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Seung-Whan Choi                                                                                 Email: whanchoi@uic.edu  
1122B BSB                                                          Web: http://www.uic.edu/~whanchoi/teach.html 
Phone: 312-413-3280                                     Office Hours: W, 3:00–5:00 pm or by appointment  

 
PolS 571  Seminar in International Relations 

Fall 2005 
Room 1115, BSB 

M, 06:00 - 08:30 pm 
 
COURSE OVERVIEW  
 
This course offers graduate students an introduction to the study of international relations.  The 
bulk of the course explores major theories of international relations and their empirical 
applications.  This course is also designed to give students an opportunity to develop, design and 
write a research paper that can be presented at a conference or sent out to a journal for 
publication in the near future. 
     
GRADING POLICY 
 
Class Participation (25 points):  You are expected to actively participate in class discussion.  

Participation would include thoughtful comments, sophisticated questions about readings, 
clear evidence of active listening to your fellow students, and other valuable 
contributions to classroom discussion. 

A Research Paper Outline (25 points):  Its purpose is to help you to choose your research paper 
topic as early as possible.  Your paper should include both introduction and literature 
review as well as research design.  It should be eight to ten pages long, typed, double-
spaced, in a legible font (10 to 12 point), with 1 inch margins on standard letter-size paper.  
The due date is October 17.          

A Research Paper (50 points):  Its purpose is to allow you to demonstrate your research potential.  
Your paper should include introduction, literature review, research design, empirical results 
(or case studies), conclusion and references.  It should be about 20 to 25 pages long 
(including a reference page), typed, double-spaced, in a legible font (10 to 12 point), with 1 
inch margins on standard letter-size paper.  The due date is December 2.   

An Extra-Credit Assignment (5 points):  Its purpose is to get you to critically think about the 
movie, Air Force One, in terms of American foreign policy.  Your movie review should 
be about one page long, typed, double-spaced, in a legible font (10 to 12 point), with 1 
inch margins on standard letter-size paper.  The due date is October 24. 

 
OTHER COURSE POLICIES  
 
Late work:  I am willing to help solve almost any special problem or concern you might have 
about this course.  However, this is only possible if you talk to me about it in advance of 
assignment due dates.  Extensions for assigned work will be granted only for documented 
medical or family emergencies.  In sum, if you anticipate difficulty submitting assigned work by 
the specified due date because of illness or other emergency, extensions are possibly only when 
you  
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• contact me in advance (by email, phone, or voice mail)  
• provide me with appropriate documentation  
 
Computer-related problems:  Ultimately, you are responsible for backing up your own work 
and caring properly for your own computing equipment.  I will grant extensions for assignments 
due to computer-related problems, but only in the rarest of circumstances. First, I will not 
entertain any requests for extensions due to computer-related problems made to me within 12 
hours of the paper’s due date.  If you expect computer difficulties to make it impossible for you 
to submit a paper by the due date (and that due date is not within 12 hours away) contact me and 
we will discuss alternative arrangements for you.  
 
Accommodations for disabilities:  If you need accommodations because of a disability, if you 
have emergency medical information to share with me, or if you need special arrangements in 
case the building must be evacuated, please inform me immediately. Please see me privately 
after class, or at my office.  
 
Students with disabilities requiring academic accommodations in this course are encouraged to 
contact a coordinator at the Office of Disabilities Services, 1200 W. Harrison St. Room 1190 
SSB (MC 321).  And please, make an appointment to meet and discuss your needs with me at 
least one day prior to the due dates.  This is necessary in order to ensure sufficient time to make 
the necessary arrangements. 

Academic dishonesty:  The University expects students to fulfill their academic obligations 
through honest and independent effort.  Any effort to gain an advantage not given to all students 
is dishonest whether or not the effort is successful.  Academic dishonesty is considered a serious 
offense subject to strong disciplinary actions, including being dropped from the course with a 
grade of “F.”  

Classroom etiquette:  You are expected to observe all rules of proper classroom conduct.  In 
order to insure an appropriate environment conducive to learning by all: (1) please refrain from 
talking, eating or other disruptive activity during class; even one or two conversations quickly 
create distractions for other students; (2) no cell phone calls, incoming or outgoing, are allowed 
in this class; please turn off your cell phone or set to vibrate; and (3) please do not come to class 
late. Also, please do not leave class early; if you must do so, tell me beforehand and arrange to 
sit near the door so your exit will be less disruptive.  
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COURSE SCHEDULE   
 
August 22:  Introduction  
  
• Brecher, Michael. 1999. “International Studies in the Twentieth Century and Beyond: Flawed 

Dichotomies, Syntheses, Cumulation: ISA Presidential Address.” International Studies 
Quarterly 43 (2): 213-264. 

 
August 29:  Research on International Relations 
 
• Bremer, Stuart A., Patrick M. Regan and David H. Clark. 2003. “Building a Science of World 

Politics: Emerging Methodologies and the Study of Conflict.” Journal of Conflict 
Resolution 47 (1): 3-12. 

• Schmidt, Brian C. 2002. “On the History and Historiography of International Relations.” In 
Walter Carlsnaes, Thomas Risse and Beth A. Simmons. Eds. Handbook of International 
Relations. London and Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications. 3-22. 

• Bennett, D. Scott and Allan C. Stam. 2000. “Research Design and Estimator Choices in the 
Analysis of Interstate Dyads.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 44 (5): 653-685.n 47(5): 

 
Recommended: 
 
• Hewitt, J. Joseph. 2003. “Dyadic Processes and International Crises.” Journal of Conflict 

Resolution 47 (5): 669-692. 
• Lemke, Douglas and William Reed. 2001. “The Relevance of Politically Relevant Dyads.” 

Journal of Conflict Resolution 45 (1): 126-144. 
• Bennett, D. Scott and Allan Stam. 2000. “EUGene: A Conceptual Manual.”  International 

Interactions 26 (2): 179-204. 
• Brecher, Michael and Jonathan Wilkenfeld. 2000. First paperback and CD-ROM edition. A 

Study of Crisis. Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press.  
• Hewitt, J. Joseph and Jonathan Wilkenfeld. 1999. “One-Sided Crises in the International 

System, 1918-1994.” Journal of Peace Research 36 (3): 309-323. 
• Katzenstein, Peter, Robert O. Keohane, and Stephen D. Krasner. 1998. “International 

Organization and the Study of World Politics.” International Organization 52 (4): 645-
683. 

• Jones, Daniel M., Stuart A. Bremer and J. David Singer. 1996. “Militarized Interstate Disputes, 
1816-1992: Rationale, Coding Rules, and Empirical Patterns.” Conflict Management and 
Peace Science 15 (2): 163-213. 

• Jaggers, Keith and Ted Robert Gurr. 1995. “Tracking Democracy’s Third Wave with the Polity 
III Data.” Journal of Peace Research 32 (4): 469-482.  

• Gurr, Ted Robert, Keith Jaggers and Will H. Moore. 1990. “Transformation of the Western 
State: The Growth of Democracy, Autocracy and State Power since 1800.” Studies in 
Comparative International Development 25: 73-108. 

• Wayman, Frank Whelon and J. David Singer. 1990. “Evolution and Direction for Improvement 
in the Correlates of War Project Methodologies.” In J. David Singer and Paul F. Diehl. 
Eds. Measuring the Correlates of War. Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press. 
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• Gurr, Ted Robert, Keith Jaggers and Will H. Moore. 1989. Polity II Codebook. In 
http://garnet.acns.fsu.edu/~whmoore/polity/polity.html#2. 

• Singer, J. David. 1988. “Reconstructing the Correlates of War Data Set on Material 
Capabilities of States, 1816-1985.” International Interactions 14 (2): 115-132. 

• Gochman, Charles S. and Zeev Maoz. 1984. “Militarized Interstate Disputes, 1816-1976.” 
Journal of Conflict Resolution 28 (4): 585-615. 

• Gurr, Ted Robert. 1974. “Persistence and Change in Political Systems 1800-1971.” American 
Political Science Review 68 (4): 1482-1504.  

 
• Correlates of War:   http://www.umich.edu/~cowproj/ 
• Correlates of War 2:   http://cow2.la.psu.edu/ 
• The Issues of Correlates of War (ICOW) Project:   

http://garnet.acns.fsu.edu/~phensel/icow.html 
• Militarized Interstate Disputes:   http://pss.la.psu.edu/MID_DATA.HTM  
• International Crisis Behavior Project:   http://www.icbnet.org/ 
• Will H. Moore’s Polity Data Page:   http://garnet.acns.fsu.edu/~whmoore/polity/polity.html 
• Expected Utility Generation (EUGene) and Data Management Program:   

http://www.eugenesoftware.org/ 
• Peace Science Society (International):   http://pss.la.psu.edu/ 
 
September 5:  Labor Day Holiday.  University Closed 
 
September 12:  Realism, Neorealism, and Neoliberalism 
 
• Jervis, Robert. 1998. “Realism in the Study of World Politics.” International Organization 52 

(4): 971-991. 
• Powell, Robert. 1994. “Anarchy in International Relations Theory: The Neorealist-Neoliberal 

Debate.” International Organization 48 (2): 313-344. 
• Morgenthau, Hans J. 1985. 6th ed. Politics among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace. 

Revised by Kenneth W. Thompson. New York, St. Louis and San Francisco: McGraw-
Hill, Inc. Chapter 1 A Realist Theory of International Politics. 3-17. 

 
Recommended: 
 
• Keohane, Robert and Joseph S. Nye, Jr. 2001. 3rd ed. Power and Interdependence. New York: 

Longman. 
• Hansclever, Andreas, Peter Mayer, and Volker Rittberger. 2000. “Integrating Theories of 

International Regimes.” Review of International Studies 26 (1): 3-33. 
• Harlen, Christine Margerum. 1999. “A Reappraisal of Classical Economic Nationalism and 

Economic Liberalism.” International Studies Quarterly 43 (4): 733-744.       
• Hansclever, Andreas, Peter Mayer, and Volker Rittberger. 1997. Theories of International 

Regimes. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 
• Moravcsik, Andrew. 1997. “Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of International 

Politics.” International Organization 51 (4): 513-553. 
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• Doyle, Michael W. 1995. “Liberalism and World Politics Revisited.” In Charles W. Kegley, Jr. 
Ed. Controversies in International Relations Theory: Realism and the Neoliberalism 
Challenge. New York: St. Martin’s Press. 83-106.  

• Kegley, Charles W., Jr. 1995. “The Neoliberal Challenge to Realist Theories of World Politics: 
An Introduction.” In Charles W. Kegley, Jr. Ed. Controversies in International Relations 
Theory: Realism and the Neoliberalism Challenge. New York: St. Martin’s Press. 1-24. 

• Ray, James Lee, 1995. “Promise or Peril? Neorealism, Neoliberalism, and the Future of 
International Politics.” In Charles W. Kegley, Jr. Ed. Controversies in International 
Relations Theory: Realism and the Neoliberalism Challenge. New York: St. Martin’s 
Press. 335-355. 

• Richardson, Neil R. 1995. “International Trade as a Force for Peace.” In Charles W. Kegley, Jr. 
Ed. Controversies in International Relations Theory: Realism and the Neoliberalism 
Challenge. New York: St. Martin’s Press. 281-297. 

• Diehl, Paul F. and Frank W. Wayman. 1994. “Realpolitik: Dead End, Detour, or Road Map?” 
In Frank W. Wayman and Paul F. Diehl. Eds. Reconstructing Realpolitik. Ann Arbor, MI: 
University of Michigan Press. 247-265. 

• Baldwin, David A. Ed. 1993. Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate. New 
York: Columbia University Press. 

• Kegley, Charles W., Jr. 1993. “The Neoidealist Moment in International Studies? Realist 
Myths and the New International Realities.” International Studies Quarterly 37 (2): 131-
146. 

• Milner, Helen. 1991. “The Assumption of Anarchy in International Relations Theory: A 
Critique.” Review of International Studies 17 (1): 67-85. 

• Waltz, Kenneth N. 1990. “Realist Thought and Neorealist Theory.” Journal of International 
Affairs 44 (1): 21-37. 

• Keohane, Robert O. 1989. International Institutions and State Power. Boulder: Westview Press. 
• Nye, Joseph S., Jr. 1988. “Neorealism and Neoliberalism.” World Politics 40 (2): 235-251. 
• Doyle, Michael W. 1986. “Liberalism and World Politics.” American Political Science Review 

80 (4): 1151-1169. 
• Keohane, Robert O. 1986. Ed. Neorealism and its Critics. New York: Columbia University 

Press. 
• Smith, Michael Joseph. 1986. Realist Thought from Weber to Kissinger. Baton Rouge: 

Louisiana State University Press. 
• Axelrod, Robert and Robert O. Keohane. 1985. “Achieving Cooperation under Anarchy: 

Strategies and Institutions.” World Politics 48 (1): 226-254.   
• Morgenthau, Hans J. 1985. 6th ed. Politics among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace. 

Revised by Kenneth W. Thompson. New York, St. Louis and San Francisco: McGraw-
Hill, Inc. 

• Oye, Kenneth A. 1985. “Explaining Cooperation under Anarchy: Hypotheses and Strategies.” 
World Politics 48 (1): 1-24. 

• Keohane, Robert O. 1984. After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political 
Economy. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press. 

• Waltz, Kenneth N. 1979. Theory of International Politics. New York: McGraw-Hill, Inc. 
• Waltz, Kenneth N. 1959. Man, the State and War: A Theoretical Analysis. New York: 

Columbia University Press. 
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September 19:  Rationalism versus Constructivism 
 
• Jackson, Patrick Thaddeus. Ed. 2004. “Bridging the Gap: Toward A Realist-Constructivist 

Dialogue.” International Studies Review 6 (2): 337-352. 
• Fearon, James and Alexander Wendt. 2002. “Rationalism vs. Constructivism: A Skeptical 

View.” In Walter Carlsnaes, Thomas Risse and Beth A. Simmons. Eds. Handbook of 
International Relations. London and Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications. 52-72. 

• Adler, Emanuel. 2002. “Constructivism and International Relations.” In Walter Carlsnaes, 
Thomas Risse and Beth A. Simmons. Eds. Handbook of International Relations. London 
and Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications. 95-118. 

 
Recommended: 
 
• Osborne, Martin J. 2004. An Introduction to Game Theory. Oxford: Oxford University Press.  
• Hopf, Ted. 2002. Social Construction of International Politics: Identities & Foreign Policies, 

Moscow, 1955 and 1999. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press. 
• Snidal, Duncan. 2002. “Rational Choice and International Relations.” In Walter Carlsnaes, 

Thomas Risse and Beth A. Simmons. Eds. Handbook of International Relations. London 
and Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications. 73-94. 

• Walter Carlsnaes, Thomas Risse and Beth A. Simmons. Eds. 2002. Handbook of International 
Relations. London and Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications. 

• Brown, Michael. E., Owen R. Coté, Sean M. Lynn-Jones, and Steven E. Miller. Eds. 2000. 
Rational Choice and Security Studies: Stephen Walt and His Critics.  Cambridge, MA: 
The MIT Press.  

• Neumann, Iver B. 1999. Uses of the Other: “The Eas”' in European Identity Formation. 
Minneapolis, Minn: University of Minnesota Press. 

• Hansclever, Andreas, Peter Mayer, and Volker Rittberger. 1997. Theories of International 
Regimes. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

• Morrow, James. 1994. Game Theory for Political Scientists. Princeton, NJ: Princeton 
University Press. 

• Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce, and David Lalman. 1992. War and Reason. New Haven, CT: Yale 
University Press.  

• Snidal, Duncan. 1985. “Game Theory of International Politics.” World Politics 48 (1): 25-57. 
• Axelrod, Robert. 1984. The Evolution of Cooperation. New York: Basic Books. 
• Conybeare, John A.C. 1984. “Public Goods, Prisoners’ Dilemmas and the International 

Political Economy.” International Studies Quarterly 28 (1): 5-22.  
• Frey, Bruno. 1984. “The Public Choice View of International Political Economy.” 

International Organization 38 (1): 199-223. 
• Olson, Mancur. 1982. The Rise and Decline of Nations: Economic Growth, Stagflation, and 

Social Rigidities. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press.  
• Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce. 1981. The War Trap. New Haven and London: Yale University 

Press. 
• Schelling, Thomas C. 1960. The Strategy of Conflict. Cambridge: Harvard University Press. 
• Friedman, Milton. 1953. Essays in Positive Economics. Chicago, IL: University of Chicago 

Press. 
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September 26:  The Democratic Peace 
 
• Rosato, Sebastian. 2003. “The Flawed Logic of Democratic Peace Theory.” American Political 

Science Review 97 (4): 585-602. 
• Oneal, John R. and Bruce Russett. 2000. “Comment: Why ‘an Identified Systemic Model of the 

Democracy-Peace Nexus’ does not Persuade.” Defence and Peace Economics 11 (2): 
197-214. 

• James, Patrick, Eric Solberg and Murray Wolfson. 2000. “Democracy and Peace: Reply to 
Oneal and Russett.” Defence and Peace Economics 11 (2): 215-229. 

• James, Patrick, Eric Solberg and Murray Wolfson. 1999. “An Identified Systemic Model of the 
Democracy-Peace Nexus.” Defence and Peace Economics 10 (1): 1-37. 

• Oneal, John R. and Bruce Russett. 1999. “The Kantian Peace: The Pacific Benefits of 
Democracy, Interdependence, and International Organization.” World Politics 52 (1): 1-
37. 

 
Recommended: 
 
• Seung-Whan Choi and Patrick James. April 2005. Civil-Military Dynamics, Democracy, and 

International Conflict: A New Quest for International Peace. New York: Palgrave. 
• Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce, Alistair Smith, Randolph M. Siverson and James D. Morrow. 2003. 

The Logic of Political Survival. Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press. 
• Oneal, John R., Bruce Russett, and Michael Berbaum. 2003. “Causes of Peace: Democracy, 

Interdependence, and International Organizations, 1885-1992.” International Studies 
Quarterly 47 (3): 371-393.  

• Barbieri, Katherine. 2002. The Liberal Illusion: Does Trade Promote Peace? Ann Arbor, MI: 
University of Michigan Press. 

• Russett, Bruce and John R. Oneal. 2001. Triangulating Peace: Democracy, Interdependence, 
and International Organizations. New York and London: W.W. Norton & Company. 

• Gartzke, Erik. 1998. “Kant We All Just Get Along? Opportunity, Willingness, and the Origins 
of the Democratic Peace.” American Journal of Political Science 42 (1): 1-27. 

• Mousseau, Michael. 1998. “Democracy and Compromise in Militarized Interstate Conflicts, 
1816-1992.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 42 (2): 210-230. 

• Ray, James Lee. 1998. “Does Democracy cause Peace?” In Nelson W. Polsby. Ed. Annual 
Review of Political Science 1: 27-46. 

• Russett, Bruce, John R. Oneal and David R. Davis. 1998. “The Third Leg of the Kantian Tripod 
for Peace: International Organizations and Militarized Disputes, 1950-85.” International 
Organization 52 (3): 441-467. 

• Ward, Michael D. and Kristian S. Gleditsch. 1998. “Democratizing for Peace.” American 
Political Science Review 92 (1): 51-61. 

• Oneal, John R. and Bruce Russett. 1997. “The Classical Liberals were Right: Democracy, 
Interdependence, and Conflict, 1950-1985.” International Studies Quarterly 41 (2): 267-
294. 

• Farber, Henry S. and Joanne Gowa. 1995. “Polities and Peace.” International Security 20 (2): 
123-146. 

• Mansfield, Edward and Jack Snyder. 1995. “Democratization and the Danger of War.” 
International Security 20 (1): 5-38.  
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• Hill, Kim Quaile. 1994. Democracy in the Fifty States. Lincoln and London: University of 
Nebraska Press.  

• Dixon, William J. 1994. “Democracy and the Peaceful Settlement of International Conflict.” 
American Political Science Review. 88 (1): 14-32. 

• Dixon, William J. 1993. “Democracy and the Management of International Conflict.” Journal 
of Conflict Resolution 37 (1): 42-68. 

• Maoz, Zeev and Bruce Russett. 1993. “Normative and Structural Causes of Democratic Peace, 
1946-1986.” American Political Science Review 87 (3): 624-638. 

• Gallarotti, Giulio M. 1991. “The Limits of International Organization: Systematic Failure in the 
Management of International Relations.” International Organization 45 (2): 183-220. 

• Kant, Immanuel. 1991. Kant: Political Writings. Edited by Hans Siegbert Reiss. Cambridge 
and New York: Cambridge University Press. 

• Doyle, Michael W. 1986. “Liberalism and World Politics.” American Political Science Review 
80 (4): 1151-1169. 

  
October 3:  Ethnic and Civil Wars 
 
• Carment, David and Frank Harvey. 2001. Using Force to Prevent Ethnic Violence: An 

Evaluation of Theory and Evidence. Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers. Chapter 7 
Evaluating Third-Party Efforts to End Intrastate Ethnic Conflict. 123-146. 

• Carment, David and Dane Rowlands. 1998. “Three’s Company: Evaluating Third Party 
Intervention in Intrastate Conflict.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 42 (5): 572-599. 

• Regan, Patrick M. 1996. “Conditions for Successful Third-Party Interventions in Intrastate 
Conflicts.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 40 (2): 336-59.  

 
Recommended: 
 
• Carment, David and Patrick James. 2004. “Third-Party States in Ethnic Conflict: Identifying 

the Domestic Determinants of Intervention.” In Steven E. Lobell and Philip Mauceri. Eds. 
Ethnic Conflict and International Politics: Explaining Diffusion and Escalation. New 
York, NY: Palgrave Macmillan. 11-34. 

• Butler, Michael J. 2003. “Just War Theory and U.S. Military Intervention in Crisis.” Journal of 
Conflict Resolution 47 (2): 226-248. 

• Regan, Patrick M. 2002. 2nd Ed. Civil Wars and Foreign Powers: Outside Intervention in 
Intrastate Conflict. Ann Arbor, MI: University of Michigan Press. 

• Carment, David and Frank Harvey. 2001. Using Force to Prevent Ethnic Violence: An 
Evaluation of Theory and Evidence. Westport, CT: Praeger Publishers. Chapter 7 
Evaluating Third-Party Efforts to End Intrastate Ethnic Conflict. 123-146. 

• Carment, David and Patrick James. 2000. “Explaining Third Party Intervention in Ethnic 
Conflict.” Nations and Nationalism 6 (2): 173-202. 

• Carment, David and Patrick James. 2000. “Explaining Third Party Intervention in Ethnic 
Conflict.” Nations and Nationalism 6 (2): 173-202. 

• Diehl, Paul F. 2000. “Forks in the Road: Theoretical and Policy Concerns for 21st Century 
Peacekeeping.” Global Society 14 (3): 337-360.  

• Doyle, Michael W. and Nicholas Sambanis. 2000. “International Peacebuilding: A Theoretical 
and Quantitative Analysis.” American Political Science Review 94 (4): 779-801. 
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• Fox, Jonathan. 2001. “Religious Causes of International Intervention in Ethnic Conflicts.” 
International Politics 38 (4): 515-531. 

• Miller, Lynn H. 1999. “The Idea and the Reality of Collective Security.” Global Governance 5 
(3): 303-332.  

• Weiss, Thomas G. 1999. Military-Civilian Interactions. Intervening in Humanitarian Crises. 
Boulder, CO: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers Inc. 

• Diehl, Paul F., Daniel Druckman and James Wall. 1998. “International Peacekeeping and 
Conflict Resolution: A Taxonomic Analysis with Implications.” Journal of Conflict 
Resolution 42 (1): 33-55. 

• Huth, Paul K. 1998. “Major Power Intervention in International Crises.” Journal of Conflict 
Resolution 42 (6): 744-770. 

• Regan, Patrick M. 1998. “Choosing to Intervene: Outside Interventions in Internal Conflicts as 
a Policy Choice.” Journal of Politics 60 (3): 754-779. 

• Carment, David and Patrick James. 1997. “Secession and Irredenta in World Politics.” In David 
Carment and Patrick James. Eds. Wars in the Midst of Peace: The International Politics 
of Ethnic Conflict. Pittsburgh, PA: University of Pittsburgh Press. 

• Diehl, Paul F., Jennifer Reifschneider and Paul R. Hensel. 1996. “United Nations Intervention 
and Recurring Conflicts.” International Organization 50 (4): 683-700. 

• Dixon, William J. 1996. “Third-Party Techniques for Preventing Conflict Escalation and 
Promoting Peaceful Settlement.” International Organization 50 (4): 653-681. 

• Regan, Patrick M. 1996. “Conditions for Successful Third-Party Interventions in Intrastate 
Conflicts.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 40 (2): 336-59. 

• Smith, Alastair. 1996. “To Intervene or Not to Intervene: A Biased Decision.” Journal of 
Conflict Resolution 40 (1): 16-40. 

• Betts, Richard K. 1994. “The Delusion of Impartial Intervention.” Foreign Affairs 73 (6): 20-33. 
• Raymond, Gregory. 1994. “Democracies, Disputes and Third-Party Intermediaries.” Journal of 

Conflict Resolution 38 (1): 24-42. 
• Hensel, Paul R. 1994. “One Thing Leads to Another: Recurrent Militarized Disputes in Latin 

America, 1816-1986.” Journal of Peace Research 31 (3): 281-297. 
 
October 10:  Terrorism 
 
• Li, Quan and Drew Schaub. 2004. “Economic Globalization and Transnational Terrorism.” 

Journal of Conflict Resolution 48 (2): 230-258. 
• Jervis, Robert. 2003. “Understanding the Bush doctrine.” Political Science Quarterly 118 (3): 

365-388. 
• Gibbs, Jack P. 1989. “Conceptualization of Terrorism.” American Sociological Review 54 (3): 

329-340. 
 
Recommended: 
 
• Arce, Daniel G. and Sandler, Todd. 2005. “Counterterrorism: A Game-Theoretic Analysis.” 

Journal of Conflict Resolution 49 (2): 183-200.  
• Boyle, Michael. 2004. “Fear's Empire: War, Terrorism, and Democracy.” International Affairs 

80 (2): 407-408. 
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• Brück, Tilman and Bengt-Arne Wickström. 2004. “The Economic Consequences of 
Terror: Guest Editors' Introduction.”  European Journal of Political Economy 20 
(2): 293-300. 

• Chen, Andrew H. and Thomas F. Siems. 2004. “The Effects of Terrorism on Global Capital 
Markets.”  European Journal of Political Economy 20 (2): 349-366.  

• Eldor, Rafi and Rafi Melnick. 2004. “Financial Markets and Terrorism.” European 
Journal of Political Economy 20 (2): 367-386. 

• Fearon, James and Laitin David. 2004. “Neotrusteeship and the Problem of Weak 
States.” International Security 28 (4): 5-43. 

• Nitsch, Volker and Dieter Schumacher. 2004.  “Terrorism and International Trade: An 
Empirical Investigation.” European Journal of Political Economy 20(2): 423-433. 

• Sandler, Todd and Walter Enders. 2004. “An Economic Perspective on Transnational 
Terrorism.”  European Journal of Political Economy 20 (2): 301-316. 

• Sughart, William F. 2004. “George W. Bush and the Return to Deficit Finance.” Public Choice 
118 (3-4): 223-234. 

• Sandler, Todd. 2003. “Collective Action and Transnational Terrorism.” World Economy 26 (6): 
779-802. 

• Schweiss, Christina. 2003. “Sharing Hegemony: The Future of Transatlantic Security.”  
Cooperation and Conflict 38 (3): 211-234. 

• Smith, Steve. 2002. “The End of the Unipolar Moment? September 11 and the Future of World 
Order.” International Relations 16 (2): 171-183. 

• Windsor, Smith and Brooke A. 2002. “Terrorism, Individual Security, and the Role of the 
Military: A Reply to Liotta.” Security Dialogue 33 (4): 489-494. 

• Sandler, Todd. 2001. “Economics of Alliance: The Lessons of Collective Action.” 
Journal of Economic Literature 34: 869–896. 

• Enders, Walter and Todd Sandler. 2000. “Is Transnational Terrorism Becoming More 
Threatening? A Time-Series Investigation.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 44 (3): 307-
332. 

• O'Brien, Sean P. 1996. “Foreign Policy Crises and the Resort to Terrorism: A Time-Series 
Analysis of Conflict Linkages.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 40 (2): 320-335. 

• Sandler, Todd and Walter Enders. 1996. “Terrorism and Foreign Direct Investment in Spain 
and Greece.” KYKLOS. 49(3): 331-352. 

• Overgaard, Per Baltzer. 1994. “Terrorist Attacks as a Signal of Resources.” Journal of Conflict 
Resolution. 38 (3): 452-478.  

• Hirshleifer, Jack. 1991. “The Paradox of Power.” Economics and Politics 3 (3): 177-
200. 

• Lee, Dwight R.1988. “Free Riding and Paid Riding in the Fight against Terrorism.” American 
Economic Review 78 (2): 22-26. 

• Sandler, Todd, Scott E. Atkinson, and John T. Tschirhart. 1987. “Terrorism in a Bargaining 
Framework.” Journal of Law and Economics 30 (1): 1-21. 

• Hamilton, Lawrence C. and James D. Hamilton. 1983. “Dynamics of terrorism.” 
International Studies Quarterly 27 (1): 39-54. 

• Sandler, Todd, John T. Tschirhart, and Jon Cauley. 1983. “A Theoretical Analysis of 
Transnational Terrorism.” American Political Science Review 77 (1): 36-54. 

• Landes, William M. 1978. “An Economic Study of US Aircraft Hijackings, 1961-1976.” 
Journal of Law and Economics 21 (1): 1-31. 
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October 17:  Movie Review:  Air Force One (Research Paper Outline Due) 
 
October 24:  Arms Races (Extra-Credit Assignment Due) 
 
• Balks, Sean and Richard J. Stoll. 2000. “The Arms Acquisition Process: The Effect of Internal 

and External Constraints on Arms Race Dynamics.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 44 (5): 
580-603. 

• Susan G. Sample, 1998, “Military Buildups, War, and Realpolitik: A Multivariate Model.” 
Journal of Conflict Resolution 42 (2): 156-175. 

• Diehl, Paul F. and Mark J.C. Crescenzi. 1998. “Reconfiguring The Arms Race—War Debate.” 
Journal of Peace Research 35 (1): 111-118. 

 
Recommended: 
 
• Diehl, Paul F. and Gary Goertz. 2000. War and Peace in International Rivalry. Ann Arbor, MI: 

University of Michigan Press.  
• Kydd, Andrew. 2000. “Arms Races and Arms Control: Modeling the Hawk Perspective.” 

American Journal of Political Science 44 (2): 228-244. 
• Diehl, Paul F. 1998. The Dynamics of Enduring Rivalries. Urbana, IL: University of Illinois 

Press.  
• Sample, Susan G. 1998. “Arms Races and Dispute Escalation: Resolving the Debate.” Journal 

of Peace Research 34 (1): 7-22. 
• Sample, Susan G. 1998. “Furthering the Investigation into the Effects of Arms Buildups.” 

Journal of Peace Research 35 (1): 122-126. 
• Wallace, Michael D. 1998. “Comments on the Articles by Sample and Diehl & Crescenzi.” 

Journal of Peace Research 35 (1): 119-121. 
• Weede, Erich. 1995. “Why Nations Arm: A Reconsideration.” Journal of Peace Research 32 

(2): 229-232. 
• Morrow, James D. 1989. “A Twist of Truth: A Reexamination of the Effects of Arms Races on 

the Occurrence of War.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 42 (2): 156-175. 
• Diehl, Paul F. and Jean Kingston. 1987. “Messenger or Message?: Military Building and the 

Initiation of Conflict.” Journal of Politics 49 (3): 801-813. 
• Diehl, Paul F. 1985. “Arms Races to War: Testing Some Empirical Linkages.” Sociological 

Quarterly 26 (3): 331-349.  
• Diehl, Paul F. and Gary Goertz. 1985. “Trends in Military Allocations Since 1816: What Goes 

Up Does Not Always Come Down.” Armed Forces & Society 12 (1): 134-144. 
• Altfeld, Michael F. 1983. “Arms Races?—And Escalation?: A Comment on Wallace.” 

International Studies Quarterly 27 (2): 225-231. 
• Diehl, Paul F. 1983. “Arms Races and Escalation: A Closer Look.” Journal of Peace Research 

20 (3): 205-212. 
• Wallace, Michael D. 1983. “Arms Races and Escalation—A Reply to Altfeld.” International 

Studies Quarterly 27 (2): 233-235. 
• Weed, Erich. 1980. “Arms Races and Escalation: Some Persisting Doubts.” Journal of Conflict 

Resolution 24 (2): 285-287. 
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• Wallace, Michael D. 1980. “Some Persisting Findings: A Reply to Professor Weede.” Journal 
of Conflict Resolution 24 (2): 289-292. 

• Wallace, Michael D. 1980. “Armaments and Escalation: Two Competing Hypotheses.” 
International Studies Quarterly 26 (1): 37-56. 

• Wallace, Michael D. 1979. “Arms Races and Escalation: Some New Evidence.” Journal of 
Conflict Resolution 23 (1): 3-16. 

 
October 31:  Civil-Military Relations 
 
• Sechser, Todd S. 2004. “Are Soldiers Less War-Prone Than Statesmen.” Journal of Conflict 

Resolution 48 (5): 746-774. 
• Gelpi, Christopher and Peter D. Feaver. 2002. “Speak Softly and Carry a Big Stick? Veterans 

in the Political Elite and the American Use of Force.” American Political Science Review 
96 (4): 779-793. 

• Holsti, Ole. 1998-1999. “A Widening Gap between the U.S. Military and Civilian Society?: 
Some Evidence, 1976-96.” International Security. 23 (3): 5-42.   

 
Recommended: 
 
• Choi, Seung-Whan and Patrick James. 2004, “Civil-Military Relations in a Neo-Kantian World, 

1886-1992.” Armed Forces & Society 30 (2): 227-254. 
• Feaver, Peter D. and Christopher Gelpi. 2004. Choosing Your Battles: American Civil-Military 

Relations and the Use of Force. Princeton and Oxford: Princeton University Press. 
• Burk, James. 2002. “Theories of Democratic Civil-Military Relations.” Armed Forces and 

Society 29 (1): 7-29. 
• Gelpi, Christopher and Peter D. Feaver. 2002. “Speack Softly and Carry a Big Stick? Veterans 

in the Political Elite and the American Use of Force.” American Political Science Review 
96 (4): 779-793. 

• Bland, Douglas. 1999. “A Unified Theory of Civil-Military Relations.” Armed Forces & 
Society 26 (1): 1-20. 

• Desch, Michael C. 1999. Civilian Control of the Military: The Changing Security Environment. 
Baltimore and London: Johns Hopkins University Press. 

• Feaver, Peter D. 1999. “Civil-Military Relations.” In Nelson W. Polsby. Ed. Annual Review of 
Political Science 2: 211-241. 

• Desch, Michael C. 1998. “Soldiers, States, and Structures: The End of the Cold War and the 
Weakening of U.S. Civilian Control.” Armed Forces and Society 24 (3): 385-406. 

• Holsti, Ole. 1996. Public Opinion and American Foreign Policy. Ann Arbor, MI: University of 
Michigan Press. 

• Holsti, Ole and James N. Rosenau. 1990. “The Structure of Foreign Policy Attitudes Among 
American Leaders.” Journal of Politics 52 (1): 94-125. 

• Holsti, Ole and James N. Rosenau. 1988. “The Domestic and Foreign Policy Beliefs of 
American Leaders,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 32 (2): 248-294. 

• Holsti, Ole and James N. Rosenau. 1988. “A Leadership Divided: The Foreign Policy Beliefs 
of American Leaders, 1976-1984.” In Charles W. Kegley and Eugene R. Wittkopf. Eds. 
The Sources of American Foreign Policy. New York: St. Martin's Press. 30-44. 
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• Holsti, Ole and James N. Rosenau. 1986. “Consensus Lost. Consensus Regained?: Foreign 
Policy Beliefs of American Leaders, 1976-1980.” International Studies Quarterly 30 (4): 
375-409. 

• Holsti, Ole and James N. Rosenau. 1986. “The Foreign Policy Beliefs of American Leaders: 
Some Further Thoughts on Theory and Method.” International Studies Quarterly 30 (4): 
473-484. 

• Betts, Richard K. 1977. Soldiers, Statesmen, and Cold War Crises. Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard 
University Press. 

 
November 7:  Military Manpower Systems 
 
• Choi, Seung-Whan and Patrick James. 2003. “No Professional Soldiers, No Militarized 

Interstate Disputes?: A New Question for Neo-Kantianism.” Journal of Conflict 
Resolution 47 (6): 796-816.  

• Ross, Thomas W. 1994. “Raising an Army: A Positive Theory of Military Recruitment.” 
Journal of Law and Economics 37 (1): 109-131. 

• White, Michael D. 1989. “Conscription and the Size of Armed Forces.” Social Science 
Quarterly 70 (3): 772-781. 

 
Recommended: 
 
• Leander, Anna. 2004. “Drafting Community: Understanding the Fate of Conscription.” Armed 

Forces & Society 30 (4): 571-599. 
• Duindam, Simon. 1999. Military Conscription: An Economic Analysis of the Labour 

Component in the Armed Forces. Physica-Verlag: A Spring-Verlag Company. 
• Haltiner, Karl W. 1998. “The Definite End of the Mass Army in Western Europe?” Armed 

Forces & Society 25 (1): 7-36 
• Horeman, Bart and Marc Stolwijk. Eds. 1998. Refusing to Bear Arms: A World Survey of 

Conscription and Conscientious Objection to Military Service. London: War Resister’s 
International.  

• Anderson, Gary M., Dennis Halcoussis and Robert D. Tollison. 1996. “Drafting the 
Competition: Labor Unions and Military Conscription.” Defence and Peace Economics 7 
(3): 189-202.  

• Warner, John T. and Beth J. Asch. 1995. “The Economics of Military Manpower.” In Keith 
Hartley and Todd Sandler. Handbook of Defense Economics. Amsterdam, Lausanne, 
New York, Oxford, Shannon, and Tokyo: Elsevier. 347-398. 

• Kerstens, K. and E. Meyermans. 1993. “The Draft versus an All-Volunteer Force: Issues of 
Efficiency and Equity in the Belgian Draft.” Defence Economics 4 (3): 271-284. 

• Oneal, John R. 1992. “Budgetary Savings from Conscription and Burden Sharing in NATO.” 
Defence Economics 3: 113-125. 

• Gilroy, Curtis L., Robert L. Phillips and John D. Blair. 1990. “The All-Volunteer Army: 
Fifteen Years Later.” Armed Forces & Society 16 (3): 329-350.  

• Anderson, Martin and Barbara Honegger. Eds. 1982. The Military Draft: Selected Readings on 
Conscription. Stanford, CA: Hoover Institution Press. 
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• The President’s Commission on an All-Volunteer Armed Force. 1970. The Report of the 
President’s Commission on an All-Volunteer Armed Force. New York, NY: The 
Macmillan Company. 

• Prasad, Devi and Tony Smythe. Eds. 1968. Conscription: A World Survey: Compulsory 
Military Service and Resistance to It. London: War Resisters’ International. 

• The Report of the National Advisory Commission on Selective Service. 1967. In Pursuit of 
Equity: Who Serves When not All Serve? Washington, DC: U.S. Government Printing 
Office. 

• Anderson, Paul Russell. September 1945. “Universal Military Training and National Security” 
(Main Theme). The Annuals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 
241. 

• Thomas, Norman. 1945. “Peacetime Military Conscription invites the Third World War.” In 
Bower Aly. Ed. Peacetime Military Training: The Nineteenth Annual Debate Handbook, 
1945-1946. Columbia, MO: Lucas Brothers. 211-216. 

 
November 14:  Diplomatic Channels 
 
• Caplan, Richard. 1998. “International Diplomacy and the Crisis in Kosovo.” International 

Affairs 74 (4): 745-761. 
• Morgenthau, Hans J. 1985. 6th ed. Politics among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace. 

Revised by Kenneth W. Thompson. New York, St. Louis and San Francisco: McGraw-
Hill, Inc. Chapter 31 Diplomacy and Chapter 32 The Future of Diplomacy. 563-594. 

• Small, Melvin and J. David Singer. 1973. “The Diplomatic Importance of States, 1816-1970:  
An Extension and Refinement of the Indicator.” World Politics 25 (4): 577-599. 

• Singer, J. David and Melvin Small. 1966. “The Composition and Status Ordering of the 
International System: 1815-1940.” World Politics 18 (2): 236-282. 

 
Recommended: 
 
• Berridge, G.R. 2002. Diplomacy: Theory and Practice. Houndmills, Basingstoke, Hampshire 

and New York: Palgrave. 
• Jonsson, Christer. 2002. “Diplomacy, Bargaining and Negotiation.” In Walter Carlsnaes, 

Thomas Risse and Beth A. Simmons. Eds. Handbook of International Relations. London 
and Thousand Oaks: Sage Publications. 212-234.  

• Berridge, G.R., Maurice Keens-Soper and T.G. Otte. Eds. 2001. Diplomatic Theory from 
Machiavelli to Kissinger. Houndmills, Basingstoke, Hampshire and New York: Palgrave. 

• George, Alexander L. 2000. “Strategies for Preventive Diplomacy and Conflict Resolution: 
Scholarship for Policymaking.” PS: Political Science and Politics 33 (1): 15-19. 

• Eban, Abba. 1999. Diplomacy for the Next Century. New Haven, CT: Yale University Press. 
• Mistry, Dinshaw. 1999. “Diplomacy, Sanctions, and the U.S. Nonproliferation Dialogue with 

India and Pakistan.” Asian Survey 39 (5): 753-771. 
• Stevenson, David. 1997. “Militarization and Diplomacy in Europe before 1914.” International 

Security 22 (1): 125-161. 
• Fearon, James D. 1994. “Domestic Political Audiences and the Escalation of International 

Disputes.” American Political Science Review 88 (3): 577-592. 
• Kissinger, Henry. 1994. Diplomacy. New York: Simon & Schuster. 
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• Thompson, Kenneth W. 1992. Traditions and Values in Politics and Diplomacy: Theory and 
Practice. Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press. 

• Lauren, Paul Gordon. 1972. “Ultimata and Coercive Diplomacy.” International Studies 
Quarterly 16 (2): 131-165. 

• Suhrki, Astri. 1971. “Smaller-Nation Diplomacy: Thailand's Current Dilemmas.” Asian Survey 
11 (5): 429-444. 

• Leifer, Michael. 1967. “Cambodia: The Limits of Diplomacy.” Asian Survey 7 (1): 69-73. 
• Thompson, Kenneth W. 1965. “The New Diplomacy and the Quest for Peace.” International 

Organization 19 (3): 394-409. 
• Ohira, Masayoshi. 1964. “Diplomacy for Peace: The Aims of Japanese Foreign Policy.” 

International Affairs  40 (3): 391-396. 
• Keller, Suzanne. 1956. “Diplomacy and Communication.” Public Opinion Quarterly 20 (1): 

176-182. 
• Smith, Munroe. 1915. “Military Strategy Versus Diplomacy.” Political Science Quarterly 30 

(1): 37-81. 
 
November 21:  Media Openness 
 
• Seung-Whan Choi and Patrick James. Forthcoming. “Media Openness, Democracy, and 

Militarized Interstate Disputes: An Empirical Analysis.” British Journal of Political 
Science. 

• Van Belle, Douglas A. 1997. “Press Freedom and the Democratic Peace.” Journal of Peace 
Research 34 (4): 405-414. 

 
Recommended: 
 
• Van Belle, Douglas A., Jean-Sebastien Rioux and David M. Potter. 2004. Media, 

Bureaucracies, and Foreign Aid: A Comparative Analysis of United States, the United 
Kingdom, Canada, France and Japan. New York: Palgrave Macmillan. 

• Graber, Doris. 2003. “The Media and Democracy: Beyond Myths and Stereotypes.” In Nelson 
W. Polsby. Ed. Annual Review of Political Science 6: 139-160. 

• McCaughey, Martha and Michael D. Ayers. 2003. Cyberactivism: Online Activism in Theory 
and Practice. New York: Routledge. 

• Prins, Brandon C. 2003. “Institutional Instability and the Credibility of Audience Costs: 
Examining the Impact of Political Participation on Interstate Crisis Bargaining.” Journal 
of Peace Research 40 (1): 67-84.   

• Gilboa, Eytan. Ed. 2002. Media and Conflict: Framing Issues, Making Policy, Shaping 
Opinions. Ardsley, NY: Transnational Publishers, Inc. 

• Bennett, W. Lance Bennett and Robert M. Entman. 2001. Mediated Politics: Communication in 
the Future of Democracy. Cambridge and New York: Cambridge University Press. 

• Gelpi, Christopher and Michael Griesdorf. 2001. “Winners or Losers? Democracies in 
International Crisis, 1918-94.” American Political Science Review 95 (3): 633-648. 

• Schultz, Kenneth A. 2001. “Looking for Audience Costs.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 45 
(1): 32-60. 

• Van Belle, Douglas A. 2000. Press Freedom and Global Politics. Westport and London: 
Praeger Publishers.  
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• Partell, Peter and Glenn Palmer. 1999. “Audience Costs and Interstate Crises.” International 
Studies Quarterly 43 (2): 389-406. 

• Schultz, Kenneth A. 1999. “Do Democratic Institutions Constrain or Inform?” International 
Organization 53 (2): 233-266. 

• Schultz, Kenneth A. 1998. “Domestic Opposition and Signaling in International Crises.” 
American Political Science Review 92 (4): 829-844. 

• Smith, Alastair. 1998. “International Crises and Domestic Politics.” American Political Science 
Review 92 (3): 623-638. 

• McQuail, Denis. 1997. Audience Analysis. Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications. 
• Partell, Peter. 1997. “Executive Constraints and Success in International Crises.” Political 

Research Quarterly 50 (3): 503-528. 
• Webster, James G. and Patricia F. Phalen. 1997. The Mass Audience: Rediscovering the 

Dominant Model. Nahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Publishers.  Chapter 8 
The Mass Audience in Media Theory. 115-134. 

• Eyerman, Joe and Robert A. Hart, Jr. 1996. “An Empirical Test of the Audience Cost 
Proposition: Democracy Speaks Louder than Words.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 40 
(4): 597-616. 

• Ettema, James S. and D. Charles Whitney. 1994. Audiencemaking: How the Media create the 
Audience. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications. 

• Fearon, James D. 1994. “Domestic Political Audiences and the Escalation of International 
Disputes.” American Political Science Review 88 (3): 577-592. 

• Kent, Raymond. Ed. 1994. Measuring Media Audiences. London and New York: Routledge. 
• Graber, Doris A. 1986. “Press Freedom and the General Welfare.” Political Science Quarterly 

101 (2): 257-275. 
• Davison, W. Phillips. 1974. Mass Communication and Conflict Resolution: The Role of the 

Information Media in the Advancement of International Understanding. New York: 
Praeger Publishers. 

 
November 28:  Research Paper Presentations and Final Thoughts 
 
December 2:  Research Paper Due 


