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I. Course Description and Objectives 
 
This seminar investigates the historical evolution of American grand strategy. Grand 
strategy involves the identification and prioritization of (a) national interests, goals, and 
objectives; (b) potential threats to such interests; and (c) deciding how best to employ 
military, political, and economic resources to protect those interests. Debates about 
American grand strategy have been deeply influenced by competing conceptions of the 
American national interest as well as by debates about the nature of the international 
system. This seminar will examine some of the seminal debates that have taken place 
about American grand strategy; including debates over how to define the American 
national interest. A range of competing grand strategies will be examined. The 
examination will both be historical and theoretical.    
 
We begin by considering the nature of American grand strategy prior to the outbreak of 
the Cold War. This is an important context for examining the grand strategy that shaped 
American foreign policy throughout the Cold War period. Next, we examine the period 
that has followed the end of the Cold War beginning with the Clinton administration and 
continuing to the Bush administration and the so-called global war on terror that was a 
response to the terrorist attack against the United States on September 11, 2001. We 
will carefully consider the innovations as well as the continuities in American grand 
strategy that the Bush administration introduced. Finally, we consider the direction that 
American grand strategy should take in the aftermath of the Bush Doctrine as a range of 
new and old issues confront the Obama administration.  
 
The main objective of the course is to familiarize students with some of the major 
theoretical and policy debates that have characterized the history of American grand 
strategy. Students are expected to appreciate and understand the role that theory plays 
in shaping the debate over American grand strategy.  Students should develop an 
appropriate historical understanding of these debates and recognize how they continue 
to impact contemporary debates. By the end of the course a student should be able to 
identify and understand the major theoretical and policy debates regarding contemporary 
American foreign policy.   
 
II. Course Texts 
There are three required texts for the course that are available for purchase at the 
Carleton University Bookstore.  The three required texts have also been placed on 
reserve at the Carleton University library.  All of the other assigned readings have been 
placed on reserve in the library (reserve readings are indicated on the syllabus with an 



(R). 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). 
The reserve readings will also be available in the political science reading room. Please 
be considerate of other students in the class and do no remove these readings for your 
own personal use. Students are expected to complete all of the assigned reading prior to 
attending class. 
 
1. Christopher Layne, The Peace of Illusions: American Grand Strategy from 1940 to 

the Present (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2006). 
 
2. George Kennan, American Diplomacy, Expanded ed. (Chicago: University of 

Chicago Press, 1985). 
 
3. Melvyn P. Leffler and Jeffrey W. Legro eds., To Lead the World: American Strategy 

after the Bush Doctrine (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008). 
 
III. Course Requirements and Grading Policy  
 
A.  Class Participation………………..15% 
 
B.  Oral Presentation…………………15%  
 
C. Literature Review Assignment…..15% (due: Feb 10) 
 
D.  Book Review Assignment………..20% (due: March 24) 
 
E.  Take-home Final Exam………..…35% (due: April 7) 
 
IV. Explanations 
 
A. 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 if there is no 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 (15%) 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 attend class and participate sporadically; a grade 
of D or less if you attend class sporadically and do not participate in class discussion.  
 
B. Students will select a date on which they will be responsible for summarizing,  
discussing, and raising pertinent questions about the assigned readings. Students will 
work in pairs and together be responsible for discussing the assigned material, raising 
questions for class discussion, and preparing a handout that identifies the key themes of 
the reading and sets forth a number of discussion questions.  Your presentation should 
go beyond merely summarizing the reading (all students are expected to have 
completed the reading). Please do not simply read your presentation. Your aim is to 
engage the material, to highlight the main points, and to get the class involved in 

http://catalgue.library.carleton.ca)/


debating and discussing the material.  
 
You will be evaluated on the basis of the substance and style of the presentation as well  
as the quality of your hand-out and discussion questions.  I will especially be looking  
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. You should situate the readings theoretically, critique the readings, 
and consider the policy implications of the readings. Together, the presentation should 
be approximately 20 - 30 minutes in length.   
 
C.  Students are required to write a 5 - 7 page analytical review essay that summarizes 
and critically evaluates the material assigned for a given week between the dates of 
January 13 and February 10 (graduate students must complete two review essays, one 
before Feb. 10 and one before March 17).  The assignment is due in class on 
February 10. The essay should be more than a mere summary of the reading. Your aim 
is to engage the material and situate it within the larger debate on American grand 
strategy.  Late review essays will be penalized at the rate of one letter grade a day (e.g. 
B+ to B for one day late).   
 
D. Students are required to write a 7- 8 page review of a book dealing with American 
foreign policy. The book review is due on Wednesday March 24, 2010. There are 
many books that you can choose to read and the course outline includes a long list of 
additional reading that you may wish to consider.  You should let me know in advance 
the book that you have selected to read and review.  
 
There are two main aims of this assignment. First, you should provide a concise 
summary of the book (the main argument, the theoretical framework, organization of the 
book, type of evidence employed, ect.). The second aim is to link your chosen book to 
the course material and the debates and issues that have been raised in the assigned 
readings. How does your book speak to the themes and issues raised in the class?  In 
fulfilling these two aims, you should also be critically evaluating the book that you have 
selected. What are the strengths and weaknesses of the book, how convincing is the 
author’s argument, how important of a contribution has the book made to the study of 
American foreign policy? 
 
E. The final exam will be a take-home exam. The questions will be distributed in class on 
Wednesday March 31 and the assignment is due on Wednesday April 7 at 12:00 p.m. 
Drop off location to be announced in class. There are no exceptions to this due date and 
late papers will receive a zero. There will likely be two questions to answer and each 
answer should be approximately 7 pages long (typed and double-spaced). More 
information about the final exam will be provided at the end of the term.   
 
V.  Other Guidelines 
  

• Assignments sent by fax to the Department of Political Science will not be 
accepted.  I will also not accept any paper that has been e-mailed to me. 

 
• It is not acceptable to hand in the same assignment for two or more 

courses. 
 



• To obtain credit in this course, students must meet all of the course 
requirements.  Failure to complete all of the assignments will result in a 
failing grade for the course.  

 
• Late assignments will be downgraded one letter-grade category per day. 

For example, a B+ paper, one day late, will receive a B.  
 
VI. Topics and Reading List 
 
January 6   Course Introduction 
 
January 13  Explaining US Grand Strategy  
 
• Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy,” World Politics, 

Vol. 51 (October 1998), pp. 144-172. (R) 
• Barry R. Posen and Andrew L. Ross, “Competing Visions for U.S. Grand Strategy,” 

International Security, Vol. 21, No. 3 (Winter 1996/97), pp. 5-53. (R). 
• Layne, Peace of Illusions, Introduction, ch. 1.  
 
For Additional Reading 
 
Colin Dueck, Reluctant Crusaders: Power, Culture, and Change in American Grand  
        Strategy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2006). 
Henry Nau, At Home and Abroad: Identity and Power in American Foreign Policy  
       (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2002). 
 
January 20  Pre-Cold War American Grand Strategy 
 
• Hans J. Morgenthau, "Another ‘Great Debate’: The National Interest of the United 

States,” American Political Science Review 46 (1952). (R) 
• Kennan, American Diplomacy, Part I.  

 
For Additional Reading  
 
Hans J. Morgenthau, In Defense of the National Interest (New York: Knopf, 1951). 
Robert Osgood, Ideals and Self-Interest in America’s Foreign Relations (Chicago: 

University of Chicago Press, 1953) 
Nicholas J. Spykman, America’s Strategy in World Politics: The United States and the 

Balance of Power (New York: Harcourt, Brace, 1942). 
Walter Lippmann, U.S. Foreign Policy: Shield of the Republic (Boston: Little, Brown and 

Co., 1943). 
David C. Hendrickson, Union, Nation, or Empire: The American Debate Over 

International Relations (Lawrence, Kansas: University of Kansas Press, 2009) 
Walter Russell Mead, Special Providence: American Foreign Policy and How it Changed 

the World (New York: Knopf, 2002). 
Fareed Zakaria, From Wealth to Power: The Unusual Origins of America’s Rise 

(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1998). 
 
 
 



January 27  Cold War Grand Strategy  
 
• Layne, Peace of Illusions, chs. 2-5. 
• Kennan, American Diplomacy, Part II. 
 
For Additional Reading  
 
John Lewis Gaddis, The United States and the End of the Cold War (New York: Oxford  
 University Press, 1992). 
John Lewis Gaddis, Strategies of Containment: A Critical Appraisal of Postwar American  
 National Security Policy (Oxford; Oxford University press, 1982). 
Melvyn P. Leffler, A Preponderance of Power: National Security, the Truman 
 Administration, and the Cold War (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1992). 
Thomas J. McCormick, America’s Half-Century: United States Foreign Policy in the Cold  

 War and After, 2nd ed. (Baltimore, MD: Johns Hopkins University Press,     
     1995). 

William Appleman Williams, The Tragedy of American Diplomacy (New York: Dell  
 Publishing, 1962). 
 
February 3  A Liberal Grand Strategy  
 
• Layne, Peace of Illusions, ch. 6 
•  G. John Ikenberry, “Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the Duration of Western  
       Order,“ International Security, Vol. 23, No. 3 (Winter 1998/99), pp. 43-78  (R). 
• G. John Ikenberry, “America’s Liberal Grand Strategy: Democracy and National 

Security in the Post-war Era, “ in Michael Cox, G. John Ikenberry, and Takashi 
Inoguchi eds., American Democracy Promotion: Impulses, Strategies, and Impacts 
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000), pp. 103-126. (R). 

 
For Additional Reading  
 
G. John Ikenberry, After Victory: Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the Rebuilding of  
 Order After Major Wars (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2001). 
Tony Smith, America’s Mission: The United States and the Worldwide Struggle for  
 Democracy in the Twentieth Century (Princeton: Princeton University Press,  
 1994). 
John Owen, Liberal Peace, Liberal War: American Politics and International Security  
 (Ithaca: Cornell University press, 1997). 
Frank Ninkovich, The Wilsonian Century: U.S. Foreign Policy Since 1900 (Chicago:  
 University of Chicago Press, 1999). 
 
 
February 10  Clinton and Primacy 

(Literature Review Assignment due) 
 
• Stephen M. Walt, “Two Cheers for Clinton’s Foreign Policy,” Foreign Affairs 79, 2  

(March/April 2000). (R) 
• Charles Krauthammer, “The Unipolar Moment,” Foreign Affairs 70, 1 (1990-1991). 

(R) 
 



• William Wohlforth, “The Stability of a Unipolar World,” International Security Vol. 24, 
No. 1 (Summer 1999), pp. 5-41 (R) 

• Michael Cox, “Wilsonianism Resurgent? The Clinton Administration and the 
Promotion of Democracy,” in Michael Cox, G. John Ikenberry, and Takashi Inoguchi 
eds., American Democracy Promotion: Impulses, Strategies, and Impacts (Oxford: 
Oxford University Press, 2000), pp. 218-239. (R) 

 
 
For Additional Reading 
 
Derek Chollet and James Goldgeier, America Between the Wars: From 11/9 to 9/11 

(New York: Public Affairs, 2008) 
William G. Hyland, Clinton's World: Remaking American Foreign Policy (Westport, CT: 

Praeger, 1999). 
Richard Hass, The Reluctant Sheriff (Washington, DC: Brookings Institution Press, 

1997). 
Haynes Johnson, The Best of Times: America in the Clinton Years (New York: Harcourt, 

2001). 
 
 
February 17  Reading Week -- no class 
 
February 24  Neoconservativism  
 
• William Kristol and Robert Kagan, “Toward a Neo-Reaganite Foreign Policy,” Foreign 

Affairs, Vol. 75, No. 4 (July/August 1996), pp. 18-32. (R). 
• Michael C. Williams, “What is the National Interest? The Neoconservative Challenge 

in IR Theory,” European Journal of International Relations 11, 3 (2005). (R). 
• Leffler and Legro, To Lead the World, ch. 2. 

 
For Additional Reading 
 
Jacob Heilbrunn, They Knew They Were Right: The Rise of the Neocons (new York: 

Doubleday, 2008). 
John Ehrman, The Rise of Neoconservatism: Intellectuals and Foreign Affairs (New 

Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1995).  
Charles Krauthammer, Democratic Realism: An American Foreign Policy for a Unipolar 

World (Washington: American Enterprise Institute, 2004).  
Stefan Harper and Jonathan Clarke, America Alone: The Neoconservatives and the 

Global Order (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004). 
Robert Kagan, Dangerous Nation (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2006). 
Francis Fukuyama, America at the Crossroads: Democracy, Power, and the 

Neoconservative Legacy (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2006).   
 
March 3   Bush and Primacy  
 
• Condoleezza Rice, “Promoting the National Interest,” Foreign Affairs (Jan/Feb 2000). 

(R). 
• Charles Krauthammer, “The Unipolar Moment Revisited,” The National Interest 70 

(2002/2003). (R). 



• Brian C. Schmidt and Michael C. Williams, “The Bush Doctrine and the Iraq War: 
Neoconservatives Versus Realists,” Security Studies 17 (2008). (R). 

• The National Security Strategy of the United States (Washington, DC: The White 
House, 2002). 

 
For Additional Reading 
 
Stephen G. Brooks and William C. Wohlforth, World Out of Balance: International  
       Relations and the challenge of American Primacy (Princeton” Princeton  University     
       Press, 2008). 
Andrew Bacevich, American Empire: The Realities and Consequences of U.S.  
       Diplomacy (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2002).  
Chalmers Johnson, Blowback: The Costs and Consequences of American Empire (New  
        York: Metropolitan, 2000). 
  
March 10  Debating the Bush Doctrine 
 
• Robert Jervis, "Understanding the Bush Doctrine," in Demetrios James Caraley ed., 

American Hegemony: Preventive War, Iraq and Imposing Democracy (New York: 
Academy of Political Science, 2004): 3-26. (R)  

• John Lewis Gaddis, “A Grand Strategy,” Foreign Policy Vol. 133 
(November/December 2002): 50-57. (R)  

• Melvyn P. Leffler, “Bush’s Foreign Policy,” Foreign Policy Vol. 144 
(September/October 2004): 22-28. (R) 

 
For Additional Reading 
 
Ivo H. Daalder and James M. Lindsay, America Unbound: The Bush Revolution in  

Foreign Affairs (Washington, DC: Brookings Institution Press, 2003).  
James Mann, Rise of the Vulcans: The History of Bush’s War Cabinet (New York:  

Viking, 2004).  
Francis Fukuyama, America at the Crossroads: Democracy, Power, and the       
            Neoconservative Legacy (New Haven, CT: Yale University press, 2006). 
John Lewis Gadis, Surprise, Security, and the American Experience (Cambridge, MA:     
            Harvard University Press, 2005). 
Timothy J. Lynch and Robert S. Singh, After Bush: The Case for Continuity in American  
            Foreign Policy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008). 
 
March 17   The Realist Critique – Offshore Balancing  
 
• Layne, Peace of Illusions, chs. 7,8, Conclusion.  
• Christopher Layne, “The Unipolar Illusion Revisited: The Coming End of American 

Hegemony,” International Security Vol. 31, No. 2 (Fall 2006), pp. 7-41. (R). 
• Leffler and Legro, To Lead the World, ch. 1. 
 
For Additional Reading 
 
Robert J. Art, A Grand Strategy for America (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2003).  
Eric A. Nordlinger, Isolationism Reconfigured: American foreign Policy for a New    
         Century (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1995). 



Stephen M. Walt, Taming American Power: The Global Response to Primacy (New 
York: W.W. Norton, 2008).  
 
 
March 24   The Road Ahead I 

(Book Review Assignment due) 
 
• Leffler and Legro, To Lead the World, Intro., chs. 3,4,5,6 

 
 

For Additional Reading 
 
Fareed Zakaria, The Post-American World (New York: W.W. Norton, 2008).  
Nina Hachigian and Mona Sutphen, The Next American Century: How the U.S. Can  
     Thrive as Other Powers Rise (New York: Simon & Schuster, 2008). 
 
   
March 31   The Road Ahead II 
 
 
• Leffler and Legro, To Lead the World, Intro., chs. 7-11. 

 
 
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. 
 

mailto:carletonpss@gmail.com


Official Course Outline: The course outline posted to the Political Science website is the official 
course outline. 
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