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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 and issues in international politics. The
course introduces students to the basic concepts and schools of thought in IA and examines the
context within which foreign policies are decided upon and implemented.

An objective is to relate theories and models to major national and international policy de-
bates through close examination of contemporary developments and historical examples. The
interlocking objectives of this course are: 1) to provide a grounding in the nature and charac-
teristics 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.

While engaging with the above substantive content, students will practice transferable skills
of clear business writing and effective presentation delivery.

Grade components

The grading criteria reflect the dual course objectives of developing transferable business
writing and presentation skills while engaging with theories and their real-world applications to
international affairs.

Grade components
Two reading memos: 30%
Two in-class group presentations: 30%
In-class professionalism and contribution: 5%+
In-class final exam: 35%
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• Two reading memos (15% each, 30% total)
Each student will write two individual reading memos that summarize and apply one
or more of the upcoming week’s readings to a current event. After completing the rel-
evant readings, students should select a theme or concept discussed in the readings and
apply that concept to a real-world application of their choice. The student should research
the application such that they are able to clearly articulate the main features of the appli-
cation, and then discuss how the theoretical concepts from the readings are relevant within
the context of the student’s selected application. Each memo should be a maximum of 4
pages double-spaced, and should have four clearly-labeled sections:

1. Reading review (1.5 pages maximum). Concisely and clearly explain the impor-
tant point of the week’s readings that are relevant for your application.

2. Application: background. Provide a brief background of the application. Provide
only information that is necessary so that you can apply the theoretical concept to
the application.

3. Application: discussion (1.5 pages minimum). Explain how the application is
an example of the theoretical concept(s) highlighted in the week’s readings. This is
the meat of the paper.

4. Conclusion (1 paragraph)

You should use high quality sources and cite these sources within your text. All text should
fit onto 4 pages, double-spaced. A bibliography may be included as page 5.

Papers will be graded by the following criteria:

– Writing quality
Polish (2.5%). The memo is polished and professional as if it is an important

document that the memo’s author would submit for review to his boss’s boss. For
example, grammar and spelling are perfect, and the memo follows all assigned guide-
lines

Clear communication of ideas (2.5%). The memo’s author clearly and
simply expresses his ideas to the reader. A reader who is smart but uninformed on
the specific topic is able to quickly and easibly understand the author’s explanations
and point of view

– Reading comprehension (2.5%). Exhibits clear, nuanced understanding of the
readings

– Application quality and execution
Well-researched (2.5%). Application background is well-researched
Quality of discussion (5%). Application discussion is thoughtful

In-class during week 2 (September 9), students will sign up for two memo dates. Students
will sign up for one memo between weeks 3 and 7, and one memo between weeks 8 through
12.

Students will have the opportunity to revise their memo within one week of its return.

For example, if a student signs up to write a memo due during week 3 (Sep 16)...

– the student will turn in the memo at the beginning of class on Wednesday, September
16 (week 3)

– the memo will discuss the required readings for week 3 – i.e. Wohlforth (1999), Layne
(2009), Acharya (2014), and/or Wilson and Purushothaman (2003).

– the memo will be graded and returned to the student at the beginning of class on
Wednesday, September 23 (week 4)

– the student has the option to revise and return the paper to the professor no later
than beginning of class on Wednesday, September 30 (week 5)
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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.

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

Students will work in small groups (2 or 3) to create and deliver a 7-minute presentation
on the topic listed on the syllabus. Each presentation is an application of the previous
week’s lecture topic.

Presentations should utilize the following tips:

– Presentation slides must be uploaded to blackboard no later than 5pm on the presen-
tation date

– 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. Select the
appropriate amount of detail versus big-picture statements and examples. Use visuals
to effectively make your point

– 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

Presentations will be graded upon the following criteria:

– Ideas and information
Clear point of view (5%). Is a clear argument / narrative presented?
Evidence (2.5%). How strong is the evidence to support that perspective?

– Slide preparation and delivery
Polished slides (2.5%). Are slides professional-level quality? Are they free

of spelling errors, and do they use consistent format and spacing conventions?
Audience engagement - slide content (2.5%). Are slides well-organized,

and does the substantive content (text and tables/figures/graphs) make it easy for
the audience to quickly understand the topic and the presenters’ perspectives on the
topic?

Audience engagement - presentation delivery (2.5%). Does the pre-
sentation delivery enhance the content of the slides? Does the presentation exhibit
extensive practice and polish?

In-class during week 2 (September 9), students will sign up for two group presentation
dates. Students must sign up for at least one presentation before week 9
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• In-class professionalism and contribution (5%+ total)

All students are expected to (1) attend class (2) thoroughly prepared to discuss
the week’s readings and (3) to engage in respectful discussion with their class-
mates’ 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 con-
tribution 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 administerd from 6-8:50pm on Wednesday, December 16, and will
cover material from the lectures and required readings.

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 required readings and ensuring understanding of lecture note content. Stu-
dents 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.
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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. For
those interested, “Further Readings” highlight relevant GSPIA MPIA faculty scholarship. These
readings are optional and will not be covered in lecture nor as part of the final exam.

Week 1, September 2

LECTURE: Course Introduction
Required Readings:

• Jonathan A. Schwabish. An economist’s guide to visualizing data. Journal of Economic
Perspectives, 28(1):209–234, 2014

• Philip E. Bourne. Ten simple rules for making good oral presentations. PLoS Computa-
tional Biology, 3(4):593–594, 2007

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

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

Week 2, September 9

SIMULATION: Why is it difficult for states to cooperate?

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

LECTURE: Concepts of the International System
Required Readings:

• Thucydides. History of the Peloponnesian War

– EXCERPT: The Melian Dialogue

• Stephen M. Walt. International relations: One world, many theories. Foreign Policy,
110:29–46, 1998

• Robert Axelrod and Robert O. Keohane. Achieving cooperation under anarchy: Strategies
and institutions. World Politics, 38:226–254, 1985

• Garrett Hardin. Tragedy of the commons. Science, 162:1243–1248, 1968
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Week 3, September 16

PRESENTATION (engages with week 2 lecture/required readings): Russia’s 2014 in-
vasion of Ukraine – and the US/NATO response – is best explained using realism’s core theoretical
principles.

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

LECTURE: The Structure of the International System
Required Readings:

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

• Christopher Layne. The waning of us hegemony – myth or reality? a review essay. Inter-
national Security, 34(1):147–172, 2009

• Amitav Acharya. Power shift or paradigm shift? china’s rise and asia’s emerging security
order. International Studies Quarterly, 58(1):158–173, 2014

• Dominic Wilson and Roopa Purushothaman. Dreaming with brics: The path to 2050.
Global economics paper no. 99, Goldman Sachs, 2003

Week 4, September 23

PRESENTATION (engages with week 3 lecture/required readings): The United States
should feel threatened by a rising China.

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 30

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

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

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

Further Readings (optional):

• 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 7

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 Effec-
tive Terrorists, 121-157

• David Carter. Terrorism or a curse? state support for terrorist groups. International
Organization, 66(1):129–151, 2012

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

• Thomas Schelling. Arms and Influence. Yale University Press, New Haven, 1966

– EXCERPT: Chapter 1, The Diplomacy of Violence, 1-34.

• 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/nobelprizes/economic−sciences/laureates/2005/schelling−
lecture.html

Further Readings (optional):

• Michael Kenney. Boyond the internet: Metis, techne, and the limitations of online artifacts
for islamist terrorists. Terrorism and Political Violence, 22(2):177–197, 2010

• 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 14

PRESENTATION (engages with week 6 lecture/required readings): The US should use
all means necessary – including military force – to counter the ISIL threat.

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 21

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

• Erik Gartzke. The capitalist peace. American Journal of Political Science, 51(1):166–191,
2007

• 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 revo-
lution in development assistance. International Affairs, 84:1205–1221, 2008

• David Shambaugh. China’s soft-power push: The search for respect. Foreign Affairs, 2015
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Week 9, October 28

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 Develop-
ment, 32(4):567–589, 2004

• Kenneth W. Abbott, Robert O. Keohane, Andrew Moravcsik, and Anne-Marie Slaughter.
The concept of legalization. International Organization, 54(3):401–419, Summer 2000

• Prema-Changra Athukorala and Sisira Jayasuriya. Food safety issues, trade and wto rules:
A developing country perspective. The World Economy, 26(9):1395–1416, 2003

• Robert Wolfe. First diagnose, then treat: What ails the doha round? World Trade Review,
14:7–28, 2015

Week 10, November 4

PRESENTATION (engages with week 9 lecture/required readings): Stalled World
Trade Organization (WTO) Doha Round negotiations are a major barrier to developing coun-
tries’ development prospects.

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 11

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

• Anne O. Krueger. Are preferential trading arrangements trade-liberalizing or protectionist?
Journal of Economic Perspectives, 13(4):105–124, 1999

• Melissa K. Griffith, Richard Steinberg, and John Zysman. Great power politics in a global
economy: Origins and consequences of the tpp and ttip. Unpublished Manuscript: Univer-
sity of California, Berkeley, 2015

Week 12, November 18

PRESENTATION (engages with week 11 lecture/required readings): The US should
make the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) a top national trade priority.

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. Manuscript: University of Pittsburgh, n.d
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Week 13, November 25

Thanksgiving Break, NO CLASS

Week 14, December 2

PRESENTATION (engages with week 12 lecture/required readings): The International
Monetary Fund (IMF) should have played a greater role to manage the 2010+ European financial
crises.

LECTURE: Global Governance and the Great Recession
Required Readings:

• 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.

• Andre Broome. Back to basics: The great recession and the narrowing of imf policy advice.
Governance, 28(2):147–165, 2015

• Stefano Sacchi. Conditionality by other means: Eu involvement in italy’s structural reforms
in the sovereign debt crisis. Comparative European Politics, 13:77–92, 2015

Further Readings (optional):

• John T.S. Keeler. Opening the window for reform: Mandates, crises, and extraordinary
policy-making. Comparative Political Studies, 25(4):433–, 1993

Week 15, December 9

Course Overview

Week 16, December 16

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