



International Relations Field Exam – Fall 2017
Field Committee:  Dr. Jill Haglund, Dr. Jesse Johnson, Dr. Dan Morey

Instructions.  This field exam has two sections and you are to answer three questions in total.  One question from the Theory and Methods section and two questions from the Subfield Questions section.  Identify each answer by the section title and question number when you begin writing.  Full citations are not required for the exam; however, do identify authors associated with arguments or themes whenever possible.  You have eight hours to complete the exam.  This is a closed book exam; you may not use any resource (notes, internet, books, etc.) for any part of this exam.

Theory and Methods 
1. Some political scientists have argued that because foreign policy emerges from a domestic political process at least similar to, if not identical to, that which produces all other public policy, it makes no sense to study international relations separately from comparative politics.  Do you believe that the problems of international relations are significantly unique that explaining foreign policy and international outcomes requires different theories than explaining other realms of public policy and policy outcomes?  To what extent do you think the studies of international and domestic politics should be conducted jointly, and to what extent do you believe specialization remains beneficial?

2. Causal inference tools are being utilized with increasing frequency in political science research. However, these tools seem to be used less frequently in international relations research than in comparative and American research. What are some examples of causal inference techniques being used in political science? Why are these techniques employed less frequently in international relations research? What is an international relations research question that would benefit from the tools of causal inference?







Subfield Questions
1. International law lacks strong enforcement mechanisms to guarantee state compliance. Yet, scholars find that states comply with their international legal commitments under certain international and domestic conditions. What are these conditions and how do they encourage compliance? How effective has international law been in changing state behavior?

2. Deterrence is central to international relations. Understanding when deterrence will succeed is a priority for scholars of international security but studying deterrence is difficult. Summarize the current state of knowledge on deterrence. What are some factors that make studying deterrence difficult? How can we resolve these issues to better understand deterrence success? 

3. Discuss the conceptualization of conflict in International Relations.  Be sure to distinguish measurement from conceptualization.  Has the balance struck between attention to both conceptualization and measurement been appropriate?  Is there any reason to believe that a novel conceptualization of conflict might invigorate inquiry?

4. How has International Relations generally dealt with the inclusion of small states (the non-major powers) in our research?  Give examples from various sub-fields (human rights/international law, security, conflict, civil wars, etc.) to support your answer.  What are the justifications for including and excluding small states from our studies?  What are the research implications from excluding and including smaller states in our studies?  Which subfield(s) needs to pay the most attention to the inclusion and exclusion of smaller states?  Why?
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