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Course scope: 
The origins and evolution of NATO; new missions for NATO after the Cold War, including Bosnia 

Afghanistan and Libya; European security and defence mechanisms; NATO military capabilities; 

differing security perspectives between the United States and its major European allies; NATO 

enlargement; relations with Russia; future transatlantic issues such as energy and the Arctic; and, 

NATO in the broader geopolitical context. 

     

Admin points: 

Laptops and tablets are not permitted in this class. During class the most important thing is your 

thoughtful attention to, contribution to, and engagement in the ongoing discussion. It is not necessary 

to take notes. Students are welcome to use pen and paper to jot down ideas you do not want to forget.  

 

Phones are to be put away during this class. There will be a break midway through class during which 

students can check messages. For urgent messages, students are welcome to briefly leave the class. 

        

Grading summary: 

1. Participation  35% (5% for attendance; 30% for contributions) 

2. Presentation  15% 

3. Two analytical papers 25% each. Due at the beginning of class on the day of the topic.  

 

Learning outcomes: 

For students to be able to: 

1) Verbally articulate the key arguments made in the readings, as well as one’s own perspective on the 

arguments made; 

2) Present material in a logical manner, comprehensively yet concisely, such that listeners can readily 

grasp key themes; and 

3) Write in a manner that engages the material in a comprehensive, concise and analytical fashion. 

 

Grading details: 

 

1. Participation 

Students are expected to attend class, read the required readings prior to class meetings and actively 

participate in class discussions. 

 

Participation will be based on the quality and quantity of contributions, with a greater emphasis on 

quality. Quality contributions are those that directly reflect on the central ideas found in the readings 

under discussion that day (i.e. that demonstrate you have read the readings). There are between 55 and 

75 pages of readings per week. 

 

All readings are required readings unless otherwise indicated. Readings are on reserve in the main 

library or available in the library’s online database. There is one text for this class: David S. Yost, 
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NATO’s Balancing Act (Washington, DC: US Institute of Peace, 2014). It is available for purchase in 

the bookstore and is also on reserve in the library.  

 

2. Presentation 

 

Each student will be asked to present a short analysis (10-15 minutes) of one of the required readings 

during sessions 3 to 12. No written material is submitted to the professor. Do not use power point. 

Choices can be made in class on January 16th (every effort will be made to ensure there is at least one 

presenter each week and not more than two). During the analysis the student should: 

  

(1) Identify and briefly discuss the article’s key argument(s). Do not list (i.e., ‘the author says 

this, and then s/he says that…’). Start with an overall statement of the author’s core 

argument(s) and then organize your presentation around key themes. The goal is to 

present the material in such a manner that the listener comes away with a ‘snapshot’ of 

what the article is all about;  

(2) Critically (positive and negative) assess the validity of the arguments; and 

(3) Draw some linkages with other articles on the week’s reading list. 

 

3. Analytical papers 

Each student is required to write two analytical papers of approx. 10 pages each. Each essay will 

cover the entire set of required readings for a specific week. Students can choose whichever two 

weeks they like but the weeks must be different from the week in which the student is presenting a 

reading. Students should aim to complete at least one paper no later than week 8. The essays are due 

as hard copies at the beginning of class on the day the readings will be discussed.  

 

Your essay should: 

(1) In comprehensive yet concise manner, identify the core arguments contained within each 

reading; 

(2) Analytically demonstrate points of agreement, disagreement and/or distinction among the 

articles; and 

(3) Give your own perspective and assessment on the readings and on the topic of the week.  

 

All written material is to be submitted in 12 point Times New Roman font, one inch margins, double-

spaced, left justified, using Chicago style footnotes. Papers must have page numbers. 

 

Late policy: Late papers will be subject to a 1/3 grade reduction per day. 

 

 

1. Course introduction (Jan 9) 

  

2. The origins and evolution of NATO (Jan 16) 

 

Kaplan, Lawrence. The Long Entanglement (Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers, 1999): Introduction to 

sections II & III, and chapters 2, 6 & 8. 

 

Yost, Davis S. NATO Transformed: The Alliance’s New Roles in International Security (Washington, 

D.C.: United States Institute of Peace Press, 1999): 28-72.  

 

 

3. NATO in the Balkans and Afghanistan (Jan 23) 

 

NATO’s Balancing Act: 123-148. 
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Auerswald, David P. and Stephen M. Saideman. NATO in Afghanistan: Fighting Together, Fighting 

Alone (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2014): 31-50. 

 

Carpenter, Ted Galen. “NATO’s New Strategic Concept,” in Ted Galen Carpenter, ed. NATO Enters 

the 21st Century (London: Frank Cass, 2001): 7-15. 

 

Roberts, Adam. “NATO’s ‘Humanitarian War’ Over Kosovo,” Survival 41, no. 3 (Autumn 1999): 

102-120. 

 

 

4. A European security and defence policy? (Jan 30) 

 

NATO’s Balancing Act: 253-261. 

 

Biscop, Sven. “The UK and European Defence: Leading or Leaving?” International Affairs 88, no. 6 

(2012): 1297-1313. 

 

Posen, Barry R. “European Union Security and Defense Policy: Response to Unipolarity?” Security 

Studies 15, no. 2 (April-June 2006): 149-184. 

 

Sangiovanni, Mette Eilstrup. “Why a Common Security and Defence Policy is Bad for Europe,” Survival 

45, no. 4 (Winter 2003-04): 193-204. 

 

Recommended 

 

Wessel, Ramses A. “The State of Affairs in EU Security and Defence Policy: The Breakthrough in the 

Treaty of Nice,” Journal of Conflict and Security Law 8, no. 2 (2003): 265-279.  

 

 

5. Allied perspectives (Feb 6) 

 

Kagan, Robert. “Power and Weakness,” Policy Review (June & July 2002): 3-28.   

 

Keller, Patrick. “Germany in NATO: The Status Quo Ally,” Survival 54, no. 3 (June-July 2012): 95-

110. 

 

Jockel, Joseph T. and Joel J. Sokolsky. “Canada and NATO,” International Journal 64, no. 2 (Spring 

2009): 315-336. 

 

Rieker, Pernille. “The French Return to NATO: Reintegration in Practice, Not in Principle,” 

European Security 22, no. 3 (2013): 376-392. 

 

 

6. NATO and Libya (Feb 13) 

 

NATO’s Balancing Act: 170-183. 

 

Barrie, Douglas. “Libya’s Lessons: The Air Campaign,” Survival 54, no. 6 (December 2012-January 

2013): 57-64. 

 

Chivvas, Christopher S. “Libya and the Future of Liberal Intervention,” Survival 54, no. 6 (December 

2012-January 2013: 69-89. 

 

Kuperman, Alan J. “A Model Humanitarian Intervention? Reassessing NATO’s Libya Campaign,” 

International Security 38, no. 1 (Summer 2013): 105-136. 
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Recommended 

Hodge, Carl Cavanagh. “Full Circle: Two Decades of NATO Intervention,” Journal of Transatlantic 

Studies 11, no. 4 (2013): 350-367. 

 

 

Feb 20 – No Class - Reading Week 

 

 

7. Military capabilities (Feb 27) 

 

NATO’s Balancing Act: 82-85; 183-185. 

 

Giegerich, Bastian and Alexander Nicoll. “The Struggle for Value in European Defence,” Survival 54, 

no. 1 (2012): 53-63; Giegerich, Bastian. “NATO’s Smart Defence: Who’s Buying?” Survival 54, no.3 

(2012): 69-76. 

 

Hallams, Ellen and Benjamin Schreer. “Towards a ‘Post-American Alliance?: NATO Burden Sharing 

After Libya,” International Affairs 88, no. 2 (2012): 313-327. 

 

Renz, Bettina. “Russian Military Capabilities After 20 Years of Reform,” Survival 56, no. 3 (June-

July 2014): 61-79. 

 

Recommended 

 

Farrell, Theo and Sten Rynning. “NATO’s Transformation Gaps: Transatlantic Differences and the 

War in Afghanistan,” Journal of Strategic Studies 33, no. 5 (2010): 673-683. 

 

 

8. NATO enlargement (Mar 6) 

 

NATO’s Balancing Act: 281-293. 

 

Daalder, Ivo and James Goldgeier. “Global NATO,” Foreign Affairs 85, no. 5 (September/October 

2006): 105-113. 

 

Edmunds, Timothy. “NATO and its New Members,” Survival 45, no. 3 (Autumn 2003): 145-165. 

 

McGwire, Michael. NATO Expansion: ‘A Policy Error of Historic Importance’,” Review of 

International Studies 24, no. 1 (1998): 23-42. 

 

Wolff, Andrew. “The Future of NATO Enlargement After the Ukraine Crisis,” International Affairs 

91, no. 5 (2015): 1103-1121. 

 

Recommended 

 

Barany, Zoltan. “NATO’s Peaceful Advance,” Journal of Democracy 15, no.1 (January 2004): 63-75. 

 

Sarotte, Mary Elise. “A Broken Promise? What the West Really Told Moscow About NATO 

Expansion,” Foreign Affairs (September/October 2014): 90-97. 

 

Shifrinson, Joshua R. Itzkowitz. “Deal or No Deal? The End of the Cold War and the US Offer to 

Limit NTAO Expansion,” International Security 40, no 4 (Spring 2016): 7-44. 
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9. Russia and the West (Mar 13) 

 

Krickovic, Andrej. “Imperial Nostalgia or Prudent Geopolitics? Russia’s Efforts to Reintegrate the 

Post-Soviet Space in Geopolitical Perspective,” Post-Soviet Affairs 30, no. 6 (2014): 503-515; 523-

524.  

 

Kuchin, Andrew C. and Igor Zevelev. “Russia’s Contested National Identity and Foreign Policy,” in 

Henry R. Nau and Deepa M. Ollapally, Worldviews of Aspiring Powers (New York, NY: Oxford 

University Press, 2012): 181-198. 

 

Mearsheimer, John. “Why the Ukraine Crisis is the West’s Fault,” Foreign Affairs 

(September/October 2014): 77-89. 

 

Zadra, Roberto. “NATO, Russia and Missile Defence,” Survival 56, no. 4 (August-September 2014): 

51-61 

 

Recommended 

 

NATO’s Balancing Act: 32-39; 98-106; 219-224 

 

 

10. Energy (Mar 20) 

 

NATO’s Balancing Act: 50-53. 

 
Dunn, David Hastings and Mark J.L. McClelland. “Shale Gas and the Revival of American Power: 

Debunking the Decline?” International Affairs 89, no. 6 (2013): 1411-1428. 

 

German, Tracey C. “Pipeline Politics: Georgia and Energy Security,” Small Wars & Insurgencies 20, 

no. 2 (June 2009): 344-358. 

 

Nanay, Julia and Karen Smith Stegen. “Russia and the Caspian Region: Challenges for Transatlantic 

Energy Security?” Journal of Transatlantic Studies 10, no. 4 (December 2012): 343-357. 

 

Ruhle, Michael. “NATO and Energy Security: From Philosophy to Implementation,” Journal of 

Transatlantic Studies 10, no. 4 (December 2012): 388-395. 

 

Recommended 

 

Grubliauskas, Julijus. “NATO’s Energy Security Agenda,” NATO Review (2014): (3 pages) 

 

 

11. The Arctic (Mar 27) 

 

Atland, Kristian. “Interstate Relations in the Arctic: An Emerging Security Dilemma?” Comparative 

Strategy 33 (2014): 145-147; 150-166. 

 

Blunden, Margaret. “Geopolitics and the Northern Sea Route,” International Affairs 88, no. 1 (2012): 

115-129. 

 

Haftendorn, Helga. “NATO and the Arctic: Is the Atlantic Alliance a Cold War Relic in a Peaceful 

Region Now Faced With Non-Military Challenges?”  European Security 20, no. 3 (September 2011): 

337-361. 
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Recommended 

 

Conley, Heather A. and Caroline Rohloff. The New Ice Curtain: Russia’s Strategic Reach to the 

Arctic (Washington, DC: Center for Strategic and International Studies, 2015): Chapter 3, pp. 69-88. 

https://csis-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-

public/legacy_files/files/publication/150826_Conley_NewIceCurtain_Web.pdf 

 

Rainwater, Shiloh. “Race to the North: China’s Arctic Strategy and Its Implications,” Naval War 

College Review 66, no. 2 (Spring 2013): 62-78. 

 

 

12. NATO in the broader geopolitical context (Apr 3) 

 

Chacho, Tania M. “Potential Partners in the Pacific? Mutual interests and the Sino-NATO 

Relationship,” Journal of Contemporary China 23, no. 87 (2014): 387-393; 397-407. 

 

Clinton, Hillary. “America’s Pacific Century,” Foreign Policy (November 2011): 57-63. 

 

Kroenig, Matthew. “Facing Reality: Getting NATO Ready for a New Cold War,” Survival 57, no. 1 

(February-March 2015): 49-66. 

 

Kropatcheva, Elena. “NATO-Russia Relations and the Chinese Factor: An Ignored Variable,” Politics 

34, no. 2 (2014): 149-157. 

 

Recommended 

 

Stokes, Doug and Richard G. Whitman. “Transatlantic Triange? European and UK ‘Grand Strategy’ 

After the US Rebalance to Asia,” International Affairs 89, no. 5 (2013): 1087-1103. 

 

 

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 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, 

https://csis-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/legacy_files/files/publication/150826_Conley_NewIceCurtain_Web.pdf
https://csis-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/legacy_files/files/publication/150826_Conley_NewIceCurtain_Web.pdf
mailto:pmc@carleton.ca
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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 may include a mark of zero for the plagiarized work or a final 
grade of "F" for the course.  
Submission and Return of Term Work: Papers must be submitted directly to the instructor 
according to the instructions in the course outline 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.  Final exams are intended solely for the purpose of evaluation and will not 
be returned. 

Grading:  Standing in a course is determined by the course instructor, subject to the 
approval of the faculty Dean. Final standing in courses will be shown by alphabetical grades. 
The system of grades used, with corresponding grade points is: 

 

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 

 
 
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 
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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 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/politicalsciencesociety/ 
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. 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/politicalsciencesociety/

