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Carleton University         Fall 2006 
                           
Department of Political Science

PSCI 4606 A

American Foreign Policy
2:35 p.m.– 5:25 p.m. Fridays

219 Tory Building

Instructor: Saira Khan
Office: A800 Loeb
Phone: (613) 520-2600 ext. 2063 (no voicemail)
Office Hours: Friday 1:00 - 2:00 p.m.
Email: sairakhan2@hotmail.com

Course Description

While the course is primarily designed to expose students to the multifaceted nature of
the American foreign policy in the post-cold war world, it also incorporates the post-
World War II US foreign policy. The aim is to comprehend the theoretical explanations
of American foreign policy during the specified periods. With the end of the cold war,
proper direction of US foreign policy is lacking. From intra-state conflicts to the terrorist
attacks, the United States now has to contend with new and unexpected threats. The test
for US foreign policy would be how well it deals with these new challenges. A major part
of the course will focus on the new foreign policy challenges the US faces today. The
shifting foreign policies will be examined by focusing on the role of the leadership, the
decision-making apparatus, changes in the administration, and the systemic determinants
including the national security interests of the country. Implications of the terrorist
attacks for US foreign policy will be discussed to understand the future direction of the
American foreign policy.

Required Readings

Text Book 
(available for purchase in the Carleton University Bookstore)

G. John Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, 5  edition, Newth

York: Pearson Education, 2004.

Other Required Readings

Reserve readings will be in the Political Science Resource Room, C666 Loeb. Resource
Room is open from 8:30 a.m. – 4:15 p.m., Monday to Friday. The same materials may
also be placed on reserve in MacOdrum Library.



2

Evaluation

Participation 15%
Presentation 20%
Midterm Exam 25% (In-class, October 20, 2006)
Assignment  40% (Due December 1 , 2006)st

General Policies

Participation: Scrupulous class attendance is required. Absence will result in poor
participation grades. 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 each week. This will enable them
to ask questions to the presenters of the week and discuss the reading materials
thoroughly. One of the most important things that students will have to do is that they
must make a comparative analysis of the reading materials of each week, meaning they
must be able to discuss how various readings of each week relate to one another and to
materials covered in the course. A seminar becomes a lively session only when students
take active participation in discussing, analyzing, and clarifying the reading materials.
Additionally, students are expected to give their opinions on the readings. Opinions must
be based on the reading materials and their own understanding of the US foreign policy.
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. Unless a student participates in every class, meaning on a regular basis, it is
unlikely for the student to obtain good grades on participation. It is also important for
students to interact with their peers with respect. Although strong opinions are most
welcome in 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, two or more students will be required to do presentations of the reading materials
for each week. 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, each presenter should do their presentations in a lucid manner which would
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, a presenter should highlight the main points of the readings,
assess their strengths and weaknesses, and use examples to substantiate the presenter’s
points of criticisms. This will demonstrate whether or not the student has been able to
comprehend the reading thoroughly, can appreciate and assess the value of the arguments
provided by scholars, is able to critically analyze the material, and form an opinion of
his/her own. These general criteria will influence presentation grading, which essentially
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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. 

Midterm Exam: There will be an in-class mid-term exam, carrying 25% marks of the
course. It will be held on the 20  of October during class period. The exam will consistth

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 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 1st of
December. Assignment sheets will be distributed in class one week before classes end.
Students will have one week to work at home on the assignment questions and bring back
their assignments in class on the last day of classes. Late submissions will not be
accepted. There will be two assignment questions and the answers must be
comprehensive. 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

September 8: Overview of the Course

G. John Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp. 1-12.

William Kristol and Robert Kagan, “Introduction: National Interest and Global
Responsibility,” in Glenn P. Hastedt, ed., Annual Editions: American Foreign Policy,
seventh edition, McGraw-Hill/Dushkin, 2001/02, pp. 22-31.

David Rieff, “The Crusaders: Moral Principles, Strategic Interests, and Military Force,”
in Glenn P. Hastedt, ed., Annual Editions: American Foreign Policy 2001-02, pp. 32-37.
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September 15: Theoretical Explanations of American Foreign Policy

Ole R. Holsti, "Models of International Relations and Foreign Policy," in G. John
Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp.14-40.

Michael Mastanduno, David A. Lake, and G. John Ikenberry, "Toward A Realist Theory
of State Action," in G. John Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical
Essays, pp.119-140.

Philip E. Tetlock and Charles B. McGuire Jr., "Cognitive Perspectives on Foreign
Policy," in G. John Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp.
484-501.

September 22: The Origins of the Cold War and Deterrence in US Foreign Policy 

Melvyn P. Leffler, "The American Conception of National Security and the Beginning of
the Cold War, 1945-48,” in G. John Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy:
Theoretical Essays, pp. 84-111.

Joseph S. Nye, Understanding International Conflicts, HarperCollins College Publishers,
1993, pp.98-110.

Alexander L. George and Richard Smoke, Deterrence in American Foreign Policy, New
York and London: Columbia University Press, 1974, pp. 11-57.

September 29: American Intervention in Korea and Vietnam

Yuen Foong Khong, "Seduction by Analogy in Vietnam: The Malaya and Korea
Analogies in G. John Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp.
501-511.

Rosemary Foot, The Wrong War: American Policy and the Dimensions of the Korean
Conflict, 1950-1953, Ithaca and London: Cornell University Press, 1985, pp.23-37.

James C. Thomson, Jr., "How Could Vietnam Happen? An Autopsy," in G. John
Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp. 454-463.

Irving L. Janis, "Escalation of the Vietnam War: How Could It Happen?," in G. John
Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp. 544-572.

Michael Roskin, "From Pearl Harbor to Vietnam: Shifting Generational Paradigms and
Foreign Policy," in G. John Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays,
pp. 312-333.
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October 13: The Cuban Missile Crisis 

Graham T. Allison, "Conceptual Models and the Cuban Missile Crisis," in G. John
Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp. 402-446.

Stephen D. Krasner, "Are Bureaucracies Important? (Or Allison Wonderland), in G. John
Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp. 447-459.

October 20: Mid-Term Exam

October 27: The Post-Cold War Theoretical Debates 

Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr., “America and the World: Isolationism Resurgent,? in G. John
Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, 4  edition, New York:th

Longman, 2002, pp. 575-586.

Samuel P. Huntington, “The Lonely Superpower,” in G. John Ikenberry, ed., American
Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp. 540-550.

Jesef Joffe, “How America Does It,” in G. John Ikenberry, ed., American Foreign Policy:
Theoretical Essays, 4  edition, New York: Longman, 2002, pp.596-606.th

G. John Ikenberry, “The Myth of Post-Cold War Chaos,” in G. John Ikenberry, ed.,
American Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, pp. 606-614.

November 3: Entangled with New-sprung Problems

George H. Quester, "America's Response to the New World (Dis) order," in Gabriel
Sheffer, ed., U.S.-Israeli Relations at the Crossroads, London: Frank Cass and Company
Limited, 1997, pp.27-45.

Richard Holbrooke, “Why are We in Bosnia?,” The New Yorker, May 18, 1998, pp.39-
40, 42-45.

Michael Sterner, “Closing the Gate: The Persian Gulf War Revisited,” Current History,
January 1997, pp.13-19.

Thomas H. Henriksen, "Clinton's Foreign Policy in Somalia, Bosnia, Haiti, and North
Korea," Hoover Institution on War, Revolution and Peace, Stanford University, 1996, pp.
1- 44.

November 10: Unilateralism and Targeting the Rogue States

David Skidmore, “Understanding the Unilateralist Turn in U.S. Foreign Policy,” Foreign
Policy Analysis, vol.1, issue 2, July 2005, pp.207-228.
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Michael Klare, Rogue States and Nuclear Outlaws: America’s Search for a New Foreign
Policy, New York: Hill and Wang, 1995, chapter 5, pp.130-168.

John Newhouse, “The Missile Defense Debate,” Foreign Affairs, vol.80, no.4,
July/August 2001, pp.97-109.

James M. Lindsay and Michael E. O’Hanlon, Defending America, Washington D.C.:
Brokings Institution Press, 2001, chapter 3, pp.50-81. 

November 17: Terrorism Hits America

Paul R. Pillar, Terrorism and US Foreign Policy, Washington D.C: Brookings Institution
Press, 2001, pp.41-72.

Carl Conetta and Charles Knight, “Inventing Threats,” The Bulletin of the Atomic
Scientists, March/April 1998, pp.184-188. 

David Tucker, “Responding to Terrorism,” The Washington Quarterly, winter 1998, pp.
103-117.

Stephen M. Walt, “Beyond bin Laden: Reshaping U.S. Foreign Policy,” International
Security, vol.26, no.3, winter 2001/02, pp.56-78.

William F. Perry, “Preparing for the Next Attack,” Foreign Affairs, vol.80, no.6,
November/December, 2001, pp. 31-45.

November 24: American Grand Strategies and the War on Iraq

Galia Press-Barnathan, “The War against Iraq and the International Order: From Bull to
Bush,” International Studies Review, vol.6, issue 2, June 2004, pp195-212.

Mohammed Nuruzzaman, “Beyond the Realist Theories: “Neo-Conservative Realism,”
and the American Invasion of Iraq,” International Studies Perspectives, vol.7, issue 3,
August 2006, pp.239-253.

Paul R. Pillar, “Intelligence, Policy, and the War in Iraq,” Foreign Affairs, vol.85, no.2,
March/April 2006, pp.15-27.

D. Scott Bennett and Allan C. Stam, “Predicting the Length of the 2003 U.S.-Iraq War,”
Foreign Policy Analysis, vol.2, issue 2, April 2006, pp.101-116.
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December 1: American Hegemony

Elke Krahmann, “American Hegemony or Global Governance? Competing Visions of
International Security,” International Studies Review, vol.7, issue 4, December 2005,
pp.531-545.

David A. Lake, “American Hegemony and the Future of East-West Relations,”
International Studies Perspectives, vol.7, issue 1, February 2006, pp.23-30. 

Jeffrey A. Lefebvre, “U.S. Military Hegemony in the Arabian/Persian Gulf: How Long
Can It Last?,” International Studies Perspectives, vol.4, issue 2, May 2003, pp.186-190.

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 6 , 2006 for fall and fall/winterth

term courses, and March 9 , 2007 for winter term courses.th

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 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.
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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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