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The substantive aim of this project is to address the overall question of the state crisis in the present context of world affairs from a three-fold perspective: firstly, the most recent implications of the classification of weak states as one of the threats to world security; secondly, the new challenges placed to multilateral institutions and mechanisms to improve governance in fragile and deteriorated state scenarios; and thirdly, the challenges placed for South America -particularly Southern Cone countries- by regional and extra-regional situations of state crisis. These three perspectives emerge from the idea that there is an urgent need for theoretical and policy analysis to address the problems caused by an unprecedented wave of violence and crisis of governance in a large number of states in the developing world.

While the uniqueness of the proposed project is that it intends to contribute to build a perspective “from the South” to address the problems mentioned above, it will also be based upon a thorough effort to deepen exchange of perceptions and knowledge worldwide with academic professionals and institutions which share akin or complementary interests. 

Fundamentals
The idea that weak states pose a serious threat to world security - as mentioned in the 2004 United Nations High Level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change - has deepened apprehensions within the international community which legitimizes a diversified set of options for external intervention in Third World countries. The characterization of intra-state violence as a global threat has opened the way to the “villainization” of the developing world, broadening the notion of responsibility to be assumed by multilateral institutions and world powers-particularly the US.
 Also, regional powers have been expected to play a more active role either by expanding their participation in UN-led Peace Operations or in bringing forward preventive diplomatic actions that can de-escalate state crisis in certain areas. These new forms of intervention have put in play a global-local dynamic which places challenges for regional and/or middle powers, even more when their own region is at stake. In this context, the question of sovereignty has recovered importance in IR literature and old and new concepts, such as protectorate, trusteeship, transitional administration, neo-trusteeship and shared sovereignty have been revived or proposed to justify external interventions and address the multilateral solutions to be tried off in post-conflict countries.
 Hence, a widespread debate has emerged regarding the means and responses of the international community to face state crises, the appropriate multilateral approaches and instruments as well as regional initiatives for conflict prevention, post-conflict reconstruction and political transitions. In all cases, interventionism has expanded its legitimacy to foster nation-building from the “outside”, inevitably deepening previous economic and political dependency of a vast number of countries. Even though this debate was at first mostly focused on the impact of violence and intra-state conflicts upon fragile institutional realities in Africa, it has now expanded its scope to other areas of the Third World as well as to a group of ex-soviet republics.

The complexities involving multilateral and regional initiatives to deal with state crisis in the developing world become even more dramatic when we consider the paradoxical evolution of the international debate about the role of the State after the ending of the Cold War. Differently to what was observed in the nineties, the state is no longer perceived as the cause of all evils in the developing world. On the very contrary, the problem now lies on stateless realities leading to institutional setbacks with damaging consequences for local and regional security in the South. This postulation raises a few crucial questions. Has this result been one of the aggravating effects of globalization in Third Word areas? Has the state become in fact more vulnerable in the “big” South? And finally, has privatization of previous state activities contributed to curtail the capacities within developing countries to provide public goods and a safe democratic environment?
 

A core of states within the South that do not share state failing deficiencies show growing awareness of the general tendencies mentioned above. Two main concerns have been expressed. First, they fear that “villain” and “failed” states will justify a new kind of intervention which expands the power capabilities and self-attributions of great powers, introducing new formulas of trusteeships or neo-imperialist practices. Secondly, these countries fear the regional impact of state crisis upon regional peace and security as well as its effect upon public security conditions within their own boundaries. In response, these states have become active in the defense of multilateral institutions - especially within the UN - and of regional cooperation to create an alternative view of prevailing interventionist premises. An example of this sort of concern can be observed in the growing involvement of IBSA (India, Brazil, South Africa) countries in regional politics and security, as well as their effort to expand responsibilities in UN Peacekeeping Operations (UN-PKOs).
In this context, South America shows a peculiar development. Even though the region has not been an area of major concern in the post 9-11 international security agenda, securitization of world affairs has contaminated regional politics. At this time, as a consequence of domestic political complexities, South America has emerged as one of the regions seriously infected by the state crisis virus. While there has been a clear differentiation between the political developments in the Andes and the Southern Cone, the whole region has suffered from the impact produced by a process of serial governance disruptions. In the last 6 years, governments have been interrupted in a context of major institutional breakdowns, massive popular protests, political violence and local turmoil: Argentina (2001), Bolivia (2003, 2005), Ecuador (2000, 2003), Paraguay (1999), Peru (2000) and Venezuela (2002). Regional and sub-regional instruments and regimes - such as Mercosur, the Andean Community, the Rio Group, the OAS, the Iberamerican summits - have not been capable either to prevent or to contain this process; what appears to be a cause and a consequence of the deepening of political fragmentation within the region. While, in general, domestic solutions have managed not to abandon democratic engineering and values, external interpretations and judgments of these developments have not been consensual. In the case of the US, for instance, some of these processes have been seen by the US government as a consequence of “radical populism”; considered an emerging threat in the region.

A preliminary analysis of the political landscape in South America suggests a diversified set of situations regarding regional governance and security. Besides a clear divide between the Andean region and the Southern Cone there are remarkable differences in political tendencies within each sub-region. In the Andes it is possible at this stage to assemble Bolivia, Ecuador and Peru as a group in between Colombia and Venezuela which represent two political poles. The first three are examples of fragile states facing severe governance crisis, which affect local and regional security. All three have already requested some kind of external political support or mediation either from individual states or regional institutions. Colombia, on the one hand has already stepped forward in direction to a “de facto” US shared sovereignty, locked-in at first with the Colombia Plan and strengthened (since 2003) by the policy of “democratic security”. At the other extreme is Venezuela, which in reaction to a previous state-failure crisis has escalated defensive policies leading to an over securitized state building process. Within the Southern Cone area it is important to underline the specific case of the Paraguayan state, a survival of the Cold War authoritarianism, nowadays dressed in a fragile democratic packaging moving more and more in direction to a close alignment with the US.
For countries like Argentina, Brazil and Chile (ABC), this scenario has imposed new political responsibilities in regional politics and security. Coordinated initiatives in Haiti, Bolivia and Venezuela are first examples of intervening actions which represent a benchmark vis-à-vis the previous premises which guided their foreign policies. These three countries have also expanded their roles in regional and world multilateral institutions with growing participation in UN-led post-conflict missions. 

Focus

The aim of the project will be to bridge the current debate and academic work about state-crisis and state-focused security policies in world affairs with the present political developments in developing areas, particularly in South America. The basic assumption of this project is that the study of this connection will contribute to a more rigorous discussion of the problem of state crisis in IR literature and to develop a clearer idea of how regional institutions and consolidated democracies may address this question in developing areas. Hence, our objectives are to: i) stimulate a critical debate of the idea of state failure, both from a conceptual and policy standpoint, ii) elaborate a “southern” interpretation of state-crisis situations; iii) foster the understanding of state-crisis situations from an inter and intra-regional comparative perspective; iv) evaluate the implications and results of the growing involvement of South America in multilateral state-building efforts; and v) re-think the appropriate role of regional mechanisms and policy instruments to prevent and deal with state-crisis scenarios in Latin America and Africa.
The objectives mentioned above shall be guidelined by the three most important conclusions reached at the Workshop on state crisis previously mentioned. First, and from a normative standpoint, we assume, though we are compelled to deal with an agenda that was not set by our region, that it has become crucial to build up a regional perspective which contributes to a South-South vision on the question of state crisis, security, and international governance. Second, and from an epistemological perspective, our work will differentiate a Comparative Studies approach from an IR approach. Our epistemological challenge will be to construct an IR approach on the subject. IR is our disciplinary territory and comparative studies must play an instrumental role in allowing a better understanding of the complexities and risks involved in international intervention and post-conflict and/or state crisis situations. We have to be very careful not to go the other way around. Third and regarding the nature of the issues/actors involved, disciplinary borders must be transcended. It is important to acknowledge the contributions offered by history, political philosophy, anthropology and cultural studies. We will not only deal with states but also with non state actors, global and regional networks and international institutions. In turn, issues would include old and new threats, state and private types of violence, institutions and non-institutional dimensions of state crisis, tangible and non-tangible manifestations of power.
This project involves a myriad of activities connected to the work developed by a team of professors presently engaged in the MIS, particularly in the Specialization on Security Studies under the coordination of Professor Monica Hirst. It seeks to nurture a generation of graduate students and junior professionals that will share not only stimulated interactions but commitments to substantial goals and aims that are summarized in the following pages. Also, this project intends to stimulate international collaboration, transnational network formation and cross-border research activities 

. 
Research

Research represents the centerpiece of this project. Research activities will focus on a myriad of aspects related to the problem of state crisis and international security according to the interests of the senior members of the research team. Each researcher will be responsible for a research unit. While research projects will be a full responsibility of each researcher, dissemination and publications of research results will be integrated as part of the project activities (see section 3). Also there will be a straight connection between research activities and the Program for the support of MA dissertations to stimulate a closer articulation between teaching and the production of knowledge on international security.
Activities will be sub-divided in six research units that will focus upon a specific theme related to the general aims stressed above. 
Research Units
1) Imperial expansion and “turbulent peripheries”: The case of South America. (Roberto Russell)
2) Failed States and US Foreign Policy. (Juan Gabriel Tokatlian)
3) State-rebuilding and International/regional cooperation security: The cases of Haiti, Angola and Mozambique. (Monica Hirst)

4) Change and continuity in European approaches and policies towards Turbulent Peripheries. (Carlos Pérez Llana)

5) Regional Public Goods in South America. (Fernando Porta)

6) Bringing the State back once more in South America: A redefinition of the role of the State for a new Millennium. (José Fernandez Vega)

Fellowship program for MIS dissertations

Support for MIS dissertation will be offered to students* in the period 2005-2007 in the form of fellowships obtained in a yearly competition, coordinated by the members of the projects’ research team. MA dissertation projects must be connected to the research activities carried forward by this project and will be supervised by its research staff. Dissertation work must be completed in a 12 months period. An activity report must be submitted six months after the fellowship is granted, and the final version of the dissertation must be presented no later than 30 days after the end of the award period. Two proposals will be supported the first year (2005) and ten the following two years. Twelve awards will be offered all together.

Dissemination and Publications

Dissemination activities will be carried forward all through the duration of this project. 3 workshops will be held with participants from Argentina and other countries to discuss preliminary findings of the research project and the results of the MIS dissertations supported by the Project. A seminar will be held in the second half of 2007 with the participation of all the members of the research team to present results. As well a book will be published with the final version of these research reports.
� See Fearon, James D. and Laitin, David D. “Neotrusteeship and the Problem of Weak States”, International Security, Vol.28, No. 4, 1 March 2004: pp. 5-43(39); Fukuyama, Francis. State-Building: Governance and World Order in the 21st Century, Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2004 and Helman G., Ratner S. “Saving Failed States”. Foreign Policy, Vol. 89, Winter 1992-3: pp.3-20.


� See, for example, Cooper, Robert “The next empire” October, 2001; Cooper, Robert “Reordering the World”, edited by Mark Leonard, foreword by Tony Blair, published by The Foreign Policy Centre, London, 2002; Cooper, Robert. "Imperial Liberalism". The National Interest, N°79, Spring, 2005: pp. 25-34, and Krasner Stephen D. “Sharing Sovereignty: New Institutions for Collapsed and Failing States”, International Security, Vol.29, No. 2, Fall 2004: pp. 85-120(36).
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