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From the Founding Editor 
 

 
It is with great pleasure that I announce the first publication of 

Opus Politicum, The Political Science Journal of Brigham Young 
University–Idaho, published under the direction of the Alpha Delta Phi 
Chapter of Pi Sigma Alpha. 

We are grateful for the original, thought-provoking work that is 
being done by the students within the Political Science Department, and 
are excited to see this department continue to grow. Recent growth has 
not only included students, but also several new faculty members. We 
are delighted to have them join us. They bring with them their expertise, 
different experiences, love of political science, and bona fide interest in 
their students. 

This journal will provide an opportunity for students of political 
science to share with others their thoughts, careful research, synthesis, 
and analysis of topics relating to political science. We hope to have set a 
high standard in this issue for not only academic quality, but also 
intellectual integrity and well-reasoned thought. We encourage students 
to strive for excellence in their lives and coursework.  

Opus Politicum represents an exciting milestone for the 
Department of Political Science here at BYU-Idaho. We thank those who 
have been instrumental in bringing us to where we are today. We will 
continue to promote and encourage excellence in student papers, and to 
honor those efforts by considering submissions for publication. 

The current chapter president, Chance Hammock, opens this 
issue with his State of the Society remarks, and then examines the 
situation of a nuclear North Korea through the lens of international 
relations theory. Next, two analyses of presidents are presented: Adam 
Stout explores the socialization of President George W. Bush, and 
Jeremy Erb analyzes the presidency of Woodrow Wilson. Nathan 
Southwick contributes a qualitative study of the effect of globalization on 
economic development in several countries. Last, Professor Rose 
examines the Constitution and other political writings to explore the 
danger of executive war making power. 
 
 
 
 
Jeremy L. Erb
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STATE OF THE SOCIETY 

Chance Hammock 
 

 
Friends, 
 
 As we close our first year of Pi Sigma Alpha, I hope you are 
satisfied with the things you have seen. Brother Adamson first told me 
about forming Pi Sigma Alpha in the middle of September; by the middle 
of October we held officer elections and began establishing our bylaws. 
We were formally organized as the Alpha Delta Phi chapter by Professor 
Ray Christensen of Brigham Young University on December 12, 2006. 
The induction banquet was a great success, and we owe Rachel Longcore 
a debt of gratitude for all of her hard work. 
 
 During the Winter Semester, the Executive Committee worked 
hard on amending the bylaws, establishing our Political Science Journal, 
Opus Politicum, fishing for guest speakers, and sponsoring our first 
Welches & Cheese. The bylaws have been amended per your request to 
shorten executive office terms so that more members will have an 
opportunity to serve. Due to many scheduling conflicts, we have been 
unable to host guest speakers this semester. However, we have many 
who are eager to come during the coming Summer and Fall semesters. In 
late February, we held our first Welches & Cheese at Professor 
Adamson’s home, and discussed the application process for graduate 
school. Our next Welches & Cheese will be at Professor Rose’s home; it 
promises to be a fusion of entertainment and education. 
 
 I would like to thank Professor Duane Adamson for establishing 
Pi Sigma Alpha at BYU-Idaho. This Society opens many doors for us 
and he is the man who made it possible. Jameson Hayes has worked hard 
to make events fun, appealing, and enlightening. He has set a good 
precedent for our next vice president of events to follow. Bryon Welch 
(Fall 2006) and SarahLynn Shaffer (Winter 2007) worked hard to 
publicize the Society. Bryon got Blackboard running for the chapter and 
SarahLynn made beautiful posters and the cover for our journal. Rachel 
Longcore, as treasurer, has worked with Jameson to make each meeting 
successful and keep the society books and records in order. Adam Stout
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has helped the executive committee to think outside the box, and he also 
worked on establishing A Slice of Pi as our official newsletter. 
 
 I hope you enjoy the first issue of Opus Politicum. I would like 
to thank Jeremy Erb for his earnest efforts to make this a success. 
Without him, this may have gotten off the ground, but it would not have 
soared like it has. If you did not submit an article for publication, please 
consider doing so for our next issue in January 2008. 
 
 To those graduating, on behalf of the Executive Committee, we 
wish you the best of luck. To those continuing your studies, please 
continue your involvement in Pi Sigma Alpha. The society has greatly 
benefited from the contributions of our wonderful members and faculty. 
 
 As the current term for the executive officers expires, I invite 
each of you to consider running for leadership positions.  If you are 
unable to run for office, I would encourage you to seek ways to serve in 
the Society.  I wish each of you the best of luck in your educational 
pursuits. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Chance Hammock 
President, Alpha Delta Phi Chapter, Pi Sigma Alpha 
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NORTH KOREA’S STRUGGLE FOR POWER 

Chance Hammock 
 

 
For more than five decades political scientists, politicians, and 

policy makers have considered the Korean Peninsula a tinderbox ready to 
burst into flames at any minute, but so far, they have all been wrong. 
There has been no close call or serious alarm since the armistice of July 
1953; however, North Korea gave the first cause for alarm on October 6, 
2006 with its first detonation of a nuclear weapon. In their respective 
essays, John Mearshimer and David Kang give compelling examples of 
why North Korea would seek a nuclear arsenal. John Mearshimer's 
Anarchy and the Struggle for Power provides sufficient reasoning (and 
perhaps justification) for North Korea's quest to become a nuclear power. 
Mearshimer’s essay, coupled with an essay by David Kang, show ample 
cause for North Korea’s newfound weaponry. 
 In his essay titled Anarchy and the Struggle for Power, John 
Mearshimer lists five assumptions about the international system: the 
system is anarchic, great powers have military might, states do not 
understand their enemies, survival is the goal, and great powers act 
rationally.1 Each of these applies to Kim Jong-il’s desire for nuclear 
weapons. While some of these assumptions may pertain directly to North 
Korea, the second and fifth assumptions should be viewed through 
Pyongyang’s paradigm of the international system. 
 Mearshimer defines the anarchic system as an ordering principle. 
Under Mearshimer’s view, because there is no “government over 
governments,” each state is sovereign in their own right.2 North Korea’s 
blatant disregard for resolutions passed by the United Nations Security 
Council is but one example of when North Korea has refused to hand 
over any of its sovereignty.  
 According to Mearshimer, “a state’s military power is usually 
identified with the particular weaponry at its disposal.”3 While no one 
would consider North Korea a great world power, Kim may feel that the 
best way to prevent his deposing would be through his version of “peace

                                                 
1 John Mearshimer, Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York: W.W. 

Norton & Company, Inc., 2001), 29. 
2 Mearshimer, Tragedy, 31. 
3 Mearshimer, Tragedy, 31. 
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North Korea 
through strength.” In other words, by obtaining his own trump card, 
nuclear weapons, states that had been inclined to start a preemptive war 
against Kim will now be more hesitant. Mearshimer confirms this claim: 
“a scared state will look especially hard for ways to enhance its security 
and it will be disposed to pursue risky policies to achieve that end.”4  
 It is impossible for states to be certain of the intentions of other 
states. This is applicable to allies (Mearshimer: “alliances are only 
temporary marriages of convenience”) and most definitely adversaries. 
Until 2003, North Korea could safely assume that the United States 
would not launch a preemptive strike against it. The U.S.-led invasion of 
Iraq taught North Korea that they can never safely assume anything in 
the international system. However, North Korea realized that a nuclear 
weapon is a strong deterrent from a preemptive strike. 
 In the international system states have many goals, but each state 
has in common its primary goal: survival. Mearshimer asserts that 
“[s]tates seek to maintain their territorial integrity and the autonomy of 
their domestic political order.” It is a state’s responsibility to do these 
things if it seeks to maintain security. States maintain security through 
military might, diplomacy, and deterrence.5  
 Mearshimer’s fifth assumption is that great powers are rational 
actors. He believes this in part because “states pay attention to the long 
term as well as the immediate consequences of their actions.”6 Kim 
Jong-il may dispute this. It is very possible that he views the United 
States as an irrational actor because of its democracy. Under President 
Clinton, the United States was very aware of international opinion and 
Clinton did his best to maintain a high approval rating worldwide. 
However, when the United States elected President Bush, policies 
changed. Kim saw the United States invade Iraq, depose Saddam and try 
him through the Iraqi court system. As world opinion of the United 
States has declined, it has not affected Bush’s foreign policy. Kim will 
remain wary of the United States until Bush’s successor takes office, but 
even then it is not known if the successor will maintain the Bush 
Doctrine or if the United States will abandon its policy of preemptive 
strikes. 
 The combination of the latter three goals (not understanding the 
enemy, survival, and rational great powers) allows for another 
                                                 

4 Mearshimer, Tragedy, 34. 
5 Mearshimer, Tragedy, 34. 
6 Mearshimer, Tragedy, 29. 
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 North Korea  
assumption: states will not seek to gain, or take, power at all costs. It is 
never known when a state would surrender if attacked. If North Korea 
were attacked by U.S. and South Korean forces, would they surrender 
immediately since defeat is eminent, wait until they have been severely 
beaten, or would a military victory in North Korea require the death or 
apprehension of every person who is willing to pick up a gun and fight?  
 If survival is key and Kim seeks to retain his power for as long 
as possible, one may believe that North Korea would never surrender. 
However, since the United States does not understand Kim or North 
Korea, it is possible that Kim would surrender at the first sign of combat 
in hopes that the occupying forces will allow him to remain as a 
figurehead, or at least out of prison. 
 Because great powers are, at least in theory, rational actors, it is 
believed that a state would not attack North Korea now because of their 
potential power with its new nuclear arsenal. Because of this lack of 
knowledge regarding North Korea, rational actors would not charge into 
Pyongyang in pursuit of a Pyrrhic victory. 
 In David Kang’s essay, International Relations Theory and the 
Second Korean War, he discusses the last half-century in the Korean 
Peninsula. Kang notes that politicians and theorists expected another 
Korean War but they never got it. While he lists several reasons why 
another war was expected, he ends on focusing on why it never occurred: 
deterrence. Kang shows that a second Korean War could have been 
started due to aggression on the part of either North or South Korea, but 
each has been deterred because of actions and alliances on the part of the 
other side. The presence of the United States in South Korea has also 
acted as a deterrent factor against North Korea.7

 Kang believes that the true intention of the North Korean arsenal 
is not offensive in nature but defensive: “Although many observers view 
the North Korean weapons program as aggressive, social science theories 
explain such actions as deterrent in nature against a bellicose United 
States.” Later in his essay Kang states that “North Korea’s military--both 
conventional and missile systems--exist to deter the South and the U.S. 
from becoming too adventurous.”8

 Kang briefly discusses the Agreed Framework reached between 
the United States and North Korea in 1994. Because Pyongyang was 
                                                 

7 David Kang, “International Relations Theory and the Second Korean 
War,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 47, No. 3: 301. 

8 Kang, “International Relations Theory,” 302. 
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North Korea 
willing to enter into this agreement, it shows that they seek normalized 
relations with the rest of the world, including the United States. 
However, as it became obvious that the Bush Administration would not 
seek to maintain the responsibilities the United States had toward North 
Korea, the Agreed Framework soon fell apart.9

 Two factors led to North Korea’s restart of its pursuit for nuclear 
weapons: the label “Axis of Evil,” and Donald Rumsfelds’ discussions 
concerning war on the Korean Peninsula. These two events led 
Pyongyang back to the road of deterrence and thus, they sought to gain 
one of the biggest deterrences: nuclear weapons.10

 Drawing from these theories, one of two things will happen: 
either North Korea will continue to escalate its nuclear weapons 
program, or the United States will choose to enter into bilateral 
negotiations with North Korea in an attempt to end its nuclear 
proliferation. It is unlikely that President Bush will alter U.S. policy to 
allow for bilateral talks, so North Korea will continue its nuclear 
program for at least two more years.  
 A careful reading of Mearshimer’s essay will provide the reader 
with theories concerning the international system. Once Mearshimer’s 
essay has been thoroughly studied, Kang’s essay will inadvertently make 
mention of Mearshimer’s points and prove his essay through real-world 
application. If North Korea is to abolish their nuclear weapons program, 
the best cause for hope will come through a revised version of the 
Agreement Framework and bilateral talks to ease their fears of an 
aggressive United States. 

                                                 
9 Kang, “International Relations Theory,” 306. 
10 Kang, “International Relations Theory,” 309. 
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THE PRUNING OF A BUSH: 

 How Socialization Has Affected  
the Leadership of President George W. Bush 

Adam Stout 
 

 
Purpose 
 Socialization can be defined as “a continuing process whereby 
an individual acquires a personal identity and learns the norms, values, 
behavior, and social skills appropriate to his or her social position.”1 The 
effects of socialization on George W. Bush as president are demonstrated 
through examination of his emotional intelligence, mind, and personality. 
 
Emotional Intelligence at an Early Age 

As a child in Midland, Texas, George went through one of the 
most profound experiences of his life. His younger sister, Robin, 
developed leukemia and became seriously ill. George’s parents decided 
not to share details with him; he did not even know she was sick until 
after she passed away. The news came as a shock to him, but Little 
George responded with strong emotional intelligence. The event did not 
leave him without injury, but he dealt with it well.2

His father was almost constantly away on business. So, George 
took it upon him self to comfort his mother. Sometimes, he would turn 
down invitations to play with friends saying, “I can’t come over to play 
because I have to play with my mother… She’s lonely.”3 Little George 
also realized his father needed help. He would make jokes and use his 
wit to keep things light. He saw the need to comfort his parents and used 
his natural sense of humor to do so.4

Although young George was generally carefree, fun loving, and 
capable of showing great emotional maturity, he did have emotional 
weaknesses. Lurking beneath the surface was his Texas-sized temper and 
reckless attitude.5 In college, he began drinking heavily. Sometimes the
                                                 

1 Dictionary.com, n.d. “socialization,” http://dictionary.reference.com/ 
browse/socialization (accessed 30 November 2006). 

2 Bill Minutaglio, First Son: George W. Bush and the Bush Family Dynasty 
(New York: New York Times Books, 1999), 45-47. 

3 Minutaglio, First Son, 43. 
4 Minutaglio, First Son, 45. 
5 Minutaglio, First Son, 159-159, 175. 
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Socialization 
combination of alcohol and his temper would lead to confrontations with 
others, including his father.6  
 
Influence of Parents 

George’s parents had a strong influence on him. He grew to 
become much like his mother.7 Otha Taylor, the family’s maid, even 
remarked, “He was definitely like his mother, they were exactly alike, 
even their humor was alike.” 8  Barbara was strict and blunt in her 
confrontations with her children. She was known to step right into the 
middle of fights between the siblings to “bust them up and slap them 
around.” A childhood friend of George described her as “the one who 
instills fear.” George himself once said, “My mother’s always been a 
very outspoken person who vents very well–she’ll just let it rip if she’s 
got something on her mind. Once it’s over, you know exactly where you 
stand and that’s it.”9 This aggressive style definitely influenced young 
Bush’s temper. To draw a laugh, he would often joke about his inherited 
temperament saying, “I’ve got my daddy’s eyes and my mother’s 
mouth.”10

George Sr. was a very different influence in the life of Little 
George. He was a mild mannered, usually soft spoken disciplinarian.11 
“Acknowledging the difference between his Connecticut-bred father and 
himself, Bush has commented that while his father is mild-mannered and 
avoids confrontation, he has the brashness and directness of a typical 
Texan.”12 Punishment would consist of disappointed looks and the soft-
spoken rebuke that “you haven’t been a Good Man.” He was generally 
quick to forgive, acknowledging that the children’s mistakes were their 
own–they must deal with the consequences thereof and that would be 
sufficient punishment.13

 
 

                                                 
6 Minutaglio, First Son, 6. 
7 Minutaglio, First Son, 159. 
8 Minutaglio, First Son, 48. 
9 Minutaglio, First Son, 49. 
10 Minutaglio, First Son, 159. 
11 Minutaglio, First Son, 47. 
12 Fred Greenstein, ed., George W Bush Presidency: An Early Assessment 

(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2003), 107. 
13 Minutaglio, First Son, 49, 90. 
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 Socialization 
More Recent Indicators of Emotional Intelligence 

Little George’s drinking would come to an end, though. He 
became a born-again Christian in his thirties. He even gave up drinking 
on his fortieth birthday.14

Despite naturally having a temper, he has been in control of it for 
a long time. To ensure he keeps it reigned in, Bush stays near Laura Bush 
and Condoleezza Rice. Both these people have a cooling influence on 
him. 

Laura has often advised George, “Tone it down, darling.”15 Or 
even, on one occasion, “Whoa Bushie!”16  She is a behind-the-scenes 
influence, usually attempting to soften his emotional or reactionary side. 
She has a definite calming and reassuring impact on him.17

Bush says it is in his nature to be “fiery,” but he relies on 
National Security Adviser Rice (now Secretary of State Rice) to “take 
the edge off,” adding that “she’s good at that.” She inspires him to think 
things out and moderates some of his rash choices. 18 The fact that he 
recognizes this need is a compliment both to his emotional intelligence 
and his organizational capacity.19

 
Bush’s Two Brains 

Bush’s first brain is the grey matter in his head. Bush attended 
top-notch schools, but was not very academically oriented. He has been 
described as not being intellectually curious.20 Although not necessarily 
curious, he is not stupid. His rough public communication skills open the 
door to nearly limitless criticism and speculation as to his intelligence. 
Despite this, Woodward says: 

 

                                                 
14 Fred Greenstein, The Presidential Difference: Leadership Style from FDR 

to George W Bush (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2004), 194. 
15 Bob Woodward, Bush at War (New York: Simon & Shuster, 2002), 100-

101. 
16 Kathryn Jean Lopez, “Life at the Clorox House,” National Review Online, 

Apr. 3, 2006, http://www.nationalreview.com/interrogatory/ 
kessler200604032246.asp (accessed 30 November 2006). 

17 Woodward, Bush at War, 170-171. 
18 Woodward, Bush at War, 167-168. 
19 Greenstein, The Presidential Difference, 5-6. 
20 Greenstein, The Presidential Difference, 31. 
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Socialization 
Bush is more complicated than most people have given him 
credit for. You can't be lacking in intelligence and win the 
presidency. One of the things I found in reviewing the transcript 
of my two hour, 25 minute interview with the president is that he 
starts sentences, often doesn't finish them, and then re-starts 
them in just a slightly different direction with a different 
emphasis. Unlike Bill Clinton or Henry Kissinger, he does not 
speak in paragraphs. Bush speaks in phrases. But when you 
listen to it and question him about meaning and the origins of his 
thinking, it's quite clear what he means. It is important to realize 
that his way of speaking is just different. And it does not fit with 
the model of some past presidents.21  

 
 Bush is not interested in picky academic details. For example, 
while attending Phillips Academy at Andover, George wrote a deeply 
personal essay on the death of his sister. What he wrote was sincere, 
poignant, and true. His teacher, not understanding the importance of the 
content to George, criticized the paper for technical errors.22 This and 
other similar events at Yale led Bush to dislike the impractical “snobs.”23 
Perhaps this is part of why Bush has never really polished his public 
speaking ability—he wants to deal with the content of what he has to say 
and then move on. 
 He definitely dislikes flowery, fluffy, and/or picky academicism. 
He prefers to get to the substance of an issue. This trait has the advantage 
of not wasting time, energy, and resources going after unimportant 
details. It has a critical flaw to it, too, though. Sometimes, the details 
need to be looked into. Sometimes, it matters how something is said. 
“The devil is in the details. Even the grandest project depends on the 
success of the smallest components…. Details might cause failure.”24  
Bush has a tendency to jump into the meat of an issue and close his mind 
to the details surrounding it. Jumping into an issue like that can be 
                                                 

21 “Bush at War, with Bob Woodward,” Washington Post Online, Nov. 19, 
2002, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-srv/liveonline/02/special/ 
nation/sp_nation_woodward111902.htm (accessed 30 November 2006). 

22 Greenstein, ed., George W Bush Presidency, 19. 
23 Minutaglio, First Son, 85. 
24 E.D. Hirsch, Jr., J.F. Kett, and J. Trefil, The New Dictionary of Cultural 

Literacy, 3rd ed (2002), http://www.bartelby.com/59/3/devilisinthe.html 
(accessed 30 November 2006). 
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 Socialization 
good—it can create a fast and firm solution to a problem. However, it 
can be bad—one can miss the mark when coming to a decision too 
quickly.  
 Bush’s second brain is Karl Rove. Rove’s influence on Bush is 
undeniably strong. He has masterminded Bush’s elections and had 
significant impact on the Republican Party. 25  He has extensively 
contributed to the Bush administration’s stances (as well as to Bush’s 
Texas governorship). He has harnessed Bush’s potential and shaped him 
into the political figure he is. 26  In fact, Bush would not be president 
without Rove.27

 
Common Man 

Bush is the common man, socially speaking. In school, Bush was 
not an intellectual. He was not an athlete. He was not involved in politics. 
He was a people person. 28  He was successful as leader of the 
cheerleading squad and he was “high commissioner” of the intramural 
stickball league at Phillips Academy.29 He was popular and seemed to 
know everyone. When seeking fraternity admission at Yale, he was 
hazed with his three roommates. Three pledges were told how worthless 
they were and commanded to stand and name everyone in the room. 
Each could name about four or five of those present. Next, Bush was 
called to do the same. He named everyone in the room – fifty-four 
people.30 That says something about Bush’s people skills (as well as his 
intelligence).  
 
Shrub 

George, with the help of Karl Rove, ran for Congress in 1978. 
He did better than expected, but lost to the Democratic candidate.31 The 

                                                 
25 James Moore and Wayne Slater, Bush’s Brain: How Karl Rove Made 

George W Bush Presidential (Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 2003), 
168-170, 208-210. 

26 Michael Kirk, “Karl Rove: The Architect” (transcript), PBS Online, Apr. 
12, 2005, http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/pages/frontline/shows/architect/etc/ 
script.html (accessed 30 November 2006). 

27 Moore and Slater, Bush’s Brain, 7; Kirk, “Karl Rove.” 
28 Greenstein, ed., George W Bush Presidency, 19. 
29 Minutaglio, First Son, 66-67. 
30 Minutaglio, First Son, 91. 
31 Minutaglio, First Son, 10-18, 177-193. 
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Socialization 
loss partially resulted from the view of Bush as too moderate. Bush and 
Rove learned much from the experience. Bush vowed, according to 
Greenstein in The Presidential Difference, to never again “be outflanked 
from the right.”32

In 1990, Bush ran for office again, this time in the race for Texas 
governor against Ann Richards. Richards ran a dirty campaign with a lot 
of name-calling. Some favorite Bush nicknames include “Shrub,” 
“Junior,” “Prince George,” and “Some Jerk.” Richards also brought in 
celebrity helpers, including Robin Williams and Rosie O’Donnell. 
O’Donnell said, concerning Bush’s view on abortion, “I don’t think 
anybody ought to have control over my body but me and Tom Cruise… 
Definitely not a guy named Bush.” Meanwhile, Bush had Chuck Norris 
and Billy Joe Dupree helping his campaign.33

The Bush campaign kept a collective level-head, focusing on 
issues, not personality. Rove identified four main issues: “education, 
juvenile crime, welfare, and limiting lawsuits against business.” Rove’s 
carefully devised plan was brilliant and it worked well.34

To the shock of his family, Bush kept his cool—even during 
debates. Richards provoked him as much as she possibly could (which is 
saying something), but he did not give in.35 Not only did he hold his 
temper in for the election, but he also solidly defeated Richards.   
 
Presidential Shrub 
 The motivations behind Bush’s tax cuts are debatable. It should 
be considered that George Bush comes from a wealthy family, the type 
of people directly benefiting from the tax cuts. This may be a factor 
behind his support for the cuts. Also, as with most politicians, his 
campaign was backed by very wealthy individuals. Bush is a wise 
politician. He knows he needs to return the favors that placed him in 
office. This is not to say that his policies do not have other reasons, but 
only to show some social factors behind the tax cuts. 
 Bush’s emphasis on education is admirable, but lacking in 
quality. Bush is not an academic. He is not very interested in education. 
Education was a major issue in his successful Texas gubernatorial 
election. Bush and Rove picked that issue for the campaign because it 
                                                 

32 Greenstein, The Presidential Difference, 194. 
33 Minutaglio, First Son, 285, 287. 
34 Moore and Slater, 206, 210. 
35 Minutaglio, First Son, 1-9. 
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 Socialization 
had broad appeal36—who can fight improving education? He had to be 
the good guy with education. Texas was in severe need of education 
reform. However, other states were not necessarily in the same situation. 
Education can be improved in every state, but the Texas solution is not a 
one-size-fits-all cure.  
 
The Shrub Becomes a Bush: The Post-9/11 Bush 
 George W. Bush entered the presidency on shaky ground with no 
mandate and a technicality win in the Supreme Court. The new president 
moved into fairly comfortable areas, seeing the passage of the above 
mentioned legislation. 37  An incident with a downed spy plane and a 
captured pilot in China was somewhat eventful, but nothing compared to 
what was to come.  
 The terrorist attacks of September 11th drastically changed the 
new president. As he would later say, “September the 11th obviously 
changed my thinking a lot about my responsibility as president. Because 
September the 11th made the security of the American people the 
priority …, a sacred duty for the president. It is the most necessary duty 
for the president, because if the president doesn’t take on that duty, who 
else is going to?”38 So the Bush administration moved from isolationism 
to reaction, involvement, and preemption. 
 Concerning 9/11, Bush said, “That is what my presidency is 
about.”39 The events surrounding 9/11 really brought out Bush’s bold 
side. This gave him an opportunity to take clear and firm charge of the 
administration. He felt this fixed the lack of a popular mandate in the 
election. He forcefully took the leadership role in the post-9/11 situation. 
Bush truly considers himself Commander in Chief. Woodward quotes 
him, “I’m the commander—see, I don’t need to explain—I do not need 
to explain why I say things. That’s the interesting thing about being the 
president. Maybe somebody needs to explain to me why they say 
something, but I don’t feel like I owe anybody an explanation.”40  

There is no doubt Bush’s advisors have a strong influence on 
him. In his organizational structure, “he relies on his subordinates to 

                                                 
36 Kirk, “Karl Rove.” 
37 Greenstein, ed., George W Bush Presidency, 156. 
38 Bob Woodward, Plan of Attack (New York: Simon & Shuster, 2004), 27. 
39 Woodward, Bush at War, 102. 
40 Greenstein, ed., George W Bush Presidency, 34. 
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structure his options.”41 Rove is clearly his mentor.42 However, Bush is 
his own man. He makes choices; he is not simply a puppet. For example, 
his declaration of the Bush Doctrine (no distinction between terrorists 
and those who harbor them) was made without consulting the Vice 
President, Secretary of State, or the Secretary of Defense. He sees 
himself as the leader of a team. Woodward quotes him is Bush at War, 
“When they give advice, I trust their judgment. Now sometimes the 
advice isn’t always the same, in which case my job—the job is to grind 
through these problems, and grind through scenarios, and hopefully 
reach a consensus of six or seven smart people, which makes my job 
easy.”43

 
Conclusion 
 Socialization has produced an emotionally intelligent man in 
George W. Bush. He is in firm control of his emotions and aware of his 
weaknesses. He is a sincere man. He is direct and to the point, although 
not open about everything.44  He is not necessarily intelligent, but far 
from stupid. He is stubborn, sometimes critically.  
 His presidency, especially in regards to foreign policy, has had a 
polarizing effect on the country. People hate him and people love him; 
there are few in the middle. Judging the quality of his presidency’s major 
decisions will take time. The results of the tax cuts, education reforms, 
and post-9/11 foreign policy are yet to be seen in full. Whatever kind of 
president history shows him to be, this much seems apparent: he believes 
in himself and what he is doing. He acts on his instincts and believes his 
instincts to be correct.45

                                                 
41 Greenstein, ed., George W Bush Presidency, 34. 
42 Moore and Slater, Bush’s Brain, 166-168. 
43 Woodward, Bush at War, 30, 74. 
44 Woodward, Bush at War, 75. 
45 Woodward, Bush at War, 136-137, 342. 
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WOODROW WILSON:  

Lost Among the Superlatives 
Jeremy Erb 

 
 

 It is an observable phenomenon in current society that people 
want to know the superlative of any person, place, or thing encountered 
in life. “Who is the best political science teacher?” “Which city has the 
best public education for my children?” “What is the fastest car?” In a 
culture of bests and mosts and fastests it is easy to become carried away 
seeking only those things others declare to be supreme and miss other 
things that are great or nearly as good. What line separates best and next 
best? In Olympic races, the difference between first and second place is 
often a matter of partial seconds. Is not the time of the second place 
winner also exceptional? There are often minor differences between the 
best and the next best encountered in everyday life. It is easy to lose sight 
of things that are great in the shadow of the greatest. 
 Over the years, many researchers have examined the successes 
and failures of the American presidents. Polls among scholars and 
laymen alike tend to yield a triumvirate of presidential greatests – 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, George Washington, and Abraham Lincoln. But 
just how far away from great are others who have held the high office of 
president? Scholars who rank the presidents have their own categories 
upon which they grade them. The average citizen, although perhaps not 
as exhaustive or orderly in his analysis, also uses personal categories to 
rate the presidents. The system used to analyze a president may well 
contribute to his being higher or lower in the ranking, especially if the 
system utilizes categories that emphasize areas of strength or weakness. 
 Some systems use a president’s character,1 some take a 
psychoanalytical approach,2 and others use achievements and failures 
and wartime actions3 in their analysis of presidential greatness. In his 
book, The Presidential Difference, Fred I. Greenstein briefly examines
                                                 

1 See James David Barber, The Presidential Character: Predicting 
Performance in the White House (New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1972). 

2 For one example, see Bernard Brodie, “A Psychoanalytic Interpretation of 
Woodrow Wilson,” World Politics, Vol. 9, No. 3 (April 1957): 413-422. 

3 See a recent study by David Gray Adler, “Presidential Greatness as an 
Attribute of Warmaking,” Presidential Studies Quarterly, Vol. 33, No. 3 (Sept. 
2003): 466-483. 
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the “background, political style, and conduct” of the presidents since 
FDR, with a special examination of “six qualities that relate to job 
performance”: public communicator, organizational capacity, political 
skill, vision, cognitive style, and emotional intelligence.4 Recognizing 
the importance socialization, education, experience, and personality have 
in shaping a future president, this paper will follow Greenstein’s pattern 
by giving biographical information and analysis of significant events in 
the life of Woodrow Wilson. Then, following Greenstein’s six categories 
(which have been a significant part of this author’s current coursework), 
Wilson will be assessed in each of these areas. 
 Woodrow Wilson is a president lost among the superlatives. His 
study of government and his impact on the office of the presidency 
continues to be seen today. While his actions might not be as well 
remembered as Lincoln’s freeing of the slaves or FDR’s Hundred Days 
of legislation, his management and use of the office of the president 
classify him as one of the truly great presidents America has ever had. 
 
Childhood 
 Woodrow Wilson was born Thomas Woodrow Wilson near 
midnight, December 28, 1856 in Staunton, Virginia. His father, like his 
maternal grandfather for whom Wilson was named, was a Presbyterian 
minister. Wilson was raised in the South, living in Augusta, Georgia; 
Columbia, South Carolina; and Wilmington, North Carolina. He had two 
older sisters and one younger brother. Wilson’s family moved often as 
his father was offered new positions in churches around the South. 
Although a professed “mama’s boy,” Wilson had a good relationship 
with his father.5

 Wilson’s relationship with his father, Joseph Ruggles Wilson, 
had a great impact on his life. From his father, he learned the virtues of 
being a life-long student and scholar, and followed his father’s pattern of 
being well-read and well educated.6 Joseph Wilson was “convinced that 
clear thinking must precede clear expression.”7 Young Wilson would 

                                                 
4 Fred I. Greenstein, The Presidential Difference: Leadership Style From 

FDR to George W. Bush, 2nd ed. (New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 
2004), 5-6. 

5 George C. Osborn, Woodrow Wilson: The Early Years, (Louisiana: 
Louisiana State University Press, 1968), 7-11. 

6 Osborn, The Early Years, 9. 
7 Osborn, The Early Years, 11. 
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 Woodrow Wilson 
practice thinking and speaking with his father, often being stopped by his 
father so he could “think about what [he] was going to say” and then 
“say it correctly.”8 This speaking practice grew into a passion for oration 
which was evidenced by Wilson’s later involvement in speaking clubs 
while at college. 
 Some analyses of Wilson’s childhood argue that Wilson suffered 
at the hand of a demanding father. Alexander and Juliette George are 
major proponents of the theory that Wilson’s personality and decisions 
made while in office stem from an “‘unconscious hostility’ toward and 
fear of his father.”9 However, letters, book dedications, and other 
writings of Woodrow Wilson indicate otherwise. If Wilson suffered at all 
from the jovial teasing and high expectations from his father, he seems to 
have overcome them. Perhaps his feelings towards his father are best 
summarized in his dedication of Congressional Government: “To his 
father, the patient guide of his youth, the gracious companion of his 
manhood, his best instructor and most lenient critic, this book is 
affectionately dedicated by the author.”10 This present author, having 
reviewed several accounts of Wilson’s life and analyses of his 
relationship with his father, proposes that Joseph Ruggles Wilson did 
more good than harm, if any harm at all. The father inspired, supported, 
shaped, and prepared his son for a life of teaching and public service. 
 Despite the relative affluence of his family (his father was one of 
the highest paid ministers in the South and the family lived in manses 
owned by the various churches11), Wilson’s early life was not without 
struggles. He had a childhood learning disability and did not learn to read 
until around 11 years of age.12 He started his formal education late due to 
the lack of schools in the South.13 It is the present author’s opinion that 
the delayed development and the lack of available schools influenced 
Wilson’s stance on education. In Wilson’s “The Modern Democratic 

                                                 
8 Osborn, The Early Years, 11. 
9 Edwin A. Weinstein, James William Anderson, and Arthur S. Link, 

“Woodrow Wilson’s Political Personality: A Reappraisal,” Political Science 
Quarterly, Vol. 93, No. 4 (Winter, 1978-1979): 591. 

10 Weinstein, Anderson, and Link, “A Reappraisal,” 592 
11 Osborn, The Early Years, 33. 
12 “WILSON, (Thomas) Woodrow,” The History Channel website, http:// 

www.history.com/encyclopedia.do?articleId=225959 (20 October 2006); 
Osborn, The Early Years, 25. 

13 Osborn, The Early Years, 20. 
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Woodrow Wilson 
State,” he wrote that “improved education was an essential development, 
brought about by history, for the advent of democracy.”14 Always a 
student and a teacher, Wilson’s life was an example of disciplined study 
followed by passionate sharing. 
 
Education 
 Wilson spent most of his early education in small classrooms, 
gaining a classical education at several small private schools in the 
South. Although surrounded by great potential and academically-able 
peers (some of his classmates became deans of law schools, Supreme 
Court justices, and ambassadors), Wilson did not fare well academically, 
usually remaining near the bottom of the class.15 He started to go to 
Davidson College around the age of 17 to prepare for the ministry (like 
many of his ancestors before him), but a bout of illness brought him 
home. He never returned to Davidson and decided against going into the 
ministry.16

 Eventually, Wilson would attend Princeton University (where he 
would rise to the top third of his class), University of Virginia Law 
School (which he saw as a means to the end of becoming involved in 
politics), and Johns Hopkins University (where Wilson was recognized 
for his systematic study of political science at this relatively new 
university that had been created to compete with German universities). 
Wilson was involved everywhere he went, especially in literary and 
debating clubs. His aptitude for speaking and debating was readily 
recognized and demanded; Wilson gave orations and participated in 
many debates during his years at college. Wilson also began a pattern of 
organizing that would continue throughout the rest of his life: he 
organized and rewrote the constitutions of societies everywhere he went! 
Wilson was fond of his years in college and remained close to the few 
friends he made. Of his Princeton years, Wilson later spoke that “his 
work there had become the ‘very warp and woof’ of his life.”17

 
Experiment with Law 
 After graduating from law school, Wilson moved to Atlanta, 
                                                 

14 In Ronald J. Pestritto, “What America Owes to Woodrow Wilson,” 
Society, November/December (2005): 64. 

15 Osborn, The Early Years, 21. 
16 Osborn, The Early Years, 30-31. 
17 Osborn, The Early Years, 46 (31, 37, 41-46, 56, 67, 103, 112). 
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 Woodrow Wilson 
Georgia and entered into practice with Edward Renick, a fellow graduate 
of the University of Virginia. Although Wilson participated in several 
political debates that contributed significantly to his later political 
policies, he and Renick parted ways – Wilson’s ambition was to become 
“an outside force in politics” and felt that his calling was in writing. He 
was bored with law and wanted to return to school to pursue his favorite 
subjects: history and political science. After a year of practicing law, 
Wilson moved on; he “finally discovered what he wanted to become.”18

 Wilson enrolled in Johns Hopkins University in 1883 and 
became an avid participant in his “favorite” class, “a weekly seminar in 
history and politics.”19 Here, Wilson again participated whole-heartedly 
in debate and other social activities. He quickly became known for his 
speech making. During his time at Johns Hopkins, he wrote several 
books and articles about the U.S. government, such as “Cabinet 
Government in the United States” and Congressional Government. 
Wilson had been dating steadily and had intentions to marry, but thought 
it expedient to find work so that he could support a family; he sought out 
a teaching position. This decision led to a teaching career at several 
universities.20

 
Teaching 
 Wilson taught at Bryn Mawr College (an all girls school) and 
Wesleyan University, guest-lectured at Johns Hopkins, and later taught at 
Princeton. As a pioneer in the scientific and systematic study of 
government, Wilson influenced the “scope and content of administration 
courses” that were being started in several campuses around the United 
States.21 Wilson was known as an “authoritative lecturer”22 who was 
professional and well-prepared.23 His teaching philosophy was that 
“education is acquired by the student, not transmitted by another;” he 
gave his students long lists of books to read as a supplement to the 
concepts that he taught in class.24

                                                 
18 Osborn, The Early Years, 101 (89-101). 
19 Osborn, The Early Years, 107. 
20 Osborn, The Early Years, 125. 
21 Henry A. Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” Public 

Administration Review, Vol. 16, No. 4 (Autumn, 1956): 251. 
22 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 251. 
23 Osborn, The Early Years, 150. 
24 Osborn, The Early Years, 125. 
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Woodrow Wilson 
 Several of Wilson’s biases appear in his time as a teacher. First, 
one can see the pervading influence of religion in Wilson’s life. After 
joining the Presbyterian Church as a young man, Wilson remained 
active25 in church wherever he moved. The strong, Calvinistic values of 
hard work and integrity manifest themselves throughout his career. 
Wilson often drove himself to exhaustion and illness by being so 
consumed in teaching, societies, book writing, and family life.26 As a 
teacher, Wilson expected hard work and integrity from his students. In 
Woodrow Wilson: The Early Years, George Osborn comments: “From 
the beginning of his teaching career at Bryn Mawr, Wilson had tried to 
impress his students with the cardinal virtue of honesty, demonstrating 
his faith in them by leaving them on their honor during examinations.”27 
Hearing about widespread cheating on campus while at Princeton, 
Wilson successfully lobbied among the faculty—defeating the 
president’s opposition—for an honor system.28

 Second, Wilson’s propensity to rise to a position of influence is 
seen during his teaching career—especially as a young faculty member at 
Princeton. His popularity among students and faculty grew quickly and 
he became recognized as a leader among them.29 No doubt his 
captivating personality, well-delivered lectures, clear and organized 
thought, and philosophies of teaching and government contributed to his 
success. 
 Third, Wilson’s affinity for things British is evidenced in his 
lectures and publications. 30 Henry A. Turner cites the writings of 
Colonel Edward House (Wilson’s “Karl Rove”) to show that “Wilson 
spoke of himself as a ‘disciple of [Edmund] Burke and [Walter] 
Bagehot.’”31 Wilson advocated “strong executive leadership and close 
cooperation between the executive and legislature,” even going so far as 
to state that the President should “choose his Cabinet from the members 
of the two houses of Congress.”32  
 Last, Wilson’s proclivity for reorganization is seen throughout 

                                                 
25 Osborn, The Early Years, 206. 
26 Osborn, The Early Years, 198. 
27 Osborn, The Early Years, 208. 
28 Osborn, The Early Years, 208-209. 
29 Osborn, The Early Years, 211. 
30 Pestritto, “What America Owes to Woodrow Wilson,” 61. 
31 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 249. 
32 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 249. 
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 Woodrow Wilson 
his time as student and educator. Many a college literary society and 
debating club felt the influence of Wilson’s guiding hand. He often used 
the British House of Commons as a model for the society, and influenced 
students at Bryn Mawr and Wesleyan to do so also.33

 Wilson’s teaching had a great effect upon his career and he 
eventually had an opportunity to practice what he had been writing 
about—never having visited the seat of government!—for so many years. 
Despite his grand view and lengthy research of the subject, Wilson found 
that reshaping public administration was more difficult in practice than 
on paper. 
 
Practice 
 Wilson’s first opportunity as an administrator came when he was 
elected as president of Princeton University in 1902. He was very 
successful in his first years there. Henry A. Turner lists the following as 
examples of success: 
  

He formulated and executed plans that reorganized the academic 
and administrative structure of the university, changed the 
method of instruction, raised the standards of scholarship, 
reorganized the faculty, and materially increased the wealth of 
the university.34

 
Once again, Wilson shows his penchant for organization and his aptitude 
for making his visions into realities. 
 One example of Wilson’s vision at Princeton appears in his 
inaugural address, titled “Princeton for the Nation’s Service.” Here, he 
put forth his views of education and the role Princeton would play, 
eloquently declaring: 
 

We are here not merely to release the faculties of men to their 
own use, but also to quicken their social understanding, [and] 
instruct their consciences. […] We are not put into this world to 
sit still and know; we are put into it to act. […] Learning is not 
divided. Its kingdom and government are centred, unitary, single. 
[…] The university must stand in the midst, where the roads of 

                                                 
33 Osborn, The Early Years, 151. 
34 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 251-252. 
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thought and knowledge interlace and cross, and, building upon 
some coign of vantage, command them all. In planning for 
Princeton, we are planning for the country.35

 
Wilson’s impact continues to be seen on the university where he 

was once student and president. His inaugural speech has become—in a 
slightly expanded form—the informal motto of Princeton: “Princeton in 
the Nation’s Service and in the Service of All Nations.”36 Performing 
true to its motto, Princeton heralds public figures like John Foster Dulles, 
James Baker, and Donald Rumsfeld.37

 Wilson’s organizational innovation is seen in his “preceptorial 
plan.” To combat the obstacle of student-faculty relationships, “Wilson 
sought to recreate the intimate educational training he had received from 
his ‘greatest teacher’—his father.”38 He instituted a learning model that 
gave students the freedom to “get up on subjects” under their own 
initiative and put students in an environment to learn with their peers. 
Peer learning was accomplished under the guidance of preceptors, who 
were guides for the students and mediators between them and the faculty. 
Scholars regard these “early reforms, especially the preceptorial plan, 
[…] as important innovations in American academic life.”39 Coupled 
with his innovative general education program (“generations” ahead of 
his time40), Woodrow Wilson’s preceptor program showed his capacity 
to conceive and execute his ideas. These long-lasting educational ideas 
are some of Wilson’s administrative legacies to our nation. 
 In 1910, after his presidency at Princeton, Wilson ran for 
Governor of New Jersey. Turner links Wilson’s accomplishments—and 
later controversies—as president of Princeton (where he became a 

                                                 
35 “Princeton for the Nation’s Service,” October 25, 1902, in John M. 

Mulder, Woodrow Wilson: The Years of Preparation (New Jersey: Princeton 
University Press, 1978), 160-61. 

36 “Princeton University - About Princeton,” Princeton University, 16 
March 2006, <http://www.princeton.edu/ main/about/> (15 November 2006). 

37 Y.S. Kim, “Campus,” 2004, http://www2.physics.umd.edu/~yskim/ 
prince/campus.html (15 November 2006). Although, in light of recent events, 
Princeton may not be so proud to be the alma mater of Rumsfeld. 

38 Mulder, The Years of Preparation, 171. 
39 Mulder, The Years of Preparation, 173. 
40 Osborn, The Early Years, 248. 
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 Woodrow Wilson 
nationally known figure) to his election as governor.41 Wilson served 
only two years of his three-year term as governor, resigning in early 
1913 to become President of the United States. However, those two years 
in office were marked by notable accomplishments. As governor, he was 
able to practice his administrative theories, of which he had written 
extensively.  
 Turner lists some of his gubernatorial achievements as follows: 
Wilson (1) supervised the drafting of a program of social reform 
(marking him “as one of the nation’s most successful state executives”), 
(2) demonstrated determination, (3) “attempted to reorganize the state’s 
administrative system,” and (4) advocated creating a new constitution 
that would give New Jersey a parliamentary style of government right 
before he left office.42 Once again, Wilson acted to implement policy and 
public administration in a way consistent with his years of study and 
development. One can not help but to look back and notice Wilson’s 
many attempts to organize and to imbue aspects of British government in 
America. 
 
The Presidency 
 If Wilson’s legacy as an educator and administrator was notable, 
his mark on the nation as President is extraordinary. He expanded the 
expectations of the office of the presidency, helped establish the U.S. as 
a world power, modified economic policy (helping prepare the way for 
FDR’s New Deal), appointed two justices to the Supreme Court, set 
several presidential milestones, and changed the Democratic Party. Many 
important and lasting pieces of legislation were “maneuvered through 
Congress” during his administration.43 In office, he showed his aptitude 
for persuasion, organization, and political skill. 
 Nominated for the presidency at the Democratic National 
Convention during his tenure as governor, he ran “on a program called 
New Freedom, which stressed individualism and states’ rights”44 in 
1912. Despite a three-candidate election for the presidency and only 
receiving “42 percent of the popular vote,” he received “an 

                                                 
41 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 252. 
42 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 252. 
43 “Biography of Woodrow Wilson,” http://www.whitehouse.gov/history/ 

presidents/ww28.html (18 November 2006). 
44 “Biography of Woodrow Wilson.” 
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overwhelming electoral vote.”45 President Taft, running for re-election 
on the Republican ticket, had ostracized members of his own party. 
Some had split off and followed Theodore Roosevelt’s third-party 
Progressive ticket, essentially assuring Wilson’s victory.46

 Wilson’s presidential activism was manifest throughout his 
presidency. In The Paradoxes of the American Presidency, Cronin and 
Genovese write that Wilson built on Teddy Roosevelt’s agenda, helping 
to “enact the progressive sentiments of the people,” and that the 
Republican presidents who followed needed to “steer a middle course” 
between Taft’s passivity and Wilson’s “extreme activism.” 47 By trying 
to shape public will and “promoting the conscience of the nation,” 
Wilson made the “presidency […] the pivotal center or lever of 
America,” and elevated the office to “national and international 
leadership.”48  

Commenting on Wilson’s activism and wide sphere of operation, 
Ronald J. Pestritto writes, “Wilson’s new institutional vision for the 
presidency required the president to look beyond his constitutionally 
defined powers and duties, to transcend the separation of powers in a 
manner that bears a remarkable resemblance to the modern American 
presidency.”49 Political historians observe the climb of presidential use 
of power over the ensuing generations, especially extra-constitutionally. 
This is ironic, considering this rise of presidential power stemmed from 
the actions of the man who once said at the New York Press Club, “The 
history of liberty is a history of the limitation of governmental power, not 
the increase of it.”50  

Wilson’s role in the debates over the League of Nation and his 
desire to make the world safe for democracy helped to establish the 
United States as a world power. Pestritto informs: 

 

                                                 
45 “Biography of Woodrow Wilson.” 
46 “Wilson, (Thomas) Woodrow,” The History Channel website. 
47 Thomas E. Cronin and Michael A. Genovese, The Paradoxes of the 

American Presidency, 2nd Ed. (New York: Oxford University Press, 2004), 68-
69. 

48 Cronin and Genovese, Paradoxes, 106, 131. 
49 Pestritto, “What America  Owes to Woodrow Wilson,” 61. 
50 “About Woodrow Wilson,” The Woodrow Wilson International Center 
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 Woodrow Wilson 
Wilson is, with some justification, pointed to as a source for the 
foreign policy of the United States, and especially for President 
Bush’s articulation of America’s posture toward the rest of the 
world. [President Bush] mentioned Wilson by name and spoke 
favorably of Wilson’s idealism, doing so within the context of 
calling for “the global expansion of democracy.”51

 
Few presidents have had that kind of lasting impact on foreign 

policy. Another irony arises here: the progressivism of a Democratic 
president is being used by the current Republican president to advance an 
issue that has undulated over the course of America’s history—
isolationism versus expansionism.  
 Possibly the greatest defeat of Wilson’s life came in the realm of 
foreign policy, when the Senate failed to ratify the treaty to join the 
League of Nations. The fear of prolonged U.S. involvement in foreign 
battles and the desire to keep American troops at home heard today are 
the same concerns that the Republican opposition raised against joining 
the League of Nations back in Wilson’s day. Despite his noble attempts 
at diplomacy and his skillful articulation of his famous “Fourteen 
Points,” the U.S. did not get involved in the way that Wilson desired. 
However, the League of Nations was formed, opening the door to many 
discussions of its efficacy, and paving the way for the later formation of 
the United Nations. 
 In the domestic arena, Wilson found success in getting 
legislation through Congress and getting involved in the economy. 
Cronin and Genovese list Wilson among five other presidents who “used 
the powers of the presidency to promote economic stability and 
economic growth in America.”52 Under his watch, the U.S. saw reforms 
such as the Underwood Act, the Federal Reserve Act, and the formation 
of the Federal Trade Commission. The Underwood Act created a lower 
tariff and included a graduated Federal income tax; the Federal Reserve 
Act created “Federal reserve banks, to furnish elastic currency” and 
established “a more effective supervision of banking in the United 
States;”53 and the FTC was established to “prohibit unfair business 

                                                 
51 Pestritto, “What America Owes to Woodrow Wilson,” 57. 
52 Cronin and Genovese, Paradoxes, 326. 
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practices,” in light of current antitrust legislation.54

 The sphere of federal authority continued to grow under 
Wilson’s presidency. His term saw the enactments of other major pieces 
of legislation, such as the National Defense Act, Federal Aid to Roads 
Act, Smith-Lever Act, Clayton Anti-Trust Act, the La Follette Seaman’s 
Act, the Federal Transportation Act, and the Federal Power Act. Joining 
the FTC and Federal Reserve Banks as newly created federal 
organizations were the Tariff Commission, Federal Power Commission, 
and the United States Shipping Board. Wilson’s influence and planning 
in the legislative process and the organizing of these new executive 
administrations is clearly evident. According to Turner, “he exerted 
influence at every stage of the legislative process. He planned the 
legislative programs. He and his assistants took an active part in drafting 
bills.”55  
 Showing his political skill, Wilson “used various means to 
secure [the] adoption” of those bills. Turner claims that Wilson’s efforts 
produced “more constructive legislation during his Presidency than under 
any other President from George Washington to Franklin Roosevelt.” 
The growth of the federal government under Wilson was remarkable, 
and, politically paradoxical (as far as his party was concerned)—for 
Wilson “led the Democratic party away from its former states-rights, 
laissez-faire position and forged it into the party of the service state—the 
party advocating positive governmental action for promoting the security 
and economic well-being of the people.”56

 Wilson’s effect on the Democratic Party is still seen today. 
Wilson felt that the role of a political party was to be an organization 
outside the formal structure of government that would “bind [the 
branches] together in some sort of harmony and cooperation.” The party 
was not an impediment, as other progressives had viewed it as before, 
but “a great opportunity, if they could be properly reformed.” Wilson 
saw the president as someone who would both “coordinate the 
government and manage the party.” It is Wilson’s “vision of the parties 
[…] that lives on in today’s system.”57 Once again, Wilson left his mark 
upon the political machinery of the United States. 
 Woodrow Wilson set several milestones as President. His 
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 Woodrow Wilson 
nomination of Louis D. Brandeis to the Supreme Court made Brandeis 
“the first Jewish member of that body.”58 Wilson was the first president 
to cross the Atlantic, to be buried in Washington, D.C., and the only one 
to come to office with a Ph.D.59

 Sadly, Wilson’s presidential influence and power collapsed, as 
did his health, in his final years of his second term. With Republican 
senators threatening to reject the peace treaty, “Wilson tried to sway 
public opinion to his side with a cross-country speaking tour;” the 
exertion caused a physical collapse, and a near-fatal stroke followed 
shortly after in late 1919.60 After this stroke, his wife, Edith, stepped up 
to assist in his duties. Cronin and Genovese claim that this act marks 
Edith Wilson as “the first influential First Lady.”61 Although he 
recovered enough to perform his presidential duties, Wilson never fully 
recovered from the event: “He never regained his previous leadership, 
and he remained an invalid for the rest of his life.”62 Like he did during 
his years at college as a student and teacher, Wilson worked himself to 
exhaustion, and ultimately, to his death. The great president was spent; 
he faded into retirement only to die three years after leaving office. 
Wilson’s handiwork did not fade, but lives on. 
 
Public Communicator 
 As a public speaker, perhaps no President before or since has 
come to the office with greater, practiced rhetorical skills. Despite his 
“innate shyness,”63 his many years of debate, oratory, and teaching 
shined through in his speeches. He was thoughtful and well-prepared, 
logical and orderly. He appeared “to be strikingly strong, confident, 
[and] effective”64 to the American people. Although not the “common 

                                                 
58 “Wilson, (Thomas) Woodrow,” The History Channel website. 
59 “Presidential Facts.” The History Channel website, http://www.history 

.com/encyclopedia.do?articleId=227269 (20 October 2006). Also, Sadie F. 
Dingfelder, “A presidential personality,” American Psychological Association, 
10 November 2004, http://www.apa.org/monitor/nov04/ president.html (18 
November 2006). 

60 “Wilson, (Thomas) Woodrow.” 
61 Cronin and Genovese, Pardoxes, 276. 
62 “Wilson, (Thomas) Woodrow.” 
63 Osborn, The Early Years, 113. 
64 David O. Sears, “Political Psychology,” Annual Reviews of Psychology, 

Vol. 38 (Jan. 1987): 239. 
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man,” he effectively portrayed what he was—the educated, successful 
orator and teacher, known for his clarity of thought and speech. Wilson 
manifested the powers of persuasion in his dealings with Congress, the 
American people, and foreign nations.  

At times, his lofty words and eloquent phrases may have proved 
too much for the average American, especially when it came to finding 
support for the League of Nations and the peace treaty. Despite his 
earnest efforts, he was unable to garner the necessary support. Many 
factors most likely contributed to this damaging defeat—exhaustion, 
illness, unwillingness to compromise, and inability to help America see 
the world through his eyes. However, despite his defeat then, future 
events would show that America would eventually adopt and embrace 
the foreign policy stance he advocated.  

The influence of his father and the study of great speakers are 
manifest in Wilson’s life. Oratory was an art, and he was proud of his 
finely honed abilities. Debating and speaking were Wilson’s passions. 
The “power to persuade is power indeed, and only a relative few of the 
presidents have had it—Lincoln, Teddy Roosevelt, Woodrow Wilson, 
and Franklin Roosevelt.”65 Persuasion comes from the ability to use 
words effectively and transmit ideas to the minds of others. This Wilson 
did well, and thus Wilson is counted among the great persuaders. 

 
Organizational Capacity 
 Wilson’s “desire for logical and orderly arrangements” and 
“compulsion for reorganizing” is seen throughout his life.66 His years 
studying the administration of government were critical in his 
understanding of U.S. politics and guided his decisions. Although not 
able to put all of his political ideas into practice, his penchant for 
organization and structuring could be seen in his proposed legislation, 
additions to the executive agencies, and staff management. And not only 
did his organizational changes benefit his presidency, but presidents 
since have benefited from the remaining structure.  
 Future presidents will profit from following Wilson’s example of 
working with the executive agencies. Generally, he allowed a “degree of 
autonomy” among the heads of the executive departments, with the 
heads understanding that the “managerial questions were to be left to 
                                                 

65 David McCullough, “What’s Essential is Invisible,” in Power and the 
Presidency, ed. Robert A. Wilson (New York: PublicAffairs, 1999), 12. 

66 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 255. 
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[their] discretion,” and the “larger questions of policy were to be 
determined by Wilson in consultation with [them].”67 Thus, he allowed 
his Secretaries to do their job, while maintaining control—through 
consultation—of the administration’s policy direction. The judgment left 
to the Secretaries was important: the Secretaries were able to grow 
through their responsibilities and make decisions in their spheres of 
influence; Cabinet meetings were efficient and did not wear down 
Wilson with managerial details.68

 His association with organized groups (such as the Presbyterian 
church, university clubs, and university administration) and his study of 
many forms of government helped shape his view of how government 
should be structured and operated. 
 
Political Skill 
 Presidential scholar Richard Neustadt says, “To be a leader, a 
president must have a will for power.”69 Woodrow Wilson is an example 
of a man with a strong desire for power. He is described as being 
“ambitious”70 and having an “obsession for leadership.”71 His studies of 
government covered the power of, and interacting between, the branches 
of government. He went to law school, for in his mind that would get 
him on the road to political involvement. He exercised power wherever 
he went, through both persuasion and title. Despite his junior faculty 
status, he drew a large following among the Princeton faculty and was 
effective in getting his ideas implemented at the university. The vast 
amounts of legislation passed and administrative agencies created are 
witnesses of his ability to get what he wanted. 
 However, his “unwilling[ness] to bend” during negotiations 
proved his downfall. For example, he was “dismayed” to find that the 
more experienced Colonel Edward House (whom Wilson referred to as 

                                                 
67 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 253. 
68 David F. Houston, an eight-year member of Wilson’s cabinet, wrote: “I 

took it for granted that he wished me to assume all the responsibility that my 
judgment warranted me in assuming, and that he wished me to trouble him as 
little as possible; and it did not ever take many words of explanation to convey 
to his mind what was needed. Many matters were quickly covered in Cabinet 
meeting.” In Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 253. 

69 In Cronin and Genovese, Paradoxes, 109. 
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his “independent self”72) had conceded on “small points to win the larger 
issue”73 while negotiating the treaty at Paris. Wilson, unwilling to 
concede those points, ultimately lost dramatically. His Presbyterian 
background of morality, with the idea of personal election, made him 
unwilling to negotiate: he saw himself as the moral (and intellectual) 
authority. 
 
Vision 
 Wilson was an “idealist”74 with a “grand vision”75 and “clear 
goals.”76 He ranks highly not only for his vision as a politician and 
leader, but for his capacity to “translate ideas into actuality.”77 
Greenstein advocates that political skill should be “harnessed to a vision 
of public policy;”78 thus it was found with Wilson. His policies were 
clearly defined and most of them were skillfully maneuvered through 
Congress. Lowering the tariffs; basing civil service on merit; and 
establishing Federal Reserve banks, the FTC, other New Freedom 
legislation, the 14 Points, and the League of Nations; all represent 
Wilson’s vision and goals that continue to influence America today. 
Linked with his political skill, Wilson’s vision was effectively 
implemented. He had a lifetime of research and moral ideals that 
combined to produce an effective leader. 
 
Cognitive Ability 
 While no record has been kept of presidential IQ79, Wilson 
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 Woodrow Wilson 
surely was no fool. He clearly came to the office as the most educated 
and most versed in the study of government and administration. Wilson 
is credited as being a “pioneer” in the study of administration. At the 
time he was teaching, only two other schools in America taught similar 
courses; those teachers requested his aid in preparing their courses for 
this new subject of administration. His “superior intellectual capacity 
was one of the assets which enabled Wilson to achieve success” in his 
administrative and political career.80

 Although never the top of his class, Wilson has been described 
as a leader with “penetrating insight,” “keen imaginative powers,” and 
“logical, orderly, [and] methodical” thoughts. His genius was in reducing 
“the most involved problems into their component parts” and finding 
“basic principles or underlying causes” that allowed him to “strike 
directly at the heart of perplexing problems.”81 With his great intellect 
coupled to his extensive “knowledge of political theory,” Wilson was the 
most equipped for success among the presidents.82

 The influence of Wilson’s family was seen in his intellectual 
growth. His father, always a life-long student who relentlessly quizzed 
and corrected young Wilson, was well-read, well-spoken, and an 
excellent intellectual role model to follow. His mother played an 
important role by encouraging Wilson as he faced his “childhood 
learning disability”83 and struggle to learn how to read. Reading and 
discussing literary masterworks, including the Bible, with his family at 
home contributed much to his intellectual success. 
 
Emotional Intelligence 
 Wilson faced several crises and defeats during his two terms of 
office, but handled them well. Cronin and Genovese rank Wilson “as 
great or above average because [he] responded to crises effectively.”84 
Response to crisis is not the only factor in evaluating emotional 
intelligence, however. Despite being generally calm and steady, Wilson 

                                                                                                             
presidential personality,” American Psychological Association, 10 November 
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was not the poster child for emotional maturity. 

While no major story or event was discovered in Wilson’s life 
that showed him as being anything other than cool-headed and logical, he 
did have traits that proved to be a detriment in his interpersonal 
relationships. He was “quick to anger and slow to forget an offense,” and 
he had “strong prejudices that warped his otherwise good judgment.” 
Important to his political dealings is the observation that “he found it 
difficult to work with persons who had openly opposed his policies.”85 
Also, he would treat people “with comparable or superior intellects as 
potential enemies;”86 he didn’t like to come in second.87 These are not 
signs of an emotionally secure and stable person. 

Leaders need to be able to receive criticism and still be able to 
work with those who oppose them. Although he was not able to work 
effectively with those who opposed his policy, Wilson gets some credit 
for not removing those who opposed him from their positions—it 
becomes dangerous when a president is surrounded only by those who 
agree with him. While he was no Nixon or Clinton, Wilson’s 
shortcomings—insecurity with opposition and unwillingness to bend—
leave a legacy of traits to be avoided by future presidents. Despite stellar 
qualifications in the previous categories, Wilson falls short emotionally. 

 
Conclusion 
 Wilson is an overlooked and underappreciated president. His 
administrative ideas, vision of foreign policy, economic manipulation, 
establishment of the U.S. as a world power, transformation of the 
Democratic party, and expanded expectations of the president prepared 
the way for another presidential great—Franklin D. Roosevelt—and 
continue to affect the U.S. and its leaders today. His impact on the 
presidency has shaped the office as we know it today. Thus we see how 
important Wilson’s upbringing and educational pursuits were in shaping 
his presidential persona. Lost among the superlatives and shrouded by 
the veil of “pre-modern” U.S. history, Wilson remains a great example of 
presidential leadership, desire, determination, and dedication to a cause. 

                                                 
85 Turner, “Woodrow Wilson As Administrator,” 255. 
86 Osborn, The Early Years, 64, 149. 
87 See examples of his reactions to coming in second-place in Osborn, The 

Early Years, 37-38, 51, 62, 95. 

 32 



  
DOES GLOBALIZATION HAVE A POSITIVE AFFECT ON THE GDP 
PER CAPITA OF NATIONS WITH SIMILAR ECONOMIC INTERESTS? 

Nathan Southwick 
 

 
 In today’s modern age, things are changing at a rapid pace and 
we are all trying to keep up. Since the beginning of the twentieth century, 
the world has escalated in an abundance of knowledge and technological 
advances in which we continue to see innovation and improvement. A 
contributing factor to cause this unprecedented escalation is 
globalization, the growing interdependence of nations. If globalization is 
a factor that has truly contributed to world prosperity, it should be able to 
be measured to see whether or not it did in fact contribute. This brings us 
to the question—does globalization have a positive affect on the GDP 
per capita of nations with similar economic interests? This study will 
refer to globalization as the growing interdependence of nations through 
avenues of economic integration, personal contact, technological 
connectivity, and political engagement stemming from comparative 
advantage.  
 Supporters of globalization argue that globalization is designed 
to benefit participating nations.  
  

Because of trade…nations can specialize. Therefore, trading 
partners can produce a larger joint output and achieve a higher 
standard of living than would otherwise be possible.1  

  
Almost everyone who ever lived was wretchedly poor. Famine, 
death from childbirth, infectious disease and countless other 
hazards were the norm for most of history. Humanities sad plight 
started to change with the Industrial Revolution, beginning 
around 1750. New scientific insights and technological 
innovations enabled a growing proportion of the global 
population to break free of extreme poverty.2 

                                                 
1 Robert Carbaugh, International Economics, 10th Edition. Ch 1:2-26. 
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For globalization enthusiasts the rapid expansion of world trade 
over the past two decades has been an unmitigated blessing, 
notably for the world’s poor. Greater trade does offer enormous 
opportunities for human development. Under the right conditions 
it has potential for reducing poverty, narrowing inequality and 
overcoming economic injustice.3

  
The three quotes above all point to the fact that globalization, 

which began with the industrial revolution, has the potential to rid the 
world of extreme poverty, create a society full of prosperity, and a higher 
living standard for all. Globalization is something that will be beneficial 
to society. Therefore, I hypothesize that nations with similar economic 
interests that engage in globalizational behavior, do in fact experience 
rise in the GDP per capita and achieve greater lengths of prosperity. 
What is meant by similar economic interests is nations that have an 
interest in achieving the same aspect of trade, such as free trade 
agreements or lowering barriers like tariffs and quotas. For example, the 
United States along with Canada and Mexico created NAFTA to produce 
a free trade agreement between these nations to enhance globalized 
activity to benefit each member nation.  

Why is this important? It is critical for the world to understand 
where modern prosperity stems from. If it is understood how to achieve 
prosperity and have it affect every individual (increases in the GDP per 
capita) then all nations of the world can work toward achieving 
prosperity. How can we be sure that prosperity comes from 
globalization? That is what this study is going to determine. There 
appears to be great opposition towards globalization in the news. Jobs are 
outsourced and many poor countries are being exploited because of 
globalization. This is globalization’s portrayal which is often linked to 
the “evil Wal-Mart” domination. Many associate globalization as evil 
injustices that target the middle and lower class. It is true that some 
suffer from the affects of globalization but the benefits are much greater. 
In fact, this is called Kaldor-Hicks Efficiency—a policy change should 
be initiated when the benefits to the winners outweigh the losses to the 
losers. On the flip side if the world were to take a Pareto Efficiency 
approach to globalization (a policy change should be initiated when the 
                                                 

3 The United Nations, “The Human Development Report,” The United 
Nations, (n.d.) http://hdr.undp.org/reports/global/2005/pdf/ 
HDR05_chapter_4.pdf (accessed 14 October 2006). 
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benefits are greater than the losses, but the losers must be compensated) 
it would gain more support and less opposition.4  
 This policy approach would create compensation for workers 
that lost their jobs to cheap outsourced labor. They could be compensated 
in numerous ways, such as with help to find a new job or by being given 
the opportunity to expand their education for higher employment 
opportunities.  

There are many in the world that suffer from poverty and many 
from extreme poverty. Expansion in prosperity can help rid the world of 
this plague. Globalization is a variable that is championed as a way to 
help eliminate poverty and extreme poverty. 

  
Two and a half centuries later more than five billion of the 
world’s 6.5 billion people can reliably meet their basic needs and 
thus can be said to have escaped from the precarious conditions 
that once governed everyday life. One out of six inhabitants of 
this planet, however, still struggles daily to meet some or all of 
such critical requirements as adequate nutrition, uncontaminated 
drinking water, safe shelter and sanitation as well as access to 
basic health care. These people get by on $1 a day or less and are 
overlooked by public services for health, education and 
infrastructure. Every day more than 20,000 die of dire poverty, 
for want of food, safe drinking water, medicine or other essential 
needs.5

 
 Some of the common misconceptions of globalization are that it 
only benefits the rich and makes the poor poorer because of exploitation 
that generally happens to poor nations. Exploitation does not create 
poverty but follows it. It could hinder the growth of these nations and 
make the poor essentially poorer. One source makes mention in reference 
to globalization making the poor poorer in that, “generally, the answer is 
no. Economic globalization is supporting very rapid advances of many 
impoverished economies.”6 It also is a misconception that poverty is the 
result of exploitation which comes from globalization. 
  
                                                 

4 Robert Cooter and Thomas Ulen, Law and Economics, 4th Edition. (Upper 
Saddle River, NJ: Pearson Addison Wesley), 48. 

5 Sachs, “Can Extreme Poverty Be Eliminated?,” 56. 
6 Sachs, “Can Extreme Poverty Be Eliminated?,” 63. 
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Affluent nations have repeatedly plundered and exploited poor 
countries through slavery, colonial rule and unfair trade 
practices. Yet it is perhaps more accurate to say that exploitation 
is the result of poverty (which leaves impoverished countries 
vulnerable to abuse) rather than the cause of it. Poverty is 
generally the result of low productivity per worker, which 
reflects poor health, lack of job-market skills, patchiness of 
infrastructure (roads, power plants, utility lines, shipping ports), 
chronic malnutrition and the like. Exploitation has played a role 
in producing some of these conditions, but deeper factors 
[geographic isolation, endemic disease, ecological destruction, 
challenging conditions for food production] have tended to be 
more important and difficult to overcome without external help.7

 
According to the above quotation, globalization which is 

sometimes used for exploitation does not create poverty. Poverty is 
created because of the other inlaying variables mentioned in the 
quotation but because poverty exists, there lies an opportunity for 
exploitation. Another misconception is that the wealthier, poor countries 
become, the more they take away from the rich countries.  

  
By and large, economic development is a positive-sum process, 
meaning that all can partake in it without causing some to suffer. 
In the past 200 years, the world has a whole has achieved a 
massive increase in economic output rather than a shift in 
economic output to one region at the expense of another.8  
 

 Where do we stand with extreme poverty in today’s wave of 
globalization? In 1981 there were 1.5 billion poor, “greater than half 
those living in extreme poverty were in East Asia and over a quarter in 
South Asia.” In 1990 1.2 billion were poor, “The number of extremely 
poor people in East Asia shrank by 278 million. Had poverty rates there 
not fallen, population growth would have added 285 million to the ranks 
of the severely poor.” In 2001 there were 1.1 billion poor, “Some 129 
million fewer people were living in extreme poverty than in 1990, but the 
numbers of the extreme poor in sub-Saharan Africa rose to 313 million--

                                                 
7 Sachs, “Can Extreme Poverty Be Eliminated?,” 63-64. 
8 Sachs, “Can Extreme Poverty Be Eliminated?,” 64. 
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one third of the global total.” Finally, it is projected for 2015 to have 0.7 
billion poor, “Achieving the Millennium Development Goals will mean 
that by 2015 more than 500 million people will be lifted out of extreme 
poverty as compared with 1990 and that millions of lives will be saved.”9  
 “For the first time in history, global economic prosperity, 
brought on by continuing scientific and technological progress and the 
self-reinforcing accumulation of wealth, has placed the world within 
reach of eliminating extreme poverty altogether.”10 The United Nations 
have commented on how globalization increases prosperity as well as the 
study, “Can Extreme Poverty Be Eliminated,” by Jeffery D. Sachs. They 
are in accordance. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1. The very poor.11

 
To test the hypothesis, research and data has been gathered 

involving the topic from academic and professional sources. The 
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independent variable of the hypothesis is globalization—the growing 
interdependence of nations through avenues of economic integration, 
personal contact, technological connectivity, and political engagement 
stemming from comparative advantage. Comparative advantage is when 
one nation is able to produce a good or service at a lower opportunity 
cost than another nation. An opportunity cost is the forgone cost of the 
next best thing. The dependent variable of the hypothesis is prosperity, 
which will be defined as an increase in GDP per capita. It is important to 
understand that this study is going to look at nations as a whole and its 
changes in GDP per capita. There is the possibility that within these 
nations the poor are getting poorer and the rich richer. This study is not 
going to look at the individual statistics of the poor and rich within the 
nation but only the growth rates of GDP per capita. 

In order to have a fair and strong analysis, it is necessary to 
measure nations that are involved in globalization. Because of the 
generalizability of the hypothesis, a few nations should be sufficient to 
conduct the case studies. The nations that have been selected for analysis 
are: Singapore, Ireland, Switzerland, and the United States. These four 
were chosen because they are the top four most globalized nations 
according to the 2005 Globalization Index located in Foreign Policy 
Magazine issue #148. Who better to test than the top four globalized 
nations? If the hypothesis is correct we should see increased GDP per 
capita for all four nations. Likewise, for nations with lower levels of 
globalization we should see smaller development, meaning lower GDP 
per capita growth rate or no growth rate. These four nations are the most 
globalized and therefore, their GDP’s per capita should reflect it. 

Also, to more accurately test the hypothesis, the test will control 
for the following variables: war—a nation engaging in military activity 
resulting from a declaration of war that could affect economic outcomes 
and expectations; terrorism—destructive attacks made on a nation by 
fundamentalist groups because of the nations association with 
globalization; trade barriers—embargos, sanctions, and large amounts of 
high tariff rates and quotas.  

Along with controlling for the above variables, there needs to be 
a control period for each nation. An efficient and more recent period to 
conduct research would be from 1980 to 2005. This time period was the 
beginning of the third and current wave of globalization.12 In comparison 
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to the reduction of poverty since 1980 (figure 1) it is apparent that the 
third wave has had an impact on reducing poverty and increasing 
prosperity (figure 2). This further supports the hypothesis. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2. The waves of globalization.13

 
To measure accurately the hypothesis, there will need to be an 

assessment and study of all the main encompassing factors within 
globalization. First, according to the Foreign Policy Globalization Index, 
they conduct many measurements to make their rankings. They have four 
areas they measure for: economic integration, personal contact, 
technological connectivity, and political engagement. Within the area of 
economic integration they measure for FDI and trade. For personal 
contact they measure telephone usage, travel, and remittances and 
personal transfers. For technological connectivity they measure Internet 
users, secure servers, and Internet hosts. Lastly, they also look at what 
and how many international organizations the measured nation is a 
member of; its treaties; U.N. peacekeeping involvement; and government 
transfers.14 This data will then be tested against the change in the GDP 
per capita.  

                                                 
13 “Globalization, Growth and Poverty,” The World Bank. 
14 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy, No. 122 (Jan. – Feb. 2001): 
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Along with the testing of data provided by Foreign Policy 

magazine, the economic measure for openness will also play a role in 
helping to determine if there is causation or correlation between 
globalization and the rise in GDP per capita. Openness is the level or 
measurement of how globalized an economy is. This is found by adding 
a nation’s total dollar amount of exports and imports followed by 
dividing the total by the GDP and multiplying it by one hundred 
(Carbaugh 2005, 9-10)(figure 3). Openness, with its comparison to GDP 
per capita, will be discussed first, after which the subordinate levels 
within globalization in Foreign Policy will be discussed. 

 
 
 

Figure 3. Equation for measuring openness.15  
 
Openness: Relation to GDP per capita 

Each nation has been independently measured for openness in 
five year increments from 1980 to 2005. For this test, openness has been 
selected to be the mechanism to determine the amount of globalizational 
behavior of these nations. To measure openness, it requires the taking of 
a nation’s exports, adding its imports, and dividing it by its GDP. This is 
a percentage of the amount of GDP that imports and exports formulate, 
which determines how open or globalized the economy is (Carbaugh 
2005, 9-10). Therefore, the data of exports and imports from the United 
Nations Commodity Trade Statistics Database, for the years 1980-2000, 
has been selected to help with the calculation. Information has also been 
gathered from the World Economic Outlook database, provided by the 
IMF, for the years 1980-2000 giving the nations’ GDP figures. All 
information for 2005 has been gathered from the CIA World Fact book. 
With this data, it can be calculated how open the economy of these 
nations are and if they have increased over time. 

The data for GDP per capita of each nation has also been 
gathered, in five years increments, over the same time period in which 
will be compared with the results received from the openness 
calculations. This information was gathered from the World Economic 
Outlook database, provided by the IMF, for the years 1980-2005. The 
following paragraphs contain economic information on each nation for 
the year 2005 and some insights on their economy provided from 
                                                 

15 Carbough, International Economics, 9.  
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Foreign Policy and the CIA World Fact Book. This should give a sense 
of what these nation’s economies are like. Also, some graphs have been 
put together that contain this data to better show if the hypothesis is true 
or false. They will be shown later in the paper. 

Singapore is ranked first in the 2005 Globalization Index report 
put out by Foreign Policy Magazine.16 It is a group of islands located in 
Southeast Asia between Indonesia and Malaysia. “Singapore, a highly-
developed and successful free-market economy, enjoys a remarkably 
open and corruption-free environment, stable prices, and a per capita 
GDP equal to that of the four largest West European countries.”17 
According to the statistics provided by the CIA World Fact Book, 
Singapore exports $204.8 billion, imports $188.3 billion, its GDP is 
$124.3 billion, and per capita GDP is $28,100 for 2005.18 With this 
information, the openness for Singapore’s market in 2005 is 3.16 or in 
other words, its imports and exports make up three hundred and sixteen 
percent of its GDP. Singapore’s economy is exceptionally globalized at 
this point.19 It appears that Singapore has a very promising future with 
their economy. They recently have signed a free-trade agreement with 
the United States which will open up many new and profitably 
opportunities for them. 

                                                 
16 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005) 
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18 “Singapore,” World Fact Book, 2006. 
19 In 2000 exports were $137.8 Billion, import were $134.5 billion and GDP 
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were $19.4 billion, imports were $24 billion and GDP was $12.08 billion. The 
per capita GDP is measured in international dollar units, therefore, for 1980 it is 
5,002.41, 1985 it is 7,689.37, 1990 it is 12,095.42, 1995 it is 18,284.73, and 
2000 is 23,778.08. Openness numbers are 1980 is 359%, 1985 is 233%, 1990 is 
307%, 1995 is 376% and 2000 is 285%. (International Monetary Fund 2006) 
(United Nations 2006) 
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 “Ireland is a small, modern, trade-dependent economy with 
growth averaging a robust seven percent in 1995-2004.”20 They are 
ranked second for 2005 “as last year’s runner-up, Singapore, took the top 
spot in [2005s] ranking, ending Ireland’s three-year streak.”21 With the 
statistics from the CIA World Fact Book, Ireland exports $102 billion, 
imports $65.47 billion, has a GDP of $164.6 billion, and a per capita 
GDP of $41,000. Ireland’s measure for openness is 1.01, so its imports 
and exports make up one hundred and one percent of its GDP.22 Even 
though Ireland is small they are having a big impact on the world 
economy being the second most globalized nation. They even held the 
first ranking for three years in a row. Ireland’s economic outlook looks 
very promising with the numbers and data they are showing. Their per 
capita GDP is practically the same as the United States’ and continues to 
increase. 
 Switzerland was ranked third in the 2005 Globalization Index by 
Foreign Policy (A.T. Kearney Inc. 2005, 52).23 “Switzerland is a 
peaceful, prosperous, and stable modern market economy with low 
unemployment, a highly skilled labor force, and a per capita GDP larger 
than that of the big Western European economies” (Central Intelligence 
Agency 2006). The CIA World Fact Book states that Switzerland exports 
$148.6 billion, imports $135 billion, has a GDP of $241.8 billion, and a 
per capita GDP of $32,300. Its economy is 1.17 open, so its imports and 
exports make up one hundred and seventeen percent of its GDP.24 They 
                                                 

20 “Ireland,” The World Fact Book, 2006, Central Intelligence Agency, 
https://www.cia.gov/cia/publications/factbook/geos/ei.html#Econ )accessed 13 
October 2006). 

21 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
22 In 2000 exports were $76.2 billion, imports $50.6 billion and GDP was 

$116.21 billion; 1995 exports were $43.8 billion, imports $32.3 billion and GDP 
was $68.07 billion; 1990 exports were $23.8 billion, imports $20.7 billion and 
GDP was $48.09 billion; 1985 exports were $10.4 billion, imports $10 billion 
and GDP was $33.36 billion; 1980 exports were $8.5 billion, imports $11.1 
billion and GDP was $23.95 billion. The per capita GDP is measured in 
international dollar units, therefore, for 1980 it is 7,042.19, 1985 it is 9,422.62, 
1990 it is 13,717.79, 1995 it is 18,900.34, and 2000 is 30,666.66. Openness 
numbers are 1980 is 82%, 1985 is 61%, 1990 is 93%, 1995 is 112% and 2000 is 
109%. (International Monetary Fund 2006) (United Nations 2006) 

23 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
24 In 2000 exports were $81.5 billion, imports $83.5 billion and GDP was 

$204.66; 1995 exports were $81.6 billion, imports $80.1 billion and GDP was 
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have always held a position of neutrality and it appears that its position is 
helping them advance within the global market. Even with their heavily 
subsidized and mega-tariffs on agricultural goods, they have been able to 
clinch a high ranking in globalization.  
 The United States ranks in at fourth in the 2005 Globalization 
Index by Foreign Policy. “The U.S. has the largest and most 
technologically powerful economy in the world.”25 The CIA World Fact 
Book states that for 2005, the U.S. exports $927.5 billion, imports $1.727 
trillion, has a GDP of $12.36 trillion, and a per capita GDP of $41,800. 
Therefore, the openness of the United States is 0.21 or in other words, its 
imports and exports make up twenty one percent of its GDP.26 It is not 

                                                                                                             
$170.54; 1990 exports were $63.7 billion, imports $69.4 billion and GDP was 
$150.46; 1985 exports were $27.3 billion, imports $30.6 billion and GDP was 
$111.38; 1980 exports were $29.5 billion, imports $36.1 billion and GDP was 
$80.27. The per capita GDP is measured in international dollar units, therefore, 
for 1980 it is 12,689.36, 1985 it is 17,174.80, 1990 it is 22,287.39, 1995 it is 
24,147.05, and 2000 is 28,468.11. Openness numbers are 1980 is 82%, 1985 is 
52%, 1990 is 88%, 1995 is 95% and 2000 is 81%. (International Monetary Fund 
2006) (United Nations 2006) 

24 In 2000 exports were $780.3 billion, imports $1.258 trillion and GDP was 
$9.679 trillion; 1995 exports were $582.9 billion, imports $770.8 billion and 
GDP was $7.293 trillion; 1990 exports were $389.9 billion, imports $516.4 
billion and GDP was $5.721 trillion; 1985 exports were $211.4 billion, imports 
$358.7 billion and GDP was $4.161 trillion; 1980 exports were $216.9 billion, 
imports $250.3 billion and GDP was $2.750 trillion. The per capita GDP is 
measured in international dollar units, therefore, for 1980 it is 12,083.02, 1985 it 
is 17,452.71, 1990 it is 22,882.06, 1995 it is 27,373.10, and 2000 is 34,285.86. 
Openness numbers are 1980 is 17%, 1985 is 14%, 1990 is 16%, 1995 is 19% 
and 2000 is 21%. (International Monetary Fund 2006) (United Nations 2006) 

25 “United States,” The World Fact Book, 2006, Central Intelligence 
Agency, https://www.cia.gov/cia/publications/factbook/geos/us.html#Econ 
(accessed 13 October 2006). 

26 In 2000 exports were $780.3 billion, imports $1.258 trillion and GDP was 
$9.679 trillion; 1995 exports were $582.9 billion, imports $770.8 billion and 
GDP was $7.293 trillion; 1990 exports were $389.9 billion, imports $516.4 
billion and GDP was $5.721 trillion; 1985 exports were $211.4 billion, imports 
$358.7 billion and GDP was $4.161 trillion; 1980 exports were $216.9 billion, 
imports $250.3 billion and GDP was $2.750 trillion. The per capita GDP is 
measured in international dollar units, therefore, for 1980 it is 12,083.02, 1985 it 
is 17,452.71, 1990 it is 22,882.06, 1995 it is 27,373.10, and 2000 is 34,285.86. 
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surprising that the United States has high marks for globalization. With 
the massive amount of trading the United States conducts along with its 
control of international organizations and influence of technology in the 
world, they have to be ranked near the top. Strangely, the U.S. does have 
a high ranking with low openness. This will be addressed further into the 
study. 
 The basic layout of each nation has been given along with their 
most recent economic data. The calculations of the data have been 
graphed and can be seen in the figures below. Looking at the data 
provided from governmental databases, it is visible that there is no direct 
relationship of the rising GDP per capita with a hypothetical rise in 
openness. The openness tends to drop and rise with each nation over the 
last 25 years (figure 4), but the GDP per capita has a constant rise (figure 
5). Also, a thing to keep in mind is the larger the nation the lower the 
openness will be. This is because of the lack of resources that smaller 
countries may have. Therefore, they result in having an economy that is 
more open than larger countries so they can obtain the resources they 
need. This is one reason why the United States has a lower level of 
openness than the other three experimental nations. 
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Figure 4. A measure of openness for four countries over time. 
 
 
 

                                                                                                             
Openness numbers are 1980 is 17%, 1985 is 14%, 1990 is 16%, 1995 is 19% 
and 2000 is 21%. (International Monetary Fund 2006) (United Nations 2006) 
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Figure 5. GDP per capita for four countries over time. 
 

According to this data, it appears that openness is not the direct 
variable within globalization that causes a rise or growth in the GDP per 
capita. It could be an intervening variable or a contributing variable. 
There very well could be a basket of variables that affect the GDP per 
capita growth rate. So the remaining question is—what within 
globalization causes the growth in GDP per capita?  

A presentation report produced by the World Bank, 
Globalization, Growth and Poverty: Building an Inclusive World 
Economy, shows there is data that will answer that very question. This 
document has provided the knowledge that there are variables within 
globalization that cause a larger growth rate for the per capita GDP. 
Below is a graph taken from the World Bank presentation report that 
shows there is data within globalization that causes a rise in GDP per 
capita (figure 6).  

This graph shows that there are increases in GDP per capita 
growth rates with nations that are globalized verses those that are not. 
Even though this graph is labeled for poor countries, it can apply to all. 
So, if openness is not the correct variable to look at for the cause in the 
rise of GDP per capita, what is? 
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Figure 6. Changes in GDP per capita in three categories of countries.27

 
 It is apparent that there is some variable that lies within the realm 
of globalization that causes the rise in GDP per capita. There appears to 
be, because if the top four most globalized nations have a 25 year 
increase in GDP per capita, there is a correlation or causation. Hence, it 
is detectable that there are many variables that can affect and influence 
the outcome that globalization has on prosperity or the increased growth 
in per capita GDP. 
 The reason why openness didn’t directly affect the GDP per 
capita is because of the many contributing variables that can be a factor 
such as economic, technological, personal, and political variables that 
affect globalization. Foreign Policy goes in greater depth about these 
variables of which this study will take a look at. Openness merely 
determines how open the market is to the world and, even though that 
seems to be a great deal of what globalization is all about, there is so 
much more to it than just openness (exports + imports / GDP). The 
United Nations said:  

                                                 
27 “Globalization, Growth and Poverty,” The World Bank. 
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The idea that openness is good for growth and human 
development is deeply ingrained [in peoples thinking]. 
Developing country governments are frequently pressed to 
liberalize imports, in some cases as conditions for aid or loans 
and in almost all cases as a requirement for joining the WTO. 
Openness is thus found to be good for growth and good for the 
poor.28

 
Openness is therefore a contributing factor to prosperity, but a minor 
one. There are more variables that affect the per capita GDP growth than 
just openness. Foreign Policy magazine shows that there is a greater 
complexity to measuring globalization than just openness. 
   
Dimension of Economic Integration 
 Economic integration is the first dimension in the figure that 
Foreign Policy measures. The figure above gives the rankings of the four 
experimental nations. In each dimension a ranking is given. There were 
originally sixty-two countries measured, therefore the rankings are from 
one to sixty-two. As is seen in figure 7, economic integration involves 
looking at trade and FDI or foreign direct investment. According to the 
graph Singapore ranked first in trade, first in FDI, and first overall. 
Ireland ranked fourth in trade, second in FDI and second overall. 
Switzerland ranked eighteenth in trade, fifth in FDI and ninth overall. 
The United States ranked sixty-first in trade, forty-second in FDI, and 
sixtieth overall. This data corresponds well with the previous data which 
showed the nations openness, remembering that openness deals strictly 
with trade in economics. For example, it is no surprise that Foreign 
Policy ranked the United States as sixty-first in trade, being that their 
market is only twenty-one percent open. Also, Singapore was ranked first 
in trade and they had a market that was three hundred and sixteen percent 
open. The data correlates well with the previous study. Why then is the 
United States ranked fourth as the most globalized nation if it is ranked 
so low in the dimension of economic integration? This is where the extra 
data and dimensions, that Foreign Policy provides, helps determine the 
rankings which will hopefully sheds some light on the correlation 
between globalization and rising GDP. 

                                                 
28 The United Nations, Human Development. 
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Figure 7. Measures of Economic Integration.29

                                                 
29 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005).  

 48 



 Globalization 
Non-Economic Dimensions 
 Again taking a look at the above information in the figure there 
are three other dimensions that are non-economic. Personal contact is 
described as, “international travel and tourism, international telephone 
traffic, and remittances and personal transfers (including worker 
remittances, compensation to employees, and other person-to-person and 
non-governmental transfers).”30 In looking at the data Singapore ranks 
first in international telephone traffic, fifth in travel and tourism, forty-
seventh in remittances and personal transfers, and third overall. Ireland 
ranks third in international telephone traffic, third in travel and tourism, 
sixth in remittances and personal transfers, and second overall. 
Switzerland ranks second in international telephone traffic, fourth in 
travel and tourism, first in remittances and personal transfers, and first 
overall. The United States ranks nineteenth in international telephone 
traffic, thirty-fourth in travel and tourism, fifty-eighth in remittances and 
personal transfers, and fortieth overall. Interestingly, the United States 
has some low rankings again. This could be because of the large vastness 
of the United States’ land mass and domestic market. 
 The next dimension, technological connectivity, is described as 
“internet users, internet hosts, and secure servers.”31 Looking at the 
above figure it shows that Singapore is ranked tenth in internet users, 
ninth in internet hosts, eleventh in secure servers, and eleventh overall. 
Ireland is ranked twenty-fourth in internet users, eighteenth in internet 
hosts, seventh in secure servers, and thirteenth overall. Switzerland is 
ranked eleventh in internet users, fourteenth in internet hosts, fifth in 
secure servers, and seventh overall. The United States is ranked fourth in 
internet users, first in internet hosts, first in secure servers, and first 
overall. It is within technological connectivity that the United States has 
reached its overall ranking of fourth place. 
  

The United States jumped from seventh [in the 2004 index] to 
fourth [in the 2005 index] and became the first large country to 
crack the top five. Nations with large populations generally fare 
worse in the index because they are typically less dependent on 
foreign trade and investment. The strong U.S. showing is 
primarily a result of its remarkable technological prowess.32  

                                                 
30 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
31 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
32 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
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This data shows that there is more to globalization than just trade 

and economic issues. Technology is the main support for the United 
States’ activity in globalized activity which also helps support their per 
capita GDP.  
 The last and final dimension is political engagement. It is 
described as “membership in international organizations, personnel and 
financial contributions to U.N. peacekeeping missions, international 
treaties ratified, and governmental transfers.”33 Referring back to the 
above figure it shows that Singapore is ranked twenty-ninth in 
international organizations, third in U.N. peacekeeping missions, forty-
first in international treaties ratified, forty-seventh in governmental 
transfers, and thirty second overall. Ireland is ranked twelfth in 
international organizations, eleventh in U.N. peacekeeping missions, 
twenty-eighth in international treaties ratified, twenty-second in 
governmental transfers, and nineteenth overall. Switzerland is ranked 
twenty-ninth in international organizations, thirteenth in U.N. 
peacekeeping missions, forty-first in international treaties ratified, tenth 
in governmental transfers, and twenty-ninth overall. The United States is 
ranked first in international organizations, twenty-eighth in U.N. 
peacekeeping missions, fifty-seventh in international treaties ratified, 
thirty-eighth in governmental transfers, and forty third overall. Ireland 
has been ranked first overall for the last three years and Singapore was 
able to move up and take first place because of its “increased political 
engagement.”34

  
[Singapore] built bridges in 2003—increasing its financial 
contribution to U.N. peacekeeping missions by forty one percent. 
Singapore solidified its first-place ranking in foreign trade by 
signing a bilateral free trade agreement with the United States… 
the first such agreement signed with an Asian nation.35  
 

 So far most of this study has been able to be compared and 
presented in numbers. A British physicist named Lord Kelvin said 
“When you can measure what you are speaking about, and express it in 

                                                 
33 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
34 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
35 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
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numbers, you know something about it.”36 Comparing this data from the 
globalization index to the GDP per capita shows there could be a 
connection between the two. There are no direct signs pointing or saying 
what factors within globalization help cause the rise in the GDP per 
capita but there appears to be a strong relationship showing that the more 
globalized a nation is, the higher the per capita GDP over time. The top 
four nations in the globalization index all show increases in GDP per 
capita since 1980. Even though the smaller countries engage more in 
international trade and have a more open market, the United States has 
the largest technological center which bolsters great economic gain and 
rise in GDP.  
 
Control Variables: Trade Barriers, War, and Terrorism 
 As mentioned earlier, trade barriers, war, and terrorism are all 
variables that affect and change the outcome of globalization and 
prosperity. With the four experimental nations being tested, it is fair to 
say that they are not engaging in any threatening trade barriers that 
would make some detrimental damage for their economies and make the 
rise in globalization and GDP per capita suffer. They are all members of 
political-economic world organizations, such as the World Trade 
Organization and others, in which their primary goal is to reduce trade 
barriers and increase the flow of free trade to enhance economic stability 
and growth. Trade barriers would play a more active role in other nations 
that are not politically engaged or globally integrated. 
 War has some affect in this study but doesn’t play a large role. 
Since the 1980’s only one of the four nations that are in the experiment 
has engaged in war, the United States. The United States was in the Cold 
War, the Gulf War, the War in Afghanistan, the War in Iraq, and other 
military-policing activities. Most of these conflicts were not to full scale 
and were no more than a mere military-policing exercise to reestablish 
peace and stability in the region. The conflict that is worthy of 
classifying as a full scale war is the War in Iraq that began in 2003 and is 
presently still in progress. Billions have been spent as well as man 
power. To what extent of an impact the war has had on the economy of 
the United States is something that will not be clearly laid out in this 
study. However, the presence of the United States in Iraq, liberating the 
Iraqis and helping them retain a democracy has opened doors for further 

                                                 
36 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2005). 
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expansion and growth in global relationships. The war has also had an 
affect on the price of oil which has risen tremendously over the last three 
years. However, with these affects in place they seem to balance out the 
barriers to trade and the growth in globalizational ties and the per capita 
GDP is still rising. 
 Finally, terrorism seems to be the critical variable that can 
directly affect the outcome. In fact some blame globalization for creating 
terrorism and that its sole purpose is to bring down global integration. 
September 11th, 2001, will always be remembered by Americans. The 
world was a different place after September 11th. Everyone changed how 
they did things and security was increased to a much higher level of 
safety. Did globalization cause September 11th? 
 

In some ways, the terrorist attacks in the United States were 
profoundly about globalisation. For countless Americans, these 
attacks brought home viscerally the anxious realisation that 
America’s involvement in the world is not a one-way street. 
Moreover, the terrorists targeted dramatic symbols of America’s 
global projection of military and economic power. America’s 
openness and huge footprint in the international system made it 
both more vulnerable and more attractive to terrorist attacks. 
And the technologies touted as handmaidens of globalisation—
the Internet, global financial networks, and commercial 
aviation—proved their moral neutrality by enabling terrorists to 
wreak havoc on an unimagined scale.37  

 
 Terrorists hate the intrusion and influence that America has on 
their nations but they like to use our products such as Coke, fast food, 
and clothing. There appears to be a contradiction. Nevertheless, the main 
concern is the negative affect that September 11th had on the economy of 
the United States which in turn affected world trading partners. There 
was a decline in output and less flow of trade across the border 
happened.  
 

With support for globalisation already precarious, many held 
their breaths following the attacks on the World Trade Center 

                                                 
37 Lael Brainard, “A Turning Point for Globalisation? The Implications for 

the Global Economy of America's Campaign against Terrorism,” Cambridge 
Review of International Affairs, Vol. 15, No. 2 (July, 2002): 233-244.  
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and the pentagon, fearing a major pendulum swing against cross-
border flows. ‘The footprints of globalization have left an 
obvious and important mark on the economic landscape during 
the past decade. But the terrorist attacks of September 11th and 
their aftermath may bring about its demise. And indeed, there 
was a major collapse in the volumes of world trade and 
investment. Trade growth fell from a record 12.5% in 2000 to 
less than 2% in 2001.2 Foreign direct investment flows fell by an 
estimated half in 2001 from the record of US$1.3 trillion reached 
in 2000—the sharpest drop in three decades and the first drop 
since the beginning of the 1990s. Yet most experts agree there is 
no connection to the campaign against terrorism: these declines 
were already in the works, reflecting slowing in the world’s three 
biggest economic areas and the collapse of the global tech 
sector.38  
 
It is possible that the United States could very well see a reversal 

of globalization just as it did after World War I. “The globalized world of 
the early twentieth century was shattered by the First World War and the 
Great Depression.”39 There was a great profound effort to retain 
isolationism after World War I and globalization and international 
interdependence slowed down. In fact, between World War I and World 
War II was a period of great protectionism that increased trade barriers 
dramatically, such as the Smoot-Hawley Act of 1930. As history played 
out, after what happened with World War I, it is not likely to happen 
again after September 11th. 

 
Even if globalization was neither target nor victim of the attacks, 
September 11th could be a pivotal event for the future pace and 
direction of globalization if it heralds a sustained redirection of 
America’s national security and economic policy. On one 
extreme, to the extent that globalization is driven by 
technological advances and the logic of the market, globalization 
should continue to advance at the same relentless pace. By this 
logic, globalization should at most suffer a hiccup as security 
measures are tightened.40  

                                                 
38 Brainard, “A Turning Point for Globalisation?.” 
39 The United Nations, Human Development. 
40 Brainard, “A Turning Point for Globalisation?.” 
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The reversal of globalization will not happen. According to what has 
been witnesses through history it will all come down to what the people’s 
choices are that will affect how globalization will continue, instead of the 
actions of terrorists’. They have affects but not profound ones.  
 

Too often, globalization is either glorified or vilified as an end in 
itself. Far better to judge it critically on the extent to which it 
advances our highest aspirations, such as peace, freedom, and 
broadly shared prosperity. The events of September 11th put at 
risk many of the gains globalization has brought, but likewise 
may present opportunities to smooth some of the rough edges of 
the globalization associated with U.S. policies of the previous 
decade.41  
 

 Terrorism is a plague that will always be among the inhabitants 
of the world. It will always be battling against those nations that are 
prospering from interaction in globalization. This is why the 
International Monetary Fund, the World Bank, the World Trade 
Organization, and others are targeted by terrorist groups. They want to 
destroy the economic and cultural influences that come with a globalized 
society. Nevertheless, globalization will continue. It will not stop in 
growth but at times it may need to be reevaluated in its policies. If it is 
creating some negative aspects they should be handled and changed. This 
is where a Pareto Efficiency policy change would play a role. 
 There is a weak connection between globalization and terrorism 
(figure 8). In actuality, most countries that are globalized are not attacked 
by terrorists. This graph comes from the 2005 Globalization index by 
Foreign Policy. The United States, who appears to have many terrorist 
threats, is in fact a globalized nation that receives few attacks. It is the 
same with all four experimental nations; they all have very few attacks. It 
shows that nations such as India and Israel, who are not very globalized, 
have more attacks than the more globalized nations. It would be 
interesting to look and see how globalization would correlate with 
terrorism under the statistical data of loss of life and not the number of 
attacks. Such as with September 11th, the attack was at a much larger 
scale which took more lives than other terrorist attacks.   

                                                 
41 Brainard, “A Turning Point for Globalisation?.” 
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Figure 8. A weak connection between globalization and terrorism.42

                                                 
42 “Measuring Globalization,” Foreign Policy (2001). 
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 We have looked at the data, the theories, and the main aspects 
that could affect the outcomes of globalization on prosperity and have 
arrived at the conclusion that yes, there is a correlation between the 
increased actions of a nation in globalization and the rise in the GDP per 
capita growth. Even though the data measuring openness didn’t fully 
match with the GDP per capita data, it is evidently true with what others 
have said about globalization, the United Nations, World Bank, World 
Trade Organization, other political scientists and economists that 
globalization does increase prosperity and reduce poverty.  

The data that Foreign Policy magazine used to measure 
globalization was a more accurate way of finding its correlation to 
prosperity (increased growth in per capita GDP). Openness is a way to 
measure part of the nations involvement in globalization but it is does not 
cover the entire scope of globalization. With Singapore, Ireland, 
Switzerland, and the United States all being the top four most globalized 
nations in the 2005 index and there continuing increase in GDP per 
capita, it can be said with high confidence that involvement in 
globalization does create prosperity which involves a higher and 
increasing per capita GDP growth rate. It would be problematic to 
compare the per capita GDP growth rates of these nations when they 
were not globalized to their present globalized-per capita GDP growth 
rates. Therefore, this study is relying on the chart from the World Bank 
(shown previously) which shows that the per capita GDP growth rate is 
higher than non-globalized nations.  

However, if data of these four nations were compared to a few 
other nations that are not as globalized, it may be possible to see the truth 
of the connection that per capita GDP and globalization share. Figure 9, 
below, depicts the per capita GDP growth of five nations that are not 
globalized or engage in a small amount of globalized activity. These 
nations were chosen because they are not members of the WTO, which is 
a main driver of globalization. As is depicted in the graph, all the nations 
except one (Lebanon) have decreasing or steady per capita GDP growth 
rates over the last 25 years. There is apparently some variable that has 
increased Lebanon’s per capita GDP since 1990. This study is not going 
to look into what that variable may be, but it will speculate that perhaps 
they have increased trade in some regional agreement or some other 
variable that has raised their per capita GDP. Even so, this data compared 
to the data of Singapore, Ireland, Switzerland, and the United States 
proves that globalization affects the growth of the GDP per capita. 
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Figure 9. GDP per capita for five countries.43

 
 From looking at the studies done on the control variables, it is 
seen that they have not had any or much affect on globalization or the per 
capita GDP. The only two events that had some impact were the War in 
Iraq and September 11th. But, from what experts have said, which were 
quoted earlier, they have had little affect on globalization and it is the 
people and their choices that will affect the future of globalization and 
not terrorists’ actions. 
 Knowing that high involvement in globalization creates higher 
GDP per capita, the world can become a wealthier and better place to 
live for all, only if the world could fully integrate and become globalized. 
The world would have a higher standard of living and would function 
economically much like the United States functions within its borders, 
free-trade and opportunity for all. The dimensional areas that Foreign 
Policy magazine measured are the areas that every country is going to 
have to look at and make improvements to progress; the areas of 
economic integration, personal contact, technological connectivity, and 
political engagement. To make these improvements there could possibly 
be many controlling factors that may inhibit immediate change, but the 
important thing is to continue moving forward. I hope that everyone that 
opposes globalization can read and study this data and understand that in 
the long-run, globalization creates great wealth, life, and happiness for 
                                                 

43 The International Monetary Fund, World Economic Outlook Database, 
2006, http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/weo/2006/02/data/download.aspx 
(accessed 14 October 2006). 

 57



Globalization  
all and not just the rich but the poor. Globalization has the ability to 
eliminate extreme poverty and make everyone prosperous. In the Human 
Development Report of 2005 it says:  

 
One widely cited research exercise proceeds by dividing 
countries into globalizers and non-globalizers on the basis of the 
rate of growth in their trade to GDP ratio. It then asks which 
group grows fastest. The answer that emerges is globalizers, by a 
ratio of 3:1—a huge margin. Because these countries have also 
cut their tariffs more deeply, the implication drawn is that import 
liberalization is good for growth.44  

 
This quote was interesting and exciting to find. It conclusively 

supports the hypothesis and factually states that globalized nations grow 
faster in GDP than non-globalized nations, three to one! That is an 
amazing statistic that strongly supports globalization increasing per 
capita GDP. Also, with all the collective data and information that has 
been studied and analyzed, it proves to support my hypothesis. 

The world’s population is growing and to fight extreme poverty 
it must globalize. We have seen the positive affects globalization has had 
on Singapore, Ireland, Switzerland, and the United States. They all have 
similar interests and goals which are to become more integrated with the 
world. Their quest for globalization has indeed benefited them and it 
shows in many ways, of which one in the rise in the per capita GDP. 
Other nations can look to these four nations as examples or models of 
what could happen to them through increased activity in globalization. 
There is high confidence in saying that globalization does have a positive 
affect on nations’ per capita GDP, affecting their prosperity and 
eliminating extreme poverty. 

                                                 
44 The United Nations, Human Development. 
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AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY AND THE CONSTITUTION 

Trent Rose, Professor 
 

 
 The founding fathers designed the Constitution to limit executive 
authority and promote the idea of republicanism. They knew all too well 
what could happen when the reins of control were placed in the hands of 
one person. For centuries, European tyrants had plunged their kingdoms 
into war without the consent of the people. Consequently, the framers 
gave Congress the majority of the foreign affairs powers. The current 
state of executive power in foreign affairs would be extremely alarming 
to the founding fathers. The difference between the founder’s intentions 
and the present reality is primarily attributable to failures by Congress 
and the Supreme Court to maintain the proper constitutional balance.  
 The framers gave Congress the sole authority to declare war and 
thus to initiate hostilities with other nations. Article I, section 8, 
paragraph 11 states: “The Congress shall have Power . . . to declare war.” 
The meaning of these words is further strengthened by the unanimous 
consent of both the framers and ratifiers of the Constitution that 
Congress had the sole authority to declare war. James Wilson summed 
up the founder’s thoughts on the war making power at the Pennsylvania 
Ratifying Convention: 
 

This system will not hurry us into war; it is calculated to guard 
against it. It will not be in the power of a single body of men, to 
involve us in such distress; for the important power of declaring 
war is vested in the legislature at large. This declaration must be 
made with the concurrence of the House of Representatives; 
from this circumstance we may draw a certain conclusion that 
nothing but our national interest can draw us into war.1

 
  The framers housed the war-making power within Congress to 
ensure that the people’s representatives discussed and weighed all 
concerns before making these monumental decisions. 

                                                 
1 Jonathan Elliot, ed., The Debates in the Several State Conventions on the 

Adoption of the Federal Constitution (Philadelphia: J. P. Lippincott, 1861), 2: 
528. Reprint; 5 vols, New York: Burt Franklin, 1974. 
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Executive Powers 
 Early presidents understood their limited role and refused to 
order hostilities. As time went on, presidents began to assume more 
authority. During the second half of the Twentieth Century, the 
omnipotent American president was born. Presidential war making, 
executive agreements, assassinations, and covert military operations 
were all part of the executive arsenal. Advocates of the powerful 
executive misrepresent the Constitution or use faulty logic to make their 
case. They claim that the commander-in-chief clause (Article II, section 
2) gives the President the authority to order troops. The problem with 
this argument is that this clause merely refers to the president’s authority 
to conduct a military campaign once Congress has given authorization. 
The only instance wherein the president may act alone is in order to repel 
an invasion on American soil. In Founding the American Presidency, 
Richard J. Ellis stated,    
 

The absence of any debate in the federal convention over the 
commander in chief clause is arguably further evidence that the 
framers did not imagine it to be an expansive grant of power but 
rather saw presidential command of military operations as a 
narrow but necessary instrument to secure civilian control over 
the military and achieve an effective direction of military forces 
once war had been authorized or begun.2

 
 Article I, section 8 refers to legislative authority in granting 
letters of marquee and reprisal.  Kings historically issued these letters in 
order to enact revenge on hostile groups. In enumerating this power, the 
founding fathers were giving Congress the ability to engage in limited 
acts of war. This speaks volumes to congressional exclusivity in the war 
making power because if Congress has the sole authority to involve the 
country in limited warfare, then it must hold true that it can be the only 
body to order a full scale engagement.  

The Supreme Court is responsible for much of the confusion 
regarding the presidential war making power. One important case 
concerning presidential power is United States v. Curtiss Wright Export 
Co. (1936). Its flaw was not the decision, but rather Justice Sutherland’s 
discourse on presidential power. Sutherland makes a confusing argument 

                                                 
2 Richard J. Ellis, Founding the American Presidency (Oxford: Rowman & 

Littlefield, 1999), 159. 
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wherein he states that the foreign affairs powers flowed from the English 
Crown to the states and in turn to the president. The problem with this 
argument is that the colonies exercised foreign policy powers and so did 
the states. Another problem with Sutherland’s argument is his 
misrepresentation of John Marshall’s “sole organ” argument. He tries to 
say that Marshall meant that the president should be the “sole organ” in 
foreign affairs. Marshall was actually referring to the president’s role as 
the sole organ of external communication with foreign nations.3

 The enactment of treaties is another substantial foreign affairs 
power. This power is shared between the president and the Senate. The 
president is given the role of negotiating treaties that must be approved 
with the advice and consent of two-thirds of the Senate. Treaties with 
foreign nations should not obligate the United States to enter into a war. 
Congress can help in this matter by only signing treaties, with a 
provision that states that the Senate and House of Representatives will 
ultimately decide whether or not the circumstances warrant a military 
response by the United States. The two most salient cases involving 
treaties, despite the fact they were never ruled on, are Goldwater v. 
Carter (1979) and Baker v. Carr (1962). These cases speak to the 
question of how the Court should be guided when there are textual 
omissions in the Constitution. In Goldwater, the issue was whether or not 
President Carter could unilaterally terminate the 1954 Mutual Defense 
Treaty with Taiwan. The Constitution does not state how treaties should 
be terminated. There are two ways to answer problems of textual 
omission. The first is to look at the structure of the treaty making power. 
It is only logical that treaties be terminated in the same way that they are 
made – with the advice and consent of the Senate. It is also helpful to 
look at the history of treaty termination. In Federalist # 64, John Jay 
suggested that a treaty be terminated in the same way that it is made. 
This is the idea of symmetrical construction. The power to do something 
necessarily implies the power to undo it in the same fashion.   

Another argument for strong executive power is that of 
presidential prerogative or inherent power. This idea comes from John 
Locke’s Second Treatise on Civil Government. In chapter 39 he tells the 
story of a good citizen that faces a dilemma when he sees a number of 
row houses on fire. The citizen realizes that in order to put out the fire 

 
3 Edward. S Corwin, The President: Office and Powers, 1787 – 1984: A 

History of Analysis of Practice and Opinion, 5th rev. ed. (New York: New York 
University Press, 1984), 216. 
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and stop further damage he must go ahead of the fire and pull down some 
of the other houses. He does not have any legal authority to do so, but he 
is the person best equipped to meet the emergency. Locke compares this 
to a situation where the executive breaks the law in order to meet an 
emergency. In such a case the president would then go to Congress and 
seek “retroactive immunity” for his actions. In other words, the president 
is admitting that he acted unconstitutionally and allowing Congress to 
impeach or absolve him. The problem with the Lockean prerogative is 
that there is no evidence that the framers thought to incorporate this into 
the Constitution. The founding fathers were trying to get away from the 
custom of executives suspending the rule of law whenever they felt it 
necessary. It is clear that they wanted the American executive to obey the 
laws dutifully.  

In 1973 the United States Congress passed the War Powers 
Resolution over the veto of Richard M. Nixon. It states that one of its 
purposes is to, “fulfill the intent of the Framers of the Constitution.” 
However, the resolution only exacerbated the problem of presidential 
power. It essentially gives the president the authority to engage in total 
war for a limited amount of time. The War Powers Resolution states that 
Congress has the ability to bring the troops home after 60 days. Congress 
did not need to pass the resolution in the first place. It is the branch 
charged with sending our troops to war. The passage of the resolution 
was a failed political ploy to reign in presidential power. It is interesting 
that the War Powers Resolution is not part of the current debate on the 
Iraq War. Congress could demand the troops be sent home under its 60 
day provision. In addition, Congress could demand that its constitutional 
war making power be respected by the executive.   

The executive war making power has the potential to destroy our 
republican form of government and lead to a constitutional crisis. The 
power to declare war was given to Congress to ensure that the citizens, 
through their representatives, would be given the chance to decide 
whether or not to fight a military engagement. In order to remedy the 
situation, Congress must take back the powers that the president has 
assumed. Moreover, American citizens must speak out and become more 
involved on foreign policy issues. They must demand that their 
representatives do a better job of constraining presidential war making. 
The Supreme Court must make a decisive ruling in this area. It has 
refused to do so under the guise of not deciding political questions. 
Something must be done in order to maintain the proper constitutional 
balance. 
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