
International Relations Field Exam – Spring 2019
Field Committee: Dr. Dan Morey (chair), Dr. Jesse Johnson, 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. In her 2016 Presidential Address to the Peace Science Society, Sara Mitchell explains that conflict scholars have learned much by relying on the “dangerous dyads” and “bargaining model of war” approaches to understand inter- and intra-state conflict.  However, she argues that an overreliance on these approaches may limit our ability to understand conflict behavior.  In your two-part answer, do the following:  First, choose either the “dangerous dyads” or “bargaining model of war,” and explain both the primary arguments that emanate from the approach you chose and some of the most important empirical findings that have emerged from this area of literature.  Second, explain whether or not you agree with Dr. Mitchell.  That is, should scholars continue to rely on these approaches in their studies of conflict, or would it be useful to move beyond these approaches?  If we should expand, how should we go about doing that?

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?
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Subfield Questions
1. Scholars have come a long way in understanding how international actors influence civil conflicts.  However, there seems to be a fair amount of disagreement as to what states should do in order to prevent and end civil wars.  Pick a state that has domestic turmoil today (perhaps Syria, Yemen or Venezuela).  Pretend that President Trump calls you into the Oval Office for advice.  That is, he wants to know what to do about whatever state you chose, and he wants advice that is both theoretically-informed by the academic literature and has been found to have strong empirical support.  What will you tell him?

2. Credibility is a key concept in international relations research. Identify three distinct contexts where credibility plays a role and explain how it affects substantively important outcomes in each. How have scholars attempted to measure variation in credibility and are the measures valid and reliable? What are some promising directions for future theoretical and empirical research on credibility in international relations?

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. As a new Assistant Professor of International Relations, you have been assigned to teach a core graduate seminar in your field. Select one topic of study (e.g. international or civil conflict, international political economy, international organization) and describe your approach to covering that topic in seminar, including how you would organize the readings for each week you plan to cover the topic and the specific readings that you would include. In your answer, you should carefully select readings that are foundational to the development of the field, as well as controversies (theoretical and methodological) in the field, and emerging ideas. You should explain why you’ve selected particular readings as well as why you’ve omitted particular readings.






