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Course Description 

 
The course examines the traditional international security agenda, which includes 
military security, war, and stability. By encompassing a broad array of theoretical and 
historical literature, it probes the association between conflict and two of its behaviors: 
crisis and war. The major theories of conflict and war are discussed. The implications of 
crisis and war for global politics are discussed to demonstrate the salience of conflict 
management. The focus then shifts from the traditional security studies to some of the 
emerging security challenges. The objectives are to comprehend what constitutes an 
international security issue, who is security for, and how can it be achieved. Diverse 
topics including environmental security, human security, and international terrorism are 
studied with a view to focusing on the changing nature of international security. The 
course discusses whether or not it is possible to prioritize threats among a seemingly 
immense array of security threats. It concludes by discussing whether or not international 
security, as understood by the traditional security specialists, needs to be revamped to 
address the new security challenges of the contemporary world. 
 
Required Readings 
 
Text Book  
(available for purchase in the Carleton University Bookstore) 

 
Greg Cashman, What Causes War: An Introduction to Theories of International Conflict, 
(Boulder and Oxford: Lexington Books, 2000). 
 
Other Required Readings 
 
All other readings will be placed on reserve in MacOdrum Library. 
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Evaluation 
 

Participation   15% 
Group Presentation 20% 
Midterm Exam 25% (In-class, March 6th, 2007) 
Assignment   40% (Due April 28th , 2007) 
 
General Policies 
 
Participation: Scrupulous class attendance is required. Students are expected to 
substantially contribute to class discussions. Participation counts for 15% marks of the 
course. Students must read all assigned readings for the week before coming to class. 
This will enable them to ask questions to the presenters of the week and discuss the 
reading materials thoroughly. Also, students are expected to give their opinions on the 
readings. Participation grades will be influenced by three important criteria: the quality of 
participation, the regularity of participation, and collegiality of the students. Quality of 
participation will be high if only students have a comprehensive understanding of the 
reading materials and are able to raise relevant points and questions for class discussions 
and debates. It is also important for students to interact with their peers with respect. 
While opinions are most welcome in the sessions, it is important to help create an 
environment conducive to open and free discussions.    
 
Presentation: Depending on the size of the class and the number of readings assigned for 
a week, five or more students will be required to do presentations of the reading materials 
for each week. This will be a group presentation. A presentation sign-up sheet will be 
provided on the first day of classes so that from the next session, students can do 
presentations to introduce the materials and guide and lead discussions in the sessions. 
Presentations carry 20% marks of the course. Therefore, presentations must be done in a 
lucid manner to stimulate class discussions by generating thought-provoking questions. 
Presentations do not mean summarizing the reading materials. While summary is 
definitely an integral part of the presentation, presenters should highlight the main points 
of the readings, assess their strengths and weaknesses, and use examples to substantiate 
the points of criticisms. These general criteria will influence presentation grading, which 
essentially means that these decisive points must be taken into consideration while 
preparing for presentations. Although ideally presentations should not take more than 20 
minutes, some that do exceed this time limit should definitely not be for more than 25 
minutes. Please note that presentations will be followed by brief lectures by the instructor 
and, finally, discussions will generate. Therefore, time allotted for presentations must be 
respected.  
 
Midterm Exam: There will be an in-class mid-term exam, carrying 25% marks of the 
course. It will be held on the 6th of March during class period. The exam will consist of 
two long-answer questions. There will be no choice, which means students are expected 
to read all materials covered in class till the mid-term exam. Although the questions must 
be answered from the required readings, students will be expected to provide their 
opinions at the end of each answer. The answers must be structured properly—meaning 
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there must be an introduction, a body, and a conclusion in each answer. Each answer 
must be substantiated with proper empirical evidence. Although citations are not 
expected in these answers, students must know the full names of authors whose scholarly 
works they read and incorporate in their answers. They must be careful about their 
spellings and grammar while writing their answers. 
 
Assignment: Assignment, carrying 40% marks of the course, will be due on the 28th of 
April. Assignment questions will be distributed in the last class (April 3, 2007). Late 
submissions will not be accepted. Students must be prepared to use a number of materials 
from the readings while answering the assignment questions. This essentially means that 
assignments are cumulative. Citations are important while working on assignments. 
Students are encouraged to read the Chicago Manual of Style for proper citations—
footnotes or endnotes—in their works. They must edit their work before submitting, 
which means they must look for spelling errors, grammatical mistakes, and structural 
defects.   
 
NOTE: PLAGIARISM IS A SERIOUS ACADEMIC OFFENSE. All students 
should be aware of the University’s policy regarding such matters. 

 
 

Course Outline 
 
January 9: Understanding Strategic Studies 
 
Richard K. Betts, “Should Strategic Studies Survive?,” World Politics, 50, October 1997, 
pp.7-33 
 
Ken Booth, “The Evolution of Strategic Thinking,” in John Baylis, et.al., eds., 
Contemporary Strategy, (New York: Holmes & Meier, 1987), pp. 30-70  
 
John Garnett, “Strategic Studies and its Assumptions,” in John Baylis, et.al., eds., 
Contemporary Strategy, (New York: Holmes & Meier, 1987), pp. 3-29 
 
January 16: Some Basic Concepts of International Security 
 
Barry Buzan, “Is International Security Possible?,” in Ken Booth, ed., New Thinking 
about Strategy and International Security, (London: HarperCollins, 1991), pp.31-55. 
 
Jack Donnelly, Realism and International Relations, (Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 2000), pp.107-130. 
 
Robert Jervis, “Offense, Defense and the Security Dilemma,” in Robert J. Art and Robert 
Jervis, eds., International Politics: Enduring Concepts and Contemporary Issues, fifth 
edition, (New York: Longman, 2000), pp.184-204. 
 
January 23: Conflict––Biological and Ethnic Dimensions 
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Michael Nicholson, Rationality and the Analysis of International Conflict, (Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, 1992), pp. 11-41. 
 
Greg Cashman, What Causes War: An Introduction to Theories of International Conflict, 
pp.14-35. 
 
Ted Robert Gurr and Barbara Harff, Ethnic Conflict in World Politics, (Boulder: 
Westview Press, 1994), pp. 1-26. 
 
January 30: Conceptualizing Crisis and Crisis Decision-Making 
 
Michael Brecher, Crises in World Politics, (Oxford: Pergamon Press, 1993), pp. 357-403. 
 
James A. Robinson, “Crisis: An Appraisal of Concepts and Theories,” in Charles F. 
Hermann, ed., International Crises, (New York: The Free Press, 1972), pp. 20-35. 
 
Glenn Snyder and Paul Diesing, Conflict among Nations: Bargaining, Decision-making, 
and System Structure in International Crises, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 
1977), pp. 3-32. 
  
Charles F. Hermann and Linda P. Brady, “Alternative Models of International Crisis 
Behavior,” in Charles F. Hermann, ed., International Crises, (New York: The Free Press, 
1972), pp. 281-303. 
 
February 6: War––Typology 
 

John Vasquez, The War Puzzle, (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1991), pp.14-
50, 51-85. 

Kalevi J. Holsti, The State, War and the State of War, (Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 1996), pp. 1-18, 19-40. 

Jack S. Levy, “Theories of General War,” World Politics, 37 (3) April 1985, pp. 344-374.  
 
T.V. Paul, Asymmetric Conflicts: War Initiation by Weaker Powers, (New York: 
Cambridge University Press, 1994), pp.15-37 and 167-179. 
 
Frank Whelon Wayman, “Recurrent Disputes and Explaining War,” in John A. Vasquez, 
ed., What Do We Know about War?, (London, Boulder, New York, Oxford: Rowman & 
Littlefield Publishers, Inc., 2000), pp. 219-234. 
 
February 13: War Theories: The Systemic Arguments 
 
Greg Cashman, What Causes War: An Introduction to Theories of International Conflict, 
pp. 1-13, 224-278.   
 

 4



Kenneth Waltz, “The Origins of War in Neorealist Theory,” Journal of Interdisciplinary 
History, 18 (4), spring 1988, pp.615-628. 
 
February 27: War Theories: The Domestic Variables 
 
Greg Cashman, What Causes War: An Introduction to Theories of International Conflict, 
pp.124-159. 
 
Jack S. Levy, “Domestic Politics and War,” Journal of Interdisciplinary History, 18 (4), 
spring 1988, pp.653-673.   
 
March 6: Midterm Exam 
 
March 13: War Theories: The Psychological Explanations 

Greg Cashman, What Causes War: An Introduction to Theories of International Conflict, 
pp.36-76. 
 

Michael Nicholson, Rationality and the Analysis of International Conflict, (Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, 1992), pp.45-62. 

 

Jack Levy, “Misperception and Causes of War: Theoretical Linkages and Analytical 
Problems”, War Politics 36 (October 1983), pp. 76-99. 
 
March 20: War Avoidance Strategy and Conflict Management/ Resolution 
 
Greg Cashman, What Causes War: An Introduction to Theories of International Conflict, 
pp.160-192, 193-223.  
 
Louis Kriesberg, “The Growth of the Conflict Resolution Field,” in Chester A. Crocker, 
et.al., eds., Turbulent Peace: The Challenges of Managing International Conflicts, 
(Washington D.C: The United States Institute of Peace Press, 2001), pp.407-426. 
 
Janice Gross Stein, “Image, Identity, and Conflict Resolution,” in Chester A. Crocker, 
et.al., eds., Managing Global Chaos: Sources of and Responses to International Conflict, 
(Washington D.C.: United States Institute of Peace Press, 1996), pp.93-111. 
 
Chester A. Crocker, “Intervention: Toward Best Practices and a Holistic View,” in 
Chester A. Crocker, et.al, eds., Turbulent Peace: The Challenges of Managing 
International Conflicts, (Washington D.C.: The United States Institute of Peace, 2001), 
pp.229-248. 
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March 27: Contemporary Security Challenges 
 
Karen T. Litfin, “Environmental Security in the Coming Century,” in T.V. Paul and John 
Hall, eds., International Order and the Future of World Politics, (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 1999), pp.328-351. 
 
James D. Kiras, “Terrorism and Irregular Warfare,” in John Baylis, James Wirtz, Eliot 
Cohen, Colin S. Gray, eds., Strategy in the Contemporary World, (Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, 2002), pp.208-232. 
 
United Nations Development Program, “Redefining Security: The Human Dimension,” 
in Mark Charlton, ed., International Relations in the Post-Cold War Era, (Scarborough, 
Ontario: Nelson, 1999), pp.256-270. 
 
April 3: A New Security Agenda? 
 
Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams, “From Strategy to Security: Foundations of 
Critical Security Studies,” in Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams, eds., Critical 
Security Studies: Concepts and Cases, (Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 
1997), pp.33-59. 
 
Mohammed Ayoob, “Defining Security: A Subaltern Realist Perspective,” in Keith 
Krause and Michael C. Williams, eds., Critical Security Studies: Concepts and Cases, 
(Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1997), pp. 121-146. 
 
Amitav Acharya, “The Periphery as the Core: The Third World and Security Studies,” in 
Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams, Critical Security Studies: Concepts and Cases, 
(Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press, 1997), pp.299-327. 
 
 

 
Academic Accommodations 
 
For Students with Disabilities: Students with disabilities requiring academic accommodations in 
this course are encouraged to contact the Paul Menton Centre (PMC) for Students with 
Disabilities (500 University Centre) to complete the necessary forms. After registering with the 
PMC, make an appointment to meet with the instructor in order to discuss your needs at least 
two weeks before the first in-class test or CUTV midterm exam. This will allow for sufficient 
time to process your request. Please note the following deadlines for submitting completed forms 
to the PMC for formally scheduled exam accommodations: November 6th, 2006 for fall and 
fall/winter term courses, and March 9th, 2007 for winter term courses. 
 
For Religious Observance: Students requesting accommodation for religious observances 
should apply in writing to their instructor for alternate dates and/or means of satisfying academic 
requirements. Such requests should be made during the first two weeks of class, or as soon as 
possible after the need for accommodation is known to exist, but no later than two weeks before 
the compulsory academic event. Accommodation is to be worked out directly and on an individual 
basis between the student and the instructor(s) involved. Instructors will make accommodations 
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in a way that avoids academic disadvantage to the student. Instructors and students may contact 
an Equity Services Advisor for assistance (www.carleton.ca/equity). 
 
For Pregnancy: Pregnant students requiring academic accommodations are encouraged to 
contact an Equity Advisor in Equity Services to complete a letter of accommodation. Then, make 
an appointment to discuss your needs with the instructor at least two weeks prior to the first 
academic event in which it is anticipated the accommodation will be required. 
 
Plagiarism: The Undergraduate Calendar defines plagiarism as: "to use and pass off as one's 
own idea or product, work of another without expressly giving credit to another."  The Graduate 
Calendar states that plagiarism has occurred when a student either:  (a) directly copies another's 
work without acknowledgment; or (b) closely paraphrases the equivalent of a short paragraph or 
more without acknowledgment; or (c) borrows, without acknowledgment, any ideas in a clear and 
recognizable form in such a way as to present them as the student's own thought, where such 
ideas, if they were the student's own would contribute to the merit of his or her own work.  
Instructors who suspect plagiarism are required to submit the paper and supporting 
documentation to the Departmental Chair who will refer the case to the Dean.   It is not permitted 
to hand in the same assignment to two or more courses. The Department's Style Guide is 
available at:  www.carleton.ca/polisci/undergrad/styleguide.pdf 
 
Oral Examination: At the discretion of the instructor, students may be required to pass a brief 
oral examination on research papers and essays. 
 
Submission and Return of Term Work: Papers must be handed directly to the instructor and 
will not be date-stamped in the departmental office. Late assignments may be submitted to the 
drop box in the corridor outside B640 Loeb. Assignments will be retrieved every business day at 4 
p.m., stamped with that day's date, and then distributed to the instructor.  For essays not returned 
in class please attach a stamped, self-addressed envelope if you wish to have your assignment 
returned by mail.  Please note that assignments sent via fax or email will not be accepted. Final 
exams are intended solely for the purpose of evaluation and will not be returned. 
 
Approval of final grades: Standing in a course is determined by the course instructor subject to 
the approval of the Faculty Dean. This means that grades submitted by an instructor may be 
subject to revision. No grades are final until they have been approved by the Dean. 
 
Course Requirements: Students must fulfill all course requirements in order to achieve a 
passing grade.  Failure to hand in any assignment will result in a grade of F.  Failure to write the 
final exam will result in a grade of ABS. FND (Failure B No Deferred) is assigned when a 
student's performance is so poor during the term that they cannot pass the course even with 
100% on the final examination. In such cases, instructors may use this notation on the Final 
Grade Report to indicate that a student has already failed the course due to inadequate term 
work and should not be permitted access to a deferral of the examination. Deferred final exams 
are available ONLY if the student is in good standing in the course. 
 
Connect Email Accounts: The Department of Political Science strongly encourages students to 
sign up for a campus email account. Important course and University information will be 
distributed via the Connect email system. See http://connect.carleton.ca for instructions on how to 
set up your account. 
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