University of Michigan Press. (Library)

*Maoz, Z. and B. Mor (1998)  “Learning, Preference Change, and the Evolution of Enduring Rivalries” The Dynamics of Enduring Rivalries. P. F. Diehl, Urbana: University of Illinois Press
March 4
Will continue what we did not finish
Power and Rivalry

*Geller, D. S. (1998). The Stability of the Military Balance of War Among Great Power Rivals. The Dynamics of Enduring Rivalries. P. F. Diehl, Urbana: University of Illinois Press: pp. 165-90.

*Wayman, F. (2000). Rivalries: Recurrent Disputes and Explaining War. In What Do We Know About War. J. Vasquez, New York:Rowman & Littlefield: pp.219-234.

Mar 6-14: Spring Break

March 18: Conference

Reschedule class

Arms Races and Rivalry

Susan Sample in What Do We Know About War for Background

*Valeriano Dissertation, Chapter 5, 6, 8, and 9 (only findings in relation to arms races)
*Diehl, P. and M. Crescenzi (1998). "Reconfiguring the Arms Race-War Debate." Journal of Peace Research 35(1): 111-118.

Sorokin, G. L. (1994). "Arms, Alliances, and Security Tradeoffs in Enduring Rivalries." International Studies Quarterly 38(3).

*Gibler, Rider, and Hutchison.  “Arming Against a Sea of Troubles: Interdependent Racing and the Likelihood of Conflict in Rival States.”
Alliances and Rivalry

Doug Gibler in What Do We Know About War for Background

*Valeriano Dissertation, Chapter 5, 6, 8, and 9 (only findings in relation to alliances)

*Gibler, D. (1997). "Control the Issues, Control the Conflict: The Effects of Alliances That Settle Territorial Issues on Interstate Rivalries." International Interactions 22(4): 341-368.

March 25

Rivalry Linkages

Valeriano Dissertation, Chapter 7
Kinsella, D. (1995). "Nested Rivalries: Superpower Competition, Arms Transfers, and Regional Conflict, 1950-1990." International Interactions 15:109-25.

*Thompson, W. R. (2003). "A Streetcar Named Sarajevo: Catalysts, Multiple Causation Chains, and Rivalry Structures." International Studies Quarterly forthcoming.

*Vasquez, John.  “The Evolution of Multiple Rivalries prior to World War II in the Pacific.” 
*Diehl and Goertz.  War and Peace in International Rivalry  (Pg. 241-262)
Rivals and Territory

*Valeriano Dissertation, Chapter 8
Diehl, P. (1985). "Contiguity and Military Escalation in Major Power Rivalries, 1816-1980." Journal of Politics 47: 1203-1211.

*Huth, P. (1996). "Enduring Rivalries and Territorial Disputes, 1950-1990." Conflict Management and Peace Science 15(1): 7-41.

*Vasquez, J. and C. S. Leskiw (2001). "The Origins and War-proneness of International Rivalries." Annual Review of Political Science 4: 295-316.

*Rasler, K. and W. R. Thompson (2000). "Explaining Escalation to War: Contiguity, Space and Position in the Major Power Subsystem." International Studies Quarterly 44: 503-30.

Tir, J. and P. Diehl (2002). "Geographic Dimensions of Enduring Rivalries." Political Geography 21: 263-286.

April 1

Power Politics and Rivalry

*Valeriano Dissertation, Chapter 3 and 11
*Vasquez, J. (2002). The Probability of War, 1816-1992. Presented at the Annual Meeting of the International Studies Association, New Orleans, LA.

*Leng, R. (1983). "When Will They Ever Learn? Coercive Bargaining in Recurrent Crises." Journal of Conflict Resolution 27(3): 379-419. (SSofPW)

Hensel, P. and P. Diehl (1994). "It Takes Two to Tango: Nonmilitarized Response in International Disputes." Journal of Conflict Resolution 38(3): 479-506.

Domestic Politics and Rivalry

*Michael Colaresi (forthcoming).  Dynamic Two-Level Pressures and War

*Hensel, P. (1998). Domestic Politics and Interstate Rivalry. Paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the American Political Science Association, Boston.

Hensel, P. (1998). Evolution in Domestic Politics and the Development of Rivalry: The Bolivia-Paraguay Case. Paper Presented at Conference on Evolutionary Perspectives on International Relations, Bloomington, Indiana.

April 5

Kantian Tripod and Rivalry

Cornwell, D. and M. Colaresi (2002). "Holy Trinities, Rivalry Termination,  and Conflict." International Interactions 29(1).

*Hensel, P., G. Goertz, et al. (2000). "The Democratic Peace and Rivalries." Journal of Politics 62(4): 1173-1188.

Rasler, K. and W. R. Thompson (2001). "Rivalries and the Democratic Peace in the Major Power Subsystem." Journal of Peace Research 38:____.
*Leskiw and Valeriano  “Building Bridges: Intergovernmental Organizations and the Development of Interstate Rivalry”

*Valeriano, B. (2000). Trade Between Enduring Rivals. Vanderbilt University.

Maintenance and Management of Rivalry

*Goertz, G., B. Jones, et al. (2003). Maintenance Processes in International Rivalries. Presented at the Annual Meeting of the International Studies Association, Portland, OR. 

*Andersen, P., J. Bumgardner, et al. (2001). "Turing Down the Heat: Influences On Conflict Management in Enduring Rivalries." International Interactions 27(3): 239-274.

Kuenne, R. (1988). "Conflict Management in Mature Rivalry." Journal of Conflict Resolution 33(3): 554-566.

April 8

Other Readings (Non Fits)
Colaresi, M. and W. R. Thompson (2003). "Hot Spots or Hot Hands?: Serial Crisis Behavior, Escalating Risks, and Rivalry." Journal of Politics
*Lemke, D. and W. Reed (2001). "War and Rivalry Among Great Powers." American Journal of Political Science 45:457-69.

*Thies, C. (2001). "A Social Psychological Approach to Enduring Rivalries." Political Psychology 22: 693-725.

*Leng, R. (2000). Bargaining and Learning in Recurring Crises: The Soviet-American, Egyptian-Israeli, and Indo-Pakistani Rivalries, Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

(Read Chapter One and Six carefully)
April 15

Individual Rivalries

*Valeriano Dissertation, Chapter 9
*Hensel, P. (1998). The Evolution of the Franco-German Rivalry. Great Power Rivalries. W. Thompson, University of South Carolina Press.

Thompson, W., Ed. (1998). Great Power Rivalries. University of South Carolina Press. (On Reserve in the library)
April 22
TBA: Final Meeting

Student Reports

Our last two class meetings (if we need two, we may need just one) will be the presentation of your research papers on individual rivalries.  The paper does not need to be done here, but you must have most of it completed and be able to provide a clear presentation of the findings in your paper.  Be prepared for questions and comments from the class.

Papers Due on April 29th

ENDURING RIVALRIES, 1816-1992 (DIEHL AND GOERTZ 2000)

	Side_A
	Side_B
	Start
	End
	Disputes
	Duration

	USA
	Cuba
	1959
	1990
	15
	31

	USA
	Mexico
	1836
	1893
	17
	57

	USA
	Peru
	1955
	1992
	6
	37

	USA
	Ecuador
	1952
	1981
	8
	28

	USA
	UK
	1837
	1861
	8
	24

	USA
	Spain
	1850
	1875
	10
	25

	USA
	USSR
	1946
	1986
	53
	40

	USA
	China
	1949
	1972
	24
	23

	USA
	North Korea
	1950
	1985
	18
	35

	Honduras
	Nicaragua
	1907
	1929
	6
	22

	Ecuador
	Peru
	1891
	1955
	21
	64

	Brazil
	UK
	1838
	1863
	6
	24

	Chile
	Argentina
	1873
	1909
	10
	36

	Chile
	Argentina
	1952
	1984
	17
	32

	UK
	Germany
	1887
	1921
	7
	34

	UK
	Russia
	1876
	1923
	17
	47

	UK
	USSR
	1939
	1985
	18
	46

	UK
	Turkey
	1895
	1934
	10
	39

	UK
	Iraq
	1958
	1992
	10
	34

	Belgium
	Germany
	1914
	1940
	8
	26

	France
	Germany
	1911
	1945
	9
	34

	France
	Germany
	1830
	1887
	12
	57

	France
	Turkey
	1897
	1938
	11
	41

	France
	China
	1870
	1900
	6
	30

	Spain
	Morocco
	1957
	1980
	8
	23

	Germany 
	Italy
	1914
	1945
	7
	31

	Italy
	Yugoslavia
	1923
	1956
	8
	33

	Italy
	Ethiopia
	1923
	1943
	6
	20

	Italy
	Turkey
	1880
	1924
	14
	44

	Yugoslavia
	Bulgaria
	1913
	1952
	8
	39

	Greece
	Bulgaria
	1914
	1952
	9
	38

	Greece
	Turkey
	1958
	1989
	14
	30

	Greece
	Turkey
	1866
	1925
	17
	59

	Cyprus 
	Turkey
	1965
	1988
	7
	24

	USSR
	Norway
	1956
	1987
	9
	32

	USSR
	Iran
	1908
	1987
	18
	80

	Russia
	Turkey
	1876
	1921
	12
	45

	USSR
	China
	1862
	1986
	50
	124

	USSR 
	Japan
	1895
	1984
	43
	90

	Congo
	Zaire
	1963
	1987
	7
	23

	Uganda
	Kenya
	1965
	1989
	6
	24

	Somalia
	Ethiopia
	1960
	1985
	16
	25

	Ethiopia
	Sudan
	1967
	1988
	8
	21

	Morocco
	Algeria
	1962
	1984
	6
	22

	Iran
	Iraq
	1953
	1992
	20
	40

	Iraq
	Israel
	1967
	1991
	6
	24

	Iraq
	Kuwait
	1961
	1992
	9
	31

	Egypt
	Israel
	1948
	1989
	36
	41

	Syria
	Jordan
	1949
	1991
	9
	41

	Syria
	Israel
	1948
	1986
	45
	38

	Jordan
	Israel
	1948
	1973
	13
	25

	Israel
	Saudi Arabia
	1957
	1981
	6
	24

	Saudi Arabia
	North Yemen
	1962
	1984
	6
	21

	Afghanistan
	Pakistan
	1949
	1989
	11
	40

	China
	South Korea
	1950
	1987
	9
	37

	China
	Japan
	1873
	1958
	34
	85

	China
	India
	1950
	1987
	22
	37

	North Korea
	South Korea
	1949
	1992
	20
	43

	South Korea
	Japan
	1953
	1982
	15
	29

	India
	Pakistan
	1947
	1991
	40
	44

	Thailand
	Cambodia
	1953
	1987
	14
	34

	Thailand
	Laos
	1960
	1988
	13
	27

	Thailand
	North Vietnam
	1961
	1989
	6
	28


