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INTERNATIONAL FLASHPOINTS

Conflict Zones and the Threat to Peace
Air War College Core Elective Seminar, Term 1, AY 00–01 

Dr. Barry R. Schneider & Dr. Lawrence E. Grinter
Introduction: 
United States security interests and policy are heavily concentrated on a cluster of regional crisis areas where instability can do serious harm to US interests. In the Middle East, US security planners must pay attention to the oil flow and the problem of WMD proliferation. In East Asia, the North Korean bomb potential and the growth of China’s military outreach are worrisome. In Latin America, the prospects for Mexican instability and the huge cocaine flow from the Andean countries into the US constitute national security concerns. The former Soviet Union’s nuclear arsenal, political instabilities, and economic problems are US concerns. In South Asia, the tensions between India and Pakistan constitute another international flashpoint. In short, American security planners must cope with difficult regional challenges including and, in addition to, DoD’s assumed two MRCs in Northeast Asia and Southwest Asia.

Objective: To be able to assess the importance of international flashpoints to US security and to help formulate, from the perspective of US security decision makers, alternative US policy options in exercises and discussions.

Desired Learning Outcomes: By the conclusion of this course, class members should be able to:


a. Understand the factors and history that make a particular rivalry and situation that make it a potential international flashpoint that could spark future military conflict and impact upon US national security.


b. Understand the major challenges to US interests presented by selected international flashpoints.


c. Comprehend the bilateral and multilateral foreign policy complexities presented to US authorities in reacting to international flashpoints.


d. Be able to propose, articulate, and evaluate alternative courses of action to meet US interests.
Class Materials: A variety of reading and visual materials distributed, or made available to, class members.

Grades. To earn a satisfactory grade, the class member must:


a. Participate in class discussions and exercises (criteria used in assessing participation are preparation, relevance, articulation, and understanding).


b. Satisfactorily and punctually complete a 7 to 10 page, documented, paper on an appropriate current or future international flashpoint and its relevance to US security interests. Details  forthcoming in class.

Topic 1: August 2000

Title: Iraq:  Dealing with a Rogue State

Introduction: There are perhaps 30 to 35 wars and many terrorist activities going on at any given time in the world community in the late 1990s. Many of these deadly quarrels are civil wars. Some are international wars that cross international borders and involve two or more states. Other conflicts are triggered by sub-national groups. In at least one such case, the Aum Shinrikyo terrorist attack on the crowds in the Tokyo Subway inflicted over 5,000 casualties and involved a weapon of mass destruction, Sarin (GB) nerve gas.

Of particular concern are those rogue states that are NBC-arming sponsors of terrorism and intervention (NASTIs). These include such states as Iraq, Iran, North Korea, Libya and Syria.  The most threatening NASTI regime in the 1990s has been Iraq, governed by the dictatorship of Saddam Hussein. A controversy still goes on almost a decade after the 1990–91 Gulf War about whether or not President Bush made a mistake in not ordering coalition troops on to Baghdad rather than conclude a compromise peace with Iraq that allowed Saddam Hussein to cling to power. Another debate continues about how to remove Saddam Hussein or deal with him and the threats he poses to his region and to the United States and its allies.

Required Readings:

1. Davidson, Lisa Witzig, David A. Kay, and Michael A. Maldony, Iraq: Strategic Personality Country Case Study, January 24, 1996, pp. ii-i–2-B-2.

2. Schneider, Barry R., “NASTIs: Threat from Iraq,” Future War and Counterproliferation, Chapter 1, pp. 1–21.

3. Dowdy, William L. and Barry R. Schneider, “On to Baghdad? Or Stop at Kuwait? A Gulf War Question Revisited,” Defence Analysis, Vol. 13, No. 3, November 1997, pp. 319–328. 

4. Office of the Secretary of Defense, “Iraq: Objectives, Strategies, and Resources,” Proliferation: Threat and Response, November 1997, pp. 29–33.

Topic 2: August 2000

Title: Iraq: The Gulf War, Saddam’s WMD Projects, and Future Challenges From the Regime

Introduction: Much to the surprise of the world community, Iraq’s nuclear weapons effort had moved much closer to producing atomic weapons than was realized prior to the Gulf War. Saddam Hussein’s regime had learned the lessons of how to conceal and disguise its nuclear effort after the Israelis bombed their Osirak nuclear reactor in 1981. After 1981, their nuclear bomb program went mostly undetected. 

The world had a near-miss in Iraq—a radical regime that almost had acquired a nuclear weapons capacity when occupied after the Gulf War in 1991. In the constant proliferation game of measure/countermeasure/counter-countermeasure, what lessons can we apply to prevent other hostile radical regimes from getting nuclear weapons?

Objective: To understand the lessons Iraq learned from the Osirak disaster and how Iraq’s clandestine nuclear weapons program got so close to acquiring a nuclear bomb capability. Also, to analyze what should be US political, diplomatic, and military policies in order to better cope with such a threat in the future.

Assigned Readings:
1. Albright, David and Mark Hibbs, “Iraq’s Quest for the Nuclear Grail: What Can We Learn?,” Arms Control Today, July/August 1992, pp. 3–11.

2. Kay, David A., “Detecting Cheating on Nonproliferation Regimes: Lessons From Our Iraqi Experience,” Chapter 2, Barry R. Schneider and William L. Dowdy, editors, Pulling Back from the Nuclear Brink: Reducing and Countering Nuclear Threats (London: Frank Cass Ltd., 1998), pp. 16–35. (Separate issue)

Supplemental Readings:

1. Karsh, Efraim and Inari Rautsi, Saddam Hussein, A Political Biography (New York: The Free Press, 1993).

2. Cordesman, Anthony, Iran and Iraq: The Threat From the Northern Gulf (Boulder, CO: Westview Press, 1994) pp. 118–279.

Topic 3: August 2000
Title: North Korea: Threats and Challenges in N.E. Asia
Introduction: North Korea’s potential proliferation of nuclear weapons has been one of the most serious security problems in Northeast Asia. The DPRK also represents a missile threat to other countries. The exact extent of Pyongyang’s nuclear proliferation(in particular whether the assumed 2 to 5 bomb cores were (or still could be) actually in the process of being weaponized(is not yet known. However, the October 1994 “Framework Agreement” between Washington and Pyongyang was intended to stop and eventually eliminate North Korea’s ability to manufacture nuclear weapons, in return for massive nuclear energy assistance under strong international controls. By dealing directly with Pyongyang, the US thrust itself into the ongoing North-South tensions on the Korean peninsula in the unfamiliar role of mediator. Nevertheless, the US must also maintain its special alliance relationship with South Korea and continue to act as a partner in the Combined Forces Command.

Objective: To analyze North Korean motives and behavior as they impact US and allied security interests in Northeast Asia.

Assigned Readings:

1. Centner, Christopher M. , “The Cult That Is North KIorea”, Strategic Review, Spring 2000,  pp. 4-12.

2. Kim, Samuel S., “North Korea in 1999”, Asian Survey, Jan/Feb 2000, pp 151-163.

3. Schneider, Barry R., “Other Bullies on Other Blocks,” Future War and Counterproliferation, Chapter 2, 1999, pp. 23–32. 

4. Buchanan, Thomas H., “The Coming Decade of Change on the Korean Peninsula”, East Asia, Winter 2000, pp 7-29

Supplemental Readings:

1. Noland, Marcus, “Why North Korea Will Muddle Through”, Foreign Affairs, July-August 1997, pp 105-118.

2. Harrison, Selig S., “Promoting a Soft Landing in Korea,” Foreign Policy, Spring 1997, pp. 57–76.

3. Linton, Stephen W., “North Korea under the Son,” The Washington Quarterly, Spring 1996, pp. 3–18.

4. Grinter, Lawrence E., “Asian Nuclear Weapons Proliferation and US Policy,” The Journal of East Asian Affairs, Winter/Spring 1995, pp. 86–113.

Topic 4: August 31, 1999

Title: Iran: A-Bombs for the Ayatollahs and the Challenge of State-sponsored Terrorism

Introduction: Iran is considered to be an enemy of the United States based on its words and deeds. Since the beginning of the Islamic Revolution in 1979 in Iran, the theocratic leaders of that republic have branded the United States the “Great Satan” and have become sponsors of terrorism around the world. Iran continues to fund and train extremists who seek to overthrow secular and friendly governments such as Egypt, Tunisia, and Saudi Arabia. Moreover, Iran seeks the destruction of Israel, an ally of the United States. Finally, Iran aspires to become a member of the nuclear weapons club and seeks other weapons of mass destruction. Such a government poses a unique threat to the United States, its allies, and their vital interests in the Persian Gulf.

Objective: To understand the Islamic Republic of Iran, assessing the character of the threat posed by its present foreign policy, WMD programs, state-sponsored terrorism, and export of revolutionary ideology.

Assigned Readings:

1. Cordesman, Iran and Iraq: The Threat from the Northern Gulf (Boulder, CO: Westview Press, 1994), pp. 21–117. (Separate issue)

2. Office of the Secretary of Defense, “Iran: Objectives, Strategies, and Resources,” Proliferation: Threat and Response, November 1997, pp. 24–29.

3. Clawson, Patrick, “Greater Middle East,” 1998 Strategic Assessment, 1999, pp. 55–70.

4. Schneider, Barry R., “Other Bullies on Other Blocks: The Ayatollah’s NBC Threat,” Future War and Counterproliferation, 1999, pp. 32–38,

Supplemental Reading:

US Department of State, Patterns of Global Terrorism, 1997 (Washington, D.C., Department of State, April 1998), pages on Iran.

Topics 5 and 6: September 3 & 8, 1999

Title: Russia: Proliferation Issues and Threat Scenarios (5)


 Former Soviet Union Issues—Student Briefings (6)

Introduction: When the Soviet Union disintegrated into 15 states at the end of 1991, its NBC arsenal was located among the newly independent states. It is believed that Russia has acquired all the tactical nuclear weapons found in the other republics and negotiated for the return of strategic nuclear arms to Russian soil from Belarus, Kazakstan and Ukraine. However, quite an elaborate infrastructure remains of the former Soviet Union’s chemical storage sites, biological labs, nuclear power plants, enrichment facilities, weapons assembly areas, missile industries, missile and nuclear test facilities, and hundreds of tons of chemical weapons, enriched uranium and plutonium remain. There were also many thousands of Soviet scientists and technicians who had been involved in the production of NBC weapons. Nearly a million former Soviet citizens were cleared at any one time to produce, maintain, guard, transport, test, or operate nuclear, biological and chemical weapons.

Proliferation problems flow from the breakup of a nuclear superstate like Russia. There are problems of brain drain, BW, CW, HEU and PL transfers, sales of NBC/M technology and know-how, theft of weapons or materials, possible unauthorized use of such technologies, and all the possible problems should there be a resurgent and expansionist Russia. A second threat emanating from the former Soviet Union is the problem of border and ethnic conflict along the periphery of Russia in the other newly independent states.

Objective: To understand the alternative threat possibilities posed by the breakup of the Soviet Union into 15 Republics and the proliferation problems posed by the disintegration of that nuclear superpower.

Assigned Readings:
1. Potter, William C., “Nuclear Leakage From the Post-Soviet States,” Chapter 8, Barry R. Schneider and William L. Dowdy, editors, Pulling Back from the Nuclear Brink: Reducing and Countering Nuclear Threats (London: Frank Cass Ltd., 1998), pp. 107–119. (Separate issue)

2. Doyle, James E., “Improving Nuclear Materials Security in the Former Soviet Union: Next Steps in the MPC&A Program,” Arms Control Today, Vol. 28, No. 2, March 1998, pp. 12–18.

3. Testrom, John, “The New Independent States,” 1998 Strategic Assessment, 1999, pp. 87–100.

4. Office of the Secretary of Defense, “Russia, Ukraine, Kazakhstan, and Belarus,” Proliferation: Threat and Response, November 1997, pp. 41–48.

5. Jones, Rodney and Mark McDonough, “Russia and the Denuclearized Post-Soviet States,” Tracking Nuclear Proliferation: A Guide in Maps and Charts, 1998, pp. 25–48.

Topics 7 & 8: September 2000

Title: China: Military Capabilities, Threat Challenges, and Potential Opportunities (7)

           China: Student Briefings (8)
Introduction: Since 1972, when President Nixon began  US normalization with China and, in more accelerated form after 1979, when the Carter Administration formally recognized the PRC, Sino-American engagement has deepened especially along the economic dimension. Two way trade is  almost $125 billion, and China now has normal trade relations status with the US. But the political and security aspects of Sino-US relations are much more troublesome: Witness the human rights fallout from the June 1989 Tiananmen Square massacres, the 1999 accidental bombing of the Chinese Embassy in Belgrade, and China’s  policy of arms proliferation and nuclear technology transfers to sensitive regions. While China is a member of the NPT and states that   it subscribes to MTCR restrictions, continuing Chinese technology transfers, arms sales and  acquisitions constitute challenges, some argue threats, to regional peace.

Objective: To analyze Chinese military capabilities and security policy behavior, in order to assess the PRC’s current and likely future impact on Asia and the world.

Assigned Readings:

1. Borich, Joseph J., “The U.S. and China: In Search of a Durable Relationship”, The Brown Journal of World Affairs,  Summer/Fall 1999, pp 95- 108

2. Gauthier, Kathryn L. China as Peer Competitor? Trends in Nuclear Weapons, Space and Information Warfare,  Maxwell Paper # 18,  Air War College,  July 1999

3. Shambaugh, David, “A Matter of Time: Taiwan’s Eroding Military Advantage”, The Washington Quarterly,  Spring 2000, pp 119-133.

4. Cirincione, Joseph, “The Asian Nuclear Chain Reaction”, Foreign Policy, Spring 2000, pp 120-136.

5. Office of the Secretary of Defense, “China: Objectives, Strategies, and Resources,” Proliferation: Threat and Response, November 1997, pp. 9–13.

Supplemental Readings:

1. Grinter, Lawrence E. The Dragon Awakes: China’s Military Modernization Trends and Implications, USAF Counterproliferation Center, Maxwell AFB, AL, July 1999

2. Smith, David J. “Sun Tzu and the modern art of countering missile defence”, Jane’s Intelligence Review, January 2000, pp 35-39

3. Grinter, Lawrence E “China’s Security Relations into the 21st Century”, Korean Journal of Defense Analysis, Winter 1998, pp 143-165.

 Topic 9: September 2000

Title: Mexico: Trouble South of the Border? Sources of Stability and Instability
Introduction: Sharing 2,000 miles of border with the United States, containing 25 percent of Latin America’s population and producing about 30 percent of the region’s GNP, Mexico is strategic to United States hemispheric calculations. The stability, or instability, of the Republic of Mexico have obvious effects on  US social and  economic well being. Mexico has been, essentially, a one-party state and the PRI has kept other interest groups outside the mainstream of the social-economic benefits which the ruling elite enjoys. Add to this the drug production and transit problem in Mexico(with its related corruption and addiction(and the inability of Mexican industry to compete with North American industry, and the potentials exist for serious instability on the US border. A combination of these problems, exacerbated by impoverished peasants and Indians, exploded in the Zapatista revolt in the southern state of Chiapas, where the worst pressure was building up. The Zapatistas have not sought to overthrow the Mexican government, but rather to make it more accountable to rural and poor people, while also pressing for major redistributions of income, jobs, housing, etc.

Objective: To analyze the sources of stability and instability in Mexico, and to draw out their implications for United States security.

Assigned Readings:

1. Nunez, Joseph N., “A New United  States Strategy for Mexico”, Low Intensity Conflict and Law Enforcement, Vol 8, No 2, 1999( Separate Issue).

2. Collier, George A, “Zapatismo Resurgent: Land and Autonomy in Chiapas”,NACLA Report on the Americas, March/April 2000,  pp 20-25.

3. Andreas, Peter, “Borderless Economy, Barracaded Border”, NACLA Report on the Americas, Nov/Dec 1999,pp 13 –21.

4. Andreas, Peter, “The Political Economy of Narco-Corruption in Mexico, Current History, April 1998, pp. 160–165.

5. Paternostro, Silvana, “Mexico as a Narco-democracy,” World Policy Journal, Vol. XII, No. 1, Spring 1995, pp. 41–47.

6. Executive Office of the President, Office of National Drug Control Policy, “U.S.-Mexico Counterdrug Cooperation,” September 1997, and Arnson, Cynthia J., “Drug Certification and U.S. Policy in Latin America,” April 1998, as reprinted in Trends in Organized Crime, Winter 1998, pp. 77–89.

Supplemental Readings:

1. Heath, Jonathan, Mexico and the Sexenio Curse: Presidential Successions and Economic Crises in Mexico( Washington, D.C: CSIS Press, 1999)

2. Miller, Robert Ryan, Mexico: A History( Norman, OK: Univ of Oklahoma Press, 2000)

3. Philip, George, “Democratization and Social Conflict in Mexico,” Conflict Studies 318, May 1999, pp. 1–21.

4. Roletta, Sebastian, Twilight on the Line: Underworlds and Politics at the US-Mexico Border (New York: W.W. Norton, 1998).

5. Spener, David and Standt, Kathleen (eds.) The US-Mexico Border (Boulder, CO: Lynne Reinner Pubs, 1998).

6. Wise, Carol (ed.) The Post-NAFTA Political Economy: Mexico and the Western Hemisphere (University Park, PA: Penn State University Press, 1998).
7. Schulz, Donald E., “Mexico and the Future,” and “Mexico in Crisis,” (US Army War College/SSI, September 25, 1995 and May 31, 1995).

Topic 10: September 19–21, 1999 (Subject to approval by DFC)

Title: International Flashpoints Fieldtrip

           Washington, DC area

Overview:  This fieldtrip will focus on getting briefings from area and subject matter specialists who deal with international flashpoint issues for the US Government. While the details of the trip are to be arranged, it is anticipated that the class and associates traveling will be briefed by area experts from the US Department of State, the Central Intelligence Agency, the Defense Intelligence Agency, and, perhaps by the Counterterrorist specialists at FBI and Counterdrug specialists at the Drug Enforcement Agency.

Topic 11: September 2000
Title: The Drug War and the Military: Challenges from the Andean Region (11A)

           Student Briefings (11B)

Introduction: Cocaine grown and processed in the Andean Ridge of Latin America, then transported to the US market, accounts for almost 80% of the cocaine consumed in the United States. Narco-trafficking has also blended with insurgencies in Peru and Columbia. These activities have wrecked Columbia, prompted the equivalent of martial law in Peru, and constitute a grave danger to Mexico. While combating drugs is traditionally a police mission, the armed forces of Peru, Bolivia, Columbia and Mexico all have been ordered to fight the drug problem. In some cases elements of these armed forces are succumbing to the related corruption. In the US, illicit drug use has reached grave proportions. Drugs and their related effects constitute serious threats to the stability of the Western  hemisphere.

Objective: To assess the extent of  narco-trafficking  in Latin America, its impact on the related societies, and its implications for the United States.

Assigned Readings:

1. DEA, “Traffickers from Mexico”, U.S. Department of Justice, June 2000

2. Franco, George H., “Their Darkest Hour: Columbia’s Government and Narco-Insurgency”, Parameters, Summer  2000, pp 83-93.

3. Klepak, Hal, “Columbia: why doesn’t the war end?”, Jane’s Intelligence Review, June 2000, pp. 41-45.

4. Palmer, David Scott, “Democracy and Its Discontents in Fujimori’s Peru”, Current History, February 2000,  pp  60-65.

5. García Argañarás, Fernando, “The Drug War at the Supply End: The Case of Bolivia,” Latin American Perspectives, Issue 96, Vol. 24, No. 5, September 1997, pp. 59–80. 

6. Falco, Mathea, “America’s Drug Problem and Its Policy of Denial,” Current History, Vol. 97, No. 618, April 1998, pp. 145–149.

7. Zirnite, Peter, “The Militarization of the Drug War in Latin America,” Current History, Vol. 
97, No. 618, April 1998, pp. 166–173.

Supplemental Readings: 

1. Tokatlian, Juan Gabriel, “La polemica sobre la legalizacion de drogas en Columbia, el Presidente Samper y los Estatdos Unidos”, Latin America Research Review, Vol 35, No. 1, 2000, pp 37-84.

2. Salisbury, Steve, “Millennium Chaos for Drug Cartels”, Jane’s Intelligence Review, December 1999.

3. Menzel, Scott H., Fire in the Andes: US Foreign Policy and Cocaine Politics in Bolivia and Peru( New York: University Press of America, 1996)

4. Toro, Maria C., Mexico’s “War” on Drugs: Causes and Consequences (Boulder: Lynne Rienner Pubs, 1995).

Topics 12 & 13: September 2000

Title: India and Pakistan: South Asian Nuclear Flashpoint (12)

           South Asia: Student Briefings (13)

Introduction: South Asia has 1 billion people, immense poverty, and two governments that have recently tested nuclear weapons, raising the specter of nuclear war in South Asia. In spite of the dangers, there also are encouraging trends, particularly India’s  economy which continues to slowly open toward free market enterprise. India, a huge multiethnic and multicultural state, is a parliamentary democracy. Pakistan, a Moslem country with a tradition of authoritarianism, has experienced recurrent  political-military instability. India and Pakistan have been at war three times. Neither government will sign the NPT unless the other does, and India will not enter into arms control discussions with Pakistan unless China also participates. United States policy, temporarily invigorated by President Clinton’s March 2000 visit to the area, seeks  to  lower the nuclear threshold in South Asia, encourage  market economics, and press for an end to military rule in Pakistan

Objective: To analyze the security tensions and asymmetries between India and Pakistan with a view toward prescribing the most effective US goals and policies.

Assigned Readings:

1. Grinter, Lawrence E., “South Asia after the Clinton Visit”, AWC Strategic Commentary, May 2000

2. Talbott, Strobe, “Dealing with the Bomb in South Asia,” Foreign Affairs, March/April 1999, pp. 110–122.

3. Ganguly, Sumit, “Pakistan’s Never-Ending Story” Foreign Affairs, March/April 2000, pp  2-7

4. Articles from Jane’s Intelligence Review, January, May and June 2000

5. Baweja, Harinder, “General in Trouble”, India Today International,10 April 2000, pp 26-31

Supplemental Readings:

1. Perkovich, George, “Nuclear Proliferation”, Foreign Policy, Fall 1998, pp12-23.

2. Joeck, Neil, “Nuclear Developments in India and Pakistan”,Access Asia Review, July 1999, pp. 5-45

3. Binnendijk, Hans, ed. “South Asia: Nuclear Politics”, Strategic Assessment, 1999, NDU, Washington, D.C. 1999.

4.  Bertsch, Gary E. et al, eds., Engaging India: US Strategic Relations with the World’s Largest    Democracy ( New York: Routledge,  1999)  
Topic 14: October 6, 1999

Title: WMD Terrorism: The Case of Japan’s Aum Shinrikyo

Introduction: One type of international conflict that could happen anywhere in the world is international terrorist groups using nuclear, biological, or chemical weapons. Perhaps the most dangerous and dramatic case of such NBC terrorism was the use by the Aum Shinrikyo cult of Sarin nerve gas against Tokyo subway passengers in April 1995. The cult had a membership estimated at between 30,000 and 40,000 followers and was seeking to develop nuclear, biological and chemical weapons for use against the Japanese government and outside powers. This type of threat in the future might inflict greater casualties through the use of NBC weapons than might be inflicted in conventional wars with rival states. Therefore, this kind of international flashpoint is very important to understand in order for effective counter-terrorist policies to be implemented.
Objectives:

1. Understand the accessibility of nuclear, biological and chemical technologies and materials to non-state terrorist groups.

2. Analyze the events that led up to the Aum Shinrikyo attack on the Tokyo subway station and the potential threats that such groups pose to national governments.

3. Understand the steps taken by the Japanese authorities prior to and after the attack and assess how their performance might have been improved in retrospect.

4. Analyze the counterterrorist steps and policies that might reduce the threat of future terrorist organizations gaining control of NBC capabilities or of neutralizing those that do gain such capabilities.

Assigned Reading:

Kaplan, David and Andrew Marshall, Cult at the End of the World (New York: Random House, 1996) 295 pp. (Separate Issue)

Supplemental Reading:

Brackett, D.W., Holy Terror, Armageddon in Tokyo (New York: Weatherhill, 1996), 191 pp.  
Topic 15: October 15, 1999

Title: International Terrorism and International Crime: Student Briefings

Introduction: In 1998, there were 273 international terrorist attacks worldwide that killed 741 persons and injured another 5,952.  Two or every five terrorist attacks were directed against US targets. In August 1998, two US embassies were bombed, killing 291 persons (including 12 US citizens), and 5,000 were wounded.

Cuba, Iran, Iraq, Libya, North Korea, Sudan, and Syria are the seven countries identified by the US Government as state sponsors of international terrorism. In addition, there are a number of terrorist groups financed by private means, such as that of Usama Bin Ladin. US policy is to make no concessions to terrorists and to strike no deals. It is directed at bringing terrorists to justice for their crimes, and to isolate and apply pressure to states that sponsor terrorism to force them to change their behavior. There is also a counterproliferation capability put into place to wlrk with domestic agencies and allies to strengthen their reaction capabilities. At present the United States is embarking on a sizeable effort to train first responders and second responders to mitigate the consequences of possible chemical and biological terrorist events.

Objectives: 

1. Identify the types and motivations of the spectrum of terrorist organizations and leaders worldwide.

2. Understand the US and allied counter-terrorist command and control arrangements, organizations, doctrine, policies, capabilities, and trends.

3. Analyze the US and allied options in dealing with states that sponsor international terrorism.

Assigned Readings:

1. Clawson, Patrick M., “Nonstate Threats,” 1998 Strategic Assessment, 1999, pp. 205–216. 

2. Department of State, “Introduction,” “The Year in Review,” “Overview of State-Sponsored Terrorism,” Patterns of Global Terrorism: 1998, 12 pp.

Suggested Readings:

1. Stern, Jessica, The Ultimate Terrorist (Harvard University Press, 1999).

2. Roberts, Brad, ed., Terrorism with Chemical and Biological Weapons (Alexandria, VA: The Chemical and Biological Arms Control Institute, 1997).

3. Institute of Medicine, National Research Council, Chemical and Biological Terrorism: R&D to Improve Civilian Medical Response (Washington, DC: National Academy Press, 1999).
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