PAGE  
POL 352: Theories of International Relations, Fall 2014

	​
POL 352: THEORIES OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS




FALL SEMESTER 2014
Tuesday-Thursday-Friday 12:00-12:50
Bomberger 202
Prof. Rebecca Evans




Office hours: Tues/Thurs 1:30-2:45 

Bomberger 213




Wed 1:30-3:00 in WLL*
e-mail: revans@ursinus.edu



(*I’ll be sitting somewhere near the 

Campus extension: 3416



  windows. Even if you don’t have

Home phone: 610-941-0754

   

  questions, just come by to chat!)
COURSE DESCRIPTION AND OBJECTIVES




Whether conscious of it or not, people interpret international affairs according to the theories they hold. Events and issues that arise in international politics mean very different things to different people, depending on their conceptions of human nature, the values they consider to be most important and the societal implications of these values. In other words, the “reality” of international relations is filtered through alternative and often competing theoretical lenses. In this course, we will be looking at various theories that leading social scientists have formulated in an attempt to better explain and even predict international relations. As we do so, you will be encouraged to weigh the merits of competing theories, evaluating which ones best explain the past and help us anticipate the future. This course will not provide a single, “correct” answer to key political questions; instead, you will find a wide variety of arguments and opinions. You are encouraged and expected to evaluate these theories for yourself, thinking about the reasons why you find certain arguments and theories more persuasive than others.


In terms of learning outcomes, by the end of the course, you should be able to (1) identify leading theories of international relations and explain their central tenets, making appropriate references to representative texts; (2) compare and contrast these alternative theories, critically assessing their relative merits; (3) apply theoretical positions to contemporary policy debates in international politics; and (4) communicate your knowledge and ideas effectively orally and in writing.


By achieving these outcomes, you will expand your knowledge of the discipline of international relations, increase your understanding of the ways in which political leaders define and promote their nation’s interests, broaden your awareness of other nations, cultures, and peoples and how they interact with one another, and acquire perspectives to help prepare you to assume an active role in political affairs, both nationally and globally.


This is an interactive seminar. This class is designed as an interactive seminar with various opportunities to discuss and debate the central ideas contained in the readings. You are expected to come to class prepared to actively participate. In order to make this course succeed, not only for you personally but for everyone else as well, you need to be engaged, listening attentively to other people’s contributions and making contributions of your own. In order to develop public speaking skills, you will be required to give formal and informal presentations. 


This is a reading-intensive class. Much of the time you dedicate to this class will revolve around reading. You will need to read critically in order to understand the various authors’ arguments and critique them. You will also need to learn how to read efficiently. When the assignment includes particularly long articles or book chapters, you need to develop the ability to skim the reading. This does not mean reading in a hasty, slapdash manner. Instead, it means concentrating on the parts of the reading that deserve the most attention, so that you can spend less time reading but still comprehend the key arguments and evidence that the author forwards. All reading assignments are to be completed prior to class.


This is also a writing-intensive course. This has less to do with quantity than quality. That is, your written assignments are not aimed at getting you to write a lot but rather to spend considerable time and energy developing your own writing style and enhancing your ability to write with sophistication and nuance. This class will give you an opportunity to develop your own voice as a writer and to become more confident in your ability to express yourself clearly and persuasively in your writing. 


This course is designed for students majoring or minoring in International Relations as well as other students interested in a more intensive focus on the academic discipline of International Relations. POL 252: Introduction to International Relations is a prerequisite.

COURSE REQUIREMENTS



Attendance. Because this is a collaborative seminar, attendance and participation are crucial. Attendance will be checked and preparedness will be expected. If for some reason you will be unable to attend or unprepared for class on a given day, you should e-mail me ahead of time. If you have a significant health problem or other issue that prevents you from meeting course requirements, you should notify the Office of Student Affairs (e-mail lmanz@ursinus.edu or call 610-409-3590).


Anyone with more than five unexcused absences will receive a failing participation grade and may fail the course. Excused absences include illnesses documented by a written doctor’s note, a family emergency, and religious observance. I reserve the right to decide what constitutes an emergency, so you need to provide strong justification. Of course, if you are contagious or if you have been bitten by a zombie, we would all feel happier if you stayed at home.


You are expected to come to class on time and to remain in class for the whole class period. Arriving late and leaving the room in the middle of class are extremely disruptive. While I recognize that sometimes this may be unavoidable, if you are repeatedly late or if you start to make a habit of getting up in the middle of class, you will receive a warning and subsequent infractions will be counted as ½ of an absence.

Class participation. In order for this class to be a success, everyone must be prepared to discuss the readings and engage in class discussions. To get full credit for class participation, you need to prepare ahead of time, ask and respond to questions about the readings, and engage your classmates in critical and active discussions about the course material. Students who don’t contribute to class discussions not only receive lower participation grades, they also detract from the quality of discussions, which affects the class as a whole.


Each day you can earn 8 possible points for your participation based on the following scale: 3 points for attending class, 1 more point for being on time and 1-4 more points for quality of participation (4 points = outstanding; 3 points = solid; 2 points = satisfactory, 1 point = minimal; 0 points = none). Quality participation entails offering engaging and critical perspectives on course readings which reflect that you have read them. Quality is more important than quantity and in fact dominating the conversation will detract from your grade.


To encourage active discussion and engaged participation, laptops will not be allowed in class. If you can come up with a convincing means of ensuring that laptops can be used without becoming a source of distraction, this policy may be revised. Cell phones should be turned off during class.


Critical analyses. Over the course of the semester, you will be required to turn in three individual analysis papers that compare and contrast readings, evaluating the explanatory power of a particular theoretical approach. Critiques should be approximately 3 pages double-spaced. Since five dates are listed, you may choose the three dates/topics that interest you most. More details are provided in Appendix 1. 


Essays. Everyone will write at least two essays for the course. These essays will ask you to analyze and evaluate arguments from different theoretical perspectives, weighing their comparative merits in addressing issues like the role of international law or the dangers of nuclear proliferation. The first should be 5-6 pages and is due on Friday, October 3. The second essay should be 7-8 pages and is due on Friday, November 14. If you choose the final examination option (see below), you must turn in a third 7-8 page paper, which is due on Friday, December 5. Essay prompts and guidelines will be distributed approximately two weeks before the due date.


Essay/Final examination option. If you choose this option, you will be required to write a third essay and to take an oral final exam, in which you will be questioned about class readings. Your grade will be determined by how well you can summarize and evaluate the arguments and evidence used in the readings. These exams will be scheduled on an individual basis during final exams week. More information is included in Appendix 3.



Research paper option. If you choose this option, you will be required to turn in a 15-page research paper by the end of the semester. You will not have to write a third essay or take the final exam. For this paper, you may choose a topic covered in class and investigate it more fully or research a topic that is not covered in class. In either case, you must review the theoretical scholarship on the topic, showing how various scholars have analyzed and evaluated it. In doing so, you may include readings discussed in class but must also go beyond these and read others on your own. By mid-semester, you must have selected your topic and come up with a list of at least five scholarly sources. You should meet with me before spring break if you want to write a research paper. 
A description of your topic and an annotated bibliography is due on October 16; an outline is due by December 2; the final paper is due by December 12.




Late work. Students with health, family, or other emergencies must contact me BEFORE the assignment is due in order to make alternative arrangements. Assignments handed in late without such arrangements having been made will lose one letter grade per day late, with no exceptions. An assignment is considered late if it is not handed in by the time indicated on the day it is due. 


Presentations. Every student will give a brief (5-7 minute) presentation that draws on a cultural text such as a song or a clip from a film or television show and makes a connection to the theories we study. In addition to playing the song, reading the poem or showing the film clip you have chosen, you need to explain how your selection illustrates a particular international relations theory. You must also submit a brief (1-2 page) summary of your presentation. More information on these presentations is included in Appendix 2. 


Disability Accommodations: In order to receive disability-related academic accommodations, students must first be registered with the ADA Administrator in the Center for Academic Support. Students with a documented disability or who suspect they may have a disability should set up an appointment with Anne Aikens, Assistant Director of the Center for Academic Support and ADA Administrator (email aaikens@ursinus.edu or call 484-762-4329). 



Feedback. Teaching is very important to me. I work hard at it and hearing about your experience helps me grow as an instructor. I will ask you to complete a mid-term evaluation before fall break to give me some feedback as well as SPTQ evaluation at the end of the semester. Of course, if something about the class isn’t working for you, please don’t wait to let me know – and please be specific about how it isn’t working and what you think might work better.
BREAKDOWN OF COURSE REQUIREMENTS


Option A – Essays and Exam Option


Option B – Research Paper Option

25% = Participation




25% = Participation


     
Class discussion = 15% 

    


Class discussion = 15%



Audiovisual presentations = 10%


Audiovisual presentations = 10%

20% = Critical analyses 




20% = Critical analyses
40% = Essays





25% = Essays



Essay #1 = 10% 





Essay #1 = 10% 



Essay #2 = 15%





Essay #2 = 15%



Essay #3 = 15%




30% = Final research paper

15% = Oral exam





Abstract = 5% 









Outline and bibliography = 5% 










Final paper = 20% 

REQUIRED TEXTS


Dan Drezner, Theories of International Politics and Zombies (Princeton University Press, 2011). ISBN # 978-0-69114-783-3 ($12.99). Abbreviated on syllabus as Zombies.


Scott Sagan and Kenneth Waltz’s The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: A Debate Renewed, 3rd ed. (Norton, 2012). ISBN # 978-0-39392-010-9. Abbreviated on syllabus as Spread of Nuclear Weapons.


Tim Dunne, Milja Kurki and Steve Smith, eds. International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity (Oxford University Press, 2013). ISBN # 978-0199696017. Abbreviated on syllabus as International Relations Theories.


Additional readings will be posted on Blackboard and are available for purchase in a course reading packet. 
COURSE SCHEDULE(
Introduction and Overview

Tuesday, August 26. Theories of International Relations: From Ancient Greece to a Galaxy Far, Far Away


Thucydides, “The Melian Dialogue,” in History of the Pelopponesian War, Book 5, Chapter 17 [431 BCE]. 


Gregory Koger, “Understood Properly, the Death Star is Not Worth It,” Wonkblog (May 8, 2012).
Thursday, August 28. The “First Debate” in IR – Idealism vs. Realism


Milja Kurki and Colin Wright, “International Relations and Social Science,” chapter 1 of International Relations Theories, pp. 14-20.


Edward Hallett Carr, “The Beginnings of a Science,” in The Twenty Years’ Crisis: An Introduction to the Study of International Relations [1939] (New York: Palgrave, 2001), pp. 3-21.


Hans Morgenthau, “Six Principles of Political Realism,” in Politics Among Nations [1948], 5th edition revised (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1978), pp. 3-15. 

Friday, August 29. Positivism, Problem-Solving and Normative Theory



All: Milja Kurki and Colin Wright, “International Relations and Social Science,” chapter 1 of International Relations Theories, pp. 20-33.



Ruling Council: Robert Keohane, “International Relations Theory: Contributions of a Feminist Standpoint,”Millenium – Journal of International Studies, Vol. 18, No. 2 (1989), pp. 245-253.



Defense Force:
J. Ann Tickner, “You Just Don’t Understand: Troubled Engagements Between Feminists and IR Theorists,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 41, No. 4 (1997), pp. 615-623 only.


Inoculation Task Force:
 Robert Cox, “The Point Is Not Just to Explain the World but to Change It,” in The Oxford Handbook of International Relations, edited by Christian Reus-Smit and Duncan Snidal (New York: Oxford University Press, 2008), pp. 84-93.



Zombies: Pinhas Ish-Shalom, “Theory Gets Real, and the Case for a Normative Ethic: Rostow, Modernization Theory and the Alliance for Progress,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 50, No. 2 (June 2006), pp. 287-311 (focus on pages 287-292 and 304-308).
Realism

Tuesday, September 2. Structural Realism



John Mearsheimer, “Structural Realism,” chapter 4 of International Relations Theories, pp. 77-91.

Thursday, September 4. The Effects of Anarchy

Kenneth N. Waltz, “Political Structures” and “Anarchic Orders and Balance of Power,” Chapters 5-6 of Theory of International Politics (New York: McGraw Hill, 1979), pp. 79-106.
Friday, September 5. Offensive Realism
John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York: W.W. Norton, 2001), intro and pp. 29-54.

Tuesday, September 9. Neoclassical Realism


Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, “State Building for Future Wars: Neoclassical Realism and the Resource-Extractive State,” Security Studies, Vol. 15, No. 3 (July-September 2006), pp. 464-495. Focus especially on pages 464-468, 470-472, 482-495.

Thursday, September 11. Realism and Zombies

Daniel W. Drezner, Theories of International Politics and Zombies, pp. 1-46. Focus especially on “The Realpolitik of the Living Dead,” pp. 33-46.

Friday, September 12. What is Bad Writing? Good Writing? What is a Persuasive Argument?


George Orwell, “Politics and the English Language” (1956) http://www.mtholyoke.edu/acad/intrel/orwell46.htm 


Michael Barnett, Empire of Humanity: A History of Humanitarianism (Cornell University Press 2011), pp. 1-9. Note: Just focus on Barnett’s writing style and structure.

Audiovisual presentations
** Critical analysis #1 due by 4:00 PM on Friday, September 12 **

Liberalism and Neoliberal Institutionalism 
Tuesday, September 16. Liberalism: The Theory and Politics of Democratic Peace Theory 



Bruce Russett, “Liberalism,” chapter 5 of International Relations Theory, pp. 94-111.


Tony Smith, “Democratic Peace Theory: From Promising Theory to Dangerous Practice,” International Relations, Vol. 25, No. 2 (2011), pp. 151-157.


Anna Geis, “Of Bright Sides and Dark Sides: Democratic Peace Beyond Triumphalism,” International Relations, Vol. 25, No. 2 (2011), pp. 164-170.

Thursday, September 18. Achieving Cooperation under Anarchy: Regimes and Institutions


Jennifer Sterling-Folker, “Neoliberalism,” chapter 6 of International Relations Theory, pp. 114-131.



Robert Keohane, “Realism, Institutionalism, and Cooperation,” chapter 1 of After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy (Princeton University Press, 1983), pp. 5-11.

Friday, September 19. The Value of International Institutions: Why Should States Act Multilaterally? 


Robert Keohane, “A Functional Theory of International Regimes” and “The Value of Institutions and the Costs of Flexibility,” chapters 6 and 11 of After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy (Princeton University Press, 1983), pp. 85-109, 243-259.
Tuesday, September 23. How and When Do Institutions Matter? When and Why Do States omply?


Ruling Council: Celeste A. Wallander, “Institutional Assets and Adaptability: NATO After the Cold War,” International Organization, Vol. 54 (2000), pp. 705-735.



Defense Force:
James R. Vreeland, “Why Do Governments and the IMF Enter Into Agreements? Statistically Selected Cases,” International Political Science Review, Vol. 24 (2003), pp. 321-343.



Inoculation Task Force:
 Xinyuan Dai, “Why Comply? The Domestic Constituency Mechanism,” International Organization, Vol. 59, No. 2 (2005), pp. 363-398.



Zombies: Alexander Thompson, “Coercion through IOs: The Security Council and the Logic of Information Transmission,” International Organization, Vol. 60, No. 1 (2006), pp. 1-7, 14-34.
Thursday, September 25. Liberalism and Zombies
Daniel W. Drezner, Theories of International Politics and Zombies, pp. 47-60 (“Regulating the Undead in a Liberal World Order”).

Audiovisual presentations
** Critical analysis #2 due by 4:00 PM on Friday, September 26 **   


The English School
Friday, September 26. The English School


Tim Dunne, “The English School,” in International Relations Theory, pp. 132-149.


Hedley Bull, The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics (London: Macmillan, 1977), pp. 3-26.
Tuesday, September 30. English School Solidarists



Ruling Council: Nicholas Wheeler, “A Solidarist Moment in International Society? The Case of Safe Havens and No-Fly Zones in Iraq,” in Saving Strangers: Humanitarian Intervention in International Society (New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), pp. 139-171.


Defense Force:
Nicholas Wheeler, “From Famine Relief to ‘Humanitarian Waar’: The US and UN Intervention in Somalia,” in Saving Strangers: Humanitarian Intervention in International Society (New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), pp. 172-207.


Inoculation Task Force:
 Nicholas Wheeler, “Global Bystander to Genocide: International Society and the Rwandan Genocide of 1994,” in Saving Strangers: Humanitarian Intervention in International Society (New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), pp. 208-241.


Zombies: Nicholas Wheeler, “The Limits of Humanitarian Intervention from the Air: The Cases of Bosnia and Kosovo,” in Saving Strangers: Humanitarian Intervention in International Society (New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), pp. 242-285.
Thursday, October 2. Debating the Rule of Law


Benjamin A. Valentino, Paul K. Huth and Sarah Croco, “Covenants without the Sword: International Law and the Protection of Civilians in Times of War,” World Politics, Vol. 58, No. 3 (April 2006), pp. 339-377.


Judith Kelley, “Who Keeps International Commitments and Why? The International Criminal Court and Bilateral Nonsurrender Agreements,” American Political Science Review, Vol. 101, No. 3 (August 2007), pp. 573-589.

** Essay #1 due by 5:00 PM on Friday, October 3 **   

Constructivism

Friday, October 3. Constructivism



Karin Fierke, “Constructivism,” in International Relations Theory, pp. 187-202.


Ted Hopf, “The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory,” International Security, Vol. 23, No. 1 (Summer 1998), pp. 171-185 (only).
Tuesday, October 7. Social Construction of International Reality



Alexander Wendt, “Anarchy is What States Make of It,” International Organization, Vol. 46, No. 2 (Spring 1992), pp. 391-425 (focus on 391-403).

Thursday, October 9. The Role of Norms, Culture and Identity in Shaping Foreign Policy


Ruling Council: Audie Klotz, “Norms Reconstituting Interests: Global Racial Equality and US Sanctions against South Africa,” International Organization, Vol. 49, No. 3 (Summer 1995), pp. 451-478.



Defense Force:
Michael Barnett, “Culture, Strategy and Foreign Policy Change: Israel’s Road to Oslo,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 5, No. 1 (March 1999), pp. 5-36.


Inoculation Task Force: Ward Thomas, “Norms and Security: The Case of International Assassination,” International Security, Vol. 25, No. 1 (Summer 2000), pp. 105-133.



Zombies: L. Black, “Debating Japan’s Intervention to Tackle Piracy in the Gulf of Aden: Beyond Mainstream Paradigms,” International Relations of the Asia-Pacific, Vol. 12, No. 2 (2012), pp. 259-285.
Friday, October 10. Constructivism and Zombies 



Drezner, Theories of International Politics and Zombies, pp. 67-76 (“The Social Construction of Zombies”).
Audiovisual presentations
** Critical analysis #3 due by 4:00 PM on Friday, October 10 **   

Tuesday, October 14. Fall Holiday
Feminism

Thursday, October 16. Feminism


J. Ann Tickner and Laura Sjoberg, “Feminism,” in International Relations Theories, pp. 205-219.

J. Ann Tickner, “Man, the State and War: Gendered Perspectives on National Security,” in Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on Achieving Global Security (New York: Columbia University Press, 1992), pp. 27-66.
** Summary of research question and annotated bibliography due on October 16th for those doing a research paper **   

Friday, October 17. Feminist Perspectives on Security

Ruling Council: Joshua Goldstein, “Test of Manhood as a Motivation to Fight,” in Gender and War and Gender (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2001), pp. 252-275.

Defense Force: Laura Sjoberg and Caron E. Gentry, “Narratives of Mothers, Monsters and Whores,” in Mothers, Monsters, Whores: Women’s Violence in Global Politics (New York: Zed Books, 2007), pp. 27-57.
Inoculation Task Force: Ilene Feinman, “Shock and Awe: Abu Ghraib, Women Soldiers and Racially Gendered Torture,” in One of the Guys: Women as Aggressors and Torturers, ed. Tara McKelvey (Emeryville, CA: Seal Press, 2007), pp. 57-80.

Zombies: Kathleen Jennings and  Vesna Nikolić-Ristanović, “UN Peacekeeping Economies and Local Sex Industries: Connections and Implications,”MICROCON Research Working Paper, No. 17 (Brighton, UK: Institute of Development Studies, University of Sussex, 2009).
Tuesday, October 21. Feminism and Zombies


Rebecca Evans, “Men are from Mars, Women are from Venus, and Zombies are from …” [manuscript draft]
Audiovisual presentations
** Critical analysis #4 due by 4:00 PM on Tuesday, October 21 **   

Critical Perspectives


Thursday, October 23. Marxism and Neo-Marxist Approaches



Mark Rupert, “Marxism,” in International Relations Theory, pp. 153-168.


Robert W. Cox, “Social Forces, States and World Orders: Beyond International Relations Theory,” in Robert Keohane, ed. Neorealism and Its Critics (New York: Columbia University Press, 1986), pp. 214-225 (only).
Friday, October 24. Marxist Perspectives on the Globalization and the Recent Economic Crisis
William I. Robinson, “Gramsci and Globalisation: From Nation-State to Transnational Hegemony,” Critical Review of International Social and Political Philosophy, Vol. 8, No. 4 (December 2005), pp. 1-16.

Phillip A. Smith & Joseph A. Rickert, “Back to the Past: Marxist Concepts Reborn,” Journal of Alternative Perspectives in the Social Sciences, Vol. 1, No. 3 (2009), 951‐962.

Tuesday, October 28. Critical Theory



Steven Roach, “Critical Theory,” in International Relations Theory, pp. 171-183.
Thursday, October 30. Critical Perspectives


Andrew Linklater, “The Question of the Next Stage in International Relations Theory: A Critical Theoretical Point of View,” Millennium: Journal of International Studies, Vol. 21, No. 1 (1992), 77–98.
Nicholas Rengger and Ben Thirkell-White, ‘Introduction. Still Critical After all These Years? The Past, Present and Future of Critical Theory of International Relations, Review of International Studies, Special Issue, Critical International Relations Theory After 25 Years, Vol. 33 (2007), pp. 3-24, esp. pp. 3-16.

Friday, October 31. Post-Structuralism

David Campbell, “Poststructuralism,” in International Relations Theory, pp. 223-244.

Richard  Devetak, “The Gothic Scene of International Relations: Ghosts, Monsters, Terror and the Sublime after September 11,” Review of International Studies, Vol. 31, No. 4 (2005), pp. 621-645.  
Tuesday, November 4. Post-Colonialism


Siba Grovogui, “Postcolonialism,” chapter 13 of International Relations Theories, pp. 247-264.

Frantz Fanon, “Violence in the International Context,” in The Wretched of the Earth [1961] (New York: Grove, 2004), pp. 52-62.
Thursday, November 6. Post-Colonialist Perspectives
Ruling Council: Sherene Razack, Dark Threats and White Knights: The Somalia Affair, Peacekeeping, and the New Imperialism (Toronto: University of Toronto Press. 2004), TBD.



Defense Force: Jutta Weldes and Mark Laffey, “Decolonizing the Cuban Missile Crisis,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 52 (2008), pp. 555-577.



Inoculation Task Force: Alison J. Ayers, “Beyond Myths, Lies and Stereotypes: The Political Economy of a ‘New Scramble for Africa’,” New Political Economy, Vol. 18, No. 2 (2013), pp. 227-257.

Zombies: Siba N. Grovogui and Lori Leonard, “Oiling Tyranny? Neoliberalism and Global Governance in Chad,”Studies in Political Economy, Vol. 79 (2007), pp. 29-45.

Friday, November 7. Critical Perspectives on Zombies
Charli Carpenter, “Zombies, Cyborgs, and International Relations” 
Audiovisual presentations
** Critical analysis #5 due by 4:00 PM on Friday, November 7 **   

Rationalist and Psychological Approaches

Tuesday, November 11. Rationalist and Psychological Explanations

 
Andrew H. Kydd, “Methodological Individualism and Rational Choice,” in The Oxford Handbook of International Relations, edited by Christian Reus-Smit and Duncan Snidal (New York: Oxford University Press, 2008), pp. 425-443.


James Goldgeier and Philip Tetlock, “Psychological Approaches,” in The Oxford Handbook of International Relations, edited by Christian Reus-Smit and Duncan Snidal (New York: Oxford University Press, 2008), pp. 462-480.
Thursday, November 13. Psychological Explanations



Choose one of the following:



Vaughn P. Shannon, “Norms Are What States Make of Them: The Political Psychology of Norm Violation,” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 44, No. 2 (June 2000), pp. 293-316.



Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, “Power Politics and the Balance of Risk: Hypotheses on Great Power Intervention in the Periphery,” Political Psychology, 25 (2004): 177–211.


Dominic D.P. Johnson, et. al., “Overconfidence in Wargames: Experimental Evidence on Expectations, Aggression, Gender and Testosterone,” Proceedings of the Royal Society B, Vol. 273 (2006), pp. 2513-2520.


Jonathan Mercer, “Emotional Beliefs,” International Organization, Vol. 64, No. 1 (January 2010), pp. 1-31.
Friday, November 14. The Psychology of Zombies


Drezner, Theories of International Politics and Zombies, pp. 99-115 (“We’re Only Human: Psychological Responses to the Undead”).
** Essay #2 due by 5:00 PM on Friday, November 14 **   

Nuclear Proliferation

Tuesday, November 18. Rational Deterrence
Kenneth Waltz, “More May Be Better” in Sagan and Waltz, The Spread of Nuclear Weapons, pp. 3-37.
Thursday, November 20. Bounded Rationality and Organizational Politics

Scott Sagan, “More Will Be Worse,” in Sagan and Waltz, The Spread of Nuclear Weapons, pp. 46-82.
Friday, November 21. Crucial Cases: India and Pakistan

Sagan and Waltz, The Spread of Nuclear Weapons, pp. 85-180. 


Matthew Bunn,  “Reducing the Greatest Risks of Nuclear Theft and Terrorism,” Daedalus, Vol. 138, No. 4 (Fall 2009), pp. 112-123.
Tuesday, November 25 (to be rescheduled for a different time)


Dr. Strangelove, or How I Learned to Stop Worrying and Love the Bomb (Kubrik, 1964)

Thursday-Friday, November 27-28. HAPPY THANKSGIVING!
Terrorism

Tuesday, December 2. Rationalist Explanations

Robert A. Pape, “The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism," American Political Science Review, Vol. 97, No. 3 (2003), pp. 343-361.

Todd Sandler and Daniel G. Arce, “Terrorism and Game Theory,” Simulation and Gaming, Vol. 34, No. 3 (September 2003).
** Outline of research paper due on December 2nd for those doing a research paper **   

Thursday, December 4. Psychological Explanations
Jeff Victoroff, “The Mind of a Terrorist: A Review and Critique of Psychological Approaches,” The Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol. 49, No. 1 (2005), pp. 3-42. 
Khaled Fattah and K. M. Fierke, “A Clash of Emotions: The Politics of Humiliation and Political Violence in the Middle East,” European Journal of International Relations 15, no. 1 (2009): 67-93.

Friday, December 5.  Zombie Celebration Day!


Thriller (Michael Jackson, 1983).


South Park “Night of the Living Homeless” (Episode 160, 2007).


Frac Attack: Dawn of the Watershed (Shira Golding, 2009).


Zombie potluck lunch
** Essay #3 due by 5:00 PM on Friday, December 5 **
** Oral examinations to be scheduled between Tuesday, December 9th- Friday, December 13th**
** Research paper due by Friday, December 13 **
APPENDIX 1. GUIDELINES FOR CRITICAL ANALYSES

These papers must analyze two or more works from the unit completed (for example, the first critical analysis should develop an argument about realist works discussed in the first unit of the course; the second critical analysis should advance a thesis about the neoliberal works discussed in the second unit of the course; etc.) Rather than summarizing the works you review, your paper should develop and defend an argument about the readings. This means that you need to analyze and evaluate the authors’ arguments rather than merely describing them.

In thinking about a thesis for your critical analysis, you might start by looking for areas of agreement and disagreement, either within the set of readings or compared to material that we previously read. You might also evaluate whether the readings provide convincing evidence to back up the arguments that the authors advance and use this to evaluate the merits of the authors’ theoretical assumptions.

Some things to avoid in critical analyses:

· Don’t assume that everyone is familiar with the authors or readings; write for an intelligent reader who is not necessarily familiar with the works or authors you are reviewing. When you introduce a particular author or reading, you should get in the habit of providing some identification (for example, “John Mearsheimer, a professor of political science at the University of Chicago, argues that …”)

· Don’t simply summarize the readings. Don’t spend the bulk of the paper recapping the readings; most of your paper should interpret and analyze the authors’ arguments. Papers that include only perfunctory analysis will receive nothing higher than a “C” grade.
· Don’t include long quotes. While there may be times when it is worth incorporating an author’s distinctive phrasing, it is generally better to paraphrase information and arguments included in the readings. Keep in mind that you need to include proper citations when you paraphrase material that comes from another source.
· Don’t write an editorial commentary on the mechanical or stylistic problems of the readings. Some readings are awkwardly written or difficult to read, but you should focus on the authors’ ideas, not their writing style. That said, you should be mindful of your own writing style. Even inspired papers that advance a convincing, thoughtful argument will receive a “B” grade if they are written poorly.


Critiques should be 3-4 pages double-spaced. Include a title (but no title page) and a works-cited list or bibliography (depending whether you use in-text citations or footnotes – either is acceptable). Place the works-cited list/bibliography at the end of the paper; no separate page is necessary.


Either e-mail submissions or hard copies are acceptable. If you choose to e-mail a copy of your paper, it is your responsibility to ensure that I receive it by the deadline and that I can successfully open your document. If you send an attachment that I can’t open or if your e-mail is sent to the wrong address or winds up in my spam folder, it may be considered late. You should expect a confirmation e-mail from me to know that there are no problems.

APPENDIX 2. AUDIOVISUAL PRESENTATION
For this assignment, you will give a presentation on a work of fiction and use one of the theories from class to interpret your cultural text.  You will sign up in advance to present a cultural text that connects to one of the following theoretical perspectives: realism (September 12), liberalism (September 25), constructivism (October 10), feminism (October 21), critical theories (November 7). After selecting your theoretical perspective, you should search for a cultural text such as a song, poem, work of art, political cartoon, film or TV clip that you can analyze from the perspective of your chosen theory. 
For your presentation, you should begin by introducing your cultural text, providing a brief context. Then, play, show or distribute the relevant text, making sure that this doesn’t take longer than 2-3 minutes.


Be sure to identify key aspects and arguments of the theoretical lens you are using to help understand your selected text. Explain how the theory reflects and/or helps make sense of the text. You might also consider possible weaknesses in the theory and how these relate to the text. 
For example, if you decided that the song “Money” by Pink Floyd tied into Marxist theory nicely, you could find a version of the song to play on Youtube and then focus in your own comments on the line, “Money so they say/Is the root of all evil today,” showing how this is connected to a Marxist critique of capitalism as well as a Marxist focus on the primacy of material (economic) factors.


Remember that the point of these presentations is think creatively about the underlying ideas and arguments that are forwarded (in more sober, scholarly fashion) in theories of international relations.

Your presentation should be approximately 5-7 minutes long, so you need to keep your media presentation to no more than 3 minutes. Remember, you will be graded on your own remarks rather than on the cultural text you choose.
In addition, you must turn in a brief (1-2 page) summary along with your presentation. Explain how your cultural text fits with the particular international relations theory you choose; here, you need to make specific connections between the text and class readings, demonstrating a sound familiarity with the theories discussed in class.
You will be graded on the organization, style and clarity style of your presentation as well as how convincing you apply your text to an IR theory. 
Responsibilities for the Audience

Although you will not receive a separate grade for listening to presentations, your demeanor during other students’ presentations will factor into your participation grade. When your classmates are giving presentations, you have an obligation to listen attentively. You need to control bored body language and curb any impulse to check the time or put your head down on the desk to sleep. You should remain seated until the speaker is finished.
You should expect that there will be discussion following the presentation, so you should be prepared to ask or answer questions. Take notes or jot down questions during the presentation.

APPENDIX 3. GUIDELINES FOR ORAL FINAL EXAMINATION

If you choose to take an oral final exam rather than write a research paper, you will sign up for a time to meet for a 30-minute time bloc between December 9-13. I will narrow down the readings to a list of 10 core readings from the first half of the semester and 10 from the second half of the semester. When you come in for your oral exam, you will randomly choose four of these readings (2 from the first set and 2 from the second set).


I will ask you questions on each of the readings designed to test whether you can summarize the author’s argument and situate it within the broader literature and theoretical traditions. I will also ask you questions designed to test whether you can explain what kind of evidence the author used to back up his/her argument.


You may bring notes with you, but the more you need to consult your notes, the less credit you will receive for your answer. For each of the readings, you will receive a score corresponding to the following scale:


4: excellent understanding of argument and evidence; didn’t need prompting and made minimal use of notes


3: good understanding of argument; needed some prompting; relied more heavily on notes for details

2: limited understanding of argument and/or evidence; answers not completely accurate but corrected when prompted; needed a lot of prompting and used notes extensively


1: poor understanding of argument; answers not completely accurate; not corrected even with prompting


0: unable to recall reading

Grades will be assigned according to the following scale:


16  A+

15-14 A  
13  A-   


12  B+

11-10 B

  9  B-

  8  C+
 
   7-6 C

  5  C-

  4  D+
 
      3 D

  2  D-


Many students find it helpful to study with others. This can include sharing notes, asking questions and practicing answers with one another. Make sure that you don’t simply rely on someone else’s notes, however, since this may leave you unable to answer a question about particular examples or evidence that the author used in his/her work.


The list of works that you may be asked about as well as sample questions and answers will be distributed closer to the end of the semester.
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( Some adjustments to this schedule may be necessary. Readings may be added or deleted and dates for readings may be changed. 
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