University of Connecticut

211  CONTEMPORARY INTERNATIONAL POLITICS



Instructor: Rosemary E. Shinko

email: rosemary.shinko@uconn.edu

Office Hours: by appointment.

Office: 302



Phone: (203) 251-9505

REQUIRED TEXTS AND ARTICLES:

Viotti, P. R. & Kauppi, M. V., (Eds.) (1999). International Relations Theory (3rd ed.). Boston: Allyn and Bacon.

Burchill, et al. (Eds.) (2001). Theories of International Relations (2nd ed.). England: Palgrave.

Kubalkova, V., Onuf, N. & Kowert, P. (Eds.) (1998). International Relations in a Constructed World, New York: M.E. Sharpe.

Peterson, V. S. (Ed.) (1992).  Gendered States Feminist (Re)Visions of International Relations Theory, Colorado: Lynne Rienner.

The following articles can be located on Electronic Course Reserve:

Said, E. (2004). The Clash of Ignorance. In K. Mingst & J. Snyder (Eds.), Essential Readings in World Politics. New York: Norton.

Tickner, J. A. (1997). You Just Don’t Understand: Troubled Engagements Between Feminists and IR Theorists. International Studies Quarterly 41:611-632.

Keohane, R. O. (1998). Beyond Dichotomy: Conversations Between International Relations and Feminist Theory. International Studies Quarterly 42: 193-198.

Marianne H. Marchand.(1998). Different Communities / Different Realities / Different Encounters: A Reply to J. Ann Tickner. International Studies Quarterly 42: 199-204.

J. Ann Tickner. (1998). Continuing the Conversation… International Studies Quarterly 42: 205-210.

Lori Buck, Nicole Gallant, and Kim Richard Nossal. (1998). Sanctions as a gendered instrument of statecraft: the case of Iraq. Review of International Studies 24: 69-84.

Immanuel Wallerstein. (1996). The inter-state structure of the modern world-system. In Smith, Booth and Zalewski (Eds.), International Theory: Positivism and Beyond Cambridge: England.

In Der Derian and Shapiro (Eds.), International/Intertextual Relations. Lexington Books, 1998:


Foreward by Donna U. Gregory


“The Boundaries of Knowledge and Power in International Relations” by James 


Der Derian


“Textualizng Global Politics” by Michael J Shapiro


“Identity and Difference in Global Politics” by William E. Connolly


“Living on Border Lines: Man, Poststructuralism, and War” by Richard K. Ashley

Jim George. (1994). Thinking Beyond International Relations: Postmodernism- Reconceptualizing Theory as Practice. In Discourses of Global Politics: A Critical (Re)Introduction to International Relations. Colorado: Lynne Rienner.

COURSE REQUIREMENTS 


1. Six (6) short theory application papers


25%


2. Conference participation and paper 


35%


3. IR Theory Portfolio





40%

All Expectations/Guidelines will be posted on webct prior to the submission of all required writing assignments.

COURSE OBJECTIVES

 This course is designed to provide students with an overview of the main strands of IR thought.  We will begin our study with a focus on realism, neorealism, liberalism, neoliberalism, and globalism.  Next we will consider constructivist, feminist and postmodernist approaches to IR theory.  Our goal is to grasp the main tenets of these various paradigms and approaches with the goal of applying these theories to the study of international politics.  As a theorist one must constantly ask oneself about the applicability and usefulness of the theories one chooses to employ. Thus this course will not confine itself merely to the heady realms of theory, but will search out “reality checks” from current international events in order to test the applicability of our theories.

In order to provide ourselves with a “reality check” students will select a current international news event and analyze the selected event in terms of the theory under consideration.  How does the theory impact the way in which we view the event and the policy recommendations, which might flow from such a paradigmatic lens?

Our study will culminate with a conference entitled, “Which Theory Reigns?”  We will focus on one single international event and comparatively view this event through our various theoretical lenses.  Students will work in small research teams, each representing one of the six theories we have studied. The conference format aims to provide students with a hands-on application of the various theories studied over the semester and to enable the class to apply these theories to a current, significant international issue.   It is hoped that this exercise will provide a systematic and comprehensive review of the various theories/approaches studied during the semester.  By focusing on the same international issue students will be able to compare and contrast the ways in which different theoretical lenses impact our views of international relations. 

All written work, inclusive of the individual analysis pieces, the conference paper and a cover letter, will be submitted in the form of a final portfolio.  

 COURSE METHODOLOGY

This course has been specifically designed to incorporate strategies for student-centered learning.  One of the main objectives of this course is to encourage students to become active, involved members of the class, not just in terms of participation, but more broadly conceived in terms of student responsibility for the outcome of the class itself.  The effectiveness and success of this class ultimately rests on the quality of the intellectual journey shared by the instructor and the students.  To further this end class discussions will rely heavily upon the Socratic method.  Students are expected to come to class prepared to engage in a thoughtful and challenging discussion.  Various small group work, peer editing and review conferences and other types of collaborative formats will be utilized.  During the course of the semester we will also focus on the development and refinement of study skills, critical thinking and writing skills, research design and implementation, and various strategies for effective small group and interpersonal discussions.

READING SCHEDULE

1
Introduction and course overview, comments on teaching methodology, course requirements, and policies.  





*****

2
What is International Relations Theory?  How do we make sense out of international events?  How do we impose meaning on events and how is the truth of an event established?


*Read: Viotti and Kauppi, International Relations Theory, Chapter 1, pp. 1-22.


*Read:
Said, “The Clash of Ignorance” on ECR


Add to the mix an article in The New York Times from 8/8/00, “How Culture Molds Habits of Thought.”   (Just food for thought!)


How does one proceed to do theory?


View excerpts from the film “Control Room”


How is it that we arrive at a statement of truth?  On what basis do we sustain claims to what we identify as ‘the truth’?





*****

3
Who are the major actors and what are the main assumptions of Realism?


*Read: Viotti and Kauppi, Chapter 2, pp. 55-88.


*Read: The Melian Dialogue by Thucydides, in Viotti and Kauppi, pp. 100-105.


(Read as a realist text-locate the assumptions of realism within the dialogue)





*****

4
A more detailed examination of realist thought:


*Read: in Viotti and Kauppi 

a.   Hedley Bull, Does Order Exist in World Politics?” pp. 127-129.

b. Kenneth Waltz, “Explaining War,” pp.130-143.

c. Robert Gilpin, “War and Change in World Politics,” pp. 145-153.

A critique of Structural Realism:

*Read: in Viotti and Kauppi, Robert Keohane, “Theory of World Politics: Structural Realism and Beyond,” pp. 153-179.





*****

5
Viewing international events through Realist lens- students work in small analysis circles and then share their analysis with the entire class.


Overview of the status of current debates over Realism:


Articles cited:

a. Richard Ashley, 1984, “The Poverty of Neo-Realism”, IO, 38:225-86.

b. Schweller and Priess, 1997, “A Tale of Two Realisms: Expanding the Institutions Debate,” Mershon International Studies Review, 41:1-32.

c. Beer and Hariman, 1998, “Rhetorical Realism: Deconstructing Waltz,”

International Studies Notes, 23:21-23.

d.   Kenneth Waltz, 1999,“Globalization and Governance,” Political Science and 

Politics, 32:693-700.

 e.  John Vasquez, 1997, “The Realist Paradigm and Degenerative versus   

Progressive Research Programs,” APSR, 91:899-922.




*****

6
Becoming a Realist-students engage in peer review and editing sessions.


Students select points of analysis to share during class discussion. 





*****

7
Who are the main actors and what are the four key assumptions central to Liberalism?


*Read: Viotti and Kauppi, Chapter 3, pp. 199-225.


Interdependence/ Complex Interdependence

*Read: Keohane and Nye, “Realism and Complex Interdependence,” in


Viotti and Kauppi, pp. 307-318.


*Read: Ruggie, “Multilateralism: The Anatomy of an Institution,” in Viotti


and Kauppi, pp. 331-338.


*Read: Goldstein and Keohane, “Ideas and Foreign Policy,” in Viotti and


Kauppi, pp. 297-304.





*****

8
An ongoing debate…Are Liberal States more peaceful?


*Read Michael Doyle, “Liberalism and World Politics,” in Viotti and Kauppi, pp. 233-244.


An overview of the debate:

a. Oneal and Russet,1997, “The Classical Liberals Were Right,” ISQ, 41:267-294.

b. Steve Chan, 1997, “In Search of Democratic Peace,” Mershon International Studies Review, 41:59-91.

c. Miriam Elman, 1999, “The Never-Ending Story,” International Studies Review, 1:87-103-a review essay-

d. Karen Remmer, 1998, “Does Democracy Promote Interstate Cooperation?” ISQ, 42:25-52.

e. Rousseau, et al., 1996, “Assessing the Dyadic Nature of the Democratic Peace, 1918-1988,” APSR, 90: 512-533. 

*****

9
Analyzing international events through a Liberal lens.


In class application, analysis and discussion.


Overview of the ongoing debate:

Rejoining the Liberal/Realist Debate:

a. Susan McMillan, 1997, “Interdependence and Conflict,” Mershon International Studies Review, 41: 33-58.

b. Wil Hout, 1997, “Globalization and the Quest for Governance,” Mershon International Studies Review, 41: 99-106.

c. John Mearsheimer, 1995, “The False Promise of International Institutions,” in Brown, et al., ThePerils of Anarchy, pp. 332-376.

d. Lisa Martin, 1995, “Institutions and Cooperation: Sanctions During the Falkland Islands Conflict,” in The Perils of Anarchy, pp. 484-519.

e. Paul Schroeder, 1995, “Historical Reality vs. Neo-realist Theory,” in The Perils of Anarchy, pp. 462-483.

f. Richard Little, 1996, “The growing relevance of pluralism,” in Smith, et al., International Theory: positivism & beyond, pp. 66-86.

*****

10
So you want to be a Liberal Theorist?  Students engage in peer-editing and review sessions.  How does a Liberal perspective compare/contrast with a Realist?  How would a Realist analyze this event?





*****

11
What constitutes a Globalist perspective?

*Read: Viotti and Kauppi, Chapter 4, pp 341-360. 

*Read: Wallerstein, “Patterns and Perspectives of the Capitalist World-Economy,” in Viotti and Kauppi, pp. 369-376.

*Read: Wallerstein, “The inter-state structure of the modern world-system,” in International Theory: Positivism & Beyond, pp. 87-107

12
Student in class application, discussion and analysis of Globalism


Let’s consider a recent salvo in the inter-paradigm debate:



Robert Denemark, 1999, “World System History: From Traditional



International Politics to the Study of Global Politics,” ISR, 1:43-75.





*****

13
Let’s try out Globalism.  Students engage in peer-editing and review sessions.  How does this perspective compare/contrast with Liberalism and Realism?  How would a Realist analyze this event?  What would a Liberal theorist say?





*****

14
What is Constructivism?  Is it a new paradigm or just an interesting approach?


What are the first, second, and third debates all about anyway?


*Read: “Constructing Constructivism” in International Relations

in a Constructed World, Kubalkova, Onuf, and Kowert, Chapter 1, pp. 3-21.


*Read: Onuf, “Constructivism: A User’s Manual,” in IR in a Constructed World,


Chapter 3, pp. 58-77.





*****

15
What do Constructivists bring to our study of global events?

All of the following articles can be found in IR in a Constructed World:

a. *Read: Gould, “What is at Stake in the Agent-Structure Debate?” Chapter 4, pp. 79-97.

b. *Read: Kowert, “Agent versus Structure in the Construction of National Identity,” Chapter 5, pp. 101-118.

*****

16
Constructivism continued…

a. *Read: Prugl, “Feminist Struggle as Social Construction: Changing the Gendered Rules of Home-based Work,” Chapter 6, pp. 123-143.

b.  *Read: Simon, “Internet Governance Goes Global,” Chapter 7, pp. 147-166.





*****

17
Student application, discussion and analysis-viewing international events through a Constructivist lens.  


*Read: Kubalkova, “Reconstructing the Discipline: Scholars as Agents,” in


IR in a Constructed World, Chapter 9, pp. 193-201.


The broader debate over Constructivism within the discipline:

a. Alexander Wendt, 1995, “Constructing International Politics,” International Security, 20:71-81.

b. Alexander Wendt, 1992, “Anarchy is what states make of it: the social construction of power politics,” IO, 46:391-425.

c. Jeffrey Checkel, 1998, “The Constructivist Turn in International Relations Theory,” World Politics, 50:324-348.

d. Ted Hopf, 1998, “The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory,” International Security, 23:171-200.

e. Jennifer Sterling-Folker, 2000, “Competing Paradigms or Birds of a Feather? Constructivism and Neoliberal Institutionalism Compared,” ISQ, 44:97-119.

*****

18
So you want to be a Constructivist?  Students engage in peer-editing and review sessions.  How does this perspective compare/contrast with a Realism, Liberalism and Globalism?  How would a Realist, a Liberal, and a Globalist analyze this event? 





*****

19
What does Feminism bring to the discussion of international relations?


*Read: Peterson, 1992, “Introduction,” in Gendered States Feminist (Re) Visions 



of International Relations Theory, pp. 1-24.


*Read: Peterson, 1992, “Security and Sovereign States,” in Gendered States, 


Chapter 1, pp. 31-58.





*****

20
 Feminism continued…


*Read: Elshtain, 1992, “Sovereignty, Identity, and Sacrifice,” in Gendered States,


Chapter 6, pp. 141-153.


*Read: Walker, 1992, “Gender and Critique in the Theory of International 


Relations,” in Gendered States, Chapter 8, pp. 179-198.





*****

21
Student application, discussion and analysis. What difference does it make if we view world politics through the gender lens?


Are we having a conversation yet?

*Read: J. Ann Tickner, 1997, “You Just Don’t Understand: Troubled Engagements Between Feminists and IR Theorists,” ISQ, 41:611-632.

*Read: Dialogue: Keohane, Marchand, and Tickner, 1998, ISQ, 42:193-212.





*****

22
So how does the world appear through feminist lenses?  Students engage in peer-editing and review sessions.  How does a Feminist perspective compare/contrast with Realism, Liberalism, Globalism and Constructivism?  How would a Realist analyze this event?
How about comments from a Liberal perspective, a Globalist and a Constructivist?





****

23
Postmodernism: Navigating the terrain in a borderless and shifting landscape.


*Read in Der Derian and Shapiro, 1989, International/Intertextual Relations:

a. Gregory, “Forward,” pp. xiii-xxi.

b. Der Derian, “The Boundaries of Knowledge and Power in International Relations,” Chapter 1, pp. 3-8.

c. Shapiro, “Textualizing Global Politics,” Chapter 2, pp. 11-21.


*****

24
The question of borders…


*Read in International/Intertextual Relations, Ashley, “Living on Border Lines,”


Chapter 13, pp. 259-313.





*****

25
The question of identity…

*Read: Connolly, “Identity and Difference in Global Politics,” Chapter 14, pp. 323-341.





*****

26
Assessing the postmodernist critique. What does a postmodern reading of international events reveal?

*Read: George, “Thinking Beyond International Relations: Postmodernism-Reconceptualizing Theory as Practice,” in Discourses of Global Politics: A Critical (Re)introduction to International Relations, pp. 191-217.


Student in class application, discussion and analysis. What does postmodernism do to further our understanding of global events? 




*****

27
Conversing across/within the various paradigms and approaches, or


“Somebody please give me a map I can use!”

Students use class time to prepare for the conference.

28
Small group work/discussion in preparation for the conference.

29
Conference-Which Theory Reigns?
30
Conference de-briefing:

a. Conference group analysis and evaluation

b. Full Class discussion and completion of Final Summary Chart

Finished Portfolios (inclusive of 6 short analysis papers, conference paper and cover letter) Due on __________.
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