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PhD Comprehensive Exam: International Politics
Major Exam: Answer 1 question from Part A and 3 questions from Part B.

Minor Exam: Answer 1 question from Part A and 2 questions from Part B.

Be sure to work reference to the pertinent literature into your responses to these questions.

Part A
 1.  How do realist, neo-liberal institutionalist, and constructivist perspectives deal with the phenomenon of change in the international system?  Discuss using the end of the Cold War as an example. 

2. Discuss how the division of international relations theory into "-isms" helps or hurts our understanding of international politics.  

Part B
1. Louis Henkin famously observed that "almost all nations observe almost all principles of international law and almost all of their obligations almost all of the time."  Critically discuss at least two theoretical perspectives on why states generally comply with the rules of the international system.  

2. "The spread of democracy will have a dramatic effect on states' foreign policies and in turn on the character of international relations."  Assess the main arguments behind this position and the evidence that supports and contradicts it. 

3. Discuss the promises and pitfalls of the use of principal-agent theories in international relations.  

4. Discuss the following statement: “If states were truly rational, war would never occur."  

5. Some scholars argue that increasing trade and capital mobility have important homogenizing effects on the national policies of countries.  Others argue that governments maintain considerable flexibility in setting domestic economic policy, even in a highly interdependent world.  Critically assess these arguments and the evidence for such constraining effects on national policy making.  

6. How can we explain conflict (or its absence) in international affairs?  Does it make sense to draw distinctions between types of conflict such as general war, inter-state conflict, ethnic conflict, and civil war? 

