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TRANSATLANTIC SECURITY ISSUES

PSCI 5803
Carleton University

Autumn 2007

Dr. Taras Kuzio

tkuzio@gwu.edu 

Course Description

The course will examine post 9/11 transatlantic security issues and relations. The course will provide students with a better understanding of the European and transatlantic security architecture. In 2004 the enlargement of NATO by seven and the EU by ten post-communist Central and East European states marks a revolutionary transformation in integration processes throughout Europe. This dual enlargement also represents an enlargement of ‘Europe’ (EU, NATO) and a commiserate reduction of remaining ‘post-Communist’ states. The Transatlantic crisis ignited by the Iraqi invasion will be examined and the resultant impact on transatlantic relations. Canada’s role and place in the transatlantic security architecture will also be examined. The course is a research seminar intended to promote independent and critical thought and analysis. Students are expected to participate in class discussions.

Class Information

The course will be a seminar-based discussion class. All students will be expected to have read the required readings each week and attend class prepared to discuss them. The instructor is Dr. Taras Kuzio, Adjunct Professor, Department of Political Science, Carleton University. 

His current e-mail address is tkuzio@gwu.edu
Class and Office Hours:

Class: Mondays, 14.30-17.30, 665 LOAB

Office Hours: 12-14.00

Textbook and Readings:

· Readings for the course will be available on-line in pdf or word formats.

· All readings are required.

Guidelines and Grading
1.  Seminar Participation (20%): 
· Preparation and participation in weekly seminars (10%)
· Students are required to do the readings and take an active part in class discussion. To receive additional credits, students are encouraged to bring news stories, policy documents and other original items to class if they are related to that week’s topic. 

· Students are encouraged to read on-line current affairs articles in international and Canadian publications. Suggested international publications include The New York Times (www.nytimes.com), The Guardian (www.guardian.co.uk), The Times (www.thetimesonline.com), The Economist (www.economist.com), www.bbc.co.uk

· Attendance is mandatory and students who cannot attend class must inform the instructor in advance of class with sufficient documentation.

· Tests (10%). Two tests, each 30 minutes, will be undertaken in the autumn term to test knowledge of the required weekly readings. 
2. In-Class Presentation (15%):

15-20 minute presentation based on the weeks assigned readings. Students can choose the week and its readings in the first two weeks of class. The presentation should include:
· main ideas;

· key arguments made by authors;

· the students assessment of the authors arguments;

· how the readings inter-relate to other readings assigned for that week and to other parts of the course.
3. Essay Proposal: 20% (Week 8, 29 October 2007)

A 3-page essay proposal on the essay to be submitted at the end of term on a topic covered in the course or related to transatlantic security issues. The proposal should be discussed with the instructor. The essay proposal should consist of:

· structure of the research essay due at the end of term;

· main research questions;

· hypotheses;

· main arguments;

· methodological approaches;

· preliminary bibliography;

4. Research Essay: 45% (3 December 2007)

The 20 double-spaced, 12 point (including Endnotes or Bibliography) research essay should build on the Essay Proposal, follow its structure and integrate suggestions made by the instructor. The essay will be judged on the following merits:
· proper structure, argumentation and content;

· poor English language, spelling, style and grammar;

· referencing style should be consistent throughout the essay;

· essays should have a minimum of 10 academic references (i.e. defined as books, book chapters and academic journal articles). Newspaper and magazine articles do not count as academic references. A maximum of 5 academic publications can be used as references from the syllabus. The remaining bibliography should be found by the student. Page numbers of academic sources that are quoted must be given by the student. 
· submission should be both in hard copy and by e-mail in Word (12 point, double spaced)
5. Penalties:

· a penalty of 2% per day after the deadline, including weekends, will be deducted from the final mark,;

· an extension can be arranged with the instructor if it is discussed prior to the deadline. The primary reason for extensions are medical, which requires a certificate or doctors note, or other extenuating circumstances;

WEEK 1. 10 SEPTEMBER 2007, INTRODUCTION TO THE SYLLABUS AND DISCUSSION OF MAIN THEMES IN TRANSATLANTIC ISSUES
WEEK 2. 17 SEPTEMBER 2007, TRANSATLANTIC RELATIONS AND GWOT (GLOBAL WAR ON TERROR)

Key Questions

1. What is the ‘Bush Doctrine’?

2. How is the ‘Bush Doctrine’ different to the foreign policies of earlier Republican administrations?

3. How is American nationalism and manifest destiny different to that of Canadian nationalism and identity (see Week 8 Readings on Canada and U.S. Values)?

4. How have international relations changed after the 9/11 terrorist attacks on the USA?

5. Can terrorism, separatism and national liberation struggles be defined as different phenomenon?

6. What are the different soft security threats to the transatlantic community of nations.

Reading

· Paul Wilkinson, International Terrorism: the changing threat and the EU’s response (Paris: Institute for Security Studies, October 2005). 

· Thomas Carothers, ‘Promoting Democracy and Fighting Terror’, Foreign Affairs, vol.82, no.1 (January-February 2003), pp.84-97.

· Roger E. Kanet, ‘The Bush Revolution in U.S. Security Policy’, in R.E.Kanet ed., The New Security Environment (London: Ashgate, 2005), pp.11-27.

· Robert Jervis, ‘Why the Bush Doctrine Cannot be Sustained’, Political Science Quarterly, vol.120, no.3 (2005), pp.351-377.
British Ambassador’s Controversial Memoirs

· Craig Murray, Murder in Samarkand. A British Ambassadors Controversial Defiance of Tyranny in the War on Terror (Edinburgh and London: Mainstream Publishing, 2006).

· Christopher Meyer, DC Confidential. The Controversial Memoirs of Britain’s Ambassador to the U.S. at the Time of 9/11 and the Iraq War (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 2005).

Optional Reading

· Therese Delpech, International terrorism and Europe (Paris: Institute for Security Studies, December 2002). 

· Jeffrey Record, Bounding the Global War on Terrorism (Carlisle, PA: Strategic Studies Institute, U.S. Army War College, December 2003).

www.strategicstudiesinstitute.army.mil/

· G.John Ikenberry, ‘The End of the Neo-Conservative Movement’, Survival, vol.46, no.1 (Spring 2004), pp.7-22. 
·  ‘George Bush and Tony Blair: Axis of Feeble’, The Economist, 11 May 2006.

· Taras Kuzio, ‘State Misuse of the Antiterrorism Campaign’, RFERL Organized Crime and Terrorism, vol.3, no.5 (13 February 2003). www.rferl.org/reports/corruptionwatch/
· Minxin Pei, ‘The Paradoxes of American Nationalism’, Foreign Policy, May-June 2003, pp.31-37. www.foreignpolicy.com/
· ‘Manifest Destiny warmed up’, The Economist, 14 August 2003. www.economist.com
· ‘Greatest Danger or Greatest Hope?’, The Economist, 6 November 2003.

· ‘In the world of good and evil’, The Economist, 14 September 2006.

· ‘The American Right. Under the Weather’, The Economist, 9 August 2007.

WEEK 3. 24 SEPTEMBER 2007, DEMOCRACY PROMOTION AND ANTI-AMERICANISM

Key Questions

1. What is ‘Democratic Imperialism’ and how does it differ from traditional imperialism and colonialism?

2. Why is the US so prominent in democracy promotion around the world?

3. Compare and contrast US, Canadian and EU democracy promotion programmes.

4. Is anti-Americanism a new phenomenon?

5. What are the roots and driving forces of contemporary anti-Americanism?

Reading

· Michael Cox, ‘Empire by denial: the strange case of the United States’,  International Affairs, vol.81, no.1 (January 2005), pp.15-30. 
· Jeffrey Kopstein, ‘The Transatlantic Divide Over Democracy Promotion’, The Washington Quarterly, vol.29, no.2 (Spring 2006), pp.85-98.

· Thomas Carothers, ‘The Backlash Against Democracy Promotion’, Foreign Affairs, vol.86, no.2 (March-April 2006), pp.55-68.

· Carl Gershman and Michael Allen, The Assault on Democracy Assistance’, Journal of Democracy, vol.17, no.2 (April 2006), pp.36-51.

Optional Academic Reading

· Mark Mackinnon, New Cold War: Revolutions, Rigged Elections, and Pipeline Politics in the Former USSR (New York: Vintage, 2007).

· Ivan Kastev, ‘The Anti-American Century’, Journal of Democracy, vol.15, no.2 (April 2004), pp.5-16.

· Michael McFaul, ‘Democracy Promotion as a World Value’, The Washington Quarterly, vol.28, no.1 (2004), pp.147-163.

· Peter Burnell and Peter Calvert, ‘Promoting Democracy Abroad’, Democratization, vol.12, no.4 (August 2005), pp.433-438.

· Michael McFaul, ‘Importing Democracy: External Inputs into the Orange Revolution in Ukraine’, International Security, vol.32, no.2 (Fall 2007).

Optional Think Tank and Media Readings

·  ‘They shall overcome-but perhaps not always’, The Economist, 2 August 2007.

· Jackson Diehl, ‘Shortchanging Democracy in Ukraine: The President’s ‘Freedom Agenda’ is Losing Momentum’, The Washington Post, 28 May 2007. www.washingtonpost.com
· George Monbiot, ‘An empire of denial’, The Guardian, 1 June 2004. www.guardian.co.uk

· Martin Jacques, ‘Democracy isn’t working’, The Guardian, 22 June 2004.

· Alice Thomson, ‘Why does everybody suddenly hate America?’, The Daily Telegraph, 5 July 2002. www.dailytelegraph.com

· Taras Kuzio, ‘Iraq takes toll on US global influence’, Oxford Analytica, 22  August 2007. www.oxan.com 
· Zbigniew Brzezinski, ‘Confronting Anti-American Grievances’, New York Times, 1 September 2002.www.nytimes.com

· Robert Kagan, ‘Anti-Americanism’s Deep Roots’, The Washington Post, 19 June 2006.

· ‘With friends like these’, The Economist, 8 February 2007.

· ‘The hobbled hegemon’, The Economist, 28 June 2007.

Surveys
· Transatlantic Trends, German Marshal Fund of the United States. www.transatlantictrends.org
· Annual surveys of attitudes to Americans and the US,  The Pew Global Attitudes Project. www.pewglobal.org
U.S. Government and Think Tanks

· President Bush on Freedom in Iraq and Middle East, National Endowment for Democracy, Washington DC, 6 November 2003. www.ned.org

· U.S. Support for Human Rights and Democracy: The U.S. Record 20-06, U.S. State Department. http://www.state.gov/g/drl/rls/shrd/2006/
· U.S. Helsinki Commission, www.csce.gov
· National Endowment for Democracy, www.ned.org
· Freedom House, www.freedomhouse.org

· Belarus Democracy Act 2004 (108th Congress) and Belarus Democracy Reauthorization Act 2006 (109th Congress) http://thomas.loc.gov/
WEEK 4. 1 OCTOBER 2007, NO CLASS, INSTRUCTOR AWAY FROM CANADA AS INTERNATIONAL ELECTION OBSERVER

WEEK 5. 8 OCTOBER 2007, NO CLASS, THANKSGIVING HOLIDAY

WEEK 6. 15 OCTOBER 2007, NATO and EU CSDP

Key Questions

1. Expand or Die. How has NATO evolved since the cold war?

2. What is the relationship between NATO and the EU’s CSDP?

3. How is the EU’s CSDP evolving since the Iraqi invasion?

4. How does the foreign policy of Bush-Junior differ from that of Bush-Senior and Bill Clinton?

5. Is a CSDP a good or bad development for transatlantic relations?

6. Why is the US ambivalent about the CSDP?

7. Freedom or French Fries? Why did relations deteriorate between France and the US
Reading

· Tom Sauer, ‘Coercive Diplomacy by the EU: the Iranian nuclear weapons crisis’, Third World Quarterly, vol.28, no.3 (2007), pp.613-633.

· Helene Sjursen, ‘On the identity of NATO’, International Affairs, vol.80, no.4 (July 2004), pp.687-703.

· Anand Menon, ‘From crisis to catharsis: ESDP after Iraq’, International Affairs, vol.80, no.4 (July 2004), pp.631-648.

· Mette E. Sangiovanni, ‘Why a Common Security and Defence Policy is Bad for Europe’, Survival, vol.45, no.3 (Autumn 2003), pp.193-206.

Optional Reading

· Ivo Daalder and Jim Goldgeier, ‘Global NATO’, Foreign Affairs, vol.85, no.5 (September-October 2006), pp.

· Marcin Zaborowski ed., Friends Again? EU-US Relations after the crisis (Paris: ISS-EU, 2006). www.iss-eu.org
· The Debate on NATO’s Evolution. A Guide (Washington DC: Center for Strategic and International Studies, April 2003). www.csis.org
· Jacques Chirac, ‘France’s Vision for NATO’. Interview in The Christian Science Monitor, 28 November 2006. www.csmonitor.com

WEEK  7. 22 OCTOBER 2007, EU ENLARGEMENT AND EU CRISIS

Key Questions

1. What are the arguments for widening versus deepening of the EU?

2. What factors caused the French and Dutch to reject the EU constitution?

3. Why is further enlargement on hold?

Reading

· Laurent Cohen-Tanugi, ‘The End of Europe?’, Foreign Affairs, vol.84, no.6 (November-December 2005), pp.55-67.

· Steven P. Kramer, ‘The End of French Europe?,  Foreign Affairs, vol.85, no.4 (July-August 2006), pp.
· Nicolas Boisgrollier, ‘The European Disunion’, Survival, vol.47, no.3 (Autumn 2005), pp.55-62.

· Ronald Asmus, ‘Rethinking the EU: Why Washington needs to support European integration’, Survival, vol.47, no.3 (2005), pp.93-102.
Optional Reading

· ‘A venture at a standstill’, The Economist, 25 May 2006.

EU Surveys

· ‘The EU Constitution: Post Referendum Survey in France’, Eurobarometer, European Commission, 30-31 May 2005. http://ec.europa.eu/public_opinion/index.en.htm

· ‘The United Kingdom and the European Union (Winter 2004)’, Eurobarometer, European Commission.

WEEK 8. 29 OCTOBER 2007, CANADA AND TRANSATLANTIC RELATIONS

Key Questions

1. What is Canada’s role in NATO and its mission in Afghanistan?

2. What key factors influence Canada’s relations with the US?

3. What factors drove Canada’s policy on the invasion of Iraq?

Reading

· Andrew Cohen, Chapters 6-8, While Canada Slept: How We Lost Our Place in the World (McClelland and Stewart, 2004), pp.118-203.

· Charles C.Pentland, ‘Odd Man In: Canada and the transatlantic crisis’, International Journal, vol.59, no.1 (Winter 2004), pp.145-160.

· Erika Simpson, ‘The Principles of Liberal Internationalism According to Lester Pearson’, Journal of Canadian Studies, vol.34, no.1 (Spring 1999), pp.75-92.

· Stephen Clarkson, ‘Jean Chretiens Legacy in Managing Canadian-American Relations’, Canadian Foreign Policy, vol.12, no.2 (Fall 2005), pp.65-82.

Canadian and U.S. Values

· Michael Adams, Fire and Ice. The United States, Canada and the Myth of Converging Values (Toronto: Penguin Canada, 2003).

· Martin Lipset, chapter 3 (‘Socialism and Unionism in the United States and Canada’) in American Exceptionalism (New York: W.W. Norton, 1996), pp.77-112.

Optional Reading

· Papers by Frederic Merand, Osvaldo Croci and Amy Verdun, Carlton University workshop, The Transatlantic Security Triangle: Where Does Canada Fit?’, Ottawa, 12 June 2006. http://www.carleton.ca/europecluster/Workshop-June12-2006/(Merand)Policy-Paper-ESDP.pdf and other papers on the Carleton University, Political Science web address http://www.carleton.ca/polisci/

· Canadian Foreign Policy documents, http://geo.international.gc.ca/cip-pic/about/position_papers-en.aspx 

· ‘Canada Focuses on continental security’, Jane’s Intelligence Review, December 2002. http://jir.janes.com

· Editorial, ‘How Australia became a player’, National Post, 16 April 2003. www.canada.com/nationalpost/

· Allan Gotlieb, ‘The Chretien Doctrine: By Blindly Following the UN, The Prime Minister is Hurting Canada, Macleans, 31 March 2003. www.macleans.com

· ‘The minister, the general and pacifist Quebec, The Economist, 9 August 2007.

WEEK 9. 5 NOVEMBER 2007, U.S.-NATO- RUSSIA RELATIONS

Key Questions

1. What did Russia seek from an alliance with the US after 9/11?

2. Why did the alliance falter?

3. How and why do the U.S. and the EU differ in their policies for dealing with contemporary Russia? Compare and contrast the requirements for candidate members to join the EU (Copenhagen Criteria) and NATO (Membership Action Plan).

4. Why is Russia disinterested in NATO and EU membership?

Reading

· Thomas Ambrosio, chapter 7 (‘Russian-American Relations after September 11th’) in Challenging America’s Global Preeminence. Russia’s Quest for Multipolarity (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2005), pp.129-148.
· Thomas Ambrosio, ‘The Russo-American Dispute Over the Invasion of Iraq: International Status and the Role of Positional Goods’, Europe-Asia Studies, vol.57, no.8 (December 2005), pp.1189-1210. 
· Dmitri Trenin, ‘Russia Leaves the West’, Foreign Affairs, vol.85, no.4 (July-August 2006), pp.87-100.
· Tuomas Forsberg, ‘Russia’s Relationship with NATO: A Qualitative Change or Old Wine in New Bottles?”, Journal of Communist Studies and Transition Politics, vol.21, no.3 (September 2005), pp.332-353.
Think Tanks

· ‘Russia’s Wrong Direction: What the United States Can and Should Do’, Council on Foreign Relations, 2006. www.cfr.org
· James M. Goldgeier and Michael McFaul, ‘What to Do About Russia’, Policy Review, no.133 (October-November 2005), pp.45-62.
Optional Reading

· James A. Baker, ‘Russia in NATO?’, The Washington Quarterly, vol.25, no.1 (Winter 2002), pp.295-303.

· Ivan Krastev, ‘Russia vs. Europe: The sovereignty wars’, www.opendemocracy.net, 5 September 2007, http://www.opendemocracy.net/article/globalisation/institutions_government/russia_europe
· Victor Yasman, ‘Russia: Moscow gets tough with the EU’, RFERL Features, 5 June 2006. www.rferl.org
· ‘Russia and the West. In Search of a Putin policy’, The Economist, 11 May 2006.

· ‘The making of a neo-KGB state’, The Economist, 23 August 2007.
WEEK 10. 12 NOVEMBER 2007, ATLANTIC AND CORE EUROPE

Key Questions

1. Who are the ‘Wideners’ and who are the ‘Deepeners’?

2. Why does the UK balance its relationship with the EU with that of its special relationship with the U.S.?

3. How does core (“old”) Europe’s policies to the EU differ from that of the UK?

Reading

· Peter Rudolf, ‘The Myth of the ‘German Way’: German Foreign Policy and Transatlantic Relations’, Survival, vol.47, no.1 (Spring 2005), pp.133-152.
· Jane Sharp, ‘Tony Blair, Iraq and the special relationship: Poodle or partner?’, International Journal, vol.59, no.1 (Winter 2004), pp.59-86.

· Simon Serfaty, ‘Terms of estrangement: French-American relations in perspective’, Survival, vol.47, no.3 (2005), pp.93-102.

· Lawrence D.Freedman, ‘The Special Relationship, Then and Now’, Foreign Affairs, vol.85, no.3 (May-June 2006), pp.61-73.

Optional Reading

· Parag Khanna, ‘The Metrosexual Superpower’, Foreign Policy, July-August 2004, pp.66-68.

· David Miliband, ‘UK needs ‘new engaged’ diplomacy’, UK Foreign Secretary, Speech to the Royal Institute of International Affairs, 19 July 2007. www.fco.gov.uk
· Douglas Hurd, ‘The Tories are not jingoes’, The Spectator, 22 May 2004. www.spectator.co.uk
· Malcolm Rifkind, ‘The Conservatives must reject neo-Conservatism’, The Spectator, 8 October 2006.

· Jonathan Freedland, ‘Beyond the great divide’, The Guardian, 19 November 2003. www.guardian.co.uk
· ‘Scotland’s Eurodreams’, The Economist, 19 April 2007.

WEEK 11. 19 NOVEMBER 2007, “NEW” EUROPE

Key Questions

1. Define the roots of pro-Americanism in Eastern Europe.

2. Why did Eastern (“new”) Europe support the US over the Iraqi invasion?

3. Why do the U.S. and “new” Europe have similar views on NATO enlargement into Ukraine and EU enlargement into Turkey?

Reading

· Janusz Bugajski and Ilona Teleki, ‘Washington’s New European Allies: Durable or Conditional Partners?’, The Washington Quarterly, vol.28, no.2 (2005), pp.95-107.
· Geoffrey Edwards, ‘The New Member States and the Making of EU Foreign Policy’, European Foreign Affairs Review, vol.11 (2006), pp.143-162.
· Jiri Sedivy and Marcin Zaborowski, ‘Old Europe, New Europe and Transatlantic Relations’, European Security, vol.13, no.3 (September 2004), pp.187-213.
Optional Reading

· F.Stephen Larrabee, ‘Danger and Opportunity in Eastern Europe’, Foreign Affairs, vol.85, no.6 (November-December 2006), pp.117-131.
· Marcin Zaborowski and Kerry Longhurst, ‘American Protégé in the east? The emergence of Poland as a regional leader’, International Affairs, vol.79, no.5 (2003), pp.1009-1028.

· Jan Jun, ‘EU: Will Enlargement Make The Bloc More Pro-American?’, RFERL Feature, 26 April 2004. www.rferl.org

WEEK 12. 26 NOVEMBER 2007, TURKEY AND TRANSATLANTIC RELATIONS

Key Questions

1. Why is Turkey no longer a stable U.S. ally?

2. What are Turkey’s fears over Iraq?

3. Why is Turkey turning away from the EU to the Middle East?

Reading

· Rajan Menon and Enders S. Wimbush, The US and Turkey: End of an Alliance? Survival, Vol. 49, no. 2 (Summer 2007),pp. 129-144.

· Fiona Hill and Omer Taspinar, ‘Turkey and Russia: Axis of the Excluded?’, Survival, vol. 48, no.1 (Spring 2006), pp. 81-92.

· F.Stephen Larrabee, ‘Turkey Rediscovers the Middle East’, Foreign Affairs, vol.86, no.4 (July-August 2007), pp.103-114.
Optional Reading

· Katinka Barysh, Steven Everts and Heather Grabbe, Why Europe Should Embrace Turkey (London: Centre for European Reform, September 2005). www.cer.org.uk
· Philip Gordon and Omer Taspinar, ‘Turkey on the Brink’, The Washington Quarterly, vol.29, no.3 (Summer 2006), pp.57-70.
WEEK 13.  3 DECEMBER  2007, NATO AND EU ENLARGEMENT: OUTSIDERS  
Key Questions

1. Compare and contrast the requirements for candidate members to join the EU (Copenhagen Criteria) and NATO (Membership Action Plan).

2. Why has the Western Balkans been given EU membership prospects?

3. Why is Ukraine seeking both NATO and EU membership (when Russia is disinterested in membership)?

Reading

· Mustafa Turkes and Goksu Gokgoz, ‘The European Union’s Strategy towards the Western Balkans: Exclusion or Integration’, East European Politics and Society, vol.20, no.4 (2006), pp.659-690.
· ‘Stephen White, Julia Korosteleva and Roy Allison, ‘NATO: The View From the East’, European Security, vol.15, no.2 (June 2006), pp.165-190. 
· Dov Lynch ed., Changing Belarus (Paris: ISS-EU, November 2005).
· Taras Kuzio, ‘Is Ukraine Part of Europe’s Future’, The Washington Quarterly, vol.29, no.3 (Summer 2006), pp.89-108.
Optional Reading

· F.Stephen Larrabee, ‘Ukraine at the Crossroads’, The Washington Quarterly, vol.30,no.4 (Autumn 2007), pp.45-61.

· Richard Holbrooke, ‘From ‘Tent City’ to NATO’, The Washington Post, 14 December 2004.

· Taras Kuzio, ‘Reflections on NATO – Will Ukraine and Georgia ever join this alliance?’, Kyiv Post,18 April 2007. www.kyivpost.com
· Taras Kuzio, ‘U.S. Backs NATO Enlargement’, United Press International, 10 April 2007. www.upi.com
Survey

· ‘Europeans and the Accession of Ukraine to the European Union’, TNS for Yalta European Strategy, November 2005. www.yes-ukraine.org

Academic Accommodations

For Students with Disabilities: Students with disabilities requiring academic accommodations in this course are encouraged to contact the Paul Merton Centre (PMC) for Students with Disabilities (500 University Centre) to complete the necessary forms. After registering with the PMC, make an appointment to meet with the instructor in order to discuss your needs at least two weeks before the first in-class test or CUTV midterm exam. This will allow for sufficient time to process your request. Please note the following deadlines for submitting completed forms to the PMC for formally scheduled exam accommodations: November 6, 2007 for autumn and autumn/winter term courses, and March 9, 2008 for winter term courses.

For Religious Observance: Students requesting accommodations for religious observances should apply in writing to their instructor for alternate dates and/or means of satisfying academic requirements. Such requests should be made during the first two weeks of class, or as soon as possible after the need for accommodation is known to exist, but no later than two weeks before the compulsory academic event. Accommodation is to be worked out directly and on an individual basis between the student and the instructor(s) involved. Instructors will make accommodations in a way that avoids academic disadvantage to the student. Instructors and students may contact an Equity Services Advisor for assistance (www.carleton.ca/equity).

For Pregnancy: Pregnant students requiring academic accommodations are encouraged to contact an Equity Advisor in Equity Services to complete a letter of accommodation. Then, make an appointment to discuss your needs with the instructor at least two weeks prior to the first academic event in which it is anticipated the accommodation will be required.

Plagiarism: The Undergraduate Calendar defines plagiarism  as: ‘to use and pass off as one’s own idea or product, work of another without expressly giving credit to another’. The Graduate Calendar states that plagiarism has occurred when a student either: a) directly copies another’s work without acknowledgement or b) closes paraphrases the equivalent of a sort paragraph or more without acknowledgement or c) borrows, without acknowledgement, any ideas in a clear and recognizable form in such a way as to present them as the student’s own  thought, where such ideas, if they were the student’s own would contribute to the merit of his or her own work. Instructors who suspect plagiarism are required to submit the paper and supporting documentation to the Departmental Chair who will refer the case to the Dean. It is not permitted to hand in the same assignment to two or more classes. The Department’s Style Guide is available at:

www.carleton.ca/polisci/undergrad/styleguide.pdf

Plagiarism is a serious offence that could lead to an “F”. Please follow the following guidelines:
· if you quote from a text it should be placed in quotation marks. Failure to do so constitutes plagiarism. Your essay must be primarily in your own words, and not over-reliant on quotations;

· copying extracts from the students own essays submitted to earlier classes will constitute plagiarism;

Oral Examination: At the discretion of the instructor, students may be required to pass a brief oral examination on research papers and essays.

Submission and Return of Term Work: Papers must be handed directly to the instructor and will not be date-stamped in the departmental office. Late assignments may be submitted to the drop box in the corridor outside B640 Loeb. Assignments will be retrieved every business day at 4pm, stamped with that day’s date, and hen distributed to the instructor. For essays not returned in class please attach a stamped, self-addressed envelope if you wish to have your assignment returned by mail. Please note that assignments sent via fax or email will not be accepted. Final exams are intended solely for the purpose of evaluation and will not be returned.

Approval of Final Grades: Standing in a course is determined by the course instructor subject to the approval of the Faculty Dean. This means that grades submitted by an instructor may be subject to revision. No grades are final until they have been approved by the Dean.

Course Requirements: Students must fulfil course requirements in order to achieve a passing grade. Failure to hand in any assignment will result in a grade F. FND (Failure No Deferred) is assigned when a student’s performance is so poor during the term that they cannot pass the course even with 100% on the final examination. In such cases, instructors may use this notation on the Final Grade Report to indicate that a student has already failed the course due to inadequate term work and should not be permitted access to a deferral of the examination. Deferred final exams are available ONLY if the student is in good standing in the course.

Connect Email Accounts: The Department of Political Science strongly encourages students to sign up for a campus email account. Important course and University information will be distributed via the Connect email system. See http://connect.carleton.ca for instructions on how to set up your account.

