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Fall 2015 

PSC 473: WAR AND PEACE 
 

Monday 6:00-8:30pm 
PAC 3E 

 
Professor: Dr. Sibel Oktay 

 
Contact Information 

Office: PAC 354 
Phone: (217) 206-7835 
Fax: (217) 206-7807 

Email: sibelo@uis.edu 
 

 
Office Hours 

Monday 2-3:30pm 
Wednesday 9am-11am 

or by appointment 
 

 
 
 
Course Description:  
 
War—specifically, interstate war—is the foundational subject matter in the field of International 
Relations, and understanding the causes of war and peace constitutes the core of IR research. 
How have political scientists attempted to explain the endemic nature of interstate violence? 
Recent scholarship continues to tackle this question along systemic, domestic and individual 
levels of analysis through various realist, liberal or constructivist paradigms. In this course, we 
will survey the major theoretical approaches that explain the causes of war and peace based on 
factors such as human nature, the international systemic balance of power and cooperation, 
regime type, economic and domestic political institutions. Although we will primarily focus on 
interstate wars, the course will also cover asymmetric conflict, terrorism, and civil wars as more 
recent examples of international conflict.  
 
Course Objectives: 
 
This course is designed to provide students with a strong theoretical background in the subfield 
of International Security. Therefore, by the end of this class you should be able to: 
  

1) Analyze the causes of war using the “levels of analysis” which are used frequently in the 
International Relations literature. 

2) Analyze the causes of war and possibilities for peace using the major paradigms in the 
International Relations literature. 

3) Observe and interpret international conflict through multiple theoretical perspectives that 
pertain to the systemic balance of power, regime type, economic development, or human 
perceptions and understandings.  

4) Employ these theoretical tools to conduct research on the causes of war and peace.   
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Expectations: 
 

***I will depend on email as the primary means of communication*** 
***Please check your UIS emails regularly*** 

 
War and Peace is developed as an advanced-level course that can serve both undergraduate and 
graduate students. It is also a reading-intensive course, given the extensive scholarly literature on 
this topic. Although the writing assignments will be less demanding for undergraduate students, I 
expect both groups of students to show the same level of rigor and preparedness in each class. 
This means maintaining an excellent attendance record, consistent and high-quality contributions 
to class discussions and completing the weekly reading assignments. It is essential that you 
complete the reading assignments prior to each session, so that you are familiar with the 
concepts, theories and case examples that we will discuss in class.  
 
Attendance etiquette: If a prior commitment requires you to arrive late or leave early I would 
appreciate receiving advance notice via email. Also, eating is not allowed during class. 
 
Electronics policy: You are adults. I intend to treat you as such. Therefore, please turn off the 
Wi-Fi on your device and limit your laptop/tablet use to note-taking, and note-taking only. I 
really do not want to find out that you are checking your email, status-updating, tweeting, etc. 
during class time. I reserve the right to prohibit laptop/tablet use if this simple rule is violated. 
Needless to say, cell phones must be turned off or silenced in class. Please do not put them on 
vibrate; we all know that everybody can hear it and it is terribly distracting.  
 
Required Text: 
 
Blackboard: This course will rely primarily on scholarly journal articles and book chapters. I will 
provide these readings electronically via the course’s Blackboard page (http://bb.uis.edu/). You 
can access the readings in their weekly folders, under the Content tab. 
 
Brookens Library: Where noted in the syllabus, you can access the reading material via the 
library, often in the form of e-books. If there is a specific call number attached to the reading, 
please make sure to access that edition.  
 
  

http://bb.uis.edu/
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Course Requirements:  
 
Attendance and Participation: I expect you to be physically and mentally present in each 
session! Class discussions are simply much more enjoyable and informative when all of us come 
to class having done the readings, fully prepared and ready to participate. 
 
Review essay: You are expected to write a critical review essay by bringing in two weekly 
topics outlined in the first half of the syllabus (Week 8 included). This review essay should 
incorporate all of the reading material assigned to those weeks. It should comparatively discuss 
these works in terms of (a) their theses or main arguments, (b) their significance for 
understanding the causes of war and/or peace, and (c) your own assessment of their strengths and 
weaknesses—which aspects of these readings help us understand the nature, process and 
outcomes of international cooperation and conflict? Or, do they fall short of explaining certain 
international phenomena—if so, why? Essays are due on October 16th midnight (11:59PM) 
via Turnitin.  
 

• Undergraduate students: Your review essay should be 5-6 double-spaced pages, Times 
New Roman 12-point font, 1-inch margins.  

• Graduate students: Your review essay should be 9-10 double-spaced pages, Times New 
Roman 12-point font, 1-inch margins. You are also expected to incorporate and discuss in 
your review essay at least two scholarly journal articles that are not listed in the syllabus. 
Recommended journals: International Organization, International Studies Quarterly, 
Foreign Policy Analysis, European Journal of International Relations, Journal of Peace 
Research, Conflict Management and Peace Science, Journal of Conflict Resolution. 

 
Current events memo: The second half of the course introduces theoretical debates including 
war-proneness of democracies, whether trading states fight with each other, causes of ethnic and 
civil wars, and terrorism. The current events memo will focus on these debates. The assignment 
asks you to write a short essay on a current conflict of your choice using the reading material of 
the relevant week. For example, if you want to write a memo on Boko Haram in Nigeria, 
consider utilizing the readings on Terrorism (Week 12). Provide a brief overview of the current 
event and use that week’s readings to elaborate on it: do the readings help us understand the 
causes and/or consequences of this conflict, and how? Are there any dimensions of the conflict 
that you find are unanswered/refuted by the theoretical discussions provided in the readings? If 
so, discuss. The memo is due on the Monday of the week you choose to write on, by 3pm via 
email to me.  

• Undergraduate students: Your memo should be 2-3 double-spaced pages, Times New 
Roman 12-point font, 1-inch margins. 

• Graduate students: Your memo should be 4-5 double-spaced pages, Times New Roman 
12-point font, 1-inch margins. You are also expected to briefly discuss in your memo a 
research project that is prompted by your analysis of the current event and the reading 
material. For example, if you think the theoretical debates covered in class are inadequate 
to explain/understand the current conflict, what kind of a research project would fill this 
gap? 
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Final exam: You will have a cumulative, take-home final exam. There will be 5-6 questions 
that assess (a) your understanding of the core concepts, debates and issues introduced in this 
course and (b) your ability to critically discuss and/or synthesize them. Each question will ask 
you to incorporate readings and class discussions from at least two weekly topics. Unlike your 
review essay, this time you don’t have to use all the reading material from those two weeks. You 
can use only the material that you believe will be essential towards building your answer. Each 
answer should be 4-5 pages long, double-spaced, 12-point Times New Roman, 1-inch margins. 
Questions will be sent out to class at 2pm on December 8th; the answers are due on 
December 15th midnight (11:59PM) via Turnitin. 

• Undergraduate students: You will answer two (2) questions. 
• Graduate students: You will answer three (3) questions.  

 
Methods of Evaluation:  
 
Attendance and Participation: 20% 
Review Essay:   30% 
Current Events Memo:  15% 
Final Exam:    35% 
 
Late Submissions:  
 

- Late papers lose 5 points within the first hour after the deadline, 10 points thereafter. 
- Late exams lose 10 points within the first hour after the deadline, 15 points thereafter. 

 
Grading:  

100% - 93% A 
92% - 90% A- 
89% - 87% B+ 
86% - 84% B 
83% - 80% B- 
79% - 77% C+ 
76% - 74% C 
73.5% and below  F 

  
Academic Citation Etiquette:  
 
Whenever you turn in a written assignment, you are required to cite your source if:  

a) You use a direct quote from a book, article, website, etc., or   
b) You paraphrase a chunk of text from the book, article, website, etc., or  
c) You present a theory, argument, opinion that does not belong to you.  

It is okay—in fact, it is always appreciated—to acknowledge other people’s ideas, theories, or 
arguments. It takes time for all of us to develop our own original ideas. Essentially, providing 
correct citations allows you to show that you are borrowing from existing sources to develop 
your own answer.  
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How to cite your sources: 
In-text citation: Let’s say you are going to use a direct quote from the Keohane and Martin 
article from Week 7. Here are a few ways to give in-text citations:  

1. Keohane and Martin (1995: page number) argue/say/state/etc. that “direct quote goes 
here.”  

2. “Direct quote” (Keohane and Martin 1995: page number).   
3. If you are paraphrasing, you could still cite Keohane and Martin as shown either in (a) or 

(b), depending on how you construct your sentence.   
 

Bibliography: At the end of your written assignments, you must provide a list of sources that you 
have utilized for the assignment. Use the templates in the following link to construct your 
bibliography: http://writing.wisc.edu/Handbook/DocChicago_Bibliography.html  
 

It goes without saying that Wikipedia is not an academic source; do not cite Wikipedia in any 
assignment. 

 
UIS Academic Integrity Policy:  
 
I support the UIS policy on Academic Integrity, which states, in part: “Academic integrity is at 
the heart of the university’s commitment to academic excellence. The UIS community strives 
to communicate and support clear standards of integrity, so that undergraduate and graduate 
students can internalize those standards and carry them forward in their personal and 
professional lives. Living a life with integrity prepares students to assume leadership roles in 
their communities as well as in their chosen profession. Alumni can be proud of their 
education and the larger society will benefit from the University’s contribution to the 
development of ethical leaders. Violations of academic integrity demean the violator, degrade 
the learning process, deflate the meaning of grades, discredit the accomplishments of past and 
present students, and tarnish the reputation of the university for all its members.” 
 
Academic sanctions range from a warning to expulsion from the university, depending on the 
severity of your violation and your history of violations. Whatever the sanction, I will file a 
report of academic dishonesty to the Office of the Provost. 
 
You are responsible for understanding and complying with the UIS Academic Integrity 
Policy available at http://www.uis.edu/academicintegrity. 
 
Academic Accommodations:  
 
If you are a student with a documented temporary or ongoing disability in need of academic 
accommodations, please contact the Office of Disability Services at 217-206-6666. 
 
Disabilities may include, but are not limited to: Psychological, Health, Learning, Sensory, 
Mobility, ADHD, TBI and Asperger’s syndrome. In some cases, accommodations are also 
available for shorter term disabling conditions such as severe medical situations.   
 

http://www.uis.edu/academicintegrity
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Accommodations are based upon underlying medical and cognitive conditions and may include, 
but are not limited to: extended time for tests and quizzes, distraction free environment for tests 
and quizzes, a note taker, interpreter and FM devices. 
 
Students who have made a request for an academic accommodation that has been reviewed and 
approved by the ODS will receive an accommodation letter which should be provided by the 
student to the instructor as soon as possible, preferably in the first week of class.  
 
For assistance in seeking academic accommodations, please contact the UIS Office of Disability 
Services (ODS) in the Human Resources Building, Room 80. Phone: 217-206-6666. 
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Course Schedule 
 
 
Week 1: (8/24) 

• Introduction and overview of the course 
 
Week 2: (8/31) – Introduction to the Study of War 

• Jack S. Levy and William R. Thompson (2000). Causes of War. Chichester, UK: Wiley-
Blackwell. Chapter 1, pp. 1-27. Available at Brookens Library (e-book) 

• David Singer (1961). “The Levels of Analysis Problem in IR,” World Politics 16: 77-92. 
• Hidemi Suganami (2002). “Explaining War: Some Critical Observations,” International 

Relations, 16(3): 307-326. 
 
Week 3: (9/7) Labor Day 
 
Week 4: (9/14) – War and the Human Factor 

• Azar Gat (2009). “So Why Do People Fight? Evolutionary Theory and the Causes of 
War.” European Journal of International Relations 15(4): 571-99. 

• Kenneth Waltz (1959). Man, the State and War. New York: Columbia University Press. 
Ch 2, pp. 16-42. 

• Hans Morgenthau (1948). Politics Among Nations. McGraw-Hill, pp. 3-17. 
 
Week 5: (9/21) – Anarchy and Systemic Approaches to War 

• Jack Levy and William R. Thompson (2000). Causes of War. Chichester, UK: Wiley-
Blackwell, 2010. Chap. 2, pp. 28-55. Available at Brookens Library (e-book) 

• Robert Jervis (1978). “Cooperation under the Security Dilemma," World Politics 30(2): 
167-213. Read pp. 167-186, skim the rest. 

• Kenneth N. Waltz (1988). “The Origins of War in Neorealist Theory,” Journal of 
Interdisciplinary History 18(4): 615-628. 
 

Week 6: (9/28) – Polarity, Balance of Power and War 
• John J. Mearsheimer (1990). “Back to the Future: Instability in Europe after the Cold 

War,” International Security 15(1): 5-56. 
• Randall Schweller (2004). “Unanswered Threats: A Neoclassical Realist Theory of 

Underbalancing,” International Security 29(2): 159-201. 
  
Week 7: (10/5) – International Cooperation and Peace 

• John Mearsheimer (1995). “The False Promise of International Institutions,” 
International Security 19(3): 5-49. 

• Robert O. Keohane and Lisa L. Martin, "The Promise of Institutionalist Theory." 
International Security 20, 1 (Summer 1995): 39-51. 

• Mohammed Nuruzzaman (2008). “Liberal Institutionalism and International Cooperation 
after 11 September 2001,” International Studies 45: 193-213. 
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Week 8: (10/12) – Democratic Peace 
• John Owen. (1994). “How Liberalism Produces Democratic Peace,” International 

Security 19(2): 87-125. 
• Barbara Farnham (2003). “The Theory of Democratic Peace and Threat Perception,” 

International Studies Quarterly 47: 395-415.  
• Mark Peceny, Caroline C. Beer, and Shannon Sanchez-Terry, "Dictatorial Peace?" 

American Political Science Review, 96, 1 (March 2002): 15-26. 
• Review essays are due October 16th via Turnitin. 

 
Week 9: (10/19) – Economic Interdependence and Peace 

• Dale C. Copeland (1996). “Economic Interdependence and War: A Theory of Trade 
Expectations,” International Security 20(4): 5-41.  

• Susan McMillan (1997). “Interdependence and Conflict,” Mershon International Studies 
Review 41: 33-58. 

 
Week 10: (10/26) – Domestic Causes of War, Audience Costs 

• Marc Trachtenberg. “Audience Costs: An Historical Analysis.” Security Studies, 21, 1 
(2012): 3-42. 

• Brandon C. Prins and Christopher Sprecher, "Institutional Constraints, Political 
Opposition, and Interstate Dispute Escalation: Evidence from Parliamentary Systems, 
1946-89." Journal of Peace Research, 36, 3 (1999): 271-287. 

• Joe D. Hagan, "Domestic Political Systems and War Proneness." Mershon International 
Studies Review 38 (October 1994): 183-208. 

 
Week 11: (11/2) – Ethnic Conflict and Civil War 

• Jack S. Levy and William R. Thompson (2000). Causes of War. Chichester, UK: Wiley-
Blackwell. Chapter 7, pp. 186-204. Available at Brookens Library (e-book) 

• Chaim Kaufman (1996). “Possible and Impossible Solutions to Ethnic Civil Wars,” 
International Security 20(4): 136-75. 

 
Week 12: (11/9) – Terrorism 

• Louise Richardson (2006). What Terrorists Want: Understanding the Enemy, Containing 
the Threat. New York: Random House. Chapter 1, pp. 3-21.  

• Max Abrahms (2006). “Why Terrorism Does Not Work,” International Security 31(2): 
42-78. 

• Max Abrahms (2011). “Does Terrorism Really Work? Evolution in the Conventional 
Wisdom since 9/11.” Defence and Peace Economics, 22(6): 583-594. 
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Week 13: (11/16) – Small Wars and Insurgencies  
• Ivan Arreguin-Toft (2001). “How the Weak Win Wars: A Theory of Asymmetric 

Conflict.” International Security 26(1): 93-128. 
• Andrew Mack (1975). “Why Big Nations Lose Small Wars: The Politics of Asymmetric 

Conflict,” World Politics 27(2): 175-200. 
• John Nagl (1999). “Learning to Eat Soup with a Knife: British and American Army 

Counterinsurgency Learning During the Malayan Emergency and the Vietnam War,” 
World Affairs 161(4): 193-199. 

 
Week 14: November 23 – 27: Recess 
 
Week 15: (11/30) – Identity, Norms and Culture: Constructivist Approaches  

• Jennifer Mitzen (2006). “Ontological Security in World Politics: State Identity and the 
Security Dilemma,” European Journal of International Relations 12 (3): 341-370. 

• Nina Tannenwald (1999). “The Nuclear Taboo: The United States and the Normative 
Basis of Nuclear Non-Use,” International Organization 53(3): 433-468. 

• Samuel P. Huntington (1993). “The Clash of Civilizations?” Foreign Affairs 72: 22-49. 
 
Week 16: (12/7) – Feminist Approaches to War and Peace 

• Laura Sjoberg, “Gender, structure, and war: what Waltz couldn't see.” International 
Theory, 4, 1 (March 2012): 1-38. 

• Mary K. Burguieres, “Feminist Approaches to Peace: Another Step for Peace Studies.” 
Millennium 19/1 (1990): 1-18. 

 
 
 

Final exam due December 15th by midnight (11:59PM) 
 
 
 
 


