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1. Course Description and Objectives

This is a research seminar in international relations that is intended to provide an opportunity to read and discuss a range of scholarly literature on cooperation in the international system and to complete their own research projects on related topics. It will be conducted in a highly participatory fashion. Students are expected to have read and critiqued all readings assigned for a given meeting in advance. In class we will engage in thoroughgoing analysis and debate about the readings and the issues they raise.
The course topic is international cooperation, i.e., coordinated policy adjustment by states for mutual benefit. We will study conditions conducive to establishing and maintaining cooperation in international politics, the design of international agreements and institutions, and the influence of international agreements and institutions on international relations. The course begins with an examination of the condition of anarchy governing world politics, in which no central authority exists to enforce agreements. Given anarchy, we ask, why does cooperation occur at all? What determines the prospects for international cooperation? During the remainder of the course, we discuss a wide variety of answers to these questions. These answers derive from very diverse analytical perspectives, from innovative computer simulations to examinations of real world diplomacy to psychological theories of perception to philosophical analyses of altruism and identity. We will conclude the course by considering some applications of these ideas to international conflict and cooperation in economic and security issues.

We will begin the semester with general theoretical treatments of the reasons to pursue international cooperation, the difficulties encountered in establishing successful cooperation, and the means through which it might be achieved. Next we will proceed to more specific studies of particular areas of international cooperation, including bargaining, negotiation, the management of international trade, regional integration, and environmental protection. Throughout the course, we will also spend time learning how to conduct international relations research, and the course will culminate with an individual research presentation by each student. You should, hopefully, leave this course with a better understanding of international relations, increased ability to design and conduct your own research, and improved skills in analytical thinking and writing.

2. Course Requirements and Evaluation
The format of this course shall be basically a seminar mixed with lecture. Thus, active participation of students in class discussion is most encouraged. Needless to say, all students are expected to have finished their required reading assignment prior to each session. Minimum requirements for students are (1) to make two presentations at least; (2) to take midterm examination; and (3) to submit A4 sized, 12 point-Times New Roman-font, double-spaced, approximately 20-page-long final term paper. Students are advised to consult instructor on their final term paper topic in the initial phase of the course so as to submit their preliminary research proposal by the 5th session.

READING

Discussions will primarily focus on the readings marked with an asterisk * for each session. Since virtually all required readings are drawn from journal articles and excerpt from books, they will be available in the format of photocopied course pack, which we will use throughout the course.

GRADING
The grades will be assigned as follows:

30% - Midterm Exam

30% - Final Term Paper
40% - Participation & Professionalism, including presentations, comments, and class discussion (NOTE: Professionalism refers to factors such as attendance, promptness, courtesy, overall improvement, and other intangibles, to be evaluated and assigned at the discretion of the instructor.)
3. Class Schedule: Topics and Readings
Note: The items marked with an asterisk * indicate required readings whereas those without an asterisk recommended ones.
Week 1 (March 7) Introduction

Since it is for an obvious reason unrealistic to expect students to attend the first session with assigned reading completed, I have not assigned reading materials for the first week. Instead, I will deliver a short lecture on the evolution of the study of international cooperation, in addition to course introduction and class organization. During the session, make sure to review syllabus carefully.
Week 2 (March 14) Why Cooperate?
*Arthur Stein, Why Nations Cooperate: Circumstance and Choice in International Relations (Ithaca: Cornell Univ. Press, 1990), chapters 1-2.
*Helen Milner, "International Theories of Cooperation among Nations: Strengths and Weakness," World Politics 44 (3), 1992.
*Alexander Wendt, "Anarchy Is What States Make of It: The Social Construction of Power Politics," International Organization 46:2 (Spring 1992), 391-426.
Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994), chapter 1.
Kenneth A. Shepsle and Mark S. Bonchek,. Analyzing Politics: Rationality, Behavior, and Institutions. (New York: W.W. Norton and Company, 1997), chapters 8-10.

Week 3 (March 21) Framing International Cooperation in Theoretical Perspectives: The Assumption of Anarchy and Critiques
*Kenneth A. Oye, "Explaining Cooperation under Anarchy: Hypotheses and Strategies," in Kenneth A. Oye, ed., Cooperation under Anarchy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1986), 1-24.
*Robert Axelrod and Robert O. Keohane, "Achieving Cooperation under Anarchy: Strategies and Institutions," in Kenneth A. Oye, ed., Cooperation under Anarchy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1986), 226-254.

*Robert Axelrod, The Evolution of Cooperation (New York: Basic Books. 1984), 3-69, also take a look at 192-215 if interested in some details.

Helen V. Milner, "The Assumption of Anarchy in International Relations Theory: A Critique," in David A. Baldwin, ed., Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate (New York: Columbia University Press, 1993), 143-169.
Duncan Snidal, "The Game Theory of International Politics," in Kenneth A. Oye(ed.), Cooperation under Anarchy (Princeton: Princeton Univ. Press, 1986).
Hans J. Morgenthau and Kenneth W. Thompson, Politics among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace, 6th Ed. (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1985), pp. 3-17.
Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1979), 79-106.
Week 4 (March 28) Issues in Debate: Absolute Gains vs. Relative Gains

*Arthur Stein, Why Nations Cooperate: Circumstance and Choice in International Relations (Ithaca: Cornell Univ. Press, 1990), chapters 5-6.
*Robert Powell, “Absolute and Relative Gains in International Relations Theory,” American Political Science Review 85: 4 (1991).
*Robert Powell, "Anarchy in International Relations Theory: the Neorealist-Neoliberal Debate," International Organization 48 (2), 1994.
Steven L. Lamy, ‘Contemporary Mainstream Approaches: Neo-realism and Neo-liberalism,’ in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), pp. 182-199.

Week 5 (April 4) Hegemony and Institutions
*Robert O. Keohane, After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1984).

*George W. Downs, David M. Rocke, and Peter N. Barsoom, “Is the Good News about Compliance Good News about Cooperation?” International Organization 50:3 (Summer 1996), 379-406.
Kenneth W. Abbott and Duncan Snidal, “Why States Act Through Formal International Organizations,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 42 (1998): 3-32.

Richard Little, “International Regime,” in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), pp. 299-316.
Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994), chapters 2, 3 & 6.
Barbara Koremenos, Charles Lipson, and Duncan Snidal, The Rational Design of International Institutions (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2004).

Preliminary Research Proposal (i.e. Statement of Research Question, Research Method, and Brief Literature Review) Due
Week 6 (April 11) Norm Emergence

*Martha Finnemore and Kathryn Sikkink, “International Norm Dynamics and Political Change,” International Organization 52 (1998): 887-917.

*Alexander Wendt, "Collective Identity and the Construction of the International State," American Political Science Review 88:2 (June 1994), 384-396. 
Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994), chapter 4.
Elinor Ostrom Governing the Commons (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1990).
Week 7 (April 18) Bargaining
*Stephen Krasner, “Global Communications and National Power: Life on the Pareto Frontier,” World Politics 43 (1991): 336-366.

*James D. Fearon, “Bargaining, Enforcement, and International Cooperation,” International Organization 52 (1998): 269-305.

James D. Fearon, “Rationalist Explanations for War,” International Organization 49 (1995): 379-414.

Robert D. Tollison and Thomas D. Willett, “An Economic Theory of Mutually Advantageous Issue Linkages in International Negotiations,” International Organization 33 (1979): 425-449.

Robert Putnam, “Diplomacy and Domestic Politics: The Logic of Two Level Games,” International Organization 42 (1988): 427-460.

Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba, Designing Social Inquiry (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994), chapter 5.
Week 8 (April 25) Midterm Examination

Week 9 (May 2) International Security Cooperation: Military Alliances, Conflict Resolution, and War Termination
*David A. Lake, “Anarchy, Hierarchy, and the Variety of International Relations,” International Organization 50 (1996): 1-33.

*Alastair Smith, “Alliance Formation and War,” International Studies Quarterly 39 (1995): 405-425.

*Virginia Page Fortna, “Scraps of Paper? Agreements and the Durability of Peace,” International Organization 57 (2003): 337-372.

*Andrew Kidd, “Which Side Are You On? Bias, Credibility, and Mediation,” American Journal of Political Science 47: 4 (2003): 497-611.

Suzanne Werner, “Negotiating the Terms of Settlement: War Aims and Bargaining Leverage,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 42 (1998): 321-343.

Caroline A. Hartzell, “Explaining the Stability of Negotiated Settlements to Intrastate Wars,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 43 (1999): 3-22.
Matthew Evangelista, "Cooperation Theory and Disarmament Negotiations in the 1950s," World Politics 42:4 (1990), 502-528.
James D. Morrow, “Alliances: Why Write Them Down?” Annual Review of Political Science 3 (2000): 63-83.

Brett Ashley Leeds, “Do Alliances Deter Aggression? The Influence of Military Alliances on the Initiation of Militarized Interstate Disputes,” American Journal of Political Science 47 (2003): 427-439.

Brett Ashley Leeds, Andrew G. Long, and Sara McLaughlin Mitchell, “Re-Evaluating Alliance Reliability: Specific Threats, Specific Promises,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 44 (2000): 686-699. 

Brett Ashley Leeds, “Alliance Reliability in Times of War: Explaining State Decisions to Violate Treaties,” International Organization 57 (2003): 801-827.
Barbara F. Walter, “The Critical Barrier to Civil War Settlement,” International Organization 51 (1997): 335-364.

John Baylis, “International and Global Security in the Post-Cold War Era,” in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), pp. 253-76.
Thomas C. Schelling, The Strategy of Conflict (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1980 [1960]), 21-80, 187-203.
Week 10 (May 9) International Political Economy Cooperation: International Trade and Regional Integration
*Richard H. Steinberg, “In the Shadow of Law or Power? Consensus-Based Bargaining and Outcomes in the GATT/WTO,” International Organization 56 (2002): 339-374.
*Carolyn Rhodes, "Reciprocity in Trade: The Utility of a Bargaining Strategy," International Organization 43 (1989): 273-299.
*Karen J. Alter, “Who are the ‘Masters of the Treaty’ ?: European Governments and the European Court of Justice,” International Organization 52 (1998): 121-147.
*Lisa L. Martin, “Credibility, Costs, and Institutions: Cooperation on Economic Sanctions,” World Politics 45 (1993): 406-432.
Daniel H. Deudney, “The Philadelphian System: Sovereignty, Arms Control, and Balance of Power in the American States-Union, circa 1787-1861,” International Organization 49 (1995): 191-228.

Walter Mattli, The Logic of Regional Integration (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1999).

Beth A. Simmons, Who Adjusts? Domestic Sources of Foreign Economic Policy during the Interwar Years (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1994), pp. 3-19.
Beth V. Yarbrough and Robert M. Yarbrough, Cooperation and Governance in International Trade (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1992).

Ngaire Woods, “International Political Economy in an Age of Globalization,” in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), pp. 277-98.
Thomas Christiansen, “European and Regional Integration,” in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), pp. 494-518.
Week 11 (May 16) The Environment Issues and Video Presentation: A Window to Understanding International Cooperation (Video TBA)
*Detlef Sprinz and Tapani Vaahtoranta,. The Interest-Based Explanation of International Environmental Policy. International Organization 48 (1994): 77-105.

*Ronald B. Mitchell, “Regime Design Matters: Intentional Oil Pollution and Treaty Compliance,” International Organization 48 (1994): 425-458.

*George W. Downs, David M. Rocke, and Peter N. Barsoom, “Is the Good News About Compliance Good News About Cooperation?” International Organization 50 (1996): 379-406.

Marc A. Levy, Robert O. Keohane, and Peter M. Haas, “Improving the Effectiveness of International Environmental Institutions,” in Institutions for the Earth: Sources of Effective International Environmental Protection, Peter M. Haas, Robert O. Keohane, and Marc A. Levy, eds. (Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1993), pp. 397-426.

Carsten Helm and Detlef Sprinz, “Measuring the Effectiveness of International Environmental Regimes,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 44 (2000): 630-652.
Owen Green, “Environmental Issues,” in John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), pp. 387-414.
Teamwork Research Paper Draft Due
Week 12 (May 23) Guest Lecture “International Organizations and International Cooperation: A Practitioner’s Perspective from Field” (Guest Lecturer TBA)
John Baylis and Steve Smith, eds., The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 2nd edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), chapters 16-17.
Week 13 (May 30) Student Teamwork Research Presentations
Week 14 (June 6) Memorial Day – No class
Week 15 (June 13) Student Teamwork Research Presentations
Week 16 (June 20) Student Teamwork Research Presentations

Teamwork Research Final Paper Due.
