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 GLOBAL JUSTICE 
 

 

This course examines questions of justice as they apply beyond the limits of the state. Do 

we have reason to care about inequality at the international level? Do we have special 

duties towards our compatriots? What is the legitimate reach of international 

organizations? Are our immigration policies too restrictive or too permissive? What 

interests should be protected as human rights? And how should we protect them? The first 

half of the course would cover major theoretical approaches to problems of global justice. 

The second would turn to more specific questions, including immigration, climate change, 

fair trade, human rights and global institutional design.  

In addition to surveying literature on global justice and encourage students to grapple with 

the various questions in the field, the class is designed to prepare students for the 

experience of writing a senior thesis in normative political theory (a.k.a political 

philosophy) by requiring them to develop an original normative argument and defend it in 

a research paper. The research paper should be developed over the course of the whole 

semester – students will be required to submit a topic idea, discuss it with the instructor 

and present a brief prospectus to the rest of the class. This process will emphasize two 

important aspect of writing academic papers. First, writing is an ongoing process of 

revision and refinement over a period of time. Second, it’s a collaborative process of 

engaging with other people’s feedback and responses, and incorporating it into the writing 

process. The latter will be integral to the seminar as students’ responses paper will also be 

circulated to the class.  

Assignments. The course will take the form of a seminar.  Attendance and participation are 

therefore of great importance and comprise 20% of the grade. I take attendance regularly. 

If you have to miss a class for good reason, it’s best to notify me in advance. Students are 

also encouraged to visit office hours to discuss the readings and/or their paper. 

Each student will write 2 short response papers (3-5 pages, double spaced), each on one 

piece of reading from the syllabus. Response paper should offer a brief recap of the 

argument (or an important part of it), and provide some critical reflections. The purpose of 

the response papers is to rehearse for writing the final paper and experience the writing 

style of argument-focused analytic philosophy. The emphasis should therefore be on 



forming a thesis and structuring the paper around it. Students are asked to choose their 

response papers by February 3rd. Response papers are due via the course website to the 

instructor by 8pm on Tuesday evening of the assigned week and will be circulated to the 

class in advance. Response papers comprise 30% of a student’s final grade. Students who 

wrote response papers are expected to present briefly their take on the reading in class (5-

10 minutes). 

Students’ final assignment will be a final seminar paper (20-25 pages) on a topic of their 

choice that relates to the materials of the class. Papers topic should address normative 

questions in the field of global justice, advancing an original argument, providing reasoning 

for it and supporting it by engaging with the literature. Papers can address theoretical 

questions as well as specific concrete problems as long as they focus on making a 

normative argument and engage with the materials of the course.  

Students will send in paper proposals for approval by February 29th (one page max.) and 

meet with the instructor in office hours to discuss it. Students will then submit a 2-3 page 

prospectus and a sample bibliography by March 21st at 8pm via the course website. The 

students would be required to present their topic and discuss it in class on March 23rd. The 

final paper comprises 50% of a student’s final grade. Final papers are due on April 25th at 

8pm.  

Grading. Papers are graded according to four criteria: format, writing, argument and 

comprehension. Format refers to the proper presentation of the paper. Was the paper 

submitted on time? Are there citations when needed and are they done correctly? Is the 

paper within the word limit and in the required format? Writing refers to clarity, precision, 

conciseness, appropriate terminology, correct use of punctuation and grammar and the 

like. Argument refers the structure of the argument and its soundness, and will be graded 

on the basis of an answer to questions such as these: is there a clear and focused thesis to 

the paper? Are there arguments supporting each premise and inference? Do conclusions 

follow from premises? Lastly, comprehension refers to the discussion of the readings. Is this 

a plausible interpretation of the author’s view? Is this an accurate representation of their 

purported project? Does the paper engage meaningfully with the course material that is 

relevant to this issue? 

There is no specific formula to the weight of the different ingredients but as a general rule 

argument carries the most weight in a grade and format the least. Under no circumstances 

will students be penalized for the content of the views expressed in their paper and/or 

discussion. I do not grade your views, only the way you argue for them.  

Discussion. The purpose of the discussion in class is to provide productive, inclusive and 

stimulating environment for discussion about the material of the course. Productive means 

it should help students reach a better understanding of the reading material, the theories 

presented and the questions that are at stake. Inclusive means it should help all students 



express themselves, regardless of their views, backgrounds or previous experience in 

philosophy. Stimulating means it should provide an opportunity for students to challenge 

themselves and reexamine their opinions by listening to each other and expressing 

themselves candidly in a respectful manner. 

I hope to promote this goal by contributing from my experience and acquaintance with the 

material, clarifying complicated points, structuring the class in a productive manner and 

facilitating constructive discussion. I expect of you to attend class and participate in a 

sincere, open and serious manner that allows others the same space. Presenting your 

opinion as clearly as possible and subjecting it to criticism of your peers, as well as your 

own, is a good philosophical (and intellectual) practice.  

Course Collaboration policy. Discussion and the exchange of ideas are essential to 
academic work. For assignments in this course, students are encouraged to consult with 
classmates on the choice of paper topics and to share sources. Discussions between 
students, as well as feedback on each other work, is encouraged and will be practiced in-
class. However, students should ensure that any written work they submit for evaluation is 
the result of their own research and writing and that it reflects their own approach to the 
topic. Students must also adhere to standard citation practices in this discipline and 
properly cite any books, articles, websites, lectures, etc. that they have used. Instances of 
suspected plagiarism will be reported to the Harvard administration, per the Harvard 
College Honor Code (http://honor.fas.harvard.edu/honor-code): 

Members of the Harvard College community commit themselves to producing academic work 
of integrity – that is, work that adheres to the scholarly and intellectual standards of accurate 
attribution of sources, appropriate collection and use of data, and transparent 
acknowledgement of the contribution of others to their ideas, discoveries, interpretations, and 
conclusions. Cheating on exams or problem sets, plagiarizing or misrepresenting the ideas or 
language of someone else as one’s own, falsifying data, or any other instance of academic 
dishonesty violates the standards of our community, as well as the standards of the wider 
world of learning and affairs. 

Reading. Course materials will be available on the course’s website or via HOLLIS. Most of 

these are philosophical essays that require careful reading so please make time to read all 

of them. Please bring all assigned readings to the class. Every class has a section of ‘further 

reading’ that is meant to help interested students find additional materials for their papers 

and future research. These readings will not be discussed in class and you are not expected 

to read them. Some of these readings will be available on the website. 

Textbook version corner. The textbook Global Distributive Justice: An Introduction is a terrific 

resource for students who find the primary sources difficult or look for a brief summary to 

refresh their memory on a particular topic. For some of the classes I’ve suggested ‘textbook’ 

versions (by noting page numbers in the book) that cover roughly the same materials. 

These are not mandatory readings, but rather short summaries of the main arguments 

http://honor.fas.harvard.edu/honor-code


presented in the required readings. These readings are not a substitute for reading primary 

sources but they can help students who wish to use them.  

Although this course is meant as an introduction to the subject of global justice, and 

although there are no official prerequisites, students will likely find it helpful to have taken 

at least one prior course in political theory, philosophy, or ethical reasoning. If you have 

any questions about the course’s level of difficulty, and whether you will be prepared for it, 

please come speak to me at the beginning of the semester. 

The following books are available on reserve at Lamont Library: 

- Charles Beitz, Political Theory and International Relations, Revised ed. Princeton: 

1999. 

- John Rawls, The Law of Peoples, with the idea of Public Reason Revisited. Harvard: 

1999. 

- Simon Caney, Justice Beyond Borders: A Global Political Theory. Oxford: 2005. 

- Chris Armstrong, Global Distributive Justice: An Introduction. Cambridge: 2012. 

 

Feedback. You are welcomed to email me with any question, concern or feedback you may 

have. You are also invited to my office hours. I would love to get your feedback on the class 

early on in the semester – if there’s something you think we should do more, or less or not 

at all or in addition – do tell me.  

 

 

COURSE SYLLABUS AND SCHEDULE OF CLASSES 

Part 1 – Theoretical approaches to global justice 

January 27th 

Introduction and Information Session (before the lottery) 

 

1. February 3rd   

Realism, relativism and normative theory 

 
 “The Melian Dialogue” in Thucydides’ History of the Peloponnesian War 
 George Kennan, Morality and Foreign Policy, Foreign Policy, pp. 205-218 
 Hans J. Morganthau, In Defense of the National Interest, pp. 33-39. 

 Charles R. Beitz, Political Theory and International Relations, pp. 12-27. 
 Michael Walzer, Thick and Thin, Chapter 1. 

 Simon Caney, Justice Beyond Borders, chapters 1 (pp. 1-15) and chapter 2. 



Further readings: 

 Charles R. Beitz, Political Theory and International Relations, pp. 28-66. 
 Michael Walzer, Thick and Thin, Chapter 2. 

 Bernard Williams, “Realism and Moralism in Political Theory,” In Williams, In the 
Beginning was the Deed (Princeton University Press, 2005) 

 John Mearsheimer, “The False Promise of International Institutions,” International 
Security 19 (3): pp 5-49, 

 
Multimedia corner: a podcast interview about moral relativism: 
http://philosophybites.com/2011/10/paul-boghossian-on-moral-relativism.html 
 

2. February 10th 

Nationalism and Associative Duties  

 

 Samuel Scheffler, “Families, Nations and Strangers” (Chapter Three), in Boundaries 

and Allegiances: Problems of Justice and Responsibility in Liberal Thought (2001): 48-

-‐65. 

 Richard Vernon, “Against Associative Obligations” (chapter 1), in Cosmopolitan 

Regard (2010): 11-38. 

 A selection of the evolution of David Miller’s thoughts on nationalism: 

o David Miller, “The Ethical Significance of Nationality”, Ethics, 98, 4 (1988). 
o David Miller, excerpts from “National Identity” (Chapter Two) and “National 

Self--Determination” (Chapter Four), in On Nationality (1995): 17-27, 81-90. 
o David Miller, National Responsibility and Global Justice. Oxford: 2007. Pp. 124-

127 

 Jacob T. Levy, “The Impossibility of Universal Nationalism” (chapter 3) in The 

Multiculturalism of Fear (2000): 69-97. 

 Lea Ypi, “Politics and Associative Relations” (chapter 3) in Global Justice & Avant-

Garde Political Agency (2011): 71-88. 

 

Further readings: 

 Jacob T. Levy (2008): National and statist responsibility, Critical 
Review of International Social and Political Philosophy, 11:4, 485-499 

 David Miller, “Cosmopolitanism” (Chapter Two), in National Responsibility and 
Global Justice (2007): 23-50. 

 Simon Caney, “Nationality, Distributive Justice and the Use of Force”, Journal of 
Applied Ethics, 16, 2 (1999). 

 Robert E. Goodin, “What Is So Special about Our Fellow Countrymen”, Ethics, 
98, 4 (1988). 

 SCHUTTER, H. D. and TINNEVELT, R. (2009), IS LIBERAL NATIONALISM 
INCOMPATIBLE WITH GLOBAL DEMOCRACY?. Metaphilosophy, 40: 109–130.  

http://philosophybites.com/2011/10/paul-boghossian-on-moral-relativism.html


 Yael Tamir, Liberal Nationalism (1995) 
 Anna Stilz, “Nations, States, and Territory.” Ethics (2011): 572-601. 

 Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of 

nationalism (2006) 

 
Textbook version: Global Distributive Justice, pp. 64-68, 86-93 

Multimedia corner: A podcast interview with David Miller on National Responsibility: 

http://philosophybites.com/2008/04/david-miller-on.html  

 

3. February  17th  

Coercion and Cooperation in the priority of States 

 

 Michael Blake, “Distributive Justice, State Coercion and Autonomy, Philosophy and 
Public Affairs, 30, 3 (2001). 

 Arash Abizadeh, “Cooperation, Pervasive Impact and Coercion: On the Scope 
(not Site) of Distributive Justice”, Philosophy and Public Affairs vol. 35, 4 (2007) 
pp. 345-357. 

 Laura Valentini, “Coercion and (Global) Justice.” American Political Science Review 
(2011): 205-220. 

 Risse, On Global Justice, Ch. 2  
 Sangiovanni, Andrea. (2007), “Global Justice, Reciprocity, and the State.” Philosophy 

& Public Affairs, 35: 3–39.  
 
 
 

Further reading: 

 Thomas Nagel, “The Problem of Global Justice”, Philosophy and Public Affairs, 33, 2 
(2005). 

 Cohen, Joshua, and Charles Sabel. "Extra rempublicam nulla justitia?." Philosophy & 

Public Affairs 34.2 (2006): 147-175. 

 Charles Beitz, “The Autonomy of States” (Part Two), in Political Theory and 

International Relations, revised ed. (1999): 69-123. 

Textbook version: Global Distributive Justice, pp. 93-101 

 
4. February 24th  

Global Distributive Justice – Minimalist and Egalitarian Approaches 

 

 John Rawls, The Law of Peoples, pp. 3-48, 105-120. 
 Leif Wenar, “Why Rawls is Not a Cosmopolitan Egalitarian,” in Rawls’s Law of  

http://philosophybites.com/2008/04/david-miller-on.html


 Peoples: A Realistic Utopia?, ed. R. Martin and D. Reidy, pp. 1-32. 

 Simon Caney “Distributive Justice” (chapter 4) in Justice Beyond Borders, pp. 102-
131. 

 Laura Valentini, “Assessing the Statist Ideal” (Chapter Four,) in Justice in a Globalized 

World: A Normative Framework (2012):  71-‐91 

 

Further reading: 

 Gillian Brock, Global Justice: A Cosmopolitan Account, pp. 19-24, 45-58. 

 

Textbook version: Global Distributive Justice, pp. 30-38, 57-64, 76-86 

 

5. March 2nd  

Individual duties or a system problem? Poverty and the duty to 

give  

 

 Peter Singer, “Saving a Child” and “Is it Wrong Not to Help?”  (ch. 1 and 2) in The Life 

You Can Save: How to do your part to End World Poverty (2010) , pp. 3-22. 

 Leif Wenar, “Poverty is No Pond: Challenges for the Affluent”, in Giving Well: The 

Ethics of Philanthropy, pp. 104-132. 

 Thomas Pogge, “Introduction” (chapter one) in World Poverty and Human Rights 2nd 
edition (2008), pp. 1-26. 

 Debra Satz, “World Poverty and Human Wrongs”, Ethics and International Affairs, 
19, 1 (2005), pp. 47-54. 

 Joshua Cohen, “Philosophy, Social Science, Global Poverty”, Pogge and His 
 Critics. 
 Iris Marion Young, “Responsibility and Global Justice: A Social Connection Model.” 

Social Philosophy and Policy (2006):102-130. 

 

Further readings: 

 Peter Singer, “Famine, Affluence, and Morality.” Philosophy and Public Affairs (1972): 

229-‐43. 

 William Easterly, “Review of Singer’s The Life You Can Save” 

 Mathias Risse, “What We Owe the Global Poor,” The Journal of Ethics, vol. 9, Pp. 81-

117 (2005). 

 

Textbook version: Global Distributive Justice, pp. 25-30 

Multimedia corner: A podcast interview with Peter Singer about The Life you Can Save: 



http://philosophybites.com/2010/08/peter-singer-on-the-life-you-can-save-1.html  

 

6. March 9th  

Human Rights 

 

 The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948). 
 John Rawls, The Law of Peoples, pp 59-85. 

 Joshua Cohen, “Minimalism About Human Rights: The Best We Can Hope for?” 
Journal Of Political Philosophy, 12, 2 (2004): 190--‐213 

 Frances Deng, “Human Rights in the African Context,” in Kwasi Wiredu (ed.), A 
Companion to African Philosophy (2004): 499-507 

 James Griffin, “First Steps in an Account of Human Rights” (chapter 2) in On Human 
Rights (2008): pp. 29-56 
 

Further readings: 

 Aryeh Neier, The International Human Right Movement: A History (2012): pp 1—25 
 Thaddeus Metz, “Human Dignity, Capital Punishment, and an African Moral Theory: 

Towards a New Philosophy of Human Rights,” Journal of Human Rights  9 (2010), pp. 
81-‐99 

 Joshua Cohen, “Is There a Human Right to Democracy?” In Christine Sypnowich 

(ed.), The Egalitarian Conscience, pp. 226- ‐248 

 Samuel Moyn, The Last Utopia: Human Rights in History (2010), pp 120-‐158 
 

Textbook version: Global Distributive Justice, pp. 107-135 

 

 

7. March 16th 

NO CLASS, SPRING BREAK 
 

8. March 23rd 

In-class prospectus presentation 
 

Part 2 – Specific issues  

 

9. March 30th  

Migration and open borders 

 

http://philosophybites.com/2010/08/peter-singer-on-the-life-you-can-save-1.html


 

 Joseph H. Carens, “The Case for Open Borders” (chapter Eleven) in The Ethics of 
Immigration (2013). 

 Michael Walzer, “Memberships” (Chapter Two) in Spheres of Justice: A Defense of 
Pluralism and Equality (1984): 31-63. 

 Christopher Heath Wellman, ‘Immigration and Freedom of Association’, Ethics 119 
(2008). 

 Arash Abizadeh, “Democratic Theory and Border Coercion No Right to Unilaterally 

Control Your Own Borders”. Political Theory (2008)  

 Miller, David. "Why immigration controls are not coercive: a reply to Arash 

Abizadeh." Political Theory 38, no. 1 (2010): 111-120. 

 Ayelet Shachar and Ran Hirschl, “Citizenship as Inherited Property.” Political Theory 

(2007): 253--‐287. 

 Oberman, Kieran, “Immigration as a Human Right.” Forthcoming in Migration in 

Political Theory: The Ethics of Movement and Membership, eds. Sarah Fine and Lea 

Ypi, (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016). 

 

Further Reading: 

 Abizadeh, Arash. "Democratic legitimacy and state coercion: a reply to David Miller." 

Political Theory (2010): 121-130 

 Michael Blake, ‘Immigration, Jurisdiction, and Exclusion’, Philosophy & Public Affairs 

41 (2013). 

 Carens, Joseph H. (1992) 'Migration and morality: a liberal egalitarian perspective', 

in Brian Barry and Robert E. Goodin (eds), Free movement: ethical issues in the 

transnational migration of people and of money, London: Harvester Wheatsheaf, pp. 

25-47. 

 Gillian Brock, Global Justice: A Cosmopolitan Account (Oxford: Oxford University 

Press, 2009), ch. 8, ‘Immigration’. 

 

Textbook version: Global Distributive Justice, pp. 221-251 

 

10. April 6th  

Climate change justice 

 

 Henry Shue. (1993), Subsistence Emissions and Luxury Emissions. Law & Policy, 15: 

39–60.  

 Eric A. Posner & Cass R. Sunstein, “Climate Change Justice”, Georgetown Law Review, 
96, (2007-2008). 



 Simon Caney (2005). Cosmopolitan Justice, Responsibility, and Global Climate 

Change. Leiden Journal of International Law, 18, pp 747775 

 Moellendorf, Darrell. (2012), “Climate change and global justice,” WIREs Clim 

Change, 3: 131–143.  

 Walter Sinnott-Armstrong, “It’s Not My Fault: Global Warming and Individual Moral 

Obligations,” in Climate Ethics: Essential Readings (2010), pp. 332-346. 

 

 

Further readings: 

 Eric Posner and David Weisbach. “Climate Change and Distributive Justice: Climate 
Change Blinders” (Chapter Four) and “Punishing the Wrongdoers: A Climate Guilt 
Clause?” (Chapter Five), in Climate Change Justice (2010): 73--‐118. 

 Caney, Simon. “Just Emissions.” Philosophy and Public Affairs 40, No 4 (2012): 255 – 
300. 

 Stephen Gardiner, “Ethics and Climate Change: An Introduction.” WIREs Climate 
Change (2010): 54--‐66. 

 Dale Jamieson, “Adaptation, Mitigation, and Justice,” in Climate Ethics: Essential 

Readings (2010), pp. 263-284. 

 

 

Textbook version: Global Distributive Justice, pp. 189-219 

 

11. April 13th  

Fair trade 

 

 Mathias Risse, “Justice and Trade” (Chapter Fourteen) and “Justice and 

Accountability: The World Trade Organization” (Chapter Eighteen), in On Global 

Justice (2012):261-‐‐280, 356-‐‐360. 

 Gillian Brock, “The Global Economic Order and Global Justice” (chapter nine) Global 

Justice: A Cosmopolitan Account, pp. 220-244.  

 Aaron James, “Economic Skepticism,” Chapter 2 of Fairness in Practice: A Social 
Contract for a Global Economy (2012) 

 Leif Wenar, “Clean Trade in Natural Resources”, Ethics & International Affairs, 25, no. 
1 (2011), pp. 27–39. 

 
Further readings: 

 Matthias Risse, “Fairness in Trade I: Obligations from Trading and the Pauper-Labor 

Argument,” Politics, Philosophy & Economics 6, 3 (2007), 355-376.  



 Malgorzata Kurjanska and Mathias Risse, “Fairness in Trade II: Subsidies and the 
Fair-Trade Movement.” Politics, Philosophy, and Economics 7 (2008): pp 29--‐56 

 
Textbook version: Global Distributive Justice, pp. 163-187 

 

 

12. April 20th  

Global Governance and Democracy 

 

 David Miller, “Democracy’s Domain”, Philosophy and Public Affairs. 
 Robert Goodin, “Enfranchising All Affected Interests and Its Alternatives”, 

Philosophy and Public Affairs, 35 (2007). 
 Luis Cabrera, “the Cosmopolitan Imperative” (chapter four) and “Democratic 

Distance” (chapter five) in Political Theory of Global Justice: A Cosmopolitan Case for 
the World State, pp. 71-89, 90-104 (2004). 

 Robert Dahl, “Can International Organizations be Democratic?  A Skeptic’s View,” in 
Democracy’s Edges, ed. I. Shapiro and C. Hacker-Cordon, pp. 19-36. 

 Terry MacDonald, “Citizens or stakeholders? Exclusion, equality and legitimacy in 

global stakeholder democracy” in Global Democracy: Normative and Empirical 

Perspectives edited by Daniele Archibugi, Mathias Koenig-Archibugi, Raffaele 

Marchetti, pp. 47-68 

 John S. Dryzek, “Global Democratization: Soup, Society, or System?,” Ethics and 

International Affairs, 24, no. 2 (2011) pp. 211-234 

 
 

Further readings: 
 

 David Held, “Democracy and the New International Order” in, Cosmopolitan 

Democracy: An Agenda for a New World Order (1995), edited by Daniele Archibugi & 

David Held, pp. 96-120. 

 Cohen, Joshua, and Charles F. Sabel. "Global democracy." NYU Journal of 
International Law & Politics 37 (2004): 763.  

 Simon Caney, Justice Beyond Borders, chapter 5. 

 

13. April 27th  

Conclusion 

 

 


