
International Relations Field Exam – Fall 2019
Field Committee:  Dr. Jesse Johnson, Dr. Dan Morey, Dr. Clayton Thyne

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. If one assumes that the purpose of theory is to create a framework for distinguishing patterns in the midst of apparent chaos, what theory or theories, if any, serve as an appropriate framework for you in your understanding of international relations?  Define what you mean by theory.  What criteria do you employ for identifying and evaluating theories?  How important do you feel it is to have overarching general or universal theories to guide practice and scholarship?  Is the study of international relations guided by an overarching paradigm?  Should it be?  

2. Survey research makes up a large component of political science but is employed less often in the subfield of international relations. Why do international relation scholars rely on survey research less? What are some examples of international relations research questions where survey research would be useful? What are some examples of valuable international relations research that relies on surveys? What are some promising directions for employing surveys in international relations research, if any?












Subfield Questions
1. There are many competing claims about the role of nuclear weapons in international security. Identify and explain several of these competing claims. What is the evidence for or against these claims? What evidence do you find most convincing and why? Are there additional tests that could be conducted to better test these claims? What does research say about the ability of states to stop the spread of nuclear weapons?
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2. A growing body of research focuses on the stability and duration of peace after war. What are some important determinants of peace duration identified by the literature? What are some of the challenges to studying peace duration and have scholars adequately addressed these challenges? Has this research produced any feasible strategies for keeping the peace after war? What are some of the most important unanswered questions in this area of research and why? 

3. Clausewitz says that war must be define as a dispute over a political issue and the nature of the issue will guide the state’s actions during a war.  How well has the international conflict literature done with incorporating issues into the definition and study of war?  Is there variance across subfields in regards to the incorporation of issues?  Have we learned anything novel when research has incorporated issues into the study of conflict? If so, what are the major points we have learned? 

4. Does peacekeeping work?  The early study of peacekeeping relied upon indicator variables for both the independent and dependent variables.  The overall conclusion for this first wave of studies was mixed.  A recent second wave of peacekeeping studies has disaggregated both the independent and dependent variables with a focus on when peacekeeping is effective.  Review some of the major themes in this new wave of research (make sure to discuss how both the independent and dependent variables have been re-conceptualized).  Does the shift towards answering the question of when peacekeeping will be effective help us answer if peacekeeping works?  







