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Course Description

This course examines the urban dimensions of terrorism in the United States.  Using the events of 9/11 and their after-effects in New York City as a case study, the generalized complexities of modern terrorism and cities are explored.  The concepts of space, place, and context are used as a framework for understanding and explaining the effects of contemporary urban terrorism, as well as for organizing future policy and academic research.  Specifically, the course begins by developing a definition of terrorism, and then reviews the major questions emerging for cities in an age of globalized terrorism.  Introduced by the literature on how urban populations experience risks and hazards as well as the public policy relevance for inquiry on terrorism, the urban economic impacts, changing use of urban of space, and diffusion of urban terrorism are engaged as representative of a new paradigm for studying cities post-9/11.  
Objectives
Students successfully completing Urban Planning After 9/11: The Case of New York will be able to define the urban dimensions of terrorism in both historical and contemporary contexts, connecting the definition to real world examples, experiences, and research questions.  Students will be able to relate the definitional parameters of terrorism, including key urban concepts that inform this definition, to the study of cities in three ways: (1) economic impacts; (2) changing use of urban space; and (3) the diffusion of urban terrorism.  Finally, students will be able to infer the concepts appropriate for examining urban terrorism policy issues and diagram solutions accordingly.
Course Philosophy

The most important outcome of this course is the learning that students achieve.  The course is designed for upper-level undergraduate students and graduate students.  The course is scaled to learning at two levels, and writing is the primary method by which students will communicate their learning within these levels.  At its basic-level, the course introduces students to foundational and factual knowledge about cities (e.g. key concepts of urban space, place, and context) and terrorism (e.g. how to define it), but also requires that students comprehend how this foundational knowledge interrelates to form a useful body of knowledge.  At a higher-level of learning, the course encourages students to apply knowledge to questions related to cities and terrorism that will be useful in both analytical policy and academic contexts, thus providing students with knowledge that they can potentially use in future careers.  
Course Texts
There are three required books for this course.  The rest of the readings will be on Blackboard.    

The following books are available in the campus bookstore:

Cutter, Susan L., Douglas B. Richardson, and Thomas J. Wilbanks. 2003. The 
Geographical Dimensions of Terrorism. New York, NY: Routledge.


Foner, Nancy. 2005. Wounded City: The Social Impact of 9/11 on New York City. 
New York: Russell Sage Foundation.


Mollenkopf, John. 2005. Contentious City: The Politics of Recovery in New York 
City. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
Course Overview

Class #1: Defining Terrorism

Class #2: The Risk-Hazards Tradition Responds to 9/11

· Societal Responses
· Root Causes
· Lifelines, the Built Environment, and People
· Building a Safer but Open Society
Class #3: Cities in an Age of Terrorism
Class #4: Urban Research Questions on Terrorism
****Short Paper #1 is due at the start of class.
Class #5: The Economic Impacts of Terrorism: New York City Businesses
Class #6: The Economic Impacts of Terrorism: Vulnerability and Resilience
Class #7: The Changing Use of Urban Space: Discourse and Planning
****Short Paper #2 is due at the start of class.
Class #8: The Changing Use of Urban Space: Planning and Communities
Class #9: The Changing Use of Urban Space: Communities (Continued), Politics, and The Diffusion of Urban Terrorism
Class #10: The Future
****Short Paper #3 is due on Wednesday, 22 August.
Assignments & Evaluation
Short Paper #1 – The Cutter, Richardson, and Wilbanks book has been criticized for not offering a definition of terrorism.  Based on the readings from this book, as well as the opening and closing remarks from the editors, compose a definition of terrorism for this book in not less than two pages and not more than five pages.  Your definition should generally reflect the understanding of terrorism that infuses the works of the authors whose work is included in this book.  Be sure to explain why your definition is right for this book.  Short paper #1 counts towards 20% of your grade.  You will be evaluated on organization, grammar, spelling, and presentation (i.e. clean, wrinkle free paper with crisp, dark toner) in addition to appropriately and coherently addressing the assignment.  See Rubric #1: “Evaluating short paper #1” for the specific guidelines that I will use to evaluate your work.
NOTE: Short paper #1 is due on Thursday, 31 July.  There are no exceptions.  If you fail to turn in your short paper #1 on Thursday, 31 July, you will lose 3 points (out of 100) for each day late.    
Short Paper #2 – Drawing from the readings under “Cities in an Age of Terrorism,” “Urban Research Questions on Terrorism”, and economic selections, explain what you understand 9/11’s effect to be on New York City’s economy.  Has 9/11 had an effect?  If yes, do you expect the effect to be long lasting and why?  In your answer, be sure to discuss the role of “place” as we engaged this concept in class.   Your answer should not be less than two pages or more than five pages.  Short paper #2 counts towards 20% of your grade.  See Rubric #2: “Evaluating short paper #2” for the specific guidelines that I will use to evaluate your work.
NOTE: Short paper #2 is due on Thursday, 9 August.  There are no exceptions.  If you fail to turn in your short paper #2 on Thursday, 9 August, you will lose 3 points (out of 100) for each day late.  
Short Paper #3 – How has terrorism affected how urban communities use urban space in New York City?  What do you think the implications will be for the future?  Your answer should not be less than two pages or more than five pages.  Short paper #3 counts towards 20% of your grade.  See Rubric #3: “Evaluating short paper #3” for the specific guidelines that I will use to evaluate your work.
NOTE: Short paper #3 is due on Wednesday, 22 August.  There are no exceptions.  If you fail to turn in your short paper #3 on Wednesday, 22 August, you will receive a grade of ‘F’ for 20% of your grade.  (Since this paper is due on the last day of class and grades must be issued immediately, there is no opportunity to turn in late papers.)  Please include a self-addressed, stamped envelop so that I may return your paper with comments.  
Presentations on selected readings – You are required to read all readings throughout the semester, but you will be responsible for presenting on one (and in some instances maybe two) each week.  A sign up sheet will be passed around at the beginning of the semester.  A sign up sheet will be passed around at the beginning of the semester.  Presentations should reflect serious engagement with the reading.  Students should be prepared to give a general, 5 minute overview of the assigned reading, and provide a 1 or 2 page handout that includes a summary of the overall message of the reading, the key points, and several questions for discussion.  The questions can ask for clarification on a particular point, may draw comparisons between readings, or may simply present points for general discussion.  The two presentations will count towards 20% of your grade.  See Rubric #4: “Evaluating Presentations on the Readings” for the specific guidelines that I will use to evaluate your work.
In-class and On-line participation – The in-class participation grade will be determined by your attendance at each class, your engagement during the lectures, and your responses to questions and other students’ comments.  Sleeping or putting one’s head down during the course will adversely affect the grade.  Lateness—both at the beginning of the course and after the break—as well as early departures, will adversely affect the grade.  The participation grade will also be determined by your willingness to speak up and share thoughts, questions, and concerns during the course.  In class participation counts as 10% of your grade.
The on-line participation grade will be determined by your thoughtful engagement with each week’s reading in the appropriate discussion forum on blackboard as well as your commentary to one other student’s posting.  There will be several questions posted for each week’s readings to open the discussion; you may respond to any one of these questions or you may generate your own question.  If you choose to generate your own question, make sure the question you are answering is clearly noted on the forum.  You will be evaluated on the quality of your response, appropriate referencing of key concepts and ideas from the readings, and logical argumentation.  You must also critique one of your peers’ postings.  Critiques can take the form of agreement (stating why you agree), disagreement (stating why you disagree), or the statement of new ideas generated from your peer’s posting (explain how your peer’s posting generated this new idea).  See rubric #5 “Evaluation of Online Participation” for exact specifications on how you will be evaluated. On-line participation counts as 10% of your grade.   
Extra credit blog – You may choose to keep a media blog for each week of the course for extra credit.  The purpose of the media blog is to provide a space for you to react to the readings and concepts that we are considering in class as they relate to terrorism.  You will likely encounter these concepts and ideas in newspaper articles, television, on various websites, and in daily interactions with other people throughout the city.  If you choose to keep a blog for extra credit, you must be very specific in your reactions as to what readings and concepts you are reacting to and how they relate to the issue of terrorism.  You also must post to the blog once each week (meaning you can’t save all of your entries until the last week – I will be checking).
If you are unfamiliar with blogging, please view the following document, titled “7 Things You Should Know About Blogs” for a very brief overview:   http://www.educause.edu/ir/library/pdf/ELI7006.pdf 

Then search the web for more information.  

Your blog should be a source of fun for you.   You are not required to follow conventions of normal academic writing when blogging, but you do need to evidence serious—if reactionary and informal—engagement with the concepts you are writing about.   See rubric #6 “Evaluation of Student Blogs for Extra Credit” for exact specifications on how your extra credit blog will be evaluated.
An exceptional extra credit blog can raise your overall course grade fully one-half letter grade (e.g. from a B to a B+) and in close calls the blog can boost your grade to the next higher grade.
NOTE: Your blog will be a public document, available to anyone on the internet, so don’t post anything you wouldn’t be comfortable saying in a face-to-face environment.  Keep in mind that employers are increasingly searching the web to find out information regarding potential employees before hiring.

NOTE: You must decide whether or not you plan to blog for extra credit no later than the end of the first week of the course.  Please see me so that I can help set you up with a blog site.
Your final grade for the course will be calculated using the following Hunter College undergraduate grade distribution (percentage of total score of all assignments).
A+ = 97.5 – 100 %
B+ = 87.5 – 89.9 

C+ = 77.5 – 79.9 

F = 0.0 – 59.9
A = 92.5 – 97.4 

B = 82.5 – 87.4 

C = 70 – 77.4 
A- = 90 – 92.4

B- = 80 – 82.4 

D = 60 – 69.9
General Policies and Procedures

· Statement on Academic Integrity: Hunter College regards acts of academic dishonesty (e.g., plagiarism, cheating on examinations, obtaining unfair advantage, and falsification of records and official documents) as serious offenses against the values of intellectual honesty. The College is committed to enforcing CUNY Policy on Academic Integrity and will pursue cases of academic dishonesty according to the Hunter College Academic Integrity Procedures.
Complete information on Hunter College’s academic integrity policies is available through the Office of Student Services.  Please see the following document, available online: http://www.hunter.cuny.edu/senate/assets/Documents/Hunter%20College%20Policy%20on%20Academic%20Integrity.pdf . 
· Student Email: Students are required to have a Hunter College email account and to check it at least once per day during the week.  All notices regarding the course, including cancellations, will be sent to the Hunter College account.

· Faculty Email: The professor uses kkeenan@hunter.cuny.edu and will check it at least once per day.  Immediate responses via email should not be expected, but can generally be expected within a 24-hour period.

· Cell phones and pagers must be turned off before the class starts.
· Special needs or concerns: Any students who have special learning needs or concerns are urged to speak with me during the first week of the semester if accommodations are needed.  The Office of Student Services provides a comprehensive list of accessibility resources available at the College on the following website: http://studentservices.hunter.cuny.edu/DSMAIN.html .
· Mutual respect for differing questions and ideas: The University is a place for open inquiry and exchange of ideas.  All members of the University should treat all other members of the University and members of society with mutual respect and appreciation.

Course Schedule and Assigned Readings

· For Thursday, 19 July you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #1: Defining Terrorism

Simonsen, Clifford E. and Jeremy R. Spindlove.  2000.  Chapter 1 “Defining 
Terrorism” and Chapter 2 “A Brief History of Terrorism.” In Terrorism 
Today: The Past, the Players, the Future.  Upper Saddle River, NJ: 
Prentice-Hall, Inc. Pgs. 3-71.

Crenshaw, M. 1995. “Thoughts on Relating Terrorism to Historical Contexts.  In 
Terrorism in context. University Park, PA: Pennsylvania State University 
Press. 

Laqueur, Walter. 1987. “Reflections on Terrorism.” In The Terrorism Reader. 
New York, NY: Signet. Pgs. 378-92.

Laqueur, Walter. 1996. “Postmodern Terrorism: New Rules for an Old Game.”  
Foreign Affairs, September / October Issue.  Pgs. 24-36.

Mustafa, Daanish. 2005. The terrible geographicalness of terrorism: Reflections of a Hazards Geographer.  Antipode.
· For Tuesday, 24 July you should have completed:

Reading Assignments #2: The Risk-Hazards Tradition Responds to 9/11

General Overview of the Risk-Hazards Tradition 

Cutter, Susan L. 1993. Chapter 2 “Scare of the Week Risk Perception and Behavior” in Living with Risk. New York: Routledge. 

Societal Responses
Cutter, Susan L., Douglas B. Richardson, and Thomas J. Wilbanks. 2003. The Geographical Dimensions of Terrorism. London: Routledge. 

· Thomas, Deborah S.K. Public health, law enforcement, and hazards management Pgs. 9-16.
· Mitchell, James K. Urban vulnerability to terrorism as hazard. Pgs. 17-26.
· Wright, Richard, Paul Ganster, and David Dow. Transborder disaster management. Pgs. 35-44.

Root Causes

· Murphy, Alexander B. The space of terror. Pgs. 47-52.
· Flint, Colin. Geographies of inclusion / exclusion. Pgs. 53-8.
Lifelines, the Built Environment, and People

· Kelmelis, John A. and Scott A. Loomer. Critical infrastructure. Pgs. 127-38.

· Wilbanks, Thomas J. Energy systems and infrastructures. Pgs. 139-44.

· Miller, Harvey J. Transportation and communication lifelines disruption. Pgs. 145-52.

· Dobson, Jerome E. Estimating populations at risk. Pgs. 161-68.

· Dezzani, Ray J. and T.R. Lakshmanan. Recreating secure spaces. Pgs. 169-78.

· For Thursday, 26 July you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #3: Cities in an Age of Terrorism
Savitch, H.V. and Grigoriy Ardashev. 2001. Does terror have an urban future? Urban Studies 38(2): 2515-33.

Eisinger, Peter. 2004. The American city in the age of terror A preliminary assessment of the effects of September 11. Urban Affairs Review 40(1): 115-30.
Mills, Edwin S. 2002. Terrorism and U.S. real estate. Journal of Urban Economics 51: 198-204.
Coaffee, Jon. 2003. Chapter 5: “Constructing and Reinforcing the Ring of Steel.”  Terrorism, Risk and the City: The Making of a Contemporary Urban Landscape.  Ashgate.
Gray, Mitchell and Elvin Wyly. 2006. “The terror city hypothesis.” In Violent Geographies: fear, terror, and political violence, eds. Derek Gregory and Allan Pred.
****Short Paper #1 is due at the start of the next class.

· For Tuesday, 31 July you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #4: Urban Research Questions on Terrorism

Clarke, S.E. 2002. Urban scholarship after September 11, 2002. Urban Affairs Review 37(3): 460-67.

Savitch, H.V. 2003. Does 9-11 portend a new paradigm for cities? Urban Affairs Review 39(1): 103-27.
Foner, Nancy. 2005. “The Social Effects of 9/11 on New York City: An Introduction.”  Wounded City: The Social Impact of 9/11 on New York City.  New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Mollenkopf, John. 2005. “Introduction: Reparing the Hole in the Heart of the City.” In Contentious City: The Politics of Recovery in New York City. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Chernick, Howard. 2005. “Introduction. In Resilient City: The Economic Impact of 9/11.  New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
· For Thursday, 2 August you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #5: The Economic Impacts of Terrorism: New York City Businesses
Hill, Edward W. and Iryna Lendel. 2005. “Did 9/11 Change Manhattan and the New York Region as Places to Conduct Business?” In Resilient City: The Economic Impact of 9/11.  New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
Hughes, J.W. and M.K. Nelson. 2002. The New York Region’s Post-September 11 Economic Geography. Transportation Quarterly 56 (4):27-42. 

Schwabish, Jonathan A. and Joshua Chang. 2005. “Insurance Coverage for New York City in an Age of Terrorist Risk.” In Resilient City: The Economic Impact of 9/11.  New York: Russell Sage Foundation. 

Parrott, James A. and Oliver D. Cooke. 2005. “The Economic Impact of 9/11 on New York City’s Low-Wage Workers and Households.” In Resilient City: The Economic Impact of 9/11.  New York: Russell Sage Foundation.  

Pohl, N. 2003. Where is Wall Street? Financial geography after 09/11, presented at the annual meeting of the American Association of Geographers, New Orleans, March 4-8, 2003.
· For Tuesday, 7 August you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #6: The Economic Impacts of Terrorism: Vulnerability and Resilience
Korenman, Sanders. 2005. “Child Care Arrangements in New York City After 9/11: A Return to Hearth and Home?” In Resilient City: The Economic Impact of 9/11.  New York: Russell Sage Foundation.  

Garfinkel, I. N. Kaushal, J. Teitler, and S. Garcia. 2005. Vulnerability and Resilience: New Yorkers Respond to 9/11. In Wounded City: The Social Impact of 9/11, ed. N. Foner, 184-207. New York: Russell sage.
Beunza, D., and D. Stark. 2005. Chapter 11 “Resolving Identities: Successive Crises in a Trading Room after 9/11.”  In Wounded city: The Social Impact of 9/11, ed. N. Foner, 294-320. New York: Russell Sage.

Chin, M. M. 2005. Chapter 7 “Moving On: Chinese Garment Workers After 9/11.”  In Wounded City: The Social Impact of 9/11, ed. N. Foner, 184-207. New York: Russell sage.
****Short Paper #2 is due at the start of the next class.
· For Thursday, 9 August you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #7: The Changing Use of Urban Space: Discourse and Planning
Hutcheson, John, David Domke, Andre Billeaudeaux, and Philip Garland. 2004. U.S. national identity, political elites, and a patriotic press following September 11. Political Communication 21:27-50.
Wekerle, Gerda R. and Paul S.B. Jackson. 2005. Urbanizing the security agenda anti-terrorism, urban sprawl and social movements. City 9(1): 33-49.
Marcuse, Peter. 2005. The “threat of terrorism” and the right to the city. Fordham Law Review. Pending publication.
Sorkin, Michael. 2002. The center cannot hold. In After the World Trade Center: Rethinking New York City, eds. Michael Sorkin and Sharon Zukin, 197-208. New York: Routledge.
Tobin, Kathleen. 2002. The reduction of urban vulnerability: Revisiting 1950s American suburbanization as civil defense. Cold War History 2(2): 1-32.
· For Tuesday, 14 August you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #8: The Changing Use of Urban Space: Planning and Communities
Farish, Matthew. 2006. “Targeting the Inner Landscape.”  In Violent Geographies: fear, terror, and political violence, eds. Derek Gregory and Allan Pred.

Marcuse, Peter. 2002b. Urban form and globalization after September 11th: The view from New York. International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 26(3): 596-606.
Kasinitz, Philip, Gregory Smithsimon, and Binh Pok. 2005. Chapter 3 “Disaster at the Doorstep: Battery Park City and Tribeca Respond to the Events of 9/11.”  In The Wounded City: The Social Impact of 9/11, ed. Nancy Foner. New York, NY: Russell Sage Foundation.

Low, Setha, Dana H. Taplin, and Mike Lamb. 2005. Battery Park City An ethnographic field study of the community impact of 9/11. Urban Affairs Review 40(5): 655-82.
Minnite, Lorraine C. 2005. Chapter 7 “Outside the Circle: The Impact of Post-9/11 Responses on Immigrant Communities in New York.”  In Contentious City: The Politics of Recovery in New York City, ed. John Mollenkopf. 2005. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
· For Thursday, 16 August you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #9: The Changing Use of Urban Space: Communities (Continued), Politics, and The Diffusion of Urban Terrorism
Hildebrandt, M.D. 2005. Chapter 4 “Double Trauma in Belle Harbor: The Aftermath of September 11 and November 12 in the Rockaways.” In The Wounded City: The Social Impact of 9/11, ed. Nancy Foner. New York, NY: Russell Sage Foundation.

Sagalyn, Lynne B. 2005. Chapter 2 “The Politics of Planning the World’s Most Visible Urban Redevelopment Project.” In Contentious City: The Politics of Recovery in New York City, ed. John Mollenkopf. 2005. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Fainstein, Susan S. 2005. Chapter 3 “Ground Zero’s Landlord: The Role of the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey in the Reconstruction of the World Trade Center Site. In Contentious City: The Politics of Recovery in New York City, ed. John Mollenkopf. 2005. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

Goldberg, Arielle. 2005. Chapter 5 “Civic Engagement in the Rebuilding of the World Trade Center.” In Contentious City: The Politics of Recovery in New York City, ed. John Mollenkopf. 2005. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.
Selection from Savitch’s book on diffusion forthcoming (spring 2007)
· For Tuesday, 21 August you should have completed:

Reading Assignment #10: The Future
Lyon, David. 2004. Technology vs. “Terrorism”: Circuits of surveillance since September 11,
2001. In Cities, War, and Terrorism, ed. Stephen Graham. Malden, MA: Blackwell.
Savitch, H. V. & Yaakov Garb. 2006. Terror, Barriers, and the Changing Topography of Jerusalem. Journal of Planning Research 26:152-73.

Linenthal, Edward. 2005. “The Predicament of Aftermath: Oklahoma City and September 11.” In The Resilient City: How Modern Cities Recover From Disaster, eds. Lawrence J. Vale and Thomas J. Campanella. New York, NY. Oxford University Press.

Vale, Lawrence J. and Thomas J. Campanella. “Conclusion: Axioms of Resilience.” In The Resilient City: How Modern Cities Recover From Disaster, eds. Lawrence J. Vale and Thomas J. Campanella. New York, NY. Oxford University Press.

****Short Paper #3 is due on Wednesday, 22 August by noon. in my mailbox located in the Urban Affairs Department Office.  Please provide a self-addressed stamped envelope so that I may return your final short paper with comments. 
Enjoy the rest of the summer!
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