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COURSE DESCRIPTION 
This seminar explores one of the most important issues of our time – human rights.  We will examine issues 
of the rights of individuals and groups around the world, in the United States, and here in Ohio. We will 
examine the historical, political, legal, social, psychological and scientific aspects of the topic. In order to 
gain a deeper understanding of why human rights are violated, and the effects of these violations on the 
victims, we will utilize a variety of texts, including state-of-the-art academic research, reports by non-
governmental organizations and governmental agencies, journalistic accounts, interviews, memoirs, blogs, 
graphic novels, artwork and documentary films. The main purpose of this course, however, is to develop 
necessary skills that will be required of you throughout your college career and beyond. As we examine 
human rights issues we will also sharpen our writing and speaking skills, develop our analytical abilities, and 
begin to engage in academic discourse.  
 



 
READINGS 
We will be using a variety of books, articles, video, music, and other "texts" in this class. Required books are 
available for purchase at the college's Florence O. Wilson Bookstore, located in Lowry Center. Of course, 
you are free to purchase them elsewhere, but be sure to get the correct editions. They are: 
 
• Archer, Dan and Olga Trusova. 2010. Borderland: Seven Stories as Told by Victims of Human Trafficking. 

Stanford: Archcomix.com. http://www.archcomix.com/store/   
 
• Bahari, Maziar and Aimee Molloy. 2011. Then They Came For Me: A Family's Story of Love, Captivity, and 

Survival. New York: Random House. ISBN: 978-1400069460  
 

• Fein, Helen. 2007. Human Rights and Wrongs: Slavery, Terror, Genocide. Boulder: Paradigm. ISBN: 978-
1594513275 
 

• Gourevitch, Philip. 1998. We Wish To Inform You That Tomorrow We Will Be Killed With Our Families; Stories 
From Rwanda. New York: Farrar Straus and Giroux. ISBN: 978-0312243357 

 

• Weston, Anthony. 2009. A Rulebook for Arguments. Fourth Edition. Indianapolis: Hackett. ISBN: 978-
0872209541 

 
Supplementary readings will be available on-line via our class web page 
(http://www3.wooster.edu/polisci/mkrain/fys11.html) or on electronic reserve through the library 
(http://eres.library.denison.edu/eres/coursepass.aspx?cid=3870, password = “rights”). 
 
Finally, you are expected to keep up with news around the world. This will require you to get your news 
from multiple reputable sources that have substantial global coverage. Two particularly noteworthy and 
reliable sources that you can access online are The New York Times at http://www.nytimes.com and the BBC 
World Service at http://www.bbc.co.uk.  
 
All readings MUST be completed by the class session for which they are assigned. They will be necessary 
background for lectures and discussion, and you will be held responsible for them, in class and on exams. 
 
COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND ASSIGNMENTS 
Students are expected to attend class and participate regularly in class discussions. Students are also required 
to complete all assignments. Finally, students are expected to conduct themselves in a thoroughly 
professional manner. The grades for course assignments will be assigned as follows: 
 
Assignment #1: Short Essay  2.5% 
Assignment #2a: Letter to the Editor 5.0%: First Draft of Letter to the Editor 
Assignment #2b: Peer Reviews 7.5% (2.5% each x 3 peer reviews) 
Assignment #2c: Letter to the Editor Revision & Memo 5.0%: Letter to Editor Revision + R&R Memo 
Assignment #3: Research Paper & Presentation 25.0% (15.0% paper, 10.0% presentation) 
Writing Process Homework Assignments (#1 & #2) 5.0% (2.5% each) 
Assignment #4: Group Project & Presentation 25.0% (15.0% materials, 10.0% presentation) 
Participation and Professionalism 25.0% 

 



 
As stated in The College of Wooster Catalogue, letter grades are defined as: 
 
• “A range” indicates an outstanding performance in which there has been distinguished achievement in 

all phases of the course 
• “B range” indicates a good performance in which there has been a high level of achievement in some 

phases of the course 
• “C range” indicates an adequate performance in which a basic understanding of the subject has been 

demonstrated 
• “D range” indicates a minimal performance in which despite recognizable deficiencies there is enough 

to merit credit 
• F or NC indicates unsatisfactory performance 
 
Participation & Professionalism 
As stated earlier, students are expected to attend class and participate regularly in class discussions. Your 
input and feedback is essential to the smooth and efficient running of the class. To enable interesting and 
effective discussion, be sure to have read the materials pertaining to that day’s discussion BEFORE that 
class period! Quality and quantity of class participation will be monitored closely by the instructor and 
teaching assistant, and is worth 25% of the overall course grade. 
 
Throughout the seminar we will debate some of the most controversial human rights topics of the day, from 
whether the international community has the right to intervene in the affairs of another country, to whether 
the death penalty is a human rights abuse or a necessary evil. Students should expect vigorous discussion 
and debate! My hope is that the classroom will contain an atmosphere in which ideas and opinions will be 
welcomed and addressed. As such, please note that you will be graded on a number of criteria beyond 
simple participation, under the rubric of “professionalism”. Professionalism refers to factors such as attendance, 
promptness, courtesy, constructive contributions to class dialogue, respect for other class members’ contributions, overall 
improvement, and other intangibles, to be evaluated and assigned at the discretion of the instructor. 
 
Wooster Forum 
The Wooster Forum is a college-sponsored series of events designed to raise awareness of a variety of 
issues. This year the theme is The Americas: Contact and Consequences (http://thewoosterforum.scotblogs.wooster.edu). 
The Forum series will be of particular interest to us, as many of the cases we address will deal with human 
rights issues in the Americas. You are, of course, encouraged to attend all events in the series, but are 
particularly encouraged to attend the talk by Edwidge Danticat (Tuesday, October 4th at 7:30pm in McGaw) 
as we will be drawing upon her book during the semester.  
 
Writing Assignments  
One of the main goals of First Year Seminar is to provide students with the opportunity to improve their 
writing skills, presentation skills, and critical thinking abilities. To that end, over the course of this semester 
you will write and rewrite a variety of papers. Each type of assignment will focus on different skills, 
including writing style and abilities, organization, argumentation, logic, form, and research and citation skills. 
As each assignment approaches I will present the class with detailed instructions. In the meantime, here is a 
brief description of each paper (with due dates in parentheses): 
 
 



 
• Assignment #1 (due September 1st) – Short Essay (2.5%): We will spend part of our first class 

session participating in a group exercise in which we will try to develop a universal declaration of human 
rights. Following this exercise, you will be expected to compose a short (1-2 page) essay on the 
following topic: Pick one "right" that you thought was crucial to any Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights. Why do you think that this particular right is of paramount importance?  

 
• Assignment #2 – Letter to the Editor (17.5% total – see below for breakdown per component):  
 

o Assignment #2a (due October 13th) – Letter to the Editor (5.0%): Each student will compose a 
well crafted but brief (250 words or less) letter to the editor on the issue of whether or not capital 
punishment is a human rights issue. After a rewrite, students will be encouraged to submit their 
letters to a previously approved periodical, on-line newsgroup, or other appropriate public forum. 
 

o Assignment #2b: (due October 20th) – Peer Reviews (7.5% = 2.5% x 3): Students will 
workshop the original versions of their Letter to the Editor Assignments within a pre-selected peer 
group. Copies of the paper to be reviewed will be made available to each member of the peer review 
group (and to the Professor) on October 13th, in advance of the in-class workshop. This will allow 
peer group members to read and critically analyze the paper, and to respond in writing with a peer 
review. Each student will be responsible for a peer review (1-2 pages in length) of each paper 
workshopped, due on October 20th. If there are four members of a peer review group, then each 
student will be responsible for three peer reviews, one per paper (not counting their own, of course). 
The instructor will discuss further details in class. 
 

o Assignment #2c (due October 27th) – Revision of Letter to the Editor + R&R Memo (5.0%): 
This assignment is a REVISED VERSION of the Letter to the Editor paper (in line with instructor 
and peer review comments [see section on “Peer Review” above], and with new work done). 
Students must submit the revised paper, along with the original version containing instructor 
comments, and (marked up) copies of the previous set of peer comments. Each student will also be 
required to submit a detailed cover letter to the instructor (R&R [Revise & Resubmit] Memo) 
explaining how the student responded to each of the peer reviewers’ comments.1 The instructor will 
then grade this revised paper anew both on quality and on the degree to which critiques were 
addressed and incorporated into the paper, as well as the amount and quality of effort put into 
revision of the assignment.    

 
• Assignment #3 (due on date of in-class presentation [Oct. 25th – Nov. 22nd]) – Research Paper & 

Presentation (25.0% = 15% Research Paper, 10% Presentation): Early on in the semester each 
student will choose a country of interest, and a date on which to present their research about that 
country's human rights record to the class. Two associated homework assignments (see below) will help 
guide students through the early stages of the writing process. After feedback on these assignments, 

                                                             
1. Victoria L. Romero (2002) provides a good discussion of how to respond to reviewers’ comments [“Getting Published: Revise 
and Resubmit.” Observer, 15 (7), at: http://www.psychologicalscience.org/index.php/publications/observer/2002/september-02/getting-
published.html]: “Try your best to address the concerns of all the reviewers. Be flexible about making changes that don't 
significantly alter the thrust of your paper. Although it may not feel like it at the time, the suggested changes generally do improve 
your paper... If you choose not to make a specific revision you should acknowledge and support this decision in the cover letter. 
In this way, you can respectfully disagree with the reviewer and plead your case.” (Romero 2002, 1). 



 
students will write a medium-sized (approximately 8-10 pages) research paper on the human rights 
environment in that country. The paper must include background information, a discussion of how 
human rights have changed over time, how they compare to other countries, and which rights issues are 
most pressing in that country today. Each student will present their findings at the start of class on their 
appointed day. Presentations will be graded as a component of the research paper.   

 
o Writing Process Homework Assignments (5.0% = 2.5% x 2): These two short writing 

assignments help move students along in the writing process, and build toward the larger research 
paper described above. They include: a statement of the country of choice and brief annotated 
bibliography of six to ten sources related to the topic (HW#1, due September 22nd); and an outline 
of the initial version of the research paper (HW#2, due October 4th). 

 
• Assignment #4 (due December 8th) – Group Project & Presentation – Human Rights Advocacy 

Materials (25.0% = 15% Advocacy Materials, 10% Presentation): Each student in the course will 
work on a group project in the second half of the semester. Team assignments will be made midway 
through the semester to facilitate time to work on the project as a group. For this assignment, your 
group will select a current human rights issue to focus on. Each group will create advocacy materials 
that can be used as part of a real human right information or advocacy campaign. These materials can be 
in the form of pamphlets or written materials, web-based materials, multimedia presentations, or some 
other creative but informative outlet. The culmination of this project will be a brief presentation of the 
materials in class on the final class session of the semester. Both the materials produced and the 
presentations will be graded as components of the overall assignment. Each student co-author in the 
group project will receive the same grade for the group's project.2 

 
NOTES 
Note #1: Please turn off cell phones and other electronic devices before class begins as a courtesy to others. If 
you bring a laptop computer, tablet, or other such device to class, it should be used for note-taking only. 
Please also refrain from recording any part of the course in any manner other than via written or typed class 
notes, unless explicitly approved by the instructor. 
 
Note #2: Assignments are due at the beginning of class on the due date. Any missed assignment or 
unexcused exam absence is subject to an automatic failing grade for the course (in other words, you cannot 
pass the class unless you do all of the work!). Late written assignments will be graded down one full letter 
grade for each day late. A paper handed in five minutes after the deadline is considered a day late. If you 
anticipate missing an exam or a paper deadline, consult with the instructor as soon as possible. 
 
Note #3: Students are encouraged to study together and assist one another in learning the material. It is 
assumed that you have done your own work, and that you conduct yourself according to the expectations 

                                                             
2. "What if your coauthor doesn't carry his or her weight?" asks Gary King (2006: 120) in a recent article [King, Gary. 2006. 
Publication, Publication. PS: Political Science and Politics, 39, 1: 119-125]. His very practical suggestion is as follows:  

Deal with it somehow, and make your best individual effort even if it is asymmetric. You will have to deal with 
this when you graduate too. Your goal (and given task) is to make your paper as good as possible, and you have 
at your disposal your effort and whatever effort you can marshal from your coauthor. In most of the social 
sciences, credit is not divided among the coauthors: each coauthor gets almost full credit for the entire paper. 
As long as you're getting credit for what you're doing, it doesn't hurt you for someone else to have more credit 
than he or she deserves. 



 
laid out in the Wooster Ethic and the Code of Academic Integrity, as enumerated in the Scot’s Key 
(http://www.wooster.edu/Student-Life/Dean-of-Students/The-Scots-Key). Students are reminded that they are 
obliged to understand, to uphold, and to comply with the Code of Academic Integrity and the Wooster 
Ethic at the College of Wooster. Students who have questions or concerns about these policies (after having 
read them again) should make an appointment to see me to discuss them; indeed, I welcome this discussion 
and encourage students to see me in advance of any assignment about which they have doubts or questions. 
Any violation of the Wooster Ethic and/or the Code of Academic Integrity means the student's immediate 
failure in the course, as well as possible subsequent academic disciplinary action. 
 
Note #4: Students are encouraged to discuss assignments with me during office hours. However, students 
seeking to change their grade on an assignment or essay portion of an exam should be advised that I reserve 
the right to alter your grade in either direction (i.e.- if new problems are found during the re-grade the grade 
would go down). 
 
Note #5: I am happy to assist you in any way, but cannot do so retroactively. Thus, it is your responsibility 
to inform me ahead of time about factors that are likely to interfere with your performance in the class. 
Measures for students with disabilities, non-native writers of English and other special issues will be taken in 
compliance with the college’s policies.  
 

SCHEDULE OF TOPICS AND READINGS 
 
I .  Understanding Human Rights  – Developing a Basic  Toolkit  
 
Aug. 30 – What Are Human Rights? 
• College of Wooster. 2011. “Codes of Community and Individual Responsibility.” In Handbook of Selected 

College Policies. Wooster, OH: College of Wooster. 60-64.  
http://wooster.edu/Student-Life/Dean-of-Students/The-Scots-Key 

 
Sept. 1 – A (Very Western) History of Human Rights 
SHORT ESSAY DUE 
• Hunt, Lynn A. 2007. “Introduction”, “The Soft Power of Humanity” and “Three Declarations: 1776, 

1789, 1948” in Inventing Human Rights. New York: W. W. Norton. pp. 15-34 (Introduction); 176-214 (Ch. 
5); 215-229 (Appendix). [E-Reserve] 

• Schmidt, Diane E. 2010. “Professionalism, Ethical Considerations, and Plagiarism.” In Writing in Political 
Science: A Practical Guide. 4th Edition. Boston: Longman. 6-14. [E-Reserve] 

 
Sept. 6 – Assessing Arguments About Human Rights: Are Human Rights Universal? 
• Weston, A Rulebook for Arguments. pp. 1-66, 73-79. 
• Bilahari Kausikan. 1993. "A Universal Definition of Human Rights Ignores Cultural Diversity" New 

Perspectives Quarterly, Fall 1993. Reprinted in Mary E. Williams, ed. Human Rights: Opposing Viewpoints. San 
Diego: Greenhaven Press, pp. 21-24. [E-Reserve] 

• Tharoor, Shashi. 1999/2000. "Are Human Rights Universal?" World Policy Journal, 16, 4: 1-6. 
http://www.jstor.org/stable/40209657  

 
 
 



 
 
Sept. 8 – Gender-Based Violations: Human Rights and Sexual Orientation 
• Lau, Holning. 2004. “Sexual Orientation: Testing the Universality of International Human Rights Law” 

The University of Chicago Law Review 71, 4: 1689-1720. [READ pp. 1698-1708].  
http://www.jstor.org/stable/1600536  

• Simmons, Heather. 2011. “Dying for Love: Homosexuality in the Middle East” Human Rights and Human 
Welfare. (Issue on Human Rights in the Middle East and North Africa) [READ pp. 160-162].  
http://www.du.edu/korbel/hrhw/researchdigest/mena/index.html  

• Rosenberg, Adrienne. 2009. “The Brazilian Paradox: The Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender 
Battle for Human Rights.” Human Rights and Human Welfare. (Issue on Revisiting Human Rights in Latin 
America) [READ pp. 16-19].  http://www.du.edu/korbel/hrhw/researchdigest/latinamerica2/index.html  

• Gettleman, Jeffrey. 2011. “Ugandan Who Spoke Up for Gays is Beaten to Death” New York Times. 
January 27, 2011. http://www.nytimes.com/2011/01/28/world/africa/28uganda.html    

• Amnesty International. 2011. “Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity” Amnesty.org 
http://www.amnesty.org/en/sexual-orientation-and-gender-identity  

• Amnesty International. 2011. “About LGBT Human Rights” AmnestyUSA.org. 
http://www.amnestyusa.org/our-work/issues/lgbt-rights/about-lgbt-human-rights  

• Schmidt, Diane E. 2010. “Properties of Essays and Research Papers.” In Writing in Political Science: A 
Practical Guide. 4th Edition. Boston: Longman. 116-125. [E-Reserve] 

 
Sept. 13 – Measuring Human Rights 
• Weston, A Rulebook for Arguments. pp. 81-86. 
• Landman, Todd. 2009. “Measuring Human Rights.” in Human Rights: Politics and Practice, edited by 

Michael Goodhart. NY: Oxford Univ. Press, pp. 47-60. [E-Reserve] 
• EXPLORE: Examine these  sources  for  in formation on HAITI and LIBYA. 

o Amnesty International Annual Report 2011. http://www.amnesty.org/en/annual-report/2011  
OR search this way: (http://www.amnesty.org/en/human-rights) 

o Human Rights Watch World Report 2011. http://www.hrw.org/world-report-2011  
o U.S. State Department Country-Based Human Rights Reports. http://www.state.gov/g/drl/rls/hrrpt  
o CIRI Human Rights Data Project. http://ciri.binghamton.edu/  
o Political Terror Scale (PTS). http://www.politicalterrorscale.org/  
o Freedom House – Freedom in the World 2011. http://www.freedomhouse.org/template.cfm?page=15  

 
Sept. 15 – Transforming Ordinary People into Perpetrators of Evil 
VIEW & DISCUSS: "Quiet Rage: The Stanford Prison Experiment" 
• Kelman, Herbert C. 1973. “Violence without Moral Restraint: Reflections on the Dehumanization of 

Victims and Victimizers.” Journal of Social Issues. 29, 1: 25-61. 
http://www.wcfia.harvard.edu/sites/default/files/hck_violence.pdf  

 
Sept. 20 – Presentation and Public Speaking 
 GUEST INSTRUCTOR: Denise Bostdorff, Department of Communication 
• Weston, A Rulebook for Arguments. pp. 67-72.  
• Additional Readings To Be Announced 

 
 



 
II .  Human Rights Economic  Issues  
 
Sept. 22 – Slavery & Human Trafficking (I) 
HW#1 (ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY) DUE 
• Archer and Trusova. 2010. Borderland: Seven Stories as told by Victims of Human Trafficking.   
• Fein. “Twentieth-Century Slavery within the State.” pp. 23-42 (Ch. 2) and “Slavery, Trafficking, and 

Globalization.” pp. 43-59 (Ch. 3). 
 
Sept. 27 – Slavery & Human Trafficking (II) 
• Eastabrook, Barry. 2009. “Politics of the Plate: The Price of Tomatoes.” Gourmet. March 2009, pp.40-46. 

http://www.gourmet.com/magazine/2000s/2009/03/politics-of-the-plate-the-price-of-tomatoes  
• Stillman, Sarah. 2011. “The Invisible Army” The New Yorker. June 6, 2011, pp. 56-65. 

http://www.newyorker.com/reporting/2011/06/06/110606fa_fact_stillman   
• Ohio Trafficking in Persons Study Commission, Research and Analysis Sub-Committee. 2010. “Ohio 

Trafficking in Persons Study Commission Research and Analysis Sub-Committee Report on the 
Prevalence of Human Trafficking in Ohio To Attorney General Richard Cordray.” Ohio Attorney 
General’s Office. http://www.ohioattorneygeneral.gov/TraffickingReport  

o Section II: The Context for Human Trafficking in Ohio, pp. 9-17. 
o Section IV: A Snapshot of Identified Cases in Ohio, pp. 24-28. 
o Section VI: Points for Further Deliberation and Recommendations, pp. 45-52. 

• Schmidt, Diane E. 2010. “Common Writing Problems.” In Writing in Political Science: A Practical Guide. 4th 
Edition. Boston: Longman. 129-135. [E-Reserve] 

 
Sept. 29 – Human Rights & Corporate Social Responsibility 
• Perlez, Jane and Lowell Bergman. 2005. “Tangled Strands in Fight over Peru Gold Mine.” New York 

Times. October 25, 2005, p. A1. http://www.trabal.org/texts/25GOLD.html  OR 
http://www.nytimes.com/2005/10/25/international/americas/25GOLD.html 

• Locke, Richard. 2003. "The Promise and Perils of Globalization: The Case of Nike." In Management: 
Inventing and Delivering Its Future. Edited by Thomas A. Kochan and Richard L. Schmalensee. Cambridge, 
MA: MIT Press, 2003, pp. 39-70. http://mitsloan.mit.edu/50th/pdf/nikepaper.pdf  

• Shell International Petroleum Company. 1998. “Human Rights – the Role of Business” In Business and 
Human Rights: A Management Primer. Royal Dutch/Shell Group. Section 3, pp. 15-23. 
http://www.shell.com/static/envirosoc-en/downloads/management_primers/business_and_human_rights_primer.pdf  

• Schmidt, Diane E. 2010. “Common Writing Problems.” In Writing in Political Science: A Practical Guide. 4th 
Edition. Boston: Longman. 126-129. [E-Reserve] 

  
Oct. 4 – Basic Human Needs? Food, Education, Health, Housing, and Work 
HW#2 (OUTLINE) DUE 
• Clapham, Andrew. 2007. “Food, Education, Health, Housing, and Work,” in Human Rights: A Very Short 

Introduction. Oxford: Oxford University Press. (Ch. 7, pp. 119-142). [E-Reserve] 
• Farmer, Paul E. 1999. “Pathologies of Power: Rethinking Health and Human Rights,” American Journal of 

Public Health 89, 10: 1-11. http://ajph.aphapublications.org/cgi/content/abstract/89/10/1486  
 
 
 



 
III .  Human Rights  and Detent ion,  Torture and Death 
 
Oct. 6 – The Death Penalty   
• van den Haag, Ernest. 1986. "The Ultimate Punishment: A Defense," Harvard Law Review. 99, 7: 1662-

1669. http://www.jstor.org/stable/1341082  
• Greenberg, Jack. 1986. "Against the American System of Capital Punishment," Harvard Law Review. 99, 

7: 1670-1680 http://www.jstor.org/stable/1341083  
• Murphy, Russell G. 2010. “Death Penalty Facts and Figures” and “The International Perspective.” In 

Voices of the Death Penalty Debate: A Citizen’s Guide to Capital Punishment. Vandeplas Publishing, pp. 1-4 (Ch. 
1) and 281-291 (Ch. 7). [E-Reserve] 

• Ohio Department of Rehabilitation and Correction. 2011: 
o "Capital Punishment in Ohio" http://www.drc.state.oh.us/public/capital.htm. 
o "Ohio Executions: 1999-Present" http://www.drc.ohio.gov/web/Executed/executed25.htm  
o "Current Death Row Inmates" http://www.drc.state.oh.us/public/deathrow.htm  

 
Oct. 13 – Detention and Disappearance  
LETTER TO THE EDITOR ASSIGNMENT DUE 
• Bahari and Molloy. 2011. Then They Came For Me. (Prologue and Chapters 1-8; pp. xi-139) 
 

* * * Oct .  18th (FALL BREAK): No Class * * * 
 
Oct. 20 – Peer Review Session: In Class Workshop of Letter to the Editor Assignment 
PEER REVIEWS DUE 
Read and Comment on Papers to be Workshopped 
 
Oct. 25 – Torture 
RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 1 & 2 
• Bahari and Molloy. 2011. Then They Came For Me. (Chapters 9-18 and Epilogue) pp. 140-328. 
• Applebaum, Anne. 2005. “The Torture Myth.” The Washington Post. January 12, 2005; Page A21. 

http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/wp-dyn/A2302-2005Jan11 
• Bagaric, Mirko. 2005. “A Case for Torture.” The Age, May 17, 2005. 

http://www.theage.com.au/news/Opinion/A-case-for-torture/2005/05/16/1116095904947.html  
 
Oct. 27 – Why Do States Terrorize, Torture and Kill Their Own Civilians?  
REVISED LETTER TO THE EDITOR + R&R MEMO DUE 
RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 3 & 4 
• Fein, “States of Terror in the Late Twentieth Century: Algeria and Argentina.” (Ch. 4, pp. 60-89). 
• Fein, “States of Terror Turn to Genocide: Guatemala and Iraq.” (Ch. 5, pp. 90-124). 
 
Nov. 1 & 3 – Genocide and Political Mass Murder  
RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 5 & 6 (11/1) 
RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 7 & 8 (11/3) 
• Fein, “States of Genocide, Genocidal Massacres, and Ethnic Cleansing.” (Ch. 6, pp. 125-158).  
• Gourevitch. 1998. We wish to inform you that tomorrow we will be killed with our families. pp. 5-171. 
 



 
IV. React ing to Human Rights Issues 
 
Nov. 8 – The Role of Human Rights-Based Non-Governmental Organizations 
RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 9 & 10  
• Claude, Richard Pierre. 2006. “What Do Human Rights NGOs Do?” in Human Rights in the World 

Community: Issues and Action. 3rd Edition. Edited by Richard Pierre Claude and Burns H. Weston. 
Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. pp. 424-433. [E-Reserve] 

• Keck, Margaret E. and Kathryn Sikkink. 1998. “Transnational Advocacy Networks in International 
Politics” and “Human Rights Advocacy Networks in Latin America” in Activists Beyond Borders: Advocacy 
Networks in International Politics. Ithaca: Cornell University Press. Ch. 1 (pp. 1-38) & Ch. 3 (pp. 79-120). 
[E-Reserve] 

 
Nov. 10 – Forensic Science as a Tool to Uncover and Understand Atrocities  
GUEST INSTRUCTOR: Paul Edmiston, Department of Chemistry 
RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 11 & 12 
• Zlatko Jakovski, Ksenija Nikolova, Biljana Janeska, Zdravko Cakar, Aleksandar Stankov, Verica 

Poposka, Goran Palvovski and Aleksej Duma. 2010. “Forensic DNA Analysis in the Identification of 
Human Remains in Mass Graves” Journal of Clinical Pathology and Forensic Medicine 1, 1: 1-4. 
http://www.academicjournals.org/JCPFM/PDF/Pdf2010/Mar/Jakovski%20et%20al.pdf  

• Koff, Clea. 2004. “Retracing Crimes in the World's Killing Fields” Weekend Edition – Interview with 
Scott Simon. National Public Radio. August 7, 2004. 
http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=3838629  

• Other Readings To Be Announced 
 
Nov. 15 – Medicine, Science and Human Rights  
JOINT CLASS WITH FYS ON “CONTROVERSIES IN SCIENCE AND PUBLIC POLICY” 
• Jean-Hervé Bradol and Claudine Vidal, eds. 2011. Medical Innovations in Humanitarian Situations. Doctors 

Without Borders. Chapters TBA. – NOTE: We will read Chapter 4 (“Controversy as a Policy” pp. 61-87) and 
either Chapter 5 (“Cholera: Diagnosis and Treatment Outside the Hospital”) or Chapter 9 (“AIDS: A New Pandemic 
Leading to New Medical and Political Practices”, pp. 178-199). 
http://www.doctorswithoutborders.org/publications/book/medicalinnovations/?id=5268&cat=medical-innovations  

 
Nov. 17 – Human Rights Foreign Policy, International Law, and the United Nations 
RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 13 & 14 
• Clapham, Andrew. 2007. “Human Rights Foreign Policy and the Role of the United Nations,” in Human 

Rights: A Very Short Introduction. Oxford: Oxford University Press. (Ch.3, pp.57-80). [E-Reserve] 
• Power, Samantha. 2001. “Bystanders to Genocide: Why the United States Let the Rwandan Tragedy 

Happen” The Atlantic Monthly, September 2001. 
http://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/2001/09/bystanders-to-genocide/4571  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Nov. 22 – How States Handle Victims – A Case Study of Asylum and Refugees 
RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 15 & 16 
• REVIEW: Danticat, Edwidge. 2007. Brother I’m Dying. New York: Vintage Books, pp. 214-243. 
• Loescher, Gil. 2009. “Human Rights and Forced Migration” in Human Rights: Politics and Practice, edited 

by Michael Goodhart. NY: Oxford Univ. Press, pp. 239-259. [E-Reserve] 
• Mehta, Suketu. 2011. “The Asylum Seeker,” The New Yorker, August 1, 2011, pp. 32-37. [E-Reserve] 
• UNHCR. 2011. “World Refugee Day: UNHCR Report Finds 80 per cent of World’s Refugees in 

Developing Countries.” United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR). June 20, 2011. 
http://www.unhcr.org/4dfb66ef9.html 

 
* * * Nov. 24th (THANKSGIVING BREAK): No Class * * * 

 
Nov. 29 – The Move Toward Pre-Empting Human Rights Abuses 
• Koh, Harold Hongju. 2006. “How Is International Human Rights Law Enforced?” in Human Rights in 

the World Community: Issues and Action. 3rd Edition. Edited by Richard Pierre Claude and Burns H. Weston. 
Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. pp. 305-315. [E-Reserve] 

• Obama, Barack. 2011. “Presidential Study Directive on Mass Atrocities (PSD-10).” Office of the Press 
Secretary, The White House. August 4, 2011. http://m.whitehouse.gov/the-press-
office/2011/08/04/presidential-study-directive-suspension-entry-immigrants-and-nonimmigran  

• Gventer, Celeste Ward. 2011. “Interventionism Run Amok” Foreign Policy. August 10, 2011. 
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2011/08/10/interventionism_run_amok?wpisrc=obinsite  

• Hillstrom, David. 2011. “The Libyan No Fly Zone: Responsibility to Protect and International Law” 
Foreign Policy Journal. March 21, 2011.  http://www.foreignpolicyjournal.com/2011/03/21/the-libyan-no-fly-zone-
responsibility-to-protect-and-international-law/  

• Carpenter, Charli. 2011. “True But Irrelevant.” LawyersGunsMoneyBlog.com March 22, 2011. 
http://www.lawyersgunsmoneyblog.com/2011/03/true-but-irrelevant  (reposted at TheDuckOfMinerva.com) 

• Western, Jon. 2011. “Benghazi: What Were the Signs?” TheDuckOfMinerva.blogspot.com. April 14, 2011. 
http://duckofminerva.blogspot.com/2011/04/benghazi-what-were-signs.html   

 
Dec. 1 & 6  – Truth, Justice, or Revenge?  
• Gourevitch. 1998. We wish to inform you that tomorrow we will be killed with our families. pp. 177-353. 
• Quinn, Joanna R. 2009. “Transitional Justice,” in Human Rights: Politics and Practice, edited by Michael 

Goodhart. NY: Oxford Univ. Press, pp. 355-369. [E-Reserve] 
• Fein, Bruce. 2009. "How Obama Excused Torture." The Daily Beast. April 17, 2009. 

http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2009/04/17/how-obama-excused-torture.html  
 
Dec. 8 – Presentations of Advocacy Materials; Class Wrap-Up 
GROUP PROJECT (ADVOCACY MATERIALS ASSIGNMENT) DUE 
GROUP PROJECT PRESENTATIONS  
 


