
1 

 

Spring 2015 

PSC 468: FOREIGN POLICY ANALYSIS 

 

Wednesday, 2:00-4:30pm 

Room: PAC 3D 

 

Professor: Dr. Sibel Oktay 

 

Contact Information 

Office: PAC 354 

Phone: (217) 206-7835 

Fax: (217) 206-7807 

Email: sibelo@uis.edu 

 

Office Hours 

Wednesday 10:00am – 12:00pm 

Thursday 10:00am – 12:00pm 

or by appointment 

 

 

Course Description:  
 

This course introduces students to the field of foreign policy analysis, that is, the study of how 

policymakers across the world go about making foreign policy decisions. In the first part of the 

course, we will begin by browsing the field: How is ‘foreign policy decision-making’ different 

from ‘foreign policy behavior’ and what kinds of tools do we use to study each? Next, we will 

unpack the different levels of decision-making in foreign policy and discuss how individuals and 

groups make these decisions. We will then move on to a series of explanations that focus on 

domestic politics and public opinion, culture and identity, and national attributes.  

 

The second part of the course will survey the foreign policies of three groups of states: major 

powers of Western Europe (The UK, France and Germany), the BRICs, as well as some of the 

major players in the Middle East (Turkey, Iran and Israel). This latter part of the course is 

designed to provide you with the ‘case knowledge’ of a range of states so that in addition to a 

rich theoretical background on foreign policy analysis, you also develop a ‘comparative’ 

approach in this area.   

 

 

Course Objectives: 
 

By the end of this course, you should be able to: 

 Discuss the genesis, development and current status of the field of Foreign Policy 

Analysis. 

 Analyze the differences between “foreign policy,” “foreign policy behavior” and “foreign 

policy decision-making.”  

 Evaluate and utilize explanations of foreign policy/behavior/decision-making on several 

levels including individual, group, organizational, societal, etc.  

 Develop a comparative approach to studying foreign policy by bringing in theoretical 

insights using case knowledge from different parts of the world.  

 Write a substantial piece of original research that analyzes foreign policy decisions. 
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Expectations: 
 

 

***I will depend on email as the primary means of communication*** 

***Please check your UIS emails regularly*** 

 

Foreign Policy Analysis is developed as an advanced-level course that can serve both 

undergraduate and graduate students. PSC 371 and PSC 373 are prerequisites for this course, 

which means that basic knowledge of political systems around the world as well as of the 

concepts and major theories we discuss in the field of international relations is expected from the 

students. 

 

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.  

 

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 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.  

 

Participation etiquette: Class discussions will be a core component of this course. We read the 

news everyday on US foreign policy, Russia, Syria, Iran, North Korea, the EU (the list goes on) 

and naturally we develop opinions on how decision-makers behave at the international level. 

While I encourage you to raise questions and comments on current international events, please 

keep in mind that this is an academic setting, not a venue for political/ideological debate. I will 

not tolerate ideologically or politically charged statements or behaviors towards your colleagues 

in class.  

 

Attendance etiquette: If a prior commitment requires you to arrive late or leave early I would 

appreciate receiving advance notice via email. If you are sick, please submit a note from your 

physician within a week from the day of your absence, and I will omit that day from your 

attendance record. 

 

Eating and drinking: Feel free to bring your water/coffee/soft-drink. Eating is not allowed during 

class.  
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Required Texts: 
 

(1) Books: We will be using two books as our main texts. 

 Hudson, Valerie. (2014). Foreign Policy Analysis: Classic and Contemporary Theory 2
nd

 

Edition. Rowman & Littlefield. 

 Beasley, Ryan K., Juliet Kaarbo, Jeffrey S. Lantis and Michael T. Snarr (eds.) (2013). 

Foreign Policy in Comparative Perspective: Domestic and International Influences on 

State Behavior 2
nd

 Edition. CQ Press. (Henceforth BKLS) 

 

Both books can be purchased at the UIS Bookstore. A copy of each book can also be found 

in the Brookens Library course reserves. 

 

(2) Blackboard: I will also provide readings electronically via the course Blackboard page 

(http://bb.uis.edu/). You can access these readings in their weekly folders, under the Course 

Materials tab. 

 

 

Course Requirements and Evaluation:  

 
Undergraduate students (468A):  

 Attendance and Participation – 20% 

 Response Papers – 2x15% – 30%  

You will write two response papers, due February 25
th

 and March 11
th

 before class 

begins, via Turnitin. These papers will be 4-5 double-spaced pages each, in Times New 

Roman 12-point font, with 1-inch margins.  

 

The first paper should critically discuss the individual-level approaches by bringing in all 

of the readings from Weeks 4 and 6: evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of this body 

of literature (you do not have to go over each reading separately, instead evaluate them as 

a group and point out particular readings where necessary), and discuss whether focusing 

on the individuals is an effective approach in analyzing foreign policy. Bring in a case 

example that has not been discussed in the readings to defend your position.  

 

The second paper should reflect a similar effort, this time by utilizing the readings from 

Weeks 7 and 8: evaluate the group-level models and approaches, and discuss their 

strengths and weaknesses. Is the group-level approach effective in analyzing foreign 

policy? Again, bring in a case example that has not been discussed in the readings to 

defend your position. I also encourage you to bring in your insights from Paper #1 to 

supplement your discussion of group-level approaches. 

 Comparative Reflection Paper – 20% 

On Weeks 14, 15 and 16, we will discuss the foreign policies of three groups of states. 

You are asked to choose one of these weeks and write an analytical brief that compares 

and contrasts the foreign policies of the states of that week, based on the reading material 

and outside sources (if necessary). Are there any historical traditions or trends that 

characterize the foreign policies of these states to this day? What are some of the major 

http://bb.uis.edu/
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internal and external determinants of their foreign policy? Can you find ‘commonalities’ 

among these trends and determinants? For example, if you are focusing on the BRICs, 

can you find common problems and/or patterns of foreign policy decision-making 

between Russia and China? Conversely, are there any sharp differences and divergences 

in their foreign policies? Finally, if you were to prepare a research paper to analyze the 

foreign policies of these states, which theoretical approaches and models would you 

utilize, and why? 

 

The paper is due the Monday of the week you write your reflection paper on, via email (if 

your response paper is on Western European states, you should submit the paper to me by 

April 20
th

, and so on.) It should be 5-6 double-spaced pages, in Times New Roman 12-

point font, with 1-inch margins.  

 Final Exam – 30% 

You will have a comprehensive take-home final exam, distributed on May 6
th

, due on 

May 12
th

. The exam will consist of a number of essay-type questions, and you will be 

asked to answer two of them. Further instructions will be provided on May 6
th

.   

 

 

Graduate students (468B and 599):  

 Attendance and Participation – 20% 

 Response Papers – 2x10% – 20%: Refer to the instructions above on Response Papers.  

 Research Paper – 50% 

You will prepare an original research paper, due on May 12
th

. This will be an ‘evolving 

essay’ with five parts. Each part should be 6-8 pages each, though there is no maximum 

page limit. The first three parts of the paper will be turned in as multiple draft 

submissions for review and feedback at various times during the semester. To prepare for 

this assignment, you should first do the following:  

 (1) Pick a country other than the United States.  

(2) Pick a time period in which your country made two interesting and significant 

foreign policy decisions under the same leadership (that is, if you choose to write 

on Germany, keep Gerhard Schroeder constant as the chancellor –in 

methodological terms, this allows you to control for the head of 

state/government.) The project will focus on explaining why your state made the 

two decisions. Choosing two decisions will allow you to contrast the factors that 

led to them. 

(3) Submit a paragraph that explains your country and the two decisions due 

February 2
nd

 via email to get my approval and feedback.     

 

Part 1 (due February 18
th

): Historical Background of the Two Decisions  This part of 

the project should lay out your two cases. You should provide the reader with their 

historical background and why you think these are interesting and significant decisions 

for your country, as well as for your study. First, describe the puzzle inherent in your 

contrasting decisions and pose questions that you will answer in the body of the paper: 

what is the major contrast between your two foreign policy decisions? Then, explain how 

these two situations developed, their importance for the country and/or its leadership 

and/or the international community. If you think it is necessary, you can refer to previous 
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episodes of foreign policy activity of your country in regards to these decisions. This part 

of the project is like the introduction of your paper that explains what you are going to 

look at and why.  

 

Part 2 (due March 25
th

): Leadership and Governmental Structure  In this part, you 

will examine in detail the actors who led the country through these two decisions, and the 

structure of their government. You might want to focus on a few key actors and research 

them in more detail. How did their personal characteristics, beliefs, prior training, 

personal experiences impact the decisions? What is the structure of the government like? 

For instance, is it a multi-party coalition or a presidential government with a tightly-knit 

group of advisors? Look at the structure of the government and focus on the 

groups/bureaucracies/organizations that you find are more relevant in the decision-

making process. How do you think the leadership and governmental structure during 

these decisions help explain them? Are these structures comparable in both decisions, or 

not? 

 

Part 3 (due April 22
nd

): The Role of Culture, Domestic Politics and Opposition, Public 

Opinion  In this part of the paper, you should first identify the cultural contexts of these 

decisions: are there special cultural needs that the government has to fulfill by adopting 

these decisions, such as gaining international status? Are there norms that bind the 

decision-makers, such as making foreign policy by consensus? Did these norms influence 

the two decisions? At the domestic politics level, what was the public opinion like on 

these two decisions? Did any special interest group, the media, or segments of the society 

have any influence in the decision-making process? How did the two decisions compare 

and contrast on these factors? 

 

Part 4: The Effects of National Attributes and the International System  Did the 

geographical characteristics of the state (size, location, etc.) constrain the decision-

makers or did they provide opportunities for these two decisions? Did the economic 

standing and needs of the state have any influence on the decisions? Is the state a member 

of key international institutions and/or does it participate in alliances—and did these 

systemic relationships have any effects on how the two decisions were made? Can you 

draw any comparisons on the effects of these nation-level and systemic factors to explain 

the foreign policy decisions? Even though you will not submit this section of your draft, I 

expect you to discuss it in your oral presentation.   

 

Part 5: Conclusion  The final part of the paper should integrate your findings and 

summarize your conclusions. Ideally, here you should be able to visually demonstrate 

your findings, either by building a flowchart, a decision-tree, or simply a table where the 

reader can easily pick up the main findings of your comparative analysis. Based on your 

findings, would it be possible to make predictions on the future foreign policy behavior 

of your country in the area(s) that you focused on? What kinds of questions do you think 

are left unanswered in your research? Based on your research findings and the 

unanswered questions, what are some of the possible avenues for future research? 
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 Oral Presentation – 10%  

You will give an oral presentation of your draft research either on Week 14, 15 or 16. 

The presentations will be scheduled once everyone’s choice of country is finalized. They 

will be 10-12 minutes long, followed by a short Q&A. The purpose of this assignment is 

to (a) give you the opportunity to verbally (and visually, think PowerPoint slides) explain 

your research in an effective and succinct way, and (b) respond to questions on your work 

on the spot as well as take constructive criticism and feedback as you wrap up your paper 

for final submission on May 12
th

.  

 

 

Late Policy:  
 Response papers: Will be downgraded by 10% if submitted after class. 

 Research paper drafts: These drafts will not receive grades per se, but they will help me 

observe your progress and help you get periodic feedback as you develop your project. Late 

submissions might factor into my assessment of your final draft, however. 

 Comparative reflection papers: Will be downgraded by 5% if submitted after Monday, 

10% if submitted after class. 

 

 

Grading:  

100% - 93% A 79% - 77% C+ 

92% - 90% A- 76% - 73% C 

89% - 87% B+ 72% - 70% C- 

86% - 83% B 69% - 67% D+ 

82% - 80% B- 66% - 60% D 
  59% - 0% F 

 

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. 

http://www.uis.edu/academicintegrity
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Academic Accommodations:  
 

Reasonable accommodations are available for students who have a documented disability. Please 

notify me during the first week of class of any accommodations needed for the course. Late 

notification may cause the requested accommodations to be unavailable. All accommodations 

must be approved through the UIS Office of Disability Services (ODS) in HRB, Room 80. 

Phone: 217-206-6666. Please also check: http://www.uis.edu/disabilityservices/ 

http://www.uis.edu/disabilityservices/
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Course Schedule 

 

 

Week 1 (1/21):  

 Introductions and Overview of the Course  

 

Week 2 (1/28): What is FPA? What is Foreign Policy Behavior? 

 Hudson, Chapter 1 

 Callahan, P. (1982b). “Event Data and the Study of Policy,” in P. Callahan, L. P. Brady 

& M. G. Hermann (Eds.), Describing Foreign Policy Behavior (pp. 293-306). Beverly 

Hills, CA: Sage. 

 Schrodt, P. (1995). “Event Data in Foreign Policy Analysis,” in L. Neack, J. A. Hey & P. 

J. Haney (Eds.), Foreign Policy Analysis: Continuity and Change in Its Second 

Generation (pp. 145-166). Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall. 

 Graduates: Paper proposals (country and decisions) due February 2
nd

 via email 

 

Week 3 (2/4): Levels of Analysis in Foreign Policy 

 Stein, Arthur. (2006) “Constraints and Determinants: Structure, Purpose and Process in 

the Analysis of Foreign Policy,” in Harvey Starr (ed). Approaches, Levels and Methods of 

Analysis in International Politics (pp. 189-209). New York: Palgrave Macmillan.  

 BKLS Chapter 1, pp. 1-22 

 Holsti, Ole. (1989). “Models of International Relations and Foreign Policy”, Diplomatic 

History 13(1): 15-43.  

 

Week 4 (2/11): Individual Factors-1: Cognitive Approaches 

 Hudson, Chapter 2, pp. 39-58 

 Renshon, Jonathan. (2009). “When Public Statements Reveal Private Beliefs: Assessing 

Operational Codes at a Distance,” Political Psychology 30(4): 649-661. 

 Larson, Deborah. (1994). “The Role of Belief Systems and Schemas in Foreign Policy 

Decision-Making,” Political Psychology 15(1): 17-33. 

 

Week 5 (2/18): NO CLASS. Graduates: Research paper part 1 due today via Turnitin 

 

Week 6 (2/25): Individual Factors-2: Leadership Traits & Styles  

 Hudson, Chapter 2, pp. 58-72 

 Hermann, Margaret G., Thomas Preston, Baghat Korany and Timothy M. Shaw. (2001). 

“Who Leads Matters: The Effect of Powerful Individuals,” International Studies Review 

3(2): 83-131. 

 Hermann, Margaret G. (2005). “William Jefferson Clinton’s Leadership Style,” in Jerold 

Post (ed.) The Psychological Assessment of Political Leaders (pp. 313-323). Ann Arbor, 

MI: University of Michigan Press.  

 Response paper #1 due via Turnitin 
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Week 7 (3/4): Group Decision-Making-1: Bureaucratic-Organizational Models 

 Hudson, Chapter 3 

 Allison, Graham. (1969). “Conceptual Models and the Cuban Missile Crisis,” American 

Political Science Review 63(3): 689-718. 

 

Week 8 (3/11) Group Decision-Making-2: Single Groups and Coalitions  

 Hermann, Charles F., Janice Gross Stein, Bengt Sundelius and Stephen G. Walker. 

(2001). “Resolve, Accept, Avoid: Effects of Group Conflict on Foreign Policy 

Decisions,” International Studies Review 3(2): 133-168. 

 Hagan, J. D., Everts, P. P., Fukui, H., & Stempel, J. D. (2001). “Foreign Policy by 

Coalition: Deadlock, Compromise, and Anarchy,” International Studies Review 3(2): 

169-216. 

 Response paper #2 due via Turnitin 

 

Week 9 (March 16-20): Spring Break 

 

Week 10 (3/25): Sources of Explanation: Culture and Role Conceptions  

 Hudson, Chapter 4 

 Gaenslen, Fritz. (1986). “Culture and Decision Making in China, Japan, Russia and the 

United States,” World Politics 39(1): 78-103. 

 Kaarbo, J., & Cantir, C. (2013). “Role conflict in recent wars: Danish and Dutch debates 

over Iraq and Afghanistan,” Cooperation and Conflict, 48(4): 465-483. 

 Graduates: Research paper part 2 due today via Turnitin 

 

Week 11 (4/1): Sources of Explanation: Domestic Politics  

 Hudson, Chapter 5 

 Hagan, J. “Domestic Political Explanations in the Study of Foreign Policy,” in L. Neack, 

J. A. Hey & P. J. Haney (Eds.), Foreign Policy Analysis: Continuity and Change in Its 

Second Generation. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall. 

 Doeser, F. (2011). “Domestic politics and foreign policy change in small states: the fall 

of the Danish ‘footnote policy’,” Cooperation and Conflict 46(2): 222-241. 

 

Week 12 (4/8): Sources of Explanation: Public Opinion  

 Risse-Kappen, T. (1991). “Public Opinion, Domestic Structures and Foreign Policy in 

Liberal Democracies,” World Politics 43(4): 479-512. 

 Kreps, Sarah. (2010). “Elite Consensus as a Determinant of Alliance Cohesion: Why 

Public Opinion Hardly Matters for NATO-led Operations in Afghanistan,” Foreign 

Policy Analysis 6: 191-215. 
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Week 13 (4/15): Sources of Explanation: National Attributes and the International System 

 Hudson, Chapter 6 

 East, M. A. (1973). “Size and foreign policy behavior: a test of two models,” World 

Politics, 25(4): 556-576. 

 Wijk, R. d. (2007). “Seeking the right balance: NATO and EU in Dutch Foreign and 

Defense Policy,” Outono-Inverno, 118(3): 147-164. 

 

Week 14 (4/22): Comparing Foreign Policies: Western Europe (Britain, Germany, France) 

 BKLS Chapters 2, 3, 4 

 Graduates: Research paper part 3 due today via Turnitin 

 Graduates: Presentations 

 Undergraduates: Reflection papers due on the Monday of this week via email 

 

Week 15 (4/29): Comparing Foreign Policies: The BRIC Countries 

 BKLS Chapters 13, 5, 8, 6 

 Graduates: Presentations 

 Undergraduates: Reflection papers due on the Monday of this week via email 

 

Week 16 (5/6): Comparing Foreign Policies: The Middle East (Turkey, Iran, Israel) 

 BKLS Chapters 9, 10 

 Freilich, Charles D. (2006) “National Security Decision-Making in Israel: Processes, 

Pathologies, and Strengths,” Middle East Journal 60(4): 635-663. 

 Graduates: Presentations 

 Undergraduates: Reflection papers due on the Monday of this week via email 

 

Week 17: Finals Week 

 Graduate students: Final draft of your research papers are due May 12
th

 via Turnitin 

 Undergraduate students: Final exam distributed on May 6
th

, due May 12
th

 via Turnitin 

 

 


