Political Science 220B 

Winter 2015
Trachtenberg 
4276 Bunche 
Core Seminar in International Relations, Part II 

This course is the second quarter of the UCLA Political Science Department’s two-quarter core seminar in international relations. It is meant mainly for first- and second-year in the political science Ph.D. program who have chosen international relations as one of their major fields. But it is also open to political science graduate students who have not already completed Political Science 220A.
Each week we will discuss a particular book or set of readings. Participation in the discussions is very important and will count for 50% of the course grade. 

You’ll also be writing a paper, which will count for the remainder of the grade. The paper should be about 15-20 pages in length, including footnotes. The basic format is quite simple.  You first take an empirical (generally a historical) claim that a major international relations theorist (or a set of theorists) makes to support an important general argument and then analyze that particular interpretation in the light of the empirical evidence. Don’t forget that we’re not interested here in your personal views, but rather in what you can actually demonstrate. To the extent you can, you should try to get into the primary sources—and that means, in general, documents that were produced (and were as a rule not publicly available) at the time. You shouldn’t just look, that is, at what various scholars have had to say about the subject. 

To give you a sense for the sort of paper you should write, I’ll be giving you a list of possible paper topics. You should feel free to choose one of those topics. As a matter of fact, since your goal here is just to learn a method, I’d encourage you to select a topic from that list since I’m sure it could work. But you can do something else, as long as it’s a paper of this sort and as long as you follow the procedure that will be outlined later in this syllabus.  In fact, you might want to diverge a bit from that basic format and study an important recent issue on the basis of whatever information is available now.  Here is one such topic: 

Do Economic Sanctions Work?  The Case of America’s Iran Policy, 2003-2014
(This is actually a family of topics, since one can easily study other cases.)
Full descriptions, with ideas about how to proceed, are in the “Paper Topics” section of the course website. 

You should choose your topic by Wednesday, January 21. If you choose to do one of the topics on that list, let me know by that day what it is. We’ll also meet one-on-one that week (not during the regular class time, which is a holiday anyway), and we can talk about how you propose to go about doing your paper. By that I mean you should come in, when we meet, with a list of the sources, both primary and secondary, that you propose to use, and you should be prepared to explain how you propose to go about tackling those sources. 

If you choose to write on something else, please talk it over with me during the second week of classes and then send me a very short written proposal, also by January 21. In that proposal, you should talk about the claim you propose to examine (citing at least one particular passage to show that at least one prominent scholar has actually made it), and discussing very succinctly how that claim is used to support a more general argument that scholar was making—or at least how it relates to some more general argument one can find in the international relations literature. I’ll let you know when we meet if that topic is okay, or if not how it might be changed. Then you’ll have another week to revise that written proposal.  The new version should contain a list of sources.  We’ll then discuss the new proposal one-on-one on January 28. If you choose to go that route, please make sure that the issue you’ll be tackling is studiable—and, above all, that the evidence you need to examine a particular interpretation not only exists, but is accessible to you. Don’t choose something where the evidence is in a language you can’t read or is in archive you can’t travel to this quarter. 

Here are two websites I posted online as appendices to a methods book I wrote. You should use these appendices systematically when you’re generating your list of both secondary and primary sources: 

Identifying the Scholarly Literature (http://www.sscnet.ucla.edu/polisci/faculty/trachtenberg/methbk/AppendixI.html) 

Working with Primary Sources (http://www.sscnet.ucla.edu/polisci/faculty/trachtenberg/methbk/AppendixII.html) 

Please be sure to use all the leads you’ll find there before you ask me about sources. This is not because I don’t want to help you. It’s because I think it’s important for you to develop the skill of identifying sources yourself. 

You should try to begin working on the paper as soon as you get the green light on your list of sources. As a general rule, it’s best to start with the secondary literature and then go on to the primary sources. You won’t be expected, for the purposes of the final paper, to read everything on your list, but when you develop your list you should think in terms of the sources you would use if you had a lot more time to write the paper. You should also think a bit about what sort of strategy you would use for analyzing this material—what to start with, what order to look at things in, how much time to spend on a particular set of sources, and so on. Be sure to leave plenty of time for writing and rewriting. Please note that you might want to develop this paper into a field paper after this course is over;  you could sign up for 220c next quarter if you would like to pursue that option. 

The papers will be due on Wednesday, March 18 (during finals period), and in fairness to the people who get their work in on time there will be a grade penalty of up to a full grade point if a paper is turned in late. If you take an incomplete and your paper is not turned in by the end of the summer, you won’t get a passing grade for the course—unless, of course, you need to take the incomplete because of an illness or a family emergency. The papers have to be well-written. You shouldn’t make any grammatical mistakes, and every word you use should be spelled correctly. You should cite references in footnotes, using the rules given in the University of Chicago Press’s Manual of Style. The basic rules for first references are available online at http://www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/tools_citationguide.html. (Be sure to use what is referred to here as the “humanities style,” marked here with an “N.”) You might find it helpful to model your citations on what you find in articles published in journals that follow the Chicago rules—for example, the Taliaferro article in Security Studies that we’ll be discussing in class on March 9. It’s very important that you learn these citation rules: it’s an easy way to help your work look professional. In any event, a failure to comply with those rules will certainly have an effect on your grade.  You can use EndNote to make sure your citations have the correct form;  if you’re not familiar with this program already, see the guide to EndNote I posted on the course website.
The Schelling, Hiscox, Mearsheimer, and Schultz were ordered and should be available for purchase at the UCLA bookstore by the time the class begins in January.  As for the Van Evera book, I have seven copies in my office which will be provided to you for free;  they will be given out on a first-come, first-serve basis, although I think there should be enough for everybody.  Most of the other readings will be available in a coursepack which you can buy at Westwood Copies (on Gayley just south of Weyburn). They’re also available on the course website. A number of items are only available on the website;  those items are noted below.  As I said before, I wrote a methods book, which I think you might find useful when you’re writing the paper. You don’t have to buy that book, but a number of copies will be available for purchase at the bookstore (as an “optional” purchase).  It is also available online, in its entirety (link).  Chapter Six in that book talks in some detail about how you can do a paper of the sort you’ll be doing for this course.   Also, the course website has some other material which you’re not required to read for the class but which I thought you might find of interest.
Schedule of Classes 

January 5 
Introduction
January 12 
What value international relations theory? Is this the way to study international politics? 




Readings: 

Kenneth Waltz, “Origins of War in Neorealist Theory,” Journal of Interdisciplinary History (Spring 1988) 

John Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics
January 19
NO CLASS: Martin Luther King, Jr., Holiday. Special office hours will be held for the 220b class on Wednesday, January 21.
January 26
Deterrence theory 



Reading: 

Thomas Schelling, Arms and Influence 
Brodie-Schelling correspondence (in Week Four section of course website)

Fuhrman-Sechser and Kroenig articles, and Gavin review article (in Week Four section of course website only)
February 2 
Military affairs and international politics 



Readings: 

Robert Jervis, “Cooperation under the Security Dilemma,” World Politics (September 1978) 

Stephen Van Evera, Causes of War 

February 9 
Drawing from economics 



Reading: 

Hiscox, International Trade and Political Conflict 
Maps and tables (in Week Six section in the course website) 

February 16 
NO CLASS: President’s Day Holiday. But we’ll have one-on-one meetings on Wednesday, February 18, to talk about how your research project is going. 

February 23
The bargaining perspective 



Readings: 


Geoffrey Blainey, The Causes of War, chapter eight 

James Fearon, “Rationalist Explanations for War,” International Organization (Summer 1995) 

Kenneth Schultz, Democracy and Coercive Diplomacy 
Thomas Schelling, “The Retarded Science of International Strategy,” Midwest Journal of Political Science, May 1960, pp. 107-108 only
March 2
Drawing from organizational theory: the bureaucratic politics perspective 



Readings: 

Graham Allison, “Conceptual Models and the Cuban Missile Crisis,” American Political Science Review (September 1969) 

Allison and Halperin, “Bureaucratic Politics: A Paradigm and Some Policy Implications,” World Politics (Spring 1972) 

Neustadt, “Skybolt and Nassau” 

Skybolt/Nassau documents (in Week Nine section of course website) 

March 9
Drawing from cognitive psychology 
Readings: 

Tversky and Kahneman, “The Framing of Decisions and the Psychology of Choice, Science (Jan. 30, 1981)—for this and the other Tversky and Kahneman article, just read enough to get a feel for what the basic argument is 

Tversky and Kahneman, “Judgment under Uncertainty: Risks and Biases,” Science (September 27, 1974) 

Jeffrey Taliaferro, “Quagmires in the Periphery: Foreign Wars and Escalating Commitment in International Conflict,” Security Studies (Spring 1998) 

Documents relating to the Taliaferro article: 

Final Confrontation (extracts) (see esp. pp. 162-63, for Taliaferro, pp. 131-34) 

Grew to FDR, Aug. 14, 1942 (unsent) 

Ike extracts (for Taliaferro, pp. 131-134) 




Welles statement (for Taliaferro, n. 115)

