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Mondays 11:00-13:00  

 
Professor A. Braun 
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Office hours: 

 
Phone: (416) 946 -8952 St. George 

Office Hours: In person Mondays 13:00-14:00 or online 
(or other times by arrangement) Trinity College, 309N 

UTSG or online 

 
 

Prerequisite: POL 114 or POL 209, or POL210, or permission of instructor. 
Exclusion: POL405/2217 
Synopsis: 

 
Course Description and Objectives: 

 
This undergraduate course analyzes the relationship of military force to politics. Nuclear war and deterrence, conventional war, 
revolutionary war, terrorism, counter-insurgency, cyberwar, and drone warfare are examined from the perspectives of the U.S., 
Russia, China, and other contemporary military powers. 

 
Foreign policy provides the context within which one should examine the existence of and the utility of the military instrument of 
foreign policy. And, as Henry Brandon has written, foreign policy begins at home. Therefore, the introductory part of the course 
starts with the theory and politics of civil-military relations. Then, in light of endemic international threats and conflicts, the seminar 
analyses the use of the military instrument of foreign policy. We meld theoretical and pragmatic approaches. Among the subjects 
covered are the causes of conflict, the development of nuclear weapons, deterrence and nuclear deterrence, arms control and war, 
and the problems of measuring equivalence and assessing the military establishments and strategies of the major powers, with 
special emphasis on the defense forces of the USA, Russia/CIS, and China. 

 
Desired Outcomes: 

 
The aim of this course is to help acquaint students of international relations with the vital importance of the military instrument in 
the formulation and implementation of foreign policy and in the functioning of the international system. It is also hoped that thus 
they will be able to employ additional tools of analysis in the study of international relations. 

 
Course Requirements: 

 
1. One essay: 10-15 double-spaced pages, including endnotes. The essay is due November 17, 2025. It is worth 

40% of the final grade. Please use University of Chicago style endnotes. Graduate Students will present one 
research paper, 15-25 double-spaced pages, due November 24, 2025. 

2. Two “reaction papers” to any of the readings: 2 pages double-spaced (each – no citations; reaction papers are critiques of any 
single required or suggested reading). First reaction paper due September 29, 2025. Second reaction paper due October 20, 
2025. Each reaction paper is worth 10%. 

3. Seminar presentation (one) and class discussions participation (40%). Seminar presentations are up to 15 minutes 

mailto:abraun@chass.utoronto.ca
mailto:abraun@fas.harvard.edu
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each. 
 
Late assignments 

Late assignments will be subject to a late penalty of 5% per day (including weekends) of the total marks for the assignment. Assignments 
submitted five calendar days beyond the due date will be assigned a grade of zero. Assignments handed in AFTER the work has been 
returned to the class cannot be marked for credit.  Accommodations due to late registration into the course will NOT be approved. 

If you are unable to meet the deadline of your assignment/paper due to unforeseen circumstances, you may apply for an extension of time 
using an Absence Declaration (via ACORN) or the University's Verification of Student Illness or Injury (VOI) form. The 
request must explain the reason for missing the deadline and include appropriate documentation, e.g. Verification of Student Illness or 
Injury form. 

Each request for special consideration is carefully reviewed by the department/course instructor based on the information provided and 
approval is not guaranteed. 

If you become ill and it affects your ability to do your academic work, consult me right away. Normally, I will ask you for documentation in 
support of your specific medical circumstances. This documentation can be an Absence Declaration (via ACORN) or the University's 
Verification of Student Illness or Injury (VOI) form. The VOI indicates the impact and severity of the illness, while protecting your privacy 
about the details of the nature of the illness. If you cannot submit a VOI due to limits on terms of use, you can submit a different form (like a 
letter from a doctor), as long as it is an original document, and it contains the same information as the VOI (including dates, academic 
impact, practitioner's signature, phone and registration number). For more information on the VOI, please 
see https://www.registrar.utoronto.ca/policies-and-guidelines/verification-of-illness-or-injury/. For information on Absence Declaration 
Tool for A&S students, please see https://www.artsci.utoronto.ca/absence. If you get a concussion, break your hand, or suffer some other 
acute injury, you should register with Accessibility Services as soon as possible. 
 

ACORN Absence Declaration 

ACORN Absence Declaration Tool Syllabus Statement: 

Students who miss an academic obligation during the term (i.e., in-class assessment, quiz, paper or lab report) may use the ACORN 
Absence Declaration Tool (AD) to record an absence in one or more courses. Students may utilize this option once per term for a single 
absence period of up to seven consecutive days. The declaration period must include the day of declaration and may include past and/or 
future dates, for a total of up to 7 calendar days. 

 
The ACORN Absence Declaration Tool is intended to be used in the following circumstances: 

 
• A health condition or injury (e.g., illness, serious physical harm, mental health issue, scheduled surgery) 
• A personal or family emergency (e.g., unanticipated and unavoidable familial incident beyond the student’s control) 
• Bereavement (e.g., the death of a student’s immediate family member or close friend) 

The ACORN Absence Declaration Tool is not intended to be used in the following circumstances: 

• Personal social obligations 

• Travel not related to your academic program 

• Technological issues 
• The avoidance of deadlines or tests 

 
Visit the ACORN how-to page for a step-by-step guide on how to submit an absence declaration. If for any reason you are unable 
to submit your declaration, contact your College Registrar’s Office. 
Follow the links below to learn about your options for absences due to the following circumstances: 

 

 
Reason for Absence 

 
More Information 

Religious observances Muti-Faith Centre 

http://www.illnessverification.utoronto.ca/index.php
http://www.illnessverification.utoronto.ca/index.php
https://www.registrar.utoronto.ca/policies-and-guidelines/verification-of-illness-or-injury/
https://www.artsci.utoronto.ca/absence
https://www.utm.utoronto.ca/registrar/enrolment/manage/absence-declaration
https://www.utm.utoronto.ca/registrar/enrolment/manage/absence-declaration
https://help.acorn.utoronto.ca/blog/ufaqs/how-do-i-declare-an-absence/
http://studentlife.utoronto.ca/service/religious-accommodation-support/
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Athletic obligations Varsity Blues 

Chronic and ongoing health conditions College Registrar's Office 

Attendance at a University sponsored event (e.g., field trip, awards ceremony) College Registrar's Office 

Mandatory legal obligations (e.g., jury duty) College Registrar's Office 

 

ON ACADEMIC INTEGRITY 

Academic integrity is essential to the pursuit of learning and scholarship in a university, and to ensuring that a degree from the University of 
Toronto is a strong signal of each student’s individual academic achievement. As a result, U of T treats cases of cheating and plagiarism 
very seriously. 

The University of Toronto’s Code of Behaviour on Academic Matters outlines behaviours that constitute academic dishonesty and the 
process for addressing academic offences. Potential offences include, but are not limited to: 

In papers and assignments: 

1. Using someone else’s ideas or words without appropriate acknowledgement. 
2. Submitting your own work in more than one course without the permission of the instructor. 
3. Making up sources or facts. 
4. Obtaining or providing unauthorized assistance on any assignment. 

On tests and exams: 

1. Using or possessing unauthorized aids. 
2. Looking at someone else’s answers during an exam or test. 
3.  Misrepresenting your identity. 

In academic work: 

1. Falsifying institutional documents or grades. 
2. Falsifying or altering any documentation required, including (but not limited to) doctor’s notes. 

With regard to remote learning and online courses, U of T wishes to remind students that they are expected to adhere to the Code of 
Behaviour on Academic Matters regardless of the course delivery method. By offering students the opportunity to learn remotely, 
UTM expects that students will maintain the same academic honesty and integrity that they would in a classroom setting. Potential 
academic offences in a digital context include, but are not limited to: 

Remote assessments: 

1. Accessing unauthorized resources (search engines, chat rooms, Reddit, etc.) for assessments. 
2. Using technological aids (e.g. software) beyond what is listed as permitted in an assessment. 
3. Posting test, essay, or exam questions to message boards or social media. 
4. Creating, accessing, and sharing assessment questions and answers in virtual “course groups.”  
5. Working collaboratively, in-person or online, with others on assessments that are expected to be completed individually. 

All suspected cases of academic dishonesty will be investigated following procedures outlined in the Code of Behaviour on Academic 
Matters. If you have questions or concerns about what constitutes appropriate academic behaviour or appropriate research and citation 
methods, you are expected to seek out additional information on academic integrity from your instructor or from other institutional 
resources. 

Generative AI  

• Generative AI (e.g., ChatGPT). Generative AI tools are not permitted aids in the course when writing reaction papers or essays. 

https://varsityblues.ca/sb_output.aspx?form=11
https://www.artsci.utoronto.ca/current/academic-advising-and-support/college-registrars-offices
https://www.artsci.utoronto.ca/current/academic-advising-and-support/college-registrars-offices
https://www.artsci.utoronto.ca/current/academic-advising-and-support/college-registrars-offices
https://governingcouncil.utoronto.ca/sites/default/files/2020-03/Code%20of%20Behaviour%20on%20Academic%20Matters%20July%201%202019.pdf
https://governingcouncil.utoronto.ca/sites/default/files/2020-03/Code%20of%20Behaviour%20on%20Academic%20Matters%20July%201%202019.pdf
https://governingcouncil.utoronto.ca/sites/default/files/2020-03/Code%20of%20Behaviour%20on%20Academic%20Matters%20July%201%202019.pdf
https://governingcouncil.utoronto.ca/sites/default/files/2020-03/Code%20of%20Behaviour%20on%20Academic%20Matters%20July%201%202019.pdf
https://governingcouncil.utoronto.ca/sites/default/files/2020-03/Code%20of%20Behaviour%20on%20Academic%20Matters%20July%201%202019.pdf
https://www.utm.utoronto.ca/academic-integrity/resources/students
https://www.utm.utoronto.ca/academic-integrity/resources/students
https://www.viceprovostundergrad.utoronto.ca/16072-2/teaching-initiatives/generative-artificial-intelligence/
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Accessibility Services Statement 

Students with diverse learning styles and needs are welcome in this course. In particular, if you have a disability/health consideration that 
may require accommodations, please feel free to approach me and/or Accessibility Services as soon as possible. 

Accessibility staff are available by appointment to assess specific needs, provide referrals, and arrange appropriate accommodations. The 
sooner you let us know your needs the quicker we can assist you in achieving your learning goals in this course. 

Chronic Health, Disability and Religious Observances 

Students seeking academic consideration due to chronic health matters or a documented disability may use the ACORN Absence 
Declaration. To ensure that students have access to the accommodations necessary to support their academic success throughout the 
academic session, students should contact Accessibility Services. 

Students seeking consideration for religious observances should be given academic consideration in accordance with the Policy on 
Scheduling of Classes and Examinations and Other Accommodations for Religious Observations.  

Requesting Academic Consideration 

When an absence declaration is submitted in ACORN, the Absence Declaration Tool sends a record of the absence through email to the 
contacts listed by the student. It remains the student’s responsibility to initiate the process of academic consideration for missed academic 
obligations by following the instructions in the course syllabus and notifying their instructor. 

Absences Outside of the Absence Declaration 

Students not using, or ineligible for, the ACORN absence declaration must continue to follow the missed term work policy outlined in 
their course syllabi and may be asked to provide supporting documentation (e.g., Verification of Student Illness or Injury Form-VOI). 

Falsification of information through the AD or supporting documentation is considered a violation of the Academic Integrity policy. 

Supporting Student Success 

The University of Toronto offers a diverse range of support for students that are available year-round to address learning skills, 
accessibility, health & wellness, academic and financial advising, and more. We continuously aim to foster student success and 
encourage a sense of belonging. 

Students are expected to take responsibility for their academic obligations in order to meet and exceed their learning potential. As such, 
they are expected to take ownership of their academic progress. This includes developing help-seeking behaviours that are met with 
compassion and care in their time of need, and actionable next steps to engage them actively in their progress toward graduation. As 
members of the University of Toronto community, students assume certain responsibilities and are guaranteed certain rights and 
freedoms. The University has several policies that are approved by the Governing Council and which apply to all students. University 
policies can be found at http://www.governingcouncil.utoronto.ca/policies. 

 
Topics and Readings 

 
 Week 1: September 8, 2025 Civil—Military Relations  

 
Required readings: 

 
Kevin Krupski, “Who’s the Boss? Defining Civil-Military Relations in the Twenty-First-Century” Military Review, Jan-

Feb 2023, https://www.armyupress.army.mil/Journals/Military-Review/English-Edition-Archives/January-
February-2023/Krupski/ 

Andrew Payne, "Bargaining with the Military: How Presidents Manage the Political Costs of Civilian Control," 
International Security 48, no. 1 (July 2023): 166-207, doi: https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00468. 

David M. Lampton, "How China is Ruled: Why it's Getting Harder for Beijing to Govern." Foreign Affairs 93, no. 1 
(January 2014): 74-84. 

James Golby and Mara Karlin, “Why ‘Best Military Advice’ is Bad for the Military—and Worse for Civilians”, Orbis, 
Volume 62, Issue 1, 2018 , Pages 137-153, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.orbis.2017.11.010 

http://www.governingcouncil.utoronto.ca/policies
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/journal/00304387/62/1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.orbis.2017.11.010
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Renanah Miles Joyce, “Soldier’s Dilemma: Foreign Military Training and Liberal Norm Conflict”, International Security, 
April 2022, https://direct.mit.edu/isec/article/46/4/48/111176/Soldiers-Dilemma-Foreign-Military-Training- 
and 

Sumit Ganguly ,”A Tale of Two Trajectories: Civil-Military Relations in Pakistan and India”, Journal Of Strategic 
Studies, Vol. 39 , ISS. 1, 2016 
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01402390.2015.1051285?journalCode=fjss20 

 

Additional (suggested) readings: 
 

Aurel Braun, “The Politics of International Relations: Building Bridges and the Quest for Relevance”, Romanian Political 
Science Review, Studii Politice, Analele Universitatii Bucurestti, Bucharest, Vol. XV. No. 4, 2015 pp. 557- 
569. http://www.studiapolitica.eu/Archive/2015/studia-politica-vol-xv-no-4-2015 

Dale Herspring, “Civil-Military Relations in the United States and Russia”, Armed Forces & Society Vol. 35, No. 4, 
2009: 667-687. 

Janine Davidson, “The Contemporary Presidency: Civil-Military Friction and Presidential Decision Making: Explaining 
the Broken Dialogue”, Presidential Studies Quarterly 43:1 (March 2013): 129-145. 

Suzanne C. Nielsen, “American civil–military relations today: the continuing relevance of Samuel P. Huntington's The 
Soldier and the State”, International Affairs, 88:2 (2012): 369-376 

James Pattison, “The legitimacy of the military, private military and security companies, and just war theory”, European 
Journal of Political Theory, 11:2 (2012) 131-154. 

Laura R. Cleary, “Lost in Translation: The Challenge of Exporting Models of Civil-Military Relations”, Prism Vol. 3, 
No. 2, 2012: 21-37. 

Michael F. Wuthrich, “Factors influencing military—media relations in Turkey.” The Middle East Journal 66:2 
(2012) 253-272. 

Marybeth P. Ulrich, "The General Stanley McChrystal Affair: A Case Study in Civil Military Relations." Parameters 41, 
no. 1 (2011): 86-100 

Markus, Kienscherf, “A programme of global pacification: US counterinsurgency doctrine and the biopolitics of human 
(in) security”, Security Dialogue Vol. 42, No.6, 2011: 517-535. 

Peter D. Feaver, “Right to be Right: Civil-Military Relations and the Iraq Surge Decision”, International Security, Spring 
2011, Vol. 35, No. 35: 87-125. 

Jaroslaw, Cwiek-Karpowicz, "Who Makes Decisions? Foreign Policy-Shaping Mechanisms in Russia", The Polish 
Quarterly of International Affairs Vol. 19, No. 3, 2010: 69-90, 1. 

Clay Risen, “Is Less Defense the Best Offense”, The New York Times, August 5, 2011. 
Michael P. Noonan, “Mind the Gap: Post-Iraq Civil-Military Relations in America”, Foreign Policy Research Institute, 

FPRI article: January, 2008. 
Michael Desch, “Civil-Militarism: The Civilian Origin of the New American Militarism”, Orbis, Vol. 50, No. 3: Summer 

2006. 
Robert Hislope, “Crime and Honor in a Weak State: Paramilitary Forces and Violence in Macedonia”, Problems of Post- 

Communism, May-June 2004, pp. 18-27. 
Amanda J. Dory, “American Civil Security: The U.S. Public and Homeland Security”, The Washington Quarterly: 

Winter, 2004. 
Jack Snyder, “Civil-Military Relations and the Cult of the Offensive, 1914 and 1984”, from Military Strategy and the 

Origins of the First World War, edited by Steven E. Miller, Sean M. Lynn-Jones, and Stephen Van Evera, 
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1991, pp. 20-58. 

Sam C. Sarkesian, “The Price Paid by the Military”, Orbis, Vol. 45, No. 4, Fall 2001, pp. 557-568. 
Kurt Dassel, “Civilians, Soldiers and Strife: Domestic Sources of International Aggression”, International Security, Vol. 

23, No. 1 Summer 1998 pp. 107-140. 
Joseph J. Collins, and Ole R. Holsti, “Correspondence: Civil-Military Relations: How wide is the Gap?” 

International Security, Fall 1999, pp. 199-207. 
Constantine P. Danopoulos and Daniel G. Zirker, eds., Civil Military Relations in the Soviet and Yugoslav Successor 

States, Westview, 1996. 
Don M. Snider and Miranda A. Carlton Carew eds., U.S: Civil Military Relations: In Crisis or Transition? Washington 

CSIS Books 1995. 
Eliot A. Cohen, "A Revolution in Warfare", Foreign Affairs, March/April 1996, pp. 37-55. 
S. Andreski, Military Organization and Society, London, Routledge & Kaegan Paul 1968. 
Myron Rush, "Guns Over Growth in Soviet Policy" International Security, Vol. 7, No. 3 (Winter 1982/83) pp. 167- 179. 
Dimitri, K. Simes, "The Military and Militarism in Soviet Society" International Security, Vol: 5, No. 3 (Winter 1981/82) 

pp. 112 - 143. 
Kenneth Waltz, Man, the State, and War, New York, Columbia University Press 1959. 
Morris Janowitz, The Professional Soldier, Glencoe, Ill, Free Press 1960. 
"Armed forces and Society: A world perspective", in J. Van Doern ed., Armed Forces and Society: Sociological Essays, 

The Hague, Mauton, pp. 15 - 38. 
Military Institutions and Coercion in the Developing Nations, Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 1977 
Steven D. Westbrook eds., The Political Education of Soldiers, Beverly Hills Calif.) Sage Publications, 1983. 

https://direct.mit.edu/isec/article/46/4/48/111176/Soldiers-Dilemma-Foreign-Military-Training-and
https://direct.mit.edu/isec/article/46/4/48/111176/Soldiers-Dilemma-Foreign-Military-Training-and
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/01402390.2015.1051285?journalCode=fjss20
http://www.studiapolitica.eu/Archive/2015/studia-politica-vol-xv-no-4-2015
http://www.ndu.edu/press/lib/pdf/prism3-2/prism19-36_cleary.pdf
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S. P. Huntington, The Soldier, and the State, New York, Wiley 1957. 
Timothy J. Colton, Commissars, Commanders, and Civilian Authority, Cambridge, Harvard, U.P. 1979. 
Kenneth E. Boulding, "The University, Society and Arms Control", The Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol. VII, No. 3, 

1962, pp. 458-63. 
S. E. Finer, The Man on Horseback: The role of the military in politics, New York, Praeger 1962. 

 

 Week 2: September 15, 2025 Power Projection - Russia’s War against Ukraine: Power Projection and International Law 
 
Required readings: 

 
Aurel Braun, “European Self-Reliance: Behind the Curve, but Ready To Step Up”, The National Interest, March 6, 

2025, https://nationalinterest.org/blog/politics/european-self-reliance-behind-the-curve-but-ready-to-step-up 
Aurel Braun, “The Putin Dilemma: Why Peace in Ukraine Requires Russia’s Defeat”, The National Interest, October 

31, 2024, https://nationalinterest.org/blog/buzz/putin-dilemma-why-peace-ukraine-requires-russias-defeat-
213489 

Aurel Braun, “A stronger Ukraine would be the only acceptable outcome of the Alaska summit”, The Globe and Mail, 
August 14, https://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/article-stronger-ukraine-only-acceptable-outcome-
alaska-summit/ 

Phillips O’Brien, "The War That Defied Expectations: What Ukraine Revealed About Military Power," Foreign Affairs, 
July 27, 2023, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/ukraine/war-defied-expectations. 

Ketian Zhang, "Cautious Bully: Reputation, Resolve, And Beijing's Use Of Coercion In The South China Sea,” 
International Security 44, no. 1 (2019): 117-159, doi:10.1162/isec_a_00354, 
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00354. 

Lawrence, Freedman, Why War Fails: Russia’s invasion of Ukraine and the Limits of Military Power”, Foreign Affairs, 
July/August 2022, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2022-06-14/ukraine-war-russia- 
why-fails 

Aurel Braun, “Tougher Sanctions Now: Putin’s Delusional Quest for Empire,” World Affairs (July/August 2014). 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/43556200 

 
Additional (suggested) readings: 
 
Braun A. How Putin Bested Obama. Vol 136. Commentary; 2013. 
War Comes to Ukraine: The Consequences of the Crash in Donetsk. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-

federation/2014-07-17/war-comes-ukraine  
Ukraine’s Do-It-Yourself War. https://foreignpolicy.com/2014/07/11/ukraines-do-it-yourself-war/  
Ukraine’s Crisis of Legitimacy. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/europe/2014-03-03/ukraines-crisis-legitimacy  
The Czar of Brinkmanship. https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russia-fsu/2014-05-05/czar-brinkmanship 
Aurel Braun, “The Putin Dilemma: Why Peace in Ukraine Requires Russia’s Defeat”, The National Interest, October 31, 

2024,https://nationalinterest.org/blog/buzz/putin-dilemma-why-peace-ukraine-requires-russias-defeat-213489 
Phillips O’Brien, "The War That Defied Expectations: What Ukraine Revealed About Military Power," Foreign Affairs, 

July 27, 2023, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/ukraine/war-defied-expectations. 
Aurel Braun, “Tougher Sanctions Now: Putin’s Delusional Quest for Empire,” World Affairs (July/August 2014). 
Ketian Zhang, "Cautious Bully: Reputation, Resolve, And Beijing's Use Of Coercion In The South China Sea,” 

International Security 44, no. 1 (2019): 117-159, 
doi:10.1162/isec_a_00354, https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00354. 

Lawrence, Freedman, Why War Fails: Russia’s invasion of Ukraine and the Limits of Military Power”, Foreign Affairs, 
July/August 2022, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2022-06-14/ukraine-war-russia- 
why-fails 

Additional (suggested) reading 

 
Barry R. Posen. “Pull Back: The Case for a Less Activist Foreign Policy.” Foreign Affairs 92:1 (January/February 

2013).  
Stephen G. Brooks and G. John Ikenberry and William C. Wohlforth. “Don't Come Home, America: The Case against 

Retrenchment.” International Security 37:3 (2012): 7-51. 
Alexander L. Vuving, “The Future of China's Rise: How China's Economic Growth Will Shift the Sino U.S. Balance of 

Power, 2010–2040.” Asian Politics & Policy 4:3 (2012): 401-423. 
Kenneth B. Moss, “War Powers and the Atlantic Divide”, Orbis Vol. 56, No. 2, 2012: 289-307. 
John R. Schmidt, “Last Alliance Standing? NATO after 9/11”, The Washington Quarterly, Winter 2007. 
Klaus Bechter, “German Forces in International Military Operations”, Orbis, Summer 2004. 
Robert A. Pape, “The True Worth of Air Power”, Foreign Affairs, March/April 2004. 
Lee Feinstein and Anne-Marie Slaughter, “A Duty to Prevent”, Foreign Affairs, January/February 2004. Peter Bender, 

“America: The New Roman Empire?”, Orbis, Winter 2003, pp. 145-159. 
Andrew L. Stigler, “A Clear Victory for Air Power: NATO’s Empty Threat to Invade Kosovo”, International Security, 

https://nationalinterest.org/blog/buzz/putin-dilemma-why-peace-ukraine-requires-russias-defeat-213489
https://nationalinterest.org/blog/buzz/putin-dilemma-why-peace-ukraine-requires-russias-defeat-213489
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/article-stronger-ukraine-only-acceptable-outcome-alaska-summit/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/article-stronger-ukraine-only-acceptable-outcome-alaska-summit/
http://www.foreignaffairs.com/ukraine/war-defied-expectations
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00354
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2022-06-14/ukraine-war-russia-why-fails
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2022-06-14/ukraine-war-russia-why-fails
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2014-07-17/war-comes-ukraine
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2014-07-17/war-comes-ukraine
https://foreignpolicy.com/2014/07/11/ukraines-do-it-yourself-war/
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/europe/2014-03-03/ukraines-crisis-legitimacy
http://www.foreignaffairs.com/ukraine/war-defied-expectations
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00354
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2022-06-14/ukraine-war-russia-why-fails
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2022-06-14/ukraine-war-russia-why-fails
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Winter 2002/2003, pp. 124-157. 
Immanuel Wallerstein, “The Eagle has Crash Landed”, Foreign Policy, July/August 2002. 
Jon Western, “Sources of Humanitarian Intervention”, International Security, Spring 2002, pp. 112-142. 
Benjamin O. Ford and Christopher C. Sarver, “Militarized Interstate Disputes and United States Uses of Force”, 

International Studies Quarterly, September 2001, pp. 455-466. 
John Western, “Sources of Humanitarian Intervention: Beliefs, Information, and Advocacy in the U.S., Decisions on 

Somalia and Bosnia”, International Security, Vol. 26, No. 4, Spring 2002, pp. 112-142. 
Daryl G. Press, “The Myth of Air Power in the Persian Gulf War and the Future of Warfare”, International Security, Vol. 

26, No. 2, Fall 2001, pp. 5-49. 
Elmo R. Zumwalt Jr., "Blockade & Geopolitics" Comparative Strategy, Vol. 4, No. 2, 1983, pp. 166 - 185. 
Kenneth N. Waltz, "A Strategy for the Rapid Deployment Force", International Security, Vol. 5, No. 4, Spring 1981, pp. 

49 - 73. 
Albert Wohlstetter, et. al., Interest and Power in the Persian Gulf, Los Angeles, Pan Heuristics, 1980. 
"Meeting the Threat in the Gulf", Survey, Vol. 25, No. 2, Spring 1980, pp. 128 - 88. 

 

 Week 3: September 22, 2025 Measuring Equivalence  
 

Required readings: 
 
Zachary Burdette, “The U.S.-China Military Balance in Space,” International Security 49, no. 4 (Spring 2025):71-
118, https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00509 
Jason Lyall, “How Inequality Hobbles Military Power”, Foreign Affairs, July 2022, 

https:// www.foreignaffairs.com/ukraine/how-inequality-hobbles-military-power 
Caleb Pomeroy, and Michael Beckley, "Correspondence: Measuring Power In International Relations,” International 

Security 44, no. 1 (2019): 197-200, doi:10.1162/isec_c_00355, 
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_c_00355. 

Richard Connoly and Mathieu Boulegue, “Russia’s New State Armament Programme: Implications for the Russian 
Armed Forces and Military Capabilities to 2027”, International Affairs, May 2018, 
https://reader.chathamhouse.org/russia-s-new-state-armament-programme-implications-russian-armed-forces- 
and-military# 

Charles Glaser and Chaim Kaufmann, “What is the Offense-Defense Balance and How Can we Measure It?” 
International Security, Vol.22, No. 4, Spring 1998 pp. 44-82. 

 
Additional (suggested) readings: 
 
Benjamin H. Friedman, and Justin Logan, “Why the U.S. Military Budget is “Foolish and Sustainable”, Orbis Vol. 56, 

No.2, 2012) 177-191. 
Mohan Malik, “China and India Today”, World Affairs, July/August 2012, Vol. 175 Issue 2, pp. 74-84. 
Phil Haun and Colin Jackson, “Breaker of Armies: Air Power in the Easter Offensive and the Myth of Linebacker I and 

II in the Vietnam War”, International Security, Winter 2015/16, Vol. 40, No. 3, Pages 139-178, Posted Online 
February 10, 2016. http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/ISEC_a_00226 

Robert Legvold, "Managing the New Cold War: What Moscow and Washington can learn from the Last       One." 
Foreign Affairs 93, no. 4 (Jul, 2014): 74-84. 

Francine R. Frankel, “The Breakout of China-India Strategic Rivalry in Asia and the Indian Ocean”, Journal 
of International Affairs Spring/Summer2011, Vol. 64 Issue 2, pp. 1-17. 

Thomas Donnelly, “Countering Aggressive Rising Powers: A Clash of Strategic Cultures”, Orbis, Vol. 50, No. 3: 
Summer 2006. 

Aurel Braun, "Soviet Naval Policy in the Mediterranean", Orbis, Vol. 22, No. 1, Spring 1978, pp. 101-135. 
Stephanie G. Neuman, “Defense Industries and Global Dependency”, Orbis, Vol. 50, No. 3, Summer 2006. 
John E. Peters, “A Potential Vulnerability of Precision-Strike Warfare”, Orbis, Summer 2004. 
Christopher Layne, “Offshore Balancing Revisited”, The Washington Quarterly, Spring 2002. 
Keir A. Lieber, “Grasping the Technological Peace: The Offense-Defense Balance and International Security”, 

International Security, Vol. 25, No. 1, Summer 2000, pp. 71-104. 
Robert A. Pape, “The Limits of Precision-Guided Air Power”, Security Studies, Vol. 7, Winter 1997/8, pp. 93-114. 
Mark Lanteigne, “Water dragon? China, power shifts and soft balancing in the South Pacific”, Political Science 

Vol. 64, No.1, 2012: 21-38. 
John A. Warden III, “Success in Modern War: A Response to Robert Pape’s Bombing to Win”, Security   Studies, Vol. 

7, Winter 1997/8, pp. 172-190. 
E. Luttwak, "Perceptions of military force and U.S. defense policy", Survival, January/February 1977. 
Mohan Malik, “India Balances China”, Asian Politics & Policy Vol. 4, No. 3, 2012: 345-376. 
Steven L. Canby, "Mutual Force Reductions: A Military Perspective", International Security, No. 2 Winter 1978, pp. 

122-135. 
Herbert Goldhammar, "The U.S. - Soviet Strategic Balance as Seen from London and Paris", Survival, 

September/October 1977. 

https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00509
http://www.foreignaffairs.com/ukraine/how-inequality-hobbles-military-power
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_c_00355
https://reader.chathamhouse.org/russia-s-new-state-armament-programme-implications-russian-armed-forces-and-military
http://object.cato.org/sites/cato.org/files/articles/logan-friendman-obis-spring-2012.pdf
http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/ISEC_a_00226
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Stanley Sienkiewicz, "Observations by the Impact of Uncertainty in Strategic Analysis," World Politics, 32, Oct. 1979, 
pp. 98-99. 

J. D. Steinbrunner and Richard Garwin, "Strategic Vulnerability: The Balance between Prudence and Paranoia", 
International Security, Vol. 1, No. 1, Summer 1976, pp. 138-181. 

Thomas G. Mahnken and Barry D. Watts, “What the Gulf War can (and cannot) tell us about the Future of Warfare”, 
International Security, Fall 1997, Vol. 22 No. 2 pp. 151-63. 

 

 Week 4: September 29, 2025 The Military Establishments  
 

Required readings: 
 

SIPRI, "SIPRI Yearbook 2024 'Armaments, Disarmament and International Security'" Oxford University Press, 2024 

The Military Balance 125, no.1, 2025, https://www.tandfonline.com/toc/tmib20/125/1?nav=tocList 
Ploumis, Michail. 2022. “AI Weapon Systems in Future War Operations; Strategy, Operations and Tactics.” Comparative 

Strategy 41 (1): 1–18. https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017739 
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017739?needAccess=true 

Michael O’Hanlon and David Petraeus, “America’s Awesome Military and How to Make it Even Better”, Foreign 
Affairs, September/October 2016, 
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/americas/2016-07-22/america-s-awesome-military 

Bret Stephens, “The U.S. Needs More Nukes,” The New York Times, Aug 9, 2019, https://www.nytimes.com 
/2019/08/09/opinion/russia-nuclear-treaty-inf.html?action=click&module=Opinion&pgtype=Homepage 

Aurel Braun,  “The Hague Summit: Triumphs and Caveats” , CDA-I Institute 2025, https://cdainstitute.ca/the-hague-
nato-summit-triumphs-and-caveats/ 

    
Additional (suggested) readings: 

 

Aurel Braun, “European Self-Reliance: Behind the Curve, but Ready To Step Up” The National Interest”, March, 6 
2025, https://nationalinterest.org/blog/politics/european-self-reliance-behind-the-curve-but-ready-to-step-up 

Barry Blechman, and Russell Rumbaugh. "Bombs Away: The Case for Phasing Out U.S. Tactical Nukes in Europe." 
Foreign Affair,s 93, no. 4 (Jul, 2014): 163-174. 

Chris McKinney, Mark Elfendhal, and H.R. McMaster. “Why the U.S. Army Needs Armor: The Case for a Balanced 
Force.” Foreign Affairs 92:3 (May/June 2013). 

Andrew Monaghan, “The vertikal: power and authority in Russia”, International Affairs Vol.88, No.1, 2012: 1-16. 
Bettina Renz, and Rod Thornton, “Russian Military Modernization”, Problems of Post Communism Vol. 59, No. 1, 

2012: 44-54. 
Jim Thomas. “Why the U.S. army needs missiles: a new mission to save the service.” Foreign Affairs 92:3 (May/June 

2013). 
Aurel Braun, "Resetting Russian-Eastern European Relations for the 21st Century" in special edition 

“Disintegration of the Soviet Union Twenty Years Later”, ed. Lucy Kerner Communist and Post 
Communist Studies, Volume 45, Issues 3–4, September–December 2012, pp.389–400. 

Aurel Braun, "The Warsaw Treaty Organization", Yearbook on International Communist Affairs, Stanford, Hoover 
Institution Press, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1984. 

Murray Weidenbaum, “The Changing Structure of the U.S. Defense Industry”, Orbis, Fall 2003. 
Michele A. Flournoy, “Did the Pentagon Get the Quadrennial Defense Review Right?” The Washington Quarterly, 

Spring 2006. 
Laurent Guy, “Competing Visions for the U.S. Military”, Orbis, Fall 2004. 
Steve Rosefielde, “Back to the Future? Prospects for Russia’s Military Industrial Revival”, Orbis, Summer 2002, pp. 

499-509. 
Peter J. Dombrowski, Eugene Gholz and Andrew Ross, “Selling Military Transformation: The Defense Industry and 

Innovation”, Orbis, Summer 2002, pp. 523-536. 
James Fallows, “The Military Industrial Complex”, Foreign Policy, Nov./Dec. 2002, p. 46. 
Alexei G. Arbatov, A Military Reform in Russia: Dilemmas, Obstacles and Prospects, International Security, Vol. 22, 

No. 4: Spring 1998 pp. 83-134. 
Harriet F. Scott & William F. Scott, The Soviet Control Structure Capabilities for Wartime Survival, New York, National 

Strategy Information Center 1983. 
Robin F. Laird, "French Nuclear Forces in the 1980s and 1990s" Comparative Strategy, Vol. 4, No. 4., 1984. 
R.W. Clawson & L.S. Kaplan, eds. The Warsaw Pact: Political Purpose and Military Means, Wilmington (Del.) 

Scholarly Resources 1982. 
Ivan Volgyes. The Political Reliability of the Warsaw Pact Armies: The Southern Tier, Durham, N.C., Duke U.P. 1982. 
Edwin H. Fedder. NATO: The dynamics of alliance in the postwar world, New York: Dodd, Mead, 1973. 
A. Ross Johnson, R.N., Dean, and A. Alexiev. East European Military Establishments: The Warsaw Pact's Northern 

Tier, Santa Monica, Rand Corporation R-2417-AF/FF December 1980. 

https://www.tandfonline.com/toc/tmib20/125/1?nav=tocList
https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017739
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017739?needAccess=true
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/americas/2016-07-22/america-s-awesome-military
http://www.nytimes.com/
https://cdainstitute.ca/the-hague-nato-summit-triumphs-and-caveats/
https://cdainstitute.ca/the-hague-nato-summit-triumphs-and-caveats/
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Marshal V.D. Sokolovsky, ed., Military Strategy: Doctrine and Concepts, London, Pall Mall Press 1963. 
T.W. Wolfe, Soviet Power & Europe 1945-1970, Baltimore, Johns Hopkins Press 1970. 
Raymond Garthoff, How Russia Makes War, London, George Allen & Unwin. 
"New Dimensions and Directions in the Warsaw Pact", Millennium, London, Vol. 6, No. 3, Winter 1978, pp. 236-50. 
"The Evolution of the Warsaw Pact", Canadian Defence Quarterly, Vol. 3, No. 3, Winter 1973-74, pp. 27-37. 

 

 Week 5: October 6, 2025 Macrocosmic Theories of Conflict  
 

Required readings: 
 
Richard Overy, "Understanding the Causes of War: Human Nature and History," Politics and Rights Review, June 24, 

2025, https://politicsrights.com/causes-of-war-human-nature-and-history/ 
Deborah Jordan Brooks, Stephen G. Brooks, Brian D. Greenhill, and Mark L. Haas, "The Demographic Transition Theory 

Of War: Why Young Societies Are Conflict Prone And Old Societies Are The Most Peaceful,” International 
Security 43, no. 3 (2019): 53-95, doi:10.1162/isec_a_00335, https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/fu 
ll/10.1162/isec_a 00335. 

Roger Mason and Eric Patterson, “War Gaming Peace Operations”, Simulation & Gaming, 44:1 (2013):        118-133. 
Jack Snyder, “Trade Expectations and Great Power Conflict—A Review Essay”, International Security, Winter 2015/16, 

Vol. 40, No. 3, Pages 179-196, Posted Online February 10, 2016. (doi:10.1162/ISEC_r_00229) 
Samuel Layton, “Reframing European security: Russia’s proposal for a new European security      architecture.” 

International Relations, 28, no.1 (March 2014): 25-45. 
 

Additional (suggested) readings: 
 
Jeremy Black, “War and Strategy in the 21st Century”, Orbis, Winter 2002, pp. 137-144. 
Quan Li, “Does trade prevent or promote interstate conflict?” Journal of Peace Research Vol. 48, No.4, 2011: 437-453 

Quincy Wright, A Study of War, Revised. Chicago, University of Chicago, 1965. (Selected parts) 

Clara Ponsati and Santiago Sanchez-Pages, “Optimism and commitment: an elementary theory of bargaining and war”, 
SERIES: Journal of Spanish Economic Association Vol. 3, No. 1-2, 2012: 157-179. 

Stephen Van Evera, “Offence, Defense and the Causes of War”, International Security, Vol. 22, No. 4, Spring 1998 pp. 
5-44. 

Richard K. Betts, ed., Conflict After the Cold War: Arguments on Causes of War and Peace, Second Edition (Longman, 
2001) – selected parts 

Aurel Braun, “On Reform, Perceptions, Misperceptions, Trends and Tendencies” and “Epilogue” in Aurel Braun, ed., 
The Soviet-East European Relationship in the Gorbachev Era, Westview Press, 1990, pp. 135-231. 

Tudor Onea, “Putting the ‘Classical’ in Neoclassical Realism: Neoclassical Realist Theories and US Expansion in the 
Post-Cold War”, International Relations Vol. 26, No. 2, 2012: 139-164. 

Arnaud Blin, “Armed groups and intra-state conflicts: the dawn of a new era?” International Review of the Red Cross, 
Vol. 93, No. 882, 2011: 287-310. 

Mark Evans, “Just war, democracy, democratic peace”, European Journal of Political Theory, Vol. 11, No. 2, 2012: 
191-208. 

Muhammet A. Bas, and Andrew J. Coe, “Arms Diffusion and War”, The Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol. 56, No. 4, 
2012: 651-674. 

Thomas Schwartz and Kiron K. Skinner, “The Myth of the Democratic Peace”, Orbis, Winter 2002, pp. 159-172. 
Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars, New York, Basic Books, 1992. 
Stephen Van Evera, Causes of War: Power and the Roots of Conflict, New York, Cornell University Press, 1999. 
Friedrich Kratochwil, “Constructing a New Orthodoxy? Wendt’s ‘Social Theory of International Politics’ and the 

Constructivist Challenge,” Millennium: Journal of International Studies 29:1 (2000), pp. 73-101. 
Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1989. 
J. Hobson, Imperialism, Ann Arbor, U. of Michigan Press 1965. 
L. Robbins, The Economic Causes of War, N.Y. Fertig 1968. 
D. G. Pruitt & R. C. Snyder, Theory and Research on the Causes of War, Englewood Cliffs, N.J. Prentice Hall, 1969. 
J .D. Singer, Explaining War: Causes and Correlates, Beverly Hills, Calif. Sage 1979. 
K.L. Nelson & S.C. Olin Jr., Why War? Ideology, Theory and History, Berkeley, University of California Press 1979. 
Geoffrey Blainey, The Causes of War, 3rd. Edition, London, Macmillan 1988. 
Henry A. Kissinger, The Necessity for Choice, Garden City, N.Y., Doubleday 1962. 
Ernest L. Fortin "Christianity and the Just-War Theory" Orbis, Vol. 25, No. 3, Fall 1983, pp. 523-535. 
J.S. Levy, "Alliance Formation and War Behavior", Journal of Conflict Resolution, No. 25, 1981, pp. 581-614. 
Edward Mansfield and Jack Snyder, “Democratization and the Danger of War”, International Security, Vol. 20, No.1, 

Summer 1995 pp. 196-207. 
Charles S. Gochman, Henry S. Farber and Jeanne Gowa, “Correspondence”, “Democracy and Peace”, International 

Security, Vol. 21 No. 3, Winter 1996/97 pp. 177-87. 

https://politicsrights.com/causes-of-war-human-nature-and-history/
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/fu%20ll/10.1162/isec_a%2000335
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/fu%20ll/10.1162/isec_a%2000335
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 Week 6: October 20, 2025 Nuclear War (problems and choices)  
 

Required readings: 
 

Cimbala, Stephen J., and Adam Lowther. 2022. “Hypersonic Weapons and Nuclear Deterrence.” Comparative 
Strategy 41 (3): 282–95. https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2022.2057736. 

https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2022.2057736?needAccess=true 
Karl T. Compton, "If the Atomic Bomb Had Not Been Used," The Atlantic, December 1946, 

https://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/1946/12/if-the-atomic-bomb-had-not-been-used/376238/. 

Christopher Clary, and Vipin Narang,“India's Counterforce Temptations: Strategic Dilemmas, Doctrine, And 
Capabilities,” International Security 43, no. 3 (2019): 7-52, 
doi:10.1162/isec_a_00340, https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00340. 

James M. Acton, “Escalation through Entanglement: How the Vulnerability of Command-and-Control Systems Raises 
the Risks of an Inadvertent Nuclear War”, International Security 2018 43:1, 56-99, 

https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00320 
Charles L. Glaser and Steve Fetter, “Should the United States Reject MAD? Damage Limitation and U.S. Nuclear 

Strategy toward China”, International Security, Summer 2016, Vol. 41, No. 1 , Pages 49-98 (doi: 
10.1162/ISEC_a_00248) 

Paul Bracken, “The Structure of the Second Nuclear Age”, Orbis, Summer 2003, pp. 399-414. 
 

Additional (suggested) readings: 
 

Fowler, Michael. 2021. “Comparing Compellence Strategies.” Comparative Strategy 40 (3): 254–67. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2021.1912506.  

https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.1912506?needAccess=true 
 

James M. Acton, “Escalation through Entanglement: How the Vulnerability of Command-and-Control Systems Raises 
the Risks of an Inadvertent Nuclear War”, International Security 2018 43:1, 56-99, 
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00320 

 
Thomas K. Scheber and John R. Harvey, "Assessment of U.S. readiness to design, develop and produce nuclear warheads: 

Current status and some remedial steps", Comparative Strategy Vol. 35 , Iss. 3, 2016, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2016.1194654 

Mark S. Bell, “Beyond Emboldenment: How Acquiring Nuclear Weapons Can Change Foreign Policy”, International 
Security, Summer 2015, Vol. 40, No. 1, Pages 87-119 
(doi: 10.1162/ISEC_a_00204) 

Paul Bracken, “How Iran can beat Israel”, National Post, March 2013. Available at: 
http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/2013/03/18/paul-bracken-how-iran-can-beat-israel/. 

Alan Robock and Owen Brian Toon. “Self-assured destruction: The climate impacts of nuclear war.” The Bulletin of the 
Atomic Scientists 68:5 (September 2012) 66-74. 

Erik Gartzke, Jeffrey Kaplow, and Rupal Mehta, “The Determinants of Nuclear Force Structure.” Journal of 
Conflict Resolution 58, no. 3 (April 2014): 481-508. 

Ashton B. Carter, Michael M. May and William J. Perry, “The Day After: Action Following a 
Nuclear Blast in a U.S. City”, The Washington Quarterly, Autumn 2007. 

Andrew L. Ross, “The Role of Nuclear Weapons in International Politics”, FPRI article, 5/2009. 
Paul Bracken, “The Second Nuclear Age” New York: Times Books: 2012. 
Daniel Deudney and John G. Ikenberry, “Pushing and pulling: The Western system, nuclear weapons and Soviet change”, 

International Politics Vol. 48, No. 4-5, 2011: 496-544. 
William Walker, “A Perpetual Menace: Nuclear Weapons and International Order”, Foreign Affairs, May/June 

2013. Reviewed by Lawrence D. Freedman. 
William Walker, “A Perpetual Menace: Nuclear Weapons and International Order”, Routledge: 2011, ISBN: 

0415421063. 
Wu Riqiang, “Survivability of China's Sea-Based Nuclear Forces”, Science & Global Security Vol. 19, No.2, 2011: 91- 

120. 
Joel S. Wit, “Enhancing U.S. Engagement with North Korea”, The Washington Quarterly, Spring, 2007. 
Dingli Shen, “Iran’s Nuclear Ambitions Test China’s Wisdom”, The Washington Quarterly, Spring, 2006. 
Kurt M. Campbell, “Nuclear Proliferation Beyond Rogues”, The Washington Quarterly, Winter 2003. 
Ariel E. Levite, “Never Say Never Again: Nuclear Reversal Revisited”, International Security, Winter, 2002/2003, pp. 

59-88. 
Helen E. Purkitt and Stephen F. Burgess/Peter Liberman, “Correspondence: South Africa’s Nuclear Decisions”, 

International Security, Summer, 2002, pp. 186-194. 
Peter Liberman, “The Rise and Fall of the South African Bomb”, International Security, Fall 2001, pp. 45-86. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2022.2057736
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2022.2057736?needAccess=true
https://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/1946/12/if-the-atomic-bomb-had-not-been-used/376238/
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00340
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/isec_a_00320
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/isec_a_00320
http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00320
http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00320
https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2021.1912506
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.1912506?needAccess=true
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/isec_a_00320
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/isec_a_00320
http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00320
http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2016.1194654
http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/2013/03/18/paul-bracken-how-iran-can-beat-israel/
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Robert Rudney and Willis Stanley, “Dealerting Proposals for Strategic Nuclear Forces: A Critical Analysis”, 
Comparative Strategy, Jan.-March. 2000, pp. 1-34. 

Scott D. Sagan, “Why Do States Build Nuclear Weapons?” International Security, No. 21, No. 3, 1996/97 pp. 54-86. 
Kenneth N. Waltz and Scott Sagan, The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: A Debate, New York: W. W. Norton, 1995. 
James Chace, "Sharing the Atom Bomb", Foreign Affairs, January/February 1996, pp. 129-146. 
David J. Karl, “Proliferation Pessimism and Emerging Nuclear Powers”, International Security, Vol. 21, No. 3 Winter 

1996/97 pp. 87-119 
Samir K. Sen, “He Who Rides a Tiger: The Rationale of India’s Nuclear Tests”, Comparative Strategy, April-June 1999, 

pp. 129-136. 
Paul Bracken, The Command and Control of Nuclear Forces, New Haven, (Conn.) Yale University Press 1983. 
Sidney Drell, Facing the Threat of Nuclear Weapons, With an Open Letter on the Dangers of Nuclear War from Andrei 

Sakharov, Seattle & London, University of Washington Press 1984. 
Colin S. Gray, "Dangerous to your Health: the Debate over Nuclear Strategy & War", Orbis, Vol. 26, No. 2, Summer 

1982, pp. 327-51. 
Bernard Brodie, Strategy in the Missile Age, Princeton, Princeton, U.P. 1959. 
H.A. Kissinger, The Necessary for Choice, Garden City N.J. Doubleday 1962. 
W.W. Kaufmann ed., Military Policy and National Security, Princeton, Princeton U.P. 1956. 

 

 Week 7: November 3, 2025 Deterrence and Nuclear Deterrence  
 

Required readings: 
 

John  Borrie, “Human rationality and Nuclear Deterrence” in Beyza Unal, Yasmin Afina, and Patricia Lewis 
(eds.), Perspectives on Nuclear Deterrence in the 21st Century, International Security Programme Research 
Paper (London: Chatham House, April 2020),https://www.chathamhouse.org/2020/04/perspectives-nuclear-
deterrence-21st-century-0/human-rationality-and-nuclear-deterrence. 

Rose McDermott, Reid Pauly, and Paul Slovic, "Putin and the Psychology of Nuclear Brinkmanship," Foreign Affairs, 
May 30, 2023, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/ukraine/putin-and-psychology-nuclear-brinkmanship. 

Elbridge Colby, “If You Want Peace, Prepare for Nuclear War: A Strategy for the New Great-Power Rivalry,” Foreign 
Affairs 97, no. 6, November/December, 2018, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/china/2018-10-15/if- 
you-want-peace-prepare-nuclear-war. 

Ian Bowers and Henrik Stålhane Hiim, “Conventional Counterforce Dilemmas: South Korea’s Deterrence Strategy and 
Stability on the Korean Peninsula” International Security, January, 2021, pp.7-39, 
https://direct.mit.edu/isec/article/45/3/7/95269/Conventional-Counterforce-Dilemmas-South-Korea-s 

Stephen L. Quackenbush, “Deterrence theory: where do we stand?” Review of International Studies, Vol. 37, No. 2 
(2010): 741-762. 

 
Additional (suggested) readings: 
 
Stephen Biddle, “Future Warfare in the Western Pacific: Chinese Anti-access/Area Denial, U.S. AirSea Battle, and 

Command of the Commons in East Asia” International Security, Summer, 2016, Vol. 41, No. 1, Pages 7-48 
Posted Online August 9, 2016. (doi:10.1162/ISEC_a_00249) 

J Alex S. Wilner, "Apocalypse Soon? Deterring Nuclear Iran and its Terrorist Proxies", Comparative Strategy, Vol. 31, 
Iss. 1, 2012, 
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/01495933.2012.64753 

Joseph F. Pilat , “A Reversal of Fortunes? Extended Deterrence and Assurance in Europe and East Asia”, Journal Of 
Strategic Studies Vol. 39 , Iss. 4, 2016 
http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/01402390.2016.1168016?scroll=top&needAccess=true 

Bruce Blair, et al. “One Hundred Nuclear Wars: Stable Deterrence between the United States and Russia at Reduced 
Nuclear Force Levels Off Alert in the Presence of Limited Missile Defences”, Science & Global Security, 
Vol.19, No.3, 2011: 167-194. 

Albert B. Wolf, "After the Iran deal: Competing visions for Israel's nuclear posture", Comparative Strategy, Vol. 35 , Iss. 
2, 2016, http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2016.1176461 

Amatzia Baram, "Deterrence Lessons from Iraq: Rationality is Not the Only Key to Containment", Foreign   Affairs 
Vol.91, No.4, 2012: 76-90. 

Stephen J. Cimbala, "Nuclear Deterrence and Cyber: The Quest for Concept." Air & Space Power Journal 28, no. 2 (Mar, 
2014): 87-107. 

Jack S. Levy, “Balancing on Land and at Sea: Do States Ally Against the Leading Global Power?” International Security, 
Summer 2010, Vol. 35, No. 1: 7-43. 

Kenneth N. Waltz, "Why Iran should Get the Bomb: Nuclear Balancing would Mean Stability", Foreign       Affairs 
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Charles A. Duelfer, “Chronic Misperception and International Conflict: The U.S.-Iraq Experience”, International 
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John W. R. Lepingwell, "Start II and the Politics of Arms Control in Russia", International Security: Fall 1995, pp. 63- 

91. 
 
 

Required readings: 
 

Dmitry (Dima) Adamsky, “Quo Vadis, Russian Deterrence? Strategic Culture and Coercion Innovations,” International 
Security 49, no. 3 (Spring 2025): 50–83, https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00502 

Kristina Melin, "Russia's Updated Basic Principles for Nuclear Deterrence A Broom for All Corners?" Russia and 
Eurasia Studies Programme, Nuclear Weapons Analysis, March, 2025 

Michael Clarke, "Understanding China's Approach to Deterrence," The Diplomat, January 9, 
2024, https://thediplomat.com/2024/01/understanding-chinas-approach-to-deterrence/ 

Veebel, Viljar. 2021. “Russia and Western Concepts of Deterrence, Normative Power, and Sanctions.” Comparative 
Strategy 40 (3): 268–84. https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2021.1912509.https://www-tandfonline- 
com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.1912509?needAccess=true 

Tony Capaccio, “What would happen if the US goes to war with China over Taiwan”, Bloomberg News and Jerusalem 
Post, August 9, 2022, https://www.jpost.com/international/article-714273 

Leon Aron, “The Putin Doctrine: Russia's Quest to Rebuild the Soviet State”, Foreign Affairs, March 8, 2013. Sergey 
Karaganov, “Should We Overcome Deterrence?” Russia in Global Affairs, No. 2, 2011. 

Rozman, “Chinese Strategic Thinking on Multilateral Regional Security in Northeast Asia”, Orbis Vol.55, No.2, 
2011: 298-313. 

 
Additional (suggested) readings: 

 

Ling S. Chen and Miles M. Evers, "“Wars without Gun Smoke”: Global Supply Chains, Power Transitions, and 
Economic Statecraft," International Security 48, no. 2 (2023): 164-204, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00473. 

Williamson, Justin, and James J. Wirtz. 2021. “Hypersonic or Just Hype? Assessing the Russian Hypersonic Weapons 
Program.” Comparative Strategy 40 (5): 468–81. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2021.1962198.https://www- tandfonline-
com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.1962198?needAccess=true 

 

Stephen G. Brooks and William C. Wohlforth ,The Rise and Fall of the Great Powers in the Twenty-first Century: China's 
Rise and the Fate of America's Global Position”, International Security, Winter 2015/16, Vol. 40, No. 3, Pages 
7-53 Posted Online February 10, 2016.(doi:10.1162/ISEC_a_00225) 

Richard Katz, “Mutually Assured Production: Why Trade Will Limit Conflict Between China and Japan”, Foreign 
Affairs, July/August 2013: 92:4. 

Milosz Kucharski, “China in the age of American Primacy”, International Relations Vol.26, No.1, 2012: 60-77. Jennifer 
Lind, et al., “Pyongyang's Nuclear Logic: Sometimes a Test is Just a Test”, Foreign Affairs, 
February 13, 2013. 

Andrei Lankov, “Cheap at any price”, Foreign Policy, July 12, 2012. 
James M. Acton, "TARGET:?" Foreign Policy no. 206 (May, 2014): 52-57. 
M. Taylor Fravel, Evan S. Medeiros, “China’s Search for Assured Retaliation: The Evolution of Chinese Nuclear Strategy 

and Force Structure”, International Security, Fall 2010, Vol. 35, No. 2:48-87. © 2016 by the President and 
Fellows of Harvard College and the Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 

Joshua R. Itzkowitz Shifrinson , “Deal or No Deal? The End of the Cold War and the U.S. Offer to Limit NATO 
Expansion”, International Security, Spring 2016,Vol. 40, No. 4, Pages 7-44 Posted Online May 5, 
2016.(doi:10.1162/ISEC_a_00236) 

Aurel Braun, “North American Defence, Arctic Security, and Russian Imperial Delusions” MLI Commentary, 
MacDonald/ Laurier Institute, Ottawa, September 2014, 
http://www.macdonaldlaurier.ca/files/pdf/MLICommentaryBraun09142014.pdf 

Aurel Braun, “Do the Russian and NATO War Games Increase the Risk of Real Clash?”, OpEd. The Polish Institute of 
International Affairs, Warsaw, Poland, (PISM). August 29 2015, 
https://blog.pism.pl/blog/?p=1&id_blog=36&lang_id=12&id_post=630. Accessed on April 29 2016. 

Aurel Braun, “Will NATO upgrades on the eastern flank be enough to counter Russia?”, OpEd. The Polish Institute of 
International Affairs, Warsaw, Poland, (PISM). March 5 2016. 
https://blog.pism.pl/blog/?p=1&id_blog=36&lang_id=13&id_post=768. Accessed on April 29 2016. 

Aurel Braun, "Will the Warsaw NATO Summit Calm or Aggravate Relations with Russia?" Second article, PISM, Polish 
Institute of International Affairs, Warsaw, 22 July 2016, 

Week 9: November 17, 2025. Russian/CIS, Chinese, and American Approaches to Deterrence and Nuclear War—(A) 
Russia/CIS/China 
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Aurel Braun, “Enlargement and the Perils of Containment”, in Aurel Braun ed., NATO-Russia Relations in the Twenty- 
First Century, New York and London, Routledge, 2008/2009, pp. 55-72. 

 
Aurel Braun, “Conclusion: Tendency and Prospects for Security and Democracy”, in Aurel Braun ed., NATO-Russia 

Relations in the Twenty-First Century, New York and London, Routledge, 2008/2009, pp. 184-191. 
Aurel Braun, “Facing the Twenty First Century: Lessons, Questions, and Tendencies,” Sabrina P. Ramet ed., 

Central and Southeast Politics Since 1989, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2010, pp. 536-550. 
Aurel Braun vs. Dmitry Rogozin, “How NATO Could Improve its Relations with Russia”, Europe’s World, Spring 2009, 

No. 11, pp. 44-50. 
Aurel Braun, “NATO and Russia: Post Georgia Threat Perception”, IFRI May 2009 (No.40) 
Aurel Braun, “The Risks of Selective Europeanization: Russia and Eastern Europe”, International Journal Summer 

2000, pp. 510-521. 
Aurel Braun, “The Russian Factor”, in Aurel Braun and Z. Barany, eds., Dilemmas of Transition, Rowman and Littlefield, 

1999, pp. 273-300. 
Aurel Braun, “The Post-Soviet States’ Security Concerns in East-Central Europe”, in John R. Lampe and Daniel N. 

Nelson, eds., East European Security Reconsidered, Johns Hopkins UP., 1993, pp. 115-144. 
Tong Zhao, “Conventional Counterforce Strike: An Option for Damage Limitation in Conflicts with Nuclear-Armed 

Adversaries?” Science & Global Security Vol. 19, No.3, 2011: 195-222. 
Alexei Arbatov, “Superseding U.S.-Russia Nuclear Deterrence”, Arms Control Today, January/February 2005. 
Mark Schneider, “The Nuclear Doctrine and Forces of the People’s Republic of China”, Comparative Strategy, Vol. 28, 

No. 3, 2009, pp. 244-270. 
Dmitri Trenin, “Russia and Global Security Norms”, The Washington Quarterly, Spring 2004. 
Eugene B. Rumer and Celeste A. Wallander, “Russia: Power in Weakness?” The Washington Quarterly, Winter 2004. 
Alexander Tarasov, “Arms Control in Russia Today”, Comparative Strategy, Vol. 19, No. 1, January-March 2000, pp. 

69-78. 

Vyacheslav O. Fylov, “Russian Reforms and the West”, Comparative Strategy, Vol. 19, No. 2, April-June 2000, pp. 117- 
142. 

Steven Rosefielde, “Back to the Future? Prospects for Russia’s Military Industrial Revival”, Orbis, Vol. 46, No. 2, 
Summer 2002, pp. 499-521. 

Sarah E. Mendelson, “Russians’ Rights Imperiled”, International Security, Vo. 26, No. 4, Spring 2002, pp. 39-69. 
Andrei Shoumikhin, “Current Russian Perspectives on Arms Control and Ballistic Missile Defence”, Comparative 

Strategy, Jan.-March 1999, pp. 49-58. 
Jacob W. Kipp, “Russia’s Northwest Strategic Direction”, Military Review, July-Aug. 1999, pp. 52-65. 
Matthew Evangelista, “The Paradox of State Strength: Transnational Relations, Domestic Structures, and Security Policy 

in Russia and the Soviet Union,” International Organization 49, no. 1 (Winter 1995), pp. 1-38. 
Andrei Kortunov and Andrei Shoumikhin, "Russia: Changing Attitudes Toward Proliferation of Missiles and Weapons 

of Mass Destruction," Comparative Strategy, Vol. 15 No. 2, 1996, pp. 161-169. 
“Russia and Nato: Theses of the Council or Foreign and Defense Policy”. January-March, 1996 pp. 91-102. 
R. Kolkowicz, "Strategic Parity and Beyond: Soviet Perspectives", World Politics, April 1971. 
Rajan Menon, "In the Shadow of the Bear", International Security, Summer 1995, pp. 149-181. 
H. Sonnenfelt & W. Hyland, "Soviet Perspectives on Security", Adelphi Papers No. 150, 1979. 
The Garthoff-Pipes Debate in Strategic Review, Fall 1982. 
R. Garthoff, "Mutual Deterrence and Soviet Arms Limitation in Soviet Policy", International Security, Summer, 1978. 
R. Pipes, "Why the Soviet Union thinks it could fight and win a Nuclear War", Commentary, July 1977. 
Harriet Fast Scott and William F. Scott, eds., The Soviet Art of War: Doctrine Strategy & Tactics, Boulder (Co.) 

Westview Press 1982. 
 

 Week 10: November 24, 2025 Russia/CIS and American Approaches to Deterrence and Nuclear War— (B)The United States  
 

Required readings: 
 

NATO, “NATO’s Nuclear Deterrence Policy and Forces,” NATO, last modified June 24, 
2025, https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/topics_50068.htm. 

Baohui Zhang, “US missile defence and China's nuclear posture: changing dynamics of an offence–defence arms race”, 
International Affairs Vol.87, No.3, 2011: 555-569. 

Hugo Meijer and Stephen G Brooks, “Illusions of Autonomy: Why Europe Cannot Provide for its Security if the United 
States Pulls Back”, International Security, April 2021, pp. 7-43, 
https://direct.mit.edu/isec/article/45/4/7/100571/Illusions-of-Autonomy-Why-Europe-Cannot-Provide 

Victor D. Cha, "Collective Resilience: Deterring China's Weaponization of Economic Interdependence," International 
Security 48, no. 1 (2023): 91-124, doi: https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00465. 

Kubai, Danylo. 2022. “Military Exercises as a Part of NATO Deterrence Strategy.” Comparative Strategy 41 (2): 155– 
61. https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2022.2039009.https://www-tandfonline- 
com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2022.2039009?needAccess=true 
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Additional (suggested) readings: 
 
Richard K. Betts, “The Lost Logic of Deterrence: What the Strategy That Won the Cold War Can –and Can't –Do Now”, 

Foreign Affairs March/April 2013 (92:2). 
Patrick Porter, “Why America's Grand Strategy Has Not Changed: Power, Habit, and the U.S. Foreign Policy 

Establishment”, International Security ,2018 42:04, 9-46, https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00311 
 

David S. Yost, “The US debate on NATO nuclear deterrence”, International Affairs Vol.87, No.6, 2011: 1401-1438. 
Baohui Zhang, “US missile defence and China's nuclear posture: changing dynamics of an offence–defence arms 

race”, International Affairs Vol.87, No.3, 2011: 555-569. 
 

Dr. Robert Soofer, Documentation: “The Politics of Nuclear Weapons Policy,” Presentation to Johns Hopkins University 
Graduate School Symposia, Washington, DC, April 8, 2015, Comparative Strategy, Vol. 35, Iss. 2, 2016, 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2016.1176478 

 

Meier, Oliver and Simon Lunn. "Trapped: NATO, Russia, and the Problem of Tactical Nuclear Weapons." Arms Control 
Today 44, no. 1 (Jan, 2014): 18-24. 

Michael S. Gerson, “No First Use: The Next Step for U.S. Nuclear Policy”, International Security, Fall 2010, Vol. 35, 
No. 2: 7-47. 

Michele A. Flournoy, “Did the Pentagon Get the Quadrennial Defense Review Right?” The Washington Quarterly, 
Spring 2006. 

Marvin Schaffer. “Moral nuclear deterrence - the ascendancy of missile defense.” Foresight 14:3 (2012): 260-271. 
Colin Dueck, “New Perspectives on American Grand Strategy”, International Security, Spring 2004. 
Christopher Hemmer, “Grand Strategy for the Next Administration”, Orbis, Vol. 51, No. 3, Summer 2007. 
François Heisbourg, “A Work in Progress: The Bush Doctrine”, The Washington Quarterly, Spring 2003. 
John Lewis Gaddis, “Bush’s Security Strategy”, Foreign Policy, Nov./Dec. 2002, pp. 50-58. 
Kristin S. Kolet, “Asymmetric Threats to the United States”, Comparative Strategy, Vol. 20, No. 3, July-September 2001, 

pp. 277-292. 
Daniel Goure and James Blaker, “A Blueprint for Transforming U.S. Defense”, Comparative Strategy, Vol. 20, No. 5, 

October-December 2001, pp. 445-452. 
William Burr and Jeffrey T. Richelson, “Whether to ‘Strangle the Baby in the Cradle’: The United States and the Chinese 

Nuclear Program, 1960-64”, International Security, Vol. 25, No. 3, Winter 2000/01, pp. 54-99. 
Barry R. Posen, “U.S. Security Policy in a Nuclear-Armed Word, or What If Iraq Had Nuclear Weapons?” in Victor A. 

Utgoff (ed.), The Coming Crisis: Nuclear Proliferation, U.S. Interests, and World Order, Cambridge, MA: MIT 
Press, 2000, pp. 157-190. 

Richard L. Russell, “Swords and Shields: Ballistic Missiles and Defenses in the Middle East and South Asia”, Orbis, 
Vol. 46, No. 2, Summer 2002, pp. 483-498. 

“Executive Report: Rationale and Requirements for U.S. Nuclear Forces and Arms Control”. Comparative Strategy, 
Vol. 20, No. 2, April-June 2001, pp. 105-128. 

Hans Ruhle and Michael Ruhle, “Missile Defense for the 21st Century: Echoes of the 1930s”, Comparative Strategy, 
Vol. 20, No. 2, April-June 2001, pp. 221-226. 

Stephen G. Brooks and William C. Wohlforth, “Power, Globalization, and the End of the Cold War: Reevaluating a 
Landmark Case for Ideas”, International Security, Vol. 25, No. 3, Winter 2000/01, pp. 5-53. 

Keith Payne, “Deterrence and U.S. Strategic Force Requirements After the Cold War”, Comparative Strategy, July 
September 1992 pp. 269-282. 

Fritz Ermath, "Contrasts in American Soviet Strategic Thought", International Security, Vol. 3, No. 2, Fall 1978, pp. 
138-159. 

 
Warner Schilling, "U.S. Strategic Nuclear Concepts in the 1970's: The Search for Sufficiently Equivalent Countervailing 

Parity", International Security, Fall 1981. 
Albert Wohlstetter, "Racing forward or ambling back", Survey, Vol. 22, No. 3-4, pp 163-217. 
B. Brodie, "The Development of Nuclear Strategy", International Security, Spring 1978. 
Colin s. Gray, "Nuclear Strategy: A Case for a Theory of Victory", International Security, Vol. 4, No. 1, Summer 1979, 

pp. 54-87., Nuclear Strategy and Strategic Planning, Philadelphia, Pa. Foreign Policy Research Institute, 1984. 
 

 Week 11: December 1, 2025 Conventional War: large-scale inter-state conflict 
 
Required readings: 

 
Carter Malakasian and Zachery Constantino, "Nuclear Powers, Conventional Wars," Foreign Affairs, July 17, 

2025, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/united-states/nuclear-powers-conventional-wars 
Kristiansen, Marius, and Njaal Hoem. 2022. “Small Players in a Limitless Domain: Cyber Deterrence as Small State Strategy.” 

Comparative Strategy 41 (1): 19–31. https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017740.https://www- tandfonline-
com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017740?needAccess=true 

https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/isec_a_00311
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/isec_a_00311
https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00311
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2016.1176478
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/united-states/nuclear-powers-conventional-wars
https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017740
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017740?needAccess=true
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017740?needAccess=true
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2021.2017740?needAccess=true
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John J. Mearsheimer, "Bound To Fail: The Rise And Fall Of The Liberal International Order," International Security 43, 
no. 4 (2019): 7-50, doi:10.1162/isec_a_00342,  
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00342. 

Gurantz, Ron. 2022. “Does Punishment Work? Selection Effects in Air Power Theory.” Comparative Strategy 41 (2): 
123–34.https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2022.2039005. 

https://www-tandfonline- com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2022.2039005?needAccess=true 
 

Walter Russell Mead, "The Return of Geopolitics: The Revenge of the Revisionist Powers." Foreign Affairs 
93, no. 3 (May, 2014): 69-79. 

 
Additional (suggested) readings: 
 
Michael Bernhard, Jeff Carter, and Glenn Palmer, “Social Revolution, the State, and War: How Revolutions Affect War- 

Making Capacity and Interstate War Outcomes”, Journal of Conflict Resolution Vol.56, No.3, 2012: 439- 466. 
Whitney Raas and Austin Long, “Osirak Redux? Assessing Israeli Capabilities to Destroy Iranian 

Nuclear Facilities”, International Security, Vol. 31, No. 4, Spring 2007, pp. 7-33. 

Daniel R. Lake, “The Limits of Coercive Airpower”, International Security, Summer 2009, Vol. 34 No. 1, pp. 83-112. 

Seung-Whan Choi, “Re-Evaluating Capitalist and Democratic Peace Models”, International Studies Quarterly 
Vol. 55, No. 3, 2011: 759-769. 

Andris Zimelis, “Trust and normative democratic peace theory: nexus between citizens and foreign policies?” 
International Journal of Sociology and Social Policy Vol. 32, No. 1/2, 2012: 17-28. 

D. Brooks, “Modest Little War”, The Atlantic Monthly, February 2002, pp. 22-23. 
Fatih Balci, “Do democracies promote peace in the lights of democratic peace theory?” International Journal of Human 

Sciences Vol. 8, No. 1, 2011: 728-739. 
Jesse C. Johnson and Brett Ashley Leads. “Defense Pacts: A Prescription for Peace?” Foreign Policy Analysis 7:1 

(January 2011): 45-65. 
Daryl G. Press, “The Myth of Air Power in the Persian Gulf War and the Future of Warfare”, International Security, Vol. 

26, Fall 2001, pp. 5-44. 
Aurel Braun, Small-State Security in the Balkans, London, Macmillan Ch. I. 
Ivan Arreguin-Toft, “How the Weak Win Wars: A Theory of Asymmetric Conflict”, International Security, Vol. 26, No. 

1, Summer 2001, pp. 93-128. 
Fen Osler Hampson and David Malone, From Reaction to Conflict Prevention: Opportunities in the UN System, 

(Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner Publishers, 2002). 
Chester A. Crocker and Fen Osler Hampson with Pamela Aall, Turbulent Peace: The Challenges of Managing 

International Conflict, (United States Institute of Peace, 2001). 
Kevin M. Cahill, ed., Preventive Diplomacy: Stopping Wars Before They Start, (New York: Routledge and The 

Center for International Health and Cooperation, 2000). 
Mary Kaldor, New and Old Wars, Stanford, Stanford U. Press 1999. 
Stephen M. Walt, “Rigor or Rigor Mortis? Rational Choice and Security Studies”, International Security, Spring 

1999, pp. 5-48. 
Edward N. Luttwak, "A Post-Heroic Military Policy" Foreign Affairs, July/August 1996, pp. 33-45 
Samuel P. Huntington, "Conventional Deterrence and Conventional Retaliation in Europe", International Security, Vol. 

8, No. 3, Winter 1983-94, pp. 32-57. 
M. Howard, "War and the Nation State", Daedalus 108, Fall 1979, pp. 101-110. 
Jonathan Alford, "Security Dilemmas of Small States", The World Today, Vol. 40, No. 8-9, Aug.-Sept. 1984, pp. 363- 

370. 
Joshua M. Epstein, "On Conventional Deterrence in Europe: Questions of Soviet Confidence" Orbis, Vol. 26, No. 1, 

Spring 1982, pp. 71-89. 
 

 Week 12: December 2, 2025 Internal War/Counterinsurgency/Counterterrorism  
Make-up class 
 
Required readings: 
 
Emily Myers, “Insurgent Conscription for Capacity and Control: State Violence and Coerced Recruitment in Civil 

War,” Journal of Conflict Resolution 69, no. 5 (2025): 925–952, https://doi.org/10.1177/00220027241269952. 
 
Niklas Karlén and Vladimir Rauta, "Dealers and Brokers in Civil Wars: Why States Delegate Rebel Support to Conduit 

Countries," International Security 47, no. 4 (2023): 107-146, doi: https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00461. 
Erica Chenoweth, and Maria J. Stephan. "Drop Your Weapons: When and Why Civil Resistance Works. Foreign Affairs 

93, no. 4 (Jul, 2014): 94-106. 

https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00342
https://doi.org/10.1080/01495933.2022.2039005.
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2022.2039005?needAccess=true
https://www-tandfonline-com.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/doi/pdf/10.1080/01495933.2022.2039005?needAccess=true
https://doi.org/10.1177/00220027241269952
https://doi.org/10.1162/isec_a_00461
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Max Boot, “America still needs Counterinsurgency” Foreign Affairs, June 2021, 
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/afghanistan/2021-06-02/america-still-needs-counterinsurgency 

Michael J. Boyle, “Do counterterrorism and counterinsurgency go together?” International Affairs Vol.86, No.2, 2010: 
333-353. 

 
Additional (suggested) readings: 

 
Asfandyar Mir, “What Explains Counterterrorism Effectiveness? Evidence From The U.S. Drone War In Pakistan,” 

International Security 43, no. 2 (2018): 45-83, 
doi:10.1162/isec_a_00331, https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00331. 

Marika Landau-Wells, “High Stakes and Low Bars: How International Recognition Shapes the Conduct of Civil Wars”, 
International Security, 2018 43:1, 100-137, https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00321 

Reyko Huang, “Rebel Diplomacy in Civil war”, International Security, Spring 2016, Vol. 40, No. 4 , Pages 89-126 (doi: 
10.1162/ISEC_a_00237) 

Erica Chenoweth, and Maria J. Stephan. "Drop Your Weapons: When and Why Civil Resistance Works." Foreign 
Affairs 93, no. 4 (Jul, 2014): 94-106. 

Jon Kyl, Douglas J. Feith, and John Fonte, “The War of Law: How New International Law Undermines Democratic 
Sovereignty”, Foreign Affairs July/August 2013: Vol. 92, Issue 4. 

 
Philip D. Zelikow, “Civil Liberties, Counterterrorism, and Intelligence: What’s Left to Be Done”, Foreign Affairs, 

September 8, 2011. 
Kenneth M. Pollack and Barbara F. Walter , Escaping the Civil War Trap in the Middle East”, The Washington Quarterly, 

August 03, 2015 https://twq.elliott.gwu.edu/escaping-civil-war-trap-middle-east 
Philip D. Zelikow, “Civil Liberties, Counterterrorism, and Intelligence: What’s Left to Be Done”, Foreign Affairs, 

September 8, 2011. 
Audrey Kurth Cronin, “U.S. Grand Strategy and Counterterrorism”, Orbis 56:2 (2012): 192-214. 
Patrick B. Johnston, “Does Decapitation Work? Assessing the Effectiveness of Leadership Targeting in 

Counterinsurgency Campaigns”, International Security Vol. 36, No. 4, 2012: 47-79. 
Thomas Braun. “Beyond Counterinsurgency: Why the Concept is Failing.” Connections: The Quarterly Journal11:3 

(2012) 77-84. 
Harsh V. Pant, “The Pakistan Thorn in China–India–U.S. Relations”, Washington Quarterly Winter2010/2012, Vol. 35 

Issue 1, p83-95. 
Lawrence Freedman, "The Counterrevolution in Strategic Affairs", Daedalus Vol.140, No.3, 2011: 16-32. 
Christopher O. Bowers, “Identifying Emerging Hybrid Adversaries”, Parameters Vol. 42, No. 1, 2012: 39- 50. 
S. Paul Kapur, and Sumit Ganguly, “The Jihad Paradox: Pakistan and Islamist Militancy in South Asia”, International 

Security Vol. 37, No. 1, 2012: 111-141. 
John Mueller, and Mark G. Stewart, “The Terrorism Delusion: America's Overwrought Response to September 11”, 

International Security Vol. 37, No. 1, (2012): 81-110. 
Bryan C. Price, “Targeting Top Terrorists: How Leadership Decapitation Contributes to Counterterrorism”, International 

Security Vol. 36, No. 4, 2012: 9-46. 
Jeffrey Treistman, “Home Away From Home: Dynamics of Counterinsurgency Warfare”, Comparative Strategy Vol. 31, 

No. 3, 2012: 235-252. 
Megan Braun, and Daniel Brunstetter. "The implications of drones on the just war tradition", Ethics & 

International Affairs Vol. 25, No.3, 2011: 337-358. 
Ahmed Mahmud, and Juan Vargas. “Combatant recruitment and the outcome of war”, Economics of Governance Vol.12, 

No.1, 2011: 51-74. 
Larry Goodson, and Thomas H. Johnson. “Parallels with the Past – How the Soviets Lost in Afghanistan, How the 

Americans are Losing”, Orbis Vol. 55, No.4, 2011: 577-599. 
Daniel H. Levine, “Care and Counterinsurgency”, Journal of Military Ethics Vol.9, No.2, 2010: 139-159. 
Erica Chenoweth et. al., “What Makes Terrorists Tick”, International Security, Spring 2009, Vol. 33 No. 4, pp. 180- 202. 
Amitav Acharya and Arabinda Acharya, “The Myth of the Second Front: Localizing the ‘War on Terror’ in Southeast 

Asia”, The Washington Quarterly, Autumn 2007. 
Jeremy Pressman, “Rethinking Transnational Counterterrorism: Beyond a National Framework”, The Washington 

Quarterly, Autumn 2007. 
 

Renee de Nevers, “NATO’s International Security Role in the Terrorist Era”, International Security, Vol. 31, No. 4, 
Spring 2007, pp. 34-66. 

Peter R. Neumann, “Negotiating with Terrorists”, Foreign Affairs, January/February 2007. 
Derek S. Reveron, “Old Allies, New friends: Intelligence-Sharing in the War on Terror”, Orbis, Vol. 50, No. 3, Summer 

2006. 
Ron E. Hassner, “Fighting Insurgeny on Sacred Ground”, The Washington Quarterly, Spring 2006. 
Paul R. Pilar, “Counterterrorism After Al Qaeda”, The Washington Quarterly, Summer 2004. 
Chantal de Jonge Oudraat, “Combating Terrorism”, The Washington Quarterly, Autumn 2003. 

https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/afghanistan/2021-06-02/america-still-needs-counterinsurgency
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00331
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/10.1162/isec_a_00321
https://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/full/10.1162/isec_a_00321
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Michael Howard, “What’s in a Name?: How to Fight Terrorism”, Foreign Affairs, January/February 2002, pp. 8-13. 
Stephen M. Walt, “Beyond bin Laden: Reshaping U.S. Foreign Policy”, International Security, Vol. 26, No. 3, Winter 

2000/01, pp. 56-78. 
Ashton Carter, “The Architecture of Government in the Face of Terrorism”, International Security, Vol. 26, No. 3, Winter 

2001/02, pp. 5-23. 
Philip B. Heymann, “Dealing with Terrorism: An Overview”, International Security, Vol. 26, No. 3, Winter 2001/02, 

pp. 24-38. 
Barry R. Posen, “The Struggle against Terrorism: Grand Strategy, Strategy, and Tactics”, International Security, Vol. 

26, No. 3, Winter 2001/02, pp. 34-55. 
Russell W. Ramsey, "Internal Defense in the 1980s: The Colombian Model", Comparative Strategy, Vol. 4, No. 4, 1984, 

pp. 349-369. 
Chaim Kaufmann, "Possible and Impossible Solutions to Ethnic Civil Wars", International Security, Spring 1996 pp. 

136-175. 
Sir Robert Thompson, No Exit from Vietnam, Basic, 1971. 
Seymour M. Lipset, Revolution and Counterrevolution: Change and Persistence in Social Structures, New York, Basic 

Books 1968. 
Régis Debray, "Revolution in the Revolution? Armed Struggle and Political Struggle in Latin America" Monthly Review, 

No. 19, July-August 1967. 
 
Plagiarism 

 
The importance of a proper scholarly apparatus (i.e., good footnoting, use of academically respectable sources, being 
careful not to abuse electronic sources, etc.) in writing assignments: Recently, the UTM Political Science department 
drafted a document which contains the following helpful statement of principles. This should guide you in your writing 
assignments in this course. 

 
• Why Proper Citations are Necessary 

Many students mistakenly believe that the sole purpose of proper citations and referencing is to safeguard against suspicion of 
academic dishonesty. In actual fact, a reader may wish simply to learn more about the issue in question, and citations make 
that possible. Instructors should emphasize to students three points: 

 
1. Academic inquiry is an ongoing ‘conversation’ within a scholarly community. Proper references are the 

‘record’ of that conversation. 
2. The advance of knowledge presupposes such a record. Proper references enable scholars to do research that builds 

upon, complements, or challenges views reached by other members of the community. 
3. A reference or a citation is therefore a claim that the author has read the material, understood it, and proposes either 

to build upon it or to contest its validity. An author who offers a citation is therefore claiming familiarity with the 
material cited or referenced. 

 
• When Citations and References are Required 

The idea of a continuous ‘conversation ’is especially appropriate for political science, which rarely settles on definitive 
conclusions. For students to participate in the conversation, they must understand that while references always involve 
judgments, there are commonly accepted reasons to cite source material: 

 
1. To indicate the source of every direct quotation; 
2. To indicate the source of material that is being paraphrased or summarized; 
3. To acknowledge indebtedness to other authors for opinions, data and ideas that are not generally 

regarded as common knowledge; 
4. To lend authority to a claim that the reader may reasonably be expected to question; 
5. To support a statement for which there is either a single authority or about which there are 

conflicting perspectives; 
6. To inform the reader of where to find alternative perspectives, corroborative authorities, 

or more extensive discussion of the topic. 
 

As regards use of the Internet: While no one would deny that Google & other digital resources can be very helpful in doing 
academic research, there are also significant potential perils involved in relying too heavily on the Internet (taking shortcuts to 
minimize actual reading, which leads to intellectual laziness; using sources that are not academically respectable; forgetting 
what the inside of a library looks like; etc.). Again, I would urge you to exercise maximum caution in your use of the Internet, & 
consult me if you’re unsure whether you’re making wise or unwise use of it! 

 

A WARNING ABOUT PLAGIARISM 
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Plagiarism is an academic offence with a severe penalty. 

 
It is essential that you understand what plagiarism is and that you do not commit it. In essence, it is the theft of the thoughts or 
words of others, without giving proper credit. You must put others ’words in quotation marks and cite your source(s). You 
must give citations when using others ’ideas, even if those ideas are paraphrased in your own words. Plagiarism is 
unacceptable in a university. What the university calls “plagiarism”, non-university institutions might call “fraud”. 

 
The University of Toronto provides a process that faculty members must initiate when they suspect a case of plagiarism. In the 
Department of Political Science, suspected evidence of plagiarism must be reported to the Chair; in most cases, the Chair 
passes the case on to the Dean. 

 
A faculty member may not mark an assignment or assess a penalty if he or she finds evidence of plagiarism – the matter must 
be reported. Penalties are assigned by the Chair, by the Dean or by the University of Toronto Tribunal. 

 
The following are some examples of plagiarism: 

1. Submitting as your own an assignment written by someone else. 
2. Quoting an author without indicating the source of the words. 
3. Using words, sentences, or paragraphs written by someone else and failing to place quotation marks around the 

material and reference the source and author. Using either quotation marks or reference alone is not sufficient. 
Both must be used! 

4. Adapting an author’s ideas or theme and using it as your own without referencing the original source. 
5. Seeking assistance from a friend or family member in respect to work you claim as your own. 

 
Ignorance of the rules against plagiarism is not a defense; students are presumed to know what plagiarism is and how to avoid 
it. Students are especially reminded that material taken from the web must be quoted and cited in the same manner as if it came 
from a book or printed article. If you are not sure whether you have committed plagiarism, it is better to ask a faculty member or 
teaching assistant than risk discovery and be forced to accept an academic penalty. 

 
Plagiarism is cheating. It is considered a serious offence against intellectual honesty and 
intellectual property. Penalties can be severe, ranging from a mark of “0” for the assignment or test in question, up to and 
including expulsion from the university. 

 
 

How to Use Sources and Avoid Plagiarism ’- available at: http://www.writing.utoronto.ca/advice/using-sources/how-not-to- 
plagiarize. 

 

Other Advisory Material available at: http://www.writing.utoronto.ca/advice/using- sources 

http://www.writing.utoronto.ca/advice/using-sources/how-not-to-plagiarize
http://www.writing.utoronto.ca/advice/using-sources/how-not-to-plagiarize
http://www.writing.utoronto.ca/advice/using-sources
http://www.writing.utoronto.ca/advice/using-sources
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