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Course Aims and Objectives  
 
The main aim of this course is to familiarize students with the history of political science. The 
basic premise of the course is that it is impossible to understand the contemporary configuration 
of the discipline, including the major debates, main points of contention, epistemological and 
methodological divides, without an understanding of the field’s evolution.  Graduate students 
often find themselves immersed in a particular discourse of political science, and yet have little 
or no understanding of the historical dimension of the conversation that they are pursuing. 
Disciplinary history, which has experienced tremendous growth and interest in recent years, 
reveals that the contemporary character of a discipline or field of study is the discursive legacy of 
a past that most scholars can barely recollect. Not only have a wealth of new insights been 
brought to light by the research conducted by disciplinary historians, but there is now much more 
careful attention devoted to the appropriate method for recovering the discipline’s past. The 
course will examine both the substantive history of political science as well as the 
historiographical debates that have arisen over the best way to explain the discipline’s history.    

Course Texts 

There are two required texts for the course that are available for purchase at the Carleton 
University Bookstore.  The assigned readings have been placed on reserve in the library. You 
can also access many of the assigned journal articles by using JSTOR that is available through 
the Carleton University library website (http://catalgue.library.carleton.ca) as well as other 
websites and search engines.  

James Farr, John S. Dryzek and Stephen T. Leonard eds., Political Science in History: Research 
Programs and Political Traditions (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995). 
 
James Farr and Raymond Seidelman eds., Discipline and History: Political Science in the United 
States (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1993).  
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Course Requirements 

A. Class participation………………..20%  
B. Oral presentation and write-up…...20% 
C. Research paper proposal…………...5% 
D. Research paper……………………50%  
E. One-page paper summary………….5% 

Explanations 

A. Class Participation: This is a SEMINAR, not a lecture class.  A seminar means that the 
students need to take a good deal of the ownership of the class, and show initiative in the 
discussions.  Your presence and active participation in class is an integral part of this course. 
Since the course is a seminar you are required to participate actively in class discussions. The 
reason for this is simple; seminars do not work without active student participation. It is 
necessary that you complete all reading assignments prior to coming to class so that you are fully 
prepared to engage the assigned material. We will be discussing the assigned material in class 
and if you fail to participate in class discussions and do not engage the assigned material this will 
be taken as a sign of inadequate preparation and result in a grade reduction.  You will receive full 
credit (20%) if you attend class regularly and participate frequently in class discussions; a grade 
of B if you attend class regularly and participate sporadically in class discussions; a grade of C if 
you attend class regularly and almost never participate, or if you miss several classes and 
participate sporadically; a grade of D or less if you attend class sporadically and do not 
participate in class discussion. 

B. Oral Presentation and Write-up: You will choose one class session in which to present that 
week's topic to the class.  You are responsible for discussing the assigned readings, identifying 
the key themes of the readings, and raising questions for class discussion. You are expected to go 
beyond providing a mere summary of the reading (because all students are required to do the 
assigned readings).  The purpose of your presentation is not to repeat the assigned readings, but 
rather to engage the material, highlight the main points, and get the class involved in debating 
and discussing the material.  You should also feel free to bring up what you think is wrong, or 
missing, from the arguments made in the readings under discussion.  You will be evaluated on 
the basis of the substance and style of the presentation, as well as on the quality of the discussion 
questions.  The instructor will be looking especially for evidence that you have carefully read 
and thought about the assigned readings.  Your presentation is expected to cover the main points, 
issues, and arguments that arise from the readings.  On the first day of class, you will sign up for 
presentations. You should coordinate with your co-presenter, if applicable, to minimize overlap. 
The length of your presentation should be about 20 minutes. 

Write-up: You are required to hand in a 5–7 page written critique of the assigned material. Like 
the oral presentation, this short paper must be more than a mere summary of the reading. You 
should develop a thesis or argument which serves to structure your discussion of the material. 



Draw on the readings as necessary to build your argument. Your paper should situate the 
readings historically and theoretically, critique them, and discuss their significance. The paper is 
due one week after the date of your oral presentation.  

C. Research paper proposal: You are required to select a prominent political scientist to 
research. Your proposal should identify the individual that you have selected to research. The 
proposal should provide some background biographical information about the person you have 
selected (date of birth/death, where they obtained degrees, positions held, awards received, ect.). 
The proposal should provide a bibliography of the person’s publications that you will be reading 
as part of your research. The proposal should be in 2-3 pages.    

D. Research project: You are required to select a prominent political scientist to research. As 
part of your research, you should read a majority of their most important published work (books, 
chapters, articles). It is important that you select a political scientist who has achieved a 
prominent position in the discipline and who has an extensive record of publications. In addition 
to reading the main body of their published work, you are also required to conduct biographical 
research (when and where were they born, where did they attend university, what was the topic 
of their dissertation, where did they begin their career, positions and roles in professional 
political science associations, awards and recognitions that they have achieved, ect.). The paper 
that you write should situate the individual that you have selected in the history of political 
science: how did their work influence the discipline, how was their work received by others in 
the discipline (you should do an exhaustive search of book reviews), what was the context in 
which they were writing, how did they impact the discipline? In addition to describing and 
summarizing their most significant published books and articles, and locating and analyzing their 
contribution to the discipline, you should feel free to include your own thoughts and views about 
the person that you have selected to research: how do you evaluate the contribution that your 
selected person has made to the profession? The paper should be 20 pages, not including an 
extensive and properly formatted bibliography.     

E. One-page paper summary: You are required to provide a one page executive summary of 
your research paper to your classmates and professor. You should attempt to provide as much 
pertinent information as you can to fill one typed page. This can include biographical 
information, key publications, significance to the discipline, key contributions, ect.   

Course Outline  
 

Week One  Course Introduction                                                                                   
September 11 

 

 



Week Two  The History of Political Science                                                           
September 18 

• Farr, Dryzek and Leonard eds., Political Science in History, Introduction. 

• Farr and Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, Introduction. 

• John S. Dryzek and Stephen T. Leonard, “History and Discipline in Political Science,” 
American Political Science Review, 82, 4 (1988): 1245-60. (R) 

• John G. Gunnell, “History of Political Science,” in Bertrand Badie, Dirk Berg-Schlosser 
eds., International Encyclopedia of Political Science (Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 2011). 
(R) 

• James Farr, “The History of Political Science,” American Journal of Political Science 32, 
4 (November 1988): 1175-1195. (R) 

Week Three  The Early History of Political Science                                                   
September 25 

• John G. Gunnell, “The Founding of the American Political Science Association: 
Discipline, Profession, Political Theory, and Politics,” American Political Science Review 
(Vol. 100, No. 4, 2006): 479-486. (R) 

• Terrance Ball, “An Ambivalent Alliance: Political Science and American Democracy,” in 
Farr, Dryzek, and Leonard eds., Political Science in History, pp. 41-65. 

• Farr and Seidelman eds, Discipline and History, pp. 15-104.  

Week Four  Pluralism, Public Opinion, and Science                                                                                                    
October 2 

• Brian C. Schmidt, “Anarchy, World Politics and the Birth of a Discipline: American 
International Relations, Pluralist Theory and the Myth of Interwar Idealism,” 
International Relations 16 (2002): 9-32. (R) 

• John G. Gunnell, “The Declination of the ‘State’ and the Origins of American Pluralism,” 
in Farr, Dryzek, and Leonard eds., Political Science in History, pp. 19-40. 

• J.A.W. Gunn, “’Public Opinion’ in Modern Political Science,” in Farr, Dryzek, and 
Leonard eds., Political Science in History, pp. 99-122. 

• Charles Beard, “Politics,” in Farr and Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 113-
127.  

• Charles Merriam, “Recent Advances in Political Methods,” in Farr and Seidelman eds., 
Discipline and History, pp. 129-146. 

• Harold D. Laswell, “Specialists on Intelligence,” in Farr and Seidelman eds., Discipline 
and History, pp. 159-164. 



• David M. Ricci, “Contradictions of a Political Discipline,” in Farr and Seidelman eds., 
Discipline and History, pp. 165-178.    

Week Five  The Behavioral Revolution                                                                       
October 9 

• John G. Gunnell, “The Real Revolution in Political Science,” PS: Political Science and 
Politics 37 (2004):47-50. (R) 

• John S. Dryzek, “Revolutions Without Enemies: Key Transformations in Political 
Science,” American Political Science Review 100 (2006): 487-492. (R) 

• James Farr, “Remembering the Revolution: Behavioralism in American Political 
Science,” in Farr, Dryzek, and Leonard eds., Political Science in History, pp. 198-224.  

• Robert A. Dahl, “The Behavioral Approach in Political Science: Epitaph for a Monument 
to a Successful Protest,” in Farr and Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 249-265.   

• David Easton, “The Idea of a Political System and the Orientation of Political Research,”  
in Farr and Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 229-247. 

• Terrence Ball, “American Political Science in Its Postwar Political Context,” in Farr and 
Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 207-221.  

Week 6  Political Theory and the Revolt against Science                                                                 
October 16 

• John G. Gunnell, “History of Political Philosophy as a Discipline,” Oxford Handbook of 
the History of Political Philosophy (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010). (R) 

• John G. Gunnell, “American Political Science, Liberalism, and the Invention of Political 
Theory,” in Farr and Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 179-197.  

• Sheldon S. Wolin, “Political Theory as a Vocation,” American Political Science Review 
(Vol. 63, No. 4, 1969): 1062-1082. (R) 

 
• David Easton, “Political Science in the United States: Past and Present,” in Farr and 

Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 291-309. 
 

• Raymond Seidelman, “Political Scientists, Disenchanted Realists, and Disappearing 
Democrats,” in Farr and Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 311-325. 

Week 7  The Historiography of International Relations                                   
October 23 

• Jack Donnelly, “Realism and the Academic Study of International Relations,” in Farr, 
Dryzek, and Leonard eds., Political Science in History, pp. 175-197. 



• Brian C. Schmidt, “On the History and Historiography of International Relations,” in 
Walter Carlsnaes, Thomas Risse, and Beth A. Simmons eds., Handbook of International 
Relations (London: Sage, 2002), pp. 3-22. (R) 

 
• Duncan Bell, “Writing the World: Disciplinary History and Beyond,” International 

Affairs 85 (2009), pp. 3-22. (R) 
 

Week 8  No Class                                                                                                       
October 30 

Week 9  International Relations: An American or Global Discipline?           
November 6 

• Stanley Hoffmann, “An American Social Science: International Relations,” Daedalus 
106 (1977): 41-60. (R) 

• Ole Waever, “The Sociology of a Not So International Discipline: American and 
European Developments in International Relations,” International Organization 52 
(1998): 687-727. (R) 

• Tony Porter, “Can There Be National Perspectives on Inter(National) Relations?” in 
Robert M.A. Crawford and Darryl S.L. Jarvis eds., International Relations—Still An 
American Social Science? Toward Diversity in International Thought (Albany, NY: 
SUNY Press, 2001), pp. 131-147. (R) 

• Mark Neufeld and Teresa Healy, “Above the ‘American Discipline’: A Canadian 
Perspective on Epistemological and Pedagogical Diversity,” in Crawford and Jarvis eds., 
International Relations—Still An American Social Science? pp. 243-253. (R) 

Week 10  Canadian Political Science                                                          
November 13 

• Reeta Chowdhari Tremblay, “Beyond Parochialism and Domestic Preoccupation: The 
Current State of Comparative Politics in Canada,” Canadian Journal of Political Science 
45 (December 2012), pp. 741-756. (R) 

• David E. Smith, “Canada: A Double Federation,” in John C. Courtney and David E. 
Smith eds., The Oxford Handbook of Canadian Politics (Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 2010), pp. 75-91. (R) 

• Linda A. White, Richard Simeon, Robert Vipond, and Jennifer Wallner, eds., The 
Comparative Turn in Canadian Political Science (Vancouver: UBC Press, 2008), ch. 1. 
(R) 



• Mel Watkins, “Politics in the Time and Space of Globalization,” in Wallace Clement and 
Leah F. Vosko eds., Changing Canada: Political Economy as Transformation (Montreal: 
McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2003), pp. 3-24. (R) 

Week 11   Race and Gender                                                                          
November 20 

• Hanes Walton Jr., Cheryl M. Miller, and Joesph P. McCormick II, “Race and Political 
Science: The Dual Traditions of Race Relations Politics and African-American Politics,” 
in Farr, Dryzek, and Leonard eds., Political Science in History, pp. 145-174. 

• Robert Vitalis, “The Graceful and Generous Liberal Gesture: Making Racism Invisible in 
American International Relations,” Millennium: Journal of International Studies 29 
(2000): 331-356. (R) 

• Helene Silverberg, “Gender Studies and Political Science: The History of the 
‘Behavioralist Compromise’,” in Farr and Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 
363-381. 

• Sue Tolleson-Rinehart and Susan J. Carroll, “‘Far from Ideal:’ The Gender Politics of 
Political Science,” American Political Science Review 100 (2006): 507-513. (R) 

 
Week 12  New Institutionalism                                                                      
November 27 

 
• Kenneth A. Shepsle, “Studying Institutions: Some Lessons from Rational Choice  

Approach,” in Farr, Dryzek, and Leonard eds., Political Science in History, pp. 276-295. 
 

• Karen Orren and Stephen Skowronek, “Order and Time in Institutional Study: A Brief for  
the Historical Approach,” in Farr, Dryzek, and Leonard eds., Political Science in History,  
pp. 296-317. 
 

• Miriam Smith, “Institutionalism in the Study of Canadian Politics: The English-Canadian  
Tradition,” in Andre Lecours ed., New Institutionalism: Theory and Practice (Toronto:  
University of Toronto Press, 2005), pp. 101-127. (R) 
 
Linda Cardinal, “New Institutionalism and Political Science in Quebec,” in Andre  
Lecours ed., New Institutionalism, pp. 128-150. (R) 
 

Week 13  Thoughts about the State of the Discipline                                                 
December 4   
 

• Theodore J. Lowi, “The State in Political Science: How We Become What We Study,” in 
James Farr and Raymond Seidelman eds., Discipline and History, pp. 383-395. 

 
• Gabriel A. Almond, “Separate Tables: Schools and Sects in Political Science,” PS: 

Political Science and Politics 21 (1988) (R) 



 
• David Lake, “Why ‘isms’ Are Evil: Theory, Epistemology, and Academic Sects as 

Impediments to Understanding and Progress,” International Studies Quarterly 55 (June 
2011): 465-480. (R) 
 

• Sanford Schram, “Return to Politics: Perostroika and Postparadigmatic Political 
Science,” Political Theory 31 (2003): 835-851. (R) 

 

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, 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; 

mailto:pmc@carleton.ca


• 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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