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Course Goals

The field of International Relations (IR) encompasses a diverse array of approaches to research applied to nearly every issue you could possibly imagine. As a consequence, it is impossible for any one seminar to cover all the relevant components of this discipline or sub-discipline (depending on how one locates IR within the broader framework of the social sciences).  The goal of this particular seminar is more modest, namely, to expose beginning graduate students (primarily from the Political Science Ph.D. program) to the major themes of IR theory and, specifically, to examples of research drawn from a few of the major IR research traditions. The selection of course materials is just that, a selection that necessarily reflects the instructor’s own biases and perceptions concerning the nature of this field. 

Students should emerge from this course with some sense of how one might bring some order into this complexity. But, ultimately, you’ll have to figure it out for yourself. Each student will return to these same issues at several points in his or her subsequent career. In particular, by completing more specialized seminars each of you will deepen your understanding of particular subfields of IR  Then you will be asked to articulate their comprehension of the field as a whole when it comes time to complete the Ph.D. preliminary examination in International Relations. Shortly thereafter, students on the job interview circuit will be asked, repeatedly, to locate their own work within the literature. Then, at some point, many of you will be asked to design a course much like this one. I strongly suspect you will find that, although the specifics of research projects will have changed in some significant manner, future researchers will still be dealing with many of the same issues covered in this seminar.

In short, this seminar is only the start of a long journey of intellectual development. Where you end up is up to you. I can only help you get started.

Student Responsibilities and Grading Expectations

All seminar participants will be expected to complete a large body of readings, approximately one good-sized book each week. Given the nature of this seminar, readers should pay particular attention to the ways in which different authors approach the study of international relations. Try not to lose sight of the big picture while you slog through what can become, at times, pretty tedious and detailed material. It is especially important to read with a sympathetic eye, for I guarantee you that there will be times when you find yourself in sharp (even intense emotional) disagreement with the author about method or interpretation. Remember that the author is also an intelligent person, who has chosen his or her words with some care. It is your job to understand, not to disparage their intelligence or demean their motivation. 

For purposes of the evaluation of student performance in this seminar, the five following categories of assignments will be graded, and each will be given equal weight in calculation of overall course grades.

1. Class Discussion. Students are expected to read the assigned material and to participate actively in class discussions. This is a seminar, not a lecture class. Particular notice will be given those students most capable of making the types of comments that improve the overall quality of our conversation. 

2. Discussion Memos. To facilitate the likelihood of productive class discussions, I have found it useful to require students to prepare brief memos on each week’s readings. These memos should be BRIEF, no more that a single page in length (if single spaced, two if double spaced). ****** DO NOT SUMMARIZE THE READINGS !!!! ****** (Is that clear enough?) Instead, highlight a few important points, questions, criticisms, or concerns that you consider worthy of further discussion. And choose your points wisely, for you will be asked to explain yourself during class. Memos will be due on the Wednesday before class, by 5 PM at the latest. Earlier would be better. Each student will complete a total of five memos, which works out to approximately one every other week. Details of the rotation scheme will be worked out during the first class period. (The initial plan is for everyone to submit a memo for week 5, and division of the class into two groups which will alternate for the weeks 2-3, 6-7, 8-9, and 10-11.)

3. Literature Report Number 1. A report on different ways to approach research on some particular research topic. Pick some substantive topic and locate and evaluate three examples of published research (journals, books, websites) that approach this particular question from very different vantage points. (Guidance on search procedures will be provided upon request.) Then, in a report of 2 single-spaced pages (max), succinctly summarize their approaches and how they differ. Your conclusion should point to actual or potential ways in which researchers taking these different approaches have or could have learned from each other, or at least how an impartial observer might integrate these findings. (Students are encouraged to discuss their topic with the instructor before completing this report.)

4. Literature Report Number 2. An evaluation of different responses to some "hot topic," either a particularly noticeable real-world event or an article or book that garnered attention beyond the bounds of academia. A list of potential hot topics is included at the end of this syllabus. Students may write on other subjects, provided they have been approved by the instructor. The point of this evaluation report is to compare and contrast responses or interpretations of these events or criticisms of these arguments that come at this particular topic from very different vantage points. The report should cover at least five vantage points that inspired significantly different responses, interpretations, or criticisms. The last two sessions of the semester will be devoted to discussion of student reports on these topics.

5. Final Exam. During finals week, you will be asked to respond to a question drawn from one of our recent field exams. Responses should be completed in a period of 2 hours. Students will NOT be allowed to submit pre-packaged answers, although preparing some notes ahead of time is certainly a good idea. A limit of five double-spaced pages will be strictly enforced on the answers. If you write any more, I won’t read it. The point of this exercise is to test the student’s initial comprehension of this material, and to lower the anxiety associated with the format of taking preliminary exams. 

Texts and Reserve Readings

The following paperback textbooks have been ordered and should be available in IU and TIS bookstores:

Carr, Edward H., The Twenty Years’ Crisis: An Introduction to the Study of International Relations, 1964, Harper & Row [orig. published 1939]

Donnelly, Jack, Realism and International Relations, Cambridge U. Press, 2000

Hobson, John M. The State and International Relations, Cambridge U Press, 2000

Katzenstein, Peter J., ed., The Culture of National Security: Norms and Identity in World Politics, Columbia U. Press, 1996

Keck, Margaret E., and Kathryn Sikkink, Activists Beyond Borders: Advocacy Networks in International Politics, Cornell University Press, 1998

Lepgold, Joseph, and Miroslav Nincic, Beyond the Ivory Tower: International Relations Theory and the Issue of Policy Relevance, Columbia U Press, 2001

Rosamond, Ben. Theories of European Integration, St. Martin’s, 2000

Young, Oran R. Governance in World Affairs, Cornell University Press, 1999

Copies of these textbooks will be also available on reserve in two locations:


Political Science Research Collections, Woodburn Hall 200


IUB Main Library Reserves, Kent Cooper Room, Basement

Copies of all additional required readings will be made available at one or both sites. Some readings will also be available on-line from IU library resources. Details will be given in class (or on OnCourse).

Abridged versions of several assigned readings are included in the widely-used text International Relations Theory, edited by Paul Viotti and Mark Kauppi, which has gone through several editions with only minimal changes. Copies will be available on reseve. But use this work with caution, for you will find that your instructor takes great exception to the traditional way in which these editors organize the field into three overarching paradigms of dubious meaning (in my view at least). They do accurately reflect the way the filed is typically defined, but I find this to be a stultifying structure.

Two other volumes written primarily for undergraduate students may also prove useful to students seeking a broad overview of the field. These are (1) Bruce Russett and Harvey Starr, The Menu for Choice, W.H. Freeman, various editions and (2) John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, Oxford University Press. Copies may be available on reserve.

Schedule of Topics, Readings, and Other Assignments

Week 1 (Sept. 5) Introduction to Course and to the Field of International Relations

Discussion of syllabus, course requirements, and handouts, including “A Consumer's Guide to Distinctions and Debates in IR Theory”
Initial discussion of the question: What is international relations?
Week 2 (Sept. 12). Distinctions and Debates in IR Theory: An Initial Look

Rosenau, James N. 1980. "Thinking Theory Thoroughly," in The Scientific Study of Foreign Policy, revised edition, New York: Free Press, pp. 19‑31. [reprinted in Viotti-Kauppi, International Relations Theory, 2nd edition, pp. 23-34] 

Bull, Hedley, "International Theory: The Case for a Classical Approach," pp. 20-38 Knorr, Klaus, and J.N. Rosenau, eds., 1969. Contending Approaches to International Politics: 

Singer, J. David, "The Incompleat Theorist: Insight Without Evidence," Knorr, Klaus, and J.N. Rosenau, eds., 1969. Contending Approaches to International Politics pp. 62-86

Vasquez, John A. 2000. “What Do We Know About War,” in John A. Vasquez, ed., What Do We Know About War? , Rowman & Littlefield, pp. 335-370.

Waltz, Kenneth. 1979. Theory of International Politics, chapters 4-6, pp. 60-128.  (Reprinted in Robert Keohane, ed., Neorealism and its Critics, pp. 47-97)

Byman, Daniel L., and Kenneth M. Pollack. 2001. “Let Us Now Praise Great Men: Bringing the Statesman Back In,” International Security, 25 (4): 107-146.

Week 3 (Sept. 19). An Overview of the Many Varieties of “Realism” 

Morgenthau, Hans, Politics Among Nations, revised 5th edition.  New York: Knopf, "A Realist Theory of International Politics," "Political Power," "The Essence of National Power," "Elements of National Power," and  "Evaluation of National Power," ch. 1, 3, 8‑10, pp. 3‑17, 31‑52, 117‑183. (skim; all editions will be nearly identical)

Thucydides, "The Melian Dialogue" from History of the Peloponnesian War [reprinted in Viotti and Kauppi, IR Theory, 2nd ed., pp. 84-90, and in many, many other edited volumes]

Hobbes, Thomas. 1651. "On the Natural Condition of Mankind," Leviathan, chapter 13 (excerpted in Viotti and Kauppi, IR Theory, 2nd ed., pp. 94-98)

Donnelly, Jack, Realism and International Relations (entire) 

Hobson, John M. The State and International Relations, chapters 1-2

Lepgold, Joseph, and Miroslav Nincic, Beyond the Ivory Tower: International Relations Theory and the Issue of Policy Relevance, chapters 1-4 [skim]

Week 4 (Sept. 26). NO CLASS

REPORT 1 due by following Monday, Sept. 30, 5 PM at the latest

Week 5 (Oct. 3). A Close Look at a Modern Day Classic of IR Theory

Carr, Edward H., The Twenty Years’ Crisis: An Introduction to the Study of International Relations, 1964, Harper & Row [orig. published 1939], entire book (including prefaces)

Week 6. (Oct. 10).  An Overview of Research Approaches That Might Be Called “Liberal”

Zacher, Mark W., and Richard A. Matthew, "Liberal International Theory: Common Threads, Divergent Threads" In Charles W. Kegley, Jr., ed., Controversies in International Relations Theory, 1995, pp. 107-150.

Hobson, John M. The State and International Relations, chapter 3 (liberalism)

Bull, Hedley. 1977. The Anarchical Society, chapters 2-3, pp. 23-76.

Putnam, Robert D. 1988. "Diplomacy and Domestic Politics: The Logic of Two-Level Games," International Organization, 42, 427-460.

Lepgold, Joseph, and Miroslav Nincic, Beyond the Ivory Tower: International Relations Theory and the Issue of Policy Relevance, chapter 5 (democratic peace)

Week 7 (Oct. 17). So Does Europe Still Fit In this Field? Some Approaches to the European Union

Rosamond, Ben. Theories of European Integration, entire

Final approval of assignment of Hot Topics for Report 2.

Week 8 (Oct. 24). From Issue-Specific Regimes to Global Governance? 

Little, Richard. "International Regimes," in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition, chapter 14.

Lepgold, Joseph, and Miroslav Nincic, Beyond the Ivory Tower: International Relations Theory and the Issue of Policy Relevance, chapter 6 (international institutions)

Young, Oran R. Governance in World Affairs, entire

Handout (to be distributed)

Week 9. (Oct. 31)  Are Networks of Transnational Relations Part of IR?

Nadelmann, Ethan. 1990. “Global Prohibition Regimes,” International Organization, 44:479-526

Keck, Margaret E., and Kathryn Sikkink, Activists Beyond Borders: Advocacy Networks in International Politics, entire

Week 10 (Nov 7). A Close Look at One Version of Something Called “Constructivism”

Wendt, Alexander. 1992. "Anarchy is What States Make of It: The Social Construction of Power Politics," International Organization, 46: 391-425. [reprinted in Viotti and Kauppi, IR Theory, later editions]

Checkel, Jeffrey T. 1998. "The Constructivist Turn in International Relations Theory," World Politics 50.2 (1998) 324-348.

Katzenstein, Peter J., ed., The Culture of National Security: Norms and Identity in World Politics, New York: Columbia University Press, chapters 1-5, 10-13.

Week 11 (Nov. 14). Constructivism, Political Culture, and Decision-Making

Hobson, John M. The State and International Relations, chapter 5 (constructivism)

Katzenstein, Peter J., ed., The Culture of National Security: Norms and Identity in World Politics, New York: Columbia University Press, chapters 6-9.

George, Alexander. "The Operational Code," International Studies Quarterly, 1969, 13:190‑222.

Review Byman and Pollack (from week 2)

Allison, Graham. 1969. "Conceptual Models and the Cuban Missile Crisis" American Political Science Review 63: 689-718. (in Viotti and Kauppi, IR Theory, 2nd ed., pp. 342-374)

​Drezner, Daniel W. 2000. “Ideas, Bureaucratic Politics, and the Crafting of Foreign Policy,” American Journal of Political Science 44: 733-749.

Week 12 (Nov. 21). A Sampling of the Many Approaches Not Covered Here In Any Detail

Peterson, V. Spike. 2000. “A ‘Gendered Global Hierarchy’?,” in Greg Fry and Jacinta O’Hagan, eds., Contenting Images of World Politics, 199-213.

Enloe, Cynthia, "A Feminist Perspective on Foreign Military Bases," in Joseph Gerson and Bruce Birchard, eds., The Sun Never Sets: Confronting the Network of U.S. Military Bases, 1991, pp. 95-106.

Tickner, J. Ann. 1995. "Re-visioning Security," in Ken Booth and Steve Smith, eds., International Relations Theory Today, chapter 8, pp. 175-197.

Wallerstein, I. "Patterns and Perspectives of the Capitalist World-Economy, " in Viotti and Kauppi, International Relations Theory, 2nd ed., pp. 501-512.

Deudney, Daniel H. 1999. "Bringing Nature Back In: Geopolitical Theory from the Greeks to the Global Era," in D.H. Deudney and Richard A. Matthew, eds., Contested Grounds: Security and Conflict in the New Environmental Politics, SUNY Press, pp. 25-57.

Smith, Steve. 2001. "Reflectivist and Constructivist Approaches to International Theory," in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition, Oxford University Press, chapter 11, pp. 224-249.

Hobson, John M. The State and International Relations, chapters 5, 7, 8 (Marxism, historical sociology, and conclusion)

NO CLASS – THANKSGIVING BREAK

Week 13 (Dec. 5). Discussion of Student Reports on Hot Topics (Part 1)

Lepgold, Joseph, and Miroslav Nincic, Beyond the Ivory Tower: International Relations Theory and the Issue of Policy Relevance, chapters 1-4 (review) and 7

Week 14 (Dec. 12). Discussion of Student Reports on Hot Topics (Part 2)
Schedule for Student Presentations
Table Giving an Overview of Arguments as Reported by Students
Finals Week. Final Examination (Time TBA)

List of Suggested “Hot Topics” for Literature Report Number 2

Real-World Events:


End of the Cold War


Genocide in Rwanda


Sept. 11, 2001

Institutional Changes:


International Criminal Court


NATO Expansion 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security

Influential Arguments:

Axelrod, Robert M. 1984. The Evolution of Cooperation, and Kenneth Oye, ed., Cooperation Under Anarchy (World Politics, Oct.1985)

Gaddis, John Lewis. 1986. "The Long Peace: Elements of Stability in the Postwar International System," International Security, 10 (4), (Spring), 99-142; and The Long Peace and Charles W. Kegley, Jr., ed. The Long Postwar Peace

Mueller, John. 1988. "The Essential Irrelevance of Nuclear Weapons: Stability in the Postwar World," International Security, 13:55-79, and Retreat From Doomsday: The Obsolescence of Major War.
Fukuyama, Francis. 1989. The End of History?, The National Interest, Summer 1989, 3-18, and subsequent book The End of History and the Last Man; see also claims about the "triumph of liberalism" 

Ohmae, Kenichi. 1990. The Borderless World: Power and Strategy in the Global Marketplace. 

Samuel Huntington, "The Clash of Civilizations?" Foreign Affairs, Summer 1993, pp. 22-49, and The Clash of Civilizations and The Remaking of World Order

Kaplan, “The Coming Anarchy” in Atlantic and subsequent book The Coming Anarchy: Shattering the Dreams of the Post-War World. See also World Bank-sponsored research on “Greed and Grievance” in civil wars (Paul Collier and collaborators)

Homer-Dixon, Thomas. 1991. “On the Threshold: Environmental Changes as Causes of Acute Conflict,” International Security 16(2): 76-116 and “Environmental Scarcities and Violent Conflict: Evidence from Cases,” International Security 19(1):5-40; Environment, Scarcity and Violence, 1999; see also Michael Klare, Resource Wars, 2001.

De Soto, Hernando. 2000. The Mystery of Capital: Why Capitalism Triumphs in  the West and Fails Everywhere Else.

Feaver, Peter D., and Richard H. Kohn. 2001. Soldiers and Civilians: The Civil-Military Gap and American National Security.

Students should check to see if their chosen topic is covered in Greg Fry and Jacinta O’Hagan, eds., Contenting Images of World Politics, 2000 [to be placed on reserve in the Main Library]

Note: Approval from the instructor is required to substitute any other topics for items on this list. Two of the most likely other likely candidates, the democratic peace and the European Union, are not appropriate since both were covered in some detail in the assigned readings.
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