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Course description

This is an introductory course in the field of international affairs (IA). It is designed to give students
knowledge of the major theoretical approaches to international politics and to examine the context within
which foreign policies are decided upon and implemented. Both formal and informal systems exist within
which states interact with one another. “Global Governance” is the study of how states manage their world-
wide interactions.

An objective is to relate theories and models to major national and international policy debates. Interlock-
ing objectives of this course are: 1) to provide a grounding in the nature and characteristics of international
affairs; 2) to develop a broad understanding of the outstanding features of today’s world and how it differs
from other periods in time; and 3) to learn key concepts for analyzing the dynamics of state and state actor
interactions.

Course activities emphasize how theoretical concepts underlie historic and current events. Throughout
the course, students will practice transferable skills of clear business writing and effective presentation deliv-
ery.

This is a core (required) GSPIA course for Master’s students. There is no GSPIA prerequisite for this
course and no specific background knowledge is expected.

Grade components

The grading criteria reflect the dual course objectives of developing transferable business writing and pre-
sentation skills while engaging with theories and their real-world applications to international affairs. This
occurs through reading memos, formal power-point presentations, a group writing project, and a final exam.

Grade components
Two reading memos: 30%
Two in-class group presentations: 30%
In-class final exam: 35%
In-class professionalism and contribution: 5%+

• Two reading memos (15% each, 30% total)
During the semester you will write two individual memos. Each memo requires you to closely read and
reflect upon the week’s readings, and to select and analyze a news report that relates to the readings’
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theoretical concepts. The memo provides an opportunity to practice clear written communication, and
to receive feedback on the student’s abilities (i) to understand theoretical concepts, and (ii) to apply
theoretical concepts to the analysis of real-world events.

Memo logistics. In-class during week 2 (September 7), students will sign up for two memo dates. Students
will sign up for one memo between weeks 4 and 7, and one memo between weeks 8 through 11.

Each student has one revision opportunity during the semester. Revisions must be submitted within one
week of the return of the graded paper, and the original memo and grade should be attached to the revised
version.

For example, if a student signs up to write a memo due during week 4 (Sep 21)...

– the student will turn in the memo at the beginning of class on Wednesday, September 21 (week 4)

– the memo will discuss the required readings for week 5 – i.e. Jervis (1978), Fearon (1995), and Lake
(2010)

– the memo will be graded and returned to the student at the beginning of class on Wednesday, Septem-
ber 28 (week 5)

– if the student decides to use her revision opportunity, she will revise and return the paper to the
professor no later than beginning of class Wednesday, October 5 (week 6). If the student does not
revise on this memo, she is able to submit a revision on her second memo.

Memos must be uploaded to blackboard no later than 5:59pm on the due date, and a hard copy should be
turned in during class period. Late work will not be accepted. That is, a memo submitted after 5:59pm
on the original due date may be submitted only as a “revision”. Revised memos that are turned in after
5:59pm on the revision due date will not be graded.

Memo content and format. Text should be double-spaced, a maximum of 4 pages, and use four
clearly-labeled sections:

1. Reading review (1.5 pages maximum).

Begin the memo with a brief summary of each reading. For each reading – at the highest level – what
does the author want the reader to take away? What theoretical concept or argument does the author
make? What empirical evidence does the author use to illustrate the theory or support the argument?
The challenge is to be both concise and precise. It is possible to answer the above questions with a few
sentences per reading.

2. Real-world event: background summary.

Next, you will reference one news report from a high-quality newspaper or magazine and provide a
(brief) background summary of the selected real-world event.1 Be extremely selective about the when
you decide what information to present. Use footnotes to provide additional resources for a reader
interested to know more about any specific statement.2 Your background summary may include answers
to one or more of the following questions: What is notable about the situation (i.e. why is this story
“news”)? What conflict exists, and why? Who are the main actors, what is each actor’s interest, and
what actions are being taken to achieve an actor’s interest? Do governance structures (domestic or
international) support or constrain each actor’s ability to achieve his preferred outcome?

3. Analysis: (1.5 pages minimum).

Third, you will analyze this event within theoretical frameworks. How does the real-world event relate to
the theoretical concepts discussed in the readings? Said differently, within what broader class of problems
might we be able to understand the specific event at hand? If we applied the readings’ arguments to the
event, what would the author expect to observe? If we do not observe that outcome, why might that
be? What features of the event affect the likely outcome of the conflict? What is new about the event
that might be uncharted territory?

1This should be reporting of an event; it should not be an editorial or opinion. News reports vary in quality based upon the
rigor of fact-checking and objectivity. Examples of high-quality sources include: The Washington Post, The New York Times,
The Guardian (UK), China Daily (China), The Times of India, The Financial Times, The Wall Street Journal. You may also
use news reports from The Economist. You will submit this article along with your memo. Part of your grade is based upon
selecting a high-quality article.

2Think about briefing your boss upon a subject, or reading a blog page that provides analysis. Help your reader.
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4. Conclusion (1 paragraph).

Finally, at a high level, what should a reader conclude from the preceding discussion? Does the case
provide additional support for, or does it contradict, certain arguments from the week’s readings?

Memo grading matrix. Papers will be graded by the following criteria, with a maximum score of 15%
per memo. Please do not expect – and please do not be discouraged if you do not receive – a perfect score!

– Substantive Content (10%)

∗ Reading review quality (2.5%). Full credit is awarded to papers that separately identify and articulate:
(i) the high-level purpose and argument of a reading, and (ii) the evidence/case/examples that the
reading’s author draws upon to support his or her argument.

∗ News article selection (1.0%). The article is topic-relevant and from a high-quality news source.

∗ Background summary (2.5%). Background information provides a clear description with high-quality
references.

∗ Real-world event analysis (4.0%). Full credit is awarded to memos that thoughtfully move back and
forth between theory and real-world event. That is, the memo effectively discusses how the real-world
event is an example of a larger class of problems, how theories provide a framework to understand
the real-world event, and identify why the observed real-world event might differ from theoretical
expectations.

– Execution (5%)

∗ Professional, polished presentation (2.5%). Full credit is awarded to memos that follow all assigned
guidelines and that read like final versions of an important briefing to the most senior boss in one’s
department. A polished, professional memo has flawless grammar and spelling and is thoughtfully
formatted for the ease of reader of the memo.

∗ Clear communication of ideas (2.5%). Full credit is awarded to memos that express ideas in a clear
and simple manner to the memo’s reader. More tangibly, a reader who is intelligent but uninformed
about the specific topic would be able to quickly and easily understand the topic through the memo’s
explanations and point of view.

• Two in-class, group presentations (15% each, 30% total)

Students will work in small groups to create and deliver a 7-minute presentation that reacts to the syllabus
prompt using a public policy and international affairs analytical framework. Each presentation is an
application of the previous week’s lecture topic.

Presentation logistics.

– No later than 24 hours before the presentation – 5:59pm on Tuesday – each group should submit a
1-page (max, single-spaced) overview that provides clear, brief answers the following five questions:

1. What are three possible perspectives/answers in response to the prompt?

2. What background information is relevant to decide among the three possibilities?

3. How do you analyze the three alternative perspectives? (Ideally, you will identify a common set
of criteria that may be applied to all three perspectives.)

4. Through the analysis, what is the group’s conclusion regarding the prompt?

5. Which readings are most relevant to the prompt? Briefly, how do they inform the prompt?

– No later than 5pm on presentation day, presentation slides must be uploaded to blackboard.

Presentation objective and content. The presentation’s purpose is to to kick-off class-wide discussion
about the debate topic. The content of the presentation should include the following:

– Concisely identify the key point of each reading (e.g. approximately 1 bullet point per reading)

– Identify and lay out the key facts, issues of the debate topic

– Identify possible solutions / options / outcomes to the debate topic

– Apply the theory and facts to briefly evaluate whether each possible solution / option / outcome is
viable or desirable.

– What is the group’s recommendation (i.e. answer to the debate topic), and why?
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– NOTE: The best presentations will use a single set of evaluation criteria and apply that criteria to
each possible solution/option/outcome to objectively arrive at the recommendation.

Presentation content, slide layout, and presenter delivery. Presentation substantive content, slide
layout, and presenter delivery should utilize the following tips:

– Present a clear message, or narrative, to the audience. It is your job to ensure that the audience
understands the topic and your perspective on the topic. As a rule of thumb, if audience members
remember the main argument of the presentation one week after seeing it, this is an effective pre-
sentation (Bourne 2007). Select the appropriate amount of detail versus big-picture statements and
examples. Use visuals (graphs, timelines) that organize information to effectively make your point(s).

– Practice, practice, practice! Practice to an empty room, to your pets, to each other.

– Delivery matters! Speak clearly and with confidence. You are working to engage with the audience.
Do not use notecards.

– Slide content should be simple. Text should be minimal and short. Do not use full sentences (unless
you are presenting a quotation!).

– Slides should have consistent format and spacing conventions.

– Use a white background and black letters. Projectors often distort colors.

Presentation grading matrix. Presentations will be graded by the following criteria, with a maximum
score of 15% per presentation. Please do not expect – and please do not be discouraged if you do not receive
– a perfect score! Students who sign up for the first week receive a bonus 0.5%.

– Substantive Content (7.5%)

∗ Clear point of view (5.0%). Full credit is awarded to presentations with clear arguments/narratives.

∗ Evidence (2.5%). Full credit is awarded to presentations that show strong evidence for their argument
and also in relation to other possible arguments.

– Execution (7.5%)

∗ Polished slides (2.5%). Full credit is awarded to professional-quality slides that are free of spelling
errors and use consistent format and spacing conventions.

∗ Slide content effectively engages and informs audience (2.5%). Full credit is awarded to slides that
present information in a logical, well-organized manner and presents substantive content (both text
and tables/figures/graphs) to make it easy for the audience to quickly understand the topic and the
presenters’ arguments.

∗ Presentation delivery engages audience (2.5%). Full credit is awarded to presentations where delivery
enhances the content of the slides by exhibiting extensive practice and polish and by speaking clearly
and loudly and slowly enough for maximum audience connection to the material being presented.

In-class during week 2 (September 7), students will sign up for two group presentation dates that occur
between week 4 and week 11. Students must sign up for at least one presentation during weeks 4, 5, 6, or
7.

• In-class professionalism and contribution (5%+ total)

All students are expected to (1) attend class (2) thoroughly prepared to discuss the week’s read-
ings and (3) to engage in respectful discussion with their classmates’ ideas and perspectives.
During class meetings, students should demonstrate having thoroughly read and reflected upon the readings.
Attendance and contribution are graded each week; students may request their in-class professionalism and
discussion contribution grade from the professor at any point during the semester. Consistent, excellent
participation and contribution may result in a total contribution grade greater than 5%.

• In-class final exam (35% total)

A final exam will be administered from 6-8:50pm on Wednesday, December 16, and will cover material
from the lectures and required readings.
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The format of the exam will be discussed ahead of time and a review session will be held during week 15
of class (December 9).

Students should prepare for the exam cumulatively throughout the semester by staying current on the re-
quired readings and ensuring understanding of lecture note content. Students are encouraged to collaborate
and to pool reading summaries throughout the course of the semester.

University and GSPIA Policies

• Final letter grades – I will follow GSPIA’s grading policy. “A” signifies an exceptional level of
achievement. A students display a superb command of the subject matter and can creatively apply it
at many different levels. “B” indicates a good but not outstanding level of achievement. B students
demonstrate a decent grasp of the material and the ability to apply at several but not all levels. Grades
in the “C” range are an indication of below satisfactory performance at the graduate level, with marks
of “C-” and below not counted toward a student’s degree requirements. The instructor will provide
feedback to students whose assignments fall within the C range. Students at any level are urged to
meet with the instructor if they would like additional feedback and to identify and develop strategies
for improvement.

• University policy on cheating and plagiarism – Plagiarism – whether intentional or unintentional
– is a serious violation of academic ethics. I adhere strictly to the school policy on plagiarism. Any
work that is not properly cited will automatically receive a failing grade and may result in a failing
grade for the class. Take time to familiarize yourself with the rules of citation and with GSPIA’s policy
(found in Appendix A of the online GSPIA Handbook of Academic Policies and Procedures). If you
have any questions about how to correctly cite sources, please do not hesitate to ask the
professor. Unless clearly specified, you are expected to complete all assignments individually.

• University disability statement – If a student has a disability for which he is or may request an
accommodation, he is encouraged to contact both the instructor and Disability Resources and Services
(DRS), 140 William Pitt Union, drrecep@pitt.edu, (412) 648-7890 ((412)228-5347 for P3 ASL users), as
early as possible in the term. DRS will verify the disability and determine reasonable accommodations
for this course.

Lecture and Reading Schedule

All Required Readings are posted on electronic reserves available from the course website. There are no
required texts to purchase. “Required Readings” are the basis of in-class lecture and discussion and should
be thoroughly read and reflected upon before arriving in class. “Further Readings” highlight relevant GSPIA
MPIA faculty scholarship and will not be covered in lecture nor as part of the final exam.

Week 1, August 31

COURSE INTRODUCTION

LECTURE AND DISCUSSION: Thinking about the “state”
Required Readings:

• Susan Strange. States and Markets. Pinter Publishers, London, 1988

– EXCERPT: Prologue: Some Desert Island Tales, 1–6

• Stephen D. Krasner. Abiding sovereignty. International Political Science Review, 22(3):229–251, 2001

Reference:

• Philip E. Bourne. Ten simple rules for making good oral presentations. PLoS Computational Biology,
3(4):593–594, 2007
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Week 2, September 7

IN-CLASS: group presentation and individual memo sign-ups

LECTURE: How do states interact?
Required Readings:

• Thucydides. History of the Peloponnesian War
– EXCERPT: The Melian Dialogue

• Arthur Stein. Coordination and collaboration: Regimes in an anarchic world. International Organiza-
tion, 36(2):299–324, 1982

• Helen V. Milner. International theories of cooperation among nations: Strengths and weaknesses. World
Politics, 44(3):466–496, 1992

– EXCERPT: pp.466-470; 475–478

• Council on Council’s 2016 Report Card on International Cooperation
– Online access: http://www.cfr.org/councilofcouncils/reportcard2016/

Week 3, September 14

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 3 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: The Structure of the International System
Required Readings:

• Robert Gilpin. The theory of hegemonic war. The Journal of Interdisciplinary History, 18(4):591–613,
1988

• William C. Wohlforth. The stability of a unipolar world. International Security, 24(1):5–41, 1999

• Miles Kahler. Rising powers and global governance: Negotiating change in a resilient status quo.
International Affairs, 89(3):711–729, 2013

• Juliet Johnson and Suckin Kostem. Frustrated leadership: Russia’s economic alternative to the west.
Global Policy, 7(2):207–216, 2016

Optional:
• Gillian Tett. The story of the brics. Financial Times, January 15 2010

Week 4, September 21

PRESENTATION (engages with week 3 lecture/required readings): Russia’s 2014 invasion of
Ukraine is consistent with the actions of a rising, revisionist state.

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 4 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: Causes of International War
Required Readings:

• Robert Jervis. Cooperation under the security dilemma. World Politics, 30(2):167–214, January 1978

• James Fearon. Rationalist explanations for war. International Organization, 49(3):379–414, Summer
1995

• David A. Lake. Two cheers for bargaining theory: Assessing rationalist explanations of the iraq war.
International Security, 35(3):7–52, 2010
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Week 5, September 28

PRESENTATION (engages with week 4 lecture/required readings): The United States and Iran
will experience relative peace for the next ten years.

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 5 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: Intrastate Conflict
Required Readings:

• James D. Fearon and David D. Laitin. Ethnicity, insurgency, and civil war. American Political Science
Review, 97(1):75–90, 2003

• Lars-Erik Cederman, Andreas Wimmer, and Brian Min. Why do ethnic groups rebel? World Politics,
62(1):87–119, 2010

• Burcu Savun and Daniel C. Tirone. Exogenous shocks, foreign aid, and civil war. International Orga-
nization, 66(3):363–393, 2012

• Michael L. Ross. What do we know about natural resources and civil war? Journal of Peace Research,
41(3):337–356, 2004

Further Readings (optional):

• Kevin M. Morrison. Oil, nontax revenue, and the redistributional foundations of regime stability.
International Organization, 63:107–138, 2009

• Luke N. Condra and Jacob N. Shapiro. Who takes the blame? the strategic effects of collateral damage.
American Journal of Political Science, 56(1):167–187, 2012

• Louis A. Picard and Ezzeddine Moudoud. The 2008 guinea conakry coup: Neither inevitable nor
inexorable. Journal of Contemporary African Studies, 28(1):51–69, 2010
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Week 6, October 5

PRESENTATION (engages with week 5 lecture/required readings): South Sudan’s 2013 crisis is
best explained through the resource curse.

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 6 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: Terrorism and Nuclear Proliferation
Required Readings:

• Barbara Walter and Andrew Kydd. The strategies of terrorism. International Security, 31(1):49–79,
2006

• Eli Berman. Radical, Religious, and Violent. MIT Press, Cambridge, 2009

– EXCERPT: Chapter 5, The Hamas Model: Why Religious Radicals Are Such Effective Terrorists,
121-157

• Scott D. Sagan. The causes of nuclear weapons proliferation. Annual Review of Political Science,
14:225–244, 2011

• Jacques E.C. Hymans. Botching the bomb: Why nuclear weapons programs often fail on their own -
and why iran’s might, too. Foreign Affairs, 91(3):44–53, 2012

• Thomas Schelling. An astonishing 60 years: The legacy of hiroshima. Nobel Prize Lecture, December
8, 2005

– OPTION: Watch Schelling deliver the speech,
http : //www.nobelprize.org/nobel prizes/economic− sciences/laureates/2005/
schelling − lecture.html

Further Readings (optional):

• Michael Kenney, Stephen Coulthart, and Dominick Wright. Structure and performance in a violent ex-
tremist network: The small-world solution. Journal of Conflict Resolution, 2016. doi: 10.1177/0022002716631104

• Phil Williams. The terrorism debate over mexican drug trafficking violence. Terrorism and Political
Violence, 24(2):259–278, 2012
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Week 7, October 12

PRESENTATION (engages with week 6 lecture/required readings): The world should expect South
Korea to pursue nuclear weapons’ acquisition in the next ten years.

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 7 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: Morality and War
Required Readings:

• Jenny Teichman. Pacifism and the Just War. Basil Blackwell, New York, 1986

– EXCERPT: Chapter 1, The Meaning of Pacifism, 1-9

– EXCERPT: Chapter 6, The Just War, 46-62

• Michael Walzer. Just and Unjust Wars: A Moral Argument with Historical Illustrations. Basic Books,
New York, 1977

– EXCERPT: Chapter 9, Noncombatant Immunity and Military Necessity, 138-159

– EXCERPT: Chapter 16, Supreme Emergency, 251-268

– EXCERPT: Chapter 19, War Crimes: Soldiers and Their Officers, 304-327

• James D. Morrow. When do states follow the laws of war? American Political Science Review,
101(3):559–572, 2007

Further Readings (optional):
• Ryan Grauer. Why do soldiers give up? a self-preservation theory of surrender. Security Studies,

23(3):622–655, 2014

• Taylor B. Seybolt. Humanitarian Military Intervention: The Conditions for Success and Failure. Oxford
University Press, Oxford, 2007

– EXCERPT: Chapter 1, Section I, Humanitarian intervention debates, 7-28

Week 8, October 19

PRESENTATION (engages with week 7 lecture/required readings): Drone warfare should be an
increasibly used tactic.

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 8 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: Thinking About Peace and Alternative Sources of Power
Required Readings:

• Bruce Russett. Grasping the Democratic Peace. Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1993
– EXCERPT: Chapter 1, The Fact of Democratic Peace, 3-23

• Han Dorussen and Hugh Ward. Trade networks and the kantian peace. Journal of Peace Research,
47(1):29–42, 2010

• Daniel W. Drezner. Sanctions sometimes smart: Targeted sanctions in theory and practice. International
Studies Review, 13(1):96–108, 2011

• Ngaire Woods. Whose aid? whose influence? china, emerging donors and the silent revolution in
development assistance. International Affairs, 84:1205–1221, 2008

• David Shambaugh. China’s soft-power push: The search for respect. Foreign Affairs, 2015

Further Readings (optional):
• Michael Poznansky. Stasis or decay? reconciling covert war and the democratic peace. International

Studies Quarterly, 59(4):815–826, 2015
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Week 9, October 26

PRESENTATION (engages with week 8 lecture/required readings): Chinese investment has led to
net benefits to Zambia.

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 9 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: Globalization Dilemmas
Required Readings:

• Dani Rodrik. Sense and nonsense in the globalization debate. Foreign Policy, 107:19–37, 1997

• Robert Hunter Wade. Is globalization reducing poverty and inequality? World Development, 32(4):567–
589, 2004

• Jude C. Hays, Sean D. Ehrlich, and Clint Peinhardt. Government spending and public support for
trade in the oecd: An empirical test of the embedded liberalism thesis. International Organization,
59(2):473–494, 2005

• Stephanie J. Rickard. Welfare versus subsidies: Governmental spending decisions in an era of global-
ization. Journal of Politics, 74(4):1171–1183, 2012

Week 10, November 2

PRESENTATION (engages with week 9 lecture/required readings): Globalization creates more
opportunities than costs for developing countries.

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 10 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: International Markets and Informal Governance
Required Readings:

• Robyn Meredith. The Elephant and the Dragon: The Rise of India and China and What it Means for
All of Us. W.W.Norton and Company, New York, 2007

– EXCERPT: Chapter 3, Made by America in China, 58-75

– EXCERPT: Chapter 4, The Internet’s Spice Route, 76-96

– EXCERPT: Chapter 5, The Disassembly Line, 97-116

• Brian Greenhill, Layna Mosley, and Aseem Prakash. Trade-based diffusion of labor rights: A panel
study, 1986–2002. American Political Science Review, 103:669–690, 2009

• Sarah Kaczmarek and Abraham L. Newman. The long arm of the law: Extraterritoriality and the
national implementation of foreign bribery legislation. International Organization, 65(4):745–770, 2011

Further Readings (optional):

• Martin Staniland. Regulating aircraft emmissions: Leadership and market power. Journal of European
Public Policy, 19(7):1006–1025, 2012
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Week 11, November 9

PRESENTATION (engages with week 10 lecture/required readings): International reaction to the
2013 Rana Plaza (Bangladesh) factory collapse was adequate.

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 11 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: Global Trade Governance
Required Readings:

• John H. Barton, Judith L. Goldstein, Timothy E. Josling, and Richard H. Steinberg. The Evolution of
the Trade Regime: Politics, Laws, and Economics of the GATT and the WTO. Princeton University
Press, Princeton, 2008

– EXCERPT: Chapter 2, Creating Constituencies and Rules for Open Markets, 27-60

• Christina L. Davis. Do wto rules create a level playing field? lessons from the experience of peru and
vietnam. In John S. Odell, editor, Negotiating Trade: Developing Countries in the WTO and NAFTA,
Cambridge, 2006. Cambridge University Press

• Robert Hunter Wade. What strategies are viable for developing countries today? the world trade
organization and the shrinking of ‘development space’. Review of International Political Economy,
10(4):621–644, 2003

• Ricardo Ffrench-Davis, Kevin P. Gallagher, Mah-Hui Lim, and Katherine Soverel. Financial stability
and the trans-pacific partnership: Lessons from chile and malaysia. Global Policy, 6(4):330–342, 2010

Week 12, November 16

NO CLASS MEETING

Required Readings:

• George W. Bush. Decision Points. Crown Publishers, New York, 2010

– EXCERPT: Chapter 14, Financial Crisis, 439-472

• Neil Irwin. The Alchemists: Three Central Bankers and a World On Fire. Penguin Press, New York,
2013

– EXCERPT: Chapter 13, A New Greek Odyssey, 201-232

Analyze government responses to the US financial crisis (discussed in Bush 2010) and the Greek financial
crisis (discussed in Irwin 2013). Think through the following two questions: 1., What were the greatest
challenges for the US response? 2., What were the greatest challenges for the Greek response?

WRITTEN ASSIGNMENT DUE – Upload to CourseWeb by 5:59pm, Wed, Nov 16!
Assignment: In a team of two or three, develop a 1-page, single-spaced policy analysis of the Greek govern-
ment’s response to crisis.

• Briefly summarize the Greek government response to crisis.

• Identify and succinctly explain three most challenging factors to the Greek response.

Week 13, November 23

Thanksgiving Break, NO CLASS
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Week 14, November 30

MEMOS due on this day should engage with week 12 lecture/required readings

LECTURE: Global Financial Governance
Required Readings:

• Charles P. Kindleberger. The World in Depression, 1929-1939. University of California Press, Berkeley,
CA, 1973

– EXCERPT: Chapter 14, An Explanation of the 1929 Depression, 291-308

• Stanley Fischer. On the need for an international lender of last resort. Journal of Economic Perspectives,
13(4):85–104, 1999

• J. Lawrence Broz. The politics of rescuing the world’s financial system: The federal reserve as a global
lender of last resort. Korean Journal of International Studies, 13(2):1–28, 2015

• Daniel W. Drezner. The system worked: Global economic governance during the great recession. World
Politics, 66(1):123–164, 2014

Further Readings (optional):

• Meredith Wilf. Credibility and distributional effects of international banking regulations: Evidence
from us bank stock returns. International Organization, Forthcoming

Week 15, December 7

Course Overview

Week 16, December 14

FINAL EXAM, 6-8:50pm, Posvar 3911
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