
1

 Requires PSCI 2601, “Global Politics,” or PSCI 2602, “Global Political Economy.”

 Using the Carleton 12-point system.2

3

 Most presentations will simply be graded “satisfactory.”
4

 Your long paper of 10-15 pages may be an expanded version of one of your short papers of 3-5 pages.

Carleton University      Fall 2006

Department of Political Science

PSCI 4800B

“Advanced International Relations Theory”

8:35 AM  – 11:25 AM , Tuesdays

C665 Loeb

Instructor: Eric Reeves, PhD, JD

Office: A800 Loeb Building

Office Hours: 4:00 PM  – 6:00 PM , Tuesdays, and other times by appointment

Phone: (613) 520-2600, X2063 (no voicemail)

Email: ericreeves@sympatico.ca

Course objectives and general design:

You will have an opportunity to achieve an in-depth understanding of all leading theories of

“international relations” or “world politics” (not merely the theories which most easily suit your personal

ideological predispositions, or those of the instructor) in a seminar format which stresses dialectical

analysis, serious theoretical logic, comparison and contrast, examination of theories in terms of

overarching paradigms and worldviews in science and philosophy, and serious consideration of the

testability or practical usefulness of competing theories.   This course is primarily designed to prepare you1

for advanced studies in political science, international relations, political philosophy, or related areas of

social science or philosophy.  With the inclusion of focus on the empirical testability of theories and their

usefulness in programmatic or normative practice, this course should also be useful to students who

intend to enter service with governmental or non-governmental agencies concerned with world affairs.

Class requirements:

I will not take attendance.  But you are required to actively participate in the class sessions, and to

make a number of informal class presentations, as indicated in the following table.  There will be no

examinations (except informal examination of the depth of your knowledge during class presentations,

which I hope will not feel like examinations).  Your grade  will be based on a combination of papers and2

class presentations, according to the table, with primary emphasis on the quality of your analysis and

argument in your written work, not on glibness or polish of presentation.   Some library research is3

required.  But the emphasis is on careful and critical reading of selected texts (some of which I will

supply for your use), especially original writings of leading authors, rather than extensive research and

use of secondary commentaries.  (The assigned texts for the course already satisfy most of the need for

secondary commentary.)  Total written work for the course should be less than 35 pages.   It is essential4

that all assignments be done on time, because the whole class depends on your work.  (It is also a work

ethic which must be learned by anyone who hopes to go on to graduate school or do policy analysis for

governmental or non-governmental agencies.)  Late work will be substantially reduced in grade.
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Please consult with me as soon as possible about any special needs, such as accommodations for

disabilities, or special circumstance arising during the term.  See the Carleton Undergraduate Calendar,

especially pages 10-11 (policies) and pages 41-65 (regulations), for rules of general applicability.
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% Pages Requirement

20 8

Weekly notes for discussion (8 weeks).  From the second week through the tenth week,

except the week when presenting your first short paper, you are required to hand in a

simple one-page note, at the beginning of class, which provides a concise but thoughtful

reaction to one or more of the weekly readings or references, with comments on both the

pros and cons of a theoretical perspective.  Notes which fail to meet this requirement will

count as 0.  Notes not turned in on time with name and date are points lost forever.  Due

at the beginning of each session.

20 3-5

First short theoretical analysis paper.  You will write* and present† a short theoretical

analysis of a contemporary theory of IR, which may include classical or structural

realism, liberalism or neo-liberalism, Marxism, critical or postmodernist approaches,

RCT and game theory, economic theory, constructivism, feminism, evolutionary theory,

or other theories of contemporary interest, subject to approval and guidance.  The paper

must include comment on (a) both strengths and weakness of the chosen theory, and

(b) the empirical testability (in principle or actuality) or practical policy usefulness of the

theory.  Extensive research is not required.  But the paper will demonstrate a close

reading of at least one original text by a leading proponent of the theory.  And you will

bring that text to class along with your paper and presentation.  These are firm

requirements.  The paper will be returned, with a provisional 0, and one opportunity for

a do-over, if you do not meet these requirements.  Due by beginning of third or fourth

session, as assigned.

20 3-5

Second short theoretical analysis paper.  You will write* and present† a short theoretical

analysis of a contemporary theory of IR, which may include any theory clearly distinct

from the theory analyzed in your first paper, subject to all the same requirements.  Due

by beginning of next-to-last session or earlier as assigned.

40 10-15

Case study paper.  You will write* and present† a paper which applies a leading theory

to an empirical problem (other than Kosovo or the “clash of civilizations”), which may

be (a) a historical case study, (b) a comparison of historical or contemporary cases, (c) a

statistical study, or (d) a contemporary policy problem.  You may use either of the

theories used in your short papers above, or a third theory.  The paper must state a clear

hypothesis or thesis as to the value of the theory for causal analysis or normative

guidance, and a clear conclusion as to how well it is proven to do so by the empirical

study.  There will be no opportunity for re-write for papers which fail to meet these

requirements.   But I invite you to submit a draft, outline, or proposal in advance for my

review if you have any doubt as to your ability to meet these requirements.  Due by

beginning of last session, or earlier as assigned.

*General criteria for all papers:

Form:  All papers must be submitted in good academic form, with a standard format and form of citations, 11

or 12 point font, 1.5 or 2 line spacing, and 1 inch margins.  Any standard citation form (interlinear or footnote) is

fine.  Either English or American spelling and style is fine, but be consistent.  I will not normally grade on form, but
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if one of your short papers is noticeably inadequate in this manner, I will return it to you, with a provisionally low

grade, with one opportunity to clean it up.  No second chances with the case study paper.

Substance:  I will grade on quality of analysis and argument, and on the number of interesting insights or ideas,

not on the number of pages or the number of citations.  None of the papers requires extensive research in the library.

But they do require in-depth reading of critical texts and in-depth thought.

Submissions and Copies:  You must bring one clean print of the paper for me, to be graded, and readable

copies of the short papers (which may be in “draft” quality form from your printer) for all other students in the class,

at the beginning of the class on the day of your presentation.  You must submit all papers directly to me in class

(case study papers are due at the beginning of the last class) unless I give you special permission otherwise.  I will

return papers with grades during class, except for the case study paper, which will be made available for pickup in

the department office.

†Oral presentations:  Please do not be intimated by this requirement.  It is important that you be able to argue for

your analysis or proposal in a dialectical give-and-take, and that you be able to demonstrate that you have done more

than merely paraphrase the ideas of others in your paper.  You are not allowed to read from your paper, except for

short quotes.  Most if not all the grades on the presentations will be simply “satisfactory,” which means that your

grade on that element is the grade on your associated paper.  But your oral presentation is your opportunity to back-

fill, augment, or accentuate your paper.  Your presentation or your response to questions from the class may clarify

points in your paper so that I give the paper a better grade.  Conversely, an “unsatisfactory” presentation would lead

to a lower grade on the paper.  But I do not expect this to occur.  This is not a trap, except for a student who is

obviously unfamiliar with the underlying substance of their own written work.

Schedule (subject to adjustment for topics presented or requested by students):

1. Week one (12 Sep 06).  Explanation of course, discussion of student interests, short review of

fundamental perspectives in theories of world politics in comparative context.  (See assigned texts and

references § 1.)  Assignment of first papers and presentations.

2. Week two (19 Sep 06).  Beginning of weekly notes.  Additional discussion of theoretical

perspectives.  Focus on historical foundations of the West and the implications for theories of world

politics.  (Burchill c. 1, Sterling-Folker c. 1, 11, app. A, ref. §§ 1-2.)

3. Week three (26 Sep 06).  Weekly notes.  Beginning of presentation of short papers.  The classic

tradition.  (Ref. §§ 1-3.)

4. Week four (3 Oct 06).  Weekly notes.  Short papers.  All first short papers due.  The enlightenment

project and liberalism.  (Burchill c. 3, Sterling-Folker c. 3, ref. §§ 1-4.)

5. Week five (10 Oct 06).  Weekly notes.  Short papers.  Classical realism and the English School.

(Burchill c. 2, 4, Sterling-Folker c. 2, 10, ref. § 5.)

6. Week six (17 Oct 06).  Weekly notes.  Short papers.  Structural realism, feminism, and ecopolitics.

(Burchill c. 2, 9-10, Sterling-Folker c. 2, 8, ref. §§ 6, 12-3.)

7. Week seven (24 Oct 06).  Weekly notes.  Short papers.  Marxism and neo-Marxist critical theory.

(Burchill c. 5-6, Sterling-Folker c. 6-7, ref. § 7.)

8. Week eight (31 Oct 06).  Weekly notes.  Short papers.  Postmodernism.  (Burchill c. 7, Sterling-

Folker c. 6, ref. § 8.)

9. Week nine (7 Nov 06).  Weekly notes.  Short papers.  Constructivism.  (Burchill c. 8, Sterling-Folker

c. 5, ref. § 9.)
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10. Week ten (14 Nov 06).  Weekly notes.  Short papers and case study papers.  The modern scientific

project in IR, RCT, game theory, and biopolitics.  (Sterling-Folker c. 4, 9, ref. § 10.)

11. Week eleven (21 Nov 06).  No weekly notes.  Short papers and case study papers.  All second short

papers due.  The use of theory in understanding the current “crisis” in world politics ~ the “end of

history,” the great “clash,” the “war on terror,” etc.  (Ref. § 11.)

12. Week twelve (28 Nov 06).  No weekly notes.  No short papers.  Presentation of case study papers.

All case study papers due.  General summary of course and comparison of theories, discussion of

relevance of course to other courses and future plans.  Critiques of the instructor and the course.

Opportunity (again) for students to discuss theories which may have been neglected or misrepresented.

Assigned Texts:

Burchill, Scott, ed., Theories of International Relations (2005) {JZ1242.T48}.

Sterling-Folker, Jennifer, ed., Making Sense of International Relations Theory (2006) {JZ1305.M32185}.

Additional References:

§ 1. General commentaries, comparisons of theory, and collections of readings (all the “great debates”)

Almond, Gabriel A., A Discipline Divided: Schools and Sects in Political Science (1990) {JA71.A475}.

Art, Robert J., and Robert Jervis, eds., International Politics: Enduring Concepts and Contemporary Issues

(2004) {JX1395.I576}.

Baldwin, David A., ed., Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate (1993) {JX1395.N385}.

Booth, Ken, and Steve Smith, eds., International Relations Theory Today (1995) {JX1391.I6383}.

Dougherty, James E., and Robert L. Pfaltzgraff, Jr., eds., Contending Theories of International Relations: A

Comprehensive Survey (2000) {JX1395.D67}.

Doyle, Michael W., Ways of War and Peace: Realism, Liberalism, and Socialism  (1997) {JX1963.D687}.

Doyle, Michael W., and G. John Ikenberry, eds., New Thinking in International Relations Theory (1997)

{JZ1305.N49}.

Duffield, John S., Theo Farrell, Richard Price, and Michael C. Desch, “Isms and Schisms: Culturalism versus

Realism in Security Studies,” International Security 24.1 (Summer 1999) 156-180 {JX1901.I6}.

Dunne, Tim, Michael Cox, and Ken Booth, eds., The Eighty Years’ Crisis, 1919-1999 (1998) {JX3091.E448}. 

Reprint of special issue of the Review of International Studies 24.5 (December 1998) 1-243 {D839.B77}.

Geller, Daniel S., and John A. Vasquez, eds., The Construction and Cumulation of Knowledge in International

Relations (2004) {D839.I55}.

Hermann, Margaret G., “One Field, Many Perspectives: Building the Foundations for a Dialogue” (1998 ISA

Presidential Address), International Studies Quarterly 42 (1998) 605-624 {D839.B23}.

Herrmann, Richard K., and Richard Ned Lebow, eds., Ending the Cold War: Interpretations, Causation, and

the Study of International Relations (2004) {D843.E485}.

Keohane, Robert O., ed., Neorealism and Its Critics (1986) {JX1391.N46}.

Kohli, Atul, Peter Evans, Peter J. Katzenstein, Adam Przeworski, Susanne Hoeber Rudolph, James C. Scott, and

Theda Skocpol, “The Role of Theory in Comparative Politics: A Symposium,” World Politics 48.1 (October

1995) 1-49 {D839.W57}.

Snow, C.P., The Two Cultures: And a Second Look [revised version of The Two Cultures and the Scientific

Revolution, 1959] (1967) {AZ361.S56}.

Morgan, Patrick M., Theories and Approaches to International Politics: What Are We to Think?  (1987)

{JX1291.M65}.

Sowell, Thomas, A Conflict of Visions: Ideological Origins of Political Struggles (1987) {HM73.S68}.

Vasquez, John A., ed., Classics of International Relations (1996) {JX1308.C63}.

Viotti, Paul R., and Mark V. Kauppi eds., International Relations Theory: Realism, Pluralism, Globalism, and

Beyond (1999) {JZ1305.V56}.

§ 2. Historical foundations of the West (and the Western domination of world politics)

Baechler, Jean, John A. Hall, and Michael Mann, eds., Europe and the Rise of Capitalism  (1988) {HC240}.
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Blaut, James M., The Colonizer’s Model of the World: Geographical Diffusionism and Eurocentric History

(1993) {D16.9.B49}.

Braudel, Fernand, A History of Civilizations, Richard Mayne, trans. (1993) [Grammaire des civilizations, 1987]

{CB78.B73}.

Diamond, Jared M., Guns, Germs, and Steel: The Fates of Human Societies (1997) {HM206.D48}.

Jones, E.L., The European Miracle: Environments, Economies, and Geopolitics in the History of Europe and

Asia (1981) {HC240.J57}.

Mann, Michael, The Sources of Social Power, vol. 1-2 [1.  A History of Power from the Beginning to AD 1760. 

2. The Rise of Classes and Nation-States, 1760-1914] (1986) {HN8.M28}.

North, Douglass C., Structure and Change in Economic History (1981) {HC21.N66}.

Spruyt, Hendrik, The Sovereign State and Its Competitors: An Analysis of Systems Change (1994) {JC327.S65}.

Tilly, Charles, ed., The Formation of National States in Western Europe (1975) {JN94.A2 F67}.

Weber, Max, The City, Don Martindale and Gertrud Neuwirth, eds. and trans. (1958) [“Die Stadt,” in Wirtschaft

und Gesellschaft, 1922] {HT151.W413}.

§ 3. The Western tradition ~ classical (the use and misuse of history)

Bagby, Laurie M. Johnson, “The Use and Abuse of Thucydides in International Relations,” International

Organization 48.1 (Winter 1994) 131-153 {JX1901.I55}.

Gilpin, Robert, War  & Change in World Politics (1981) {JX1291.G53}.

Hanson, Victor Davis, A War Like No Other: How the Athenians and Spartans Fought the Peloponnesian War

(2005) {DF229.H36}.

Lebow, Richard Ned, The Tragic Vision of Politics: Ethics, Interests, And Orders (2003) {UA10.5.L43}.

Machiavelli, Niccolò, The Art of War, Ellis Farnewoth, trans. (1965) [Arte della guerra, 1521] {U101.M16}.

Polybius, Histories [Historiai, c. 140 BCE], in The Rise of the Roman Empire, Ian Scott-Kilvert, trans. (1979)

{DG241.P64213}.

Romilly, Jacqueline de, The Rise and Fall of States According to Greek Authors (1991) {JC51.R56}.

Thucydides, History [Historia, c. 404 BCE], in The Peloponnesian War, Rex Warner, trans.  (1954)

{DF229.T5W3}.

§ 4. The Western tradition ~ enlightenment (Is the “enlightenment project” a form of “idealism” or “realism”?)

Angell, Norman, The Great Illusion: A Study of the Relation of Military Power to National Advantage (1910)

{JX1952.A73}.

Clausewitz, Carl von, On War, Anatol Rapoport, ed., J.J. Graham, trans., abridged, with introduction by Anatol

Rapoport (1968) [Vom Kriege, 1832] {U102.C6557}.  [See also Lebow, Tragic Vision, § 3.]

Doyle, Michael W., “Kant, Liberal Legacies and Foreign Affairs,” parts 1-2, Philosophy and Public Affairs 12

(1983) 201-235, 323-353 {H1.P54}.

Doyle, Michael W., “Liberalism and World Politics,” American Political Science Review 80 (December 1986) 1151-

69 {JA1.A6}.

Doyle, Michael W., “Liberalism and World Politics Revisited,” in Charles W. Kegley, Jr., ed., Controversies in

International Relations Theory: Realism and the Neoliberal Challenge (1995) {JX1395.C664}.

Hobbes, Thomas, Leviathan, C.B. Macpherson, ed. ([1651] 1968) {JC153.H65}.

Howard, Michael, Clausewitz (1983) {U21.2.H657}.

Howard, Michael, The Lessons of History (1991) {D431.H68}.

Kant, Immanuel, Political Writings, H.B. Nisbet, trans. (1970)  [including “Idea for a Universal History with a

Cosmopolitan Purpose” (1784), “Answer to the Question: What is Enlightenment?” (1784), and “Perpetual

Peace: A Philosophical Sketch” (1796)] {JC181.K295}.

Keohane, Robert O., and Joseph S. Nye, Power and Interdependence (1989) {JX1395.K428}.

MacKinder, Halford, J., Democratic Ideals and Reality: A Study in the Politics of Reconstruction ([1919] 1996)

{D655.M18}.

Richardson, James L., “Contending Liberalisms: Past and Present,” European Journal of International Relations 3.1

(1997) 5-33 {JX1.E97}.

Rosecrance, Richard, The Rise of the Trading State: Commerce and Conquest in the Modern World (1986)

{HF1007.R549}.

Wright, Robert, Nonzero: The Logic of Human Destiny (2000) {GN360.W75}.
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§ 5. Modern “classical realism” (Is it “classical”?  Is it “realistic”?)  [See also Lebow, Tragic Vision, § 3.]

Bull, Hedley, The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics (1995) {JX1954.B79}.

Carr, Edward Hallett, The Twenty Years’ Crisis, 1919–1939: An Introduction to the Study of International

Relations ([1939]2001) {JX1391.C3}.  [See also Dunne, Michael, and Booth, Eighty Years’ Crisis, § 1.]

Morgenthau, Hans J., Scientific Man vs. Power Politics (1946) {JA80.M6}.

Morgenthau, Hans J., Politics Among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace, Brief Edition, revised by Kenneth

W. Thompson (1993) {JX1391.M6}.  The last edition of the more complete text is Hans J. Morgenthau,

Politics Among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace (5  ed., [1948] 1973) {JX1391.M6}.th

Smith, Michael Joseph, Realist Thought from Weber to Kissinger (1986) {JX1391.S63}.

§ 6. Modern structural realism (What is the “structure” in structural realism?  Is it “realistic”?)

Legro, Jeffery W., and Andrew Moravcsik, “Is Anybody Still a Realist?” International Security 24.2 (Fall 1999) 5-

55 {JX1901.I6}.

Mearsheimer, John J., The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (2001) {D397.M38}.  [See also Rosecrance & Snyder.]

Rosecrance, Richard, “War and Peace,” World Politics 55.1 (October 2002) 137-66 {D839.W57}.  [Review of

Mearsheimer, above.]

Snyder, Glenn H., “Mearsheimer’s World ~ Offensive Realism and the Struggle for Security,” International Security

27.1 (Summer 2002) 149-173 {JX1901.I6}.  [Review of Mearsheimer, above.]

Waltz, Kenneth, Man, the State and War: A Theoretical Analysis ([1954] 1964) {JX1308.W3}.

Waltz, Kenneth, Theory of International Politics (1979) {JX1291.W37}.

Vasquez, John A., “The Realist Paradigm and Degenerative versus Progressive Research Programs: An Appraisal of

Neotraditional Research on Waltz’s Balancing Proposition,” The American Political Science Review 91.4

(December 1997) 899-912 {JA1.A6}.

§ 7. Marxism and “neo-Marxist” or “critical” theory (Is Marxism dead?  Or more relevant than ever?)

Anderson, Perry, Lineages of the Absolutist State (1974) {JC381.A5414}.  [See also Chris Wickham, “The

Uniqueness of the East,” in Baechler, Hall, and Mann, Europe and the Rise of Capitalism , § 2.]

Cox, Robert W., “Social Forces, States and World Order: Beyond International Relations Theory,” in Robert O.

Keohane, ed., Neorealism and Its Critics (1986) {JX139.N46}.

Cox, Robert W., Production, Power, and World Order: Social Forces in the Making of History (1987)

{HD6971.C78}.

Horkheimer, Max, and Theodor Adorno, Dialectic of Enlightenment, John Cumming, trans. (1972) [Dialektik der

Aufklärung, 1944] {B3279.H8473P513}.

Marx, Karl, and Friedrich Engels, Communist Manifesto, Samuel Moore, trans. (1985) [Manifest der

Kommunistischen Partei, 1848] {HX39.5.A5213}.

Tucker, Robert C., Philosophy and Myth in Karl Marx (1961) {B3305.M74T8}

Wallerstein, Immanuel, The Modern World System, vol. 1-3 (1974-1980) {HC45.W35}.

Wallerstein, Immanuel, “From The Modern World System” [1974], in John A. Vasquez, Classics of International

Relations (1983) {JZ1237.C4268}.

§ 8. The “postmodern” reaction (Is it “postmodern” or is it merely “reaction”?  What is the “modern” which is

“post,” or what is being reacted to?  Can there be anything beyond “modernism”?)

Ashley, Richard K., “Untying the Sovereign State: A Double Reading of the Anarchy Problematique,” Millennium

17.2 (1988) 227-262 {JX1.M54}.

Ashley, Richard K., “The Poverty of Neorealism,” in Robert O. Keohane, ed., Neorealism and Its Critics (1986)

{JX139.N46}, partial reprint of Richard K. Ashley, “The Poverty of Neorealism,” International Organization

38.2 (Spring 1984) 225-286 {JX1901.I55}.

Ashley, Richard K., and R.B.J. Walker, “Speaking the Language of Exile: Dissident Thought in International

Studies,” International Studies Quarterly 34 (1990) 259-268 {D839.B23}.

Brown, Chris, “‘Turtles All the Way Down’: Anti-Foundationalism, Critical Theory and International Relations,”

Millennium  23.2 (1994) 213-36 {JX1.M54}.

Devetak, Richard, “The Project of Modernity and International Relations Theory,” Millennium  24.1 (1995) 27-51

{JX1.M54}.

Foucault, Michel, Discipline and Punish, Alan Sheridan, trans. (1979) [Surveiller et punir, 1976] {HV8666.F6813}.



PSCI 4800B

8

George, Jim, Discourses of Global Politics: A Critical (Re)Introduction to International Relations (1994)

{JX1391.G467}.

Heidegger, Martin, “Letter on Humanism” [1947], in Frank A. Capuzzi and J. Glenn Gray, trans., Basic Writings,

David Farrell Krell, ed. (1977) {B3279.H47E5}.  Also in Lawrence Cahoone, ed., From Modernism to

Postmodernism: An Anthology (1996) {B831.2.F75}.

Heidegger, Martin, An Introduction to Metaphysics, Ralph Manheim, trans. (1959) [Einführung in die Metaphysik,

1953, based on lectures at the University of Freiburg, 1935] {BD331.H4313}.

Keohane, Robert O., “Beyond Dichotomy: Conversations Between International Relations and Feminist Theory,”

International Studies Quarterly 42 (1998) 193-198, 197 {D839.B23}.  [Response to Tickner, below.]

Lilla, Mark, “The Politics of Jacques Derrida,” The New York Review of Books 45.11 (25 June 1998) 36-41

{AP2.N655}.

Rosenau, Pauline, “Once Again Into the Fray: International Relations Confronts the Humanities,” Millennium  19.1

(1990), 83-110 {JX1.M54}.

Rousseau, Jean-Jacques, The First and Second Discourses, Roger D. and Judith R. Masters, trans. (1964)

{Q2040.D6M38}.

Tickner, J. Ann, “You Just Don’t Understand: Troubled Engagements Between Feminists and IR Theorists”

International Studies Quarterly 42 (1998) 611-632 {D839.B23}.

Tickner, J. Ann, “Continuing the Conversation…” International Studies Quarterly 42 (1998) 205-210 {D839.B23}. 

[Response to Keohane, above.]

§ 9.  Constructivism.  (Is there such a thing, or is “constructivism” merely what we construct of it?  Is

“constructivism” a form of “post-positivism,” or merely a trendy new label for “liberal institutionalism”?)

Goldstein, Judith and Robert O. Keohane, eds., Ideas & Foreign Policy: Beliefs, Institutions, and Political Change

(1993) {JX1391.I33}.

Guzzini, Stefano, and Anna Leander. eds., Constructivism and International Relations: Alexander Wendt and

His Critics (2006) {JZ1251.C66}

Hall, John A., International Orders (1996) {D32.H35}.

Ruggie, John Gerard, Constructing the World Polity: Essays on International Institutionalization (1998)

{JZ1305.R84}.

Wendt, Alexander, “The Agent-Structure Problem in International Relations Theory,” International Organization

41.3 (Summer 1987) 335-370 {JX1901.I55}.

Wendt, Alexander, “Anarchy is What States Make of it: The Social Construction of Power Politics,” International

Organization 46.2 (1992) 391-425 {JX1901.I55}.

Wendt, Alexander, “On Constitution and Causation in International Relations,” in Tim Dunne, Michael Cox, and

Ken Booth, eds., The Eighty Years’ Crisis, 1919-1999 (1998) {JX3091.E448}.  Reprint of article in Review of

International Studies 24.5, special issue (December 1998) 101-117 {D839.B77}.

Wendt, Alexander, Social Theory of International Politics (1999) {JZ1251.W46}.

§ 10. The modern “scientific” or “liberal” project, RCT, game theory, and evolutionary theory (Is it “scientific” or

“liberating,” or merely a hegemonic ideology?) [See also Wright, Nonzero, § 4.]

Allison, Graham T., Essence of Decision: Explaining the Cuban Missile Crisis (1971) {E183.8.R9}.

Axelrod, Robert, with William D. Hamilton in chapter 5, The Evolution of Cooperation (1984) {HM131.A89}.

Bell, Duncan S.A., Paul K. MacDonald, and Bradley A. Thayer, “Correspondence: Start the Evolution without Us,”

International Security 26.1 (Summer 2001) 187-198 {JX1901.I6}.  [Response to Thayer, below.]

Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce, The War Trap (1981) {U21.2.B83}.

Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce, “The War Trap Revisited: A Revised Expected Utility Model,” The American Political

Science Review 79.1 (March 1985) 156-177 {JA1.A6}.

Green, Donald P., and Ian Shapiro, Pathologies of Rational Choice Theory: A Critique of Applications in Political

Science (1994) {JA73.G74}.

Hogarth, Robin M., and Melvin W. Reder, eds., Rational Choice: The Contrast between Economics and Psychology

(1986) {HB74.P8R27}.

Kennan, George F., American Diplomacy (1984) {E744.K3}.

Long, David, “The Harvard School of Liberal International Theory: A Case for Closure,” Millennium  24.3

(December 1995) 489-505 {JX1.M54}.  [Reaction to Moravesik, below.]

Masters, Roger D., The Nature of Politics (1989) {JA80.M37}.
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Moravesik, Andrew, “Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of International Politics,” International

Organization 51.4 (Autumn 1997) 513-53 {JX1901.I55}.  [See also Long, above.]

Olson, Mancur, The Rise and Decline of Nations: Economic Growth, Stagflation, and Social Rigidities (1982)

{HD82.O565}.

Somit, Albert, and Steven A. Peterson, Darwinism, Dominance, and Democracy: The Biological Bases of

Authoritarianism  (1997) {JA80.S596}.

Taylor, Michael, The Possibility of Cooperation (1987) {HX833.T38}.

Thayer, Bradley A., “Bringing in Darwin: Evolutionary Theory, Realism, and International Politics,” International

Security 25.2 (Fall 2001) 124-151 {JX1901.I6}.  [See also Bell, , Paul, and Thayer, above.]

Thompson, William R., ed., Evolutionary Interpretations of World Politics (2001) {D32.E98}.

Thorson, Thomas Landon, Biopolitics (1970) {JA71.T53}.

§ 11.  The use of theory in understanding the current “crisis” in world politics ~ the “end of history,” the great

“clash,” the “war on terror,” and all that  (Clash of “civilizations” or “culture wars” within civilizations?  Or

simply old-fashioned “power politics”?  Did “everything change” on 1 September 2001?)

Ahmed, Akbar S., Islam Under Siege: Living Dangerously in a Post-Honor World (Cambridge: Polity Press, 2003).

Armstrong, Karen, The Battle For God: A History of Fundamentalism  (2000) {BM390.A69}.

Aslan, Reza, No God but God: The Origins, Evolution, and Future of Islam  (2005) {BP161.3.A79}.

Barber, Benjamin R., Jihad vs. McWorld: Terrorism’s Challenge to Democracy ([1995] 2001) {HM201.B37}.

Berman, Paul, Terror and Liberalism  (2003) {HV6431.B4794}.

Buruma, Ian, and Avishai Margalit, Occidentalism: The West in the Eyes of Its Enemies (2004) {CB245.B875}.

Burns, Timothy, ed., After History? Francis Fukuyama and His Critics (1994) {D16.9.A46}.

Fukuyama, Francis, The End of History and the Last Man (1992) {D16.8F85}.

Fukuyama, Francis, The Great Disruption: Human Nature and the Reconstitution of Social Order (1999)

{HM851.F85}.

Fukuyama, Francis, “Second Thoughts: The Last Man in a Bottle,” The National Interest 56 (Summer 1999)

16, 28, 33 {E840.N34}.

Fukuyama, Francis, Our Posthuman Future: Consequences of the Biotechnology Revolution (2002)

{TP248.2.F84}.

Fukuyama, Francis, America at the Crossroads: Democracy, Power, and the Neoconservative Legacy (2006)

{JZ1480.F85}.

Gerges, Fawaz A., America and Political Islam: Clash of Cultures or Clash of Interests? (1999) {DS63.74.G46}.

Hunter, Shireen T., The Future of Islam and the West: Clash of Civilizations or Peaceful Coexistence?  (1998)

{DS65.5.E8H86}.  [Reaction to Huntington, below.]

Huntington, Samuel P., The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order (1996) {D860.H86}.

Juergensmeyer, Mark, Terror in the Mind of God: The Global Rise of Religious Violence (2001) {BL65.V55J84}.

Kennedy, Paul, The Rise and Fall of the Great Powers: Economic Change and Military Conflict from 1500 to 2000

(1987) {D210.K46}.

Rajaee, Farhang, Globalization on Trial: The Human Condition and the Information Civilization (2000)

{JZ1318.R35}.

Shari’ati, Ali, Marxism and Other Western Fallacies: An Islamic Critique, R. Campbell, trans. (1980)

{BP163.S516}.

Scheuer, Michael (Anonymous), Imperial Hubris: Why the West is Losing the War on Terror (2004)

{HV6432.I47}.

Stern, Jessica, Terror in the Name of God: Why Religious Militants Kill (2003) {BL65.T47S74}.

Stevens, Anthony, The Roots of War and Terror (2004) {U22.3.S75}.

§ 12.  Feminism or Feminisms (Different theoretical approaches, or simply an important topic in any theory?)

Pettman, Jan Jindy, Worlding Women: A Feminist International Politics (1996) {HQ1190.P43}.

Sylvester, Christine, Feminist International Relations: An Unfinished Journey (2002) {JZ1253.2.S95}.

Tong, Rosemarie, Feminist Thought: A More Comprehensive Introduction (1998) {HQ1206.T65}.  [With

chapters on “Multicultural and Global Feminism” and “Ecofeminism”]

Vickers, Jill, “Difficult Choices: The Knowledge Strategies of Feminist Social Science and the Knowledge Needs of

Women’s Movements,” in Uma Parameswaran, ed., Quilting a New Canon: Stitching Women’s Words

(Toronto: Sister Vision, 1996) {HQ1121.Q35}.
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§ 13.  World Ecopolitics or IEP (Same question as above.)

Porter, Gareth, Janet Welsh Brown, and Pamela S. Chasek, Global Environmental Politics (2000)

{GE170.P67}.

Vig, Norman J., and Regina S. Axelrod, eds., The Global Environment: Institutions, Law, and Policy (1999)

{K3585.4.G58}.

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/winter term courses, and March 9 , 2007 for winterth th

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 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 determ ined 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.
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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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