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 南華大學九十五學年度第一學期課程教學綱要 
 
科目名稱：國際關係專題研究                     課程代碼：503200987 
英文名稱：Seminar on International Relations Studies   授課教師：孫國祥 
課程網址：http://www.ap.nhu.edu.tw/cybersun/ir/index02.htm 
 
開課單位 亞太研究所（IAPS） 上課教室 S.212 
學 分 數    3 授課時間 Wednesday 0900-1150 修別 optional

 教學目標 

This course offers graduate students an introduction to the study of 
international relations. The bulk of the course explores the three major 
“systemic” theories of international relations – realism, liberalism, and 
constructivism – and their empirical applications. Special sessions are 
devoted to exploring the English School, rational choice approaches to 
international relations scholarship, and the relationship between 
domestic politics and systemic theory. This course also consider a 
number of alternative approaches to the study of international relations, 
including neo-Marxism, postmodernism, feminism, and 
cosmopolitanism. 

課程綱要：（含每週授課進度） 
SEPTEMBER 13 – BACKGROUND READING 
 J. David Singer, “The Level-of-Analysis Problem in International Relations,” World 

Politics 14:1 (October 1961), pp. 77-92. 
SEPTEMBER 20 – CLASSICAL REALISM 
Thucydides, “The Melian Dialogue,” excerpt from The History of the Peloponnesian 

War, in Richard K. Betts, ed., Conflict After the Cold War, 2nd edition (New 
York: Longman, 2002), pp. 37-41. 

Niccolo Machiavelli, “Doing Evil in Order to Do Good,” excerpt from The Prince, in 
Betts, pp. 42-46. 

Thomas Hobbes, “The State of Nature and the State of War,” excerpt from Leviathan, 
in Betts, pp. 47-50. 

E. H. Carr, “Realism and Idealism,” excerpt from The Twenty Years' Crisis, 
1919-1939, in Betts, pp. 51-67. 

Hans Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations, brief edition (McGraw-Hill, 1992), pp. 
1-268 and 359-90. 

SEPTEMBER 27 – FOUNDATIONS OF NEO-REALISM:  KENNETH 
WALTZ 
Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State and War: A Theoretical Analysis (Columbia 

University Press, 1954), chaps. 2, 4, and 6-8. 
Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Addison-Wesley, 1979), pp. 

1-128. 
Kenneth N. Waltz, “Structural Realism After the Cold War,” International Security

25:1 (Summer 2000), pp. 5-41. 
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課程綱要：（含每週授課進度） 
OCTOBER 4 – OTHER REALISMS:  HEGEMONIC STABILITY & POWER 
TRANSITION THEORIES 
Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge, 1981), pp. 1-210. 
Ronald L. Tammen et al., Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21st Century

(Chatham House, 2000), pp. 3-60, 107-193. 
OCTOBER 11 – NEO-LIBERALISM I:  REGIMES & INSTITUTIONS 
Robert Jervis, “Realism, Neoliberalism, and Cooperation: Understanding the 

Debate,” International Security 24:1 (Summer 1999), pp. 42-63; reprinted in 
Elman and Elman, eds., Progress in International Relations Theory (MIT Press, 
2003), pp. 277-309. 

Robert O. Keohane, After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World 
Political Economy (Princeton University Press, 1984), chaps. 1-3, 6, 11. 

Joseph M. Grieco, “Anarchy and the Limits of Cooperation: A Realist Critique of the 
Newest Liberal Internationalism,” International Organization (Summer 1988), 
pp. 485-507. 

Robert Powell, “Anarchy in International Relations Theory: The 
Neo-Realist-Neo-Liberal Debate,” International Organization 48:2 (Spring 
1994), pp. 313-344. 

Lisa Martin and Beth Simmons, “Theories and Empirical Studies of International 
Institutions,” International Organization 52:4 (Autumn 1998), pp. 729-757. 

Andreas Hansclever, Peter Mayer, and Volker Rittberger, “Integrating Theories of 
International Regimes,” Review of International Studies 26:1 (January 2000), 
pp. 3-33. 

OCTOBER 18 – NEO-LIBERALISM II:  INTERDEPENDENCE & LIBERAL 
PEACE THEORIES 

Robert O. Keohane and Joseph S. Nye, Jr., Power and Interdependence, 3rd edition 
(Addison-Wesley, 2000), pp. 1-52, 145-190 and 215-263. 

John R. Oneal and Bruce M. Russett, Triangulating Peace: Democracy, 
Interdependence, and International Organizations (Norton, 2001), pp. 15-196 
and 271-305. 

OCTOBER 25 – NEO-CLASSICAL REALISM 
Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy,” World Politics

51:1 (October 1998), pp. 144-172. 
Stephen G. Brooks, “Dueling Realisms,” International Organization 51:3 (Summer 

1997), pp. 445-477. 
William C. Wohlforth, “Realism and the End of the Cold War,” International Security

19:3 (Winter 1994-95), pp. 91-129. 
Randall L. Schweller and David Priess, “A Tale of Two Realisms: Expanding the 

Institutions Debate,” Mershon International Studies Review 41:1 (May 1997), 
pp. 1-32. 

Jeffrey W. Legro and Andrew Moravcsik, “Is Anybody Still A Realist?” International 
Security 24:2 (Fall 1999), pp. 5-55.  (Optional:  Read responses to Legro and 
Moravcsik in International Security 25:1) 
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課程綱要：（含每週授課進度） 
NOVEMBER 1 – LINKING DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL POLITICS
Peter Gourevitch, "The Second Image Reversed: The International Sources of 

Domestic Politics," International Organization 32:4 (Autumn, 1978), pp. 
881-912. 

Robert D. Putnam, “Diplomacy and Domestic Politics:  The Logic of Two-Level 
Games,” International Organization 42:3 (Summer 1988), pp. 426-460. 

David H. Lumsdaine, Moral Vision in International Politics: The Foreign Aid 
Regime, 1949-1989 (Princeton University Press, 1993), pp. 3-69. 

Andrew Moravcsik, “Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of International 
Politics,” International Organization 51:4 (Autumn 1997), pp. 513-553. 

Jack Snyder, Myths of Empire: Domestic Politics and International Ambition (Cornell 
University Press, 1991), pp. 1-65 and 305-322. 

Judith Goldstein, “International Law and Domestic Institutions: Reconciling North 
American ‘Unfair’ Trade Laws,” International Organization 50:4 (Autumn 
1996), pp. 541-564. 

NOVEMBER 8 – NO MEETING 
NOVERMBER 15 – FOUNDATIONS OF CONSTRUCTIVISM 
John Gerard Ruggie, “What Makes the World Hang Together?  Neo-Utilitarianism 

and the Social Constructivist Challenge,” International Organization 54:4 
(Autumn 1998), pp. 855-858. 

Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics (Cambridge University 
Press, 1999). 

NOVEMBER 22 – CONSTRUCTIVISM: APPLICATIONS AND 
EXTENSIONS 
Peter J. Katzenstein, ed., The Culture of National Security: Norms and Identity in 

World Politics (Columbia University Press, 1996), chaps 2, 5, 8, 9, 12 and 13. 
Nina Tannenwald, “The Nuclear Taboo: The United States and the Normative Basis 

of Nuclear Non-Use,” International Organization 53:3 (Summer 1999), pp. 
433-468. 

Jeffrey T. Checkel, “Why Comply? Social Learning and European Identity Change,” 
International Organization 55:3 (Summer 2001), pp. 553-88. 

Martha Finnemore and Kathryn Sikkink, “International Norm Dynamics and Political 
Change, International Organization 54:4 (Autumn 1998), pp. 887-917. 

NOVEMBER 29 – DEBATES 
John Mearsheimer, “The False Promise of International Institutions,” International 

Security 19:3 (Winter 1994/95), pp. 5-49; and responses: 
Robert O. Keohane and Lisa L. Martin, “The Promise of Institutionalist Theory,” 

International Security 20:1 (Summer 1995), pp. 39-51. 
John Gerard Ruggie, “The False Premise of Realism,” International Security 20:1 

(Summer 1995), pp. 62-70. 
Alexander Wendt, “Constructing International Politics,” International Security 20:1 

(Summer 1995), pp. 71-81. 
 Christian Reus-Smit, “The Strange Death of Liberal International Theory,” European 

Journal of International Law 12:3 (2001), pp. 537-94. 
 Jack Snyder, “Anarchy and Culture: Insights from the Anthropology of War,” 

International Organization 56:1 (Winter 2002), pp. 7-45.  
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課程綱要：（含每週授課進度） 
DECEMBER 6 – LANGUAGE, RHETORIC, AND COMMUNICATION IN IR
 Alastair Johnston, “Treating International Institutions as Social Environments,” 

International Studies Quarterly 45:4 (December 2001), pp. 487-516. 
Edward Comor, “The Role of Communication in Global Civil Society,” International 

Studies Quarterly 45:3 (September 2001), pp. 389-408. 
Frank Schimmelfennig, “The Community Trap:  Liberal Norms, Rhetorical Action, 

and the Eastern Enlargement of the EU,” International Organization 55:1 
(Winter 2001), pp. 47-80. 

Francis A. Beer and Christ’l De Landsheer, “Rhetoric, Metaphor and World Politics,” 
adapted from Chapter 1 of Beer and De Landsheer, eds., Metaphorical World 
Politics (forthcoming). 

Roland Paris, “Kosovo and the Metaphor War,” Political Science Quarterly 117:3 
(Fall 2002), pp. 423-50.  

Ian Johnstone, “Security Council Deliberations: The Power of the Better Argument,” 
European Journal of International Law (forthcoming). 

 DECEMBER 13 – POSTMODERN & NEO-MARXIST APPROACHES 
 Postmodern 
Richard K. Ashley, “The Poverty of Neorealism,” in Robert O. Keohane, ed., 

Neorealism and Its Critics (Columbia University Press, 1986), pp. 255-300. 
Jutta Weldes and Diana Saco, “Making State Action Possible: The United States and 

the Discursive Construction of ‘The Cuban Problem,’ 1960-1994,” Millennium
25:2 (Summer 1996), pp. 361-395. 

David Campbell, National Deconstruction: Violence, Identity, and Justice in Bosnia
(University of Minnesota Press, 1998), Preface and Chapters 1, 5, and 7. 

Neo-Marxist 
Immanuel Wallerstein, “The Rise and Future Demise of the World Capitalist 

System,” Comparative Studies in Society and History 16 (1974), pp. 387-415. 
Robert Cox, “Gramsci, Hegemony, and International Relations: An Essay in 

Method,” in Stephen Gill, ed., Gramsci, Historical Materialism, and 
International Relations (Cambridge University Press, 1993), pp. 49-66. 

A. Claire Cutler, “Locating ‘Authority’ in the Global Political Economy,” 
International Studies Quarterly 43:1 (March 1999), pp. 59-81.  

DECEMBER 20 – FORMAL RATIONAL CHOICE APPROACHES 
 Bruce Beuno de Mesquita, “Pride of Place: The Origins of German Hegemony,” 

World Politics 43 (October 1990), pp. 28-52. 
James D. Fearon, “Bargaining, Enforcement, and International Cooperation,” 

International Organization 52:2 (Spring 1998), pp. 269-305. 
Michael E. Brown, Sean M. Lynn-Jones and Steven E. Miller, eds., Rational Choice 

and Security Studies: Stephen Walt and His Critics (MIT Press, 2000). 
DECEMBER 27 – ASSESSING “PROGRESS” IN THE STUDY OF IR 
 Colin Elman and Meriam Fendius Elman, eds., Progress in International Relations 

Theory (MIT Press, 2003), read all except chapter 8. 
 

講授方式 教師課堂講授，研究生從則對指定教材事先閱讀，每週課堂參與討

論以及簡要報告。 
指定作業 
（Assignme

Students are given the option of taking a final exam or submitting 
a longer research paper at the end of the term. Below are some past 
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nts） paper topics and abstracts. In some space the topic is fairly defined, in 
others, students may pick an issue and discuss it within the framework 
of a broader theme. 

1. “Contributions of IR theory to analysis of conflict and 
violence”. Compare and contrast the origins of topic your choice, such 
as World War World War II and I from the perspectives of (a) liberals, 
(b) realists, and (c) constructivists, and (d) lateral pressure theorists. In 
so doing, please pay special attention to the variables of time, actor and 
units, levels of analysis and matters of feedback. 

2. “Critical Contentions in International Relations.” What are the 
similarities and the differences between evolutionary approaches to 
international relations, and the more ‘conventional’ ones? Please 
address taking into account specific terms of reference of your choice, 
and the selection of evolutionary and conventional works that you use 
for your arguments. 

3. “Institutionalization of International Relations.” To what extent 
has the development of international institutions responded to the needs 
of the international community rather than the priorities of the major 
powers? Please develop a research design to address that would help 
you address the question, and provide a first order approximation of its 
implementation. You can select the issue, institution, time frame, or 
other terms of reference of your choice as long as you are explicit. 

教材教具 電腦、網際網路、單槍投影機、布幕 

主要參考 
書    籍 

（Readings） 

Hans Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations, brief edition (McGraw-Hill, 
1992). 

Colin Elman and Meriam Fendius Elman, eds., Progress in International 
Relations Theory (MIT Press, 2003). 

Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge 
University Press, 1981). 

Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics (Cambridge 
University Press, 1999). 

Robert O. Keohane and Joseph S. Nye, Jr., Power and Interdependence, 
3rd edition (Addison-Wesley, 2000). 

Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State and War: A Theoretical Analysis
(Columbia University Press, 1954). 

John R. Oneal and Bruce M. Russett, Triangulating Peace: Democracy, 
Interdependence, and International Organizations (Norton, 2001).

Michael E. Brown, Sean M. Lynn-Jones and Steven E. Miller, eds., 
Rational Choice and Security Studies: Stephen Walt and His 
Critics (MIT Press, 2000). 

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

Peter J. Katzenstein, ed., The Culture of National Security: Norms and 
Identity in World Politics (Columbia University Press, 1996). 

Ronald L. Tammen et al., Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21st

Century (Chatham House, 2000). 
成績考核 
方    式 

（Grading） 

Commentaries and participation 45% 
Seminar presentation 10% 
Essay                             45% 
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備   註
（Suppleme

ntary 
Reading） 

 

 OVERVIEWS OF THE FIELD 
Steve Chan, “On Different Types of International Relations 

Scholarship,” Journal of Peace Research 39:6 (November 2002), 
pp. 747-756. 

Peter J. Katzenstein et al., “International Organization and the Study of 
World Politics,” International Organization 52:4 (Autumn 1998), 
pp. 645-685. 

Brian Schmidt, The Political Discourse of Anarchy: A Disciplinary 
History of International Relations (State University of New York 
Press, 1998). 

John A. Vasquez, eds., Classics of International Relations (Prentice 
Hall, 1995). 

Michael W. Doyle and G. John Ikenberry, eds., New Thinking in 
International Relations Theory (Westview, 1997). 

James E. Dougherty and Robert L. Pfaltzgraff, Jr., Contending Theories 
of International Relations (Addison-Wesley, 1996). 

Charles W. Kegley, Jr., Controversies in International Relations 
Theory : Realism and the Neoliberal Challenge (St. Martin’s, 
1995). 

Ken Booth and Steve Smith, eds., International Relations Theory Today
(Pennsylvania State University Press, 1995). 

Steve Smith, Ken Booth and Maarysia Zalewski, eds., International 
Theory: Positivism and Beyond (Cambridge, 1996). 

Manus I. Midlarsky, ed., Handbook of War Studies II (University of 
Michigan, 2000). 

James Der Derian, ed., International Theory: Critical Investigations
(New York University Press, 1995). 

Kal Holsti, The Dividing Discipline: Hegemony and Diversity in 
International Theory (Allen and Unwin, 1985). 

Heikki Patomäki and Colin Wight, “After Postpositivism? The Promises 
of Critical Realism,” International Studies Quarterly 44:2 (June 
2000), pp. 213-237. 

CLASSICAL REALISM 
Hans J. Morgenthau, Scientific Man vs. Power Politics (Chicago: 

University of Chicago Press, 1946). 
Reinhold Neibuhr, Moral Man and Immoral Society (New York: 

Scribner’s, 1932). 
Inis L. Claude, Jr., Power and International Relations (New York: 

Random House, 1962). 
Raymond Aron, Peace and War (Doubleday, 1966). 
Michael Joseph Smith, Realist Thought from Weber to Kissinger (Baton 

Rouge: Lousiana State University Press, 1986). 
Laurie M. Johnson Bagby, “The Use and Abuse of Thucydides in 

International Relations,” International Organization 48:1 (1994),
pp. 131-153. 

NEO-REALISM 
John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (Norton, 

2001). 
Glenn H. Snyder, “Mearsheimer’s World – Offensive Realism and the 

Struggle for Security: A Review Essay,” International Security
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27:1 (Summer 2002), pp. 149-173. 
Ben Frankel, ed., Realism: Restatements and Renewal (Frank Cass, 

1996). 
Robert Jervis, “Realism in the Study of World Politics,” International 

Organization 52:4 (Autumn 1998), p. 971-991. 
Barry Buzan, People, States and Fear, 2nd edn. (Boulder: Lynne 

Rienner, 1994). 
Christopher Layne, “The Unipolar Illusion: Why New Great Powers 

Will Rise,” International Security 17 (1993), pp. 5-51. 
Stephen Walt, The Origin of Alliances (Cornell, 1987). 
Stephen Walt, Revolution and War (Cornell, 1996). 
Friedrich Kratochwil, “The Embarassment of Changes: Neo-Realism as 

the Science of Realpolitik Without Politics,” Review of 
International Studies 19:1 (January 1993), pp. 63-80. 

Stephen D. Krasner, “Global Communications and National Power: Life 
on the Pareto Frontier,” World Politics 43 (1991), pp. 336-366. 

Stephen D. Krasner, Structural Conflict: The Third World Against 
Global Liberalism (University of California Press, 1985). 

Stephen Van Evera, “Offense, Defense, and the Causes of War,” 
International Security 22:4 (Spring 1998), pp. 5-43. 

Keir A. Lieber, “Grasping the Technological Peace: The 
Offense-Defense Balance and International Security,” 
International Security 25:1 (Summer 2000), pp.71-104. 

Steven Forde, “International Realism and the Science of Politics: 
Thucydides, Machiavelli and Neorealism,” International Studies 
Quarterly 39:2 (June 1995), pp. 141-160. 

Charles L. Glaser, “Realists as Optimists: Cooperation as Self-Help,” 
International Security 19 (1994/95), pp. 50-90. 

Paul Schroeder, “Historical Reality vs. Neo-Realist Theory,” 
International Security 19:1 (Summer 1994), pp. 108-148. 

Joseph Grieco, Cooperation Among Nations (Cornell, 1990). 
Nathaniel Beck, “The Illusion of Cycles in International Relations,” 

International Studies Quarterly, 35 (1991), pp. 455-476. 
Joshua Goldstein, “The Possibility of Cycles in International Relations,” 

International Studies Quarterly, 35 (1991), pp. 477-480. 
Robert Gilpin, The Political Economy of International Relations 

(Princeton, 1987). 
Glenn Snyder, Alliance Politics (Cornell 1998). 
Barry Buzan, David Jones and Richard Little, The Logic of Anarchy

(Columbia, 1992). 
John A. Vasquez, “The Realist Paradigm and Degenerative Versus 

Progressive Research Programs: An Appraisal of Neotraditional 
Research on Waltz’s Balancing Proposition,” American Political 
Science Review 91:4 (December 1997), pp. 899-912. 

Kenneth N. Waltz, “Evaluating Theories,” American Political Science 
Review 91:4 (December 1997), pp. 913-917. 

John A. Vasquez, The Power of Power Politics: From Classical Realism 
to Neotraditionalism (Cambridge, 1998). 

Fareed Zakaria, From Wealth to Power: The Unusual Origins of 
America’s World Role (Princeton, 1998). 
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Colin Elman, “Horses for Courses: Why Not Neorealist Theories of 
Foreign Policy?” Security Studies 6:1 (1997), pp. 7-53. 

John S. Duffield, “Political Culture and State Behavior: Why Germany 
Confounds Neorealism,” International Organization 53:4 (Autumn 
1999), pp. 763-803. 

Ronen P. Palan and Brook M. Blair, “On the Idealist Origins of the 
Realist Theory of International Relations,” Review of International 
Studies 19:4 (October 1993), pp. 385-400. 

G. John Ikenberry and Charles A. Kupchan, “Socialization and 
Hegemonic Power,” International Organization 44 (Winter 1992), 
pp. 147-186. 

NEO-LIBERALISM 
Abram Chayes and Antonia Handler Chayes, The New Sovereignty: 

Compliance With International Regulatory Arrangements (Harvard 
University Press, 1995). 

G. John Ikenberry, “Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the Persistence 
of American Postwar Order,” International Security 23:3 (Winter 
1998/99), pp. 43-78. 

Oran R. Young, Governance in World Affairs (Ithaca: Cornell 
University Press, 1999). 

Lisa Martin and Beth Simmons, “Theories and Empirical Studies of 
International Institutions,” International Organization 52:4 
(Autumn 1998), pp. 729-757. 

Ronald R. Krebs, “Perverse Institutionalism: NATO and the 
Greco-Turkish Conflict,” International Organization 53:2 (Spring 
1999), pp. 343-377. 

Robert O. Keohane and Judith Goldstein, eds., Ideas and Foreign Policy
(Cornell, 1993). 

Robert O. Keohane, “International Institutions: Two Approaches,” 
International Studies Quarterly 32:4 (December 1988), pp. 
379-396. 

Robert O. Keohane and Joseph S. Nye, Power and Interdependence
(Little, Brown, 1977). 

Andrew Moravcsik, “A New Statecraft? Supranational Entrepreneurs 
and International Cooperation,” International Organization 53:2 
(Spring 1999), pp. 267-306. 

Robert O. Keohane, “Neoliberal Institutionalism: A Perspective on 
World Politics,” in Keohane, International Institutions and State 
Power (Boulder: Westview, 1989), pp. 1-20. 

Robert Jervis, “Cooperation Under the Security Dilemma,” World 
Politics 30 (January 1978). 

Robert Jervis, “Realism, Game Theory and Cooperation,” World 
Politics 40:3 (1988), pp. 317-350. 

Oran R. Young, International Governance: Protecting the Environment 
in a Stateless Society (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1994). 

Peter M. Haas, “Do Regimes Matter? Epistemic Communities and 
Mediterranean Pollution Control,” International Organization 43 
(Summer 1989), pp. 377-404. 

Anne-Marie Slaughter Burley, “International Law and International 
Relations Theory: A Dual Agenda,” American Journal of 
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International Law 87:2 (April 1993), pp. 205-239. 
Robert Axelrod, “An Evolutionary Approach to Norms,” American 

Political Science Review 80:4 (1986), pp. 1095-1112. 
John Gerard Ruggie, “Multilateralism: Anatomy of an Institution,” 

International Organization 46:3 (Summer 1992), pp. 561-598. 
Kenneth W. Abbott, Robert O. Keohane, Andrew Moravcsik, 

Anne-Marie Slaughter and Duncan Snidal, “The Concept of 
Legalization,” International Organization 54:3 (Summer 2000), 
pp. 401-419. 

Robert Axelrod, The Evolution of Cooperation (New York: Basic 
Books, 1984). 

Kenneth Oye, ed., Cooperation Under Anarchy (Princeton, 1985). 
Stephen Haggard and Beth A. Simmons, “Theories of International 

Regimes,” International Organization 41:3 (Summer 1987), pp. 
491-517. 

Susan Strange, “Cave! Hic Dragones!: A Critique of Regime Analysis,” 
International Organization 36:2 (Spring 1982). 

DEMOCRATIC/LIBERAL PEACE 
Kristian S. Gleditsch and Michael D. Ward, “War and Peace in Space 

and Time: The Role of Democratization,” International Studies 
Quarterly 44:1 (March 2000), pp.1-29. 

John M. Owen, “Transnational Liberalism and US Primacy,” 
International Security 26:3 (Winter 2001/02), pp. 117-52. 

James Lee Ray, “Does Democracy Cause Peace?” Annual Review of 
Political Science (1998). 

Steve Chan, “In Search of Democratic Peace: Problems and Promise,” 
Mershon International Studies Review 41 (1997), pp. 59-91. 

Michael E. Brown et al., eds., Debating the Democratic Peace
(Cambridge: MIT Press, 1996). 

Katherine Barbieri and Gerald Schneider, “Globalization and Peace: 
Assessing New Directions in the Study of Trade and Conflict,” 
Journal of Peace Research 36:4 (1999), pp. 387-404. 

Susan McMillan, "Interdependence and Conflict," Mershon 
International Studies Review 41:1 (May 1997), pp. 33-58. 

Kenneth A. Schultz, “Do Democratic Institutions Constrain or Inform? 
Contrasting Two Institutional Perspectives on Democracy and 
War,” International Organization 53:2 (Spring 1999), pp. 233-266.

Errol Anthony Henderson, “The Democratic Peace Through the Lens of 
Culture, 1820-1989,” International Studies Quarterly  42:3 
(September 1998), pp. 461-484. 

Manus I. Midlarsky, “Democracy and Islam: Implications for 
Civilizational Conflict and the Democratic Peace,” International 
Studies Quarterly  42:3 (September 1998), pp. 485-511. 

Joanne S. Gowa, Ballots and Bullets: The Elusive Democratic Peace 
(Princeton, 1999). 

William R. Thompson and Richard Tucker, “A Tale of Two Democratic 
Peace Critiques,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 41:3 (June 1997), 
pp. 428-454. 

R.B.J. Walker, “On the Spatiotemporal Conditions of the Democratic 
Peace,” Alternatives 16 (1991), pp. 243-262. 
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Kenneth N. Waltz, "The Myth of National Interdependence," in Charles 
P. Kindleberger, ed., The Multinational Corporation (MIT Press, 
1970). 

LINKING DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL POLITICS 
Michael Mastanduno, David A. Lake and G. John Ikenberry, “Toward a 

Realist Theory of State Action,” International Studies Quarterly
33:4 (December 1989), pp. 457-474. 

Joanne Gowa, “Politics At the Water’s Edge: Parties, Voters, and the 
Use of Force Abroad,” International Organization 52:2 (Spring 
1998), pp. 307-324. 

Robert O. Keohane and Helen V. Milner, ed., Internationalization and 
Domestic Politics (Cambridge, 1996). 

David Campbell, Writing Security: United States Foreign Policy and the 
Politics of Identity (Minnesota, 1992). 

Ethan B. Kapstein, “Is Realism Dead?  The Domestic Sources of 
International Politics,” International Organization 49:4 (1995), pp. 
751-774. 

Matthew Evangelista, “The Paradox of State Strength,” International 
Organization 49 (Winter 1995) 

Katzenstein, P.  Between Power and Plenty 
Stephen D. Krasner, Defending the National Interest (Princeton, 1977).
Peter A. Gourevitch, “Squaring the Circle,” International Organization 

50 (Spring 1996), pp. 349-373. 
Ikenberry, John et al.  The State and American Foreign Policy, special 

issue of International Organization (Winter 1988). 
David P. Auerswald, “Inward Bound: Domestic Institutions and Military 

Conflicts,” International Organization 53:3 (Summer 1999), pp. 
469-504. 

Helen Milner, Interests, Institutions, and Information: Domestic Politics 
and International Relations (Princeton, 1997). 

ENGLISH SCHOOL 
Hedley Bull, The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics

(New York: Columbia University Press, 1977). 
Hedley Bull and Adam Watson, eds., The Expansion of International 

Society (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1984). 
Barry Buzan, “From International System to International Society: 

Structural Realism and Regime Theory Meet the English School,” 
International Organization 47:3 (Summer1993), pp. 327-352. 

Richard Little, “Neorealism and English School: A Methodological, 
Ontological, and Theoretical Assessment,” European Journal of 
International Relations 1:1 (1995), pp. 9-34. 

Chris Brown, “International Theory and International Society: The 
Viability of the Middle Way?” Review of International Studies 21:2 
(April 1995), pp. 183-96. 

Hedley Bull, Benedict Kingsbury and Adam Roberts, eds., Hugo 
Grotius and International Relations (Oxford, 1992). 

Roger Epp, “The English School on the Frontiers of International 
Society: A Hermeneutic Recollection,” Review of International 
Studies 24 (special issue, December 1998), pp. 47-63. 

Garritt Gong, The Standard of “Civilization” and International Morality
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(Oxford: Clarendon, 1984). 
Ole Waever, “International Society: Theoretical Promises Unfulfilled?” 

Cooperation and Conflict 27 (1992), pp. 97-128. 
Adam Watson, The Evolution of International Society : A Comparative 

Historical Analysis (Routledge, 1992). 
Rick Fawn and Jeremy Larkins, eds., International Society After the 

Cold War (St. Martin’s, 1996). 
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