







September 2007

Comprehensive Examination: International Relations

Major Field Exam: Answer FOUR questions and have EIGHT hours to do so.

Minor Field Exam: Answer  THREE questions and have SIX hours to do so.

All answers will be given equal weight.  

1)  By what criteria should we judge good research in international relations?  What distinguishes good research from bad (or mediocre) research?  Are there common flaws in research that we should particularly attend to or hurdles that are particularly difficult to overcome?  As part of your answer, include specific discussion of at least one piece of published IR research that you believe exemplifies good research and explain why you admire it. [Do not use research by GW faculty for your example.]

2) Assess the role that assumptions about rationality ​can and should play in theorizing about international politics.  

3)  Do we need different theories to explain different types of conflict--interstate war, civil war, ethnic conflict, terrorism?   If so, why?  If not, why not?  
4) People have been arguing about the consequences of globalization for at least two
decades now.  Characterize the debate as you see it.  What can we take away from
this debate?  What is globalization?  How can we best think about its effects on
economics, on security, and on international affairs in general?  Is it an
assault on the state?  Does it change the way the state works?   Does it depend
on the issue area?
5) Many scholars use work from other disciplines (e.g. history, economics, sociology, anthropology, psychology) to enrich our understanding of international relations and foreign policy.  Choose two disciplines other than political science and show how these have influenced scholarship in international relations.  What are the pros and cons of working with these other disciplines?
6) Do assumptions of Cold War-era deterrence theory apply as the US confronts its adversaries in the post-Cold War (and post September 11) periods?

7) Why so states choose to create and work through international institutions?  Are the reasons the same for all states, at all times, and in all issue areas? If there are competing answers to some of these questions, discuss them and evaluate the debate. 

