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RESUME DU COURS / OBJECTIES

Despite increasing patterns of cooperation in aseh as trade, the environment or
nuclear non-proliferation, the international comityihas always been faced with countries that
were reluctant to "play by the rules.” While sonuels as Irag and Libya have or are well on
their way to salvaging their relationship with timernational community, others such as Iran
and North Korea are still engaged in illegal ati®d and thus hold contentious relationships
with many states. Does the world have a duty teagaguch dangerous actors? What are the
risks in developing diplomatic incentives with ctrugs that are hard to trust? Can those states
ever recover from having been rogues?

SYLLABUS / TARGETS

The purpose of this class is to examine the statusogue’, or ‘difficult’ states in the
world, and to determine how the international comityuhas been dealing with such states, how
it can relate with them in order to achieve pedcefutcomes, and whether or not a new
approach is needed.

First, we will attempt to draw the main charactiess of rogue states. Then, we will
investigate potential policies on how to deal vdtith actors, and we will focus on a wide range
of tactics from engagement through diplomacy andnemic incentives to much less
accommodating strategies such as coercion, prehasgitikes and regime change.

/EVALUATION : \

Students’ mark for the module will be based on ghbmission, by the end of the last week of

class, of a portfolio. The portfolio includes twpés of assignments:

(1) Literature review work which relates to the themadtaspects and research about rogue stdtes
(50% of portfolio mark)

(2) Project work which relates to the practical aspeéftdealing with dangerous actors (50% ¢

k portfolio mark)
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PLAN / SEANCES :

Session 1 Framing the Rogue State Concept

Session 2 Nature of the offense: from bad behavmoutlaw

Session 3 Nature of ruling agents: from outlawacsioned

Session 4 Nature of sanctions: from judged to paso

Session 5 A capital offense? Regime change asaitkipenalty

Session 6 Living as ex-convicts: is redemption frogue-hood possible?
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