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Course Description

This course is a continuation of “Theories of International Relations—I” (doctoral program) and is aimed at exploring potentially relevant components of theories of international relations and appraise various claims of understanding, explaining, and analyzing the patterns of international relations.


In this semester, relations of international relations theory with the following topics or schools of thought will be introduced and discussed: power, foreign policy decision-making, social constructivism, the English School, post-modernism, feminism, critical theory, neo-Marist approach, state/territoriality/sovereignty, geopolitics and geoeconomics, as well as non-state actors.  In addition, the theory and practice of international relations studies will be touched upon in order to present a somewhat vague linkage between academic researches of international relations and real-world politics.
Course Requirements

Students should read a core set of readings (asterisked ones) prior to class.  Starting from March 23, every time before the class meets, each student should write a short essay on one of the core readings of the specific week and submit to the instructor two days prior to class (that is, before Wednesday 10:10am).  The length of the short essay is approximately 3-to-4 pages, single-spaced, with a concise summary and comments on the specific reading read.  At the end of the essay, each student should present and prepare at least two questions for class discussions.  Each student will have 10 minutes to present their short essays. 
A term paper that theoretically and critically reviews a select topic or issue will be due 10 days after the end of this course, that is, July 9 at 12:00pm.  The minimum length of the term paper (including footnotes or endnotes) is 10 pages, single-spaced.  Students should present to the class their topics or issues to be reviewed and their research methods, reference resources, and so on.
It is imperative that all students should participate fully in class discussion.  In-class quizzes may be possible if the level of students’ participation in discussions appears less satisfactory.
Required Books

There is no required textbook for this course.  However, students are strongly encouraged to purchase at least two of the following books for further reference:

Michael P. Sullivan, ed., Theories of International Relations (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007).
Timothy Dunne, Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith, eds., International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity (Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press, 2006).
James E. Dougherty and Robert L. Pfaltzgraff, Contending Theories of International Relations: A Comprehensive Survey, 5th Edition (New York: Longman, 2005).
Scott Burchill, et al., Theories of International Relations, 3rd Edition (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2005).

David Boucher, Political Theories of International Relations: From Thucydides to the Present (New York: Oxford University Press, 2004).
Colin Elman and Miriam Fendius Elman, eds., Progress in International Relations Theory: Appraising the Field (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Belfor Center for Science and International Affairs, Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University, 2003).

Karin M. Fierke and Knud Erik Jørgensen, eds., Constructing International
Relations: the Next Generation (New York: M. E. Sharpe, 2001).
Walter Carlsnaes, Beth Simmons, and Thomas Risse, eds., Handbook of International Relations (New York: SAGE, 2001).
Course Grading

The final score will be based upon:

I. Nine short essays (graded “Pass w/ distinction”, “Pass,” or “Redo”): 45%

II. A final term paper: 25%; and 
III. Class participation, especially discussions of essays: 30%.
Notice:  Late assignments and plagiarism will result in penalty.  Assignments with serious plagiarism will not be accepted and graded.  Wrong format of notes, references and/or bibliography will affect the grade to a great extent.
Schedule of Classes
Week 1 (2/21)

Course Administration

Possibly participation in the speech of Ms. Jody Williams, founding coordinator of the International Campaign to Ban Landmines (ICBL) and 1997 Nobel Peace Laureate.
Week 2 (2/28)

National Memorial Day; No Class.

Power: Now and Then 
Meaning and Measurements of Power

Peter Bachrach and Morton Baratz, “Two Faces of Power,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 56, No. 4 (1962), pp. 947-952.

Klans Knor, The Power of Nations (New York: Basic Books, 1975).
*Jeffrey Hart, “Three Approaches to the Measurement of Power in International Relations,” International Organization, Vol. 30, No. 2 (Spring 1976), pp. 289-305.
*David Baldwin, “Power Analysis in World Politics: New Trends versus Old Tendencies,” World Politics, Vol. 31, No. 2 (1979), pp. 161-194.
David Baldwin, Paradoxes of Power (Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1989).

Richard L. Merritt and Dina A. Zinnes, “Alternative Indices of National Power,” in Michael Ward and Richard Stoll, eds., Power in World Politics (Boulder, Colorado: Lynne Rienner, 1989), pp. 11-28.
Charles Kupchan, “After Pax Americana: Benign Power, Regional Integration, and the Sources of a Stable Multipolarity,” International Security, No. 23, No. 2 (Fall 1998), pp. 40-79.
Stefano Guzzini, “Constructivist Analysis of the Concept of Power,” Millennium, Vol. 33, No. 3 (2005), pp. 495-521.
Power Politics and Balance of Power

John A. Vasquez, The Power of Power Politics: From Classical Realism to Neotraditionalism (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1999), Chs. 9, 10, and 12.
James J. Wirtz, “The Balance of Power Paradox,” in T. V. Paul, James J. Wirtz, and Michel Fortmann, eds., Balance of Power: Theory and Practice in the 21st Century (Stanford, California: Stanford University Press), pp. 127-149.
Michael P. Sullivan, Power in Contemporary International Politics (Columbia, South Carolina: University of South Carolina Press, 1990).
*Paul Papayoanou, “Economic Interdependence and the Balance of Power,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 41, No. 1 (March 1997), pp. 113-140.
David A. Lake, “Leadership, Hegemony, and the International Economy,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 37, No. 4 (December 1993), pp. 459-489. 
*Joanne Gowa and Edward Mansfield, “Power Politics and International Trade,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 87, No. 2 (June 1993), pp. 408-20.
Power Transition and Cycle

Ronald L. Tammen, et al., eds., Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21st Century (New York: Seven Bridges Press, 2000), pp. 3-60.

Charles F. Doran, Economics, Philosophy of History, and the ‘Single Dynamic’ of Power Cycle Theory: Expectations, Competition, and Statecraft, International Political Science Review (Revue internationale de science politique), Vol. 24, No. 1 (January 2006), pp. 13-49.
Application of Power

George H. Quester, “The Future Use of Military Power,” in Richard H. Shultz, Jr., Roy Godson, and George H. Quester, eds., Security Studies for the 21st Century (Washington, D.C., and London: Brassey’s, 1997), Ch. 4.

*Joseph Nye, “Soft Power,” Foreign Policy, No. 80 (Fall 1990), pp. 153-171.
Joseph S. Nye, Jr., Soft Power: The Means to Success in World Politics (New York: PublicAffairs, 2004), Chs. 1, 2, and 3.
Linus Hagström, “Relational Power for Foreign Policy Analysis: Issues in Japan’s China Policy,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 11, No. 3 (September 2005), pp. 395-430.
Week 3 (3/06)

IR Theory and Foreign Policy Decision-making
Link between IR Theory and FP

Laura Neack, Jeanne A. K. Hey and Patrick J. Haney, eds., Foreign Policy Analysis: Continuity and Change in Its Second Generation (Englewood Cliffs, California: Prentice Hall, 1995).
*Alexander L. George, Bridging the Gap: Theory and Practice in Foreign Policy (Washington, D.C.: United States Institute of Peace, 1993), pp. 3-30 and 107-114.
Bruce W. Jentleson, “In Pursuit of Praxis: Applying International Relations Theories to Foreign Policy-making,” in Miroslav Nincic and Joseph Lepgold, eds., Being Useful: Policy Relevance and International Relations Theory (Ann Arbor, Michigan: University of Michigan Press, 2000), pp. 129-149.
Fred Chernoff, The Power of International Theory: Reforging the Link to Foreign Policy- Making through Scientific Enquiry (New York: Routledge, 2005), pp. 1-4 and 126-171.
Steve Smith, “Describing and Explaining Foreign Policy Behavior,” Policy, Vol. 17, No. 3 (Spring 1985), pp. 595-607. 
*David A. Baldwin, “Success and Failure in Foreign Policy,” Annual Review of Political Science, Vol. 3 (June 2000), pp. 167-182.

Foreign Policy Decisionmaking Analysis

*James N. Rosenau, “Comparative Foreign Policy: One-time Fad, Realized Fantasy, and Normal Field,” in Charles W. Kegley, Jr., et al, eds., International Events and the Comparative Analysis of Foreign Policy (Columbus, South Carolina: University of South Carolina Press, 1975), pp. 3-38.
Maurice A. East, “Size and Foreign Policy Behavior: A Test of Two Models,” World Politics, Vol. 25, No. 4 (July 1973), pp. 556-576.
Joe D. Hagan, “Domestic Political Regime Changes and Third World Voting Realignments in the United Nations, 1946-84,” International Organization, Vol. 43, No. 3 (Summer 1989), pp. 505-541.
Graham T. Allison and Philip Zelikow, Essence of Decision: Explaining the Cuban Missile Crisis, 2nd Edition (New York: Pearson Education, 1999), Chs. 1, 3 and 5. 
Irving Janis. Groupthink, 2nd Edition (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1982), Chs. 1, 2, and pp.174-77.

Charles Lindblom. “The Science of ‘Muddling Through’,” Public Administration Review, Vol. 19, No. 2 (Spring 1959), pp. 79-88.
Scott Plous, The Psychology of Judgement and Decision Making (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1993), pp. 94-214.
Robert Jervis, Perception and Misperception in International Politics (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1976), Ch. 1.
Sidney Verba, “Assumptions of Rationality and Non-Rationality in Models of the International System,” World Politics, Vol. 14, No. 1 (October 1961), pp. 93-117. 

Harald Müller and Thomas Risse-Kappen, “From the Outside In and from the Inside Out: International Relations, Domestic Politics, and Foreign Policy,” in David Skidmore and Valerie Hudson, eds., The Limits of State Autonomy: Societal Groups and Foreign Policy Formulation (Boulder, Colorado: Westview, 1993), pp. 25-48.
*Charles F. Hermann and Gregory Peacock, “The Evolution and Future of Theoretical Research in the Comparative Study of Foreign Policy,” in Charles F. Hermann, Charles W. Kegley, Jr., and James N. Rosenau, eds., New Directions in the Study of Foreign Policy (Boston: Allen & Unwin, 1987), pp. 13-32. 

Bruce E. Moon, “Political Economy Approaches to the Comparative Study of Foreign Policy,” in Ibid., pp. 33-52.
John A. Vasquez, “Foreign Policy, Learning, and War,” in Ibid., pp. 366-383.

Margaret P. Karns and Karen A. Mingst, “International Organizations and Foreign Policy: Influence and Instrumentality,” in Ibid., pp. 454-474.

Alexander L. George, Presidential Decisionmaking in Foreign Policy: The Effective Use of Information and Advice (Boulder, Colorado: Westview, 1980).
Crisis Decisionmaking
Gregory Herek, Irving Janis, and Paul Huth, “Decision Making During International Crises: Is Quality of Process Related to Outcome?” Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol. 31, No. 2 (June 1987), pp. 203–226.
*Peter F. Trumbore and Mark A. Boyer, “International Crisis Decisionmaking as a Two-Level Process,” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 37, No. 6 (November 2000), pp. 679-697.

Week 4 (3/13)
(Social) Constructivism

*Alexander Wendt, “Anarchy is What States Make of it: The Social Construction of Power Politics,” International Organization, Vol. 46, No. 2 (Spring 1992), pp.391-425. 

John Gerald Ruggie, “What Makes the World Hang Together? Neo-Utilitarianism and the Social Constructivist Challenge,” International Organization, Vol. 52, No. 4 (Autumn 1998), pp.855-885. 
*Emanuel Adler, “Seizing the Middle Ground: Constructivism in World Politics,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 3, No. 3 (September 1997), pp. 319-363.
Alexander Wendt, “Constructing International Politics,” International Security, Vol. 20, No. 1 (Summer 1995), pp. 71-81.
Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1999).

Stefano Guzzini and Anna Leander, eds., Constructivism and International Relations: Alexander Wendt and His Critics (New York: Routledge, 2006). 

*Friedrich Kratochwil, “Constructing a New Orthodoxy? Wendt’s Social Theory of International Politics and the Constructivist Challenge,” Millennium, Vol.29, No.1 (January 2000). pp. 73-101.
*Ted Hopf, “The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory,” International Security, Vol. 23, No. 1 (Summer 1998), pp.171-200.
Nicholas Onuf, “Constructivism: A User’s Manual,” in Vendulka Kubalkova, Nicholas Onuf, and Paul Kowert, eds., International Relations in a Constructed World (Armonk, New York: M. E. Sharpe, 1998), pp. 58-78.

Paul Kowert, “Agent versus Structure in the Construction of National Identity,” in Ibid., pp, 101-122.

Steve Smith, “Foreign Policy Is What States Make of It: Social Construction and International Relations Theory,” in Vendulka Kubalkova, ed., Foreign Policy in a Constructed World (Armonk, New York: M. E. Sharpe, 2001), pp. 38-55.
Ted Hopf, Social Construction of International Politics: Identity & Foreign Policies, Moscow, 1955 & 1999 (Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press, 2002), Chs. 1 and 6.

Jeffrey T. Checkel, “Why Comply? Social Learning and European Identity Change,” International Organization, Vol. 55, No. 3 (Summer 2001), pp. 553-588. 

“Middle Ground or Halfway House? Social Constructivism and the Theory of European Integration,” in Jörg Friedrichs, European Approaches to International Relations Theory: A House with Many Mansions (New York: Routledge, 2004), pp. 105-126.
Paul A. Kowert, “National Identity: Inside and Out,” in Glenn Chafetzs, Michael Spirtas, and Benjamin Frankel, eds., The Origin of National Interests (London: Frank CASS, 1999), pp.1-34.
*Stefano Guzzini, “A Reconstruction of Constructivism in International Relations,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 6, No. 2 (June 2000), pp. 147-182.

Matha Finnemore, National Interests in International Society (Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press, 1996), Chs. 1 and 5.
*Ole Wæver, “The Sociology of a Not So International Discipline: American and European Developments in International Relations,” in Peter J. Katzenstein, Robert O. Keohane, and Stephen D. Krasner, eds., Exploration and Contestation in the Study of World Politics (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1999), pp. 47-87.  (Originally published in International Organization, Vol. 52, No. 4, Autumn 1998)
J. Samuel Barkin, “Realist Constructivism,” International Studies Review, Vol. 5, No. 6 (December 2003), pp. 325-342.

Lars Erik Cederman and Christopher Daase, “Endogenizing Corporate Identities: The Next Step in Constructivist IR Theory,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 9, No. 1 (March 2003), pp. 5-35
Week 5 (3/20)

The English School
Hedley Bull, The Anarchical Society: The Study of Order in World Politics, 2nd Edition (New York: Columbia University Press, 1995), Parts I and III. 
Martin Wight, “Western Values in International Relations,” in Herbert Butterfield and Martin Wight, eds., Diplomatic Investigations: Essays in the Theory of International Politics (London: Allen & Unwin, 1966), pp. 89-131.
Barry Buzan and Richard Little, International Systems in World History: Remaking the Study of International Relations (New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), pp. 15-67. 
*Barry Buzan, “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 27, No. 3 (July 2001), p.471-488.

Barry Buzan, From International to World Society? English School Theory and the Social Structure of Globalisation (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2004), pp. 6-62, and 228-270.
Adam Watson, The Evolution of International Society: A Comparative, Historical Analysis (London: Routledge, 1992), pp. 238-250, 265-276, and 299-310.
*Andrew Linklater, “The English School,” in Scott Burchill, et al., Theories of International Relations, 3rd Edition (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2005), pp. 110-136.

Andrew Linklater and Hidemi Suganami, The English School of International Relations: A Contemporary Reassessment (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006), Chs. 1-4.
Alex J. Bellamy, ed., International Society and Its Critics (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2005). 

“Third Way or via Media? The International Society Approach of the English School,” in Jörg Friedrichs, European Approaches to International Relations Theory: A House with Many Mansions (New York: Routledge, 2004), pp. 89-104.
Timothy Dunne, Inventing International Society: A History of the English School (London Macmillan, 1998), Ch. 1.
Andrew Hurrell, “International Society and the Study of Regimes: A Reflective Approach,” in Peter Mayer and Volker Rittberger, eds., Regime Theory and International Relations (New York: Oxford University Press, 1993), pp. 49-72.

*Martin Griffiths, “Order and International Society: The Real Realism?” Review of International Studies, Vol. 18, No. 3 (July 1992), pp. 217-240.

*Ole Wæver, “International Society: Theoretical Promises Unfulfilled?” Cooperation and Conflict, Vol. 27, No. 1 (1992), pp. 97-128.
*Timothy Dunne, “International Society: Theoretical Promises Fulfilled?” Cooperation and Conflict, Vol. 30, No. 2 (1995), pp. 125-154.
Ronnie D. Lipschutz, “Reconstructing World Politics: The Emergence of Global Civil Society,” in Jeremy Larkins and Rick Fawn, eds., International Society after the Cold War: Anarchy and Order Reconsidered (London: Macmillan, 1996), pp. 101-131. 

Graham Evans, “E. H. Carr and International Relations,” British Journal of International Studies, Vol. 1, No. 2 (July 1975), pp. 77-97.

William Bain, “The Political Theory of Trusteeship and the Twilight of International Equality,” International Relations, Vol. 17, No. 1 (January 2003), pp. 59-77.

Yale H. Ferguson, “Hedley Bull’s The Anarchical Society Revisited: States or Polities in Global Politics?“ in B. A. Roberson, ed., International Society and the Development of International Relations Theory (London: Continuum International Publishing Group, 2002), pp. 184-209.
Ole Wæver, “Four Meanings of International Society: A Trans-Atlantic Dialogue,” in Ibid., pp. 80-144. 
Ian Clark, “Legitimacy in a Global Order,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 29, No. S1 (December 2003), pp. 75-95.

*Richard Little, “The English School’s Contribution to the Study of International Relations,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 6, No. 3 (September 2000), pp. 395-422.
Christian Reus-Smit, “Imagining Society: Constructivism and the English School,” British Journal of Politics and International Relations, Vol. 4, No. 3 (October 2002), pp. 487-509.
Week 6 (3/27)


Week 7 (4/03)

Spring Break; No Class.
Week 8 (4/10) 
Post-modernism and Feminism 

Postmodernism

James Der Derian and Michael J. Shapiro, eds., International/Intertextual Relations; Postmodern Readings of World Politics (Lexington, Massachusetts: Lexington Books, 1989).
Darryl S. L. Jarvis, ed., International Relations and the “Third Debate”: Postmodernism and Its Critics (Westport, Connecticut: Greenwood Publishing Group, 2002). 

Jennifer Milliken, “The Study of Discourse in International Relations: A Critique of Research and Methods,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 5, No. 2 (1999), pp. 225-254

James Der Derian, “Post-Theory: The Eternal Return of Ethics in International Relations,” in Michael W. Doyle and G. John Ikenberry, eds., New Thinking in International Relations Theory (Boulder, Colorado: Westview, 1997), pp. 54-76.

*John Gerard Ruggie, “Territoriality and Beyond: Problematizing Modernity in International Relations,” International Organization, Vol. 47, No. 1 (Winter 1993), pp. 139-174.

*Oyvind Osterud, “Antinomies of Postmodernism in International Studies,” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 33, No. 4 (November 1996), pp. 385-390. (Also read and summarize the following essays.)

Patomaki, Heikki, “The Rhetorical Strategies and the Misleading Nature of Attacks of ‘Postmodernism’: A Reply to Osterud,” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 34, No. 3, pp. 325-329.

Steve Smith, Epistemology, Postmodernism and International Relations Theory: A Reply to Osterud,” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 34, No. 3 (August 1997), pp. 330-336.

Oyvind Osterud, “Focus on Postmodernism: A Rejoinder,” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 34, No. 3 (August 1997), pp. 337-338.

*Richard Devetak, “Postmodernism,” in Scott Burchill, et al., Theories of International Relations, 3rd Edition (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2005), pp. 161-187.

Richard K. Ashley, “The Poverty of Neorealism,” International Organization, Vol. 38, No. 2 (Spring 1984), pp. 225-286.

Richard K. Ashley, “The Powers of Anarchy: Theory, Sovereignty, and the Domestication of Global Life,” in James Der Derian, ed., International Theory: Critical Investigations (London: Macmillan, 1995), pp. 94-128. 
Feminism

Jean Bethke Elshtain, “Feminist Themes and International Relations,” in Ibid., pp. 340-362.
J. Ann Tickner, Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on Achieving Global Security (New York: Columbia University Press, 1992), pp. 1-66.

J. Ann Tickner, “Hans Morgenthau’s Principles of Political Realism: A Feminist Reproduction,” Millennium, Vol. 17, No. 3 (Winter 1988), pp. 429-440.
*J. Ann Tickner, “You Just Don’t Understand: Troubled Engagements between Feminists and IR Theorists,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 41, No. 4 (December 1997), 611-632.
Christine Sylvester, Feminist Theory and International Relations in a Postmodern Era (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1994), Chs. 3 and 4.

Christine Sylvester, Feminist International Relations: An Unfinished Journey (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2001). 
Susan Ship, “And What about Gender? Feminism and International Relations Theory’s Third Debate,” in Clair Turenne Sjolander and Wayne S. Cox, eds., Beyond Positivism: Critical Reflections on International Relations (Boulder, Colorado: Lynne Rienner, 1994), pp. 129-152. 
Lily Ling, “Feminist International Relations: From Critique to Reconstruction,” Journal of International Communication, Vol. 3, No. 1 (July 1996), pp. 26-41.

*V. Spike Peterson, “Feminisms and International Relations,” Gender & History, Vol. 10, No. 3 (November 1998), pp. 581–589.
Craig N. Murphy, “Seeing Women, Recognizing Gender, Recasting International Relations,” International Organization, Vol. 50, No. 3 (Summer 1996), pp. 513-538.
*Elisabeth Prügl, “Feminist Struggle as Social Construction,” in Vendulka Kubalkova, Nicholas Onuf, and Paul Kowert, eds., International Relations in a Constructed World (New York: M. E. Sharpe, 1998), pp. 123-147.
Week 9 (4/17)

Critical Theory and (Neo-)Marxist Approaches
Critical Theory

*Richard Devetak, “Critical Theory,” in Scott Burchill, et al, Theories of International Relations, 3rd Edition (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2005), pp. 137-160.

Richard K. Ashley, “The Geopolitics of Geopolitical Space: Toward a Critical Social Theory of International Politics,” Alternatives: A Journal of World Policy, Vol. 12, No. 4 (October 1987), pp. 403-434. (Also read the following essay.)
Rashmary Roy, R. B. J. Walker, and Richard K. Ashley. “Diaglogue: Towards a Critical Social Theory of International Politics,” Alternatives, Vol. 13, No. 1 (January 1988), pp.  77-102.
Martin Weber, “Engaging Globalization: Critical Theory and Global Political Change,” Alternatives, Vol. 27, No. 3 (July 2002), pp. 301-325. 
Andrew Linklater, “The Changing Contours of Critical International Relations Theory,” in Richard Wyn Jones, ed., Critical Theory and World Politics (Boulder, Colorado: Lynne Rienner, 2001), pp. 23-43.

Kimberly Hutchings, “The Nature of Critique in Critical International Relations Theory,” in Ibid., pp. 79-90.

*Chris Brown, “‘Our Side’? Critical Theory and International Relations,” in Ibid., pp. 191-204.
Alexander Anievas, “Critical Dialogues: Habermasian Social Theory and International Relations,” Politics, Vol. 25, No. 3 (September 2005), pp. 135-143.
Emin Fuat Keyman, Globalization, State, Identity/Difference: Toward a Critical Social Theory of International Relations (New York: Humanity Books, 1997), particularly Chs. 4-6.

*Mohammed Nuruzzaman, “Paradigms in Conflict: The Contested Claims of Human Security, Critical Theory and Feminism,” Cooperation and Conflict, Vol. 41, No. 3 (September 2006), pp. 285-303. 
Timothy W. Luke, “Discourses of Disintegration/Texts of Transformation: Re-Reading Realism in the New World Order,” Alternatives, Vol. 18, No. 2 (April 1993), pp. 229-258.
Cynthia Weber, International Relations Theory: A Critical Introduction (London: Routledge, 2001), pp.1-11.
(Neo-)Marxism

*Robert W. Cox, “Social Forces, States and World Orders,” in Robert W. Cox and Timothy J. Sinclair, eds., Approaches to World Order (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1996), pp.85-123

*Robert W. Cox, “Gramsci, Hegemony, and International Relations: An Essay in Method,” in Ibid., pp. 124-142.
Robert W. Cox, “The Global Political Economy and Social Choice,” in Ibid., pp. 191-208.

Craig N. Murphy, “Understanding IR: Understanding Gramsci,” Review of International Studies 24:3 (July 1998), pp. 417-425.

“Gramscian Hegemony and Legitimation of Imperialism,” in Rajen Harshé, Twentieth Century Imperialism: Shifting Contours and Changing Conceptions (London: SAGE, 1997), Ch. 4.
*Chris Brown, “Marxism and International Ethics,” in Terry Nardin and David Mapel, eds., Traditions of International Ethics (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1992), pp. 225-249.
Immanuel Wallerstein, “The Rise and Future Demise of the World Capitalist System,” Comparative Studies in Society and History, Vol. 16, No. 4 (September 1974), pp. 387-415.
Johan Galtung, “A Structural Theory of Imperialism,” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 8, No. 2 (1971), pp. 81-117. 
Bill Warren, Imperialism: Pioneer of Capitalism (London: Verso, 1980), pp. 110-121 and 158-185.
Week 10 (4/24)
State, Territoriality, and Sovereignty 
The State

James R. Crawford, The Creation of States in International Law, 2nd Edition (New York: Oxford University Press, 2006). 

*Alexander Wendt, “0,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 88, No. 2 (June 1994), pp. 384-396.
Alexander Wendt, “Why a World State is Inevitable,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 9, No. 4 (December 2003), pp. 491-542.
*James N. Rosenau, “The State in an Era of Cascading Politics,” Comparative Political Studies, Vol. 21, No. 1 (April 1988), pp. 13-44.

Territoriality

Anssi Paasi, “Boundaries as Social Processes: Territoriality in The World Of Flows,” Geopolitics, Vol. 3, No. 1 (Summer 1999), pp. 69-88.

*Friedrich Kratochwil, “Of Systems, Boundaries, and Territoriality,” World Politics, Vol. 39, No. 1 (October 1986), pp. 27-52.

*Hein Goemans, “Bounded Communities: Territoriality, Territorial Attachment, and Conflict,” in Miles Kahler and Barbara F. Walter, eds., Territoriality and Conflict in an Era of Globalization (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006), pp. 25-61.
Sovereignty

*Stephen D. Krasner, Sovereignty: Organized Hypocrisy (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1999), pp. 3-42.

Alan James, “The Practice of Sovereign Statehood in Contemporary International Society,” in Robert Jackson, ed., Sovereignty at the Millennium (Oxford, UK: Blackwell, 1999), pp. 35-51.
Abram Chayes and Antonia Handler Chayes, The New Sovereignty: Compliance with International Regulatory Agreements (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University Press, 1995).
John Agnew, “Sovereignty Regimes: Territoriality and State Authority in Contemporary World Politics,” Annals of the Association of American Geographers, Vol. 95, No. 2 (June 2005), pp. 437–461.
K. J. Holsti, Taming the Sovereigns: Institutional Change in International Politics (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2004), pp. 28-142.
Daniel Philpott, Revolutions in Sovereignty: How Ideas Shaped Modern International Relations (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 2001), Chs. 1, 4, and 13.

J. Samuel Barkin and Bruce Cronin, “The State and the Nation: Changing Norms and the Rules of Sovereignty in International Relations,” International Organization, Vol. 48, No. 1 (Winter 1994), pp. 107-130. 
Thomas J. Biersteker and Cynthia Weber, “The Social Construction of State Sovereignty,” in Thomas J. Biersteker and Cynthia Weber, eds., State Sovereignty as Social Construct (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1996), pp. 1-21.
Naeem Inayatullah, “Beyond the Sovereign Dilemma: Quasi-states as Social Construct,” in Ibid., pp. 50-80.
*David Lake, “The New Sovereignty in International Relations,” International Studies Review, Vol. 5, No. 3 (September 2003), pp. 303-323.
David B. Knight, “People Together, Yet Apart: Rethinking Territory, Sovereignty and Identities,” in George J. Demko and William B. Wood, eds., Reordering the World: Geopolitical Perspectives on the Twenty-First Century, 2nd Edition (Boulder, Colorado: Westview, 1999), pp. 209-226.
Hendrik Spruyt, The Sovereign State and Its Competitors (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1996), pp. 12-18, 22-29, and 153-180.
R. B. J. Walker, “State Sovereignty and the Articulation of Political Space/Time,” Millennium, Vol. 20, No. 2 (September 1991), pp. 445-461.
Mohammed Ayoob, “Humanitarian Intervention and State Sovereignty,” International Journal of Human Rights, Vol. 6, No. 1 (Spring 2002), pp. 81-102.
*George Shambaugh, “Globalization, Sovereign Authority and Sovereign Control over Economic Resources,” International Politics, Vol. 37, No. 4 (December 2000), pp. 403-432.

Week 11 (5/01)
Geopolitics and Geo-economics
Geopolitics

Gearoid O. Tuathail, Paul Routledge, and Simon Dalby, eds., The Geopolitics Reader (London: Routledge, 2006).

Nicholas J. Spykman and Abbie A. Rollins, “Geographic Objectives in Foreign Policy, I,” The American Political Science Review, Vol. 33, No. 3 (June 1939), pp. 391-410.

Nicholas J. Spykman and Abbie A. Rollins, “Geographic Objectives in Foreign Policy, II,” The American Political Science Review, Vol. 33, No. 4 (August 1939), pp. 591-614.

Benno Teschke, “Geopolitics,” Historical Materialism: Research in Critical Marxist Theory, Vol. 14, No. 1 (Summer 2006), pp. 327-335.

*Daniel Deudney, “Geopolitics as Theory,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 6, No. 1 (March 2000), pp. 77-107.
John P. Vanzo, “Border Configuration and Conflict: Geographical Compactness as a Territorial Ambition of States,” in Paul F. Diehl, ed., A Road Map to War (Nashville, Tennessee: Vanderbilt University Press, 1999), pp. 73-112.
*Phil Kelly, “A Critique of Critical Geopolitics,” Geopolitics, Vol. 11, No. 1 (March 2006), pp. 24-53.
John O’Loughlin and Henning Heske, “From ‘Geopolitik’ to ‘Geopolitique’: Converting a Discipline for War to a Discipline for Peace,” in Nurit Kliot and Stanley Waterman, eds., The Political Geography of Conflict and Peace (London: Belhaven Press, 1991), pp. 37-59.
Paul Kennedy, The Rise and Fall of the Great Powers (New York: Random House, 1987), take a glance.

E. L. Jones, The European Miracle: Environments, Economies and Geopolitics in the History of Europe and Asia, 2nd Edition (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1987), take a glance.
Zbigniew Brzezinski, The Grand Chessboard: American Primacy and Its Geostrategic Imperatives (New York: Basic Books, 1997), take a glance.
Benno Teschke, The Myth of 1648: Class, Geopolitics and the Making of Modern International Relations (London: Verso, 2003).

*Paul F. Diehl, “Geography and War: A Review and Assessment of the Empirical Literature,” International Interactions, Vol. 17, No. 1 (March 1991), pp. 11-27.  (Michael D. Ward, ed., Special Issue on “The New Geopolitics,” International Interactions, Vol. 17, No. 1, pp. 1-112.)
Xu Qinhua, “ A Review of Critical Geopolitics,” World Economics and Politics 世界經濟與政治, No. 1 (2006), pp. 15-21. [Chinese Version]
Paul K. Huth, “Territory: Why Are Territorial Disputes between States a Central Cause of International Conflict?” in John A. Vasquez, ed., What Do We Know About War? (Lanham, Maryland: Rowman and Littlefield, 2000), pp. 85-110.

*William Murray, “Some Thoughts on War and Geography,” Journal of Strategic Studies, Vol.  22, No. 2/3 (June/September 1999), pp. 201-217.

Samuel P. Huntington, The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1998). 
John T. Payne, “Geopolitics, Globalization, and the Age of Terrorism,” Paper presented to the Raleigh Tavern Philosophical Society, April 29, 2004. 
Geo-economics
*Edward N. Luttwak, “From Geopolitics to Geo-economics: Logic of Conflict, Grammar of Commerce,” National Interest, No.20 (Summer 1990), pp. 17-23.
Edward N. Luttwak, “The Theory and Practice of Geo-Economics,” in Armand Clesse, ed., The International System after the Collapse of the East-West Order (Leiden and Boston: Martin Nijhoff Publishers, 1994), pp. 220-236.

*Stephen S. Cohen, “Geo-Economics: Lessons from America’s Mistakes,” in Martin Carnoy, et al., eds., The New Global Economy in the Information Age (University Park, Pennsylvania: The Pennsylvania State University Press 1993), pp. 97-147.

Philippe Le Billon, “The Geopolitical Economy of ‘Resource War’,” in Philippe Le Billon, ed., The Geopolitics of Resource Wars: Resource Dependence, Governance and Violence (New York: Frank Cass, 2005), 1-28. (Also read and summarize the following essay.)
Philippe Le Billon, “Scales, Chains and Commodities: Mapping Out ‘Resource Wars’,” Geopolitics, Vol. 12, No. 1 (February 2007), pp. 200-205.

Michael Ross, “What Do We Know About Natural Resources and Civil War?” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 41, No. 3 (March 2004), pp. 337-356.

Vincent Cable, “What is International Economic Security?” International Affairs, Vol. 71, No. 2 (April 1995), pp. 305-324.
Synthesis

Jonathan H. Turner, “Some Elementary Theoretical Principles on Geo-politics and Geo-economics,” EuraAmerica 歐美研究季刊, Vol. 28, No. 3 (September 1998), pp. 41-72.
Week 12 (5/08)
University 80th Anniversary & Sports Day; No Class.
Week 13 (5/15)

Week 14 (5/22)
Non-State Actors in IR
*Thomas Risse-Kappen, “Structures of Governance and Transnational Relations: What Have We Learned?” in Thomas Risse-Kappen, ed., Bringing Transnational Relations Back In (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1995), pp. 280-312.

Stephen D. Krasner, “Power Politics, Institutions, and Transnational Relations,” in Ibid., pp. 257-279.
Bas Arts, Math Noortmann, and Bob Reinalda, Non-state Actors in International Relations (Aldershot, UK: Ashgate, 2002).

*Margaret Keck and Kathryn Sikkink, “Transnational Advocacy Networks in International and Regional Politics,” International Social Science Journal, Vol. 51, No. 1 (March 1999), pp. 89-101.

Audie Klotz, “Transnational Actors and Global Transformations,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 8, No. 1 (March 2002), pp. 48-76.

Martha Finnemore, “International Organizations as Teachers of Norms: The United Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization and Science Policy,” International Organization, Vol. 47, No. 4 (Autumn 1993), pp. 565-597.

Thomas Risse-Kappen, “Ideas Do Not Float Freely: Transnational Coalitions, Domestic Structures, and the End of the Cold War,” International Organization, Vol. 48, No. 2 (Spring 1994), pp. 187-222.

*Martha Finnemore and Kathryn Sikkink, “International Norm Dynamics and Political Change,” International Organization, Vol. 52, No. 4 (Autumn 1998), pp. 887-917.

Muhittin Ataman, “The Impact of Non-State Actors on World Politics: A Challenge to Nation-States,” Alternatives: Turkish Journal of International Relations, Vol. 2, No. 1 (Spring 2003), pp. 42-66. 

*Bas Arts, “Regime, Non-state Actors, and the State System: A ‘Structurational’ Regime Model,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 6, No. 4 (2000), pp. 513-542.
*Michael A. Cohen and Maria Figueroa Küpçü, “Privatizing Foreign Policy,” World Policy Journal, Vol. 22, No. 3 (Fall 2005), pp. 34-52.
Peter Willets, ed., The Conscience of the World: The Influence on Non-Governmental Organizations in the UN system (Washington, D.C.: The Brookings Institution, 1996), take a glance.
Martin Carnoy, “Multinationals in a Changing World Economy: Whither the Nation-State,” in Martin Carnoy, et al., eds., The New Global Economy in the Information Age (University Park, Pennsylvania: The Pennsylvania State University Press 1993), pp. 45-96.

Susan Strange, The Retreat of the State: The Diffusion of Power in the World Economy (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1996), Chs. 1, 5, 6, 12, and 13.    
Miles Kahler, “Economic Security in an Era of Globalization: Definition and Provision,” Pacific Review, Vol. 17, No. 4 (December 2004), pp. 485-502.

Alex Cooley and James Ron, “The NGO Scramble,” International Security, Vol. 27, No. 1 (Summer 2002), pp. 5-39.

*Carolin Holmqvist, “Engaging Non-state Actors in Post Conflicts Settings,” in Allen Bryden and Heiner Hänggi, eds., Security Governance and Post-conflict Peacebuilding, Geneva Centre for the Democratic Control of Armed Forces (Berlin: Lit Verlag, 2005), at <http://www.sipri.org/contents/conflict/Non_state_actors.pdf/download>.

Virginia Haufler, “Is There a Role for Business in Conflict Management?” in Chester A. Crocker, Fen Osler Hampson, and Pamela Aall, eds., Turbulent Peace: The Challenges of Managing International Conflict (Washington, D.C.: United States Institute of Peace, 2001), pp. 659-676.

Claudia Hofmann, “Engaging Non-state Armed Groups in Humanitarian Action,” International Peacekeeping, Vol. 13, No. 3 (September 2006), pp. 396-409.
Week 15 (5/29) 
IR Theory and Policy Relevance

Alan Lamborn, “Theory and the Politics of World Politics,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 41, No. 2 (June 1997), pp. 187-214.
Randolph M. Siverson, “A Glass Half-Full? No, But Perhaps a Glass Filling: The Contribution of International Politics Research to Policy,” PS: Political Science & Politics, Vol. 33, No. 1 (January 2001), pp. 59-64.
Gunthar Helmann, “Are Dialogue and Synthesis Possible in International Relations?” International Studies Review, Vol. 5, No. 1 (March 2003), pp. 123-153.
*Joseph Lepgold, “Is Anyone Listening? International Relations Theory and the Problem of Policy Relevance,” Political Science Quarterly, Vol. 113, No. 1 (Spring 1998), pp. 43-62.
Christopher Hill, “Academic International Relations: The Siren Song of Policy Relevance,” in Christopher Hill and Pamela Beshoff, eds., Two Worlds of International Relations: Academics, Practitioners, and the Trade in Ideas (New York: Routledge, 1994), pp. 3-25.
James Cable, “Foreign Policy-making: Planning or Reflex?” in Ibid., pp. 93-117. 
John Vincent, “The Place of Theory in the Practice of Human Rights,” in Ibid., pp. 29-39.

*Stephen M. Walt, “The Relationship between Theory and Policy in International Relations,” Annual Review of Political Science, Vol. 8 (June 2005), pp. 23-48.

Philip Zelikow, “Foreign Policy Engineering: From Theory to Practice and Back Again,” International Security, Vol. 18, No. 4 (Spring 1994), pp. 143-171.

Miroslav Nincic, “Policy Relevance and Theoretical Development: The Terms of the ‘Trade-off’, ” in Miroslav Nincic and Joseph Lepgold, eds., Being Useful: Policy Relevance and International Relations Theory (Ann Arbor, Michigan: University of Michigan Press, 2000), pp. 21-49.

Ernest J. Wilson, III, “How Social Science Can Help Policymakers: The Relevance of Theory,” in Ibid., pp. 109-128.

*Joseph Lepgold, “Policy Relevance and Theoretical Development: What Have We Learned?” in Ibid., pp. 363-380.

Christian Büger and Frank Gadinger, “Reassembling and Dissecting: International Relations Practice from a Science Studies Perspective,” International Studies Perspectives, Vol. 8, No. 1 (February 2007), pp. 90-110.
Joseph Lepgold and Miroslav Nincic, eds., Beyond the Ivory Tower: International Relations Theory and the Problem of Policy Relevance (New York: Columbia University Press, 2001).
*Alexander George, “The Two Cultures of Academia and Policymaking: Bridging the Gap,” Political Psychology, Vol. 15, No. 1 (March 1994), pp. 143-172.

Steve Smith, “International Relations and international relations: The Links between Theory and Practice in World Politics,” Journal of International Relations & Development, Vol. 6, No. 3 (October 2003), pp. 233-239.

Wesley W. Widmaier, “Theory as a Factor and the Theorist as an Actor: The ‘Pragmatist Constructivist’ Lessons of John Dewey and John Kenneth Galbraith,” International Studies Review, Vol. 6, No. 3 (Fall 2004), pp. 427-445.
*Johan Eriksson and Bengt Sundelius, “Molding Minds That Form Policy: How to Make Research Useful,” International Studies Perspectives, Vol. 6, No. 1 (February 2005), pp. 51-71.
Jeffry A. Frieden and David A. Lake, “International Relations as a Social Science: Rigor and Relevance,” ANNALS of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, Vol. 600, No. 1 (July 2005), pp. 136-156.
Week 16 (6/05)
The Future of IR Theories
David Held and Anthony McGrew, “The End of the Old Order? Globalization and the Prospects for World Order,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 24, No. 5 (Special Issue) (December 1998), pp. 219-245.
*Robert O. Keohane and Joseph S. Nye, Jr. “Introduction: Governance in a Globalizing World,” In Joseph S. Nye, Jr. and John D. Donahue, eds., Governance in a Globalizing World: Globalization, Governance, (Washington, D.C.: Brookings Institution, 2000), pp. 1-41, at <http://www.ksg.harvard.edu/visions/publication/globalizing_intro.doc>.
*Bice Maiguashca, “Governance and Resistance in World Politics,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 29, No. S1 (December 2003), pp. 3-28.
*William A. Callahan, “Remembering the Future: Utopia, Empire, and Harmony in 21st-Century International Theory,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 10, No. 4 9December 2004), pp. 569-601.

*Duncan Bell, “Beware of False Prophets: Biology, Human Nature, and the Future of International Relations Theory,” International Affairs, Vol. 82, No. 3 (May 2006), pp. 479-96.

Yale H. Ferguson and Richard W. Mansbach, The State, Conceptual Chaos, and the Future of International Relations Theory (Boulder, Colorado: Lynne Reinner, 1989). 

Rodrigo Tavares, “Contribution of Macro-regions to the Construction of Peace: A Framework for Analysis,” Journal of International Relations & Development, Vol. 7, No. 1 (April 2004), pp. 24-47.
Donald J. Puchala, “The History of the Future of International Relations,” Ethics & International Affairs, Vol. 8, No. 1 (March 1994), pp. 177-202.

Takashi Inoguchi, “Peering into the Future by Looking Back: The Westphalian, Philadelphian, and Anti-Utopian Paradigms,” International Studies Review, Vol. 1, No. 2 (Summer 1999), pp. 173-191
Iver B. Neumann and Ole Wæver, The Future of International Relations: Masters in the Making (New York: Routledge, 1997).

Rajni Kothari, “The Yawning Vacuum: A World without Alternatives,” Alternatives, Vol. 18, No. 2. (Spring 1993), pp. 119-139.

R. B. J. Walker, One World, Many Worlds: Struggles For A Just World Peace (Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner; London: Zed Books, 1988). 
James DeNardo, “Complexity, Formal Methods, and Ideology in International Studies,” in Michael W. Doyle and G. John Ikenberry, eds., New Thinking in International Relations Theory (Boulder, Colorado: Westview, 1997), pp. 124-162.

*James N. Rosenau, Turbulence in World Politics (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1990), particularly Chs. 5, 7, and 12-15. (Also see the following article.)
James N. Rosenau, “Illusions of Power and Empire,” History and Theory, Iss.. 44 (December 2005), pp. 73-87.

*Johan Eriksson and Giampiero Giacomello, “The Information Revolution, Security, and International Relations: (IR)relevant Theory?” International Political Science Review (Revue internationale de science politique), Vol. 27, No. 3 (July 2006), pp. 221-244.
Tumas Forsberg, “Explaining Territorial Disputes: From Power Politics to Normative Reasons,” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 33, No. 4 (November 1996), pp. 433-449.

Week 17 (6/12) 
Presentations of Term Paper Topics & Research Methods
Week 18 (6/19)
Presentations of Term Paper Topics & Research Methods
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