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OVERVIEW


Foreign policy is conventionally defined as the means by which a nation-state advances and protects its interests in the world.  It includes fashioning alliances, establishing trade relationships, negotiating treaties, shoring up domestic support for international policies, bargaining with international organizations, crafting military doctrines, and waging war.  How decision-makers conduct foreign policy lies on the fault-line between international relations, domestic politics, and policy analysis.  


Every nation-state in the world has to form a foreign policy.  However, this course is about the foreign policy of the United States, which, at the beginning of the twenty-first century, differs from all other states in two respects.  First, since 1945, the U.S. has been the most powerful country—the hegemon—in the world.  This gives the United States a wider array of policy options, and a larger number of policy concerns, than, say, El Salvador.  Of course, our power also increases the number of obligations we feel compelled to protect.  Second, unlike most other countries, the United States was founded on a universalistic ideology of liberal constitutional democracy and self-determination.  You will never hear Mexican, Japanese, or British diplomats proclaim that the rest of the world should be more like their country.  Not so with Americans.  Since the end of World War II, the American conviction that right makes might has often clashed with the more concrete principles of realpolitik.  


There are several ways of teaching U.S. foreign policy:  theoretical, practical, historical, ideological, etc.  This course will be framed around the contending theories of U.S. foreign policy, using prominent (and not-so-prominent) cases from American history as illustrations.  Our “dependent variable” is not whether a particular policy succeeded or failed, though that will certainly be discussed; we are more concerned with the explanation for why the U.S. chose that particular strategy.  

The cases that will be discussed are rather diverse, ranging from the Anglo-American rivalry of the nineteenth century through the Cuban Missile Crisis to the current debates about how globalization affects the United States.  This is a very incomplete list:  note that there are no sessions on the origins of the Cold War, or the U.S. peacekeeping mission in Kosovo.  I have selected these events partly because they are intrinsically important, but also because they are a useful way of evaluating the accuracy of the theories we will discuss.  


As you shall discover, foreign policy is a peculiar mix of regular patterns and random interactions.  To explain complex phenomena like this, we need theories as a guide to tell us what are the important facts and what facts are irrelevant.  By the end of this class, you should understand the different explanations of U.S. foreign policy and, more importantly, be able to apply them to future U.S. policy.  


This class will help prepare you to understand the policy debates of today.  The end of the cold war has stripped the United States of an overarching enemy, but plenty of challenges remain:  the vulnerability of the U.S. to terrorist attacks, the rise of China as a great power, and the potential risk of global financial contagion.  By this point, the conceptual tools acquired during the course should enable you to analyze these issues in a way that improves upon the McLaughlin Group—which should not be that difficult anyway.  

COURSE REQUIREMENTS


There will be four requirements of you in taking this course.  First, I expect your full participation.  This means you should have read the assigned material before the seminar date.  I place a high degree of importance on class participation.  This does not mean talking for talking's sake, it means making incisive observations that display original thinking.  Oh, and I will call on you on occasion, just to be mean.  To keep apprised of current issues in foreign policy, you need to read a good daily newspaper, such as The New York Times, Washington Post, International Herald Tribune, Wall Street Journal, Christian Science Monitor, and/or The Economist, a weekly news magazine.  Time, Newsweek, or the Chicago Tribune do not count.  


Second, you will be expected to write a 10-15 page research paper that explains a well-defined foreign policy event in United States history (you cannot discuss one of the cases already In the syllabus), using the analytical tools that you will acquire in the theoretical discussions.  For example, what is the best theory to explain the U.S. intervention and withdrawal from Somalia?  This will require original research on your part to substantiate your analytical claims.  This paper should take no longer than fifteen pages, double-spaced, using standard margins.  This will be due about two-thirds of the way through the course.  Clear your topic with me before you start your paper.  


Third and fourth, you will have a midterm and a final.  The midterm will cover the first part of the class, and include the material covered in the readings, lectures, and discussions.  The final will test you on the entire course, with an emphasis on the later weeks.  There will be factual questions, but these will not about small details (i.e., on what date did President Kennedy order the naval blockade of Cuba?) but rather the identification and explanation of important concepts or events (i.e., what was containment?).  More importantly, I will expect you to use the analytical tools developed in this course to answer more broad-based questions about American foreign policy.  The Kissinger book will not be covered during the course, but I guarantee you that questions about it will be on the final exam.  


Your grade will be determined as follows:  


Class participation

20%


Research paper

30%


Midterm


20%


Final examination

30%

ANSWERS TO FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS

1) The midterm exam will be held in class on October 25th.  No exceptions.

2) The final examination will be take home. 

3) The paper will be due in class on November 20th.  There is a half-grade penalty for every day after that if the assignment in question is late, i.e., if you hand it in on the 21st,. your best possible grade is an A-. 

4)  If you have a disability or language difficulty that warrants extra time to take the midterm or final exam, let me know within the first week of classes.  You will need a note from a doctor/counselor explaining why you will need the extra time.  

5) Class attendance is not mandatory.  On the other hand, skipping class is not without costs.  This means I will not give anyone copies of my lecture notes simply because they miss class.  

6) About the paper.  You do not need to hand in a rough draft, although I will be happy to comment on one if you choose to do so.  Once you hand in the paper, that’s it.  You cannot rewrite it and resubmit it if you receive a bad grade.  

7) There is no extra credit.  

READINGS

I expect you to keep pace with readings as the course develops; they will come up in class.  Readings in the syllabus that have an asterisk (*) before them are available at JSTOR, a web site archive at www.jstor.org.  You can download or print these articles directly from that web site.  Readings in the syllabus that have two asterisks (**) before them will be posted in .pdf format online by the library.   The required books are:  

Richard Holbrooke, To End A War.  New York:  Random House, 1998.  

G. John Ikenberry, ed.  American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  Fourth edition.  Boston:  Scott Foresman, 2001.  

Robert F. Kennedy. Thirteen Days:  A Memoir of the Cuban Missile Crisis.  New York:  Norton, 1968.  

Ernest May and Philip Zelikow, eds.  The Kennedy Tapes.  Cambridge:  Harvard University Press, 1997.

Fareed Zakaria.  From Wealth to Power.  Princeton:  Princeton University Press, 1998.  

Henry Kissinger, Does America Need a Foreign Policy?  New York:  Norton, 2001.  
COURSE OUTLINE

PART I:  THINKING ABOUT FOREIGN POLICY

1:  Why should we care about foreign policy?  Why should we care about theory? (9/25)

Michael Lewis, “The Case Against ‘Abroad,’” The New Republic, December 12, 1994, p. 21-23.  

*Benjamin Most and Harvey Starr, “International Relations Theory, Foreign Policy Substitutability, and ‘Nice’ Laws.”  World Politics 36 (April 1984):  383-406. 

*John Lewis Gaddis, “International Relations Theory and the End of the Cold War,” International Security 17 (Winter 1992/93):  5-58. 

Olé R. Holsti, “Models of International Relations and Foreign Policy,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

September 27:  YOM KIPPUR – NO CLASS

2:  Realism and the Rise of American Power (10/2-10/4)

Fareed Zakaria, From Wealth to Power, p. 3-89, 119-192.  

*Michael Mastanduno, David A. Lake, G. John Ikenberry, "Toward a Realist Theory of State Action,"  International Studies Quarterly. 33 (December 1989):   457-474. 

Kenneth Waltz, “Anarchic Orders and Balances of Power,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.

Melvyn Leffler, “The American Conception of National Security and the Beginning of the Cold War, 1945-1948," in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.

G. John Ikenberry, "Rethinking the Origins of U.S. Hegemony," in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.

3:  The Strands of Liberalism (10/9-10/16)

Neoliberal Institutionalism and Bosnia
**Bruce Russett and John Oneal, "The Kantian Peace: The Pacific Benefits of Democracy, Interdependence, and International Organizations, 1885-1992."  World Politics 52 (1999): 1-37.  

Tony Smith, "National Security Liberalism and American Foreign Policy," in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

G. John Ikenberry, “America's Liberal Grand Strategy,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays. 

Richard Holbrooke, To End a War, p. 3-34, 60-112, 116-121, 142-175, 210-211, 215-223, 231-245, 288-315, and 358-370.   

Commercial Liberalism and the Sino-American Relationship

*David Shambaugh, "Containment or Engagement of China," International Security (Fall 1996):  

** Robert Ross, "China,"  in Richard Haass, ed., Economic Sanctions and American Diplomacy.  (New York:  Council on Foreign Relations, 1998).   

Lawrence F. Kaplan, “Trade Barriers:  Why Trade Won’t Bring Democracy to China.”  The New Republic,  July 9, 2001.  Available at http://www.tnr.com/070901/kaplan070901_print.html.  

The Democratic Peace and the Anglo-American Rivalry
*Christopher Layne, "Kant or Cant: The Myth of the Democratic Peace," International Security, 19 (Autumn 1994):  5-49.

*John M. Owen, "Give Democratic Peace a Chance?  How Liberalism Produces Democratic Peace," International Security, 19 (Autumn 1994):  87-125.

October 18:  IN-CLASS MIDTERM REVIEW SESSION

4:  Constructivism, Global Norms, and U.S. Anti-Apartheid Policy (10/23)

*Alexander Wendt, “Anarchy is What States Make of It:  The Social Construction of Power Politics,” International Organization 46 (Spring 1992):  391-425.

*Audie Klotz, “Norms Reconstituting Interests:  Global Racial Equality and U.S. Sanctions Against South Africa,” International Organization 49 (Summer 1995):  451-478.

*Kenneth M. Rodman, "Sanctions at Bay? Hegemonic Decline, Multinational Corporations, and U.S. Economic Sanctions since the Pipeline Case," International Organization 49 (Winter 1995):  105-137.  

October 25:  IN-CLASS MIDTERM EXAM

5:  Pluralism and U.S. Foreign Economic Policy (10/30)

Jeffry Frieden, “Sectoral Conflict and U.S. Foreign Economic Policy, 1914-1940,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

Peter Trubowitz, “Political Conflict and Foreign Policy in the United States:  A Geographical Interpretation,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

*David Lake, "International Economic Structures and American Foreign Economic Policy, 1887-1934," World Politics, 35 (July 1983):  517-543.  

6:  Public Opinion, Political Institutions, and Globalization (11/1-11/6)

Michael Roskin, "From Pearl Harbor to Vietnam:  Shifting Generational Paradigms and Foreign Policy," in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.

Olé R. Holsti, "Public Opinion and Foreign Policy:  Challenges to the Almond-Lippman Consensus," in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.

Michael Mastanduno, "The U.S. Political System and International Leadership:  A 'Decidedly Inferior' Form of Government?" In Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

*Thomas Risse-Kappen, “Public Opinion, Domestic Structure, and Foreign Policy in Liberal Democracies.”  World Politics 43 (July 1991):  479-512.

Kenneth F. Sheve and Matthew J. Slaughter, Globalization and the Perceptions of American Workers (Washington:  Institute for International Economics, 2000), chapters 1-2.  Available at http://www.iie.com/publications/publication.cfm?pub_id=109.   

**Daniel W. Drezner, “Bottom Feeders.”  Foreign Policy 121 (November/December 2000):  64-70.  
7:  Bureaucratic Politics and the Cuban Missile Crisis (11/8-11/13)

Graham Allison, “Conceptual Models and the Cuban Missile Crisis,”  In Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

Stephen D. Krasner, “Are Bureaucracies Important? (Or Allison Wonderland),”  In Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

Kennedy, Thirteen Days, all

May and Zelikow, The Kennedy Tapes, selected chapters.  

8:  American Ideals and Human Rights (11/15)

Samuel Huntington, “American Ideals Versus American Institutions,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

**Kathryn Sikkink, “The Power of Principled Ideas:  Human Rights Policies in the United States and Western Europe,”  in Judith Goldstein and Robert Keohane, eds., Ideas and Foreign Policy (Ithaca:  Cornell University Press, 1993).   

**Daniel Drezner, “Ideas, Bureaucratic Politics, and the Crafting of Foreign Policy.” American Journal of Political Science 44 (October 2000):  733-749.  

NOVEMBER 20:  RESEARCH PAPER DUE

9:  Cognitive theories of foreign policy and the Vietnam War (11/20-11/27)

Robert Jervis, “Hypotheses on Misperception,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

Irving Janis, “Escalation of the Vietnam War:  How Could It Happen?” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

James Thompson, “How Could Vietnam Happen?  An Autopsy,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

Yuen Foong Khong, “Seduction by Analogy in Vietnam:  The Malaya and Korea Analogies,” in Ikenberry, American Foreign Policy:  Theoretical Essays.  

**Leslie H. Gelb, “Vietnam:  The System Worked,” Foreign Policy (Summer 1971):  140-167.  

10:  What Theory Can't Tell You:  A Policymaker's View (11/29)

**William Wechsler, "Follow the Money," Foreign Affairs 80 (July/August 2001):  40-57.  

Anand Giriharadas, "Sacred Havens," The New Republic, August 27, 2001, available at http://www.thenewrepublic.com/082701/giridharadas082701.html.  

