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Course content and objectives
The course highlights some of the theoretical debates about international (and/or world) politics that have the greatest relevance at the beginning of the 21st century.  The approach is to analyse different aspects of that phenomenon commonly dubbed ‘globalisation’ in the light of theoretical perspectives on social and political change.  Students will be asked to relate, for example: (i) such cultural phenomena as ‘postmodernism’ and the ‘cult of security’ to theoretical perspectives on the mutability of world politics, and (ii) the practices and dilemmas of foreign intervention to theories of international ethics.  The aim is to enhance students' abilities to express themselves theoretically and critically about important issues in the everyday practice of world politics.
Required readings
STV 3005/3025
Most of the readings are compiled in the course packages available from the University bookstore.  Those available to download electronically are marked with * and an endnote referring to the relevant web location.  Please note that you may not be able to access these databases off-campus.

STV 3025

A number of further readings are required for students taking the 20-credit course, STV 3025.  These are detailed on a separate reading-list, and include some for download and others copied and collected in compendium form.  They are not required but only recommended for students of the 10-credit course, STV 3005.
Seminar plan
(I) 
INTRODUCTION

01 

Continuity and change in international politics
How does Waltz conceive the international system and its consequences?

How does Waltz fit into a ‘tradition’ of political realism?

What is Walker’s interpretation of the realist ‘tradition’?

What is globalisation?  Is it anything new?  What are its social-historical roots?

What are the main conditions (causes), aspects and consequences of globalisation?

Provide a Waltzian interpretation of globalisation.

What sort of political changes are captured by Hardt and Negri’s notion of ‘empire’?

Anthony Giddens, ‘The Globalizing of Modernity’, in David Held and Anthony McGrew (eds.), The Global Transformations Reader (Cambridge: Polity, 2003), 60-66.  (7 pp.)

Michael Hardt and Antonio Negri, ‘Globalization as Empire’, in Held and McGrew (2003), 116-119.  (4 pp.)

Kenneth Waltz, ‘Political Structures’, in Robert O. Matthews et al (eds.), International Conflict and Conflict Management (Scarborough, Ontario: Prentice-Hall, 1989), 374-382.  (9 pp.)

R.B.J. Walker, ‘The Prince and the "The Pauper": Tradition, Modernity, and Practice in the Theory of International Relations’, in J. Der Derian and M. Shapiro (eds.), International/lntertextual Relations: Postmodern Readings of World Politics (Toronto: Lexington Books, 1989), 25-48.  (24 pp.)
(II)

SOCIAL CHANGE
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Globalisation: Economic and social dimensions

What is economic globalisation and what are its most direct consequences?

What is the difference, according to Cox, between ‘problem-solving’ theory and critical theory?
What is the nature of the relationship between ideas, institutions and coercion, according to Cox?


Compare and contrast Cox’s and Waltz’s conceptions of what ‘structures’ international politics. 

Jan Aart Scholte, ‘Globalization and Inequality’, in Globalization: A Critical Introduction (New York: Palgrave Macmillan 2005), 316-347.  (32 pp.)

Robert Cox, ‘Social Forces, States and World Orders: Beyond International Relations Theory’, Millennium 10:2 (1981), 126-155.  (30 pp.)
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Historical Analogies

What distinguishes the ‘modern’ era and its international relations from the ‘medieval’?

How and why did the transition occur from feudal society to the modern system of states?

What are Ruggie’s key dimensions of social change and how un/evenly does change occur?

What, if any, parallels are there with our contemporary experience?
Compare and contrast the historical analyses of Ruggie and Teschke.

Discuss the idea of a ‘postmodern era’ and what, if anything, this has to do with globalisation.

*
John Gerrard Ruggie, ‘Territoriality and Beyond: Problematizing Modernity in International Relations’, International Organization 47:1 (1993), 139-174.  (36 pp.)

*
 Benno Teschke (1998), ‘Geopolitical Relations in the European Middle Ages: History and Theory’, International Organization 52:2 (1998), 325-58.  (34 pp.)

(III) 

INTERPRETATION
04

Liberals and ‘constructivists’
What assumptions do realists and ‘neoliberal institutionalists’ share?

What are their major points of disagreement?

Consider alternative theoretical accounts of international institutionalization.
Discuss the relationship between identity and politics.

Compare and contrast the views of Wendt and Waltz on international structure and its resistance to change.

Robert Keohane, ‘Institutional Theory and the Realist Challenge After the Cold War’, in David A. Baldwin (ed.), Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate (New York: Columbia University Press, 1993), 269-300.  (32 pp.)

*
Alexander Wendt, ‘Anarchy is what States Make of it: The Social Construction of Power Politics’, International Organization 46:2 (1992), 391-425.  (35 pp.)
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The ‘Deconstruction’ of International Relations
What are postmodernism’s roots and central ideas?
What, according to Jarvis, are the three distinct types of postmodernism?

What are the crucial problems, according to Østerud, with postmodernism as social science?

What kind (and how desirable) is the role which postmodernism plays within ‘our field’?

What, if anything, does postmodernism have to do with structure?
What kind of connection is there between postmodernism and feminism?
With which of Jarvis’s three types of postmodernism is Harvey primarily concerned?
Can globalisation really have an impact on time and space and, if so, how?
Darryl Jarvis, ‘Postmodernism: A Critical Typology’, Politics and Society 26:1 (1998), 95-142.  (48 pp.)

*
 Øyvind Østerud, ‘Antinomies of Postmodernism in International Studies’, Journal of Peace Research 33:4 (1996), 385-390.  (6 pp.) 

James Der Derian, ‘The Boundaries of Knowledge and Power in International Relations’, in Der Derian and M.J. Shapiro (eds.), International/Intertextual Relations (Toronto: Lexington Books, 1989), 3-10.  (7 pp.)

Michael J. Shapiro, ‘Textualizing Global Politics’, in Der Derian and Shapiro, 11-22.  (12 pp.)
R.B.J. Walker, Inside/Outside: International Relations as Political Theory (Cambridge: Cambridge


University Press, 1993), Ch. 4: ‘History, Structure, Reification', 81-103.  (23 pp.)


V. S. Peterson and A. S. Runyan, 'The Gender of World Politics', in M.A. Genest (ed.), Conflict and Cooperation (New York: Harcourt Brace, 1996), 533-544.  (12 pages)

D. Harvey, ‘Time-space Compression and the Postmodern Condition’, in D. Held and A. McGrew (eds.), The Global Transformations Reader (Oxford: Polity Press, 2000), 82-91.  (10 pp.)


(IV)

POLITICAL CHANGE
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Post-cold-war security: Rethinking old agendas

Identify elements of continuity and change in post-cold-war security-politics.
Compare and contrast Adler’s emphasis on the role of ‘security-communities’, and Kupchan’s on hegemonic order, in securing more stable and peaceful relationships.

What lessons might be drawn from Kaldor’s interpretation of the cold war for the post-cold-war period and for the ideas of Adler and Kupchan?

What are the important new contours of international conflict, according to Huntington?

What are the strengths and weaknesses of his prognosis?

What are some examples which illustrate increased transnational integration and interdependence? What are the major consequences of such developments and how desirable/undesirable are they?

Is the world more or less prone to terrorist/un/conventional violence than 20 years ago and why?

Evaluate the general importance of the environment as an issue of international security.

Are there any actual or potential positive effects associated with new threats?

Mary Kaldor, ‘Rethinking Cold War History’, in Ken Booth (ed.), New Thinking about Strategy and International Security (London: HarperCollins Academic, 1991), 313-331.  (19 pp.)

Emanuel Adler, ‘Security Communities in Theoretical Perspective’, in Adler and Michael Barnet (eds.), Security Communities (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1998), 3-28.  (26 pp.)

*
 Charles A. Kupchan, ‘Life After Pax Americana’, World Policy Journal 16:3 (Fall 1999), 20-27.  (8 pp.) 

*
 Samuel Huntington, ‘The Clash of Civilizations’, Foreign Affairs (1993) 72:3, 22-50.  (29 pp.)

*
 Audrey Kurth Cronin, ‘Behind the Curve: Globalization and International Terrorism’, International Security 27:3 (Winter 2002/03), 30-58.  (29 pp.) 

*
 Fred Charles Ikle, ‘The Second Coming of the Nuclear Age’, Foreign Affairs 75:1 (1996), 119-128.  (10 pp.) 

Eric K. Stern, ‘Bringing the Environment In: The Case for Comprehensive Security’, Cooperation and Conflict 30:3 (1995), 211-237.  (27 pp.)
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Beyond the state: (i) Privatisation and social mobilisation



What are globalisation’s most important social consequences – short and long term?

How, if at all, is globalization related to the activities of social movements?

What, if anything, do privatized, gated communities have to do with liberal democracy?

What, if anything, do they have to do with globalisation?

*
 Robert Putnam, ‘Bowling Alone: America’s Declining Social Capital’, Journal of Democracy 6:1 (1995), 65-78.  (14 pp.)  <http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/journal_of_democracy/v006/6.1putnam.html>

Leslie Sklair, ‘Social movements and global capitalism’ Sociology 29:3 (1995), 495-512.  (18 pp.)

Edward J. Blakely and Mary Gail Snyder, ‘Forting Up’, in Fortress America: Gated Communities in the United States (Washington, D.C.: Brookings Institution, 1997), 1-28.

*
 Susan Bickford, ‘Constructing Inequality: City Spaces and the Architecture of Citizenship’, Political Theory 28:3 (June 2000), 355-376.  (14 pp.)  
*
 Matthew Patterson, ‘Globalisation, Ecology and Resistance’, New Political Economy 4:1 (March 1999), 129-145.  (13 pp.) 
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(ii) Cosmopolitanism

How and why is the role played by values and morality in international politics changing?



What is the ‘natural law’, and how do its principles apply to individuals and states?



What’s wrong with the natural law tradition, according to Linklater, and what is his ‘solution’?



How convincing is Linklater’s alternative approach to evaluating political conduct?

Discuss Held’s hopes for liberal and democratic initiatives at the international level.
David Held, ‘The Transformation of political community: Rethinking democracy in the context of globalization’, in I. Shapiro and C. Hacker-Cordón (ed.), Democracy’s edges (Cambridge: Cambridge university press, 1999), 84-111.  (28 pp.)
Andrew Linklater, ‘Men and Citizens in International Relations’, in H.Williams (ed.), A Reader in International Relations and Political Theory (Vancouver: UBC Press, 1993), 309-325. (17 pp.)
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(iii) Interventionism

Have/are attitudes to intervention in general and military intervention specifically changed/changing?

Why does Walzer argue there’s a moral presumption against intervention in support of human rights?

How is Walzer’s viewpoint connected with notions of international society and state sovereignty?

How might notions of self-determination, secession, civil war, and mutual security legitimise intervention?

Identify some other political developments with which interventionism is connected.
Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars: A Moral Argument with Historical Illustrations, Ch. 6, ‘Interventions’ (New York: Basic Books, 1992), 86-108.  (23 pp.)

*
Adam Roberts, ‘Humanitarian War: Military Intervention and Human Rights’, International Affairs 69:3 (1993), 429-449.  (21 pp.)

*
 Michèle Griffin, ‘Where Angels Fear to Tread: Trends in International Intervention’, Security Dialogue 31:4 (2000), 421-435.  (15 pp.)

*
 Sabrina P. Ramet, ‘Kosovo: A Liberal Approach’, Society 36:6 (1999), 1-9.  (9 pp.)
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Summary and conclusion

Web locations
� � HYPERLINK "http://www.jstor.org/browse/00208183?config=jstor" ��http://www.jstor.org/browse/00208183?config=jstor�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.jstor.org/browse/00208183?config=jstor" ��http://www.jstor.org/browse/00208183?config=jstor�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.jstor.org/browse/00208183?config=jstor" ��http://www.jstor.org/browse/00208183?config=jstor�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.jstor.org/browse/00223433?config=jstor" ��http://www.jstor.org/browse/00223433?config=jstor�


� � HYPERLINK "http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?RQT=318&pmid=16945&cfc=1" ��http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?RQT=318&pmid=16945&cfc=1�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.heinonline.org/HOL/Index?index=journals/fora&collection=journals" ��http://www.heinonline.org/HOL/Index?index=journals/fora&collection=journals�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.swetswise.com/eAccess/viewToc.do?titleID=104900&yevoID=1695988" ��http://www.swetswise.com/eAccess/viewToc.do?titleID=104900&yevoID=1695988�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.heinonline.org/HOL/Contents?handle=hein.journals/fora75&id=1&size=2&collection=journals" ��http://www.heinonline.org/HOL/Contents?handle=hein.journals/fora75&id=1&size=2&collection=journals�


� � HYPERLINK "http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/journal_of_democracy/v006/6.1putnam.html" ��http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/journal_of_democracy/v006/6.1putnam.html�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.jstor.org/browse/00905917?config=jstor" ��http://www.jstor.org/browse/00905917?config=jstor�


� � HYPERLINK "http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?RQT=318&pmid=34494" ��http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?RQT=318&pmid=34494�


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.jstor.org/browse/00205850?config=jstor" ��http://www.jstor.org/browse/00205850?config=jstor�


� � HYPERLINK "http://sdi.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/31/4/421" ��http://sdi.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/31/4/421�


� � HYPERLINK "http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?RQT=318&pmid=24725" ��http://proquest.umi.com/pqdweb?RQT=318&pmid=24725�





