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Director’s Letter
Traditionally, this is the space where I would tout the record of things done
at TISS in the previous year and point out any changes afoot. As you can see
from the rest of the newsletter, there is plenty of the former.
But this time, I want to focus exclusively on the latter. This is my valedictory
note as TISS Director. After twenty years (or so….the records are ironically
a bit vague), I am stepping down as Director and handing the reins to Prof.
Tricia Sullivan (UNC-Public Policy and Prof. Kyle Beardsley (Duke-Political
Science).
This is a bittersweet moment. I am proud of what we accomplished over the
past two decades. I am overjoyed at quality of the new team (as you should
be…). I am nostalgic about stepping back from something that has been a
major professional occupation and preoccupation for so long. And I am ready
to move on, while realizing that I will never completely leave.
In the Feaver household, we occasionally invoke a country-western song
that captures the emotions well (if in a way that is sure to provoke eye-rolls
amongst my kids): Trace Adkins’ “You’re Gonna Miss This.” (If you are
a parent and you haven’t heard it, grab a box of tissues and head over to
YouTube here.) The idea is that in the moment it is easy to focus on the
challenges but, in hindsight, when one sees the bigger picture in context,
you will see what was special and valuable -- literally, what is worth missing
when you no longer have it.
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That is what comes to mind now. The memories largely center on collaborations and partnerships with various
remarkable people through the years. From the start until today, there is first and foremost my long collaboration
with Dick Kohn, the former TISS Director and a leading voice on American civil-military relations. He and I
have spent more time together in meaningful conversation -- talking about TISS, civil-military relations, and life
-- than many spend with their spouses. We have been variously described as resembling Felix and Unger from
the Odd Couple or, less charitably, an old married couple. But I am proud of what we have done together under
TISS auspices.
My fruitful partnerships with Chris Gelpi, Paul Gronke, Damon Coletta, Lindsay Cohn, Jim Golby, and Kyle
Dropp were all birthed at TISS and I will always be in their debt. Of course, Hein Goemans deserves a shoutout for launching -- and Alex Downes for curating -- TISS’ New Faces project, the signature initiative we
have kept going for two decades. Bruce Jentleson and I had a remarkably successful collaboration through
the Wielding American Power project in the wake of 9/11. Alex Roland co-labored with me to develop the
TISS-incubated American Grand Strategy program; Hal Brands took it to new heights, and now Simon Miles
is my partner-in-crime in that wonderful initiative. The year 2010 saw the launch of the Energy and Security
Initiative, a project that, ably led by Bill Boettcher, linked TISS closely with NCSU’s Department of Nuclear
Engineering, and dramatically strengthened our “third leg.”
Wayne Lee, Joe Caddell, Bill Boettcher, Tim Nichols, and Rolin Mainuddin all made possible the TISS
Intelligence Community-Center of Academic Excellence, the largest and most complicated thing TISS ever
attempted on my watch. David Schanzer has for over a decade partnered on all things terrorism and homeland
security. I can’t possibly list all of the faithful partners who served on the TISS Executive Board, on TISS adhoc committees, or just as loyal TISS members, but I know I depended on them a great deal.
I owe much, too, to administrators at Duke, UNC, and NCSU who proved willing to continue investing in an
“old” organization, when so often the temptation is to fund only the new. And I would be remiss not to thank
the many external funders who sponsored our research and events: the Army War College, who bankrolled eight
of our conferences, The Earhart, Scaife, and (especially) Bradley Foundations, who supported New Faces, the
NNSA, who contributed to the Energy and Security Initiative, the DIA (who funded the Intelligence program),
and the Carnegie and Smith Richardson Foundations who supported the Wielding American Power and Civil
Military Relations projects.
And, of course, throughout, the one sure constant: Carolyn Pumphrey. When I took over TISS, Dick gave me
a single piece of advice: keep Carolyn because she knows where all the bodies are buried. The thousands of
people who have connected with TISS over the last two decades realize that Carolyn knows so much more than
that. She is the heart and soul of TISS. If anything good happened, she was there. If something bad happened,
very likely I ignored a recommendation she made. She is a fierce defender of TISS equities, and a vigorous
enforcer of equity across the various TISS stakeholders. I relied on her more than I can say, and I am very much
in her debt.
As I reflect on all of this, I realize my go-to move has been to find someone who has a great idea or a noble
passion, join them, help them implement it, and then partake in the public benefit their inspiration and our
work helped produce. I think TISS has been doing that on my watch. All in all, it has been a pretty satisfying
mission.
Thank you all for the privilege of completing that assignment. I am going to miss this.
Peter Feaver, TISS Director (2000 - 2020)
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About Peter
Did you know that when Peter hits a three in his regular basketball game, he’ll turn and run down the court yelling
“just give me the ball?” (Yes, Wayne Lee spilled the beans). Well, Peter has been hitting threes for TISS for the past
twenty years and now he deserves a rest. The TISS Board carefully sabotaged all earlier efforts on his part to step
down, but finally took pity on him.
We are truly going to miss him. To quote Kyle Beardsley, “he has been a force for good in cultivating a community
of scholars and practitioners that wrestles with the big questions of our time.” TISS is unquestionably a stronger
institution now than when he took the helm. So what has been the secret of his success?
Quite obviously, a lot has to do with his razor sharp mind and his grasp of national and international security issues.
He is compelling, persuasive, and energetic. He is also resilient. I remember when he returned to academic life
after service in the Bush Administration. At the time, I thought this would be tough for him – opposition to the Iraq
War was running high on campus. Peter not only survived, but he thrived. That is a testament to one of his greatest
strengths – his ability to work across the political and cultural divides.
A lot, too, has to do with his personality. Peter is quite honestly fun to be around. He has a wicked sense of humor
and a way with words. Who else, would describe himself during an interview with Zbiginew Brzezinsiki as feeling
like “an innocent ram tethered to a stake?” He is also the master of the quick recovery. I remember the day when, in
the midst of gloating about a Duke baskeball victory, he suddenly realized he was deep in Tar Heel territory. He not
only survived, he actually got laughs. He is also a kind man, who is particularly good to students. One of my fondest
memories is of the Negroponte dinner, when Peter “adopted” two PWAD undergraduates who strayed into the Duke
fold. Every year I look forward to the nuggets of wisdom he shares with our New Faces going on to the job market.
For my part, I owe him much for his excellent advice, his willingness to give me a long leash to pursue my own
goals, and for pitching in at a momen’ts notice whenever the going got tough. And it has been a thrill to work
alongside him on major projects.
I could say much more, but will end instead with a final anecdote. One day, some five years ago, a security guard
at NSA got on a bus filled with TISS faculty. He looked around and asked the visitors, “Who among you is Peter
Feaver?” Smiling, Joe Caddell answered, “In a way, we are all Peter Feaver.” That, for me, nicely sums up Peter’s
impact.
Carolyn, TISS (1998-Present)

I left TISS almost three years ago and I still find myself asking “what would Peter do/say” in random situations,
particularly when it comes to supervising those under me. Your ability to provide clear guidance, attainable
expectations...and to say “no” when we didn’t have bandwidth to execute something... are things I continue to strive
towards. My time at TISS continues to be the foundation for the work I do today, and military families are better off for
it. You never know how far your impact goes. Congratulations on a much-earned change of command!
Jenny Akin, former TISS Coordinator

Then........................and Now...
Time to lay down the burden.of
office.
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Overview
Greetings! You may have noticed that this newsletter is reaching you several months later than usual. This is,
in fact the result of a deliberate choice. The end of this semester really marks the end of an era – shall we call it
the Feaver era? As of 1 January, Patricia Sullivan of UNC-Chapel Hill and Kyle Beardsley of Duke University
will take over the TISS helm. Peter will continue to be Director of Duke’s Program in American Grand Strategy,
and remain on the TISS Executive Board. I have no doubt that we still have a good friend advocating for us and
no doubt that TISS will continue to thrive under its new leadership. However, it is clear that a long and happy
chapter of TISS life has closed and it seemed right to use this issue to reflect on the entirety of his tenure.
The year 2019 is in other ways a time of ends and beginnings. We officially completed the 1998 Study of War
project, with the online publications of the Cantigny Study of War Conference Proceedings. (Three cheers to
Zach Parker, UNC doctoral candidate, for helping us to tie up that loose end). This April, we celebrated the
sixtieth anniversary of TISS at a Conference on “Intelligence in a National Security Context.” The occasion also
marked the conclusion of a five-year effort to develop the study of intelligence at our four partner universities.
Our grant ended in mid-September. As a “legacy” school, we will continue programming in this field, but we
expect the future to look somewhat different. This September, we celebrated the twentieth anniversary of our
New Faces Program – an event in which over a dozen former New Faces participated and at which we took
stock of past successes and discussed the path forward.
There have been other changes in core personnel. In June, Rakesh Malhotra, Department of Environmental,
Earth, and Geospatial Sciences took over from Rolin Mainuddin as NCCU’s representative on the TISS
Executive Board and as campus lead on the TISS intelligence project. In August, Navin Bapat replaced Wayne
Lee as Chair of the Curriculum in Peace, War, and Defense (the UNC “undergraduate leg” of TISS) and took his
place on the TISS ICCAE Advisory Board.
Since the last issue of this newsletter – June 2018 – we have been very productive. We hope to give you a small
taste of what we accomplished in the following pages. We thank you, as always, for your support and look
forward to our continued journey together.

Nearly a quarter century ago, TISS launched an ambitious project – the Study of War. The goal was
to assess what different disciplines might bring to the study of war. We commissioned papers on
the topic and held a series of interesting symposia. The culminating event was a conference held in
Cantigny in 1997. We produced a first draft of the edited transcripts in 1998 but the document lay
gathering dust for the past twenty years. This year, as part of our Sixtieth Anniversary celebrations,
we decided to bring this project to completion, complete the edits, and post the proceedings online.
Warmest thanks go to Zachary Parker, a doctoral candidate at UNC-Chapel Hill, for taking on this
task. Although the insights are no longer hot off the press, they certainly do shed interesting light
on what the thinking was like at the turn of the millennium. They also provide us with a yardstick for
understanding what kind of progress we have made over the last two decades. It is with great pleasure that the TISS Community brings you: The Study of War - Cantigny Proceedings.
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Dinner Seminars
We held three dinner seminars over the past year – all designed to highlight the current research of our local
scholars.
The first, held on 7 September 2018, featured Joe Stieb, a UNC graduate student. Stieb’s work has significant
present-day policy implications. He is looking at the slow death during the 1990s of the doctrine of
containment. Once a centerpiece of American strategy, it was replaced by preemption and, still more radically,
preventative war. Stieb traces how, influenced by the public, the media, and the military, the doctrine of
containment lost traction and finally collapsed with the invasion of Iraq War of 2003.
The second, held on 13 December 2018, was led by Livia Schubiger, a recent addition to the Duke faculty.
Schubiger is working with Janina Dill of Oxford University on a book whose purpose is to determine whether
principles enshrined in international law, instrumental considerations, and moral principles echo public attitudes
towards killing in war. Her talk generated a lively question and answer session with the audience, which
included several TISS scholars who had studied casualty sensitivity as part of the project on civil-military
relations.
The third, held on 18 January 2019, was given by Wake Forest University Professor, C. William (Will) Walldorf. Walldorf is very much interested in the cultural underpinnings of U.S. Foreign Policy and asks why the
U.S. sometimes decides to resort to forceful regime change and sometimes does not. He argues that two broad,
public narratives – the liberal narrative and the restraint narrative – help determine collective, national purpose.
The seminar focused on the Iraq War. The book which expands on this theme has just been published: To Shape
Our World for Good: Master Narratives and Regime Change in U.S. Foreign Policy, 1900–2011.
All three seminars accomplished exactly what we hoped they would. They were instructive for the audience
and dealt with topics of real-world importance. They generated lively and informed discussion. They were also
useful to the speakers, who got thoughtful feedback for their ongoing research.

The Schubiger seminar.
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Collaborations
On 15 November 2018, TISS and the Institute
for Defense and Business (IDB) hosted a panel
discussion on logistics featuring three IDB fellows
and moderated by Lieutenant General Raymond
Mason, USA Retired. The fellows were asked
to discuss the role of logistics in war and peace,
focusing on four areas that have traditionally been
of key concern to TISS: Civil-Military Relations (to
include civil support and peacekeeping missions),
Intelligence, Energy and Security (to include
Climate Change), and non-proliferation. Rear
Admiral Jonathan A. Yuen, USN (Retired), Major
General Kenneth Dowd, USA (Retired), Major
General James A. Kessler , USMC (Retired),
and Rear Admiral Bruce D. Baffer (Retired)
commented on the role played by logistics in these arenas, highlighting key challenges currently facing the U.S.
and debating how best to respond to them. The talk was held in Hyde Hall on the UNC campus and was well
attended by students and TISS members. Zebrina Warner of IDB did the lion’s share of the work. Our thanks to
her, her team, and the fellows for a wonderful evening.
Kat Fisher, a friend and colleague from National Defense University (Fort Bragg campus) was the inspiration
behind a very successful venture on 7-8 February 2019. This featured Patrick Jackson, Professor of International
Studies, American University and author of The Conduct of Inquiry in International Relations. He gave a talk
on the future of security studies attended by some thirty students from the Triangle and Fort Bragg. The next
day, he led a working luncheon for graduate students held on the Duke campus. As he himself noted, Jackson is
not a security studies scholar so much as someone who thinks about what academics do. As such, he has taken
stock of a very wide range of methods and has developed a fine instinct for which ones are best suited to what
kind of projects. The six students selected to present their research clearly derived much benefit from Jackson’s
feedback. This was an enjoyable and worthwhile event.
On 22 January 2019, we heard from a visiting scholar – Deane-Peter Baker from the University of New South
Wales at Canberra. His luncheon talk focused on the ethics of lethal autonomous weapons. These weapons offer some real benefits, in particular the promise of reducing the number of Americans killed in combat. Despite
that, there is some talk of the need to ban these weapons. Among other things, we are moving into uncharted
moral waters. Will robots who kill be able to make the kind of moral distinctions required by the laws of armed
conflict? Baker gave a fascinating overview of the problem, and inspired a lively and though-provoking discussion.
Finally, thanks go to Klaus Larres for his work in organizing the Krasno Lecture Series and to Karen Hagemann for her management of the Gender and War Online project. Both make a real contribution to the TISS
mission. As part of the Krasno Series, Larres hosts talks by an impressive array of academics and practitioners,
some of whom address current events and others of whom provide a welcome historical perspective on issues of national and international security. Gender and War Online collects and organizes secondary literature,
women’s autobiographies, films and relevant websites and makes them available to the public. The site has been
visited 100,000 times in just two years. TISS is proud to cosponsor both these efforts.
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Honor Student Dinner Presentations
One of the flagship TISS events took place on 17 April 2019. Four undergraduates presented their research
over dinner. Three were from UNC-Chapel Hill, one from Duke. All brought impressive credentials to the
table. Austin Blair, majoring in Peace, War & Defense with a minor in Islamic and Middle Eastern Studies,
has already published his research as well as presented it to academic and military audiences. Lydia Field,
majoring in Global Studies and Chinese and minoring in Neuroscience, has studied Mandarin since she was ten
and studied in China as part of the Phillips Ambassador Program. Morgan Alderman, a Peace War and Defense
and Chinese double major, has served as an executive team member for the Duke-UNC China Leadership
Summit. Katherine E. McKinney, majoring in Political Science and minoring in neuroscience, has worked for
think tanks while pursuing her degree.
Morgan Alderman and Lydia Field both wrote their honors thesis on modern China. Both rooted their
research in an impressive command of a difficult language. Alderman argued that Chinese contributions to
peacekeeping in Africa and elsewhere over the past thirty years have been motivated by Chinese economic
interests abroad. Field argued that the Chinese Communist Party has recently led to an uptick in Chinese
nationalism. She showed how Weibo, a microblogging website, reveals this trend.
Kate McKinney focused on nuclear proliferation, while Austin Blair addressed terrorism. In her work,
McKinney asked whether a state is more likely to become latent – acquire the technologies that will allow it
rapidly to develop nuclear weapons - if it has latent neighbors. She explained how she used statistical modeling
to analyze the connection between having a laboratory-scale, pilot-scale, or commercial-scale latent neighbor
and whether a state itself becomes latent. Blair (who showed us clips to demonstrate his point), has found
compelling evidence that both Islamic State and Hay’at Tahrir al-Sham have used video games as content, as
inspiration, and as source material for narratives and themes.
This particular event has always been a personal favorite. It offers those of us who teach the ultimate reward
– the opportunity to listen to the best and the brightest sharing the fruits of hard work and rigorous thinking.
For those of us who share a sense of the challenges of the current security environment, it further offers the
reassurance that our future is in good hands. This year did not disappoint.

To the left: Morgan Alderman - shown here
presenting her work at the poster session
at our Sixtieth Anniversary Conference.
Above: Kate McKinney shown speaking at
our honor student dinner.
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New Faces 19
On 12 October 2018, TISS held its Nineteenth Annual New Faces Conference at the Friday Center, North
Carolina. The speakers were six advanced doctoral candidates: three historians - Thomas Jamison, Ira Hubert,
and Mary Elizabeth Walters, and three political scientists - Molly Berkemeier, Mariya Grinberg, and Reid Pauly.
Ira Hubert from Mac Gill University, is working on the rise of Republican China to world power status (19421971). On the basis of multi-archival research, he shows that the ROC had much greater agency than previously
assumed. Among other accomplishments, it maintained the Chinese permanent seat in the United Nations
Security Council and positioned itself as a mediator between the superpowers and warring parties in several
conflicts in the late 1940s. Hubert’s work reshapes how we think about smaller American allies in Asia.
Thomas Jamison from Harvard University, is doing groundbreaking work in the field of military and naval
history. Training our gaze on the semi-peripheral regions of the international arena, he shows that military
modernization in the trans-Pacific region helps explain the naval building push elsewhere (to include in the
United States). Mary Elizabeth Walters from UNC – Chapel Hill, exploiting hitherto untapped archives,
explores humanitarian assistance during the refugee crisis that followed the 1999 Kosovo War. She shows that
the success of refugee assistance depended not only on the capacity (financial, logistical, and material), but
also on the cultures of the groups that assisted them – local Albanians, the US military, and international aid
organizations.
Molly Berkemeier fromTexas A & M, is working on an understudied problem: how and why interpersonal
trust emerges among leaders, and why the level of trust matters for political outcomes. She tests her theories
by looking at applications from the area of nuclear proliferation. She argues that leaders with similar social
identities are more likely to take the risk of providing nuclear energy assistance. Mariya Grinberg from the
University of Chicago, asks when warring states trade with each other. She theorizes that states who think
they will win a quick victory will continue to trade while at war. They will also continue to trade if it involves
strategically vital products, and in particular those that cannot be obtained from alternative trading partners.
Reid Pauly from MIT is looking at the problem of how to re-establish deterrence after a failure. He teases out
the critical role of the assurance process. To get a state to halt its action or program, that state must not only fear
threats, but must depend on promises to ameliorate its security condition and to bring home a domestic political
win.
As in the past, the six young scholars did an admirable job both presenting their research and answering
questions from discussants and the audience. The quality of their research and the rigor of their analysis was
impressive. We are grateful to the Scaife Foundation for its generous support of this event.

Dinner at Provence.
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New Faces 20
This fall (19-21 September) TISS held its Twentieth Annual New Faces Conference at the Friday Center, North
Carolina. New Faces is one of our longest lasting initiatives, started at the turn of the millennium. It was
the brainchild of Henk Goemans, at that time a faculty member at Duke University. We aimed this program
at young scholars working in the security studies arena about to go on the job market. At this point in their
careers, graduate students are mastering their own disciplines. They are in danger of losing sight of the bigger
picture and of the wider audience. The idea behind New Faces is to engage students at this critical juncture
in their careers with scholars in different fields. That will better equip them to “sell” their work to a broader
audience at job talks. It will also allow them to look with fresh eyes at old problems. In addition, it will give
them the skills to translate their thinking to those in the policy arena who do not have time to master the niceties
of specific disciplines.
On this landmark occasion, we not only heard from six of the rising stars, but we brought back over a dozen of
our “old” (or even “wizened” New Faces, if Adam Seipp is to be believed!). Some served as faculty discussants
for our latest crop of New Faces. Others were asked to reflect on how security studies have changed over the
past two decades, and what the New Faces Program has accomplished. It was a real joy to welcome back this
formidable group of scholars. I do not think I have had more fun in a long time. The conference reinforced
my conviction that New Faces has survived because it has in fact delivered on its promises. I also came away
persuaded that going forward, if we can find the funding, we need to keep on inviting back former New Faces.
The conversation, always rigorous and thoughtful, was elevated to new heights because of their presence.
This year we welcomed four political scientists and two historians into the New Faces family. The historians
were Micheal Fasulo from Texas A & M, and Emily Whalen from the University of Texas at Austin. The
political scientists were Do Young Lee from the University of Chicago, Margaret Foster from Duke University,
Danielle Gilbert from George Washington University, and Marc Grinberg from Stanford University. All are
doing work that is meticulously researched, innovative, and policy-relevant.
Fasulo and Lee are both focusing on nuclear issues. Fasulo breaks with tradition in addressing why the United
States sought to forestall or ameliorate the vulnerability of its ICBM force during the Cold War SALT talks. It
was not, he thinks, not out of concern for strategic instability but because Minuteman vulnerability undermined
U.S. abilities to execute limited war operations, at that time, the preferred U.S. nuclear warfighting strategy.
Stressing that deterrence postures vary by partner and over time with the same partner, Lee creates a typology
of extended deterrence postures. He shows that, in deciding what posture to adopt, states consider the ambitions

On Friday we held
a festive reception
and dinner at 411
West - Note at the
head of the tables
our dear friends
Alex Downes and
Henk Goemans.
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of an adversary, and the speed with which that adversary can
threaten the client.
Foster and Grinberg shed welcome light on organizational
strategies and operations. Foster has developed an important
new theory about organizational change – a kind of “personnel
resource curse.” She argues that upward-driving internal
pressures caused by incomplete socialization of new rankand-file members can transform the priorities and operational
focus of resource-constrained organizations. Gilbert finds
that kidnapping of civilians by the leaders of violent political
organizations is a part of a broader system to extract tribute from
local populations. It is the most lucrative way to punish those
who refuse to pay the VPOs’ taxes as well as way to persuade
others to cooperate.
Grinberg and Whalen provide key insights into statecraft. Grinberg’s work focuses on mitigating the risk of military capacity
building. He identifies three strategies of manipulation that states
can use to reduce the risk of partners using arms and armaments
transfers to pursue their own goals: (1) balancing – giving arms
to a partner’s adversaries, (2) tailoring - withholding those capabilities that can be misused and/or (3) mitigating the threats facing their partners. Whalen provides a compelling narrative of the
first ten years (1975-1985) of what we call the Lebanese Civil
War, but which arguably became less and less of a civil war as
foreign states intervened. She views this war through an international lens, looking at how international actors affected, and were
affected by, their intervention.
On Saturday, we took advantage of the collective wisdom to
discuss the nature and evolution of security studies, the contributions the New Faces cohort, and the way forward. The first panel,
moderated by Tricia Sullivan (UNC-Chapel Hill) featured Adam
Seipp, Lindsay Cohn, and Josh Kertzer. The second panel, moderated by Simon Miles (Duke University) featured Liz Stanley,
Mark Sheftall, Wayne Hsieh, and Rosemary Kelanic. David
Kearney, who just completed his doctorate at Duke, added some
additional insights, by reporting on his research into the TISS
cohort of New Faces.

Scenes from our first full day at our
Twentieth Anniversary New Faces
Conference.
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The key point of discussion was on the meaning, value, and
hazards of policy-relevant research. Although TISS prides itself
on promoting policy-relevant research, panelists did have some
reservations about its value. Historians noted that looking for the
“lessons” of history goes against the disciplinary grain. Political Scientists had different concerns. They noted that conclusions reached in specialized studies are not easily generaliz-

able. Research, moreover, that does get into the public sphere
can be misunderstood and misused. Worse, it can be applied
and turn out to be dangerously wrong. Scholars interested in
careers in public life, or accepting funding from donors with a
political agenda, may become overtly biased. In a more subtle
way, policy driven research can limit the kind of questions that
scholars ask.
Panelists agreed that the academic study of national and international security has been fruitful. That said, they agreed that
academics do not have much of an impact on policy makers. If
policy makers actually do absorb lessons from scholars, they are
apt to derive over simplified lessons, prefer views that fit with
their own assumptions, and put undue stress on the value of their
own experience. Why is this so? Panelists offered a number of
suggestions. Academics are concerned with very small pieces of
the puzzle and do not take the trouble to synthesize their findings in a way that busy policy makers can follow. Political Scientists have been guilty in the past of making overly grandiose
claims. And the academic system – promotion, tenure, and the
reward system in general - is stacked against those who do the
kind of work that might make academic ideas more digestible to
policy-makers.
This discussion led to a slightly different line of inquiry. What
is policy relevant research? Simon Miles pointed out that those
teaching at professional academies, and indeed all who teach
undergraduates, are in some sense doing policy-relevant work.
Some of our students will end up making policy, and what they
learned from us in the classroom is more likely to form their
judgement than a scholarly article in an obscure journal.
There was also some discussion of the value of the TISS New
Faces project and in particular its focus on interdisciplinary exchange. Mark Sheftall (welcome but lonely, as he put it) raised
the question of what value historians serve in an interdisciplinary forum. Happily, there was some sense that, if a dying breed,
historians are still useful. In particular, they can foster empathy,
and they have a knack for understanding the connective tissue
between things. They also make political scientists appreciate that what they take for granted is not self-evident to smart
people.
As to future directions, the consensus seemed to be that TISS
should keep on doing what it has been doing for the past twenty
years, possibly putting more energy into fostering diversity and
arguably expanding the discussion to include more scholars
from other disciplines.

Above: A Saturday Panel; The Kearney presentation; and former New
Faces during a break.
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American Grand Strategy Program
As I think most of you know, Duke’s Program in American Strategy (AGS) is in a very real sense the “child”
of TISS. It was founded by TISS Director, Peter Feaver, who for the past ten years has worn two hats – the
TISS Director Hat and the AGS Hat. Like TISS, the mission of AGS is to promote interest in national and
international security – though it as it name indicates, its particular focus is on American Grand Strategy. Like
TISS, moreover, one of its bread and butter activities is the bringing in of speakers. Unlike TISS, it has one key
client – Duke – and unlike TISS, it is primarily concerned with undergraduate education.
AGS quite unquestionably offers unique opportunities to Blue Devil students. This past academic year they
explored careers in New York City, visited Seymour Johnson Air Force Base and Gettysburg, took a course with
General Dempsey on Civil-Military Relations, and, most fun of all, went on an 8-day Staff Ride over spring
break. They travelled throughout Gibraltar and Morocco tracing the steps of Operation Torch, part of the US
North Africa Campaign during World War II. Cities visited included: Gibraltar, Tangier, Fes, Rabat, Casablanca
and Marrakech. Students were challenged to role play military and war-period characters alongside faculty and
military experts to learn the stakes of war. Led by Professor Peter Feaver, students debated strategy from the
perspective of embroiled contemporaries of war to learn the true costs and sacrifices of leadership.
Despite this undergraduate focus, all of us at TISS are clearly the beneficiaries of this successful program.
Thanks to the hard work and competence of Coordinator Melanie Benson and the networks of Peter Feaver, a
constant stream of practitioners have come to Duke. Numbers alone speak volumes. During academic year
2018- 2019, AGS brought in 43 distinguished guest, co-sponsored some 15 programs or conferences and 12
cyber events, reaching thousands of people. So do names. Consider that, this past year alone, we heard from
General Joseph F. Dunford, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Artur Mas, former President of Catalonia,
General Stanley McChristal, retired Commander of the US and International Security Assistance Forces in
Afghanistan, Madeleine Albright, Former Secretary of State, General John Kelly, former White House Chief of
Staff, and Michele Flournoy, former Under Secretary of Defense for Policy.
Over the course of the last decade, AGS has become largely independent of TISS, with staff and funding of its
own, and when Peter steps down from TISS, the gap will no doubt widen. That said, our common roots and
common mission will keep us close allies. We look forward to cosponsoring many more great AGS events in
future.

Above - Madleine Albright.
Opposite - Students in Morocco.
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Energy & Security Initiative
During 2018-19 the TISS/NCSU Energy and Security
Initiative (ESI) continued to foster an active research agenda,
sponsor visits by academic experts and policy practitioners,
and support experiential programs for students. Co-directed
by William Boettcher and Mark Nance (both NCSU Political
Science) and John Mattingly (NCSU Nuclear Engineering),
the ESI again benefitted from its partnership with NCSU’s
School of Public & International Affairs (SPIA), Department
of Nuclear Engineering, TISS Intelligence Community
Center for Academic Excellence (IC CAE), and Consortium
for Nonproliferation Enabling Capabilities (CNEC). The
ESI promotes an interdisciplinary approach to the global,
national, and local security implications of the production,
transportation, and consumption of a diverse range of energy
sources (renewable and nonrenewable).
While this fall marked the end of the IC CAE grant and the
scheduled end of the CNEC grant, we are happy to note that
IC CAE-branded activities continue and CNEC received a nocost extension. This year also marked the end of the previous
memorandum of agreement (MOA) between NCSU and TISS
and we are very happy to report that we negotiated a new
MOA with increased contributions from the Department of
Nuclear Engineering and the College of Engineering.
In terms of research, Professor Robert Reardon continued
his work on Nonproliferation and Grand Strategy in East
Asia and Third-Party Intelligence Sharing with IAEA on
Safeguards. These projects benefitted from CNEC funding
for trips to Japan and Austria. Reardon’s CNEC-supported
graduate student, Brandon Cortino, explored Russia’s
Geopolitical Playbook and Missile Policy and interned at both
PNNL and LLNL.
In terms of extension and outreach, our usual series of ESI
luncheons was supplanted by events co-sponsored with IC
CAE and CNEC. In November 2018, we co-sponsored a
faculty luncheon and public talk on U.S.-Saudi Relations by
Professor Toby Jones (Rutgers University). We are happy to
have partnered with NCSU’s Middle East Studies program
on this event. In December 2018, Boettcher gave a talk at
Fearrington Village on U.S.-DPRK Nuclear Negotiations.
In January 2019, we continued our partnership with Henry
Sokolski’s Nonproliferation Policy Education Center
(NPEC) when Boettcher and Reardon hosted Tom Graham
(Brookhaven National Laboratory) for a faculty breakfast,
classroom visit to Boettcher’s graduate seminar, and evening

Scenes from the CNEC simulation.
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talk on Nuclear Threats to the United States and Policy Responses Circa 2020. In March 2019, Boettcher gave a
guest lecture in Professor Griffin’s HON 296: Interactions of Science and Policy on Nuclear Nonproliferation and
the Trump administration and gave a TISS-funded talk at Carolina Meadows retirement community on U.S.-DPRK
Negotiations. In April 2019, Boettcher gave a remote guest lecture for Professor Nolan Hertel’s (Georgia Tech
University) NRE 4803 seminar.
In March 2019, CNEC co-sponsored a simulation with TISS titled “War on the Korean Peninsula.” This two-day
event was held at NCSU’s James B. Hunt Jr. Library and made use of the state-of-the-art Teaching and Visualization
Lab (TVL) and Creativity Studio. (The TVL is a black-box room that offers 270-degree immersive projection on
three walls/five screens for a total of 94 linear feet of high-definition display surface. The Creativity Studio is a hightechnology white-box room that features high-definition projectors and moveable walls with dry-erase whiteboard
surfaces.) Thirty students, faculty, and alumni participated in the simulation, from the Department of Nuclear
Engineering and the School of Public and International Affairs (SPIA). The simulation was originally scheduled
for September 14 and 15, but Hurricane Florence forced the closure of NCSU and the Hunt library. Reardon and
Brandon Cortino, developed the simulation materials and led each day’s briefings. Boettcher and his graduate
students, Samantha Schultz and Katelyn Houston, supported simulation development and joined the “control team”
that provided information and “injects” to the student teams. Special technical support for the use of the TVL was
provided by Mara Mathews, a Hunt Library Specialist. TISS provided support for facility rental fees, a day one
dinner, and breakfast and lunch on day two.
ESI efforts will continue to expand in 2019-20. The luncheon series will include new “local talent” as well as
academics and policymakers from beyond the Triangle. We will continue to host and co-host visitors for workshops
and public talks. We will also continue efforts to seek additional funding from grants to support research activities
related to ESI topics.
William A. Boettcher
Director, TISS Energy & Security Intitiative

Seen above are scenes from our 2018 visit to Oak Ridge: Super Computers, getting on the ORNL bus, and in the
Safeguards Lab. This particular trip originated in 2011 as a collaboration between ESI and UNC-PWAD.
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TISS ICCAE - Director’s Report
This was the last year of the TISS ICCAE as a DOD funded program – our grant ended on 17 September 2019. It is
not the end, however, of the TISS ICCAE. We have been designated a “legacy” school. That means that our students
will remain eligible for some unique opportunities and that our four universities are committed to continuing our
mission: intelligence education.
At the end of five years, we find ourselves well satisfied with our accomplishments and in particular with our
curriculum expansion. Admittedly, the counting sometimes gets tricky: Is a course “new,” if it is already on the
books, but developed and taught by a new professor? And how exactly does one draw the line between a course
that is “on” intelligence as opposed to a course “on” international security with an intelligence dimension? That
said, we can safely say that, since 2014, our faculty have taught at least seventeen different intelligence courses – of
which fifteen were offered for the first time and funded through the grant. Faculty have taught a further eighteen
that contain an intelligence component or provide a firm foundation in intelligence analysis. Ten of these courses
were offered three or more times. We have introduced our students to a variety of vital issues, including the history
of intelligence operations, the comparative study of intelligence regimes, warning intelligence, deception, cyber
threats, covert action, counterterrorism, intelligence and nuclear proliferation, ethical challenges of intelligence, and
analytical methods.
In terms of speakers, this was another star-studded year for the TISS ICCAE. Mark Lowenthal of the Intelligence
& Security Academy launched the fall semester (30 August) by providing a thoughtful analysis of the policyintelligence nexus. This was followed (30 October) by an inspiring talk on leadership by Dalton Jones, who spoke
of his journey as a farmer’s son from a tiny town near New Bern to his current position as Deputy Director of
Intelligence, United States Transportation Command. Shortly thereafter, (8 November) TISS students were treated
to a discussion between Sara Castro and Ambassador Crumpton, a 24- year veteran of the CIA’s clandestine service.
The calendar year ended on another high note with a talk by David Priess (December 4) who shared with us his
knowledge of presidential intelligence briefings. The highlight of the spring was our Careers Forum. One Duke and
three UNC alumni returned to the Triangle to share candid stories about their own careers and offer useful tips.

Thanks to funding from Stanton, we were able to take students back to Y12 and Oak Ridge National Laboratory this
fall. Seen above are students at the graphite reactor, ORNL, and enjoying a relaxing meal at Calhoun’s in Oak Ridge.
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In the fall, we made our annual trek over the mountains to visit
Y12 and the Oak Ridge National Laboratory and in the spring,
we once again visited intelligence agencies, stopping at DIA,
CIA, NCTC, and NGA. Our March Strategic Exercise on Estonia
was a big hit. For the second year running this was designed and
executed by TISS students working in conjunction with specialforces studying for their master’s degree through the JSOMA
program at Fort Bragg). Once again our students excelled. Last
and importantly, our grand finale was a magnificent conference:
Intelligence in a National Security Context, featuring returning
UNC alumnus H.R. McMaster and returning Duke alumna Sue
Gordon. You can read about both of these events in detail later in
this newsletter.
April saw one development both unanticipated and sad – sad, at
any rate, for us. This March, Dr. Sara Castro accepted a tenure
track position at the Air Force Academy. The pain was somewhat
mitigated by the fact that Admiral Dennis Blair, USN, retired,
proved willing to step into the breech. Freshmen this fall have had
the unexpected, thrilling (and possibly intimidating?) experience
of learning about intelligence from a former United States
Director of National Intelligence. Thankfully, this will not be the
last course taught by Admiral Blair. In the meantime, we have
been conducting a nation-wide search for a new faculty person
and will soon fill Sara’s position. Filling her shoes will be another
matter – she combined brilliance as a teacher and researcher, with
dedication, administrative competence, common sense, and a firsthand knowledge of the intelligence community. Those are not
qualities very often found in the same individual.
This summer also saw change at North Carolina Central
University. Rolin Mainuddin, who has worked hard for the past
four years to bring to birth a Security Studies Certificate Program,
decided to step down and focus on his teaching and research.
We have been fortunate to find a wonderful replacement in Dr.
Rakesh Malhotra. Rakesh has been collaborating with us since
before he joined the NCCU faculty. He has a particular interest in
intelligence and a deep devotion to his students. Thanks to him,
the TISS ICCAE now has ties to both the College of Behavioral
Sciences and the Department of Environmental, Earth, and
Geospatial Sciences at North Carolina Central University. We are
happy to welcome Rakesh and his students into the TISS ICCAE
fold.
As we move forward, one of our goals is to secure new sources of
funding to allow us to continue at least some of our extracurricular
activities. Thanks to Peter Feaver, we were able to secure three
years of funding from Stanton for the nuclear non-proliferation
workshop. Our partnership with JSOMA will also continue – it
has proved to be mutually beneficial and the TISS Board has
agreed to provide the relatively modest amount of funding needed
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to continue our annual strategic excersise.
The curriculum part of our program is, I think, quite safe. At
the last count (May 2019), 228 PWAD majors at UNC had
declared a concentration in intelligence and international security.
While only a modest percentage of them will likely formally
join the TISS ICCAE, all will gain a basic understanding of the
intelligence mission, that s the focus of this program. Graduate
students at NCSU can concentrate in intelligence within the
Masters in International Studies Program and undergraduates at
all of our universities will find plenty of courses on intelligence
from which to choose. Feel free to check out our website, which
we recently revised to reflect our changed status: http://tissiccae.
web.unc.edu
I should not end this report without expressing my gratitude to
all those who have done so much to make this program a success.
Our stalwart principal investigators worked tirelessly, doing
everything from mastering federal regulations (not so much
fun) to working with students (fun). To Wayne Lee at UNC, Bill
Boettcher and Mark Nance at NCSU, Tim Nichols at Duke, and
Rolin Mainuddin and Rakesh Malhotra, thank you! Thanks, too,
to the members of our Advisory Board who kept us from getting
into trouble. Peter Feaver, Dick Kohn, and David Schanzer will
continue to serve as watchdogs and wise counsellors for us as we
move forward – joined by Navin Bapat, who as of this semester
has replaced Wayne as Chair of the Curriculum in Peace, War,
and Defense. And thanks, too, to Luke Morgan and Carolyn
Pumphrey, both of whom, like the proverbial Dutch boy, have
quietly and efficiently plugged up holes in our dike, whereever
and whenever they appeared.
Finally, I would like to express my pride in our students. As I
often say, they are so much smarter and better informed than I
was at their age. They have impressed all those with whom they
have come into contact. Their reputation as rigorous analysts and
articulate, thoughtful and well-informed young men and women,
will ensure that what we built over the past five years will last.
Joe Caddell,
TISS ICCAE Director
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TISS@60 Intelligence Conference
From April 11-13, academics and national security professionals gathered in Chapel Hill to share their
knowledge with one another and the public at “TISS at Sixty: Intelligence in a National Security Context.”
Buoyed by stellar keynote presentations from Retired General and former National Security Advisor H. R.
McMaster and The Honorable Susan M. Gordon, Principal Deputy Director of National Intelligence, the TISS
at Sixty Conference gave students, academics, and members of the public the opportunity to participate in a
thrilling exchange of ideas. Participants learned that the most dangerous question to ask H. R. is “what are you
reading,” and learned from Sue Gordon that intelligence work at its best means striving to “know the truth, see
beyond the horizon, [and] allow leaders to act before events dictate.”
Conference attendees had the chance to see six different panel sessions geared toward bridging the gap between
Intelligence and National Security, as well as a reception and poster session featuring the brilliant work of
TISS undergraduate and graduate students. Panelists came to TISS from 12 institutions of higher education, 3
professional organizations, and 9 government agencies.
The first full day focused on the link between Intelligence and National Security in panels focusing on
American Grand Strategy, Diplomacy, and Civil-Military Relations. Panelists sparred over the tensions between
wanting to please policymakers and providing a clear-eyed view of the world when it comes to American
Grand Strategy, diplomacy and transparency in a post-Wikileaks era, and the difficulties of preserving civilian
oversight in the face of needs to generate strategic advantage via Intelligence.
Panel I, on American Grand Strategy and Intelligence, was chaired by Robin Dorff, with James Walsh, Jennifer
Sims, Stephanie O’Sullivan, and Tami Biddle presenting. Walsh critiqued, and argued for the nonexistence
of, American Grand Strategy. Sims presented evidence from her upcoming book Intelligence in International
Politics from the Spanish Armada to Edward Snowden, using empirics to demonstrate that intelligence
services must be estimative and future-facing. O’Sullivan elucidated the risks of politicization for intelligence
services, developing a distinction between aiming to please customers (policymaking) and aiming to tell the
truth (intelligence). Biddle discussed some of the challenges with cultural sophistication in the armed forces,
demonstrating that intelligence can productively compliment, rather than supersede, military efforts.
Panel II, on Diplomacy and Intelligence, was chaired by Ambassador Michael Cotter with Nancy Mitchell,
Ret. Ambassador Robert Pearson, Simon Miles, and Maren Brooks presenting. Mitchell argued for greater
transparency in historical intelligence records, describing the vast quantities of materials left classified that have
no contemporary policymaking impact but would prove deeply valuable for researchers of American foreign
policy. Amb. Pearson defended the value of information sharing between various federal agencies in the context
of diplomacy work, including a particularly memorable analogy: intelligence is the scouting report about the
other team; diplomacy is playing the game. Miles presented research insights into the inner workings of the
Reagan administration’s attitudes toward diplomacy, and how diplomats smoothed the path to allow ReaganGorbachev negotiations. Brooks articulated some inherent tensions between the intelligence-gathering and
politicking work of the Intelligence Community and diplomats, respectively.
Panel III on Intelligence on Civil-Military Relations, was chaired by Richard H. Kohn, with John McLaughlin,
Lindsay P. Cohn, Risa Brooks, and Peter Feaver presenting. McLaughlin described some of the key challenges
for the IC, making it clear across several cases that good analysts must be prepared to present and defend
their work. Cohn made the case for civilian control in Intelligence, noting the difficulties of continued
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civilian control in the face of grave
information (and firepower) asymmetries
between civilian and military populations.
Brooks offered some pressing questions
drawn from her expertise in the field of
Civil-Military Relations, causing some
controversy with her final question: what
does it mean to be professional in an era
when democratic norms and institutions are
under serious duress or even direct attack?
Feaver complicated discussions about
the relationship between intelligence and
policymaking, emphasizing that even the best
of intelligence does not necessarily produce a
single best policy solution.
The second day focused on the work
of teaching Intelligence in the context
of National Security in panels focusing
on practitioners’ perspectives, scholarly
methods, and the relationship between the
academy and the intelligence community.
Practitioners offered points of advice to
students in the audience as they told the story
of their work, methods presenters described
the necessary shifts in intelligence work
in response to changing national security
climates, and our panel on the academy
described a vision for mutually beneficial
relationships between the intelligence
community and the university.
Panel IV, on The Practitioner’s Perspective
on Intelligence, was chaired by Ret. Admiral
Dennis Blair, with Christine Harris, Heather
Messera, Ret. Maj. Gen. Charles Dunlap,
and Yaniv Barzilai presenting. Harris
offered some advice from her work on the
Presidential Daily Briefing, emphasizing
for students in the room that the number
one most valuable trait for work in in the
Intelligence Community is critical thinking
skills. Messera, a Peace War and Defense
alumna, related her career in and out of IC
work, urging students to take careful stock of
their interests and pursue the work that feels
most valuable to them. Dunlap articulated
a wide variety of circumstances in which

Top - Front Row at the McMaster Keynote. Bottom - Panel on
Civil-Military Relations.
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adaptability and a willingness to keep learning served him best during his time consuming intelligence and
working with the military. Barzilai, also a PWAD alumnus, described some dimensions of his intelligence work,
making clear the possibilities and constraints of State-IC collaboration.
Panel V, on Methods, was chaired by William Boettcher, with Emily Goldman, Kathleen Vogel, Kerry
Fosher, Andrew Jordan, and David Siegel Presenting. Goldman argued that the effect of cyberspace on NSA
practices has been to call into question deterrence as a model for national security, emphasizing persistence
as a more productive model of cybersecurity. Vogel described several challenges related to collaboration
between academics and intelligence workers, pointing out that access barriers constrain what the Intelligence
Community can do in terms of building trust with academic collaborators, and emphasizing the need for more
well supported avenues for collaboration. Fosher and Jordan described their collaborative work in developing
an insider threat program, showing the utility of social scientists in aiding that project. Siegel discussed the
promises and pitfalls of big data, arguing for the necessity of a grand theory in order to better organize the ends
to which big data is put.
Panel VI, on Academia’s relationship to Intelligence, was chaired by Tim Nichols, with Joseph Caddell, Sara
Castro, Ruth Tayloe, and Stephen Marrin presenting. Caddell gave attendees a clear understanding of the
difficulties of studying intelligence in the academy, noting that reciprocal relationships between academics
and IC members can be problematic. Castro offered a clear list of skills that universities must seek to develop
in students seeking to be successful IC members, and drew out some of the shortcomings of contemporary
IC-university relationships with an emphasis on the IC’s bad public image. Tayloe described the Lab for
Analytic Sciences at NCSU and its successes in fostering collaboration between academics and practitioners.
Marrin shared the general contours of the field of intelligence studies, arguing that American universities are
insufficiently supporting the development of Intelligence Studies programs.
After three days of conversation and banter, we bid our fantastic panelists farewell, grateful for their
engagement with our TISS community.
Zachary Parker, UNC-Chapel Hill

Above left: Our Sixtieth Anniversary Dinner. Above right: Audience at the McMaster Keynote.
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TISS at Sixty: Musings of a Medievalist
The Intelligence Conference brought together a remarkable group of academics and practitioners. The result was
one of the most stimulating events I have ever attended. What a hotbed of talent met together on those three days!
The group included a former Director and two former Principal Deputy Directors of National Intelligence; a former
Director of Central Intelligence and Senior Director of the White House Situation Room; two retired ambassadors
and a retired two star; and the Director of US Cyber Command, as well as two dozen other distinguished public
servants and academics. It was an honor be that fly on the wall, listening in to their discussions.
For me, however, what made the conference so meaningful was that everyone on the program was connected in
some way to TISS. There were of course our locals – Dick Kohn, Peter Feaver, Joe Caddell, Sara Castro, Charlie
Dunlap, Bill Boettcher, Simon Miles, Nancy Mitchell, Tim Nichols, Ruth Tayloe, Stephanie O’Sullivan, Dennis Blair,
Mike Cotter and Bob Pearson, all of whom have made vital contributions to the TISS mission, some for over thirty
years.
There were also many returning friends. I knew several of them as students when I first joined TISS. Lindsay Cohn
and Christine Harris were talented Feaver neophytes, deeply involved in his work on Civil-Military Relations. Yaniv
Barzila was an earnest Carolina undergraduate, already working on a book and headed for a diplomatic career.
Heather Messera, was a supremely resourceful honor student at UNC and for many years my own trusty, unpaid
assistant. Risa Brooks was one of the graduate students chosen to speak at our very first New Faces Conference.
And of course, H.R. McMaster was a proud Kohn student. They have all gone on to do great things.
Others I knew as former faculty: Robin Dorff (NCSU) and Tami Biddle (Duke), gifted teachers, warm and helpful
colleagues, were members of the TISS Board, while Kathleen Vogel (NCSU) was a tireless fellow traveler in the
early years of the TISS ICCAE project. I have sorely missed all of three of them. Others were speakers who in the
past took precious time out of hectic schedules and came down for a song and a dime to instruct and enlighten our
community: John McLaughlin, Maren Brooks, Jennifer Sims, Kerry Fosher, and Jim Walsh.
Mixed in with all the memories of stimulating discussions of national and international security are other more
personal, wonderful, and funny memories: Of Heather Messera, after a busy day at work, sharing nuggets of
wisdom with students in Arlington, VA on how to navigate DC with no money and no job. Of John McLaughlin,
showing magic tricks to a cluster of enthralled students – before dashing off to yet another presentation. Of
Christine Young, beaming smiles as she welcomed a group of students to her work place. Of Robin Dorff,
delivering a crystal-clear lecture on strategy to a rapt audience of teachers at a World View Conference. Of
Charlie Dunlap, leading the charge for beer after a hard day’s work at the then “dry” Friday Centert. Of Jim Walsh,
explaining heavy water reactors to a Congressman while drving to the Pig for a barbeque fix. And so many more.
On the Conference Agenda, all one sees are names and titles, albeit very distinguished names and titles. To me,
however, what I see is something so much more. These men and women are the reason why I love the Triangle
Institute for Security Studies. For two decades, I have been blessed to work with people who have dedicated their
lives to thinking about the challenges of war and peace, who have been willing to work across the aisle, and have
shared their knowledge with the public. It has been a good sixty years for TISS and a better twenty for me.
Carolyn

...................Robin Dorff, (left) and Jim Walsh (centert) , and Yaniv Barzilae and Tami Biddle (right)..
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Strategic Exercise
On 23 -24 March 2019, TISS and The National
Defense University, College of International
Security Affairs’ (CISA) JSOMA (Joint Special
Operations Master of Arts (Degree Program) held a
Strategic Exercise on the UNC-Chapel Hill campus.
It was a great success, earning praise from both
participants and observers, and making front-page
news in Delfi – the leading Estonian newsportal.
How cool is that!
There are a couple of truly unique features about
this enterprise. First, it is a student designed and
executed event. Second, the students involved are
both soldiers and civilians. An organization, like
TISS, whose bread and butter is civil-military
relations, could not find a more satisfying way to
fulfil a core mission.
This year was the second year of the TISS/JSOMA
collaboration. The Design Team consisted of
twelve JSOMA students engaged in this work
for course credit, and twelve TISS volunteers.
Students in Joe Caddell’s “Warning Intelligence”
class provided additional assistance. Among other
things, they produced an impressive briefing
book. The materials created by the Design Team
– which included injects and a website – were of
high quality and both JSOMA and TISS students
did an excellent job overcoming problems created
by distance, supplementing in person meetings
by WhatsApp group chats. While there were the
inevitable glitches, almost all those involved spoke
positively of their experience working alongside
their counterparts in the military-civilian world.
The scenario focused on a multi-domain conflict
on NATO’s eastern flank in Estonia- and analyzed
actions taken by Estonia, other European countries,
the EU, NATO, Russia and Belarus. It began with
talks given on Friday night by former Ambassador
to Estonia, Aldona Wos, and the Defense Counselor,
Estonian Embassy in Washington, Kadri Peeters,
as well as by local scholars – Robert Jenkins and
Dimitar Bechev – and four student briefers. The
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scenario itself played out on Saturday, involving 75
participants in all (again both soldiers and civilians)
plus mentors (to include Ambassadors Cotter and Litt).
Observers offered high praise for our students. Here
may I quote Peeters – who by her own admission has
participated in many TABLETOP exercises conducted
by the Estonian Government, NATO, and think tanks
in Washington DC). “The exercise was planned and
executed in an extremely professional manner….
Each participant received a detailed briefing book of
300 pages, the scenario was true to life, and during
the exercise students conducted “closed” briefings,
negotiated their positons and explained their decisions
to the general public. I was especially astonished how
thoroughly the participants had studied Estonia, NATO
and Russia.” The students, for their part, found it to be
great fun. “This simulation was a blast. I enjoyed how
it would simulate real events, such as constant incoming
emails, media reports, fake news, injects, and so forth.
I loved how fast paced it was. It makes me have a
greater appreciation for our leaders because it was super
chaotic, and you have to make quick decisions on what
you are doing, what you believe, and communicate with
your team.” (Anonymous participant).
The event was a great learning experience at multiple
levels. It increased awareness about national security
and fostering better understanding among soldiers and
civilians. We are delighted to report that both JSOMA
and TISS are fully committed to continuing this
relationship and are currently planning our next event –
spring 2020.

TISS Speakers Bureau
We continue to serve the public by helping civic groups land speakers. This year our grateful thanks
go to the following for sharing their time and expertise: Cori Dauber, UNC-CH (Media), Jessica Laio,
NCSU (South China Sea), Bill Boettcher, NCSU and Kyle Beardsley, Duke (Nuclear), David Hoffman,
Duke- Law (Cyber), Bob Pearson, US State Department, Retired (State Department), Tim McKeown,
UNC-CH (Trade), Deborah Weismann, UNC-Law (Refugees), Cristina Bejan, Duke (Populism), Bob
Moog, NCSU (Israel/Palestine), Clifford Griffin, NCSU (US and Mexico), and Steve Kelly, Duke
(Japanese Nationalism).
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Changing of the Guard
Patricia L. Sullivan (Ph.D., University of California,
Davis, 2004) will assume her position as Director of
the Triangle Institute for Security Studies on 1 January 2020. Dr. Sullivan has been associated with
TISS since 2004 when she was selected as a TISS
New Face. She has been an active member of TISS
since 2011 and joined the TISS Executive Board in
2014. She is an associate professor in the Department of Public Policy and the Curriculum in Peace,
War, and Defense at the University of North Carolina
at Chapel Hill. and a 2015-2017 Andrew Carnegie
Fellow. Dr. Sullivan teaches courses in foreign policy,
international conflict, national security policy, and
research design. Her research focuses on the use
of military
force, military operations, and
military aid.
She is the
author of
Who Wins?
Predicting
Strategic
Success
and failure
in Armed
Conflict.

Kyle Beardsley (Ph.D., University of California – San
Diego, 2006) will assume his position as Vice-Director of the Triangle Institute for Security Studies on
1 January 2020. He is a professor in the Department of Political Science at Duke University and has
been an active member of TISS since he joined the
Department in 2013. He has been on the Executive
Board since 2017. His research interests focus on the
quantitative study of international conflict and peace
processes. The author of two books – The Mediation
Dilemma and (with Sabrina Karim) Equal Opportunity
Peacekeeping, Dr. Beardsly is especially interested in
questions related to the role of third parties in shaping conflict dynamics, the pervasiveness of gender
power imbalances in security institutions, the
diffusion of
armed conflict across
space, and
the impact
of nuclear
weapons on
international
crisis behavior.
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