Discussion questions April 5/6
1. Pape argues against the thesis that there has been a revolution in military affairs but also contends that the debate on air power has undergone a substantial shift. i.What characterizes this shift? ii. In both Bombing to Win and his Foreign Affairs article, Pape concludes that decapitation is not necessarily about military effectiveness but also revolves around military intelligence and political forecasting. What does this say about the effectiveness of decapitation for air power strategists? If Pape claims that accuracy granted by new technology (PGMs ) is not enough, what other factors matter in rendering decapitation a viable strategy?

2. Stigler presents the Kosovo case as a challenge to Pape’s account of air power in Bombing to Win. i. How does his account challenge Pape’s? What does this say about the significance of air power in future crises? ii. Stigler also notes that his article does not pertain specifically to the different strategies of coercion through air power. Considering the Kosovo case, and accepting Stigler’s claim that the increasing intensity of air bombing was crucial to Milosevic’s capitulation, what type of a strategy proved effective: denial or punishment, or a combination of these? (In other words, which part of the equation for compellence did the strategy focus on?)

3. Atran challenges Pape’s perspective on suicide terrorism contending that it is not possible to explain suicide terrorism as a strategic and secular response. On the other hand, Pape’s argument suggests that terrorists are rational actors. I . If we accept as Atran does that terrorists are motivated by ‘values and small-group dynamics’, does this mean that that they are ‘non-rational’ actors? ii. What are the ‘misconceptions’ about suicide terrorism that each theorist aims to dispel? iii. Are there differing policy implications in counteracting suicide terrorism that emerge from Atran’s and Pape’s accounts; if so, in what ways?
4. Bloom claims that suicide bombers in general target both international and domestic audiences. i. How does this link to the above debate on the strategic nature of suicide terrorism? ii. Bloom’s account builds on but challenges the conventional view that Palestinian suicide bombings aim to hamper the Middle East peace process. In what ways does her account of the role of state-building in particular (and domestic factors within Palestine) add to an understanding of suicide terrorism? iii. A critical aspect of Bloom’s argument hinges on the role of public opinion in generating mass support for suicide bombings. Is mass support a necessary condition for the prevalence of suicide terrorism?

