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Course description

This course introduces students to a range of concepts, debates, and issues in the field of international security 
studies.  In doing so, this class covers some of the enduring issues of security studies such as war, peace, and 
nuclear weapons, as well as some ‘new’ emerging issues such as the privatization of security, state failure, and 
nation-building.   In this opening lecture for this class, we will attempt to define the nature of the term security, and 
examine a foundational debate over what security studies should ‘be about.’  In subsequent weeks, we consider a 
variety of old and new security issues and cases.  

The fundamental objective of this course is to help the students (and also the instructor!) become more savvy 
consumers of political science knowledge and scholarship.  In this respect, it will seek to familiarize students with 
issues, theories, and debates that belong to the field of security studies while cultivating analytical, research, and 
communications skills.   After completing this class, students will be better equipped to critically engage with 
political science literature and international relations literature, research and write about political science and 
international security issues, and debate and discuss these and other topics in international relations.   

The instructor will present the course content primarily through lectures.  These lectures will cover the assigned 
readings.   There will also be substantial opportunity throughout each lecture for class discussion.   Occasionally, 
lectures will only run for half the class.  In the second part of these sessions, the class will precede in one of three
ways.  1) The instructor will organize the class into smaller self-moderated seminar groups, in which the students 
will have an opportunity to discuss the topics in presented in the lecture amongst themselves.  2) The class will 
watch a video on a topic related to international security or strategic studies. 3)  There will be a guest speaker.  

Books:

 Chester A. Crocker and Fen Osler Hampson, Leashing the Dogs of War: Conflict Management in a Divided 
World (United States Institute for Peace: Washington, 2007).  

This is available in the Carleton University Bookstore, and also on reserve at the library.    

Other specific readings will be made available on reserve. Some are available through the electronic journal 
databases at the Carleton library, while others are accessible online.  Reserve readings are market with an R while 
online readings are marked with a W.  Students must complete all of the required readings before coming to class.  
The assignments draw only upon the required readings; the recommended readings are optional, and not necessary 
for the completion of any assignment.  

Journals:   The following is a list of scholarly journals in the field of security studies and strategic studies.  This is 
not an exhaustive list.  Students should search these journals when writing their research papers.  

International Security, Security Studies, International Journal, International Organization, International Studies 
Quarterly, Journal of Conflict Resolution, Journal of Peace Research, Survival, World Politics, Foreign Affairs Magazine, 



Foreign Policy Magazine, Studies in Conflict and Terrorism, Small Wars, Civil Wars, Terrorism and Political Violence, 
Canadian Defense Quarterly, International Peacekeeping, Journal of Military and Strategic Studies 

 Evaluation
 Critical Review

Essays (3): 60% (20% each)
 Final Take Home Exam:  25%
 Participation: 15%

 Participation in Class: Grades are based on attendance and participation.  In order to succeed in this aspect 
of evaluation, students must attend class and participate in class discussions and debates.   The instructor will 
take attendance at the beginning of each class, and this will constitute a portion of the overall participation 
grade.  Participation marks are calculated based on (a) attendance; and (b) participation.  In other words, 
simply showing up to every class is insufficient to attain full participation marks.  The student must also 
actively and meaningfully participate in class discussion on a regular basis.  

 Critical Reviews:   Students must submit three critical review essays.  These papers will evaluate and advance 
an argument about one of the readings for each of the relevant lecture topics. While the reviews will generally 
focus on one article, the essays should make an effort to incorporate insights and material from all of the 
required readings for the lecture. The papers should not exceed 4 pages in length.  It is very important that the 
essays make an argument, and not simply summarize the required readings.  There are a variety of ways to 
write a review.  Your critical review can dispute an argument(s) advanced in the reading, assess or concur 
with arguments advanced in the reading, explain and evaluate policies or historical events described in the 
reading; relate a case or a current event to arguments or ideas from the readings in a critical manner.  See the 
how to write a critical review guide on the course website for more specific instructions, guidelines, and tips.  
The reviews will be evaluated in terms of quality of argument, use and understanding of course materials, 
style/writing, and format.  See the document entitled marking guidelines for critical reviews on the course 
website for a more detailed breakdown.   
Due dates: Each critical review is due at the beginning of the class that covers the topic that the student has 
chosen to write about.  Therefore, the due dates for the critical review papers depend on the topic of the paper.  
For example, if a student chooses to write his/her paper on ‘the nature of security studies’ (a topic covered in 
week 2), then the paper will be due at the beginning of that class (for example, January 13, 2010).  Similarly, 
students who write about ‘failed states’ (a topic covered in week 6), must submit their reviews at the 
beginning of that class.     The instructor will return the critical review essays to students one week after they
were submitted.  * Important note: Students must submit their first critical review essay by Week 4, the 
second by Week 8, and the third, by Week 12. 

 Final Take Home Exam:  On the last day of class, the instructor will distribute a final, take home exam. The 
exam will consist of long form essay questions.  Students must answer the questions in a regular essay format, 
complete with citations.  Students will have the option of choosing two questions out of a possible four.    The 
exams will require students to draw on all of the required reading material and the lecture material.  
Therefore, students should do the readings every week, and take careful notes during class.  Although not 
required, students may draw upon material from outside the course if they so choose, providing that they 
include full citations and a bibliography.  

***Important Submission note:  Students must submit term work either in-class or during office hours. The 
Political Science drop box is intended to collect late assignments only or if a student has extenuating circumstances 
and is unable to submit the paper directly to you in class or during your office hours.   Therefore, in accordance 
with departmental recommendations and in an effort to prevent high volumes of submissions via the drop box on a 
due date there is a mandatory late penalty for any papers / assignments collected from the drop box – even if it is 
handed in by 4 p.m. on the due date. The drop box is emptied every weekday at 4 p.m. and all items collected at 
that time are date-stamped with that day’s date. 

Late Policy: Late papers lose one letter grade category per day. (For example, a B+ paper that is handed in one day 
late will be reduced to a B).  



Course Schedule

01/06/11 - Lecture 1
Introduction:   An overview of the syllabus and course requirements; and a basic introduction to security studies.  

 No required reading

01/13/11 - Lecture 2
The history and nature of security studies: In this lecture, we ask examine the nature of the term security, and 
the origin of the discipline of security studies. (73 pages)

Required Reading:
  

 Stephen Walt, “The Renaissance of Security Studies,” International Studies Quarterly 35 (1991): 211-239 W
This essay presents the traditional view of security studies.  

 Richard Kolodziej, “Renaissance in Security Studies? Caveat Lector!” International Studies Quarterly 36 
(1992): 421-438    Kolodziej replies to Walt, argues for a widening of the concept of security.  

 Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams, “Broadening the Agenda of Security Studies: Politics and Methods,” 
Mershon International Studies Review, Vol. 40, No. 2 (Oct. 1996), 229-254. W   Advances a much wider 
epistemological critique of the traditional perspective.  

Recommended Supplementary Reading:  

 Mark Duffield, “the Merging of Development and Security,” in Global Governance and the New Wars: the 
Merging of Development and Security (London: Zed Books, 2001). R

 Kerr, Pauline, “Human Security,” in Contemporary Security Studies, Eds. Allan Collins, (Oxford University 
Press: New York, 2010).  

 Emmers, Ralf, “Securitization,” in Contemporary Security Studies, Eds. Allan Collins, (Oxford University 
Press: New York, 2010).  

 Agius, Christine, “Social Constructivism,” in Contemporary Security Studies, Eds. Allan Collins, (Oxford 
University Press: New York, 2010).  

01/20/11 - Lecture 3  
The causes of inter-state war: In this lecture, we examine several theories on the causes of international war.  
These include theories of human nature and war; theories that locate the causes of war in the nature of political 
regimes; and theories of war and the international state system.  (54 pages)

Required Reading:
 Brad Thayer, “Bringing in Darwin: Evolutionary Theory, Realism, and International Politics" International 

Security 25(2) Fall 2000, pages 124-151  W  - Does evolutionary biology bring something new to the 
question of whether war is rooted in human nature?  

 Kenneth N. Waltz, “The Origins of War in Neorealist Theory,” in Journal of Interdisciplinary History Vol. 18, 
No. 4 (Spring 1988), pp. 615-628. W - Elaborates on how the balance of power among states can shape the 
likelihood of war. 

 Niles Petter Gleditsch, “Peace and Democracy” in Encyclopedia of violence, Peace, and Conflict Vol 2 
(Academic Press, 1999): 643-652 R – Good overview of democratic peace theory 

Case study:  Russia-Georgia

 Charles King, “The Crisis in the Caucasus,” Foreign Affairs (November/December 2008), pp. 3-10. 



01/27/11 - Lecture 4
Nuclear Proliferation and International security: In this lecture, we examine a series of debates concerning the 
consequences of the spread of nuclear weapons for international security.  Kenneth Waltz argues in favour of 
widespread proliferation; while Scott Sagan contends that the spread of nuclear weapons would be extremely 
dangerous.  Mearsheimer takes a middle ground position in favour of limited proliferation.  Which argument do 
you find most convincing?  (77 pages) 

Required Reading
 Kenneth Waltz, “More maybe better” OR Scott Sagan, “More will be worse” in The Spread of Nuclear 

Weapons: a Debate Revisited, (New York: Norton, 2003).
Waltz argues in favor of widespread nuclear proliferation based largely on the neo-realist theory of 
international relations;  Sagan responds with a detailed discussion of the organizational and bureaucratic 
origins of possible deterrence failures.  

 John Mearsheimer, “Back to the Future: Instability in Europe after the cold war,” in Sean M. Lynne Jones 
and Steven Miller (eds), the Cold War and After: Prospects for Peace (Cambridge: MIT press, 1994).  R (read 
section on nuclear proliferation Pages 31-37).    This essay presents an argument for “limited 
proliferation”, which while rooted in the same logic as neo-realism, does not go as far.  

Special Feature: 
 Video: Fog of War Eleven Lessons from the Life of Robert S. McNamara (selections)

Discussion case:  Iran
   

 Mark Fitzpatrick, “Can Iran’s Nuclear Capability be Kept Latent?” Survival (Spring 2007), 33-50. 

Recommended Readings:  
These elaborate on some of the issues discussed on the required readings.  

 Scott Sagan, “Why Do States Build Nuclear Weapons?  Three Models in Search of a Bomb,” 
International Security, Winter 1996-97, pp. 54-86 [online].  

 William C. Potter and Gaukhar Mukhatzhanova, “Divining Nuclear Intentions: A Review Essay,” 
International Security (Summer 2008), pp. 139-169

 Stephen Walt and John Mearsheimer, “Iran in the Crosshairs”, in  The Israeli Lobby and U.S. Foreign 
Policy

*******Final Day to Submit First Critical Review Essay 

02/03/11 – Lecture 5  
The Security Dilemma and Ethnic Conflict:  What causes ethnic conflicts and genocides?   Kauffman argues that 
the security dilemma explains the logic and dynamics of these conflicts, while arguing that in many cases, 
partitions and population transfers may be the only possible way to prevent mass killing.  Are you convinced?  (55 
pages total)

Required Reading
 Chaim Kauffman, “Possible and impossible solutions to ethnic conflict,” in International Security 20(4) 

(Spring, 1996), pp. 136-175.  W    Examines the causes of ethnic conflict, and evaluates several possible 
solutions, while advancing a fairly radical argument in favor of population transfers and partition.  Do you 
agree?  

 Peter W. Galbraith, “The Case for Dividing Iraq” in Time Magazine (November 5, 2006).  W  - Would a 
divided Iraq be more stable?  Is this solution still feasible?    

Recommended Reading: 
 Daniel Byman and Stephen Van Evera, “Why they Fight: Hypotheses on the Origins of  Contemporary Deadly 

Conflict,” in Security Studies 7:3 (January 1998): 1-50. W – Good overview on the future of deadly conflict in the 
post-cold war era.  



 Barry Posen, “The Security Dilemma and Ethnic Conflict”, in Survival vol. 35, no. 1,  Spring 1993, pp. 27-47.  W –
This article first advanced the security dilemma theory of ethnic conflict, shows how it might apply to Bosnia and 
Russia.    

****First Critical Reviews are handed back 

02/10/11 – Lecture 6
The Politics of Failed and Fragile States:  the term failed state describes situations in which political order 
within a country breaks down amid civil war.  In this lecture, we examine the concept of the failed state and ask 
why states fail. We look at FP Magazine’s attempt to measure and categorize states according to an index of 
fragility.  Some critics find the concept to be dangerous and flawed.   (77 pages)

Required Reading
 Robert I. Rotberg, “The Challenge of Weak, Failing and Collapsed States,” in Chester A. Crocker, Fen Osler 

Hampson, and Pamela Aall (eds), Leashing the Dogs of War: Conflict Management in a Divided World.  
(Washington, D.C.: United States Institute of Peace Press, 2007), pp 83-95.  R        Rotberg pioneered the 
concept of “state failure.”  In this essay, he gives an overview of the concept.  

 The Fund for Peace and FP magazine, “The Failed States Index 2010,” in Foreign Policy Magazine (5 pages)
 Angela Mitropoulos, “The Failure of Political Theology” in Mute: Culture and Politics after the Net (2008). (2 

pages) W http://www.metamute.org/en/The-failure-of-political-theology
 Jeffrey Herbst, “Chapter 9: the Past and Future of State Power in Africa,” in States and Power in Africa: 

Lessons in Authority and Control (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2001).  R   A path breaking study of 
state formation and conflict in sub-Saharan Africa.  

Discussion: Afghanistan
 Seth G. Jones, “The Rise of Afghanistan’s Insurgency: State Failure and Jihad,” in International Security 32:4 

(Spring 2008), pp. 7-40.  W   Jones advances a specific argument concerning the causes of insurgency in 
Afghanistan while seeking to debunk several widely held notions about ethnicity and natural resources.  

Recommended Reading
 Feisal Khan, Corruption and the Decline of the State in Pakistan,” Asian Journal of Political Science

(August 2007), 219-247 

02/17/11 - Lecture 7:
Economics, Wealth, and Conflict: In this lecture we take a look at the role of natural resource, economic 
conditions, and environmental degradation in conflict and security.  Gurr’s theory of relative deprivation connects 
conflict with resource scarcity, while Collier suggests that resource abundance is more important.  Where do you 
stand?  (75 pages)

Required Reading
 Ted Gurr, “Relative Deprivation and the Impetus to Violence” in Why Men Rebel (Princeton: Princeton 

University Press, 1970), pp. 19-40. R   Classic statement on revolution and political violence which 
continues to enjoy much popularity today.  Emphasizes deprivation and frustration as key causes.  

 Paul Collier, “Economic Causes of Civil Conflict and their Implications for Policy” Chester A. Crocker, Fen 
Osler Hampson, and Pamela Aall (eds), Leashing the Dogs of War: Conflict Management in a Divided World.  
(Washington, D.C.: United States Institute of Peace Press, 2007), pp:  197-219. R   Collier’s controversial 
thesis focuses on the role of natural resources in conflicts employing economic theory.  

Case:  Latin America: From Insurgency to Criminality 

 Michael Shifter, Latin America’s Drug Problem,” Current History (February 2007), pp. 58-63
 Francisco Gutierrez "Criminal Rebels? A Discussion of Civil War and Criminality from the Colombian 

Experience," Politics and Society 32, no 1.     The “greed” theory of conflict ostensibly applies well to the 
case of Colombia, where drug profits have fuelled conflict for the last 30 years.  But how well does this hold 
upon closer inspection?  Gutierrez raises some tough questions.  



Recommended
 Francis Stewart, and Graham Brow, “Motivations for Conflict: Groups and Individuals”, in Chester A. 

Crocker, Fen Osler Hampson, and Pamela Aall (eds), Leashing the Dogs of War: Conflict Management in a 
Divided World.  (Washington, D.C.: United States Institute of Peace Press, 2007).  PP.  219-245

 Sam Quinones, 2009, “State of War: Mexico, ” in Foreign Policy Magazine:   
http://www.foreignpolicy.com/ story/cms.php?story _id=4684 

 Alma Guillermoprieto, “Days of the Dead,” The New Yorker (November 10, 2008), pp. 44-51.

02/24/11 – Reading Week   
There is no lecture this week, and no readings.   

03/03/11 -  Week 8
Africa’s World War: Conflict in Central Africa
Any class on international security studies would be both remiss and incomplete without discussion of the most 
extensive episode of bloodletting in the last 50 years.  This lecture examines the conflict in central Africa’s great 
lakes region (the DRC, Burundi, Rwanda, Uganda, and Angola) its causes, dynamics, and implications.  We will 
consider this event in light of some of the perspectives and theories discussed in previous lectures.  (70 pages)

Pruiner, Gerard, Africa’s World War: Congo, the Rwandan Genocide, and the Making of a Continental Conflict,” Oxford
University Press: Oxford, (2009), Pages 1-30

Lemarchand, Rene.  The Dynamics of Violence in Central Africa.  (University of Penn Press:  Philidelphia):  Pages 30-
45.   

Turner, Thomas. The Congo: Conflict, Myth, and Reality. Page 1-24

Recommended Reading: 
William Reno, Warlord Politics and African States,” 

Patrick Chabal and J.P Daloz, Africa Works: The Instrumentalization of Political Disorder in Africa

Jeffrey Herbst, States and Power in Africa: Lessons in Authority and Control 

****Final Week to Submit Second Critical Review Essay  

03/10/11 -Week 9: 
Mercenaries and Private Military Companies:  What explains the rise of private military companies on a global 
scale?  What are the implications of this new trend for international politics and security?  Defenders of privatized 
security suggest that PMCs can potentially play important roles in peace keeping and peace building operations.  
Do you agree?   (43 pages)

Required Reading
 Peter Singer, “Why has Security been privatized?” in Corporate Warriors: the Rise of the Privatized Military 

Industry (Cornell, 2003), pp, 49-73.  R  Singer’s work is perhaps the academic gold standard on the this 
topic.  

 Scott Fitzsimmons, “A Private Solution to a Humanitarian Catastrophe,” Vanguard (August-September 
2006): 18-20. W   Makes a compelling case, but are you convinced?  

 Anna Leander, “The Market for Force and Public Security: The Destabilizing Consequences of Private 
Military Companies,” Journal of Peace Research (2005), 605-622 [online].   

Recommended Reading: 
 Deborah Avant, “Think Again: Mercenaries,” Foreign Policy (July/August 2004): 20-28. W
 Angela McIntyre and Taya Weiss, “Weak Governments in Search of Strength: Africa’s Experience of 

Mercenaries and Private Military Companies,” in Chesterman and Lehnardt, From Mercenaries to Market, 
pp. 67-81



Special Features
 Video: Shadow Company 

03/17/11 - Lecture 10
Nation-building:   What is the best way to construct a long term, stable political order in war torn countries?  Is 
democracy sufficient, or even necessary when measured against security imperatives?  (57 pages)

Required Reading
 George W. Bush, “Chapter VII: Expand the Circle of Development by Opening Societies and Building the 

Infrastructure of  Democracy”, in National Security Strategy of the United States of America (Washington, 
2002), (3 pages).  W
http://www.whitehouse.gov/nsc/nss.html

 Jeane J. Kirkpatrick, “Dictatorships and Double Standards,” in Commentary Magazine (November, 1979), pp: 
1-9.  W  Are some dictatorships worse than others?  Can western democracies support dictatorships in 
some instances as a necessary bulwark against more radical styles of governance?  While written as a 
critique of Jimmy Carter’s foreign policies, some would argue that the issues raised by this essay remain of 
equal importance.  

 Michael Ignatieff, “Nation-Building Lite” in New York Times Magazine, July 28, 2002, 26-31. W
 Barbara F. Walter, “The Critical Barrier to Civil War Settlement,” in International Organizations 5: 3 

(January 1997): 335-363. W   Peace settlements in civil wars are extremely hard to achieve.  Walter seeks 
to explain exactly why.  

Special Feature: 
 Video:  Thomas Barnett, The Pentagon’s New Map for War and Peace 

Recommended Reading
 Samuel Huntington, “Political Order and Political Decay” 
 International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty, the Responsibility to Protect (Ottawa: 

Government of Canada, 2001). W
 Francis Fukyuama, “The Missing Dimensions of Stateness” in State building: governance and world order in 

the twenty first Century.  R

03/24/11  - Lecture 11
Human Security, Environment, and Society: In this lecture we tackle several human security subjects 
including the effects of environmental degradation and climate change on international security, and the 
unequal and distinct implications of conflict on different groups in society.  

Required Reading: 
 Nils Petter Gleditsch,  “Environmental Change, Security, and Conflict,’ in Chester A. Crocker, Fen Osler 

Hampson, and Pamela Aall (eds), Leashing the Dogs of War: Conflict Management in a Divided World.  
(Washington, D.C.: United States Institute of Peace Press, 2007)

 Branko Milanovic,  “Why Did the Poorest Countries Fail to Catch Up?”  Carnegie Paper #62, January 
2006 (31 pp.)

 Thomas Plumper and Eric Neumayer, “The Unequal Burden of War: The Effect of Armed Conflict on 
the Gender Gap in Life Expectancy,” International Organization (Summer 2006), 723-754

Recommended Reading
 Thomas Homer-Dixon, “On the Threshold: Environmental Changes as Causes of Acute Conflict,” in 

International Security 16:2 (Fall, 1991), pp. 77-115  W
 Andrew Natsios and Kelley W. Doley, “The Coming Food Coups,” Washington Quarterly (January 

2009), pp. 7-25
 “China’s Africa Strategy,” Current History (May 2006) 6 pp [online]
 Alan Dupont, “the Strategic Implications of Climate Change,” Survival (June/July 2008), pp. 29-47.  

03/31/11 - Lecture 12



The post-Cold war international security environment: This lecture attempts to synthesize the previous 
lectures into a general conclusion about the future of international security.  How do existing theories of 
international relations account for patterns of war and conflict in the post-cold war era?  How much war is there 
likely to be in the future?  Where will these wars take place?  Is American power in decline, or is history over?  
These are some broad-ranging questions that we will attempt to answer.  

Required Reading: 
 Francis Fukuyama, “The End of History” in the National Interest (Summer, 1989).  W
 Samuel Huntington, “Clash of Civilizations?” in Foreign Affairs (Summer, 1993). W 
 Francis Fukayama and Michael McFaul, “Should Democracy be Promoted or Demoted?” Washington

Quarterly, (Winter 2008), pp. 23-45
 Stathis Kalyvas and Laia Balcells, “International System and Technologies of Rebellion: How the End of the 

Cold War Shaped Internal Conflict,” in American Political Science Review 104: 3(August 2010). 

****Final Date to hand in Third Critical Review 

****Take Home Exam Distributed in Class 

Academic Accommodations

For students with Disabilities: Students with disabilities requiring academic accommodations in this course must 
register with the Paul Menton Centre for Students with Disabilities (500 University Centre) for a formal evaluation 
of disability-related needs. Registered PMC students are required to contact the centre (613-520-6608) every term 
to ensure that the instructor receives your request for accommodation. 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 
assignment is due or the first in-class test/midterm requiring accommodations. If you require
accommodation for your formally scheduled exam(s) in this course, please submit your request for 
accommodation to PMC by November 16, 2009 for December examinations and March 12, 2010 for April 
examinations.

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;

 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.

Approval of final grades: Standing in a course is determined by the course instructor subject to the approval of 
the Faculty Dean. This means that grades submitted by an instructor may be subject to revision. No grades are final 
until they have been approved by the Dean.

Course Requirements: Failure to write the final exam will result in a grade of ABS. FND (Failure 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: All email communication to students from the Department of Political Science will be via 
Connect. Important course and University information is also distributed via the Connect email system. It is the 
student’s responsibility to monitor their Connect account. 

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 in the after-hours academic life 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, please email 
carletonpss@gmail.com, visit our website at poliscisociety.com, 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.


