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Courriel : zhiming.chen@umontreal.ca

Rappel de reglements pédagogiques

Veuillez prendre note que le trimestre se termine le 30 avril 2009 (incluant la période des
examens). Aucune demande d’examen différé ne sera acceptée sans motif valable. Nous
entendons par motif valable, un motif indépendant de la volonté de I’étudiant, tel que force
majeure, le cas fortuit ou une maladie attestée par un certificat de médecin. (réglement
pédagogique 8.5).

Le Département de science politique a adopté un reglement concernant les retards dans la remise
des travaux. La pénalité imposée pour les retards dans la remise des travaux est de 2 % par jour.
Cette pénalité est calculée en déduisant 2% a la note obtenue pour le travail en question.
L’étudiant qui remet son travail aprés 12h00 (midi) est réputé avoir remis ce travail le matin du
jour ouvrable qui suit, a I’ouverture des bureaux, et les jours non ouvrables sont comptés comme
des jours de retard.

Veuillez noter que la boite de dép6t des travaux a I’entrée du Département est dépouillée & 12h00
(midi) précises tous les jours ouvrables.

Approche et objectifs:

Ce cours analyse et compare les théories principales des relations internationales. 11 explore
I'historique, I'épistémologie, I'ontologie, et la normativité de chaque théorie, et examine la
validité de la théorie a travers de son application dans les relations internationales. Il vise
non seulement a permettre une compréhension en profondeur des théories principales des
relations internationales, mais également a développer chez les étudiants une compétence
théorigue et analytique afin qu'ils puissent analyser les phénoménes des relations
internationales utilisant ces théories.



Pédagogie:

A chaque semaine, le cours débutera avec une présentation de la part de professeur sur la
thématique de la semaine. Ces présentations seront suivies d’'une discussion générale a
laquelle tous devront participer. Il est donc essentiel de compléter I'ensemble des lectures
obligatoires avant le cours pour permettre une discussion efficace. Le professeur décidera le
sujet spécifique de discussion sur la thématique de la semaine.

Exigences:

(1) Tous les étudiants doivent avoir lu les lectures obligatoires avant le cours et ils sont
encouragés a lire autant de lectures recommandées que possible.

(2) Les étudiants seront divisés en quelques groupes fixés pour la discussion générale suivie
de la présentation du professeur. Un étudiant ou une étudiante sera I'animateur ou
I'animatrice de la discussion de son groupe. Durant le trimestre, chaque étudiant ou
étudiante devra animer au moins une discussion.

(3) Les étudiants compléteront un examen intra en classe et un examen final a la maison.

(4) La présence est obligatoire. Chaque absence sans motif valable sera pénalisée par un
point de I'’évaluation finale.

(5) La participation active a la discussion générale au sujet de la thématique de la semaine
est encouragée et est attendue.

Evaluation:
Examen intra en classe: 40% 25 février, 2009
Examen final a la maison: 60% 15 avril, 2009

La prévention du plagiat:

Le Département porte une attention toute particuliére a la lutte contre le plagiat, le
copiage ou la fraude lors des examens. Le plagiat consiste a utiliser de fagon totale ou
partielle, littérale ou déguisée le texte d’autrui en le faisant passer pour sien ou sans
indication de référence a I'occasion d’un travail, d’'un examen ou d’une activité faisant
I'objet d’'une évaluation. Cette fraude est lourdement sanctionnée. Voir a cet effet le
réglement disciplinaire dans I'’Annuaire général de la Faculté des arts et des sciences

p. Il.

Matériel pédagogique:

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. 2007. Théories des relations internationales: Contestations
et résistances. Montréal: Athéna éditions. (Disponible a la librairie de I'UdeM)

07 jan. L'Introduction et la planification du cours



14 jan. Le réalisme classique
Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 3 : pp.
35-60.

Lectures recommandées:

Hans J. Morgenthau. 2005. “A Realist Theory of International Politics: Six Principles of
Political Realism,” in Hans Morgenthau, Kenneth W. Thompson, and David Clinton, eds.,
Politics Among Nations, 7t ed. New York: McGraw-Hill, ch. 1 (pp. 3-16).

Edward Gulick. 1955. Europe’s Classic Balance of Power. New York: W.W. Norton, part I.

Stephen M. Walt. 1985 (Spring). “Alliance Formation and the Balance of World Power,”
International Security 9(4): 3-43.

R. Harrison Wagner. 1986 (July). “The Theory of Games and the Balance of Power,”
World Politics 38(4): 546-576.

R. Harrison Wagner. 1994 (September). “Peace, War, and the Balance of Power,”
American Political Science Review 88(3): 593-607.

Manus I. Midlarsky, ed. 1993. Handbook of War Studies. Ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press, ch. 7 (by Jacek Kugler and A.F.K. Organski).

Jacek Kugler and Douglas Lemke, eds. 1996. Parity and War. Ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press, chs. 4, 10, 17 (by Douglas Lemke, William Thompson, and James
Morrow).

Jonathan DiCicco and Jack Levy. 1999 (December). “Power Shifts and Problem Shifts,”
Journal of Conflict Resolution 43(6): 675-704.

Richard Ned Lebow. 1995. “The Long Peace, the End of the Cold War, and the Failure of
Realism,” in Richard Ned Lebow and Thomas Risse-Kappan, eds., International Relations
Theory and the End of the Cold War. New York: Columbia University Press.

Jeffrey Legro and Andrew Moravcsik. 1999 (Fall). “Is Anybody Still a Realist?”
International Security 24(2): 5-55.

21 jan. Le néoréalisme
Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 4 : pp.
61-88.

Lectures recommandées:

Robert O. Keohane. 1986. “Theory of World Politics: Structural Realism and Beyond, “ in
Robert Keohane, ed., Neorealism and Its Critics. New York: Columbia University Press,
ch. 7 (pp. 158-203).

Kenneth N. Waltz. 1986. “Anarchic Orders and Balances of Power,” in Robert Keohane,
ed., Neorealism and Its Critics. Columbia University Press, ch. 5 (pp. 98-130).

Kenneth N. Waltz. 1989. “The Origins of War in Neorealist Theory,” in Robert I. Rotberg
and Theodore K. Rabb, eds., The Origin and Prevention of Major Wars. Cambridge
University Press, pp. 39-52.




John Mearsheimer. 2001. The Tragedy of Great Power Politics, New York: Norton, ch. 2
(pp. 29-54).

Robert Jervis. 1978 (January). “Cooperation Under the Security Dilemma,” World Politics
30(2): 167-214.

John Mearsheimer. 2001. The Tragedy of Great Power Politics. New York: Norton, ch. 1

(pp. 1-27).

Stephen Brooks. 1997 (Summer). “Dueling Realisms,” International Organization 51(3):
445-477.

Robert Gilpin. 1981. War and Change in World Politics, Cambridge University Press, pp.
1-49.

Gideon Rose. 1998 (October). “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy,”
World Politics 51(1): pp. 144-172.

28 jan. Le libéralisme classique: une constellation de théories

Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 5 : pp.
89-110.

Lectures recommandées:

Andrew Moravcsik. Autumn 1997. "Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of
International Politics,” International Organization 51(4), pp. 513-553.

M. Zacher and R. Matthew, “Liberal International Theory,” in Charles Kegley, ed.,
Controversies in International Relations Theory. New York: St. Martins, 1995, pp. 117-139.

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

Bruce Bueno de Mesquita, James Morrow, Randolph Siverson, and Alastair Smith. 1999
(December). “An Institutional Explanation of the Democratic Peace,” American Political
Science Review 93(4): 791-807.

Bruce Russett. 1994. Grasping the Demaocratic Peace. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University
Press, ch. 1-2 (pp. 3-42).

Joanne Gowa. 2000. Ballots and Bullets: The Elusive Democratic Peace. Princeton, N.J.:
Princeton University Press, chs. 4-7 (pp. 44-114).

04 fév. Le néolibéralisme et la synthése « néo-né0 »

Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 6 : pp.
111-132.

Lectures recommandées:

Robert O. Keohane. 1984. After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World



Political Economy. New York: Columbia University Press.

Robert O. Keohane and Joseph S. Nye. 1989. Power and Interdependence, 2"d ed. New
York: Harper-Collins, Ch. 1-2.

David A. Baldwin. 1993. “ Neoliberalism, Neorealism, and World Politics,” in David A.
Baldwin, ed., Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate. New York:
Columbia University Press, ch. 1 (pp. 3-28).

Robert Powell. Spring 1994. “Anarchy in International Relations Theory: The Neo-Realist-
Neo-Liberal Debate,” International Organization 48(2), pp. 313-344.

Robert Jervis. Summer 1999. “Realism, Neoliberalism, and Cooperation: Understanding
the Debate,” International Security 24(1), pp. 42-63.

Stephen D. Krasner. 1983. “Structural Causes and Regime Consequences: Regimes as
Intervening Variables,” in Stephen D. Krasner, ed., International Regimes. Ithaca: Cornell
University Press, ch. 1 (pp. 1-22).

Joseph M. Grieco. 1988 (Summer). “Anarchy and the Limits of Cooperation,” International
Organization 42(3): 485-507.

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

John J. Mearsheimer. 1994-1995 (Winter). “The False Promise of International
Institutions,” International Security 19(3): pp. 5-49.

Robert Axelrod. 1981 (June). “The Emergence of Cooperation Among Egoists,” American
Political Science Review 75(2): pp. 306-318.

Kenneth A. Oye. 1985 (October). “Explaining Cooperation Under Anarchy: Hypotheses and
Strategies,” World Politics 38(1): pp. 1-24.

Robert Axelrod. 1985. The Evolution of Cooperation. New York: Basic Books, chs. 1 & 9,
(chs. 2-4, 7 recommended but not required).

Robert Jervis. 1988 (April). “Realism, Game Theory, and Cooperation,” World Politics
40(3): pp. 317-349.

11 fév. La théorie marxiste et I'analyse des conflits et des relations de pouvoir
mondiaux

Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 7 : pp.
133-158.

Lectures recommandées:

Karl Marx. 1976. Le Capital: Critique de I'économie politique. Paris: Editions socials.

Immanuel Wallerstein. 1974. “The Rise and Future Demise of the World Capitalist
System,” Comparative Studies in Society and History 16, pp. 387-415.

Anthony Brewer. 1990. Marxist theories of imperialism : a critical survey. London :
Routledge.

Stephen Gill. 1993. Gramsci, historical materialism and international relations.
Cambridge : Cambridge University Press.



Andrew Linklater. 1990. Beyond realism and Marxism : critical theory and
international relations. Basingstoke : Macmillan.

Baruch Knei-Paz 1978. The Social and Political Thought of Leon Trotsky. Oxford :
Clarendon Press.

V. Kuballkoval and A.A. Cruickshank. 1985. Marxism and international relations. New
York : Clarendon Press.

Ernest Mandel. 1973. An introduction to Marxist economic theory. New York, Pathfinder
Press.

18 fév. Approches néomarxistes : la théorie néogramscienne et le marxisme
politique

Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 10: pp.
207-230.

Lectures recommandées:

William I. Robinson. 1996. Promoting Polyarchy: Globalization, US Intervention, and
Hegemony. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 13-72.

A. Claire Cutler. March 1999. “Locating ‘Authority’ in the Global Political Economy,”
International Studies Quarterly 43(1), pp. 59-81.

Robert W. Cox. 1987. Production, power, and World Order : Social Forces in the Making
of History. New York : Columbia University Press.

Mark Rupert. 2000. Ideologies of globalization : contending visions of a new world
order. New York : Routledge.

Justin Rosenberg. 1994. The empire of civil society : a critique of the realist theory of
international relations. New York : Verso.

Robert W. Cox, with Timothy J. Sinclair. 1996. Approaches to world order. New York :
Cambridge University Press.

Stephen Gill. 2003. Power and resistance in the new world order. New York : Palgrave
Macmillan.

Justin Rosenberg. 2000. The follies of globalisation theory : polemical essays. New York
: Verso.

25 fév. L'examen intra en classe

04 mar. Période d'activités libres



11 mar. L'Ecole anglaise : Via Media entre ordre et anarchie dans les relations
internationales ?

Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 8 : pp.
159-180.

Lectures recommandées:

Hedley Bull. 1977. The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics. London:
Macmillan.

Hedley Bull and Adam Watson, eds. 1984. The Expansion of International Society. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Hedley Bull. 1979. “Natural law and international relations,” British Journal of International
Studies 5(2), 171-81.

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

Barry Buzan. 1996. “International Society and International Security,” in Rick Fawn and
Jeremy Larkin (eds.), International Society After the Cold War. London: Macmillan.

Barry Buzan. 2001. “The English School: An Underexploited Resource in IR.” Review of
International Studies 27(3): 471-88.

Barry Buzan. 2004. From International to World Society? English School Theory and the
Social Structure of Globalisation. Cambridge, Cambridge University Press.



18 mar. Le constructivisme : sa place, son réle, sa contribution et ses débats
Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 9 : pp.
181-206.

Lectures recommandées:

Alexander Wendt. 1992 (Spring). “Anarchy is What States Make of It: The Social
Construction of Power Politics,” International Organization 46(2): 391-425.

Alexander Wendt. 1999. Social Theory of International Relations. New York: Cambridge
University Press, pp. 233-378.

Martha Finnemore. 1996. “Defining State Interests,” in National Interests in International
Society. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, ch. 1 (pp. 1-33).

John Gerard Ruggie. Autumn 1998. “What Makes the World Hang Together? Neo-
Utilitarianism and the Social Constructivist Challenge,” International Organization 52(4),
pp. 855-885.

Jeffrey Checkel. 1998. “The Constructivist Turn in International Relations Theory,” World
Politics 50(2).

John Ruggie. 1998. Constructing the World Polity: Essays on International
Institutionalization. New York: Routledge.

Ted Hopf. 1998. "The Promise of Constructivism in International Relations Theory,"
International Security 23.

Mark Laffey and Jutta Weldes. 1997. "Beyond Belief: Ideas and Symbolic Technologies in
the Study of International Relations," European Journal of International Relations 3.

25 mar. La Théorie critique : I'héritage de I’Ecole de Francfort
Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 11 : pp.
231-254.

Lectures recommandées:

Radmila Nakarada, “The Uncertain Reach of Critical Theory”, in Wapner and Ruiz,
Principled World Politics, pp.6578.

Stephen Gill, “Transformation and innovation in the study of world order”, in Gill and
Mittelman, Innovation and Transformation, pp.524.

Richard Wyn Jones. 2001. “Introduction: Locating Critical International Relations
Theory”, in Jones, ed. Critical Theory and World Politics (Boulder: Lynne Rienner,
2001), Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne Rienner, pp.119.

Andrew Linklater. 2001. “The Changing Contours of Critical International Relations
Theory”, in Jones, ed., Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne Rienner,
pp.2343.

Robert Cox. 2001. “The Way Ahead: Toward a New Ontology of World Order” in Jones,
ed., Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne Rienner, pp.4559



Craig Murphy. 2001. “Critical theory and the Democratic Impulse: Understanding a
Century Old Tradition”, in Jones, ed., Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne
Rienner, pp.6176.

Kimberley Hutchings. 2001. “The Nature of Critique in Critical International Relations
Theory”, in Jones, ed., Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne Rienner,
pp.7990.

N.J. Rengger. 2001. “Negative Dialectic? The Two Modes of Critical Theory in World
Politics”, in Jones, ed., Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne Rienner,
pp.911009.

Jeffrey Harrod. 2001. “Global Realism: Unmasking Power in the International Political
Economy”, in Jones, ed., Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne Rienner,
pp.111125.

Mark Neufeld. 2001. “What'’s Critical About Critical International Relations Theory?”, in
Jones, ed., Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne Rienner, pp.127145.

Chris Brown. 2001. “’Our Side'? Critical Theory and International Relations”, Jones, ed.,
Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne Rienner, pp.191203.

Alexander Wendt. 2001. “What is International Relations for? Notes Toward a
Postcritical View”, in Jones, ed., Critical Theory and World Politics. Boulder: Lynne
Rienner, pp.205224.

01 avr. Le postmodernisme
Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 12 : pp.
255-280.

Lectures recommandées:

David Campbell. 1988. "Recent Changes in Social Theory: Questions for International
Relations," in: Richard A. Higgott (ed.), New Directions in International Relations?
Australian Perspectives, Canberra: Australian National University, Department of
International Relations, pp. 11-64.

David Campbell. 1990. "Global Inscription: How Foreign Policy Constitutes the United
States," Alternatives, Vol. 15, No. 3 (Summer), pp. 263-286.

David Campbell. 1990/91. "Security, Order, and Identity in Europe: A Commentary,"
Current Research on Peace and Violence, Vol. 13, No. 3, pp. 175-180.

James Der Derian. 1987. "Mediating Estrangement: A Theory for Diplomacy," Review of
International Studies, Vol. 13, No. 2, pp. 91-110.

James Der Derian. 1987. On Diplomacy: A Genealogy of Western Estrangement,
Oxford: Basil Blackwell.

James Der Derian. 1988. "Introducing Philosophical Traditions in International
Relations," Millennium, Vol. 17, No. 2, pp. 189-193.

James Der Derian. 1989. "Arms, Hostages, and the Importance of Shredding in Earnest:
Reading the National Security Culture (11)," Social Text, No. 22, pp. 79-91.



10

James Der Derian and Michael J. Shapiro, eds. 1989. International/Intertextual
Relations: Postmodern Readings of World Politics, Lexington, MA: Lexington Books.

Jim George. 1988. "International Relations and the Positivist Empiricist Theory of
Knowledge: Implications for the Australian Discipline,”in: Richard A. Higgott (ed.), New
Directions in International Relations? Australian Perspectives, Canberra: Australian
National University, Department of International Relations, , pp. 65-142.

Jim George. 1989. "International Relations and the Search for Thinking Space: Another
View of the Third Debate," International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 33, pp. 269-279.

Jim George. 1993. "Of Incarceration and Closure: Neo-Realism and the New/Old World
Order," Millennium, Vol. 22, No. 2, pp. 197-234.

08 avr. Les approches féministes en Relations internationales
Lectures obligatoires :

Alex Macleod et Dan O'Meara. Théories des relations internationales. Chapitre 13 : pp.
281-304.

Lectures recommandées:

Sylvester, C. 1994. Feminist Theory and International Relations Theory in a Postmodern
Era. Cambridge UK: Cambridge University Press.

Tickner, A. 1992. Gender in International Relations: Feminist Perspectives on Achieving
Global Security. New York NY: Columbia University Press.

Grant, R. and K. Newland, eds. 1991. Gender and International Relations. Bloomington
IN: Indiana University Press.

Robinson, F. 1999. Globalising Care: Feminist Theory, Ethics and International
Relations. Boulder CO:Westview Press.

Enloe, C. 1990. Bananas, Beaches and Bases: Making Feminist Sense of International
Politics. Berkeley CA: University of California Press.

Steans, J. 1998. Gender and International Relations: An Introduction. Rutgers
University Press.

Silver, K. and E. Giordano, eds. 1993. Gender in International Relations. The Fletcher
Forum on World Affairs 17, 2 (Summer): 1-116.

Reardon, Betty A. 1993. Women and Peace: Feminist Visions of Global Security. Albany
NY: State University of New York Press.

Zalewski, M., and J.L. Parpart, eds. 1997. The "Man" Question in International
Relations. Boulder CO:Westview Press.

Peterson, V. S. 1994. Gendered States: Feminist (Re)visions of International Relations
Theory. Boulder CO: Lynne Rienner.

Harris, A. and Y. King. 1989. Rocking the Ship of State: Toward a Feminist Peace
Politics. Boulder CO: Westview.

D'Amico, F. and P. R. Beckman, eds. 1994. Women, Gender, and World Politics:
Perspectives, Policies, and Prospects. Westport CN:
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Whitworth, S. 1994. Feminism and International Relations: Towards a Political

Economy of Gender in Interstate and Non-Governmental Institutions. New York NY: St.
Martin's.

J. Ann Tickner. December 1997. “You Just Don’t Understand: Troubled Engagements

Between Feminists and IR Theorists,” International Studies Quarterly 41(4), pp. 611-
632.

15 avr. Examen final a la maison
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