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	Aims and Objectives

	This unit is designed as a core unit which is obligatory for students of the MA in International Politics. In eleven weekly two-hour lectures and additional two-hour seminars key approaches and methodologies are discussed. The lectures and seminars are specifically designed to teach the theoretical, analytical and normative reference frame that prepares students for understanding and explaining world politics. The reference frame will address the specific research tools including the analytical, descriptive and normative approach to methodology, and detail key concepts in international relations theories. This team-taught unit conveys an understanding of International Relations Theories as a mosaic consisting of different systematic approaches that are applicable to a variety of situations that occur in real world politics. Among these political events are for example border politics, multilevel governance in world politics, international organisations, regimes, international norms and legitimate governance as the balance between liberty and security has become threatened across the globe. 

Based on this knowledge, students will be able to both understand and explain the complexity of contemporary world politics. Students who successfully complete this unit will be able to better comprehend and analyse world politics based on in-depth knowledge of a range of approaches to International Relations Theories including historical and societal approaches, (neo)realist and constructivist approaches, regime theories and foreign policy analysis as well as approaches to governance and order in the international society.


	Lecture/Seminar Programme

	Induction Week: Introduction and Distribution of Presentation Topics (Prof A Wiener)

Week 1 Society, Community and Order (Prof A Wiener) 
Week 2 Realism & Liberalism (Prof A Wiener)
Week 3 Global Constitutionalism (Prof A Wiener) 
Week 4 The English School (Prof R Whitman)
Week 5 Regime Theories and Neo-liberalism (Dr A Kelle)


Week 6 Reading Week


Week 7 International Political Economy (Dr STalani)
Week 8 The Level-of-Analysis Debate (Dr S Thomas) 
Week 9 Constructivism (Prof A Wiener)
Week10 Applied IR Theory: Foreign Policy Analysis I (Prof R Whitman)
Week11 Applied IR Theory: Foreign Policy Analysis II (Prof A Wiener)




Main Textbooks

Carlsnaes, W., Risse, T. and B. A. Simmons (2005) Handbook of International Relations, London: SAGE.
Katzenstein, P. J., R. O. Keohane and S. D. Krasner (1998) International Organization and the Study of World Politics, International Organization, Special Issue 52(4): 645-685.

Assessment according to ESML standards:

1 essay/ 4.000 Words = 100 % of final mark
A single copy of this assessed assignment must be submitted to the MA Programme Office (1 West North, room 2.17B) on or before the due date as set out below, no later than 16:00. 
When submitting an assessed assignment, students must complete and sign an Essay Cover Sheet.
Essay submission deadlines for academic year 2008-09, semester 1 are:
First essay 


 7 November 08
Second essay 


 5 December 08
Third and fourth essays  
 9 January 09
Fifth essay (MAIP & MACEP)
23 January 09
Please note that although it is department policy to return essays within three weeks, an effort will be made to provide feedback on the first essay within two weeks.

Induction, Wed 24 Sept 14:15-16:05, Room 3E 3.5 (Prof A Wiener)

Detailed Lecture & Seminar Agenda

Induction Week, Wed 24 Sept 14:15-16:05 (Prof A Wiener)

This lecture will provide an overview over the field of international relations theory (IR). Participation is compulsory for students registered for the MAs in IP, and optional for students registered in MA in CEP as well as the Euromasters (EM) programme.

Students will be offered a choice of topics for their respective seminar presentations (one presentation per student). Topics refer to ‘Questions’ raised under each week’s entry in the outline. Presentations will be given each week following the lecture; they will be graded by the lecture responsible for that week’s session. Please note that presentation topics are assigned on a first-come-first-serve basis taking into account the condition of covering all seminar topics over the course of the semester. 

Background readings

Preparation for this lecture involves the students familiarisation with the two main textbooks listed for this unit:

Carlsnaes, W., Risse, T. and B. A. Simmons, eds. (2005) Handbook of International Relations, London: SAGE.
Katzenstein, P. J., R. O. Keohane and S. D. Krasner, eds. (1998) International Organization and the Study of World Politics, International Organization, Special Issue 52(4): 645-685.

Week 1, Fr 3 Oct – Society, Community and Order  (Prof A Wiener) 


Summary of lecture goal

This session’s goal is to understand the concepts of society, community and order in international relations theory. We will discuss the emerging global order in historical context with particular reference to institutions, norms and power as regulating and enabling elements in international politics.

Questions

· What are the defining elements of ‘international society’? 

· What is the role of states in this context? 

· How do today’s readings distinguish between ‘society’ and ‘community’ in international relations theory? (Discuss the pros and cons of each perspective with reference to real world politics).

Required readings

· Albert, M., L. Brock and K. D. Wolf (2000) Civilizing World Society. Lanham, Boulder et al.: Rowman & Littlefield, Ch 1. 

· Bull, Hedley (1977). The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics. Basingstoke, Macmillan, Chs 1 The Concept of Order in World Politics, 3-21, Ch 2: Does Order Exist in World Politics? 22-50.

· Buzan, Barry (1993). "From international system to international society: structural realism and regime theory meet the English School." International Organization 47: 327-52.

Additional readings

· Albert, Mathias (1999) ‘Observing World Politics: Luhmann's Systems Theory of Society and International Relations,’ Millennium 28: 239-265.
· Dunne, Timothy. 1995. "The Social Construction of International Society." European Journal of International Relations 1: 367-389.
· Linklater, Andres (1997) The transformation of political community: E.H. Carr, critical theory and international relations. Review of International Studies23:321-338.
· Reus-Smit, Christian (1997) "The Constitutional Structure of International Society and the Nature of Fundamental Institutions," International Organization 51: 555-589.
· Thomas, G. M., J. M. Meyer, F. O. Ramirez and J. Boli, eds. (1987) Institutional Structure: Constituting State, Society, and the Individual. Beverly Hills, CA: Sage.
· Waever, Ole (1998) "Four Meanings of International Society: A Trans-Atlantic Dialogue," International Society and the Development of International Relations Theory, ed B. A. Roberson, London and Washington: Pinter, 80-144.
Further Readings
Albert, Mathias, David Jacobson and Yosef Lapid, eds (2001) Identities, Borders, Orders. Rethinking International Relations Theory, Minneapolis, London: Minnesota University Press.
Bull, Hedley (1966) “International Theory: The Case for a Classical Approach,” World Politics, 18, 3, April.
----- (1995) The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics. Basingstoke: MacMillan. 

----- (1981) "Hobbes and international anarchy." Social Research 48: 717-39.

Carr, E.H. (1946) The Twenties Years’ Crisis. London: MacMillan. 

Dunne, Tim (2001) "Sociological Investigations: Instrumental, Legitimist and Coercive Interpretations of International Society," Millennium: Journal of International Studies 30: 67-91.
Finnemore, Martha (1996) National Interests in International Society. Ithaca and London: Cornell University Press.
Hobson, John M. and Leonard Seabrooke (2001) "Reimagining Weber: Constructing International Society and the Social Balance of Power." European Journal of International Relations 7: 239-274.
Hurrell, Andrew and Kai Anderson, eds (2000) Hedley Bull on International Society. Basingstoke: MacMillan.

Jackson, Robert (2005) The Global Covenant, Ch 1: The Normative Dialogue of International Society, 1-25.

-----, The Global Covenant, Ch 5: The Political Theory of International Societas, 97-129.

Kratochwil, Friedrich (1994) "Citizenship: The Border of Order." Alternatives 19: 485-506.
Linklater, Andrew (1996) "Citizenship and Sovereignty in the Post-Westphalian State," European Journal of International Relations 2: 77 - 103.
Reus-Smit, Christian (2004) "Society, power, and ethics," in The Politics of International Law, edited by Christian Reus-Smit. Cambridge: CUP, 272-290.
Weber, Cynthia and Thomas Biersteker (1996) "The social construction of state sovereignty," in State Sovereignty as Social Construct, ed. T. Biersteker and C. Weber, State Sovereignty as Social Construct. Cambridge: CUP, 1-21.
Wolf, Klaus Dieter (1999) "The New Raison d'État as a Problem for Democracy in World Society." European Journal of International Relations 5: 333-363.
Young, Oran R (1996) "Institutional Linkages in International Society: Polar Perspectives." Global Governance 2: 1-24.
Week 2, Fr 10 Oct – Neo/Realism and Neo/Liberalism in IR (Prof A Wiener)


Summary of lecture goal

This session discusses realism and liberalism, two traditional approaches which seek to explain the behaviour of international actors, changing processes, structures, and influences in international politics. While both operate with the assumption of the state as the main actor in international relations, they work with different assumptions about power, cooperation, collaboration and different expectations about the input of elites and institutions in world politics. 

Questions

· What are the key principles of the respective approaches?

· How do they differ? What are their respective advantages? 

· Discuss critically.

· “States are the units whose interactions form the structure of international-political systems. They will long remain so. The death rate among states is remarkably low.” (Waltz 1979, 95)

· What is the message of this quotation? Discuss with reference to neo/realist and liberal approaches to IR.

· “The territorial state is in a weak bargaining position because non-state actors with greater mobility can exploit resources, markets, and coalition-building opportunities available on a global scale.” (Richard K. Ashley, 1988: 246)

· What is the message of this quotation? Discuss with reference to neo/realist and liberal approaches to IR.

Required readings

· Carr, E.H. (1939) ‘The Realist Critique and The Limitations of Realism, in The Twenty Years’ Crisis, 1919-1939, Papermac, 62-99.

· Keohane, Robert O. and Joseph S. Nye, eds. (1972) Transnational relations and world politics. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University Press. 

· Waltz, Kenneth N (1959) Man, the state and war. A theoretical analysis. New York: Columbia University Press, Ch 1.

Additional readings

· Keohane, Robert O. (1986) Neorealism and Its Critics. New York: Columbia UP.
· Krasner, Stephen D (1984) Approaches to the State: Alternative Conceptions and Historical Dynamics. Comparative Politics 16, no. 2: 223-245.

· Little, Richard (1996) The growing relevance of pluralism?, in S. Smith, Ken Booth and MarysiaZalewski, eds., International Theory: Positivism and Beyond, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 66-86.

· Morgenthau, Hans (1967) Politics Among Nations. New York: Knopf, Ch 1: ‘Theory and Practice of International Politics’ 

· Waltz, Kenneth N (1979) Theory of International Politics. New York et al.: McGraw-Hill, Ch 1.

Further Readings

Banks, Michael, ‘The inter-paradigm debate’ in M. Light and A. J. R. Groom (eds), International Relations: A Handbook of Current Theory.

Brown, Chris (1997) ‘The Realist Synthesis,’ Understanding International Relations, Macmillan, 66-124.

Burchill, Scott (2003) ‘Realism and Neo-Realism,’ in Burchill et.al. Theories of International Relations, Palgrave, 70-102.

----- (2003), ‘Liberalism‘, in Theories of international relations, (2nd Edition) Basingstoke: Palgrave, 29-69. 

Donnelly, Jack (2000) Realism and international relations, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hobbes, Thomas. 1985 (1651).Leviathan. Aylesbury, Bucks: Penguin.
Lapid, Yosef (1989) "Quo Vadis International Relations? Further Reflections on the 'Next Stage' of International Theory," Millennium: Journal of International Studies 18: 77-88.

----- (1989) "The Third Debate: On the Prospects of International Theory in a Post-positivist Era," International Studies Quarterly 33: 235-254.

Morgenthau, Hans (1968) "Emergent Problems of United States Foreign Policy," in The Relevance of International Law, edited by Karl W. Deutsch and Stanley Hoffmann. Cambridge, Mass.: Schenkmann, 47-56.
----- (1952) ‘Another “Great Debate”: The National Interest of the US,’ American Political Science Review, Vol. 46, No. 4, Dec., 961-988. 

Ruggie, J. G. (1995) "The False Promise of Realism," International Security 20: 62-70.

Tilly, C. (1990) Coercion, Capital, and European States, AD 990-1990. Cambridge: Blackwell Publishers.

----- (1975) The Formation of National States in Western Europe. Princeton: Princeton University Press (Ch 1).

Carr, E H  (1941) The Twenty Years' Crisis, 1919-1939. London: Macmillan.

Vasquez, John A (1998) The power of power politics, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Walt, Stephen M. (1998) "International Relations: One World, Many Theories," Foreign Policy: 29-44.
Weldes, Jutta (1999) Constructing National Interests, Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Wight, Martin (1991) ‘Theory of National Interest,’ International Theory: The Three Traditions, edited by Gabriele Wight and Brian Port., Leicester: Leicester University Press, 111-137.

Wilmer, Franke (2002) The Social Construction of Man, the State, and War. Identity, Conflict, and Violence in the Former Yugoslavia. New York and London: Routledge.

Week 3, Fr 17 Oct – Global Constitutionalism (Prof A Wiener)

Summary of lecture goal

Global constitutionalism is considered as a reference frame to capture constitutional quality beyond modern state boundaries. It includes informal institutions such as routinised practices, procedures, beliefs, values and principles as well as formal institutions such as the United Nations system, international organisations, treaties and conventions. Global constitutionalism thus sets the conditions which shape politics and policy making on a global scale and which are reconstructed by social practices in inter-national relations on a day-to-day basis. The session introduces the concept of global constitutionalism as an ‘academic artefact’ which provides a conceptual reference to study principles and institutions in politics and law and to identify specific patterns of regulation, cooperation and contestation beyond the state

Questions

· Why and how does the concept of global constitutionalism in international relations theory? 

· Explain by elaborating on the emergence of a ‘constitutional quality’ beyond the state, make reference to the larger historical context of international relations (as taught in this unit) and identify key elements of this approach with reference to today’s readings. 

· Under which conditions are states most likely to obey norms in international politics?

· Discuss examples of compliance and contestation of fundamental norms in international relations with reference to real world events.

Required readings

· Cohen, Jean L (2004) "Whose Sovereignty? Empire Versus International Law." Ethics & International Affairs 18: 1-24.
· Wiener, Antje (2008) The Invisible Constitution of Politics. Contested Norms and International Encounters. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, esp. Chs 1-3.
Additional readings

· Cass, D. Z. (2001) The 'Constitutionalization' of International Trade Law: Judicial Norm-Generation as the Engine of Constitutional Development in International Trade. European Journal of International Law 12:39-75. 
· Chayes, A. and A. Handler Chayes (1993) 'On Compliance' International Organization 47(2): 175-205. 
· Koh, Harold Hongju. 1997. "Why do Nations Obey International Law? Review Essay." The Yale Law Journals 106: 2599-2659.
· Slaughter, A.-M. (2002) An International Constitutional Moment. Havard International Law Journal 43:1-21.
· Tully, James (1995) Strange multiplicity: constitutionalism in an age of diversity. Cambridge, New York: CUP, Ch 1. 
Further readings

Akehurst, M. T. E. (1993) A Modern Introduction to International Law [6th ed.]. London: Routledge, Ch 3.

Byers, Michael (2002) The Shifting Foundations of International Law.European Journal of International Law 13:21-41. 
Craig, Paul (2001) Constitutions, Constitutionalism, and the European Union. European Law Journal 7:125-150.  
Jackson, Robert (2005 [1st ed 2000]). The Global Covenant.Human Conduct in a World of States. Oxford, Oxford University Press. [Main, Seamus Heaney]

Keohane, Robert O. (1997) International Relations and International Law: Two Optics, Harvard International Law Journal 38(2): 487-502. 

Reisman, W. M. (2000) Unilateral Action and the Transformations of the World Constitutive Process. The special Problem of Humanitarian Intervention. European Journal of International Law 11:3-18. 
Rosenfeld, M. (1994) Modern Constitutionalism as Interplay Between Identity and Diversity. In Constitutionalism, Identity, Difference and Legitimacy: Theoretical Perspectives, ed. Rosenfeld, Durham and London: Duke UP, 3-38. (QOL) SCOTT, S. V. (2004) International Law in World Politics. An Introduction. Boulder & London: Lynn Rienner Publishers (Chs 1-5). 
Scott, Shirley V. (2005) The Source and Nature of a State's Political Obligation Towards International Law, Journal of International Law & International Relations 1(1/2): 49-60

Slaughter, Anne-Marie. 2003. "A Global Community of Courts." Harvard International Law Journal 44: 191-219.
Walker, Neil (2003) Constitutionalising Enlargement, Enlarging Constitutionalism. European Law Journal 9:365-385.

Weiler, J. H. H. (1999) The Constitution of Europe. 'Do the new clothes have an emperor?' and other essays on European integration. Cambridge and New York: CUP, Ch 6.

Wiener, Antje (2004) Contested Compliance: Interventions on the Normative Structure in World Politics. European Journal of International Relations 10:189-234.

Websites

The Charter of the United Nations, 26 June 1945

http://www.unhchr.ch/html/menu3/b/ch-cont.htm
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 10 December 1948 http://www.un.org/Overview/rights.html
European Convention of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms http://www.echr.coe.int/Eng/BasicTexts.htm
Week 4, Fr 24 Oct - The English School (Prof R Whitman)

Summary of lecture goal

This lecture examines the English School of international relations which places a particular emphasis on the notion of a society of states.. The society of states is seen as being composed of set of arrangements and institutions that regulate international relations and include diplomacy, the balance of power, war and international law.  Important differences exist between Contemporary English School theorists can be divided between solidarists and pluralists dividing on issues of intervention, order and sovereignty.
Questions:

· Is the English School just a subset of Realism?

· Are ‘international society’ and ‘international regimes’ different labels for the same idea?

Required readings

· Dunne, Tim (2007) ‘The English School’ in Tim Dunne, Milja Kurki and Steve Smith (eds.) International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity, Oxford, Oxford University Press. pp.127-47.

· Jackson, Robert & Georg Sørensen (2006) Introduction to International Relations, Oxford, Oxford University Press, Ch 5 ‘International Society’

Additional readings

· Dunne, Tim (1995) ‘International Society - Theoretical Promises Fulfilled?’, Cooperation and Conflict, 30:2, 125-54.

· Finnemore, Martha (2001) 'Exporting the English School', Review of International Studies, 27:3, 509-13. 

· Hurrell, Andrew (2006) ‘The State of International Society’, in Richard Little and John Williams, eds, The Anarchical Society in a Globalized World, Basingstoke: Palgrave, 191-215.

· Sterling-Folker, Jennifer (2006) ‘English School Approaches’, in Jennifer Sterling-Folker, ed., Making Sense of International Relations Theory, Boulder CO., Lynne Rienner, Ch 10, 303-10.

Further readings

There is a comprehensive bibliography of the English School and other resources on the website: 

http://www.polis.leeds.ac.uk/research/international-relations-security/english-school/resources.php
Bull, Hedley (1977) The Anarchical Society. A Study of Order in World Politics. London, Macmillan.

----- and Adam Watson, eds (1984) The Expansion of International Society Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Buzan, Barry (1996) ‘International Security and International Society’ Rick Fawn, Jeremy Larkin and Robert Newman eds. (YEAR), International Society After the Cold War.

Buzan, Barry (1993) 'From International System to International Society: Structural Realism and Regime Theory Meet the English School’, International Organization, 47:3.

Cutler, Claire (1991) 'The "Grotian tradition" in international relations', Review of International Studies 17:1.

Diez, Thomas and Richard Whitman (2000) 'Analysing European Integration, Reflecting on the English School: Scenarios for an Encounter', Journal of Common Market Studies 40:1, 43-67.

Dunne, Tim (1999) ‘A British School of International Relations’ in B.Barry, A.Brown and J. Hayward, eds, The British Study of Politics in the Twentieth Century, Oxford, OUP/British Academy.

Dunne, Tim (1998) Inventing International Society: A History of the English School. London: Macmillan.

Epp, Roger (1998) ‘The English School on the Frontiers of International Relations’, Review of International Studies, 24: Special Issue, 47-64.

Evans, Tony and Peter Wilson, (1992) ‘Regime Theory and the English School of International Relations: A Comparison’, Millennium 21:3, 329-51.

Forum on the English School (2001) Review of International Studies 27:3, 465-513.

Jackson, Robert (1995) ‘The Political Theory of International Society’ in Ken Booth and Steve Smith eds., International Relations Theory Today, Polity, Ch 5.

Jones, Roy E. (1981) 'The English School of International Relations: A Case for Closure', Review of International Studies 7:1, 1-13. 

Little, Richard and John Williams, eds. (2006) The Anarchical Society in a Globalized World, Basingstoke: Palgrave, 162-88.

Roberson, B.A. ed (1998) International Society and the Development of International Relations Theory. London: Pinter.

Watson, Adam (1992) The Evolution of International Society, London: Routledge.

Wight, M. Power Politics, London: Penguin (2nd edition, 1st ed.1978).

Week 5, 31 Oct - Regime Theories and Neo-liberalism (Dr A Kelle)


Summary of lecture goal

The focus of this session is on neo-liberal institutionalist approaches dealing with the increasing importance of cooperation among actors in world politics, in particular, the role of regimes in issue areas in which actors' expectations converge and sets of shared principles, norms, rules and procedures gain importance in world politics in guiding state behaviour.
Questions

· Critically discuss different definitions of the regime concept with reference to the literature and especially different approaches to international regimes (power-based, interest-based, and knowledge-based). What are the implications for the applicability of the concept?

· How do we know whether an international regime “works”? In other words, how can it be demonstrated that an international regime makes a difference in the behaviour that states display in an issue area? Discuss one example.

· What is a “non-regime”? Which utility does the concept have in furthering the explanatory power of regime theory?

Required readings
· Hasenclever, Andreas/Meyer, Peter/Rittberger, Volker (1996) Interests, Power, Knowledge: The Study of International Regimes, Mershon International Studies Review, 40, 2: 177-228.

· Levy, Marc A./Young, Oran R./Zürn, Michael (1996) The Study of International Regimes, European Journal of International Relations, 1, 3: 267-330.
· Kelle, Alexander et.al. (2007) International Nonregimes: A research agenda, International Studies Quarterly, 9, 2: 230-258.

Additional readings

· Haggard, Stephen and Beth Simmons (1987) Theories of International Regimes, International Organization, 41, 3: 491-517.

· Hasenclever, Andreas/Mayer, Peter/Rittberger, Volker (2000) Integrating Theories of International Regimes, Review of International Studies, 26, 1: 3-33.
· Kelle, Alexander (2003) Strengthening the Effectiveness of the BTW Control Regime – Feasibility and Options, Contemporary Security Policy, 24, 2: 95-132.
· Kratochwil, F. and J. G. Ruggie (1986) International Organization: A State of the Art on an Art of the State, International Organization 40, 4: 753-775.

Further readings

Arts, Bas (2000) Regimes, Non-State Actors and the State System: A “Structurational” Regime Model, European Journal of International Relations, 6, 4: 513-542.

Behnke, Andreas (1995) Ten Years After: The State of the Art of Regime Theory, Cooperation and Conflict, 30, 2: 179-97.

Hasenclever, Andreas, Peter Mayer, Volker Rittberger, (1997) Theories of International Regimes. Cambridge: Cambridge UP.

Krasner, S. (1983) International Regimes, Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

Krasner, S. D. (1983) Structural Cases and Regime Consequences: Regimes as Intervening Variables, in International Regimes, ed. S D Krasner, Ithaca: Cornell UP, 1-23.

Keohane, Robert O. (1984) After Hegemony. Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy, Princeton, NJ: Princeton UP.

Keohane, Robert O. (1989) International Institutions and State Power. Essays in International Relations Theory, Boulder, CO: Westview Press.

Müller, Harald (1993) The Internalization of Principles, Norms and Rules by Governments, in Rittberger (ed) Regime Theory and international Relations, 361-388.

Rittberger, Volker (ed.), (1991) Beyond Anarchy: International Cooperation and Regimes, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Rittberger, Volker (ed.) (1993) Regime Theory and International Relations, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Ruggie, John Gerrard, (1982) International Regimes, Transactions, and Change: embedded libralism in the postwar economic order, International Organization, 36:2, 379-415.

Simmons, Beth A./Martin, Lisa L. (1999) International Organizations and Institutions, in Carlsnaes/Risse/Simmons (eds.) Handbook of International Relations, London: SAGE, 192-211.

Young, O. R. (1983) Regime Dynamics: The Rise and Fall of International Regimes, in International Regimes, ed. by S D Krasner, Ithaca, NY: Cornell UP, 93-113.

Young, O. R. (1986) International Regimes: Towards a New Theory of Institutions (Review Article) World Politics 39, 1: 104-122.
Young, O. R. (1991) Political leadership and regime formation: on the development of institutions in international society, International Organization 45, 3: 281-308. 

Zacher, Mark (1990) Toward a Theory of International Regimes, Journal of International Affairs, 44:1.

Zacher, Mark W., and Brent A. Sutton (1995) Governing Global Networks: International Regimes for Transportation and Communication, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press.

Zürn, Michael (1998) The Rise of International Environmental Politics,” World Politics 50, July: 617-49.

Week 6, 7 Nov - Reading Week


Week 7, Fr 14 Nov - International Political Economy (Dr SimonaTalani)


Summary of lecture goal

This lecture inserts the discussion of rational choice theories within the tradition of International Political Economy. After giving a brief outlook of the definition and evolution of IPE, it describes the evolution of rational choice theories, their main questions and their philosophical background. The lecture also stresses the role and meaning of methodological individualism and offers some criticisms to this approach.

Questions

· What is the difference between IPE and IR?

· How does the prisoner's dilemma stress the importance of cooperation? Discuss. 

Required readings

· Frieden, J.A. and Lake, D.A (2000) International Political Economy:  perspectives on Global Power and wealth, 4th ed. Thomson Wadsworth, Introduction and Ch 31 

· Talani, L.S. (2004) European political Economy: Political Science perspectives, London: Ashgate, Introduction and Ch 3.

· Talani, L.S. (2008) From Egypt to Europe, I.B. Tauris, Ch1.

Additional readings

· Amawi, A. (1991) The Theoretical Evolution of International Political Economy: A Reader, New York-Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

· Murphy, C.N. and Tooze, R. (1991) The new International Political Economy, Boulder: Lynne Rienner Publishers 

· Strange, S. (1970) "International Economics and International Relations: a Case of Mutual Neglect" in International Affairs, 46, 2 (April). 

· Strange, S. (1988) States and markets, London: Pinter. 

· Whynes, D.K. (1984) What is Political Economy? Eight Perspectives, Basil Blackwell.

Further readings

Becker, G.S. (1976) The economic approach to human behaviour, Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Blake, D.H. and R.S. Walters (1976) The politics of global economic relations, New Jersey: Prentice Hall Inc. Englewood Cliffs. 

Cooper, R.N. (1972) "Trade policy is foreign policy", in Foreign Policy 9 (Winter). 

Cox, R.W. (1981) "Social forces, States and world orders: beyond international relations theory", Millennium: Journal of International Studies 10, 2. [Also in: Keohane, R. O., ed (1986) Neorealism and its Critics, New York: Columbia UP, pp. 204-254]
----- (1983) "Gramsci, Hegemony and International Relations: An Essay in Method," Millennium: Journal of International Studies 12, 2, 162-177.

Crane, G.T. and A. Amawi (1991) The Theoretical Evolution of International Political Economy: A Reader, New York-Oxford: Oxford University Press. 

Frey, B.S., (1984), International political economy, Basil Blackwell 

Gill, S. and D. Law (1988) The global political economy: perspectives, problems and policies, Harvester-Wheatsheaf. 

Gill, S. (1991) "Historical materialism, Gramsci and international political economy", in C.N.Murphy and R.Tooze, (1991), The new International Political Economy, Boulder: Lynne Rienner Publishers 

Hargreaves-Heap S. and M. Hollis (1984) "Bread and Circumstances: The Need for Political Economy", in D. K. Whynesed. What is Political Economy? Eight Perspectives, Basil Blackwell.

Hirshman, A. (1945) National power and the structure of foreign trade, Berkeley: University of California Press; reprinted 1969. 

Kindleberger, C. (1970) Power and money, New York: Basic Books.

Krasner, S. (1983) International Regimes, Ithaca: Cornell University Press.

Week 8, Fr 21 Nov - The Level-of-Analysis Debate (Dr Scott Thomas) 

Summary of lecture goal
The purpose of this lecture is to explore the evolution of the concept of the level of analysis as it has been developed since the 1960s by scholars of international relations to help them sort out the multiplicity of actors, influences, and processes useful for explaining or interpreting events in international relations. The key questions in this debate and key aspects of the various levels analysis - the global, interstate, the state and society levels, and the individual level, i.e. the role of key individuals in international relations, will be examined, along with examples taken from international events.

Questions

· Why was the concept of the levels of analysis developed, and are the reasons for this concept still with us – are they inherent in theory and practice of international relations?

· Does globalization matter? In what ways has globalization influenced our understanding of the concept of the levels of analysis?

· How closely is the concept of the level of analysis linked to explanatory theory – causation and explaining classes of international events, such as why states go to war?  Can the levels of analysis also be used in interpretative approaches to international relations?

Required readings
Buzan, Barry, “The Level of Analysis Problem in International Relations Reconsidered,” in Ken Booth and Steve Smith (eds.), International Relations Theory Today (Cambridge, Polity Press, 1995), 198-216.
Singer, J. David, “The Level-of-Analysis Problem in International Relations,” World Politics,14, 1 (Oct., 1961): 77-92.

Hollis, Martin and Smith, Steve, Explaining and Understanding International Relations (Oxford, 1990), Chapters 3, 4.
Additional readings
Rosenau, James N., The Scientific Study of Foreign Policy, rev. ed. (London: Pinter, 1980), chapter 6.
Waltz, Kenneth N., Man, the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis (Columbia University Press, 1954).

Zines, Dina “Three Puzzles in Search of a Researcher,” International Studies Quarterly, 24, 3 (September 1980): 315-342.

Singer, David J., review of Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis (1954), World Politics, 12, 3. (April 1960): 453-461. 

Further readings

Herman Margaret, and Joe D. Hagan, Joe D., “International Decision-Making: Leadership Matters,”Foreign Policy, 110 (Spring, 1998): 124-137.

Jervis, Robert “Hypotheses of Misperception,” World Politics, 20, 3 (April 1968): 454-479.
Thomas, Scott M., The Global Resurgence of Religion and the Transformation of International Relations (Palgrave, 2005), Chapter 1, 28-37; Chapter 2, 2 63-69; Chapter 3,  80-85. Applies the level of analysis to the global resurgence of religion. 
Thomas, Scott M. The Diplomacy of Liberation: the foreign relations of the ANC Since 1960 (London: I.B. Tauris, 1996), Part IV. Applies the level of analysis to political change in South Africa. 
Week 9, 28 Nov - Constructivism (Prof A Wiener)

Summary of lecture goal

The objective of this session is to explore the ‘constructivist turn’ in international relations theory. What triggered this development, what was the rationale behind it and the impact it had on the discipline of IR more generally? The lecture will focus on the three strands of constructivist approaches including conventional, consistent and critical constructivism. It will detail specific methodological assumptions, instruments and concepts such as the social construction of international relations, the interplay between material and social facts, the concepts of intersubjectivity and interaction as well as constructivism’s main focus on the role of norms in international relations theory and international law.

Questions 

· What triggered the development towards the ‘constructivist turn’? 

· Situate constructivist writing in international relations theory and international law within the wider development of the IR discipline and explain why the ‘turn’ occurred at a particular time and place. 

· What is the advantage of constructivist approaches in comparison with other approaches to IR? 

· Identify the three strands of constructivism and their respective contribution to IR.

Required readings 

· Adler, Emmanuel (1997) “Seizing the Middle Ground: Constructivism in World Politics,” European Journal of International Relations, 3, 3, 319-363.
· Fierke, K. M. (2006) "Constructivism," in International Relations Theory: Discipline and Diversity, edited by Tim Dunne, Milja Kurki and Steve Smith. Oxford: OUP, 166-184.
· Katzenstein, Peter, ed (1996) The Culture of National Security. Columbia University Press (esp Ch 1).

Additional readings 

· Checkel, Jeffrey (1998) ‘The Constructivist Turn in International Relations Theory,’ World Politics 50, 324-348. 

· Finnemore, Martha (1996), ‘Norms, Culture and World Politics: Insights from Sociology’s Institutionalism,’ International Organization, 50, 2, 325-347. 

· Kratochwil, Friedrich and John G. Ruggie, ‘International Organisation: A State of the Art on an Art of the State,’ International Organization 40. 4 (1986), 753-775. 
· Ruggie, John (1998) “What Makes the World Hang Together? Neo-Utilitarianism and the Social Constructivist Challenge,” International Organization, 52, 4, pp. 855-885. 

· Wendt, Alexander (1992) “Anarchy is What States Make of It,” International Organization 46, 2, 392-425.

· Wiener, Antje (2003). "Constructivism: The Limits of Bridging Gaps." Journal of International Relations and Development 6(2): 253-276.

Further readings

Brunnee, J. and S. J. Toope (2000) International Law and Constructivism: Elements of an Interactional Theory of International Law. Columbia Journal of Transnational Law39, 1-87. 
Christiansen, Thomas, Knud Erik Jorgensen and Antje Wiener, eds (2001) The Social Construction of Europe. London: Sage (esp Ch 1).

Fierke, K. M. 2004. "World or Worlds? The Analysis of Content and Discourse." Qualitative Methods 2: 36-39.
------ and Knud Erik Jorgensen, eds (2001), Constructing International Relations: The Next Generation. M.E. Sharpe, esp. introduction and chapters 1, 3 or 6. 

Guzzini, S. (2000) A Reconstruction of Constructivism in International Relations. European Journal of International Relations 6:147-182.
Hopf, Ted (1998) “The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory,” International Security, 23, 1, 171-200. 

Klotz, Audie. 2001. "Can We Speak a Common Constructivist Language?" Pp. 223-235 in Constructing International Relations. The Next Generation, edited by Karin M. Fierke and Knud Erik Joergensen. Armonk NY and London: M.E. Sharpe.
----- (1995) “Norms Reconstituting Interests: Global Racial Equality and U.S. Sanctions Against South Africa,” International Organization, 10, 451-78 

Nicholas Onuf (1990) World of our Making? Rules and Rule in International Relations.University of South Carolina Press.

Wendt, Alexander (1998). On Constitution and Causation in International Relations. The Eighty Years' Crisis: International Relations 1919-1999. T. Dunne, M. Cox and K. Booth. Cambridge, Cambridge UP: 101-118. 

----- (1991) Social Theory of International Politics. Cambridge University Press.

----- (1987) ‘The Agent-Structure Problem in International Relations Theory, International Organization, 41, 3, 335-370. 

Wiener, Antje (2008) The Invisible Constitution of Politics. Contested Norms and International Encounters. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
----- (2007) "The Dual Quality of Norms and Governance beyond the State: Sociological and Normative Approaches to Interaction." Critical Review of International Social and Political Philosophy 10: 47-69.

----- (2006) "Constructivist Approaches in International Relations Theory: Puzzles and Promises." ConWEB Webpapers 2006/05.
Week 10, 5 Dec - Applied IR Theory: Foreign Policy Analysis I (Prof R Whitman)

Summary of lecture goal

Foreign policy analysis (FPA) seeks to understand the decision-making and implementation process that generate states’ foreign policies. Foreign policy analysis developed in the 1950s as a subset of the wider discipline of international relations and has across time sought explanation and understanding of foreign policy by using theories of organisation and bureaucratic politics and psychology to explain states’ foreign policy making. More recently the validity of traditional FPA approaches have been called into question for its epistemological and methodological standpoints and this, in turn, to critical foreign policy approaches. 

Questions:

· Has the study of foreign policy evolved or atrophied across time?

· Is the notion of Foreign Policy Analysis separable from an understanding of decision-making and its context?

Required readings

· Smith, Steve (2008) Amelia Hadfield and Tim Dunne (eds.), Foreign Policy: Theories, Actors, Cases (Oxford University Press, 2008). Chapter 2  History and evolution of Foreign Policy Analysis. 

· Garrison, J. (ed) (2003) ‘Foreign Policy Analysis in 20/20’ International Studies Review Volume 5 (June),156-163.

Additional readings

· Hill, C. (2003), The Changing Politics of Foreign Policy Basingstoke: Palgrave.

· Hudson, V.M. (2007), Foreign Policy Analysis: Classic and Contemporary Theory Rowman and Littlefield. 

· Smith, M., and Webber, M. (2002) Foreign Policy in a Transformed World London: Prentice Hall

Further readings

Allison, G. and Zelikow, P. (1999). Essence of Decision: Explaining the Cuban Missile Crisis, New York.

Campbell, D. (1998) Writing Security: United States foreign policy and the politics of identity revised edition, University of Minnesota Press.

Carlsnaes, W. and S. Smith, eds (1994) European Foreign Policy: The EC and Changing Perspectives in Europe, London: Sage, Ch1.

Clarke, M. and B. White (1989), Understanding Foreign Policy: The Foreign Policy Systems Approach, Aldershot, Edward Elgar.

Dougherty, J.E. and R.L. Pfaltzgraff (2001) Contending Theories of International Relations: A Comprehensive Survey Fifth Edition. Longman, Ch 11.

Dyer, H. C. and L. Mangasarian (1989) The Study of International Relations: The State of the Art, London: Macmillan, Ch.25.

Hermann, C.F. et al., eds (1987) New Directions in the Study of Foreign Policy, New York: Harper Collins.

Holsti, K. (1995) International Politics: a framework for analysis Seventh Edition, London: Prentice Hall.

Houghton, D.P. (2007) ‘Reinvigorating the study of foreign policy decision-making: Towards a constructivist approach’ Foreign Policy Analysis 3 (1), 24-45.

Laffey, M (2000) 'Locating identity: perfomativity, foreign policy and state action' Review of International Studies 26, 3, 429-444.

Light, M. and A.J.R. Groom, eds (1985) Contemporary International Relations: A Guide to Theory, London: Pinter, Ch 11.

Macridis, R. C. ed (1992) Foreign Policy in World Politics Eighth Edition, Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall. 

Manners, I. and R. Whitman, eds (2002), The Foreign Policies of EU Member States Manchester: MUP.

Neack, L., J.A.K. Hey, P.J. Haney (1995) Foreign Policy Analysis: Continuity and Change in Its Second Generation Prentice Hall, Chs 1-2.

Olson, W. C. and A.J.R. Groom (1991) International Relations Then and Now: Origins and Trends in Transformation, London: Harper Collins, 165-170.

Parsons, W. (1995) Public Policy: An Introduction to the Theory and Practice of Policy Analysis, Aldershot: Edward Elgar.

Rosenau, J.N. (1981) The Scientific Study of Foreign Policy, New York: Nicols.

Smith, S (1986) 'Theories of foreign policy: an historical overview' Review of International Studies 12, 13-29.

Snyder, J. et al. (2002) Foreign Policy Decision-Making (revisited), Palgrave Macmillan. 

Stavridis, S. and C. Hill, eds. (1996) Domestic Sources of Foreign Policy, London: Berg, Ch 1.

Sylvan, D. A, and J.F. Voss, eds (1998) Problem Representation in Foreign Policy Decision Making Cambridge University Press. 
Week 11, 12 Dec - Applied IR Theory: Foreign Policy Analysis II (Prof A Wiener)

The objective of this session is to examine the range of different approaches to foreign policy analysis and how these relate to the diverse methodological positions. This session seeks to convey an understanding of the different approaches to foreign policy analysis as well as of the strengths and weaknesses of positivist and post-positivist approaches to foreign policy analysis. 

Questions
· Foreign policy, national interest, man, the state and war are ‘social constructions’ (Doty 1993, Milliken 1999, Wilmer 2002). 

· How does this conceptualisation differ from realist assumptions? 

· What are the methodological implications for, say, research on counter-terrorism measures?  

Required readings

· Doty, Roxanne (1993) “Foreign Policy as Social Construction: A Post-Positivist Analysis of U.S. Counter-Insurgency Policy in the Philippines,” International Studies Quarterly 37, 297-320.

· Milliken, Jennifer (1999) "The Study of Discourse in International Relations: A Critique of Research and Methods." European Journal of International Relations 5: 225-254.
· Weldes, Jutta, and Diana Saco (1996) "Making State Action Possible: The United States and the Discursive Construction of 'The Cuban Problem', 1960-1994." Millennium 25: 361-395.
Additional readings 

· Fierke, Karin M. (1996) "Multiple Identities, Interfacing Games. The Social Construction of Western Action in Bosnia." European Journal of International Relations 2: 467-497.

· Hansen, Lene (2006) Security as Practice: Discourse Analysis and the Bosnian War. London: Routledge.

· Laffey, Mark, and Jutta Weldes (1997) "Beyond Belief. Ideas and Symbolic Technologies in the Study of International Relations." European Journal of International Relations 3: 193-237.
· Milliken, Jennifer Milliken and David Sylvan (1996) ‘Soft Bodies, Hard Targets, and Chic Theories: US Bombing Policy in Indochina,’ Millennium: Journal of International Studies, 25, 2, 321-359.

· Wiener, Antje (2007) Making Normative Meanings Accountable in International Politics, WZB Discussion Papers on Transnational Conflicts and International Institutions SP IV 2007-305, Science Center for Social Research, Berlin, 43 pp (full text: http://bibliothek.wzb.eu/pdf/2007/iv07-305.pdf )
Further readings

Campbell, David, Writing Security: U.S. Foreign Policy and the Politics of Identity. Minnesota: University of Minnesota Press.
Goldstein, Judith and Robert Keohane, eds (1993) Ideas and Foreign Policy: Beliefs, Institutions and Political Change. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press. 

Hopf, Ted (2004) "Discourse and Content Analysis: Some Fundamental Incompatibilities." Qualitative Methods Symposium: Discourse and Content Analysis 1: 31-35.
Hudson, Valerie, ed (1997) Culture and Foreign Policy. Boulder: Lynne Rienner Press. 
----- and Christopher Yore (1995) “Foreign Policy Analysis Yesterday Today and Tomorrow, Mershon International Studies Review, 39. 

Laffey, Mark, and Jutta Weldes (2004) "Methodological Reflections on Discourse Analysis," Qualitative Methods Symposium: Discourse and Content Analysis, 1: 28-33.
Smith, Steve (1983) “Foreign Policy Analysis: British and American Orientations and Methodologies,” Political Studies, December, 556-65. 

Tarrow, Sidney (1995) "Review: Bridging the Quantitative-Qualitative Divide in Political Science," Amercian Political Science Review 89: 471-474.
