
 

 

Carleton University        Fall 2013 
Department of Political Science 
 

PSCI 4800 C 
Advanced International Relations Theory 

Mondays 11:35-2:25 
Please consult Carleton Central for location 

 
Professor Mira Sucharov 
Phone:    613-520-2600 x. 3010.  
Office:   D383 Loeb (Dean’s wing, Faculty of Public Affairs) 
Email:  mira.sucharov@carleton.ca 
Note:  If trying to leave me a message, please use email rather than voice mail. 
 
Learning Objectives: 
In this course, students will learn how to: 
• Understand and evaluate a range of theoretical schools in the discipline of 

International Relations (IR) 
• Identify value tensions around a few real-world issues 
• Apply IR theory concepts to interpret, assess and explain real-world issues 
• Hone speaking and writing skills, with an emphasis on clarity and style 
• Construct, deliver and defend a coherent oral and written analytical argument 
 
Office Hours: This term I’m doing things a little differently. I’ve found that holding 
regular office hours ends up being a mostly lose-lose situation for all involved, given 
student course schedules, and other pre-set advising meetings. Rather than have you 
show up and risk having to wait half an hour or more, I’d rather have us set up an 
appointment in advance. Please email me to set up a meeting whenever you’d like to 
chat. I check email frequently (like, all the time), and will do my very best to 
accommodate you at various points during the week. I am happy to set up in-person 
meetings, of course, or phone meetings, or both.  
 
 
Textbooks: 
Tim Dunne, Milja Kurki and Steve Smith (eds.) (2013) International Relations 
Theories: Discipline and Diversity, third edition, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
Daniel W. Drezner, Theories of International Politics and Zombies (Princeton: 
Princeton University Press, 2011). 
**The Carleton bookstore has ordered both books.** 
 
Assessments: 
 
Paper 1 (theory) (25%) 
Op-Ed I (theory/issue) (15%) 
Op-Ed II (theory/issue) (15%) 
Oral presentation (20%) 
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Class Participation (25%) 
 
 
PAPERS: 
Paper I: Choose two IR theories on which to write a short paper, comparing and 
contrasting their claims on one or two major questions of your choosing. Use the 
literature on the syllabus, plus 6-8 additional citations you uncover on your own. 
Due: Nov. 14, by email 
Length: 2,500 words 
 
Op-Ed I: Choose a contemporary global issue, and identify the value trade-offs. 
Discuss how IR theory can make sense of these debates.  
Due: Dec. 4, by email 
Length: 700-800 words 
 
Op-Ed II: Same as above, but this time, choose a different issue and a different theory. 
Due: Dec. 13, by email 
 
ORAL PRESENTATION: 
You (and a partner) will choose an additional class session on which to prepare an oral 
presentation. The presentations will be done in pairs, but graded individually. Here’s 
how it will work: Let’s say the date/topic you pick is Realism. One of you will assume 
the role of a graduate student embarking on a thesis based on Realism. Your partner 
will assume the role of someone from a different theoretical school. You will then 
create a dialogue between you, discussing the merits and drawbacks of Realism in 
light of the “challenger” school. Note that the “challenger” theoretical school may be 
one we’ve already covered in the syllabus, or it may be one we haven’t reached yet. In 
that case, you’ll be responsible for reading ahead! 
 
Presenter 1: opening remarks (5-10 mins)  
Presenter 2: opening remarks (5-10 mins) 
Presenter 1: questions  
Presenter 2: responses  
Presenter 2: questions 
Presenter 1: responses 
Open up to the class for discussion. 
 
Presenters are required to show each other their opening remarks 24 hours in 
advance. 
 
PARTICIPATION: 
Your participation grade will be derived from three sources. First, you will email me a 
short, two-paragraph discussion piece on the readings each week. The first 
paragraph should summarize the main questions that the week’s readings addresses, 
the main answers they provide, and who or what it is “talking to” in the ongoing 
conversation of IR theory. The second paragraph should introduce some of your own 



 

 

questions and critiques I will grade these on an A/B/C basis (A signifies deep 
engagement and deep insight with the material; B signifies good engagement and 
some insight; C signifies barely adequate engagement and little insight. Not handing it 
in will earn you 0.)  Participation emails must be sent before class begins. Second, 
oral participation in class: I will be looking for constructive engagement with the 
topic at hand, an attempt to dialogue with the presenters on any given day (including 
listening carefully and responding with helpful interventions), and evidence that you 
have done the readings. The third component of your grade will derive from 
attendance. 
 
LATE POLICY: 
For essay and op-eds, one percentage point off per day late. Late discussion questions 
will earn half of what you would otherwise have earned. 
 
Class 1 (Sept. 9): Intro 
 
Drezner, pp. 1-32 
Dunne et al., Introduction and Chapter 1 
Walt, Stephen M. (1998) “One World, Rival Theories,” Foreign Policy 110: 29-46. 
Drezner, pp. 1-32 
Watch this video: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iALDdTICSAU (Daniel Drezner 
discussing Zombies & IR at the University of Ottawa) 
 
 
Class 2 (Sept. 16): Realism 
 
Drezner, pp. 33-46 
Dunne et al. Chapter 3 (Classical Realism) and Chapter 4 (Structural Realism) 
Kenneth Waltz, “Realist Thought and Neorealist Theory,” Journal of International 
Affairs (Spring/Summer 1990). 

Robert Jervis, “Cooperation under the Security Dilemma,” World Politics, Vol. 30 , 
No. 2 (January 1978) 

 
Class 3 (Sept. 23): Liberalism 
Drezner, pp. 47-60 
Dunne et. al Chapter 5 (Liberalism) and Chapter 6 (Neoliberalism) 
Andrew Moravcsik, “Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of International 
Politics,” International Organization vol. 51, no. 4 (Autumn 1997): 513-53. 
Christian Reus-Smit, “The Strange Death of Liberal IR Theory,” European Journal of 
International Law 12 (2001): 573-593. 
 
 
Class 4 (Sept. 30): Constructivism 
 
Drezner, pp. 67-76 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iALDdTICSAU


 

 

Dunne et al. Chapter 10 (Constructivism) 
Wendt, Alexander (1992) “Anarchy is What States Make of It: The Social 
Construction 
of Power Politics,” International Organization 46 (2): 391-425.  
Patrick Jackson, “Bridging the Gap: Toward a Realist-Constructivist Dialogue,” 
International Studies Review (6 (2004): 337-352. 
 
 
Class 5 (Oct. 7): Domestic Politics, Leaders & Bureaucratic Politics 
Drezner, pp. 77-98 
Robert D. Putnam, "Diplomacy and Domestic Politics: The Logic of Two-Level 

Games," International Organization 42, 3 (Summer 1988): 427-460.  
Daniel L. Byman and Kenneth M. Pollack, "Let Us Now Praise Great Men: Bringing 

the Statesman Back In," International Security 25, 4 (Spring 2001). 
James Fearon, “Domestic Political Audiences and the Escalation of International 
Disputes,” American Political Science Review 88 (1994): 577-592. 
Stephen Krasner, “Are Bureaucracies Important? (Or Allison Wonderland),” Foreign 
Policy 7 (Summer 1972), pp. 159-179. 
http://www.jstor.org/stable/1147761?seq=1 
 
***Oct. 14 No Class (Thanksgiving)*** 
 
Class 6 (Oct. 21): Feminism  
Dunne et al., Chapter  11 (Feminism) 
Cohn, Carol (1987) “Sex and Death in the Rational World of Defense Intellectuals,” 
Signs: Journal of Women in Culture and Society 12 (4): 687-718. (online)  
Ann Tickner, “You Just Don't Understand: Troubled Engagements between Feminists 
and 
IR Theorists” International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 41, No. 4 (Dec., 1997), pp. 611-
632. 
Marysia Zalewski, “Do We Understand Each Other Yet? Troubling Encounters 
With(in) Feminist International Relations,” British Journal of Politics and 
International Relations 9 (2007): 302-312. 
R. Charli Carpenter, “Gender Theory in World Politics: Contributions of a 
Nonfeminist Standpoint,” International Studies Review 4 (2002): 153-165. 
 
 
***No class Oct. 28: Reading Week*** 
 
 
Class 7 (Nov. 4): Critical Theory  
 
Dunne et al., Chapter 9 (Critical Theory) and Chapter 12 (Poststructuralism) 
Barkawi, Tarak and  
Campbell, David (1990) Global Inscription: How Foreign Policy Constitutes the 
United States,” Alternatives 15 (3): 263-286. (online) 



 

 

Barkawi, Tarak and Mark Laffey (2006) “The Postcolonial Moment in Security 
Studies,”  
Review of International Studies 32, 2: 329-352. 
Thierry Balzacq, “The Three Faces of Securitization: Political Agency, Audience and 
Context,” European Journal of International Relations, 11:2 (2005), 171-201. 
Reid, Julian (2005) “The Biopolitics of the War on Terror: A Critique of the ‘Return 
to  
Imperialism’ Thesis in International Relations,” Third World Quarterly 26, 2: 237-
252. 
 
 
 
 
Class 8 (Nov. 11): Psychological Approaches in IR 
 
Drezner, pp. 99-108 
Jonathan Mercer, “Emotional Beliefs,” International Organization, Volume 64, Issue 
01, January 2010, pp 1-31 
Robert Jervis, "Hypotheses on Misperception," World Politics 20, 3 (April 1968).  
Jack Levy. "Prospect Theory and International Relations," Political Psychology, v. 13 
no. 2, (June 1992). 
Neta Crawford, “The Passion of World Politics.” International Security 24, 4 (2000): 
116-154. 
Löwenheim, Oded, and Gadi Heimann. 2008. Revenge in International Politics.  
Security Studies 17: 685-724. 
Mira Sucharov, “Imagining Ourselves Then and Now: Nostalgia and Canadian 
Multiculturalism,” Journal of International Relations and Development (advance 
online publication March 2013). 
 
Class 9 (Nov. 18): Morality in International Politics 
 
Joshua William Busby, “Bono Made Jesse Helms Cry: Jubilee 2000, Debt Relief, and 
Moral Action in International Politics International Studies Quarterly 51,pp. 247-275 
http://www.rgkcenter.org/sites/default/files/file/research/ISQU_451.pdf 
Brent J. Steele, “Steele, B. J. (2007), Making Words Matter: The Asian Tsunami, 
Darfur, and “Reflexive Discourse” in International Politics. International Studies 
Quarterly, 51: 901–925. 
Nina Tannenwald, “The Nuclear Taboo: The United States and the Normative Basis of 
Nuclear Non-Use,” International Organization (summer 1999).  
Dunne et al., Chapter 14 (Green Theory) 
Jayshree Bajoria and Robert McMahon, Editor, “The Dilemma of Humanitarian 
Intervention,” CFR Backgrounder (12 June 2013) 
http://www.cfr.org/humanitarian-intervention/dilemma-humanitarian-
intervention/p16524 
Ward Thomas, “Norms and Security: The Case of International Assassination,” 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayJournal?jid=INO
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayJournal?jid=INO&volumeId=64&bVolume=y#loc64
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayIssue?jid=INO&volumeId=64&seriesId=0&issueId=01
http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayIssue?jid=INO&volumeId=64&seriesId=0&issueId=01
http://www.cfr.org/experts/world/robert-mcmahon/b11891
http://www.cfr.org/humanitarian-intervention/dilemma-humanitarian-intervention/p16524
http://www.cfr.org/humanitarian-intervention/dilemma-humanitarian-intervention/p16524


 

 

International Security 25, 1 (Summer 2000). 
 
 
Class 10 (Nov. 25): Big Debates  
 
Drezner, pp. 61-66 
Francis Fukuyama, “The End of History?” The National Interest (Summer 1989). 
Anatol Lieven, “The Two Fukuyamas,” The National Interest (2006) 
http://www.nationalinterest.org/Article.aspx?id=10332  
Samuel Huntington, “Clash of Civilizations,” Foreign Affairs (Summer 1993). 
Available at: <http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/48950/samuel-p-
huntington/the-clash-of-civilizations> 
Norris, Pippa; Inglehart, Ronald, Islamic Culture and Democracy: Testing the 'Clash 
of Civilizations' Thesis, Comparative Sociology 1, 3-4 (2002): 235-263. 
Fareed Zakaria, “The Politics of Rage: Why Do They Hate Us?” Newsweek, October 
12, 2002, found  
http://www.fareedzakaria.com/ARTICLES/newsweek/101501_ why.html 
Bernard Lewis, “The Roots of Muslim Rage,” The Atlantic (1 September 1990) 

http://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/1990/09/the-roots-of-muslim-
rage/304643/ 

John Esposito, “Tony Blair Misreads Muslim Terrorism,” Washington Post (5 June 
2013). http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/on-faith/wp/2013/06/05/is-islamic-
terrorism-a-problem-with-religion-or-politics/ 
 
 
Class 11 (Dec. 2): Case Study: Israeli-Palestinian Relations 
 
Aaron David Miller, “The False Religion of Middle East Peace,” Foreign Policy 
(May/June 2010). 
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/04/19/the_false_religion_of_mideast_pea
ce  
“Resettling the West Bank Settlers,” International Journal (Autumn 2011), with Brent 
Sasley. 
Yossi Beilin, Richard N. Haass, Daoud Kuttab, and Uzi Landau, “The Debate on a 
Palestinian State,” Time Magazine, October 3, 2011, pp. 30-33. 
Lori Allen, “There are many reasons why: suicide bombers and martyrs in Palestine”  
Middle East Report 223 (Summer 2002), pp. 34-37. 
Joseph Levine, “On Questioning the Jewish State,” The New York Times Opinionator 
(March 9, 2013). http://opinionator.blogs.nytimes.com/2013/03/09/on-questioning-
the-jewish-state/?src=recg&_r=0 

http://www.nationalinterest.org/Article.aspx?id=10332
http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/48950/samuel-p-huntington/the-clash-of-civilizations
http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/48950/samuel-p-huntington/the-clash-of-civilizations
http://www.fareedzakaria.com/ARTICLES/newsweek/101501_%20why.html
http://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/1990/09/the-roots-of-muslim-rage/304643/
http://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/1990/09/the-roots-of-muslim-rage/304643/
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/04/19/the_false_religion_of_mideast_peace
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2010/04/19/the_false_religion_of_mideast_peace


 

 

Mira Sucharov, “Flawed Questions about Israel’s Right to Exist,” The Daily Beast 
(March 12, 2013), http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2013/03/12/flawed-
questions-about-israel-s-right-to-exist.html 
Brent Sasley and Mira Sucharov, “Resettling the West Bank Settlers, “ International 
Journal (Autumn 2011). Link available here: 
http://www.scribd.com/doc/79504489/Sasley-Sucharov-West-Bank-Settlers 
 
 
Class 12 (Dec. 9): Terrorism & 9/11 
 
Alison M. Jaggar. “What is Terrorism, Why Is It Wrong, and Could It Ever Be 
Morally Permissible?” Journal of Social Philosophy, Vol. 36 No. 2 (Summer 2005): 
202-217. 
Robert M. Gates, “A Balanced Strategy: Reprogramming the Pentagon for a New 
Age,” Foreign Affairs, January/February 2009 
Robert A. Pape, “The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism,” American Political 
Science Review 97, 3 (August 2003). Available here: 
http://www.danieldrezner.com/research/guest/Pape1.pdf 
Smith, Steve (2004) “Singing Our World Into Existence: International Relations 
Theory and September 11,” International Studies Quarterly 48 (3): 499-515. (online) 
Saurette, Paul. 2006. You Dissin Me? Humiliation and Post 9/11 Global Politics.  
Review of International Studies 
32(3): 495-522. 
 
****** 
 
Academic Accommodations 

The Paul Menton Centre for Students with Disabilities (PMC) provides services to 
students with Learning Disabilities (LD), psychiatric/mental health disabilities, 
Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD), Autism Spectrum Disorders (ASD), 
chronic medical conditions, and impairments in mobility, hearing, and vision. If you 
have a disability requiring academic accommodations in this course, please contact 
PMC at 613-520-6608 or pmc@carleton.ca for a formal evaluation. If you are already 
registered with the PMC, contact your PMC coordinator to send me your Letter of 
Accommodation at the beginning of the term, and no later than two weeks before 
the first in-class scheduled test or exam requiring accommodation (if applicable). After 
requesting accommodation from PMC, meet with me to ensure accommodation 
arrangements are made. Please consult the PMC website for the deadline to request 
accommodations for the formally-scheduled exam (if applicable).  

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 

http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2013/03/12/flawed-questions-about-israel-s-right-to-exist.html
http://www.thedailybeast.com/articles/2013/03/12/flawed-questions-about-israel-s-right-to-exist.html
http://www.danieldrezner.com/research/guest/Pape1.pdf
mailto:pmc@carleton.ca


 

 

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 University Senate defines plagiarism as “presenting, whether 
intentional or not, the ideas, expression of ideas or work of others as one’s own.”  
This can include:   
 
• reproducing or paraphrasing portions of someone else’s published or unpublished 

material, regardless of the source, and presenting these as one’s own without 
proper citation or reference to the original source; 

• submitting a take-home examination, essay, laboratory report or other assignment 
written, in whole or in part, by someone else; 

• using ideas or direct, verbatim quotations, or paraphrased material, concepts, or 
ideas without appropriate acknowledgment in any academic assignment; 

• using another’s data or research findings; 
• failing to acknowledge sources through the use of proper citations when using 

another’s works and/or failing to use quotation marks; 
• handing in "substantially the same piece of work for academic credit more than 

once without prior written permission of the course instructor in which the 
submission occurs. 
 

Plagiarism is a serious offence which cannot be resolved directly with the course’s 
instructor.  The Associate Deans of the Faculty conduct a rigorous investigation, 
including an interview with the student, when an instructor suspects a piece of work 
has been plagiarized.  Penalties are not trivial. They include a mark of zero for the 
plagiarized work or a final grade of "F" for the course.  
 
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. 
 
Grading: Assignments and exams will be graded with a percentage grade. To 
convert this to a letter grade or to the university 12-point system, please refer to the 
following table. 
 
Percentage Letter grade 12-point scale Percentage Letter grade 12-point scale 



 

 

90-100 A+ 12 67-69 C+ 6 
85-89 A 11 63-66 C 5 
80-84 A- 10 60-62 C- 4 
77-79 B+ 9 57-59 D+ 3 
73-76 B 8 53-56 D 2 
70-72 B- 7 50-52 D- 1 

 
Grades:  Final grades are derived from the completion of course assignments.  
Failure to write the final exam will result in the grade ABS.  Deferred final exams are 
available ONLY if the student is in good standing in the course. 
 
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. 
 
Carleton E-mail Accounts: All email communication to students from the 
Department of Political Science will be via official Carleton university e-mail accounts 
and/or cuLearn.  As important course and University information is distributed this 
way, it is the student’s responsibility to monitor their Carleton and cuLearn accounts.  
 
Carleton Political Science Society: The Carleton Political Science Society (CPSS) 
has made its mission to provide a social environment for politically inclined students 
and faculty. Holding social events, debates, and panel discussions, CPSS aims to 
involve all political science students at Carleton University. Our mandate is to arrange 
social and academic activities in order to instill a sense of belonging within the 
Department and the larger University community. Members can benefit through 
numerous opportunities which will complement both academic and social life at 
Carleton University. To find out more, visit 
http://facebook.com/CarletonPoliticalScienceSociety or come to our office in Loeb 
D688. 
 
Official Course Outline: The course outline posted to the Political Science website is 
the official course outline.  
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