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The American National Security State
GOVT253-01 – Fall 2014

Department of Government
Wesleyan University

Thursday: 1:10 p.m.–4:00 p.m.
Room: PAC 413

Professor: Justin Peck

Contact Information
Office: PAC 308

Email: jcpeck@wesleyan.edu

Office Hours
Wednesday: 10:00 a.m.–11:30 a.m.

or by appointment

Course Description and Objectives

“The President of the United States, it is true, is the commander-in-chief of the army, but the

army is composed of only six thousand men; he commands the fleet, but the fleet reckons but

few sail; he conducts the foreign relations of the Union but the United States is a nation without

neighbors. Separated from the rest of the world by the ocean, and too weak as yet to aim at the

dominion of the seas, it has no enemies, and its interests rarely come into contact with those of

any other nation of the globe.” – Alexis De Tocqueville, Democracy In America, 1835.

“The end of the era of free security has overtaken Americans so suddenly and swiftly that they

have not brought themselves to face its practical implications, much less its bearing upon their

history.” – C. Vann Woodward, “The Age of Reinterpretation,” 1960.

Those born after World War II never knew the world Tocqueville describes above because it was in
the aftermath of the war that United States emerged as a global “superpower.” This course explores
one of the the political and institutional consequences of America’s “rise”: what Woodward calls the
“end of free security.” For in tandem with the United States’ position as a global leader have come
new threats to domestic national security. Responding to these threats, policymakers constructed
(and continue to build upon) a sprawling network of institutions designed to safeguard American
“secrets and citizens.” Together, we will examine the emergence of these institutions, the legal and
political arguments employed to sustain them and their effects on domestic American politics.

By design, this course takes an interdisciplinary approach to the study of the national security state.
We will read and examine the work of political scientists, historians, legal scholars and political
theorists. In so doing, students will leave this course with a better understanding of when and
why the national security state emerged, they will become familiar with the arguments offered by
policymakers who support(ed) and oppos(ed) the national security state and they will be better
equipped to take part in contemporary debates about the domestic consequences of international
events.
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Required Texts

Bacevich, Andrew J. 2013. The New American Militarism: How Americans Are Seduced by War.
New York: Oxford University Press. ISBN-10: 0199931763; ISBN-13: 978-0199931767.

Katznelson, Ira. 2014. Fear Itself: The New Deal and the Origins of Our Time. New York: Liv-
erlight. ISBN-10: 0871407388; ISBN-13: 978-0871407382.

Friedberg, Aaron. 2000. In the Shadow of the Garrison State: America’s Anti-Statism and Its Cold
War Grand Strategy. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. ISBN-10: 0691048908; ISBN-13:
978-0691048901.

Bobbitt, Philip. 2009. Terror and Consent: The Wars for the Twenty-First Century. New York:
Anchor. ISBN-10: 140007701X; ISBN-13: 978-1400077014.

Course Website

You can access the course website through moodle.wesleyan.edu. I will use the website to upload
readings, make announcements etc. Please check it regularly.

Course Structure

This is a seminar so course sessions will be almost entirely discussion based. On most days I will
provide 10-15 minutes of introductory comments to explain why I have assigned each text and
to provide background/historical context. Yet most of our time together will be spent discussing,
debating, and analyzing the readings. Accordingly, it is vital for all students to arrive ready and
willing to engage in thoughtful discussion of the material. In this case, by “ready and willing to
engage in thoughtful discussion,” I mean that all required reading has been completed before class
and that all students are prepared to analyze the arguments, evidence, strengths, and weakness of
each week’s reading.

The rules guiding class discussion are as follows:

• You can ask a question at any time. No question is stupid.

• You should never allow the fear of sounding unsophisticated to keep you from asking a ques-
tion, challenging me, or engaging with a classmate. I am very serious about cultivating a
classroom environment in which everybody feels comfortable participating.

• You are invited and encouraged to disagree with one another, but you must do so in a way
that affords classmates the respect that they deserve. Any direct personal attacks will result
in grade penalty and, if they continue, disciplinary action by the University.

• You are invited and encouraged to disagree with me at any time. You will never be penalized
for challenging anything that I say, nor will you be rewarded for figuring out what I think
and repeating it back to me.
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Course Requirements and Evaluation

Participation (15%) – Students should be prepared to play an active and engaged role in the
discussion each time we meet. I also expect that students will attend every class and that they
will arrive on time. I will excuse an absence for one of the following events: documented medical
emergencies, family emergencies, or university events. Any other absence will be considered unex-
cused and will result in a penalty to the students’ participation grade. I will provide students with
a midterm “participation” assessment–for informational purposes only–on October 16.

Seminar Leader (15%) – Each student will act as a seminar leader once during the semester.
The seminar leader will provide the class with a 5-10 minute analysis of the readings. The seminar
leader should not simply summarize the reading. Instead, (s)he should identify the contribution
of a given reading/readings to our understanding of the national security state, its relationship to
other readings we have covered and its limitations/problems. Seminar leaders should also aim to
provide the class with one or two important questions raised by the readings.

Reaction Papers (20%) – Prior to class each week students will submit a short reaction paper
covering one or more of that week’s assigned readings. I will provide students with a document
specifying the guidelines for constructing a reaction paper. Reaction papers are due at the start of
class. They should be emailed directly to me as a word document. Reaction papers turned in after
1:00 on Thursday will not be accepted.

Analytical Paper (35%) – Students will compose a 15-20 page analytical paper linking course
concepts and material to a contemporary national security issue. Accordingly, if students are not
paying close attention to the news already, it is incumbent on them to begin doing so. A list of good,
national security-centered news sites is included on the document with reaction paper guidelines.

Analytical Paper Proposal (5%) – Students should email me a brief (1-2 paragraph) statement
of the topic for the analytical paper by October 17. I encourage all students to come speak to me
about potential topics prior to this deadline. Students may be asked to resubmit this assignment if
for some reason their initial topic proposal is not feasible for a seminar paper (e.g., research can’t
be done in a semester, the topic is too broad, etc.) We will discuss what makes a seminar paper in
the coming weeks.

Analytical Paper Literature Review (10%) – A draft of the literature review section of your
final paper is due November 14. Each student will meet with me sometime between November
17-21 to discuss his/her literature review and progress on final paper. More information on what
the substance and style of your literature review should look like will come in a separate handout.

Grade Scale

A+: 98%-100%; A: 94%-97%; A-: 90%-93%
B+: 87%-89%; B: 83%-86%; B-: 80%-82%

C+: 77%-79%; C: 73%-76%; C-: 70%-72%
D+: 67%-69%; D: 63%-66%; D-: 60%-62%
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Late Papers, Contested Grades, Academic Integrity

Response papers turned in after 1 p.m. on Thursday will not be accepted. Analytical papers incur
a 1/3 grade penalty for each 24-hour period after the specified due date and time (e.g. an A- be-
comes a B+ if it is turned in after the due date. If it is held for 48-hours after the deadline, the
grade is further reduced to a B). Papers kept more than 3 days after the due date will receive a zero.

If you wish to contest a grade you must submit a written explanation (one-page maximum) of why
you believe the grade is inaccurate. This grade change request cannot be submitted less than 24
hours from the time the assignment is returned. I will not discuss grades until 24 hours after the
assignment is passed back. Any decision to change a grade will come at my discretion. If you ask
me to reevaluate your grade, I also reserve the right to lower your grade based on my reevaluation.

This policy is meant to address disagreements with my assessment of your work. It does not pertain
to calculation errors on my part. If you believe I have made a mistake adding up points, converting
your points to a percentage, etc. you can let me know immediately, and I will be happy to correct
any mistakes.

All students are required to familiarize themselves with Wesleyan University’s policy on academic
honesty and integrity. These resources can be found at:

http://www.wesleyan.edu/studentaffairs/studenthandbook/standardsregulations/plagiarism.html
http://www.wesleyan.edu/studentaffairs/honorboard/honorcode.html

Personal Technology Policy

Use of laptops is permitted for the purposes of note taking. However, use of laptops for entertainment
purposes, Facebook, sending/checking email, etc. is prohibited. Students who abuse laptop use in
the classroom will first be asked to put away the device. A second offense will result in the student
being asked to leave the lecture for the remainder of that days class. If I decide that the laptop policy
is being systematically abused, their use will be prohibited. Use of tablet computers, smartphones,
and/or dumb-phones is prohibited.

Communication with Instructor

My office and office hours are posted at the top of this syllabus and I encourage all of you to
drop by throughout the semester. If my office hours do not work for you, I am also available by
appointment. I cannot guarantee that if you e-mail me shortly before an assignment is due that
I will be able to answer your questions, so please make sure and e-mail me early if you have a
time-specific question.

Disability Resources

Wesleyan University is committed to ensuring that all qualified students with disabilities are af-
forded an equal opportunity to participate in and benefit from its programs and services. To receive
accommodations, a student must have a documented disability as defined by Section 504 of the
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Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and the ADA Amendments Act of 2008, and provide documentation of
the disability. Since accommodations may require early planning and generally are not provided
retroactively, please contact Disability Resources as soon as possible.

If you believe that you need accommodations for a disability, please contact Dean Patey in Disability
Resources, located in North College, Room 021, or call 860-685-2332 for an appointment to discuss
your needs and the process for requesting accommodations.

Course Schedule and Readings1

Week I: Introduction & Substantive Preview
September 4

Week II: Isolationism & Anti-Militarism in American Politics
September 11

President George Washington, “Farewell Address,” 1796.

The Federalist, No. 8, 10, 24, 26 (All Online).

Congressional Record, February 17, 1936, 2239-2273 (debate over American “neutral-
ity”).

Katznelson, Fear Itself, 276-316.

Week III: Democracy vs. Totalitarianism
September 18

Arendt, Hannah. “Ideology and Terror: A Novel Form of Government.” The Review of
Politics 15 (July): 303-327.

Dennis, Lawrence. 1935. “Fascism for America.” Annals of the American Academy of
Political and Social Science. 180 (July): 62-73.

Sturm, Albert L. 1949. “Emergencies and the Presidency.” The Journal of Politics 11
(February): 121-144.

Ferejohn, John and Pasquale Pasquino. 2004. “The Law of Exception: A Typology of
Emergency Powers.” International Journal of Constitutional Law 2 (March): 210-239.

Week IV: One War Ends, Another Begins
September 25

Leffler, Melvin P. 1984. “The American Conception of National Security and the Be-
ginnings of the Cold War, 1945-1948.” The American Historical Review 89 (April):
346-381.

1I reserve the right to change or adjust reading assignments as we move through the semester. I will always
announce any changes prior to making them.
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George Kennan, “Long Telegram.”

Friedberg, Shadow of the Garrison State, 9-80.

Katznelson, Fear Itself, 442-466.

President Harry Truman, “Address Before a Joint Session of Congress,” March 12, 1947
(Truman Doctrine Speech).

Week V: The Politics & Price of “Permanent Preparedness”
October 2

Hogan, Michael J. 1998. A Cross of Iron: Harry S. Truman and the Origins of the
National Security State, 1945-1954. New York: Cambridge University Press, 23-69.

Lasswell, Harold D. 1941. “The Garrison State.” American Journal of Sociology 46 ():
455-468.

Wills, Garry. 2010. Bomb Power: The Modern Presidency and the National Security
State. New York: Penguin Press, 57-102.

National Security Report 68 (NSC-68)

Excerpt from Youngstown Sheet & Tube Co. v. Sawyer (1952)

Week VI: The Institutional & Constitutional Ligaments of The National Security State
October 9

Weiner, Tim. 2008. Legacy of Ashes: The History of the CIA. New York: Anchor Books,
3-79.

Zegart, Amy. 1999. Flawed by Design: The Evolution of the CIA, JCS, and NSC. Stan-
ford, CA: Stanford University Press, 12-109.

Koh, Harold. 1990. The National Security Constitution: Sharing Power After the Iran-
Contra Affair. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 67-101.

Week VII: Cold War National Security
October 16

Weiner, Tim. 2012. Enemies: A History of the FBI. New York: Random House, 171-210.

Skrentny, John David. 1998. “The Effect of the Cold War on African-American Civil
Rights: America and the World Audience, 1945-1968.” Theory and Society 27 (): 237-
285.

Lipset, Seymour Martin. 1955. “The Sources of the Radical Right.’ ” In Daniel Bell,
ed., The Radical Right. New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction Publishers, 259-313.
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Week VIII: Vietnam, Nixon & a Turn Against Government
October 23

Scott, Katherine A. 2013. Reining In the State: Civil Society and Congress in the Viet-
nam and Watergate Eras. Lawrence, KS: University Press of Kansas, 150-178

Excerpt from a report by the United States Senate Select Committee to Study Govern-
mental Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities (Church Committee)

Griffin, Stephen M. 2012. “Watergate and Vietnam: The Cold War Origins of a Con-
stitutional Crisis.” Chapman Law Review 16 (Spring): 1-13.

Sundquist, James L. 1981. The Decline and Resurgence of Congress. Washington, DC:
Brookings Institution Press, 238-315.

Week IX: Counter-Reaction
October 30

Bacevich, The New American Militarism, 69-96.

Cheney, Richard. 1990. “Congressional Overreaching in Foreign Policy” In Robert A.
Goldwin and Robert A. Licht, eds., Foreign Policy and the Constitution. Washington,
DC: AEI Press

Mann, James. 2004. Rise of the Vulcans: A History of Bush’s War Cabinet. New York:
Penguin Books, 56-165.

Excerpt from Office of Legal Counsel Memo “Legislative Intrusions on Executive Power”

Week X: Don’t Call It an Empire
November 6

Krauthammer, Charles. “The Unipolar Moment.” Foreign Affairs 70 (1990/1991): 23-
33.

Wohlforth, William C. 1999. “The Stability of a Unipolar World.” International Security
24 (Summer): 5-41.

Bacevich, The New American Militarism, 1-34.

Week XI: A New War for a New Century
November 13

Arendt, Hannah. 1972. “On Violence.” in Crises of the Republic New York: Harcourt
and Brace, 103-185.

Excerpt from The National Security Strategy of the United States, 2002.

Bobbitt, Terror and Consent, 85-180.
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Cronin, Audrey Kurth. 2002. “Rethinking Sovereignty: American Strategy in the Age
of Terrorism.” Survival 44 (Summer): 119-139.

Week XII: Domestic Consequences of Our New(est) War
November 20

Bobbitt, Terror and Consent, 241-350.

Yoo, John. 2004. “War Responsibility, and the Age of Terrorism.” Stanford Law Review
57 (December): 793-823.

Excerpts from The Torture Papers: The Road to Abu Ghraib, Karen J. Greenberg and
Joshua L. Dratel, eds.

PBS Frontline, “United States of Secrets,” (Online, Watch at home).

Week XIII
November 27

No Class – Thanksgiving Break

Week XIV: War(s) Continue to Come Home
December 4

Balko, Radley. 2013. Rise of the Warrior Cop: The Militarization of America’s Police
Forces. New York: Perseus Books, 239-333.

TBD


