International Relations Core Course (214)

Syllabus and Reading List

Introduction

· The reading list below selects and adds to readings from the departmental list and is annotated with shelf marks from the Social Science Library; your college may also have copies. E-journals can be accessed at http://tinyurl.com/55sr76. E-books can be accessed via the [electronic resource] links in OLIS.

· The selections have been made to help you focus on the most helpful readings and you should look at all those suggested in a given week; they are listed in suggested order of approach.  You can supplement them with additional texts from the main reading list. For some weeks you may find appropriate chapters in John Baylis, Steve Smith & Patricia Owens (eds.), The Globalization of World Politics (4th ed. 2007), useful primers. 
Preparing for the Course

· IR theory is complex and very difficult to tackle in only two weeks; yet if it is not well understood, the rest of the course will be extremely difficult. There will be no opportunity to catch up during the term. You must therefore read a preparatory text in IR theory in advance of the course: either Baylis, Smith & Owens, Globalization of World Politics (2007), esp. ch. 5-7, 9; or Robert Jackson & Georg Sørensen (eds.) Introduction to International Relations: Theories and Approaches (OUP, 2nd ed., 2003), esp. ch. 3-5. You are also strongly advised to begin the reading on IR theory in advance as there is a great deal to get through.
· This course deals with the period 1990-present. You are likely to be familiar only with the events of the last few years, since you became politically aware. You must therefore gain a sense of the overall historical period. Recommended texts: Baylis et al., Globalization of World Politics, ch. 4 and John W. Young & John Kent, International Relations since 1945: A Global History (OUP, 2004), ch. 20-22
Course Requirements

· Each student must submit six essays during the course of term. Please coordinate with your tutorial partner where applicable to ensure that at least one essay is submitted each week. If you are being taught singly then on the weeks in which you do not submit an essay you should come prepared to give a 10-minute presentation in response to the week’s question.

· Essays should be submitted to my pigeonhole in hard copy by the deadline specified, and should be accompanied by a coversheet. If you experience genuine difficulties during the week, e.g., illness, please contact me as soon as possible. Late work will not be accepted. No essay without prior explanation, no tutorial – no exceptions.
· You should also email your essay to your tutorial partner (where applicable) immediately after the deadline has passed.

· You should read each other’s essays in advance of the tutorial and prepare a short (c.300 word) response, summarising the argument in two or three sentences and then critically analysing it. Tutorials will begin with one student being asked to present their argument, for which you should come prepared, and the other to deliver their response. This will form the basis of the tutorial discussion.

· After each tutorial you should write a short (no more than one side of A4) summary of the discussion, identifying the main points you took away from it and the questions that might have arisen. These should be emailed to me within the week of the tutorial. Clearly it would be advisable to complete this task shortly after the tutorial while the material is still fresh in your mind. In this way you form an ongoing record of the course that will help you reflect on each week as we go along, and will be very useful when you come to revise for Collections and Finals.

· Each student will sit a Collection on the course at the beginning of the following term.

Advice

· Keep thinking about the major IR theories/ approaches covered at the beginning of the course as we progress, and consider each week how they would interpret particular questions or problems. Where it helps answer a question, use IR theory. Where it doesn’t, consider why.
· One of the big underlying themes of the course, which almost always pops up on the final exam, is international order, so each week reflect and jot down a few ideas on how what you are working on relates to international order or disorder.

· Bear in mind that texts for one week may well be helpful for subsequent topics (e.g., week 6 for week 7).
· There is a lecture series that accompanies the IR core course. Lectures take place in the Examination Schools on the High Street and are usually on Wednesdays at noon in Michaelmas and Hilary terms, but you should check the department’s website for confirmation. Attendance at lectures is not compulsory but is highly recommended.
· Further advice on essay writing and how to approach the course can be found here: http://tinyurl.com/68sdhv 
· Finally, Week 2’s essay question is compulsory since this will help you to ‘map’ the various IR theories.
Questions and Readings

Week 1: ‘Utopianism’, ‘Realism’ and International Relations

Question: 
To what extent does realism differ from liberalism in the assumptions it makes about international politics? Which theoretical approach makes the most reasonable assumptions about the post-Cold War world?

Guidance:
Focus on the assumptions underpinning the different theories and be sensitive to variation over time within the theories, e.g., distinguishing between ‘classical’ and ‘neo’ realism. Use empirical examples to illustrate your argument.

	Texts:
	Realism

· E.H. Carr, The Twenty Years’ Crisis, 1919-39: An Introduction to the Study of International Relations (1939; latest edition 2001), esp. ch. 2-7 [JZ1305.CAR]

· Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, esp. ch. 5 & 6 [JZ1237.WAL]

Liberalism

· Michael Doyle, ‘Liberalism and World Politics’, American Political Science Review 80:4 (1986), 1151-69 http://tinyurl.com/5prror or Stanley Hoffmann, ‘Liberalism and International Affairs’ in his Janus and Minerva: Essays on the Theory and Practice of International Politics (1987) [JZ1242.HOF; scanned copy available from me]
· Andrew Moravcsik, ‘Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of International Politics’, International Organization, 51:4 (1997), pp. 513-53 http://tinyurl.com/56dot9 

On Application to Post-Cold War Politics
· John Mearsheimer, ‘Back to the Future: Instability in Europe after the Cold War’, International Security vol. 15 (1990), 5-56 http://tinyurl.com/35t6jw
· Christopher J. Feitweiss, ‘Evaluating IR's Crystal Balls: How Predictions of the Future Have Withstood Fourteen Years of Unipolarity’, International Studies Review 6:1 (2004), pp. 79-104 http://tinyurl.com/6chzwc  


Week 2: International Society and Constructivism
*NB*: this week’s essay question is compulsory
Question:
Does the International Society approach overlap more with liberalism or realism? In what ways does it differ from constructivism?

Guidance:
Again, focus on the essences of the theories and remember to compare, rather than merely describe. Use empirical examples to illustrate your argument if appropriate.

	Texts:
	International Society

· Core text: Hedley Bull, The Anarchical Society (1977, 2002 latest ed.), esp. Parts 1 & 2 [JZ5566.BUL] 

· Kai Alderson & Andrew Hurrell (eds.) Hedley Bull on International Society (2000), esp. Ch. 1, 3 [JZ1310.BUL]

· Hidemi Suganami, ‘Alexander Wendt and the English School’, Journal of International Relations and Development 4:4 (2001) http://tinyurl.com/58xv7r 

Constructivism

· Emmanuel Adler, ‘Seizing the Middle-Ground: Constructivism in World Politics’, European Journal of International Relations vol. 3 (1997) http://tinyurl.com/2vn9sy
· Alexander Wendt, ‘Anarchy is What States Make of It: The Social Construction of International Relations’, International Organization 46:2 (1992) http://tinyurl.com/3bzo9
On Application to Post-Cold War Politics
· See Feitweiss above and John Gerard Ruggie, Constructing the World Polity (2000), esp. ch. 1, and Part III http://tinyurl.com/5ntjzo 


Week 3: The United Nations
Question:
Has the United Nations largely been a mere instrument of the USA since 1990?

Guidance:
Beware presentism! Do not confine your essay to discussion of Iraq and the post-2003 situation. Move quite quickly through the introductory material and focus your analysis on the question set. Try if you can to draw out the implications of your answer, e.g., the relationship between power and institutions.

	Texts:
	Introductory
· Karen Mingst & Margaret Karns, The United Nations in the Post-Cold War Era (2000), esp. ch. 1-4 [JZ5005.MIN] or Adam Roberts & Benedict Kingsbury (eds.) United Nations, Divided World 2nd edition (1993), esp. ch. 3, 4, and pp. 211-39 [JZ4984.5.UNI]
· For an overview of theoretical approaches on why states use institutions, see Andrea Hasenclever, Peter Mayer & Volker Rittberger, Theories of International Regimes (1997), ch. 1-3  [JZ1319.HAS]

Core Reading on UN, Institutions and USA

· Richard Price & Mark Zacher (eds.) The United Nations and Global Security (2004), esp. ch. 11, 12, 14, 16 [JZ5588.UNI]

· Edward Luck, Mixed Messages: American Politics and International Organisation, 1991-1999 (1999), esp. ch. 1-7 [E744.LUC]

· Rosemary Foot et al., US Hegemony and International Organizations (2003), esp. ch. 1, 3, 11 http://tinyurl.com/682cag 

· Mats Berdal, ‘The United Nations Security Council: Ineffective but Indispensable’ in Survival 45:2 (2003), http://tinyurl.com/2tz5rd
Further Listening
· John R. Bolton, Washington’s former UN Ambassador, ‘Surrender is Not an Option: Defending America at the United Nations and Abroad’, lecture given at the LSE, November 2007: http://tinyurl.com/jbolton 


Week 4: Democratic Peace… and War
Question:
“Spreading democracy… serves our interests. Democracies create free markets that offer economic opportunity, and they make for reliable trading partners. They tend not to abuse their citizens' rights or wage war on one another” (US National Security Adviser Tony Lake, 1994). Does Democratic Peace Theory suggest that democratic states should promote democratisation?
Guidance:
Consider during your reading the validity of DPT itself and what DPT research tells us about what animates war and peace. Do not get sucked too far into the detail of theorists’ cases unless they are relevant. Feel free to mention Afghanistan and Iraq but as always do not focus on them exclusively. 
	Texts:
	· Steve Chan, ‘In Search of Democratic Peace: Problems and Promise’, Mershon International Studies Review 41:1 (1997), pp. 59-91 http://tinyurl.com/58q4h5  

· Michael Brown, et al. (eds.), Debating the Democratic Peace (1996), esp. chapters by Doyle, Owen, Oren, Mansfield & Snyder in Parts I & II [e-Book]
· John Stewart Mill, ‘A Few Words on Non-Intervention’, Fraser’s Magazine (1859) http://tinyurl.com/6xohku 

· Fareed Zakaria, ‘The Rise of Illiberal Democracy’ Foreign Affairs, (Nov/ Dec 1997), pp. 22-43 http://tinyurl.com/5cohza; and see replies by Shattack & Atwood (http://tinyurl.com/6bmxpm), Plattner (http://tinyurl.com/f54i) and Kupchan, et al. (http://tinyurl.com/f551)

· Michael Cox, et al. (eds.), American Democracy Promotion: Impulses, Strategies and Impacts (2000), esp. ch. 3, and skim ch. 11-15 for empirical case material [e-Book]


Week 5: Culture and Insecurity
Question:
Is talk of a ‘clash of civilisations’ dangerous nonsense?

Guidance:
Much media coverage on this question is heavily slanted and based on questionable opinions and dubious evidence. By contrast, although you are encouraged to draw on knowledge acquired from other sources, your response must be based on a response to the specialist literature.

	Texts:
	· Samuel P. Huntington, ‘The Clash of Civilizations’, Foreign Affairs (Summer 1993) http://tinyurl.com/6n6xzp; responses by Ajami, Mahbubani, Bartley, Binyan, and Kirkpatrick in the next issue: http://tinyurl.com/6a9sp3; and Huntington’s rejoinder http://tinyurl.com/6a4d79; or see them collated in Huntington et al., Clash of Civilizations? The Debate (1996)

· Edward Said, ‘The Clash of Ignorance’, The Nation, October 2001 http://tinyurl.com/5tj3z4
· Mahmood Mamdani, ‘Good Muslim, Bad Muslim – An African Perspective’, Social Science Research Council http://tinyurl.com/36y2d 

· John L. Esposito & Michael Watson, Religion and Global Order (2000), esp. ch. 1, 3, 5, 7, 8 [BL65.P7.REL]

· Fred Halliday, Islam and the Myth of Confrontation: Religion and Politics in the Middle East (2nd edn, 2003), esp. Preface to 2nd edn, ch. 4-6 [DS63.HAL]

Further Reading

· Fawaz Gerges, America and Political Islam: Clash of Cultures or Clash of Interests? (2001) [DS63.74.GER]

· Mahmood Mamdani, Good Muslim, Bad Muslim: America, the Cold War, and the Roots of Terror (2004) [E840.MAM]

· Olivier Roy, Globalised Islam: The Search for a New Ummah (2004) [BP163.ROY]

· Chalmers Johnson, Blowback: The Costs and Consequences of American Empire (2nd ed, 2002) [E840.JOH]


Week 6: Globalization

Question:
Has ‘globalization’ strengthened ‘Northern’ states at the expense of those in the ‘global South’?

Guidance:
You will need to move swiftly through the reading on globalisation to leave time to digest the work on states. Do not get bogged down in definitional wrangling but try to seize on an understanding of globalisation that is relevant to the question.
	Texts:
	On ‘Globalisation’

· Jan Art Scholte, Globalization: A Critical Introduction (2005), esp. ch. 5, 6, 10 [JZ1318.SCH]  or David Held et al., Global Transformations: Politics, Economics and Culture (1999), esp. ch. 1, 3, 4, 5 [JZ1308.GLO]

· Anthony Payne, The Global Politics of Unequal Development (2005), esp. ch. 2-9 [HD75.PAY]
On States in the ‘Global South’

· Ankie Hoogevelt, Globalisation and the Postcolonial World: The New Political Economy of Development (1997), esp. ch. 8 on Africa [HF1413.HOO]

· Helleiner, E., 'States and the Future of Global Finance', Review of International Studies 18:2 (1992) or T.V.G. Paul et al., (eds.), The Nation-State in Question (2003) esp. ch. 9 [JC311.NAT]
· Peter Evans, ‘The Eclipse of the State? Reflections on Stateness in an Era of Globalization’, World Politics 50:1 (1997), 62-87 http://tinyurl.com/2lwq76 or Linda Weiss, ‘Globalization and the Myth of the Powerless State’, in New Left Review I/225 (1997) http://newleftreview.org/?view=1906 (particularly useful on East Asia)
Further Reading
· Justin Rosenberg, ‘Globalization Theory: A Post-Mortem’, International Politics 42:1 (2005) pp. 2-74 http://tinyurl.com/5scgoy 

· Andrew Hurrell & Ngaire Woods, ‘Globalisation and Inequality’, Millennium 24:3 (1995): pp. 447-70 http://tinyurl.com/56h8aw 


Week 7: Human Rights and State Sovereignty
Question:
Should states intervene beyond their own borders to protect the human rights of the citizens of other states?

Guidance:
Move quickly through the overviews to leave time for the critical perspectives. Use empirical examples where necessary to illustrate your answer by drawing on the case studies (pick one or two to focus on).
	Texts:
	Generally Pro-Intervention Introductory Overviews

· Jennifer Welsh (ed.), Humanitarian Intervention and International Relations, esp. ch. 2-4 [JZ6369.HUM or http://tinyurl.com/2mek5v ]

· Nicholas Wheeler, Saving Strangers: Humanitarian Intervention in International Society (2000), esp. introduction, ch. 1, 5-8 [JZ6369.WHE, or http://tinyurl.com/37f3s6]

Critical Theoretical Perspectives

· Richard K Betts, ‘The Delusion of Impartial Intervention’, in Foreign Affairs 73:6 (1994), pp. 20-33 [http://tinyurl.com/2wnjxp]
· Philip Cunliffe, ‘Sovereignty and the Politics of Responsibility’, in Christopher Bickerton, Philip Cunliffe & Alexander Gourevitch (eds.) Politics without Sovereignty: A Critique of Contemporary International Relations (2006) [JC327.POL]

· Alain Badiou, Ethics: An Essay on the Understanding of Evil (2002), esp. introduction, ch. 1, 5, conclusion [BJ1402.BAD]
Critical Takes on Recent Cases

· Rwanda: see Barrie Collins, ‘The International Dynamics Behind the Rwandan Tragedy’, Report for the International Criminal Tribunal on Rwanda, January 2006 http://tinyurl.com/353trm 

· Darfur: see Alex De Waal, ‘I Will Not Sign’, London Review of Books, 30.11.06 http://tinyurl.com/25vq6e; Mahmood Mamdani, ‘Blue-Hatting Darfur’, London Review of Books, 6.9.07 http://tinyurl.com/5u9k3o; Philip Hammond, ‘Darfur: The Dangers of Celebrity Imperialism’, spiked review of books, October 2008 http://tinyurl.com/6dzps3 
· Iraq: Tony Judt, ‘The New World Order’, New York Review of Books 14.7.05 http://tinyurl.com/2pm4d7 


Week 8: Power in International Relations
Question:
Referring to the practice and experiences of at least one state to illustrate your argument, is power in international relations today ‘hard’, ‘soft’, or something else?

Guidance:
Try to draw together what you have learned during the course, both theoretically and empirically. Consider the way the IR theories think about power.

	Texts:
	On Power:

· E. H. Carr, The Twenty Years’ Crisis (2001 [1939]), ch. 8 [JZ1305.CAR]

· Hannah Arendt, On Violence (Allen Lane, 1969), esp. pp. 3-21, 35-56 [HM886.ARE] or Thomas Franck, The Power of Legitimacy Among Nations (1990), esp. ch. 1 [KZ4041.FRA]

· Joseph Nye, Soft Power: The Means to Succeed in World Politics (2004), esp. ch. 1 [JZ1480.NYE]

· Robert W. Cox, ‘Gramsci, Hegemony and International Relations: An Essay in Method’, Millennium 12:2 (1983) http://tinyurl.com/372xa8 

On Specific States:

· USA: Rosemary Foot et al., US Hegemony and International Organizations (2003), http://tinyurl.com/682cag; G. John Ikenberry, (ed.), America Unrivalled: The Future of the Balance of Power (2002) [E895.AME]; Barry Posen, ‘Command of the Commons: the Military Foundation of US Hegemony,’ International Security 28:1 (2003) http://tinyurl.com/bposen; William C. Wohlforth, ‘The Stability of a Unipolar World’, International Security (1999) http://tinyurl.com/wohlforth 
· Germany: Simon Bulmer & William Patterson, ‘Germany in the European Union: A Gentle Giant or Emergent Leader?’, International Affairs 72:1 (1996) http://tinyurl.com/sbulmer; Peter J. Katzenstein, Tamed Power: Germany in Europe (1997) [DD290.3.TAM]
· China: Brown et al. (2000), esp. Preface & Part I; Avery Goldstein, Rising to the Challenge: China’s Grand Strategy and International Security (2005), esp. ch. 4; Shaun Breslin, ‘Dimensions of Chinese Power in the Twenty-First Century: Hard, Soft and Imagined’, paper presented at the Still the Asian Century? Conference, Birmingham, 10-12 September 2008 http://tinyurl.com/bqtee4  
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