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Contemporary International Relations 

PO4700 

 
Syllabus 2011-12 

Senior Sophister Course 
 

Convenor: Dr Thomas Pegram 

Email: pegramt@tcd.ie 

Office: 2-3 College Green (above Starbucks), Room 4.06 

Office hours: Friday, 11.15-12.15pm, or email for appointment 
 

Lecture location 
Michaelmas Term (Wks 1-3): Friday 10-11am, Arts Room 3074 

 

Michaelmas Term (Wks 4-11) 

 Group 1: Friday 10:00, Arts Room 3074 

 Group 2: Tuesday 15:00, Arts Room 4050B 

 

Hilary Term: TBC 

 

*** 
 

Course Overview 
 

Description 

 

Although a ‘common sense’ view of world politics is often presented in non-academic contexts, 

there is little agreement among experts on what international relations is, and how we should 

think about the discipline.  This module enables students to critically examine the conventional 

wisdom and as a result to gain a more critical understanding of international relations. Part I 

provides a survey of theoretical perspectives in international relations, moving beyond the 

classical division between realism and liberalism.  It also integrates a focus on security to 

animate key theoretical claims and their application.  In Part II, the course turns to the thematic 

domain of international human rights regimes to assess how international relations scholarship is 

adapting to, and making sense of, contemporary developments in this fast-moving arena. 

 

Learning Outcomes 

 

On successful completion of this module students should be able to: 

 

• Describe the key assumptions which distinguish contemporary theories of international 

relations from each other 
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• Analyse the purpose, coherence and contradictions of contemporary theories of 

international relations as they apply to the issues of security and international human 

rights regimes 

 

• Evaluate the contribution of different theories to understanding and explaining the 

significance of international human rights and the role of the United Nations in world 

politics 

 

Course organisation 
 

This course consists of an initial 50 minute lecture for weeks 1 to 3.  The group will then be split 

into two and proceeds with a series of 50 minute smaller group-lectures for the remainder of the 

course.  The lectures are valuable guides to the material and students are expected to attend them.  

However, deeper learning comes through your own reading.  Lecture attendance is not sufficient 

to achieve mastery of the material.  A passing grade will not be possible without demonstrating a 

knowledge of the materials in the course, both in the readings and lectures.  

 

Smaller group lectures begin in week 4 of teaching, October 17
th
.  Sign up lists for the two 

groups will be placed on the SS noticeboard, Dept. of Political Science, College Green (next to 

Starbucks, Dame Street).  You should come to these smaller group lectures having read the 

required readings and prepared to discuss the questions listed at the beginning of each week’s 

readings.  ALL students are expected to prepare ONE study brief in advance of a smaller group 

lecture in Michaelmas Term (Wks 4-11) and TWO such study briefs in Hilary Term (see below 

for detailed information on study briefs).  There is no limit on the number of study briefs that can 

be submitted and all briefs will receive feedback.  

 

Students who have prepared a study brief for that week may be called upon to present aspects of 

their work, as well as indicate additional questions that they think should guide discussion of the 

topic.  The study brief system is intended to raise the level of group learning as well as provide a 

chance for students to receive substantive feedback as the course progresses. 

 

Study briefs 

 

Each student will have to prepare a study brief prior to ONE lecture in Michaelmas Term and 

TWO lectures in Hilary Term.  Study briefs should be 800-1000 words in length (minimum 800 

words, maximum 1000 words).  The study briefs should be word processed, doubled spaced, and 

in 12 point font.  The briefs must be sent to me as an email attachment a minimum of 48 hours 

before the relevant lecture.  My email address can be found on the front of this syllabus.  Late 

submissions may be refused. 

 

The purpose of the study briefs is threefold.  Firstly, they must address ONE of the questions at 

the top of each week’s readings, drawing explicitly on the principle points raised by the required 

readings.  Secondly, they should pose at least two additional questions that arise in the course 

of writing your answer to the question.  Thirdly, where possible, these questions should make 

reference to the general themes of the course (i.e. IR theory and security in term 1; and human 

rights in term 2). 
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In order to prepare your study briefs, therefore, you should read the relevant week’s required 

readings, address one of the three questions at the top of that week’s readings and pose at least 

two additional questions regarding your chosen topic. 

 

I will provide feedback on your study briefs within two weeks of submission.  This feedback will 

be qualitative and formative (i.e. will not form part of your formal assessment). 

 

Assessment 
 

Two essays account for 40% of the mark (20% per essay).  The annual exam at the end of 

semester 2 accounts for 60% of the mark. 

 

Essay topics are provided at the end of this outline.  

 

ENSURE YOUR NAME IS ON THE PAPER SUBMITTED. 

 

Essays must be submitted both via turnitin.com and in hard copy. The hard copies must be typed 

and printed, on one side of the paper only.  Hand them in without plastic folders, binders etc, 

ensure that the cover sheet has been attached and correctly filled in, and make sure you’ve 

numbered the pages of your essay. Put your name on the cover sheet but nowhere else on the 

essay.  There will be a drop box outside my office for hard copies (see front cover). 

 

Coursework needs to be submitted via the plagiarism detector Turnitin; see www.turnitin.com.  

Every essay must be submitted through turnitin.com to receive a grade.  To be sure that you are 

not inadvertently plagiarising, see the department’s undergraduate handbook at:  

 

http://www.tcd.ie/Political_Science/undergraduate/handbook.php  

 

This also gives guidelines about how to plan and write an essay, what the markers are looking 

for, what qualities a good essay possesses, and what factors can result in low marks. 

 

Please note that plagiarism is unacceptable in any circumstances and both the Department 

and College takes all plagiarism cases very seriously. Offenders will be referred to tutors 

and plagiarized essays will be given a zero mark. 

 

To submit via turnitin: the class ID is 4392356 and the password is security11 

 

Please upload your papers in Microsoft Word. 

 

If you haven't used www.turnitin.com before, select new users on the homepage, follow the 

instructions for setting up a student profile, login with your new personal password, and you will 

get to the page for uploading a paper for the class. Make sure you figure out how to do this in 

good time for the deadline. 

 

Essay Deadlines 

 

Essay 1: December 2 2011 (Friday, week 10 of Michaelmas term) 
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Essay 2: March 30 2012 (Friday, week 11 of Hilary term) 

 

Please note all late work, unless excused in advance by the course lecturer, or justified by 

medical certificate, will be penalised at a rate of 5 marks per working day. Requests for 

extensions for MT or HT essays or special exam consideration on medical etc. grounds should be 

made by college tutors directly (not by students) to the course lecturer, Dr Pegram, in the normal 

manner). 

 

Under no circumstances will work be accepted after the set work has been marked and handed 

back to other students, or after the end of Trinity lecture term.  Requests for special consideration 

advanced at a later stage will not be accepted. Essays may, of course, be handed in earlier than 

the due date.  All essays will be marked by Dr Pegram. Turnitin essays should be clearly 

marked with the student’s name. 

 

Essay Guidelines 

 

Both essays should be around 2000 words and no more than 2500 words (excluding footnotes 

and bibliography). Basic paper conventions apply: (1) double spaced, (2) complete footnotes, (3) 

pages numbered, (4) proofread, and (5) full bibliography.  Essays must state the word count.  

 

A good paper will draw on course materials from the course to date, and consider alternative 

answers to the question as suggested by different topics in international politics and different 

approaches to IR theory. The Hilary Term essay should not be answered only or predominantly 

by reference to material covered in Michaelmas term: it must cover material from Hilary term. 

 

Some of the topics under discussion in a course on international relations necessarily touch on 

topics covered in other courses or in the Irish and international media. That being said, essays 

should be written in response to the lectures and the material provided for this course.  It is 

acceptable to cite material, particularly passages of scholarly work, contained in handouts 

provided for lectures in your essay, and even arguments or claims made in lectures. However, a 

satisfactory essay must demonstrate a knowledge of the required course readings. 

 

The essays are short, so do not attempt to cover everything which could possibly be relevant – 

prioritise. Make sure you show knowledge of alternative theories and answers to the question, 

and a variety of course materials. The essay must demonstrate knowledge and engagement with 

the course readings contained in the syllabus. The ability to be concise is part of the job of 

writing a good essay. I may stop reading at 2500 words. 

 

Correct citation is important.  Please footnote all references at the bottom of each page (NOT 

Harvard system or end notes) and use the following formulations: 

 

For books: 

 

Booth, K. and N. J. Wheeler, The Security Dilemma: Fear, Cooperation, and Trust in World 

Politics (London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007), p. 1 (OR pp. 1-3)  

 

After first citation: Booth and Wheeler, The Security Dilemma, p. 1 (OR pp. 1-3)  
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For journal articles/periodicals: 

 

Nye, Joseph, ‘Neorealism and Neoliberalism’, World Politics, vol. 40, no. 2, January 1988, 325-

51 

 

After first citation: Nye, ‘Neorealism and Neoliberalism’, p. 1 (OR pp. 1-3)  

 

For chapters in books: 

 

Linklater, Andrew, ‘Neorealism in Theory and Practice’, in Ken Booth and Steve Smith (eds.), 

International Relations Theory Today (London: Polity Press, 1995), p. 241 (OR pp. 241-262) 

 

After first citation: Linklater, ‘Neorealism in Theory and Practice’, p. 241 (OR pp. 241-262) 

 

FYI: 

 

If the source is by more than two authors you can cite the first author followed by et al.   

 

Ibid. is acceptable when citing the same source in the footnote that immediately follows. 

Otherwise, please cite as above. 

 

Essay outlines 

 

Students are welcome to submit an essay outline to me by email (pegramt@tcd.ie) by the end of 

Week 6 (Friday, 4 November) at the latest. They will be given back comments in Week 8.  The 

outline should be around one side of A4 (excluding bibliography), and should include: 

 

• Choice of essay question (see end of syllabus) 

• A summary of your proposed argument (may be in bullet-point form) 

• A short annotated bibliography (5-8 references) 

 

Please note: the outline should be word processed, in size 12 font, and follow standard citation 

practices as above.  

 

Readings 
 

Each week’s readings contain a list of required readings.  Recommended readings of particular 

value are also listed.  Please ensure you have read the required readings. 

 

Many readings are available electronically, through the TCD database/journal arrangements or 

otherwise on the web. Where possible a linkable URL as been provided in this syllabus, but the 

URLs of electronic journal articles etc are subject to change, so if the provided URL does not 

work, please follow the TCD library catalogue ‘periodicals’ search to find the journal in question 

and follow the link from there: 

 

http://atoz.ebsco.com/Titles/1324?lang=en&lang.menu=en&lang.subject=en  
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Textbooks are valuable resources for this module.  They are also a useful guide to the broader 

literature.  However, over reliance on textbooks – or too few sources in general – for general 

reading and especially the assessed essays should be avoided.  The following textbooks will be 

particularly useful throughout the course: 

 

A. International Relations Theory 

 

Brown, Chris and Kirsten Ainley, Understanding International Relations, 4
th
 edition (Palgrave 

Macmillan, 2009) 

 

Burchill, Scott and Andrew Linklater et al., Theories of International Relations, 3
rd
 edition 

(Palgrave MacMillan, 2005) 

 

B. Security  

 

Booth, Ken and Nicholas J. Wheeler, The Security Dilemma: Fear, Cooperation, and Trust in 

World Politics (Palgrave Macmillan, 2007) 

 

Kolodziej, Edward A., Security and International Relations (Cambridge University Press, 2005) 

 

C. International Human Rights Regimes 

 

Freeman, Michael, Human Rights: an Interdisciplinary Approach (Key Concepts) (London: 

Polity Press, 2011) 

 

Danchin, Peter G. and Horst Fischer, United Nations Reform and the New Collective Security 

(Cambridge University Press, 2010) 

 

Questions for consideration 

 

Heading each week’s lecture/seminar readings, you will find questions.  These questions are 

intended to guide you in your reading.  They will also provide points to consider, where 

appropriate, in seminar discussions. Please think about these questions as you read and prepare 

for our meeting. 

 

Websites 
 

The following websites are useful sources of information: 

 

News and Views 

 

Democracy Now: www.democracynow.org  

Al Jazeera: http://english.aljazeera.net/watch_now/ 

Russia Today: http://rt.com/on-air/ 

The Economist: http://www.economist.com/  

 

IR Blogs 
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‘The Realist’: Daniel W. Drezner, Professor of International Politics at Tufts University: 

http://drezner.foreignpolicy.com/ 

 

Stephen Walt, ‘A realist in an ideological age’: 

http://walt.foreignpolicy.com/  

 

‘The Liberal’: Anne-Marie Slaughter, Professor of Politics and International Affairs at Princeton 

University: http://www.theatlantic.com/anne-marie-slaughter/ 

 

Human Rights 

 

United Nations Intellectual History Project (Jolly and Weiss): http://www.unhistory.org/  

Global Policy Forum: www.globalpolicy.org   

UN Watch: www.unwatch.org 

List of International Human Rights Instruments: 

 http://www1.umn.edu/humanrts/instree/ainstls2.htm  

University of Minnesota Human Rights Library: http://www1.umn.edu/humanrts  

United Nations, human rights related resources: http://www.un.org/rights  

United States Department of State, Human Rights Country Reports: 

http://www.state.gov/g/drl/hr/index.cfm?id=1470  

Foreign Policy magazine's links: http://www.foreignpolicy.com/resources/links.php  

Amnesty International: http://www.amnesty.org  

Human Rights Watch: http://www.hrw.org  

UN homepage: http: http://www.un.org  

Human Rights Information and Documentation Systems, International: http://hurisearch.org  
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Summary of Lectures 
 

Michaelmas Term 

A. International Relations Theory: Approaches to Security .................................................. 9 

Week 1: Welcome and Introduction to the Study of International Relations ............................. 9 

Week 2: Liberalism and Realism during the Pax Americana ..................................................... 9 

Week 3: Neorealism and Neoliberal Institutionalism ............................................................... 11 

Week 4: War and Deterrence .................................................................................................... 12 

Week 5: Constructivism ............................................................................................................ 14 

Week 6: The ‘English School’ .................................................................................................. 15 

Week 7: Reading week – NO CLASSES ................................................................................. 16 

Week 8: Theorising the Post-Cold War era .............................................................................. 16 

Week 9: Marxism and International Politics ............................................................................ 18 

Week 10: Critical Perspectives on Security .............................................................................. 19 

Week 11: The Global ‘War on Terror’ ..................................................................................... 20 

Hilary Term 

B. International Human Rights Regimes ............................................................................... 21 

Week 1: Human Rights in International Relations ................................................................... 21 

Week 2: The United Nations, Human Rights and Reform ....................................................... 23 

Week 3: The Regional Application of Human Rights Norms: Africa, Americas and Europe . 24 

Week 4: The United Nations and National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs) ..................... 25 

Week 5: NGOs and Human Rights: Transnational Advocacy Networks ................................. 26 

Week 6: International Criminal Courts ..................................................................................... 27 

Week 7: Reading Week – NO CLASSES ................................................................................. 28 

Week 8: Human Rights and Foreign Policy ............................................................................. 28 

Week 9: International Human Rights and Intervention ............................................................ 30 

Week 10: The application of ‘Responsibility to Protect’: Contrasting Libya and Syria .......... 31 

Week 11: The Future of Human Rights in a Non-Western World ........................................... 33 

Week 12: Overview and Conclusion ........................................................................................ 34 

C. Essay Questions.................................................................................................................... 35 
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Michaelmas Term 
 

A. International Relations Theory: Approaches to Security 
 

Week 1: Welcome and Introduction to the Study of International Relations 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. Why study international relations? 

 

2. What, if anything, is distinctive about international relations theory? 

 

Required 

 

A thorough reading of this Syllabus 

 

Recommended 

 

Smith, Steve, ‘Introduction: Diversity and Disciplinarity in International Relations Theory’, in 

Tim Dunne et al. (eds.), International Relations Theories (Oxford: OUP), pp. 1-14 

 

Nicholson, Michael, ‘What’s the use of International Relations’, Review of International Studies, 

vol. 26, no. 2, 2000, pp. 183-98: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=33435  

 

Cox, Robert W., ‘Social Forces, States and World Orders: Beyond International Relations 

Theory’, Millennium, vol. 10 no. 2, 1981, pp. 126-55: 

http://www.iiss.ee/files/7/IISS6001_Cox_Social%20forces_1981.pdf  

 

Week 2: Liberalism and Realism during the Pax Americana 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. Which school of thought makes the most reasonable assumptions about international 

politics, Realism or Liberalism? 

 

2. For Morganthau, is morality relevant to understanding international relations? 

 

Required 

 

Burchill, S. and A. Linklater et al., Theories of International Relations, 3rd edition 2005, 

chapters 2 and 3  

 

Mearsheimer, John, ‘Back to the Future: Instability in Europe after the Cold War’, International 

Security, vol. 15 (1990), 5-56: http://smp.fsv.cuni.cz/Mearsheimer.pdf  
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Jervis, Robert, ‘Realism in the Study of World Politics’, International Organization, vol. 52, no. 

4, Autumn 1998, pp. 971-991:  

http://asrudiancenter.files.wordpress.com/2010/01/robert-jervis.pdf  

 

Tickner, J., ‘Hans Morgenthau’s Principles of Political Realism’, Millennium, vol. 17, no. 3, 

1988, pp. 429-40: http://mil.sagepub.com/content/17/3/429.citation  

  

Recommended 

 

Deudney, D. and Ikenberry, J. G., ‘The Nature and Sources of Liberal International Order’, 

Review of International Studies, vol. 25, no. 2, April 1999, 179-196: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=33687 

 

Rosenau, James N., and Mary Durfee, Thinking Theory Thoroughly: Coherent Approaches to an 

Incoherent World (Westview Press, 2000), chapter 2 

 

Kennedy-Pipe, Caroline, ‘International History and International Relations Theory: A Dialogue 

Beyond the Cold War’, International Affairs, vol. 76, no. 4, 2000, pp. 741-54:  

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/1468-2346.00162/abstract  

 

Hoffman, Mark, ‘Critical Theory and the Inter-Paradigm Debate’, Millennium, vol. 16, no. 2, 

1987, pp. 231-50: http://mil.sagepub.com/content/16/2/231.extract  

 

On liberalism 

 

Moravcsik, Andrew, ‘Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of International Politics’, 

International Organization, vol. 51, no. 4, Autumn 1997, pp. 513-553: 

http://www.princeton.edu/~amoravcs/library/preferences.pdf  

 

Zacher, Mark W., and Richard A. Matthew, ‘Liberal International Theory: Common Threads, 

Divergent Strands’, in Charles Kegley (ed.), Controversies in International Relations Theory: 

Realism and the Neoliberal Challenge (Macmillan, 1995), pp. 107-140. 

 

Beitz, Charles R., ‘International Liberalism and Distributive Justice: A Survey of Recent 

Thought’, World Politics, vol. 51, no. 2, January 1999, pp. 269-96 (review article): 

http://www.jstor.org/pss/25054076  

 

Keohane, Robert, ‘International Liberalism Reconsidered’, in John Dunn (ed.), The Economic 

Limits to Modern Politics (Cambridge: CUP, 1992), pp. 165-95 

 

On Realism 

 

Early realist tradition: T. Hobbes, Leviathan; N. Machiavelli, The Prince; Thucydides, The 

Peloponnesian War  

 

Carr, E. H., The Twenty Years Crisis (1939, most recent edition: Palgrave Macmillan, 2001) 

 

Krasner, S. D., Sovereignty: Organized Hypocrisy (Princeton UP, 1999) 
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Mearsheimer, J., The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (Norton, 2001) 

 

Morgenthau, H., Politics among nations: the struggle for power and peace (1948, most recent 

edition: McGraw Hill, 1993) 

 

Waltz, K., Man, the State and War: A Theoretical Analysis (1959, most recent edition: Columbia 

UP, 2001) especially chapters 6 and 7; also Waltz, K., Theory of International Politics (Addison-

Wesley, 1979) 

 

Walker, R. B. J., ‘Realism, Change and International Politics Theory’, International Studies 

Quarterly, vol. 31, no. 1, March 1987, pp. 65-86: http://www.jstor.org/pss/2600660  

 

Wohlforth, W., ‘Realism’, in C. Reus-Smit and D. Snidal (eds.), The Oxford Handbook of 

International Relations (OUP, 2008), chapter 7 

 

Week 3: Neorealism and Neoliberal Institutionalism 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. What are the strengths of Neorealism and why has it had such an impact on IR theory? 

 

2. What is neoliberal institutionalism and where is this analysis cogent? 

 

Required 

 

Baldwin, David A., ‘Neoliberalism, Neorealism and World Politics’, in D. A. Baldwin (ed.), 

Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate (Columbia UP, 1993), chapter 1 

 

Jervis, Robert, ‘Realism, Neoliberalism and Cooperation: Understanding the Debate’, 

International Security, vol. 24, no. 1, Summer 1999, pp. 24-64:  

http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/publication/579/realism_neoliberalism_and_cooperation.html  

 

Taliaferro, Jeffrey W., ‘Security-Seeking Under Anarchy: Defensive Realism Reconsidered’, 

International Security, vol. 25, no. 3, Winter 2000-2001, pp. 152-86: 

http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/publication/410/security_seeking_under_anarchy.html  

 

Recommended 

 

Kegley, C., Controversies in International Relations Theory: Realism and the Neoliberal 

Challenge (Macmillan, 1995), chapter 1 

 

Grieco, J., ‘Anarchy and the Limits of Cooperation: A Realist Critique of the Newest Liberal 

Institutionalism’, International Organization, vol. 42, no. 3, Summer 1988, pp. 485-507: 

http://www.jstor.org/pss/2706787  

 

Neorealism 
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Linklater, Andrew, ‘Neorealism in Theory and Practice’, in Ken Booth and Steve Smith (eds.), 

International Relations Theory Today (Penn State University Press, 1995), chapter 11 

 

Waltz, Kenneth, ‘Realist Thought and Neorealist Theory’, Journal of International Affairs, vol. 

44, no. 1, Summer 1990, pp. 21-37: http://www.irchina.org/waltz/waltz1990.pdf  

 

Kratochwil, F., ‘The embarrassment of changes: neo-realism as the science of Realpolitik 

without politics’, Review of International Studies, vol. 19, no. 1, January 1993, pp. 63-80: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=6300376  

 

Keohane, R., Neorealism and Its Critics (Columbia UP, 1986) 

 

Waltz, Kenneth, ‘Structural Realism After the Cold War’, International Security, vol. 25, no. 1, 

Summer 2000, pp. 5-41: 

http://www.columbia.edu/itc/sipa/U6800/readings-sm/Waltz_Structural%20Realism.pdf  

 

Waltz, Kenneth, ‘The Emerging Structure of International Politics’, International Security, vol. 

18, no. 2, Autumn 1993, pp. 44-79: 

http://isites.harvard.edu/fs/docs/icb.topic162929.files/I__Great_Power_Rivalry/Waltz.pdf  

 

Jervis, Robert, ‘Realism, Game Theory and Cooperation’, World Politics, vol. 40, no. 3, April 

1988, 317-49: http://www.jstor.org/pss/2010216  

 

Neoliberalism 

 

Keohane, R., After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy (1984, 

most recent edition: Princeton UP, 2005) 

 

Milner, Helen, ‘International Theories of Cooperation among Nations: Strengths and 

Weaknesses’, World Politics, vol. 44, no. 3, April 1992, p. 466-94 (review article):  

http://www.jstor.org/pss/2010546  

 

Keohane, R., Power and Governance in a Partially Globalized World (Routledge, 2002) 

 

Keohane, R. And J. Nye, Power and Interdependence, 5
th
 edition (Longman, 2001) 

 

Ikenberry, John et al., ‘Introduction: Unipolarity, State Behaviour and Systemic Consequences’, 

World Politics, vol. 61, no. 1, January 2009, pp. 1-27: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=2919340  

 

Week 4: War and Deterrence  
 

* NOTE: Week 4 and all subsequent weeks are small group lectures 

 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. Why has security been so important for theorists of international relations? 
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2. Is more security better? 

 

3. According to Stephen Walt, what is the security dilemma posed by Iran and the 

appropriate response?  

 

Required 

 

Buzan, Barry et al., Security: A New Framework for Analysis (Lynne Rienner, 1998), pp. 1-45 

 

Kolodziej, Edward A., Security and International Relations (Cambridge University Press, 2005), 

Introduction and Chapter 3 

 

Jervis, Robert, ‘Cooperation under the Security Dilemma’, World Politics, vol.30, no. 2, January 

1978, pp. : http://www.jstor.org/pss/2009958  

 

Howard, Michael, ‘Reassurance and Deterrence’, Foreign Affairs, vol. 61, no. 2, winter 1982-

1983:  

http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/37127/michael-howard/reassurance-and-deterrence-

western-defense-in-the-1980s  

 

Walt, Stephen M., ‘How not to contain Iran’, Foreign Policy, March 5, 2010: 

http://walt.foreignpolicy.com/posts/2010/03/05/how_not_to_contain_iran 

 

Recommended 

 

Booth, Ken and Nicholas J. Wheeler, The Security Dilemma: Fear, Cooperation, and Trust in 

World Politics (Palgrave Macmillan, 2007), Introduction and Conclusion 

 

Robert Jervis, Perception and Misperception in International Politics (Princeton UP, 1976), 

chapter 3 

 

Zagare, F., The Dynamics of Deterrence (University of Chicago, 1987) 

 

Brown and Ainley, Understanding International Relations, 4
th
 edition, chapters 5 and 6 

 

Waltz, Kenneth, ‘The Origins of War in Neorealist Theory’, Journal of Interdisciplinary History, 

vol. 18, no. 4, Spring 1988, pp. 615-28: 

http://www.columbia.edu/itc/sipa/S6800/courseworks/OriginsOfWar.pdf  

 

Rothschild, Emma, ‘What is Security?’ Daedalus, vol. 124, no. 3, 1995, pp. 53-98: 

http://www.jstor.org/pss/20027310  

  

Mingst, K. and J. Snyder (eds.), Essential Readings in World Politics, 2
nd
 edition, (Norton, 

2004), chapter 8 (Clausewitz, Schelling, Jervis, Posen and Fearon) 

 

Background to accompany Stephen Walt: ‘Neocon 101: Some basic questions answered’, The 

Christian Science Monitor: www.faculty.rcc.edu/sellick/Neocon%20101.pdf (reprinted) 
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Week 5: Constructivism 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. What does Wendt mean when he says that ‘anarchy is what the states make of it’? 

 

2. What cases illustrate the potential for a constructivist understanding of the problem of 

social change? 

 

* Guidelines for writing assigned essays will be discussed at this lecture. 

 

Required 

 

Christian Reus-Smit, ‘Constructivism,’ in Scott Burchill et al., Theories of International 

Relations, 4
th
 edition (Palgrave MacMillan, 3

rd
 edition 2005), pp. 188-212 

 

Krasner, Stephen D., ‘Wars, hotel fires, and plane crashes’, Review of International Studies, vol. 

26, no. 1, 2000, pp. 131-36: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=33423   

 

Wendt, A., ‘Anarchy is what states make of it: the social construction of power politics’, 

International Organization, vol. 46, no. 2, Spring 1992, pp. 391‐425: 

http://www.jstor.org/pss/2706858  

 

Checkel, Jeffrey T., ‘The constructivist turn in International Relations theory’, World Politics, 

vol. 50, no. 2, January 1998, pp. 324-48: http://www.jstor.org/pss/25054040  

 

Recommended 

 

Brown and Ainley, Understanding International Relations, 4
th
 edition, chapter 3 

 

Onuf, Nicholas G., ‘Constructivism: a user’s manual’, in Vendulka Kubálková et al., 

International Relations in a constructed world (Sharpe, 1998), Chapter 3  

 

Barnett, Michael N., Dialogues in Arab Politics (Columbia University Press, 1998) 

 

Searle, John R., The Construction of Social Reality (Allen Lane, 1995) 

 

Zehfuss, M., ‘Constructivism and identity: A dangerous liaison’, European Journal of 

International Relations, vol. 7, no. 3, September 2001, pp. 319-63: 

http://ejt.sagepub.com/content/7/3/315.abstract 

 

Wendt, Alexander, ‘Constructing International Politics’, International Security, vol. 20, no. 1, 

Summer 1995, pp. 71-81: 

http://faculty.maxwell.syr.edu/hpschmitz/PSC124/PSC124Readings/WendtConstructivism.pdf  
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Fearon, J. and Alexander Wendt, ‘Rationalism v. Constructivism: A Sceptical View’, in 

Carlsnaes et al. (eds.), Handbook of International Relations (London: Sage Publications, 2002), 

chapter 3 

 

Ruggie, John, ‘What Makes the World Hang Together? Neoutilitarianism and the Social 

Constructivist Challenge’, International Organization, vol. 52, no. 4, 1998, pp. 855-85:  

http://www.indiana.edu/~gradipe/docs/ruggie02.pdf  

 

Finnemore, Martha, and Kathryn Sikkink, ‘International Norm Dynamics and Political Change’, 

International Organization, vol. 52, no. 4, Autumn 1998, pp. 887-917: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=173303  

 

Finnemore, M., National Interests in International Society (Cornell UP, 1996) 

 

Guzzini, S., ‘A Reconstruction of Constructivism in International Relations’, European Journal 

of International Relations, vol. 6, no. 2, June 2000, 147-82: 

http://ejt.sagepub.com/content/6/2/147.abstract  

 

Week 6: The ‘English School’ 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. What are the key themes, purposes and concerns of the ‘English School’ of IR? 

 

2. Is the ‘English School’ simply a variety of Realism? 

 

Required 

 

Linklater, Andrew, ‘The English School’, in S. Burchill and A. Linklater et al., Theories of 

International Relations, 3rd edition 2005, chapter 4 

 

Copeland, Dale C., ‘A realist critique of the English School’, Review of International Studies, 

vol. 29, no. 3, 2003, pp. 427-41: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=163111 

 

Little, Richard, ‘The English School vs. American Realism: A meeting of minds or divided by a 

common language’, Review of International Studies, vol. 29, no. 3, July 2003, pp. 443-60: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=163113  

 

Bull, Hedley, ‘ Does Order Exist in World Politics?’ in Karen Mingst and Jack Snyder (eds.), 

Essential Readings in World Politics, 2
nd
 edition 2004, pp. 120-124 

 

Recommended 

 

‘Classical’ reading 

 

Buzan, Barry, ‘The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR’, Review of International 

Studies, vol. 27, no. 3, July 2001, pp. 471-88: 
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http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayJournal?jid=RIS  

 

Bull, H., The anarchical society: a study of order in world politics (Palgrave, 2002) 

 

Watson, A., The Evolution of International Society: A Comparative Historical Analysis 

(Routledge, 1992) 

 

Alderson, K., and A. Hurrell (eds.), Hedley Bull on International Society (Macmillan, 2000) 

 

‘Contemporary’ English School 

 

Hurrell, A., On Global Order: Power, Values and the Constitution of International Society 

(OUP, 2007) 

 

Linklater, A., and H. Suganami, The English School of International Relations (CUP, 2006), 

chapters 1-3 

 

Keene, Edward, Beyond the Anarchical Society: Grotius, Colonialism and Order in World 

Politics (CUP, 2002) 

 

Brown, Chris, ‘International theory and international society: the viability of the middle way’, 

Review of International Studies, vol. 21, no. 2, April 1995, pp. 183-96: 

http://www.jstor.org/pss/20097405 

 

Dunne, T., Inventing International Society: A History of the English School (Macmillan, 1998), 

chapter 1 ‘The English School’ 

 

Cox, Michael (ed.), International Relations special issue on the ‘English School’, vol. 17, no. 3, 

September 2003 (Contributions by Suganami, Dunne, Neumann, and Jones): 

http://ire.sagepub.com/content/17/3.toc  

 

Week 7: Reading week – NO CLASSES 
 

Week 8: Theorising the Post-Cold War era 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. What is the democratic peace thesis and what are some of the problems associated with 

it?  

 

2. Does Huntington’s thesis ‘Clash of civilizations?’ make any contribution to international 

relations theory? 

 

Required 

 

Pugh, Jeff, ‘Democratic Peace Theory: A Review and Evaluation’, CEMPROC Occasional Paper 

Series, April 2005, pp. 1-19: http://www.cemproc.org/democraticpeaceCWPS.pdf  
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Barkawi, Tarak and Mark Laffey, ‘The Imperial Peace: Democracy, Force and Globalisation’, 

European Journal of International Relations, vol. 5, no. 4, 1999, pp. 403-434: 

http://ejt.sagepub.com/content/5/4/403.abstract  

 

Takeyh, Ray, ‘What Democracy Could Bring’, New York Times Op-Ed, 4 February 2011: 

http://www.nytimes.com/2011/02/05/opinion/05iht-

edtakeyh05.html?_r=2&scp=11&sq=Democratic%20peace&st=cse 

 

Huntington, Samuel, ‘The clash of civilizations?’, Foreign Affairs, Summer 1993, pp. 22-49: 

http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/48950/samuel-p-huntington/the-clash-of-civilizations  

 

Fukuyama, Francis, ‘The end of history?’, The National Interest, Summer 1989, reprinted: 

http://collier.ukzn.ac.za/Chomsky/Fukuyama%20--%20End%20of%20history%20article.pdf  

 

Recommended 

 

Ray, James Lee, ‘Does Democracy Cause Peace?’ Annual Review of Political Science, 1998, pp. 

27-46: http://www.cc.rochester.edu/college/psc/clarke/204/Ray98.pdf  

 

Williams, M. C., ‘The Discipline of the Democratic Peace: Kant, Liberalism and the Social 

Construction of Security Communities’, European Journal of International Relations, vol. 7, no. 

4, December 2001, pp. 525-53: http://ejt.sagepub.com/content/7/4/525.abstract  

 

Brown, C. and Ainley, K., Understanding International Relations, 4
th
 edition 2009, chapters 5 

(‘Power and Security’) and 6 (‘The Balance of Power and War’) 

 

Mearsheimer, John, ‘Back to the Future: Instability in Europe after the Cold War’, International 

Security, vol. 15 (1990), 5-56: http://smp.fsv.cuni.cz/Mearsheimer.pdf  

 

Russett, B., Grasping the Democratic Peace (Princeton UP, 1995), especially Chapter 1 

 

Brown, M. E., et al., Theories of War and Peace (MIT Press, 1998), especially Part I and II 

 

Keohane, Robert, ‘The Diplomacy of Structural Change: Multilateral Institutions and State 

Strategies’, in Helga Haftendorn and Christian Tuschoff (eds.) America and Europe in an Era of 

Change (Westview, 1993), pp. 43-60 

 

Mansfield, E., and J. Snyder, ‘Democratization and the Danger of War’, International Security, 

vol. 20, no. 2, Summer 1995, pp. 179-200: 

http://www.polsci.wvu.edu/faculty/hauser/PS368/MansfieldSnyderDemocDangerWarIS1995.pdf 

 

Owen, John M., ‘How Liberalism Produces Democratic Peace’, International Security, vol. 19, 

no. 2, Autumn 1994, pp. 87-125: http://www.jstor.org/pss/2539197  

 

Doyle, Michael, ‘Kant, Liberal Legacies, and Foreign Affairs’, Philosophy & Public Affairs, vol. 

12, no. 3, Summer 1983, pp. 203-35: http://www.jstor.org/pss/2265298  
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Cavallar, G. ‘Kantian Perspectives on Democratic Peace: Alternatives to Doyle’, Review of 

International Studies, vol. 27, no. 2, April 2001, pp. 229-48: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=74947  

 

Mousseau, M., et al., ‘How the Wealth of Nations Conditions the Liberal Peace’, European 

Journal of International Relations, vol. 9, no. 2, June 2003, pp. 277-314: 

http://ejt.sagepub.com/content/9/2/277.short?rss=1&ssource=mfc 

 

Week 9: Marxism and International Politics 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. Who are the most important actors in international politics for Marx and why? 

 

2. What contributions does Neo-Gramscian thought make to IR theory? 

 

Required 

 

Linklater, Andrew, ‘Marxism’, in S. Burchill and A. Linklater et al., Theories of International 

Relations, 3rd edition 2005, chapter 5 

 

Cox, Robert W., ‘Gramsci, Hegemony and International Relations: An Essay in Method’, 

Millennium, vol. 12, no. 2, June 1983, pp. 162-75 

http://mil.sagepub.com/content/12/2/162.extract  

 

John Cassidy, ‘The Return of Karl Marx’, The New Yorker, 20 October 1997: 

http://www.newyorker.com/archive/1997/10/20/1997_10_20_248_TNY_CARDS_000379653  

 

Leo Panich, ‘Thoroughly Modern Marx’, Foreign Policy, May/June 2009: 

http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2009/04/15/thoroughly_modern_marx  

 

Recommended 

 

Rupert, M., ‘Globalising common sense: a Marxian-Gramscian (re)vision’, Review of 

International Studies, vol. 29, S 1, December 2003, pp. 181-98: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract;jsessionid=EE98F0E5DAABA331BD9809

6457AA1BED.tomcat1?fromPage=online&aid=209171  

 

Cox, Robert W., ‘Social Forces, States and World Orders: Beyond International Relations 

Theory’, Millennium, vol. 10, no. 2, 1981, pp. 126-55: 

http://www.iiss.ee/files/7/IISS6001_Cox_Social%20forces_1981.pdf  

 

Linklater, A., Beyond Realism and Marxism: Critical Theory and International Relations 

(Macmillan, 1990), chapters 2-6 

 

Ashley, Richard K., ‘The Poverty of Neorealism’, International Organization, vol. 38, no. 2, 

Spring 1984, pp. 225-286: http://www.jstor.org/pss/2706440  
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Wallerstein, I., The Modern World-System (1989) 

 

Gramsci, A., Prison Notebooks (Columbia UP, 1991) 

 

Dennis the Peasant (Monty Python): http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dOOTKA0aGI0 

 

Week 10: Critical Perspectives on Security 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. In what ways is the concept of security contested by Critical Security Studies? 

 

2. What is the appropriate focus of ‘security’: states, human beings, or something else? 

 

Assignment for study brief: 

 

Visit the Global Security Matrix: 

http://www.watsoninstitute.org/globalsecuritymatrix/explore.html 

 

1. Complete your own Security Matrix, ranking all the possible threats according to the 

provided scale.  Provide a written explanation for your choices. 

 

Required 

 

Booth, Ken, ‘Security and Emancipation’, Review of International Studies, vol. 17, no. 4, 

October 1991, pp. 313-27: http://www.jstor.org/pss/20097269  

 

Williams, Michael C., ‘Words, Images, Enemies: Securitization and International Politics’, 

International Studies Quarterly, vol. 47, no. 4, December 2003, pp. 511-31:  

http://www.jstor.org/pss/3693634  

 

Freedman, Lawrence, ‘International Security: Changing Targets’, Foreign Policy, Spring 1998, 

pp. 48-63: http://www.jstor.org/pss/1149276  

 

James Der Derian, ‘Global Security Manifesto’ (March 2005). Available at: 

http://www.watsonblogs.org/globalsecurity/archives/2005/03/global_security_1.html 

 

Recommended 

 

Booth, K. and N. J. Wheeler, The Security Dilemma: Fear, Cooperation, and Trust in World 

Politics (Palgrave Macmillan, 2008) 

 

Buzan, Barry, ‘Rethinking Security after the Cold War’, Cooperation and Conflict, vol. 32, no. 

1, March 1997, pp. 5-28: http://cac.sagepub.com/content/32/1/5.short?rss=1&ssource=mfc  

 

Mutimer, David, ‘Critical Security Studies: A Schismatic History’, in Alan Collins (ed.), 

Contemporary Security Studies (Oxford University Press, 2007), pp. 53-74. 
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Smith, Steve, ‘The Increasing Insecurity of Security Studies’, Contemporary Security Policy, 

vol. 20, no. 3, December 1999, pp. 72-100: 

http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/13523269908404231  

 

Hansen, Lene, ‘The Mermaid’s Silent Security Dilemma and the Absence of Gender in the 

Copenhagen School’, Millennium, vol. 29, no. 2, 2000, pp. 285-306: 

http://mil.sagepub.com/content/29/2/285.extract  

 

Smith, S., ‘The Contested Concept of Security’, in Ken Booth (ed.), Critical Security Studies and 

World Politics (Lynne Rienner, 2005), pp. 27-62 

 

McSweeney, B., Security, Identity and Interests: A Sociology of International Relations 

(Cambridge University Press, 2004) 

 

Krause, Keith, ‘Critical Theory and Security Studies: The Research Programme of ‘Critical 

Security Studies’’, Cooperation and Conflict, vol. 33, no. 3, September 1998, p. 298-333: 

http://cac.sagepub.com/content/33/3/298.abstract 

 

Hansen, Lene, ‘A Case for Seduction?  Evaluating the Poststructuralist Conceptualization of 

Security’, Cooperation and Conflict, vol. 32, no. 4, December 1997, pp. 369-97: 

http://cac.sagepub.com/content/32/4/369.abstract  

 

Huysmans, J., ‘Defining Social Constructivism in Security Studies: The Normative Dilemma of 

Writing Security’, Alternatives, vol. 27, no. 1, January 2002, pp. 41-62: 

http://oro.open.ac.uk/4237/  

 

Week 11: The Global ‘War on Terror’ 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. Does international relations theory provide explanations for US and UK military action in 

response to the attacks? 

 

2. Will terrorism in the West fundamentally change international relations theory? 

 

Required 

 

Mearsheimer, John, J., ‘Imperial by Design’, The National Interest, 16 December 2010. 

Available at: http://nationalinterest.org/article/imperial-by-design-4576 

 

Boot, Max, ‘Neither New nor Nefarious: The Liberal Empire Strikes Back’ Current History 

(Nov 2003): http://www.mtholyoke.edu/acad/intrel/bush/boot.htm  

 

Boyle, Michael J., ‘The war on terror in American grand strategy’, International Affairs, vol. 84, 

no. 2, March 2008, pp. 191-209: 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1468-2346.2008.00699.x/abstract  
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Pape, Robert A., ‘The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism’, American Political Science Review, 

vol. 97, no. 3, August 2003, pp. 343-361: 

http://www.jstor.org/stable/3117613  

 

Recommended 

 

Mearsheimer, John J. and Stephen Walt, ‘An Unnecessary War’, Foreign Policy, no. 134 

(January/February, 2003), pp. 51-59: 

http://mearsheimer.uchicago.edu/pdfs/A0032.pdf 

 

Widmaier, W. W., ‘Constructing Foreign Policy Crises: Interpretive Leadership in the Cold War 

and War on Terrorism’, International Studies Quarterly, vol. 51, no. 4, December 2007, pp. 779–

94: http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1468-2478.2007.00476.x/abstract  

 

Mann, M., ‘The First Failed Empire of the 21
st
 Century’, Review of International Studies, vol. 

30, no. 4, October 2004, pp. 631-53: 

http://www.sussex.ac.uk/Users/ssfa2/mann%20failed%20empire.pdf  

 

Freedman, L., ‘The Age of Liberal Wars’, Review of International Studies, vol. 31, Supplement, 

December 2005, pp. 93-107:  

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=415636  

 

Hoffman, B., Inside Terrorism (Colombia University Press, 2006) 

 

Kurth Cronin, Audrey, ‘How Al Qaeda Ends, The Decline and Demise of Terrorist Groups’, 

International Security, vol. 31, no. 1, Summer 2006, pp. 7-48:  

http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/publication/772/how_alqaida_ends.html  

 

Roberts, A., ‘The War on Terror in Historical Perspective’, Survival, vol. 47, no. 2, Summer 

2005, pp. 101-30: http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00396330500156594  

 

Duffield, Mark, ‘War as a Network Enterprise: The New Security Terrain and Its Implications’, 

Cultural Values, vol. 6, no. 1, 2002, pp. 153-65: 

http://www.upf.edu/iuhjvv/_pdf/arrels/dossier/duffield/duffield4.pdf  

 

Badie, Dina, ‘Groupthink, Iraq, and the War on Terror: Explaining US Policy Shift toward Iraq’, 

Foreign Policy Analysis, vol. 6, no. 4, October 2010, pp. 277-296: 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1743-8594.2010.00113.x/abstract  

 

Clarke, R., Against All Enemies: Inside America’s War on Terrorism (2004) 

 

Hilary Term 
 

B. International Human Rights Regimes 
 

Week 1: Human Rights in International Relations 
 

Questions for consideration 
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1. What are ‘human rights’? How does the concept feature in international relations theory? 

 

2. Which is more important: hard law or soft law?  Regardless, is soft law an important 

feature of international relations? 

 

Introductory 

 

Donnelly, Jack, ‘Human Rights’, in Baylis, Smith and Owens, The Globalization of World 

Politics, 5
th
 edition, chapter 30 

 

Required 

 

Charter of the United Nations: www.un.org/aboutun/charter 

 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights: http://www.un.org/en/documents/udhr/  

 

Hunt, Lynn, Inventing Human Rights (Norton and Company, 2007), pp. 15-34 

 

Reus-Smit, C., ‘Human Rights and the Social Construction of Sovereignty’, Review of 

International Studies, vol. 27, no. 4, October 2001, pp. 519-538: 

http://nationalism.org/library/science/ir/reus-smit/reus-smit-ris-2001-27-04.pdf  

 

Hafner-Burton, Emilie and Kiyoteru Tsutsui, ‘Justice Lost! The Failure of International Human 

Rights Law to Matter Where Needed Most’, Journal of Peace Research, vol. 44, no. 4, July 

2007, pp. 407-425: http://jpr.sagepub.com/content/44/4/407.short  

 

‘Stand Up For Your Rights!’ The Economist, 22 May 2007: 

http://www.economist.com/node/8888856  

 

Recommended 

 

Simmons, B., Mobilizing for Human Rights: International Law in Domestic Politics (CUP, 

2009), Introduction 

 

Risse, Thomas and Kathryn Sikkink, ‘The Socialization of International Human Rights Norms 

into Domestic Practices: Introduction’, in Thomas Risse et al., (eds.), The Power of Human 

Rights: International Norms and Domestic Change (CUP, 1999), pp. 1-39. 

 

Glendon, Mary Ann, A World Made New: Eleanor Roosevelt and the Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights (Random House, 2002), pp. 3-34 

 

Sen, Amartya, ‘Elements of a Theory of Human Rights’, Philosophy and Public Affairs, vol. 32, 

no. 4, 2004, pp. 315-356: http://www.mit.edu/~shaslang/mprg/asenETHR.pdf  

 

Michael Ignatieff, ‘Human Rights as Politics’, in Human Rights as Politics and Idolatry 

(Princeton University Press, 2001) pp. 3-52 
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Week 2: The United Nations, Human Rights and Reform 
 

Questions for consideration 

 

1. Which approach to the study of international relations best explains the role of the United 

Nations in promoting cooperation among states and peoples? 

 

2. Does the UN play an effective role in the promotion and protection of human rights?  

Which criticisms do you find most compelling and why? 

 

Required 

 

Taylor and Curtis, ‘The United Nations’, in Baylis, Smith and Owens, The Globalization of 

World Politics, 5
th
 edition 2011, chapter 19 

 

Weiss, T., What’s Wrong with the United Nations (and How to Fix it) (Polity, 2008), especially 

pp. 1-49 and Conclusion 

 

Danchin, P. G. and H. Fischer, United Nations Reform and the New Collective Security 

(Cambridge University Press, 2010), especially pp. 1-33  

 

Luck, Edward, ‘How Not to Reform the United Nations’, Global Governance, vol. 11, 2005, pp. 

407-14: http://www.jstor.org/pss/27800582  

  

‘Thinking the Unthinkable’, The Economist, 11 November 2010: 

http://www.economist.com/node/17463443  

 

‘John Bolton In His Own Words: Bush’s UN Ambassador Nominee Condemns United Nations’:  

(Democracy Now MP3 stream): 

http://ia700500.us.archive.org/21/items/dn2005-0331/dn2005-0331-1_64kb.mp3  

 

Recommended 

 

Centre for UN Reform: http://www.centerforunreform.org/ 

 

Papers and resolutions on UN reform (International Progress Organization):  

http://www.i-p-o.org/unref.htm  

 

Mingst, K., and M. Karns, The United Nations in the 21
st
 Century (Boulder, 2006), chapters 1 

and 7 

 

‘Schwartzberg, J., ‘Revitalizing the UN: Reform Through Weighted Voting’ (2004):  

http://globalsolutions.org/files/public/documents/Schwartzberg_Weighted_Voting.pdf 

 

(Summary of Schwartzberg: www.ony.unu.edu/RevitalizingUN.pdf) 

 

Hannay, D., New World Disorder: the UN after the Cold War, an insider’s view (I. B. Taurus, 

2008)   
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Russett, Bruce, ‘Ten Balances for Weighing UN Reform Proposals’, Political Science Quarterly, 

vol. 111, no. 2, Summer 1996, pp. 259-69: http://www.jstor.org/pss/2152321  

 

Alston, Philip, ‘Reconceiving the UN Human Rights Regime: Challenges Confronting the New 

UN Human Rights Council’, Journal of International Law, vol. 7, 2006: 

http://www.chrgj.org/publications/docs/wp/WPS_NYU%20_CHRGJ_Alston_Final.pdf  

 

Mats, Berdal, ‘The United Nations Security Council: Ineffective but Indispensable’, Survival, 

vol. 45, no. 2, Summer 2003, pp. 7-30: 

http://pookerb.com/214-IR/wk03/Claude-PeaceAndSecurity.pdf.pdf  

Glennon, Michael, ‘Why the Security Council Failed’, Foreign Affairs, vol. 82, no. 3, May/June 

2003: http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/58972/michael-j-glennon/why-the-security-council-

failed  

 

Week 3: The Regional Application of Human Rights Norms: Africa, Americas 

and Europe 
 

Questions for Consideration 

 

1. Does a regional approach to human rights offer good opportunities for the effective 

enforcement of human rights? 

 

2. What are some of the social, political, cultural, historical differences among the regions 

that may explain the different challenges for the realization of human rights? 

 

Required 

 

Andrew Moravcsik, ‘The Origins of Human Rights Regimes: Democratic Delegation in Post-

War Europe’, International Organization, vol. 54, no. 2, 2000, pp. 217-252 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=164775 

 

Cavallaro, J., and S. Erin Brewer, ‘Reevaluating Regional Human Rights Litigation in the 

Twenty-First Century: The Case of the Inter-American Court’, The American Journal of 

International Law, vol. 102, no. 4, October 2008, pp. 768-827 

http://www.escrnet.org/usr_doc/Cavallero_and_Brewer,_Reevaluating_HR_Litigation_in_21st_

Century_in_the_IACHR.pdf 

  

Murray, Rachel H., ‘Recent Developments in African Human Rights System 2007’, Human 

Rights Law Review, vol. 8, no. 2, 2008, pp. 356-76: 

http://hrlr.oxfordjournals.org/content/8/2/356.extract  

 

Kim, Jina, ‘Development of Regional Human Rights Regime: Prospects for and Implications to 

Asia’, in Yozo Yokota (ed.), Contentious Politics and Human Rights (Tokyo Foundation, 2009), 

chapter 4: http://www.sylff.org/wordpress/wp-content/uploads/2009/03/sylff_p57-1022.pdf  

 

Recommended 
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Farer, Tom, ‘The Rise of the Interamerican Human Rights Regime: No Longer a Unicorn, Not 

yet an Ox’, Human Rights Quarterly, vol. 19, no. 3, 1997, pp. 510-46: 

http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/human_rights_quarterly/v019/19.3farer.html 

  

Serrano, Monica, ‘The human rights regime in the Americas: Theory and reality ‘, in Monica 

Serrano and Ramesh Thakur (eds.), The Human Rights Regime in the 

Americas: Theory and Reality (United Nations University Press, 2010): 

http://i.unu.edu/unu/u/publication/000/002/245/human_rights_regimes_in_the_americas_sample

1.pdf  

 

Heyns, Christof et al., ‘A schematic comparison of regional human rights systems: An update’, 

International Journal on Human Rights, vol. 3, no. 2, 2006, 308-20: 

http://www.scielo.br/pdf/sur/v3n4/en_09.pdf 

 

Lutz, Ellen and Kathryn Sikkink, ‘International Human Rights Law and Practice in Latin 

America’, International Organization, vol. 54, no. 3, Summer 2000, pp. 633-59: 

http://www.jstor.org/pss/2601347  

 

An-Na’im, Abdullahi A., ‘Human Rights in the Arab World: a Regional Perspective’ in Human 

Rights Quarterly, vol. 23, no .3, August 2001, pp. 701-32: 

http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/human_rights_quarterly/v023/23.3an-naim.html  

 

Week 4: The United Nations and National Human Rights Institutions 

(NHRIs) 
 

Questions for Consideration 

 

1. How has the UN promoted NHRI diffusion across contrasting political regimes?  What 

explains this enthusiasm for the NHRI project?  

 

2. How can rights advocacy by NHRIs in international arenas (the UN) secure substantive 

results at the domestic level? 

 

Required 

 

Goodman, Ryan and Thomas Pegram (eds.), Human Rights, State Compliance, and Social 

Change: Assessing National Human Rights Institutions (Cambridge University Press, 2012), 

especially Introduction (Goodman and Pegram), chapters 5 (Sidoti) and 12 (Rosenblum) 

Available on WebCT 

 

Pegram, Thomas, ‘Diffusion across political systems: the global spread of national human rights 

institutions’, Human Rights Quarterly, vol. 32, no. 3, August 2010, pp. 729-760: 

http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/human_rights_quarterly/summary/v032/32.3.pegram.html  

 

Recommended 

 

Cardenas, Sonia ‘Emerging Global Actors: The United Nations and National Human 

Rights Institutions’, Global Governance, vol. 23, 2003, pp. 23-42: 
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http://www.jstor.org/pss/27800462  

 

‘Protectors or Pretenders? Government Human Rights Commissions in Africa’, Human Rights 

Watch (HRW, 2001): http://www.hrw.org/legacy/reports/2001/africa/ 

  

Cardenas, Sonia, ‘Norm Collision: Explaining the Effects of International Human Rights 

Pressure on State Behaviour’, International Studies Review, vol. 6, no. 2, June 2004, pp. 213-31: 

http://www.jstor.org/pss/3699591  

 

International Council on Human Rights Policy, Performance and Legitimacy: National 

Human Rights Institutions (ICHRP, 2000):  

http://www.ichrp.org/files/reports/17/102_report_en.pdf  

 

Pohjolainen, Anne-Elina, The Evolution of National Human Rights Institutions: The Role 

of the United Nations (The Danish Institute for Human Rights, 2006): 

http://www.foerderverein-mri.ch/c_data/Evolution_of_NHRIs.pdf 

 

Reif, Linda, ‘Building Democratic Institutions: The Role of National Human Rights Institutions 

in Good Governance and Human Rights Protection’, Harvard Human Rights Journal, vol. 13, 

2000, pp. 1-70: http://www.law.harvard.edu/students/orgs/hrj/iss13/reif.shtml  

 

Week 5: NGOs and Human Rights: Transnational Advocacy Networks 
 

Questions for Consideration 

 

1. How are transnational advocacy networks shaping the emerging global discourse on 

human rights and, more broadly, challenging international relations theory?  

 

2. Contrasting Keck and Hafner-Burton, what assessment can reasonably be made of the 

contribution of international human rights instruments to positive human rights outcomes 

worldwide? 

 

Required 

 

Willets, Peter, in Baylis, Smith and Owens, The Globalization of World Politics, 5
th
 edition 

2011, chapter 20 

 

Keck, Margaret and Katherine Sikkink, Activists Beyond Borders: Advocacy Networks in 

International Politics (Cornell University Press, 1998), especially chapter 1  

 

Hafner-Burton, Emilie, and James Ron, ‘Seeing Double: Human Rights Impact through 

Qualitative and Quantitative Eyes’ (Review Article), World Politics, vol. 61, no. 2, April 2009, 

pp. 360-401: http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/wp/summary/v061/61.2.hafner-burton.html  

 

AND 

 

Sikkink, Kathryn and Ann Marie Clark, ‘Information Effects and Human Rights Data: Is the 

Good News about Increased Human Rights Information Bad News for Human Rights 
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Measures?’ Draft paper presented at Hauser Colloquium, NYU Law School, November 2010, 

Available on WebCT 

 

Recommended 

 

Grugel, Jean, and Enrique Peruzzotti, ‘Grounding Global Norms in Domestic Politics: Advocacy 

Coalitions and the Convention on the Rights of the Child in Argentina’, Journal of Latin 

American Studies, vol. 42, no. 1, 2010, pp. 29-57: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=7492200  

 

Price, Richard, ‘Transnational Civil Society and Advocacy in World Politics’ (Review Article), 

World Politics, vol. 55, no. 4, July 2003, pp. 579-606: 

http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/world_politics/v055/55.4price.pdf  

 

Joachim, Jutta, ‘Framing Issues and Seizing Opportunities: The UN, NGOs and Women’s 

Rights’, International Studies Quarterly, vol. 47, no. 2, June 2003, pp. 247-74: 

http://www.jstor.org/pss/3693544  

 

Goodman, Ryan and Derek Jinks, ‘How to Influence States: Socialization and International 

Law’, Duke Law Journal, vol. 54, no. 3, December 2004, 621-703: 

http://www.law.harvard.edu/faculty/rgoodman/pdfs/GoodmanJinksHowtoInfluenceStates.pdf  

 

Hafner-Burton, Emily, ‘Sticks and Stones: Naming and Shaming and the Human Right 

Enforcement Problem’, International Organization, vol. 62, no. 4, 2008, pp. 689-716: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=2360784  

 

Wong, Wendy H., Centralizing Principles: How Amnesty International Shaped Human Rights 

Politics through its Transnational Network, Unpublished PhD Manuscript, University of 

California, San Diego: http://gradworks.umi.com/33/07/3307141.html  

 

Hopgood, S., Keepers of the Flame: Understanding Amnesty International (Cornell University 

Press, 2006) 

 

Franklin, J., ‘Shame on You: The Impact of Human Rights Criticism on Political Repression in 

Latin America’, International Studies Quarterly, vol. 52, no. 1, April 2008, pp. 187-211: 

http://go.owu.edu/~intsweb/Publications/James%20Franklin%20paper1.pdf  

 

Mertus, Julie, ‘From Legal Transplants to Transformative Justice: Human Rights and the 

Promise of Transnational Civil Society’, American University International Law Review, vol. 14, 

no. 5, 1999, pp. 1335-89: http://www.auilr.org/pdf/14/14-5-2.pdf  

 

Week 6: International Criminal Courts 
 

Questions for Consideration 

 

1. How accurate is it to say we are moving toward the universal enforcement of human 

rights? 
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2. What explains US longstanding opposition to the ICC? 

 

Required 

 

Reus-Smit, ‘International Law’, in Baylis, Smith and Owens, The Globalization of World 

Politics, 5
th
 edition 2011, chapter 17 

 

Roth, Kenneth, ‘The Case for Universal Jurisdiction’, Foreign Affairs (July August 

2001), pp. 150-154: 

http://faculty.maxwell.syr.edu/hpschmitz/PSC354/PSC354Readings/RothUniversalJurisdiction.p

df  

 

Kissinger, Henry, ‘The Pitfalls of Universal Jurisdiction’, Foreign Affairs (July/August 

2001), pp. 86-96: http://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/163/28174.html  

 

Mayerfied, Jamie, ‘Who Shall be Judge: The United States, the International Criminal Court and 

the Global Enforcement of Human Rights’, Human Rights Quarterly, vol. 25, no. 1, February 

2003, pp. 93-129: http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/hrq/v025/25.1mayerfeld.pdf  

 

Goldstone, Richard, ‘Does the ICC Target Africa?’ EQ: Equality of Arms Review, vol. 1, no. 2, 

March 2009, pp. 1-4:  

http://www.ibanet.org/Document/Default.aspx?DocumentUid=0F36BAD6-06A1-499A-AF1F-

0949E8135319  

 

‘The International Criminal Court bares its teeth’, The Economist, 12 May 2011:  

http://www.economist.com/node/18682044  

 

Recommended 

 

Posner, Eric, and Miguel F. P. De Figueiredo, Is the International Court of Justice Biased? 

Journal of Legal Studies, vol. 34, June 2005, pp. 599-630: 

http://www.ericposner.com/Is%20the%20International%20Court%20of%20Justice%20Biased.p

df  

 

Benjamin Valentino et al., ‘Covenants without the Sword: International Law and the Protection 

of Civilians in Times of War’, World Politics, vol. 58, no. 3, 2006, pp. 339-377 

http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/world_politics/v058/58.3valentino.html  

 

Gary Bass, ‘Do War Crimes Tribunals Work?’ in Stay the Hand of Vengeance: The Politics of 

War Crimes Tribunals (Princeton University Press, 2000), pp. 283- 310 

 

Smith, Charles A., ‘The Primacy of Politics: Justice, Power, and War Crimes Trials’, The Online 

Journal of Peace and Conflict Resolution, August 1999, pp. 1-41:  

http://www.ciaonet.org/olj/ojpcr/ojpcr_2_3/ojpcr_2_3a.html  

 

Week 7: Reading Week – NO CLASSES 
 

Week 8: Human Rights and Foreign Policy 
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Questions for Consideration 

 

1. In general, are states paying more or less attention to human rights through foreign 

policy?  Why? 

 

2. What human rights issues are of current concern in international policy-making?  How 

might these issues be addressed in the future by states? 

 

Required 

 

Chandler, D., From Kosovo to Kabul: Human Rights and International Intervention (2005), 

especially chapter 3 

 

Donnelly, J., Universal Human Rights in Theory and Practice, 2
nd
 Edition, (Cornell University 

Press, 2003), chapter 9 

 

Dittmer, Lowell, ‘Chinese Human Rights and American Foreign Policy: A Realist Approach’, 

The Review of Politics, vol. 63, no. 3, Summer 2001, pp. 433-459:  

http://www.jstor.org/pss/1408878 

 

Human Rights Watch, World Report 2011: A Facade of Action (HRW: 2011): 

http://www.hrw.org/world-report-2011/world-report-2011-facade-action 

 

‘Human rights? What’s that?’ The Economist, 14 October 2010: 

http://www.economist.com/node/17259138  

 

Roth, Kenneth, ‘Empty Promises: Obama’s Hesitant Embrace of Human Rights’, Foreign 

Affairs, February 24, 2010: http://www.hrw.org/news/2010/02/24/empty-promises  

 

Recommended 

 

Koh, H. H., ‘Repairing Our Human Rights Reputation’, New England Law Review, vol. 11, 

2009, pp. 11-20: http://assets.wne.edu/170/5_comm_Repairin.pdf  

 

Lowenthal, Abraham F., ‘Renewing Cooperation in the Americas’, in A. F. Lowenthal et al., The 

Obama Administration and the Americas: Agenda for Change (Brookings Institution Press, 

2009): 

http://www.brookings.edu/~/media/Files/Press/Books/2009/obamaadministrationandtheamericas/

obamaadministrationandtheamericas_ch1.pdf  

 

Vincent, R. J., Foreign Policy and Human Rights: Issues and Responses (CUP, 2009) 

 

Neumayer, Eric, Is Respect for Human Rights Rewarded?  An Analysis of Total Bilateral and 

Multilateral Aid Flows’, Human Rights Quarterly, vol.25, no. 2, May 2003, pp. 510-27: 

http://eprints.lse.ac.uk/611/1/HumanRightsQuarterly_25%282%29.pdf  
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Goldsmith, J., and Eric Posner, The Limits of International Law (Oxford University Press, 2005), 

chapter 4 

 

Week 9: International Human Rights and Intervention 
 

Questions for Consideration 

 

1. When is intervention justified, according to different IR theory approaches? 

 

2. Under what circumstances do governments undertake costly moral actions that chiefly 

affect the citizens of other states? 

 

Required 

 

Bellamy and Wheeler, ‘Humanitarian Intervention’, in Baylis, Smith and Owens, The 

Globalization of World Politics, 5
th
 edition 2011, chapter 31 

 

Chandler, D., From Kosovo to Kabul: Human Rights and International Intervention (2005), 

especially chapters 1 and 2 

 

Rengger, N. ‘The Judgment of War: On the Idea of Legitimate Force in World Politics’, Review 

of International Studies, vol. 31, Supplement, December 2005, pp. 143-161: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=415642  

 

Kaufman, Chaim and Robert Pape, ‘Explaining Costly International Moral Action’, International 

Organization, vol. 53, no. 4, Autumn 1999, pp. 631-68: http://www.jstor.org/pss/2601305  

 

Recommended 

 

Danchin, P. G. and H. Fischer, United Nations Reform and the New Collective Security 

(Cambridge University Press, 2010), chapter 3 

 

Holzgrefe, J. L., and R. O. Keohane, Humanitarian Intervention: Ethical, Legal, and Political 

Dilemmas (CUP. 2003) 

 

Price, R., and M. Zacher (eds.) The United Nations and Global Security (2004), especially 

chapters 11 and 15 

 

Ayoob, Mohammed, ‘Humanitarian Intervention and State Sovereignty’, International Journal 

of Human Rights, vol. 6, no. 1, 2002, pp. 81-102: 

http://www.mendeley.com/research/humanitarian-intervention-international-relations-1/  

 

International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty, The Responsibility to Protect 

(International Development Research Centre, 2001): 

http://www.gsdrc.org/go/display/document/legacyid/1488  

 

Thomas Weiss, ‘R2P after 9/11 and the World Summit’, Wisconsin International Law Journal, 

vol. 24, no. 3, 2006, 741-60: http://hosted.law.wisc.edu/wilj/issues/24/3/weiss.pdf  
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Wheeler, N., Saving Strangers: Humanitarian Intervention in International Society (2001), 

chapter 1 

 

Bellamy, A.J., ‘Humanitarian Responsibilities and Interventionist Claims in International 

Society’, Review of International Studies, vol. 29, no. 3, July 2003, pp. 321-340 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=163097  

 

Welsh, Jennifer, Humanitarian Intervention and International Relations (OUP, 2006) 

 

Gray, Christine, ‘A Crisis of Legitimacy for the UN Collective Security System?’ International 

and Comparative Law Quarterly, vol. 56, January 2007, pp. 157-70: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=1532408  

 

Week 10: The application of ‘Responsibility to Protect’: Contrasting Libya 

and Syria 
 

Questions for Consideration 

 

1. How novel is the idea of R2P within the existing international collective security regime? 

Is the charge of ‘humanitarian imperialism’ by its critics valid? 

 

2. Do the Libyan and Syrian internal conflicts offer grounds for coercive intervention under 

Pillar 3 of R2P?  What explains differences in outcome across these two cases? 

 

Required 

 

Welsh, Jennifer, ‘Implementing the Responsibility to Protect: Where Expectations Meet Reality’, 

Ethics & International Affairs, volume 24, no. 4, Winter 2010, pp. 415-30 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1747-7093.2010.00279.x/abstract  

 

Evans, Gareth and Mohamed Sahnoun, ‘The Responsibility to Protect’, Foreign Affairs, vol. 81, 

no. 6, November/December 2002, pp. 99-110: 

http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/58437/gareth-evans-and-mohamed-sahnoun/the-

responsibility-to-protect  

 

AND 

 

Chomsky, Noam, ‘Humanitarian Imperialism: The New Doctrine of Imperial Right’, Monthly 

Review, September 2008: http://www.chomsky.info/articles/200809--.htm   

 

‘An Idea Whose Time Has Come – And Gone?’ The Economist, 27 July 2009: 

http://www.economist.com/node/14087788  

 

Hehir, Aidan, ‘The Responsibility to Protect: ‘Sound and Fury Signifying Nothing?’ 

International Relations, vol. 24, no. 2, 2010, pp. 218-39: 

http://ire.sagepub.com/content/24/2/218.short?rss=1&ssource=mfr  
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On Libya and Syria (at time of writing) 

 

Pegram, Thomas, ‘The UN Security Council on Syria: Radical Change or Continuity?’: 

http://www.du.edu/korbel/hrhw/roundtable/2011/panel-c/09-2011/pegram-2011a.html  

 

Jones, Bruce D., ‘Libya and the Responsibilities of Power’, Survival, vol. 53, no. 3, May 2011, 

pp. 51-60 

 

Brown, Chris, Recent actions in Libya show that ‘liberal interventionism’ to support the human 

rights of civilians is not exempt from politics’, International Affairs LSE blog, April 15 2011: 

http://eprints.lse.ac.uk/35782/  

  

International Coalition for the Responsibility to Protect (ICRtoP): 

‘The Crisis in Libya’: http://www.responsibilitytoprotect.org/index.php/crises/crisis-in-libya  

‘The Crisis in Syria’: http://www.responsibilitytoprotect.org/index.php/crises/crisis-in-syria  

 

Muravchik, Joshua, ‘Protection Racket: ‘Responsibility to Protect’ Becomes a Doctrine’, World 

Affairs, July/August 2011: 

http://www.worldaffairsjournal.org/articles/2011-JulyAugust/Muravchik.html  

 

‘Responsibility to Protect: The lesson of Libya’, The Economist, 19 May 2011 

 

ICRtoP Blog: ‘Libya, Syria, and the Responsibility to Protect (RtoP)’ 

http://icrtopblog.org/2011/08/09/libya-syria-and-the-responsibility-to-protect-rtop/  

 

Zunes, Stephen, ‘Libya, the 'Responsibility to Protect,' and Double Standards’, Huffington Post, 

28 March 2011: 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/stephen-zunes/libya-the-responsibility-_b_841168.html  

 

Freedland, Jonathan, ‘Though the risks are very real, the case for intervention remains strong’, 

The Guardian, 22 March 2011: 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2011/mar/22/case-for-intervention-still-strong  

 

Recommended 

 

Bellamy, A. J., ‘Responsibility to Protect or Trojan Horse? The Crisis in Darfur and 

Humanitarian Intervention after Iraq’, Ethics & International Affairs, vol. 19, no. 2, 2006, pp. 

31-54: http://www.students.sbc.edu/ostrow06/resptoprotect.pdf  

 

Fisher, David and Nigel Biggar, ‘Was Iraq an unjust war?  A debate on the Iraq War and 

Reflections on Libya’, International Affairs, vol. 87, no. 3, May 2011, pp. 687-707: 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1468-2346.2011.00997.x/abstract  

 

Welsh, Jennifer, ‘Implementing the Responsibility to Protect: Where Expectations Meet Reality’, 

Ethics & International Affairs, volume 24, no. 4, Winter 2010, pp. 415-30 

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1747-7093.2010.00279.x/abstract  
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‘Implementing the responsibility to protect, Report of the Secretary General’, UN Doc. 

A/63/677, 12 January 2009: http://globalr2p.org/pdf/SGR2PEng.pdf  

 

Bellamy, A. J., ‘The Responsibility to Protect – Five Years On’, Ethics & International Affairs, 

vol. 24, no. 2, 2010, 143-69: http://www.responsibilitytoprotect.org/Bellamy.pdf  

 

Thakur, Ramesh, ‘Iraq and the Responsibility to Protect’, Global Dialogue, vol. 7, no. 1-2, 

Winter/Spring 2005: http://www.worlddialogue.org/content.php?id=327  

 

A (lively) General Assembly debate on R2P with Noam Chomsky, Gareth Evans, Edward C. 

Luck, among others – includes transcripts and webcasts: 

http://www.un.org/ga/president/63/interactive/responsibilitytoprotect.shtml  

 

Week 11: The Future of Human Rights in a Non-Western World 
 

Questions for Consideration 

 

1. Are human rights ‘universal’? 

 

2. How are ‘emerging powers’ (Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa) using human 

rights critiques against Western states, and what changes are seen over time? 

 

Required  

 

Freeman, M., Human Rights: an Interdisciplinary Approach (Polity Press, 2011), chapter 6 

 

Donnelly, Jack, ‘The Relative Universality of Human Rights’, Human Rights Quarterly, vol. 29, 

no. 2, May 2007, pp. 281-306: 

http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/human_rights_quarterly/v029/29.2donnelly.html 

 

Goodhart, Michael, ‘Neither relative nor universal. A response to Donnelly’, Human Rights 

Quarterly, vol. 30, no. 1, February 2008, pp. 183-93: 

http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/human_rights_quarterly/v030/30.1goodhart.html  

 

Donnelly, Jack, ‘Both universal and relative. A reply to Goodhart’, Human Rights Quarterly, 

vol. 30, no. 1, February 2008, pp. 194-204: 

http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/human_rights_quarterly/v030/30.1donnelly.pdf  

 

Bass, Gary J., ‘Human Rights Last’, Foreign Policy, March/April 2011: 

http://www.foreignpolicy.com/articles/2011/02/22/human_rights_last  

 

 

‘US Human Rights Report Raps China, Iran, Belarus’, Voice of America, April 8, 2011: 

http://www.voanews.com/english/news/US-Human-Rights-Report-Raps-China-Iran-Belarus-

119487999.html  

 

‘China Hits back with Report on U.S. Human Rights’, Xinhua, April 11, 2011: 

http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/china/2011-04/10/c_13822287.htm  
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Recommended 

 

Price, R, and M. Zacher (eds.) The United Nations and Global Security (Palgrave Macmillan, 

2004), especially chapter 12 

 

Franck, Thomas, ‘Are Human Rights Universal?’ Foreign Affairs, January/February 1997 

http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/56666/thomas-m-franck/are-human-rights-universal  

 

Sen, Amartya, ‘Elements of a Theory of Human Rights’, Philosophy and Public Affairs, vol. 32, 

no. 4, 2004, pp. 315-356: 

http://www.mit.edu/~shaslang/mprg/asenETHR.pdf  

 

Stammers, Neil, ‘Social Movements and the Social Construction of Human Rights’, Human 

Rights Quarterly, vol. 21, no. 4, November 1999, pp. 980-1008: 

http://muse.jhu.edu/login?uri=/journals/human_rights_quarterly/v021/21.4stammers.html  

 

Goodale, Mark and Sally Merry, ‘Introduction’, in The Practice of Human Rights: Tracking the 

Law Between the Global and the Local (Cambridge University Press, 2006), pp. 1-38. 

 

Baker, Philip, ‘Human Rights, Europe and the People’s Republic of China’, The China 

Quarterly, vol. 169, March 2002, pp. 45-63: 

http://journals.cambridge.org/action/displayAbstract?fromPage=online&aid=101319  

 

Cohen, Jean L., ‘Rethinking Human Rights, Democracy, and Sovereignty in the Age of 

Globalization’, Political Theory, vol. 36, no. 4, August 2008, pp. 578-606: 

http://ptx.sagepub.com/content/36/4/578.abstract  

 

Safi, L. M., ‘Towards an Islamic Tradition of Human Rights’, American Journal of 

Islamic Social Sciences, vol. 18, no. 1, 2000, pp. 17-42: 

http://accis.net/pdfs/Pol_Safi.pdf  

 

Week 12: Overview and Conclusion 
 

 

*** 
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C. Essay Questions 
 

Michaelmas Term 

 

In an essay of around 2000 words answer ONE of the following questions: 

 

1. What is the relationship between different theories of IR and American power? 

 

2. How ‘new’ is neo-realism? 

 

3. Compare and contrast the strengths and limitations of ‘offensive’ versus ‘defensive’ 

realism as an explanation for state aggression? 

 

4. In what ways is Marxist theorising still relevant to international relations?  

 

Hilary Term 

 

In an essay of around 2000 words answer ONE of the following questions: 

 

1. Does the UN always reflect the policies of its most powerful members (the ‘Permanent 5’ 

or P5)?  Based on this assessment, what are the prospects for enlargement of the UN 

Security Council? 

 

2. How are transnational advocacy networks shaping the emerging global discourse on 

human rights and, more broadly, challenging international relations theory? 

 

3. Is the selective application by international criminal tribunals against less powerful states 

an inherent feature of the international system? 

 

4. How novel is the idea of R2P within the existing international collective security regime? 

 

 

 

 

 

 


