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Woolf, Virginia. 1992. Three Guineas. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

de Beauvoir, Simone. 1989. The Second Sex. New York: Vintage
Books.

Firestone, Shulamith. 1979. The Dialectic of Sex: The Case for
Feminist Revolution. London: The Women’s Press.

Millett, Kate. 1970. Sexual Politics, Part | and Part 11.

Wittig, Monique. 1992. The Straight Mind and Other Essays. Boston :
Beacon Press.
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Week 1 Breaking Ice and Warming Up
.7 Rene Magrrite % 17 ¥ ;213343

Robert O. Keohane, “International Relations, Old and New,” in
Robert E. Goodin and Hans-Dieter Klingemann (eds.), A New
Handbook of Political Science (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1996), 462-76. (Presidential address in 1988 ISA)

Steve Smith. 2004. “Singing Our World into Existence: International
Relations Theory and September 11,” International Studies Quarterly
48: 499-515
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Week 2 The State-of-the-Art of the Discipline: Diverse Perspectives
Smith, Steve. 2002. “The United States and the Discipline of
International Relations: ‘Hegemonic Country, Hegemonic
Discipline,” International Studies Review 4(2): 67-85.

Walt, Stephen. 1998. “International Relations: One World, Many
Theories,” Foreign Policy 110: 29-46.

Agathangelou, Anna M., and L. H. M. Ling. 2004. “The House of IR:

From Family Power Politics to the Poisies of Worldism,”
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International Studies Review 6: 21-49.

Week 3 The State-of-the-Art of the Discipline in Different States and
Areas

Jorgensen, Knud Erik, and Tonny Brems Knudsen. 2006. “United
Kingdom,” in Knud Erik Jorgensen and Tonny Brems Knudsen (eds.)
International Relations in Europe: Traditions, Perspectives and
Destinations (London: Routledge, 2006), 149-71.

Friedrichs, Jorg. 2006. “The Nordic Countries,” in Knud Erik
Jorgensen and Tonny Brems Knudsen (eds.) International Relations in
Europe: Traditions, Perspectives and Destinations (London:
Routledge, 2006), 125-48.

Tickner, Arlene B. 2003. “Hearing Latin American Voices in
International Relations Studies,” International Studies Perspectives 4:
325-50.

Chan, Gerald. “International Studies in Taiwan Today: A Preliminary
Survey of the Problems and Prospects,” Asian Studies Institute
Working Paper 16.

Inoguchi, Takashi, and Paul Bacon. 2001. “The Study of International
Relations in Japan: Towards a More International Discipline,”
International Relations of the Asia-Pacific 1: 1-20.

Lebedeva, Marina M. 2004. “International Relations Studies in the
USSA/Russia: Is There a Russian National School of IR Studies?”
Global Society 18(3): 263-78.

Song, Xinning. 2001. “Building International Relations Theory with
Chinese Characteristics,” Journal of Contemporary China 10(26):
61-74.

Weeks 4 and 5 One Topic, Different Perspectives: Terrorism

Booth, Ken, and T. Dunne. eds. 2002. Worlds in Collision: Terror and
the Future of Global Order. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.
(Selective Chapters by Robert Keohane, Kenneth Waltz, Barry
Buzan).

International Feminist Journal of Politics. 2002. “Forum: The Events
of 11September 2001 and Beyond,” 4(1): 95-113.

Gokay, Bulent, and R.B.J. Walker. eds. 2003. 11 September 2001:
War, Terror and Judgement. London: Frank Cass Publishers, Chapter
5.

Fortin, Alfred F. 1989. “Notes on a Terrorist Text: A Critical Use of
Roland Barthes’ Textual Analysis in the International Political
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Meaning,” in Der Derian and Shapiro (eds.), International/Intertextual
Relations: Postmodern Readings of World Politics (New York:
Lexington Books, 1989), 189-206.

O’Driscoll, Cian. 2007. “Fear and Trust: The Shooting of Jean
Charles de Menezes and the War on Terror,” Millennium 36(2):
149-70.

Weeks 6, 7 and 8 One Topic, Different Perspectives: War and Peace
“The Melian Dialogue”, in Thucydides, The Peloponnesian War.
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Doyle, Michael W. 2005. “Three Pillars of the Liberal Peace,”
American Political Science Review 99(3): 463-66.

Richmond, Oliver P. 2008. “Reclaiming Peace in International
Relations,” Millennium 36(3): 439-70.

Shinko, Rosemary E. 2008. “Agonistic Peace: A Postmodern
Reading,” Millennium 36(3): 473-91.

Weeks 9 and 10 One Topic, Different Perspectives: Anarchy and
International Society

T4 %2004 AT R P FER SRR T A H—1 - -
TR RRLBELY o3¢ L X FRL Ak o Chapters
2-3 -

Weber, Cynthia. 2005. International Relations Theory: A Critical
Introduction. London: Routledge. 2nd ed., Chapter 2.

Der Derian, James. ed. 1995. International Theory: Critical
Investigations. Washington Square: New York University Press, Part
I, 75-177.

Buzan, Barry. 1993. “From International System to International
Society: Structural Realism and Regime Theory Meet the English
School,” International Organization 47(3): 327-52.

Buzan, Barry, and Ana Gonzalez-Pelaez. 2005. “‘International
Community’ After Iraq,” International Affairs 81(1): 31-52.
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Week 10 Mid-term Break

Weeks 11-12 One Topic, Different Perspectives: Security

Krause, Keith, and Michael C. Williams. eds. 1997. Critical Security
Studies: Concepts and Cases. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota
Press. (Selective Chapters)

Mainstream security, Critical security, Social security, and Feminist
security

B2 g

Weeks 13 and 14 Sovereignty and Identity: Self and Other

Valbjorn, Morten. 2006. “Blank, Blind or Blinded? Cultural
Investigations in International Relations,” in Knud Erik Jorgensen and
Tonny Brems Knudsen (eds.) International Relations in Europe:
Traditions, Perspectives and Destinations (London: Routledge, 2006),
199-224.

Nayak, Meghana. 2006. “Orientalism and ‘Saving’ US State Identity
after 9/11,” International Feminist Journal of Politics 8(1): 42-61.
Uluorta, Hasmet M. 2008. “Welcome to the ‘All-American’ Fun
House: Hailing the Disciplinary Neo-liberal Non-subject,”
Millennium 36(2): 51-75.

Campbell, David. 1994. “Foreign Policy and Identity: Japanese
‘Other’/American ‘Self’,” in Stephen J. Rosow et al. (eds.), The
Global Economy as Political Space (Boulder: Lynne Rienner
Publishers, 1994), 147-609.

Ling, L.H.M. 2004. “Cultural Chauvinism and the Liberal
International Order: ‘West versus Rest’ in Asia’s Financial Crisis,” in
Geeta Chowdhry and Sheila Nair (eds.), Power, Postcolonialism and
International Relations: Reading Race, Gender and Class (London:
Routledge, 2004), 115-41.

Connolly, William E. 1989. “Identity and Difference in Global
Politics,” in James Der Derian and Michael J. Shapiro (eds.),
International/Intertextual Relations: Postmodern Readings of World
Politics (New York: Lexington Books, 1989), 323-42.

Doty, Roxanne Lynn. 1996. “Sovereignty and the Nation:
Constructing the Boundaries of National Identity,” in Thomas J.
Biersteker and Cynthia Weber (eds.), State Sovereignty as Social
Construct (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press), pp. 121-47.
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Humanitarian intervention

Taiwan’s sovereignty

Week 15 Movies and IR

= %7 82 ¢ Pearl Harbor and Minority Report

Weber, Cynthia. 2002. “Flying Planes Can Be Dangerous,”
Millennium 31(1): 129-47.

Weber, Cynthia. 2005. “Securitising the Unconscious: The Bush
Doctrine of Preemption and Minority Report,” Geopolitics 10(3):
482-99.

Weeks 16 and 17 Oral Presentation (Second Paper Due)

Week 18 Final Exam



rapi

PRHBBR I

FAE HTIESR - - SN S L RS- U S O A ]
o AT AT e @ RREL LF o TR R Y
FEY ARG AE 2RI AAMER A R F IR
gy T ARBEE kit TR A (modernity) ~ #7p o
AR 2FCFER(FALAEL2HLAINEN) -2 T2 LD
(? 3 2BFFTRE > RHREL RIE)  RAR % (hybridity) ~ 2> 5k
g iR g AR PO ANE A P L
HR 7B
HAPE REANFrOEMBIMIEAEIRMNFEIEEELEFHL
,;‘E 4 o
BF S B N kS I
LN 1B ARFL(AFIHF) D 20%
2R L (=3 h FhHREITF)20%
JrFEEAEFL L 15%
%i%ﬁ)’.%%
5.1/ & 1 10%
70 ] éf’e v EJA A dIRE J1 5K
FIE] =i (AR 2007 3
Thomas L.
Thomas, L P 3R
_— 'y rn? e . 2008 X
Globalization:
The Human oy
Bauman, Consequences. ,
o d1ER 2001 5
Zygmunt.  2IEC—# 4
m/ffi/"‘ 5k o
P I HF
BB A4 0§ 7 4
EmE Kz 4§l IFE 4 s 2008 %
e AT R Ak
Kleln,. No Logo P 3R 2004 i+ M
Naomi.
Held, The Global
David, and  Transformations Polity
Anthony Reader: An S 2000  Cambridge
McGrew. Introduction to the
eds. Globalization

7




Debate.
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1.McLean, lain. 1990. Public Choice: An Introduction. Cambridge:
Basil Blackwell, Inc.

2.0lson, Mancur. 1971. The Logic of Collective Action: Public
Goods

and the Theory of Groups. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.
3.Hardin, Russell. 1982. Collective Action. Baltimore: Resourses for
the Future, Inc.
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1.McLean, lain. 1990. Public Choice: An Introduction. Cambridge:
Basil Blackwell, Inc.

2.0lson, Mancur. 1971. The Logic of Collective Action: Public
Goods

and the Theory of Groups. Cambridge: Harvard University Press.
3.Hardin, Russell. 1982. Collective Action. Baltimore: Resourses for
the Future, Inc.
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1.Phillips, Anne. ed. 1998. Feminism and Politics. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.
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2.Tong, Rosemarie. 1989. Feminist Thought: A Comprehensive
Introduction. London: Routledge (7 ¢ #F+)
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1.Smith, Steve, Ken Booth and Marysia

Zalewski.eds.1996.International Theory:Positivism and Beyond
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press
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70 I f’e 1.Held, David, and Anthony McGrew. eds. 2000. The Global
Transformations Reader: An Introduction to the Globalization Debate.
Cambridge: Polity Press.
2.Lechner, Frank J., and John Boli. eds. 2000. The Globalization
Reader. Malden: Blackwell Publishers Inc.
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