B, O\ AAA A Q) .,ﬁ'ci SJIJ\ 3
.: o -~

.
]

Y S| VRV | G SO ST Y-

E)
J ~ ).sl ws A 2 o

WS lSgd ol S 2SNy doo pdis

“'L 1 W J"'r ..* = - H.;E-M L-*-M

P . s .
t7_,\ (*A.sl .A)s O 0 deo > 3=




lacld P

doddo

a8 ohalie 355 o 3l 55 218 g8l ol a0 Al L 1S 48l 51
Richard K. Ashley, “The Poverty of Neorealism,” International Organization,
vol. 38, no. 2 (1984), pp. 225- 286.

S S ool o o3l gl S8y P Mmol SISl o L Jl ol
2 58n D gmims o neilSe Sl
2. Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, MA: Addison-
Wesley, 1979).
3. Michael Oren, Six Days of War: June 1967 and the Making of the Modern Middle
East (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002).
SV e el g ) 2 Dl 045 s ke s s 5 ol 1 ¥
:yzjjiﬁ));iﬁab)&ld\j,\fuﬂyxﬂi}w
Sheldon M. Stern, Averting “The Final Failure”: John F. Kennedy and the
Secret Cuban Missile Crisis Meetings (Stanford, CA: Stanford University
Press, 2003).
5. Aaron L. Friedberg, A Contest for Supremacy: China, America, and the Strug-
gle for Mastery in Asia, 1st ed. (New York: W. W. Norton, 2011); Michael

Beckley, “Chinas Century?Why Americas Edge Will Endure;” International



Ml ol (S 5 1 Sl 3 5 1 YV
Security, vol. 36, no. 3 (2011), pp. 41- 78;Zachary Selden, “Balancing against or
Balancing with? The Spectrum of Alignment and the Endurance of American
Hegemony,” Security Studies, vol. 22, no. 2 (2013), pp. 330- 364;and Evan
Braden Montgomery, “Contested Primacy in the Western Pacific;” International
Security, vol. 38, no. 4 (2014), pp. 115- 149.

6. Alvin Z. Rubinstein, Red Star on the Nile: The Soviet- Egyptian Influence
Relationship since the June War (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press, 1977). See also Janice Gross Stein,“Calculation, Miscalculation,
and Conventional Deterrence I: The View from Cairo,” in Psychology and
Deterrence, ed. Robert Jervis, Richard Ned Lebow, and Janice Gross Stein
(Baltimore and London: Johns Hopkins University Press, 1991), pp. 34— 59;
Raymond A. Hinnebusch, “Egypt under Sadat: Elites, Power Structure, and
Political Change in a Post Populist State,” Social Problems, vol. 28, no. 4 (1981),
p- 454.

7.T. V. Paul, Asymmetric Conflicts: War Initiation by Weaker Powers (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1994), pp. 155- 164; and Amy Oakes,
“Diversionary War and Argentina’s Invasion of the Falkland Islands,” Security
Studies, vol. 15, no. 3 (2006), pp. 449- 451.

8. Stern, Averting “The Final Failure] pp. 159- 175, 178- 179, and 204.

9. Andrew Moravcsik, “Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of
International Politics,” International Organization, vol. 51, no. 4 (1997), p. 518.
Classic liberal works include Bruce M. Russett, Controlling the Sword: The
Democratic Governance of National Security (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1990); Bruce Russett and John R. Oneal, Triangulating Peace:
Democracy, Interdependence, and International Organizations (New York:
Norton, 2001); James Lee Ray, Democracy and International Conflict: An
Evaluation of the Democratic Peace Proposition (Columbia: University of South
Carolina Press, 1995); John M. Owen, 1V, Liberal Peace, Liberal War: Ameri-
can Politics and O. Keohane and Joseph S. Nye, Power and Interdependence, 3rd

ed. (New York: Longman, 2001); Patrick J. McDonald, The Invisible Hand of



YVO B lacoisiy

Peace: Capitalism, the War Machine, and International Relations Theory (New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2009); and Quan Li and Rafael Reuveny,
Democracy and Economic Openness in an Interconnected System: Complex Trans-

formations (Cambridge and New York: Cambridge University Press, 2009).

e 553 ¢ 525 (o e (W81 Sl ) 50 3 iy Adlllas 6 2

Norrin M. Ripsman and Jean- Marc E Blanchard, “Commercial Liberalism

under Fire: Evidence from 1914 and 1936,” Security Studies, vol. 6, no. 2
(1996- 1997), pp. 4- 50.

10. Robert O. Keohane, After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World

12.

13.

Political Economy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1984); Robert
O. Keohane and Helen V. Milner, eds., Internationalization and Domestic
Politics, Cambridge Studies in Comparative Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1996); Helga Haftendorn, Robert O. Keohane, and Celeste
A. Wallander, eds., Imperfect Unions: Security Institutions over Time and Space
(Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press, 1999); Robert O. Keohane,
Power and Governance in a Partially Globalized World (London: Routledge,
2002); G. John Ikenberry, After Victory: Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and
the Rebuilding of Order after Major Wars (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press, 2001); Daniel Deudney, Bounding Power: Republican Security
Theory from the Polis to the Global Village (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press, 2007); and G. John Ikenberry, Liberal Leviathan: The Origins, Crisis,
and Transformation of the American World Order (Princeton, NJ: Princeton

University Press, 2011).

(M) 5 e b i i ol I sl 531 5 it o o

laa 15 Aoy 45 epdtne Jlo ol b AT s s | () sl b
Az o gl S oS5 58 o 358 e el U]

J. Samuel Barkin, “Realist Constructivism,” International Studies Review, vol.

5,n0. 3 (2003), p. 326.

Richard Price and Christian Reus- Smit, “Dangerous Liaisons? Critical

International Theory and Constructivism,” European Journal of International



e ol (S 5 1 Sl 3 s 1 YYS
Relations, vol. 4, no. 3 (1998), p. 272; and Stefano Guzzini and Anna Leander,
“Wendts Constructivism: A Relentless Quest for Synthesis,” in Constructivism
and International Relations: Alexander Wendt and His Critics, ed. Stefano Guzzini
and Anna Leander (London: Routledge, 2006), pp. 78- 79.

14. Stefano Guzzini, Power, Realism and Constructivism (New York: Routledge,
2013), pp. 15— 46.

15. David A. Lake, “Why ‘Tsms” Are Evil: Theory, Epistemology, and Academic
Sects as Impediments to Understanding and Progress,” International Studies
Quarterly, vol. 55, n0.2 (2011), pp. 465- 480.

16. John J. Mearsheimer and Steven M. Walt, “Leaving Theory Behind: Why
Simplistic Hypothesis Testing Is Bad for International Relations,” European
Journal of International Relations, vol. 19, no. 3 (2013), pp. 427-457.

17. Ibid.

18. Jennifer Sterling- Folker, “Realist Environment, Liberal Process, and Domestic-
Level Variables,” International Studies Quarterly, vol. 41, no.1 (1997), p. 6.

19. Michael W. Doyle, Ways of War and Peace: Realism, Liberalism, and
Socialism (New York: W. W. Norton, 1997), pp. 205- 212; 301- 314; Colin
Elman and Miriam Fendius Elman, eds., Progress in International Relations
Theory: Appraising the Field (Cambridge,MA: MIT Press, 2003).

20. Robert G. Gilpin, “The Richness of the Tradition of Political Realism,”
International Organization, vol. 38, no. 2 (1984), pp. 287- 304.

21. Randall L. Schweller, Unanswered Threats: Political Constraints on the Balance
of Power (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006); Nicholas Kitchen,
“Systemic Pressures and Domestic Ideas: A Neoclassical Realist Model of
Grand Strategy Formation,” Review of International Studies, vol. 36, no. 1
(2010), pp. 117-143.

0055 ¢ gy e DSl gl vy
Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 184- 186.

23. Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press, 1981), pp. 159-160.



YWY B lecoisi,

24. Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy,” World
Politics, vol. 51, no. 1 (1998), pp. 144- 172.

25. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, eds.,
Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy (Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press, 2009).

R

1. Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State and War (New York: Columbia University
Press, 1959).

2. Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (New York: McGraw
Hill, 1979).

3.1bid; A. F K. Organski and Jacek Kugler, The War Ledger (Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1980); and Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1981).

i 05d g ey aised gl f
Jack S. Levy, “Declining Power and the Preventive Motivation for War;’ World
Politics, vol. 40, no. 1 (1987), pp. 82— 107; and Dale Copeland, The Origins of
Major War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2000).

5. Joseph M. Grieco, “Anarchy and the Limits of Cooperation: A Realist Critique
of the Newest Liberal Institutionalism,” International Organization, vol. 42,
no. 3 (1988), pp. 485- 507.

6. Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 118— 128. See also Joao Resende-
Santos, Neorealism, States, and the Modern Mass Army (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2007).

7. See, for example, Kenneth N. Waltz, Foreign Policy and Democratic Politics: The
American and British Experience (Boston: Little, Brown, 1967), esp. pp. 306—
311, where he argues that the domestic differences between Great Britain and
the United States had little impact on their foreign policy behavior.

8. Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 161- 193; John J. Mearsheimer, The
Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York: W. W. Norton, 2001), p. 335.



Hll e ol (S5 Sl 25 YYA
w50 31 i ol ol itne ST o sSxs Vot Balllas o 5 0
0 A8 gy et
Karl Deutsch and J. David Singer,“Multipolar Systems and International
Stability,” World Politics, vol. 16, no. 3 (1964), pp. 390- 406.

9. See, for example, Kenneth N. Waltz, “Structural Realism after the Cold War}” in
America Unrivaled: The Future of the Balance of Power, ed. G. John Ikenberry
(Ithaca, NY: CornellUniversity Press, 2002), pp. 29- 67.

10. Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1981); and Geoffrey Blainey, The Causes of War (New York:
Free Press, 1973).

3l eoliles 3 el @l 5 b 158 lacd s jlasl ys 45 5,805 gleas ;51
55 g gy iy Balles ol i, Ky Kim 5 Sl
Randall L. Schweller, Deadly Imbalances: Tripolarity and Hitler’s Strategy of
World Conquest (New York: Columbia University Press, 1997), pp. 74— 75;
Paul W. Schroeder, “Historical Reality vs. Neo- realist Theory;” International
Security vol. 19, no. 1 (1994), pp. 108- 148; Stephen M. Walt, The Origins of
Alliances (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1987), pp. 17- 49; Mearsheimer, Tragedy of Great Power Politics,
pp. 164-165; Jack S. Levy, “Preventive War and Democratic Politics,” International
Studies Quarterly, vol. 52, no. 1 (2008), pp. 1- 24; and Norrin M. Ripsman and Jack
S. Levy, “Wishful Thinking or Buying Time? The Logic of British Appeasement in
the 1930s,” International Security, vol. 33, no. 2 (2008), pp. 152- 158.

12. See, for example, Colin Elman, “Horses for Courses: Why Not Neorealist
Theories of Foreign Policy?” Security Studies, vol. 6, no. 1 (1996), pp. 7- 53

13. Cf. ibid.; and James Fearon, “Domestic Politics, Foreign Policy, and Theories
of International Relations,” Annual Review of Political Science, vol. 1 (1998),
pp. 289~ 313.

14. Jennifer Sterling- Folker, “Realist Environment, Liberal Process, and
Domestic- Level Variables,” International Studies Quarterly, vol. 41, no. 1

(1997), pp. 1- 25.



YVA B ety

15. William C. Wohlforth, The Elusive Balance: Power and Perceptions during the
Cold War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1993), p. 2.

16. Robert Jervis, Perception and Misperception in International Politics
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1976); Geoftrey Blainey, The
Causes of War (London: Free Press, 1973), pp. 35— 56; Richard Ned Lebow,
Between Peace and War: The Nature of International Crisis (Baltimore: Johns
Hopkins University Press, 1981), pp. 101- 119; and John G. Stoessinger, Why
Nations Go to War, 9th ed. (Belmont, CA: Thomson Wadsworth, 2005).

17. Robert Jervis, “War and Misperception,” in The Origin and Prevention
of Major Wars, ed. Robert I. Rotberg and Theodore K. Raab (New York:
Cambridge University Press, 1988), pp. 101- 126.

18. Jervis, Perception and Misperception in International Politics, pp. 28— 31.

19. Ibid., pp. 18- 19.

20. James McAllister, No Exit: American and the German Problem, 1943- 1954
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2000).

2

—_

. Wohlforth, Elusive Balance.

22. Victor Cha, “Abandonment, Entrapment, and Neoclassical Realism in Asia:
The United States, Japan, and Korea,” International Studies Quarterly, vol. 44,
no. 2 (2002), pp. 261- 291. See also idem., Alignment Despite Antagonism:
The United States- Korea- Japan Security Triangle (Stanford, CA: Stanford
University Press, 1999).

2

w

. Steven E. Lobell, Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, and Norrin M. Ripsman, “Introduction:
Grand Strategy between the World Wars,” in The Challenge of Grand Strategy:
The Great Powers and the Broken Balance between the World Wars, ed. Jeffrey W.
Taliaferro, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Steven E. Lobell (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2012), pp. 1- 36.

24. Michael B. Oren, Six Days of War: June 1967 and the Making of the Modern

Middle East (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002).
2

w

. See Steven E. Lobell, The Challenge of Hegemony: Grand Strategy, Trade, and
Domestic Politics (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2003), pp. 53—



Ml ol S5 Sl 5 5 YA
63; and Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics, pp. 195- 196.

26. See Aaron L. Friedberg, “The Future of US- China Relations: Is Conflict
Inevitable?” International Security, vol. 30, no. 2 (2005), pp. 7- 45; and Robert
S. Ross and Zhu Feng, eds., Rising China: Theoretical and Policy Perspectives
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2008).

Ceide &ud b wie )l 53 &3l g0 B a5 a8 S e IVl i 315 &S - oy
@S ol B 3 1) Dl 5 S5 ) g 900 90 ol oIS 5 S T el o
S a3 ST Mall iy oo B0 055 O e 50105 sl 3 s s
P o slozas 5 5 Lo o lanls 4 48 il 352 5 83 ol g Ao

w250 5y Aol Bl pags 2B g5 BB D) 50 4
Miles Kahler, “Rationality in International Relations, International
Organization, vol. 52, no. 4 (1998), pp. 919- 941; and John J. Mearsheimer,
“Reckless States and Realism,” International Relations, vol. 23, no. 2 (2009), pp.
241-256.

28. Ole R. Holsti, “Theories of Crisis Decision- Making,” in Diplomacy: New Ap-
proaches in History, Theory, and Policy, ed. Paul Gordon Lauren (New York:
Free Press, 1979), pp. 99- 136.

29. Barbara W. Tuchman, The Guns of August (New York: Ballantine, 1994). See
also Lebow, Between Peace and War, pp. 115- 119.

30. See, for example, Jervis, Perception and Misperception in International Politics,
pp. 217- 271; Daniel L. Byman and Kenneth M. Pollack, “Let Us Now Praise
Great Men: Bringing the Statesman Back In,” International Security, vol. 25, no.
4 (2001), pp. 107- 146; and Margaret G. Hermann, Charles E Hermann, and
Joe D. Hagan, “How Decision Units Shape Foreign Policy Behavior,” in New
Directions in the Study of Foreign Policy, ed. Charles F. Hermann, Charles W,
Kegley, and James N. Rosenau (Boston: Allen and Unwin, 1987), pp. 309- 336.

31. On Hitlers folly, see Ian Kershaw, Fateful Choices: Ten Decisions that Changed
the World, 1940- 1941 (New York: Penguin, 2007), p. 385. On Stalin's failure,
see David E. Murphy, What Stalin Knew: The Enigma of Barbarossa (New
Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2005).



YAN B laciisiy

32. See, for example, C. P. Stacey, A Very Double Life: The Private World of Mackenzie

33.

34.

King (Toronto: Macmillan, 1976), pp. 182- 192.

Thomas J. Christensen, Useful Adversaries: Grand Strategy, Domestic
Mobilization, and Sino- American Conflict, 1947- 1958 (Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press, 1996), pp. 3— 10.

A. E K. Organski and Jacek Kugler, The War Ledger (Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1980); Levy, “Declining Power and the Preventive
Motivation for War”; Copeland, Origins of Major War; and Douglas Lemke,
“Investigating the Preventive Motive for War,” International Interactions, vol.

29, no. 4 (2003), pp. 273- 292.

35. George Tsebelis, Veto Players: How Political Institutions Work (Princeton, NJ:

36.

Princeton University Press, 2002).

Fareed Zakaria, From Wealth to Power: The Unusual Origins of Americas
World Role (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1999); and Jeffrey W.
Taliaferro, “Neoclassical Realism and Resource Extraction: State Building
for Future War,” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy, ed.
Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 216- 217.

37. Robert Dallek, Franklin D. Roosevelt and American Foreign Policy, 1932- 1945

(New York: Oxford University Press, 1995), pp. 199- 313; and Steven Casey,
Cautious Crusade: Franklin D. Roosevelt, American Public Opinion, and the War

against Nazi Germany (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), pp. 30— 45.

38. Norrin M. Ripsman, “The Curious Case of German Rearmament: Democracy

39.

and Foreign Security Policy;” Security Studies, vol. 10, no. 2 (2001), pp. 1- 47.
Michael Barnett, Confronting the Costs of War: Military Power, State, and

Society in Egypt and Israel (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1992).

40. Randall L. Schweller, “Unanswered Threats: A Neoclassical Realist Theory of

Underbalancing;” International Security, vol. 29, no. 2 (2004), pp. 159- 201;
and idem., Unanswered Threats: Political Constraints on the Balance of Power

(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006).



e sl (S 5 1 Sl 3 5 B YAY

41. Jack L. Snyder, Myths of Empire: Domestic Politics and International Ambition
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1991).

42. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, Balancing Risks: Great Power Intervention in the Periphery
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2004).

43. Blainey, Causes of War, pp. 115- 124. On the bargaining model of war, see James
D. Fearon, “Rationalist Explanations for War,” International Organization, vol.
49, no. 3 (1995), pp. 379- 414; Dan Reiter, “Exploring the Bargaining Model of
War,” Perspectives on Politics, vol. 1, no. 1 (2003), pp. 27- 43.

44. See Taliaferro, Balancing Risks, pp. 123- 131.

45. Thomas Juneau, Squandered Opportunity: Neoclassical Realism and Iranian
Foreign Policy (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 2015).

46. Schweller, Unanswered Threats. See also Snyder, Myths of Empire; Taliaferro,
Balancing Risks.

47. Sten Rynning, Changing Military Doctrine. Presidents and Military Power in
Fifth Republic France, 1958-2000 (Westport, CT: Praeger, 2002).

48. Ripsman, “Curious Case of German Rearmament””

49. Taliaferro, Balancing Risks, pp. 51— 52.

50. Aaron L. Friedberg, In the Shadow of the Garrison State: Americas Anti- Statism
and Its Cold War Grand Strategy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,
2000). See also Mark R. Brawley, Political Economy and Grand Strategy: A
Neoclassical Realist View (New York: Routledge, 2009).

51. Christopher Layne, The Peace of Illusions: American Grand Strategy from 1940
to the Present (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2006); Melvyn P. LefHer,
A Preponderance of Power: National Security, the Truman Administration, and
the Cold War (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 1992).
el by gladlatel 3 3o 50 4o g 3 ) S 5 o S 8l B L

255 8 5733 0 0 Aot DV (1 Lals w@@)\i 22 iy
William Appleman Williams, The Tragedy of American Diplomacy, rev. and
enlarged ed. (New York: Dell, 1962).
52. Snyder, Myths of Empire.



YAY B ey,

53. Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy;” World

Politics vol. 51, no. 1 (1998), pp. 144- 172.

54. Fareed Zakaria, “Realism and Domestic Politics: A Review Essay;” International

Security, vol. 17, no. 1 (1992), pp. 190- 191.

55. Norrin M. Ripsman, Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, and Steven E. Lobell, “The Future

of Neoclassical Realism,” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign
Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 280- 299.

56. Lobell, Challenge of Hegemony, pp. 43— 85. See also Mark R. Brawley, Liberal

57.

58.

Leadership: Great Powers and Their Challengers in Peace and War (Ithaca,
NY: Cornell University Press, 1993), pp. 115- 137; and Aaron L. Friedberg,
The Weary Titan: Britain and the Experience of Relative Decline, 1895- 1905
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1988), pp. 135- 208.

William C. Wohlforth, “Unipolarity, Status Competition, and Great Power
War,” World Politics, vol. 61, no. 1 (2009), p. 32.

Colin Dueck, “Neoclassical Realism and the National Interest: Presidents,
Domestic Politics, and Major Military Interventions,” in Neoclassical Realism,
the State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and
Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp.
139-169.

59. Mark R. Brawley, “Neoclassical Realism and Strategic Calculations: Explaining

60.

6

—

Divergent British, French, and Soviet Strategies Toward Germany between
the World Wars (1919~ 1939),” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign
Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 75— 98, at pp. 81— 89; and
idem., Political Economy and Grand Strategy, pp. 93— 116.

Jason W. Davidson, Revisionist and Status Quo States (New York: Palgrave

Macmillan, 2006).

. Colin Dueck, Reluctant Crusaders: Power, Culture and Change in American

Grand Strategy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2008).



Ml ol Ko 55 o1 S adls 20,15 W YAY
62. Nicholas Kitchen, “Systemic Pressures and Domestic Ideas: A Neoclassical

Realist Model of Grand Strategy Formation,” Review of International Studies,

vol. 36, no. 1 (2010), pp. 117- 143..

£ b

1. Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy,” World
Politics, vol. 51, no. 1 (1998), p. 146.

2. Stephen Hobden, International Relations and Historical Sociology:Breaking
down Boundaries (New York: Routledge, 2006), p. 33.

3. Inis L. Claude, Power and International Relations (New York: Random House,
1962), p. 42; Richard N. Rosecrance, Action and Reaction in World Politics
(Boston: Little, 1963), pp. 224- 230; Raymond Aron, Peace and War: A The-
ory of International Relations, trans. Remy Inglis Hall, abridged ed. (Garden
City, NY: Anchor,1973), pp. 94— 99; Stanley Hoffmann, “International
Systems and International Law; in The State of War: Essays on the Theory and
Practice of International Politics, ed. Stanley Hoffmann (New York: Praeger,
1961); Morton A. Kaplan, System and Process in International Politics (New
York: Wiley, 1967), p. 96; Hedley Bull, The Anarchical Society: A Study of
Order in World Politics (New York: Columbia University Press, 1977), pp.
8- 16; and Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1981), pp. 25- 39.

4. Barry Buzan, Charles Jones, and Richard Little, eds., The Logic of Anarchy:
Neorealism to Structural Realism (New York: Columbia University Press,
1993), pp. 29- 30.

5. Barry Buzan and Ole Waver, Regions and Powers: The Structure of International
Security (Cambridge and New York: Cambridge University Press, 2003); and
David B. Ralston, Importing the European Army: The Introduction of European
Military Techniques and Institutions into the Extra- European World, 1600-

1914 (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1990).



YAD B laciisi

6. Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, MA: Addison- Wesley
1979),p. 71.

7. John Gerard Ruggie, “Continuity and Transformation in the World Polity:
Toward a Neorealist Synthesis,” in Neorealism and Its Critics, ed. Robert O.
Keohane (New York: Columbia University Press, 1986), pp. 135- 136.

8. Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 76, 128.

9. David Dessler, “What's at Stake in the Agent- Structure Debate?” International
Organization, vol. 43, no. 3 (1989), p. 466.

10. Jennifer Sterling- Folker, Theories of International Cooperation and the Primacy
of Anarchy: Explaining U.S. International Monetary Policy- Making after Bretton
Woods (Albany: State University of New York Press, 2002), pp. 71- 72.

11. Tbid., p. 73.

12. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, Steven E. Lobell, and Norrin M. Ripsman,“Introduction:
Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy;” in Neoclassical Realism, the
State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey
W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 28— 29.

13. Robert Jervis, System Effects: Complexity in Political and Social Life (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press, 1997), p. 6.

14. Ibid.

15. Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 81.

16. Ibid., pp. 81- 82 and 88- 99.

17. Jack Donnelly, Realism and International Relations (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2000), p. 84.

18. Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 104.

19. Ibid., pp. 123- 128, 161- 163. See also Joao Resende- Santos, Neorealism, States,
and the Modern Mass Army (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2007).

20. Barry Buzan and Richard Little, “Reconceptualizing Anarchy: Structural
Realism Meets World History,” European Journal of International Relations,
vol. 2, no. 4 (1996), pp. 403— 438; Barry Buzan and Richard Little, “Waltz and

World History: The Paradox of Parsimony;” International Relations, vol. 23,



Bl e SIS 5 ) S5 L5 B YAS
no. 3 (2009), pp. 446- 463; Ruggie,“Continuity and Transformation in the
World Polity” pp. 131- 157; Richard Little,“Structural Realism and World
History;” in The Logic of Anarchy: Neorealism to Structural Realism, ed. Barry
Buzan, Charles Jones, and Richard Little (New York: Columbia University
Press, 1993), pp. 85- 101; Alexander Wendt, “Anarchy Is What States Make of
It: The Social Construction of Power Politics,” International Organization, vol.
46, no. 2 (1992), pp. 391- 425; and David A. Lake, Hierarchy in International
Relations (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2009).

21. Jervis, System Effects, pp. 109- 110; Barry Buzan, Charles A. Jones, and Richard
Little, The Logic of Anarchy: Neorealism to Structural Realism (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1993), pp. 51- 53; and Glenn H. Snyder, “Process
Variables in Neorealist Theory, in Realism: Restatement and Renewal, ed.
Benjamin Frankel (London: Frank Cass, 1996), pp. 173- 193.

22. Waltz, “Reflections on Theory of International Politics,” p. 343.

23. Barry Buzan, “Beyond Neorealism: Interaction Capacity;,” in The Logic of
Anarchy: Neorealism to Structural Realism, ed. Barry Buzan, Charles Jones,
and Richard Little (New York: Columbia University Press, 1993), p. 69.

24, Tbid,, p. 72.

25.1bid,, p. 77, fig. 4.1.

26. Snyder, “Process Variables in Neorealist Theory; p. 169.

27. Tbid.,, pp. 169- 170.

28. Stephen Van Evera, Causes of War: Power and the Roots of Conflict (Ithaca,
NY: Cornell University Press, 1999), pp. 7- 10.

Gl NS BIp p5m g5 S P lsie s et sloiie ol @ gl o5
ol e ol 5 535 28 050 £ 55 S5 5l ez oSS e o )L UL 5
2y 0 D g

29. Snyder, “Process Variables in Neorealist Theory, p. 171; See also Robert
Jervis, “Cooperation under the Security Dilemma,” World Politics, vol. 30, no.
2(1978), pp. 167- 214.

30. Benjamin Miller, When Opponents Cooperate: Great Power Conflict and



YAY B laciisiy

3

—

32.

33.

34.

35.

37.

Collaboration in World Politics, 1st pbk. ed. (Ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press, 2002), pp. 64— 67.

. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, “Security Seeking under Anarchy: Defensive Realism

Revisited,” International Security, vol. 25, no. 3 (2000), pp. 135- 138.

See, for example, James W. Davis Jr. et al., “Correspondence: Taking Offense
at Offense- Defense Theory;” International Security, vol. 23, no. 3 (1999), pp.
179- 206.

See John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York: W.
W. Norton, and at Sea: Do States Ally against the Leading Global Power?,”
International Security, vol. 35, no. 1 (2010), pp. 7- 43; A. T. Mahan, The
Influence of Sea Power Upon History, 1660- 1783 (Boston: Little, Brown and
Company, 1890); and Halford John Mackinder, Britain and the British Seas
(New York: Haskell House, 1969).

On the loss- of- strength gradient, see Kenneth E. Boulding, Conflict and
Defense: A General Theory (New York: Harper, 1962), pp. 260- 262 and
268-269.

See Hans Mouritzen and Mikkel Runge Olesen, “The Interplay of Geopolitics
and Historical Lessons in Foreign Policy: Denmark Facing German Post- War
Rearmament;” Cooperation and Conflict, vol. 45, no. 4 (2010), pp. 406- 427; Hans
Mouritzen, “Past versus Present Geopolitics: Cautiously Opening the Realist
Door to the Past in Rethinking Realism in International Relations: Between
Tradition and Innovation, ed. Annette Freyberg- Inan, Ewan Harrison, and

Patrick James (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2009), pp. 164- 190

aulteas il g,y o [535 hallop ol 0,5 ] 25 )5 s i S

e iz 8 Jale o571 U5 a5 T 505 380 b caoms S
L8 Bl 5 0 S S5l ke 50 ol 5 5T 2 5 s

FEA (o Sl o, bls (5 pmn 13 g3 4 1SS
Benjamin Frankel, “Restating the Realist Case: An Introduction,” in Realism:
Restatements and Renewal, ed. Benjamin Frankel (London: Frank Cass, 1996),

Pp. ix— xx.



39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

45.

46.

Halli ol S5 1S3l 2 15 W YAA

38. Stephen M. Walt, “The Enduring Relevance of the Realist Tradition,” in Political

Science: The State of the Discipline, ed. Ira Katznelson and Helen V. Milner (New
York: W. W. Norton, 2002), p. 211.
Brian C. Schmidt and Thomas Juneau, “Neoclassical Realism and Power,” in
Neoclassical Realism in European Politics: Bringing Power Back In, ed. Alse
Toje and Barbara Kunz (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2012), p.
61; See also Brian C. Schmidt, “Competing Realist Conceptions of Power,”
Millennium: Journal of International Studies, vol. 33, no. 3 (2005), p. 525.
Schmidt, “Competing Realist Conceptions of Power;” p. 528; and Schmidt and
Juneau, “Neoclassical Realism and Power;” p. 61.
Schmidt and Juneau, “Neoclassical Realism and Power,” p. 62.
Sl 5 iliben Ll (o g2 208 [ see] 0 g oo oo Jubnd 5 40525
255 ¢ o) el Lol
Felix Berenskoetter and Michael J. Williams, eds., Power in World Politics
(London and New York: Routledge, 2007).
David A. Baldwin, “Power and International Relations,” in Handbook of
International Relations, ed. Walter Carlsnaes, Thomas Risse- Kappen, and
Beth A. Simmons (London and Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 2002), p. 185.
See, for example, William Curti Wohlforth, The Elusive Balance: Power and
Perceptions during the Cold War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1993),
pp. 6- 7; and Randall L. Schweller, Deadly Imbalances: Tripolarity and Hitlers
Strategy for World Conquest (New York: Columbia University Press, 1997),
pp. 17-18.

5033 00 S 132 S8 e slaeblB (5, Sa 3N sl s e olgiea

355 g el (S0 i g3 3l (Kra sl bl a4 o K5
Schweller, Deadly Imbalances, pp. 26— 31; and Waltz, Theory of International
Politics, p. 131.

Hans J. Morgenthau, Politics among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace,
3rd ed. (New York: Alfred A Knopf, 1963), pp. 110- 148.

Schmidt and Juneau, “Neoclassical Realism and Power,” p. 62.



YAS B lacaisiy

47. See, for example, Stefano Guzzini, “The Concept of Power: A Constructivist

Analysis,” Millennium: Journal of International Studies, vol. 33, no. 3 (2004),
pp- 495- 521; and Stefano Guzzini, Power, Realism, and Constructivism (New
York: Routledge, 2013).

il S e a8l
Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 131; William C. Wohlforth, “The
Stability of a Unipolar World,” International Security, vol. 24, no. 1 (1999),
pp- 9- 13; and Stephen G. Brooks and William C. Wohlforth, World Out
of Balance: International Relations and the Challenge of American Primacy

(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2008), p. 12.

49. Wohlforth, “Stability of a Unipolar World,” pp. 9- 22. For a critique of Waltz’s

treatment of bipolarity, see R. Harrison Wagner, “What Was Bipolarity?”

International Organization, vol. 47, no. 1 (1993), pp. 77- 106.

50. See, for example, Aron, Peace and War, p. 159; and John H. Herz, International

51.

52.

53.

Politics in the Atomic Age (New York: Columbia University Press, 1959), pp.
155-156.

See G. John Ikenberry, Michael Mastanduno, and William C. Wohlforth,
“Introduction: Unipolarity, State Behavior, and Systemic Consequences,”
in International Relations Theory and the Consequences of Unipolarity,
ed. G. John Ikenberry, Michael Mastanduno, and William C. Wohlforth
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2011), pp. 1- 32, at p. 6.
Wohlforth, Elusive Balance, pp. 129- 137; and idem., “The Stability of a
Unipolar World,” p. 22.

James McAllister, No Exit: America and the German Problem, 1943- 1954

(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2002), pp. 10— 11.

54. Norrin M. Ripsman, Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, and Steven E. Lobell, “Conclusion:

The State of Neoclassical Realism,” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and
Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W.
Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 282— 287.

55. John Lewis Gaddis, Strategies of Containment: A Critical Appraisal of Postwar

A



el e SIS 5 ) S il 3 5 3 Y4

American National Security Policy (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1982), p.
60; Stephen M. Walt, The Origins of Alliances (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University
Press, 1987), pp. 22— 28; idem., Revolution and War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1996), pp. 21- 26. Quasi- state actors, such as ISIL/ ISIS,
Hezbollah, and Boko Haram,
K 95 slacad B Jos 4 5l el 8 5 ine ) o sloolSTL 457 play T
g Malli o5 53 S350 b sla 8 ol BBl sladoig 250

[l slooy S5 o la S5 aisle] 555

56. Our thinking on opportunities is influenced by Van Evera, Causes of War,
pp. 74-75.

57. See, for example, Charles A. Duelfer, and Stephen Benedict Dyson,
“Chronic Misperception and International Conflict: The US.- Iraq
Experience,” International Security, vol. 36, no. 1 (2011), pp. 73— 100; and
John Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt, “An Unnecessary War;" Foreign
Policy, no. 134 (January- February 2003), p. 54.

58. James P. Levy, Appeasement and Rearmament: Britain, 1936- 1939 (New York:
Rowman and Littlefield, 2006); and Peter Neville, Hitler and Appeasement:
The British Attempt to Prevent the Second World War (New York: Hambledon
Continuum, 2006).

59. Yaakov Katz and Yoav Hendel, Israel vs. Iran: The Shadow of War (Dulles, VA:
Potomac, 2012), pp. 61- 84.

60. Arthur J. Marder, The Anatomy of British Sea Power: A History of British Naval
Policy in the Pre- Dreadnought Era, 1880. 1905 (New York: Alfred A. A. Knopf,
1940); and Jon T. Sumida, In Defence of Naval Supremacy: Finance, Technology
and British Naval Policy, 1889. 1914 (Boston: Unwin Hyman, 1989), Table 21.

61. Wesley K. Wark, The Ultimate Enemy: British Intelligence and Nazi Germany,
1933- 1939 (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1985).

ST & 504875 S o 5 S tom i 5o JSCa 0 Lol e sl 51 ¥
ANl b Ko ST 148 JL sl Tz s Lo Sl T o it &
See Norrin M. Ripsman and Jack S. Levy, “Wishful Thinking or Buying Time?



YA\ W lecaisi

The Logic of British Appeasement in the 1930s,” International Security, vol.
33, no. 2 (2008), pp. 148 181.

63. Michael Oren, Six Days of War: June 1967 and the Making of the Modern
Middle East (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002).

64. Norrin M. Ripsman, “Neoclassical Realism and Domestic Interest Groups,” in
Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin
M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2009), pp. 170- 193.

65. See, for example, Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 129- 132; Jack
S. Levy, War in the Modern Great Power System, 1495- 1975 (Lexington:
University Press of Kentucky, 1983), pp. 17- 18; Schweller, Deadly Imbalances,
pp- 16— 19; Brooks and Wohlforth, World out of Balance, pp. 12— 13; and Nuno
P. Monteiro, Theory of Unipolar Politics (New York: Cambridge University
Press, 2014), pp. 42— 43.

66. Michael C. Desch, “Culture Clash: Assessing the Importance of Ideas in Security
Studies;” International Security, vol. 23, no. 1 (1998), pp. 141- 170, esp. 150- 152.

67. Justice Potter Stewart, Concurring, Jacobellis v. Ohio, 378 U.S. 184 (1964).
oo b el Jals ) sloay i dlisen SSe 455K 4l 3550 3 o sl A

255 g ) MIS g0 3y 55 (abad

Brian C. Rathbun, “Uncertain About Uncertainty: Understanding the
Multiple Meanings of a Crucial Concept in International Relations Theory”
International Studies Quarterly, vol. 51, no. 3 (2007), pp. 533- 557.
Seele bl Ll o 458K g3l 5 s S0 3 48 Vbl 21550 3

258 oy S o Jas Jlisabl s s s
Stephen C. Nelson and Peter J. Katzenstein, “Uncertainty, Risk, and the
Financial Crisis of 2008,” International Organization, vol. 68, no. 2 (2014), pp.
361-392.
69. Emily O. Goldman, Power in Uncertain Times: Strategy in the Fog of Peace
(Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 2011), p. 14.

70.Tbid., p. 14.



Helli b bS53 1 S5l 20, YA

34z ol B0 Lol 530333 £ 58l B0 ol aal i s aslsl 3 485 bosles
3 b asls QU 4 Sloj sl @l reds cad Sl Bl sy A5
358 & gy Jlo gl 3l o )il ety Sl ool 557 slacas 5
Uri Bar- Joseph and Jack S. Levy, “Conscious Action and Intelligence Failure,”
Political Science Quarterly, vol. 124, no. 3 (2009), pp. 461- 488.
T T O O e R B
W25 )
Ripsman, “Neoclassical Realism and Domestic Interest Groups.”

73. Ripsman, Taliaferro, and Lobell, “Conclusion,” pp. 282~ 283. See also Oren,
Six Days of War

74. Anthony Eden, Full Circle: The Memoirs of Anthony Eden (London: Cassell,
1960), p. 5.

75. Marc Trachtenberg, “A ‘Wasting Asset’: American Strategy and the Shifting
Nuclear Balance, 1949- 1954, International Security, vol. 13, no. 3 (1988), pp.
5- 49; and idem.,“Preventive War and U.S. Foreign Policy;” Security Studies,
vol. 16, no. 1 (2007), pp. 1- 31.

76. Marc Trachtenberg, A Constructed Peace: The Making of the European Settlement,
1945- 1963 (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1999), pp. 146- 200.
148 (2 78 43 S S e oSS o LS BB 50 ol 3258 il
S 253 5 5565 T slacd 3 o sl s Sz sl 1 7 shan 5 Aseze YL

0355 £ 523355 35 0l o B se 3,5 5510
. Francis J. Gavin, Nuclear Statecraft: History and Strategy in America’s Atomic
Age (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2012), pp. 30— 56.

78. On the 1815 settlement, see Henry Kissinger, A World Restored: Metternich, Cas-
tlereagh and the Problems of Peace, 1812 . 22 (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 1957).

79. Thomas J. Christensen, “Perceptions and Alliances in Europe, 1865- 1940,

International Organization, vol. 51, no. 1 (1997), pp. 65— 97.

A

vy

A%

p g Judd

1. Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy; World



YAY W ey

Politics, vol. 51, no. 1 (1998), pp. 144- 177.
Ql{bbi)):u\};dd)ﬁjb‘)J{&J}JL@JE‘\{@‘&AJIJL&}};CJ% sas i cply
el 53 15 glazs sdowed 5 (ot glazd s 535 51k 5
Barbara Kunz and Ilai Z. Saltzman, “External and Domestic Determinants
of State Behaviour;” in Neoclassical Realism in European Politics: Bringing
Power Back In, ed. Asle Toje and Barbara Kunz (Manchester: Manchester
University Press, 2012), pp. 96— 116. Instead, our classification is influenced
more directly by Norrin M. Ripsman, “Neoclassical Realism,” in The Inter-
national Studies Compendium Project, ed. Robert Denemark et al. (Oxford:
Wiley- Blackwell, 2011).

3. Ole R. Holsti, “Models of International Relations and Foreign Policy,” Diplomatic
History, vol. 13, no. 1 (1989), pp. 15- 43; Jack S. Levy and William R. Thompson,
Causes of War (Malden, MA: Wiley- Blackwell, 2010), pp. 83- 185; Walter
Carlsnaes, “Foreign Policy;” in Handbook of International Relations, ed. Walter
Carlsnaes, Thomas Risse, and Beth A. Simmons (London: Sage, 2013), pp.
331- 349; Valerie M. Hudson, Foreign Policy Analysis: Classic and Contemporary
Theory (Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield, 2013).

T it sl pite ol sieas s it oo 31l cdd o )Ll dndie ) 487 ) 5blen ¥

LSl Jlo i b8 o ) Bt 3 3o 55 SadS 55 GU1 S5 b i

o 2l 33 88 Sl ) 40 Sl sl puize gl Lag T DS 5
A s oslizad el ools s 5

5. Yuen Foong Khong, “Foreign Policy Analysis and the International Relations
of Asia,” in The Oxford Handbook of the International Relations of Asia, ed.
Saadia Pekkanen, John Ravenhill, and Rosemary Foot (New York: Oxford
University Press, 2014), pp. 81- 99; Michael Roskin, “From Pearl Harbor
to Vietnam: Shifting Generational Paradigms and Foreign Policy;” Political
Science Quarterly, vol. 89, no. 3 (1974), pp. 563- 588.

6. Stephen M. Walt, “The Enduring Relevance of Realist Tradition,” in Political
Science: State of the Discipline, ed. Ira Katznelson and Helen V. Milner (New

York: W. W. Norton, 2002), p. 211.



Hll i sl oSS 5 1 Sl 3 s 1 YA

7. Jeftrey W. Legro and Andrew Moravcsik, “Is Anybody Still a Realist?” International
Security, vol. 24, no. 2 (1999), pp. 28- 41; and Colin Elman, “Horses for Courses:
Why Not Neorealist Theories of Foreign Policy?” Security Studies, vol. 6, no. 1
(1996), pp. 38- 42.

8. Jennifer Sterling- Folker, “Realist Environment, Liberal Process, and Domestic-
Level Variables,” International Studies Quarterly, vol. 41, no. 1 (1997), pp.
1- 25; and Randall L. Schweller, “The Progressiveness of Neoclassical
Realism,” in Progress in International Relations Theory: Appraising the Field,
ed. Colin Elman and Miriam Fendius Elman (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press,
2003), pp. 311- 348, at p. 319.

9. See for example, Robert Jervis, Perception and Misperception in International
Politics (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1976); Yuen Foong Khong,
Analogies at War: Korea, Munich, Dien Bien Phu, and the Vietnam Decisions
of 1965 (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1992); Deborah Welch
Larson, Origins of Containment: A Psychological Explanation (Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press, 1985); Stanley Allen Renshon and Deborah Welch
Larson, Good Judgment in Foreign Policy: Theory and Application (Lanham,
MD: Rowman and Littlefield, 2003); and Barbara Farnham, Roosevelt and the
Munich Crisis: A Study of Political Decision- Making (Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press, 1997).

2ol el ks 93 age 2B LS Jelge Sl e pladVand s -

255 g sy 33 S Ll 55558 malen
Jeft Checkel, “Ideas, Institutions, and the Gorbachev Foreign Policy
Revolution,” World Politics, vol. 45, no. 2 (1993), pp. 271- 300; Janice Gross
Stein, “Political Learning By Doing: Gorbachev as Uncommitted Thinker
and Motivated Learner;” International Organization, vol. 48, no. 2 (1994), pp.
155- 183; and Deborah Welch Larson and Alexei Shevchenko, “Shortcut to
Greatness: The New Thinking and the Revolution in Soviet Foreign Policy;
International Organization, vol. 57, no. 1 (2003), pp. 77- 109.

11. Rose McDermott, “Arms Control and the First Reagan Administration:



Y40 m lacaisi

12.

13.

14.

Belief- Systems and Policy Choices;” Journal of Cold War Studies, vol. 4, no.
4(2002), pp. 29~ 59.

Daniel L. Byman and Kenneth M. Pollack, “Let Us Now Praise Great Men:
Bringing the Statesman Back in,” International Security, vol. 25, no. 4 (2001),
pp. 107- 146. See also Margaret G. Hermann and Joe D. Hagan, “International
Decision Making: Leadership Matters,” Foreign Policy, no. 110 (Spring 1998),
pp. 124- 137; and Jerrold M. Post, The Psychological Assessment of Political
Leaders: With Profiles of Saddam Hussein and Bill Clinton (Ann Arbor:
University of Michigan Press, 2003).

Paul A. Kowert and Margaret G. Hermann, “Who Takes Risks? Daring and
Caution in Foreign Policy Making,” Journal of Conflict Resolution, vol. 41, no.
5(1997), pp. 611- 637.

Philip B. K. Potter, “Does Experience Matter? American Presidential
Experience, Age, and International Conflict,” Journal of Conflict Resolution,

vol. 51, no. 3 (2007), pp. 351- 378.

e 3 ol ) Salios cnalen TS o o a4 3 2l 752 5 2o

Gl by 05 0288 ol 2551 S 5 5 58 48 el i ool ol 5
Lol SIS sy Jau ] 55587 olass 03 stiseml ki 30 il S5
ol bl o35 5 ol il 0 S L plesen @)% 4 51 Bl 5) poes
il 2l el
Alexander L. George and Juliette L. George, Woodrow Wilson and Colonel
House: A Personality Study (New York: J. Day, 1956), p. 320.
o 2S Al a6 Ko i Ja g Lok 75 5 o WK 023
23 5ken ol 33 ey 5 el e ST 3 s 5 L Wikiins oS liis
S G156 laasl ol s 3 5 ar solew 51 AL sl s saalas o
VAVA-VAN ] sladle b ol

w055 ¢ )

Jerrold M. Post, “Woodrow Wilson Re- Examined: The Mind- Body
Controversy Redux and Other Disputations,” Political Psychology, vol. 4,
no. 2 (1983), pp. 289- 306; and Juliette L. George and Alexander L. George,



il ol S 5 1 Sl 3 s YA
“Comments On ‘Woodrow Wilson Re- Examined: The Mind- Body
Controversy Redux and Other Disputations,” Political Psychology, vol. 4, no.
2(1983), pp. 307 312.
0 A8 dnl o o lallles ol
Rose McDermott, Presidential Leadership, Illness, and Decision Making (New
York: Cambridge University Press, 2008).

16. Doris Kearns, “Lyndon Johnson's Political Personality;” Political Science Quarterly,
vol91, no. 3 (1976), pp. 385- 409.

17. Nathan Leites, The Operational Code of the Politburo (Santa Monica, CA:
Rand Corporation, 1951); Alexander L. George, “The ‘Operational Code™: A
Neglected Approach to the Study of Political Leaders and Decision- Making,”
International Studies Quarterly, vol. 13, no. 2 (1969), pp. 190- 222; Ole R. Holsti,
“Cognitive Dynamics and Images of the Enemy;” Journal of International Affairs,
vol 21, no. 1 (1967), pp. 16— 39; and Jack S. Levy, “Psychology and Foreign Policy
Decision- Making,” in The Oxford Handbook of Political Psychology, ed. Leonie
Huddy, David O. Sears, and Jack S. Levy, 2nd ed. (New York: Oxford University
Press, 2013), p. 307.

18. Levy, “Psychology and Foreign Policy Decision- Making,” p. 307. See also Ole
R. Holsti, “The ‘Operational Code’ Approach to the Study of Political Leaders:
John Foster Dulles’ Philosophical and Instrumental Beliefs,” Canadian Journal
of Political Science, vol. 3, no. 1 (1970), pp. 123- 157; Stephen G. Walker, “The
Interface between Beliefs and Behavior: Henry Kissinger’s Operational Code
and the Vietnam War,” Journal of Conflict Resolution, vol. 21, no. 1 (1977), pp.
129~ 168; Stephen G. Walker and Lawrence S. Falkowski, “The Operational
Codes of US Presidents and Secretaries of State: Motivational Foundations
and Behavioral Consequences,” Political Psychology, vol. 5, no. 2 (1984), pp.
237- 266; and Stephen G. Walker and Mark Schafer, “The Political Universe
of Lyndon B. Johnson and His Advisors: Diagnostic and Strategic Propensities
in Their Operational Codes;” Political Psychology, vol. 21, no. 3 (2000), pp.
529- 543. More recently, see Gerald M. Post, ed., The Psychological Assessment



YAV B ety

of Political Leaders: With Profiles of Saddam Hussein and Bill Clinton (Ann
Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2005).

o S g sy ol Sl gllas 5 )50 5
Ole R. Holsti, The Belief System and National Images: John Foster Dulles and
the Soviet Union (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 1962).

w058 & s oale Hd 5 ool ey 2 6l

Alexander L. George, Presidential Decisionmaking in Foreign Policy: The Effective
Use of Information and Advice (Boulder, CO: Westview, 1980).

19. William C. Wohlforth, The Elusive Balance: Power and Perceptions during the
Cold War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press 1993), pp. 26— 28. Also see idem.,
“The Perception of Power: Russia in the Pre- 1914 Balance,” World Politics, vol.
39, no. 3 (1987), pp. 353- 381.

20. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, Balancing Risks: Great Power Intervention in the Periphery
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2004).

2

—_

. Aaron L. Friedberg, The Weary Titan: Britain and the Experience of Relative
Decline, 1895- 1905 (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1988), p. 7.

22.Tbid,, p. 17.

23. Melvyn P. Leftler, A Preponderance of Power: National Security, the Truman
Administration, and the Cold War (Palo Alto, CA: Stanford University Press,
1992). See also idem., “The American Conception of National Security and
the Beginning of the Cold War, 1945- 48 American Historical Review, vol.
89, no. 2 (1984), pp. 346- 381.

24. Hal Brands, What Good Is Grand Strategy? Power and Purpose in American
Statecraft from Harry S. Truman to George W. Bush (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 2014), pp. 17— 58.

25. Judith Goldstein and Robert O. Keohane, eds., Ideas and Foreign Policy: Beliefs,

Institutions, and Political Change (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1993).

Also see Jack Snyder, Myths of Empire: Domestic Politics and International

Ambition (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1991); Charles Kupchan, The

Vulnerability of Empire (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1994), pp. 27-



il ol (S5 1 Sl 2 5 YA
29; and Asle Toje, America, the EU, and Strategic Culture: Renegotiating the
Transatlantic Bargain (New York: Routledge, 2008).

26. Jeftrey Legro, Cooperation under Fire: Anglo- German Restraint during World
War II (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1995).

27. Elizabeth Kier, Imagining War: French and British Doctrine between the Wars
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1999).

28. Kupchan, Vulnerability of Empire.

29. Ronald L. Jepperson, Alexander Wendt, and Peter J. Katzenstein, “Norms,
Identity and Culture in National Security, in The Culture of National
Security: Norms and Identity in World Politics, ed. Peter J. Katzenstein (New
York: Columbia University Press, 1996), pp. 33— 75; Nina Tannenwald, “The
Nuclear Taboo: The United States and the Normative Basis of Nuclear Non-
Use,” International Organization, vol. 53, no. 3 (1999), pp. 433- 446. See also
T. V. Paul, The Tradition of Non- Use of Nuclear Weapons (Stanford, CA:
Stanford Security Studies, 2009).

30. Bruce Russett, Grasping the Democratic Peace (Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press, 1993); and John M. Owen IV, The Clash of Ideas in
World Politics: Transnational Networks, States, and Regime Change
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2010), pp. 202— 239. Also see,
G. John Ikenberry, After Victory: Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the
Rebuilding of Order after Major Wars (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press, 2001).

DT 5 A8 o oy 56 0 iy 5o 0 b Lo s sl ) 5033 5SS
e e 5l 3 g sa cladii 5 b 415 Jolas >

31.Richard]. Samuels, Machiavelli’s Children: Leaders and Their Legacies in Italy and
Japan (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2003); Michael D. Barr and Zlatko
Skrbis, Constructing Singapore: Elitism, Ethnicity and the Nation- Building
Project (Copenhagen: Nordic Institute of Asian Studies Press, 2008), pp.
112- 126; James Cracraft, The Revolution of Peter the Great (Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press, 2006), pp. 75— 113; and Yucel Bozdaghoglu, Turkish



Y44 W lacaisi

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

Foreign Policy and Turkish Identity: A Constructivist Approach (London and
New York: Routledge, 2003), pp. 46— 50.

See Norrin M. Ripsman, “Domestic Practices and Balancing: Integrating
Practice into Neoclassical Realism,” in International Practices, ed. Vincent
Pouliot and Emanuel Adler (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010),
Pp- 200- 228, at pp. 207- 208.

Thomas U. Berger, “Norms, Identity, and National Security in Germany
and Japan,” in The Culture of National Security: Norms and Identity in World
Politics, ed. Peter ]. Katzenstein (New York: Columbia University Press, 1996),
pp- 317- 356. Also see Jennifer Lind, “Apologies in International Politics,” Secu-
rity Studies, vol. 18,n0. 3 (2009), pp. 517- 556; David M. Edelstein, Occupational
Hazards: Success and Failure in Military Occupation (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 2008), pp. 28— 39 and 122- 135.

William Curti Wohlforth, The Elusive Balance: Power and Perceptions During
the Cold War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1993), pp. 32— 58.

Mark L. Haas, The Ideological Origins of Great Power Politics, 1789- 1989
(Ithaca, NY, and London: Cornell University Press, 2005).

Zoltan I. Buzas, “How Nationalism Helps Internal Balancing but Hurts
External Balancing: The Case of East Asia,” paper presented at the Center
for International Peace and Security Studies, McGill University, September

19, 2014.

37. Randall Schweller, “Neoclassical Realism and State Mobilization: Expansionist

Ideology in the Age of Mass Politics,” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and
Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W.
Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 227- 250.

38. Kupchan, Vulnerability of Empire, chapter 2.

39.

Nicholas Kitchen, “Systemic Pressures and Domestic Ideas: A Neoclassical
Realist Model of Grand Strategy Formation,” Review of International Studies,

vol. 36, no. 1 (2010), p. 132.



40.

4

—

4

4

44.

45.

4

47.

~

d

a

Ml ol S 5 o1 S adls a5 0 We
Colin Dueck, Reluctant Crusaders: Power, Culture, and Change in American

Grand Strategy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006).

. Victor D. Cha, Alignment Despite Antagonism: The United States- Korea- Japan

Security Triangle (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 1999); and idem.,
“Powerplay: Origins of the U.S. Alliance System in Asia,” International Security,
vol. 34, no. 3 (2010), pp. 158- 196.

See Fareed Zakaria, From Wealth to Power: The Unusual Origins of Americas

World Role (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1998).

Michael N. Barnett, Confronting the Costs of War: Military Power, State, and
Society in Egypt and Israel (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1992).
See Rosella Cappella Zielinski, How States Pay for Wars (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 2016), chapter 2.

Aviel Roshwald, Ethnic Nationalism and the Fall of Empires: Ethnic Europe,
Russia, and the Middle East, 1914- 1923 (New York: Routledge, 2001), p. 90;
and Arthur Mendel, “On Interpreting the Fate of Imperial Russia,” in Russia

Under the Last Tsar, ed. Theofanis G. Stavrou (Minneapolis: University of
Minnesota Press, 1971), pp. 13- 41, at p. 36.

Geoffrey Parker, Europe in Crisis, 1598-1648 (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University
Press, 1979); and J. H. Elliott, Spain and Its World, 1500- 1700 (New Haven,
CT: Yale University Press, 1989).

Etel Solingen, Scientists and the State: Domestic Structures and the
International Context (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1994); Jeffry
A. Frieden, Debt, Development, and Democracy: Modern Political Economy
and Latin America, 1965- 1985 (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,
1991); Peter Trubowitz, Defining the National Interest: Conflict and Change
in American Foreign Policy (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1998);
Benjamin O. Fordham, Building the Cold War Consensus: The Political Econ-
omy of U.S. National Security Policy, 1949- 51 (Ann Arbor: University of
Michigan Press, 1998); Steven E. Lobell, The Challenge of Hegemony: Grand

Strategy, Trade, and Domestic Politics (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan



Press, 2003); and Kevin Narizny, The Political Economy of Grand Strategy
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2007).
12 S8l s o sl 87487 o ol oo Sle g5 ol e 51 LSS A
58 g S Loy S 0l 4878 o ¥l gl o 10 2 3 8
Lo 55 5 )lo |y oo o st a8 i i WS died yud O K
A5ks (ghoaz 5,18 el glaguns ile a5 e Jles )5 S plal 01,
03,5 Gl i i8S 0T ely 5T s 40V 4T - A8 o ol 5 oW
Slenrsi 2l b o a3l (g olie 09,5 58 el S5 ) 50055 b o
e Ml 55 o ukate 28 ol b ks o 4Ll s o g 5 52ty 45
ol sloo g S i a3 9335355 Aol 5 S5l sl s S s A
RUNP NSRRI SO g RPN P
Jack Snyder, Myths of Empire: Domestic Politics and International Ambition
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1993).

49. Samuel P. Huntington, The Soldier and the State: The Theory and Politics of
Civil- Military Relations (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1981),
Ppp- 190- 192. See also Morris Janowitz, The Professional Soldier: A Social and
Political Portrait (New York: Free Press, 1971).

50. Eliot Cohen, Supreme Command: Soldiers, Statesmen, and Leadership in War-
time (New York: Free Press, 2002).

51. Peter D. Feaver, Armed Servants: Agency Oversight and Civil- Military Relations
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2003).

52. Randall L. Schweller, Unanswered Threats: Political Constraints on the Balance
of Power (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006), pp. 11— 13.

53. Steven E. Lobell, “Second Image Reversed Politics: Britain’s Choice of Freer
Trade or Imperial Preferences, 1903- 1906, 1917- 1923, 1930- 1932
International Studies Quarterly, vol. 43, no. 4 (1999), pp. 671- 694; and idem.,
The Challenge of Hegemony: Grand Strategy, Trade, and Domestic Politics
(Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2003), pp. 19— 41.

54. Barry R. Posen, The Sources of Military Doctrine (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1984); Jack Snyder, The Ideology of the Offensive: Military



55.

57.

58.

59.

Bl ol (S 5 1 Sl 3 s 1 ¥ Y
Decision Making and the Disasters of 1914 (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University
Press, 1984); and Jack S. Levy, “Organizational Routines and the Causes of
War]” International Studies Quarterly, vol. 30, no. 2 (1986), pp. 193- 222.
On veto players, see George Tsebelis, Veto Players: How Political Institutions
Work (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2002).
S e 2358 33 53 T plal 53185 )30 5 el ol sladis Jlie ol 05
slacalb s ol gladlsy - golgi slaas T3 b e ol el 85 5o
S o sy ) IS el T3 1) o s
Graham Allison and Philip Zelikow, Essence of Decision: Explaining the
Cuban Missile Crisis, 2nd ed. (London: Longman, 1999).
Michael W. Doyle, “Kant, Liberal Legacies, and Foreign Affairs,” Philosophy
and Public Affairs, vol. 12, no. 3 (1983), pp. 205- 235; and idem., “Kant,
Liberal Legacies, and Foreign Affairs, Part 2, Philosophy and Public Affairs,
vol. 12, no. 4 (1983), pp. 323- 353.
laduaad aizil Ko dtos 5208 sl o Lol S 50 45 el ol b o S35 S
050 ) A8 03515 ol
Christopher Layne, “Kant or Cant: The Myth of the Democratic Peace,
International Security, vol. 19 (1994), pp. 5- 49.
Norrin M. Ripsman, “Peacemaking and Democratic Peace Theory: Public
Opinion as an Obstacle to Peace in Post- Conflict Situation,” Democracy and
Security, vol. 3, no. 1 (2007), pp. 89— 113.
See Norrin M. Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies: The Effect of State
Autonomy on the Post- World- War Settlements (University Park: Penn State
University Press, 2002); and Kenneth Schultz, Democracy and Coercive
Diplomacy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001).
ALk (e el lapllss wslize Jos glacos sdos 3 90 43 Eo sl
250 8 gy ( SN 5
David P. Auerswald and Stephen M. Saideman, NATO in Afghanistan:
Fighting Together, Fighting Alone (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,

2014), chapters 4, 5, and 6.



60. Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies. See also Peter Gourevitch, “Domestic
Politics and International Relations,” in Handbook of International Relations,
ed. Walter Carlsnaes, Thomas Risse, and Beth A. Simmons (London: Sage,
2002), pp. 309- 328, at p. 312.

6

—

. Michael Mastanduno, “The United States Political System and International
Leadership: A ‘Decidedly Inferior’ Form of Government?” in American
Foreign Policy: Theoretical Essays, ed. G. John Ikenberry and Peter L.
Trubowitz (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015), pp. 227- 242.

62. Russett, Grasping the Democratic Peace.

Sl s Sl o a5 o L el S50 457 S e ¥l ulind S

53U Jlaaoml s Lol 187505 487 S o IVl e 55 Sl S Hle 55,5 il g3

sEn 5 i oK s Vel 5 i nslonsl Ko (g 5 3 Slaidls]

Snyder, Myths of Empire; and Mark R. Brawley, Liberal Leadership: Great

Powers and Their Challengers in Peace and War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University

Press, 1994), pp. 21- 22. Also see David A. Lake, “Powerful Pacifists: Democratic

States and War,” American Political Science Review, vol. 86, no. 1 (1992), pp.

24- 37; and Randall L. Schweller, “Domestic Structure and Preventive War: Are

Democracies More Pacific?” World Politics, vol. 44, no. 2 (1992), pp. 235- 269.

slacdss il Lo il colem 53,28 oL @ 45 Lol S ges S 5. 57

S5 Ml ol 161 5l 5 5SS O ey 4 SIS 00 8

L ety olal a8 a8 w8 jlie sl sobasl glacil p> Wl 5 e iy

A o ol 3 0 dome 05 53055 G
w255 s (b Jlesl enl s 50 3 ¥

Emanuel Adler and Vincent Pouliot, “International Practices Introduction

and Framework;” in International Practices, ed. Vincent Pouliot and Emanuel

Adler (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010), pp. 3-35; and

Ripsman, “Domestic Practices and Balancing’.

bosin  pke [ Lo 5o oo o § oS o gdad o) 55 5o i ps candl £0

S e oS 56

Ripsman, “Domestic Practices and Balancing”



i ol (S 5 1 Sl 2 s 1 ¥ f

66. On executive autonomy, see Eric A. Nordlinger, On the Autonomy of the
Democratic State (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1981); Hugh
Heclo, Modern Social Politics in Britain and Sweden (New Haven, CT: Yale
University Press, 1974); and Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies.

67. Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies.

68. Aaron L. Friedberg, In the Shadow of the Garrison State: Americas Anti- Statism
and Its Cold War Grand Strategy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,
2000), pp. 245 295.

69. Schweller, Unanswered Threats, pp. 46— 68.

70. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, “Neoclassical Realism and Resource Extraction: State
Buildingfor Future War” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign
Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell,Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro

(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,2009), pp. 215- 222.

plez b

1. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, Steven E. Lobell, and Norrin M. Ripsman, “Introduction:
Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy;” in Neoclassical Realism, the
State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeftrey
W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 1- 41; and
Norrin M. Ripsman, Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, and Steven E. Lobell, “The Future of
Neoclassical Realism,” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy, ed.
Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 280- 299.

2. James Fearon, “Domestic Politics, Foreign Policy, and Theories of International
Relations,” Annual Review of Political Science, no. 1 (1998), pp. 289- 313; and
Colin Elman, “Horses for Courses: Why Not Neorealist Theories of Foreign
Policy?” Security Studies, vol. 6, no. 1 (1996), pp. 7- 53. Cf. Shibley Telhami,
“Kenneth Waltz, Neorealism, and Foreign Policy;” Security Studies, vol. 11, no.

3 (2002), pp. 158~ 170.



Yo m laciy o
i dd g g ezl BB Pl Jasls ) 5 2yl sl o 51y oS 5 50led 250 0
see Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, MA: Addison-
Wesley 1979), p. 64; and idem., “International Politics Is Not Foreign Policy,”
Security Studies, vol. 6, no. 1 (1996), pp. 55- 57.

L 7 P PNEE VISP S COR PR ER PRV B
Patrick James, “Neorealism as a Research Enterprise: Toward Elaborated
Structural Realism,” International Political Science Review, vol. 14, no. 2 (1993),
pp- 123- 148, esp. pp. 135- 136. Also see idem., International Relations and
Scientific Progress: Structural Realism Reconsidered (Columbus: Ohio State
University Press, 2002).

4. See Dale C. Copeland, “International Relations Theory and the Three Great
Puzzles of the First World War,” in The Outbreak of the First World War:
Structure, Politics, and Decision- Making, ed. Jack S. Levy and John A. Vasquez
(Cambridge: Cambridge University, 2014), pp. 167- 199; and Ronald P.
Bobroff, “War Accepted but Unsought: Russias Growing Militancy and the
July Crisis, 1914, in The Outbreak of the First World War: Structure, Politics,
and Decision- Making, ed. Jack S. Levy and John A. Vasquez (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2014), pp. 227- 251.

5. Quoted in Daniel W. Drezner, “The Challenging Future of Strategic Planning in
Foreign Policy; in Avoiding Trivia: The Role of Strategic Planning in American
Foreign Policy, ed. Daniel W. Drezner (Washington, DC: Brookings, 2009), p. 4.

6. US Department of State, Policy Planning Staff, “Mission Statement,” http://
wwwistate. gov/ s/ p/ , accessed April 20, 2015.

7. Steven E. Lobell, Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, and Norrin M. Ripsman, “Introduction:
Grand Strategy between the World Wars,” in The Challenge of Grand Strategy:
The Great Powers and the Broken Balance between the World Wars, ed. Jeffrey W.
Taliaferro, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Steven E. Lobell (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2012), pp. 1- 36, at p. 15. See also John Lewis Gaddis, “What
is Grand Strategy?” in Conference on American Grand Strategy after War

(Durham, NC: Triangle Institute for Security Studies and Duke University



il e K38 5 S5 2 5 Yo
Program in American Grand Strategy, Duke University, 2009), pp. 1- 17, http://
tiss- nc.org/ wp- content/ uploads/ 2015/ 01/ KEYNOTE.Gaddis50thAniv2009.
pdf, accessed December 5, 2015.

8. See, for example, Barry Posen, The Sources of Military Doctrine: France, Britain,
and Germany between the World Wars (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press,
1984), p. 13.

9. Steven E. Lobell, The Challenge of Hegemony: Grand Strategy, Trade, and
Domestic Politics (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2003), pp. 53— 68.

10. Tan Kershaw, Fateful Choices: Ten Decisions That Changed the World, 1940-
1941 (New York: Penguin, 2007), p. 5.

11. Jack Snyder, Myths of Empire (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1991).

12. On reassurance signaling, see Andrew Kydd, “Trust, Reassurance, and
Cooperation, International Organization, vol. 54, no. 2 (2000), pp. 325- 357;
and Evan Montgomery,“Breaking out of the Security Dilemma: Realism,
Reassurance, and the Problem of Uncertainty,” International Security, vol. 31,
1o. 2 (2006), pp. 151~ 185.

13. On underbalancing, see Randall L. Schweller, “Unanswered Threats: A
Neoclassical Realist Theory of Underbalancing,” International Security, vol.
29, no. 2 (2004), pp. 159- 201; and idem., Unanswered Threats: Political Con-
straints on the Balance of Power (Princeton, NJ: University Press, 2006).

14. See, for example, Ronald Rogowski, Commerce and Coalitions (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press, 1989); and Mark R. Brawley, “Factoral
or Sectoral Conflict? Partially Mobile Factors and the Politics of Trade in
Imperial Germany;” International Studies Quarterly, vol. 41, no. 4 (1997), pp.
633-654.

15. Robert Jervis, System Effects: Complexity in Political and Social Life (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press, 1997), pp. 5 and 127- 128.

16. Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge
University, 1981) and Waltz, Theory of International Politics.

17. See Ezra E. Vogel, Deng Xiaoping and the Transformation of China (Cambridge,



Y‘o

MA: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2011), especially pp. 423- 476
and 693ff.

ilpe B 5 IS 5k olsle ol Spls S 5k s oS T g gee

3 S ol s 25 b i ke g2 g 53 0 3o s 3l 005
0 e 43315 2 o ol 0 48 ool ST S1 A it o oS o
Richard Ned Lebow and Thomas Risse- Kappen, eds.International Relations
Theory and the End of the Cold War (New York: Columbia University Press,
1995); William C. Wohlforth, “The Stability of a Unipolar World,” International
Security, vol. 24, no. 1 (1999), pp. 5- 41; Stephen G. Brooks and William C.
Wohlforth, “Power, Globalization, and the End of the Cold War: Reevaluating a
Landmark Case for Ideas,” International Security, vol. 25, 1no. 3 (2000), pp. 5- 53;
and Randall L. Schweller and William C. Wohlforth, “Power Test: Evaluating
Realism in Response to the End of the Cold War;” Security Studies, vol. 9, no. 3
(2000), pp. 60 107.

Al | o (5SS g ok s b g

«Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy,” World Politics, vol. 51,

no. 1 (1998), pp. 144- 172.

20. Jack S. Levy, “Declining Power and the Preventive Motivation for War,” World

2

—_

22.

23.

24.

Politics, vol. 40, no. 1 (1987), pp. 82— 107.

. See Dale Copeland, The Origins of Major War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell

University Press, 2000); Stephen Van Evera, Causes of War: Power and the
Roots of Conflict (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1999); Jack S. Levy,
“Preferences, Constraints, and Choices in July 1914;” International Security,
vol. 15, no. 3 (1990- 1991), pp. 151- 186; and Fritz Fischer, Germanys Aims
in the First World War (New York: W. W. Norton, 1967).

Kenneth N. Waltz, “The Emerging Structure of International Politics,
International Security, vol. 18, no. 2 (1993), pp. 44— 79.

Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge
University, 1981).

See, for example, Norrin M. Ripsman, “Domestic Practices and Balancing:

A



Il ol (S5 Sl 2 5 e A
Integrating Practice into Neoclassical Realism,” in International Practices,
ed. Vincent Pouliot and Emanuel Adler (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2011), pp. 200- 228.

25. Daniel L. Byman and Kenneth M. Pollack, “Let Us Now Praise Great Men:
Bringing the Statesman Back In,” International Security, vol. 25, no. 4 (2001),
pp. 107- 146; and Eugene R. Wittkopf and Christopher M. Jones with Charles
W. Kegley Jr., American Foreign Policy: Pattern and Process, 7th ed. (Belmont:
Thomson Wadsworth, 2008), pp. 489- 518.

26. S. Paul Kapur, “Nuclear Proliferation, the Kargil Conflict, and South Asian
Security;” Security Studies, vol. 13, no. 1 (2003), pp. 79— 105; idem., Dangerous
Deterrent: Nuclear Weapons Proliferation and Conflict in South Asia (Stanford,
CA: Stanford University Press, 2007), pp. 117- 131; and Sumit Ganguly and
Devin T. Hagerty, Fearful Symmetry: India- Pakistan Crises in the Shadow of
Nuclear Weapons (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 2005), pp. 143- 166.

27. Judith Goldstein and Robert O. Keohane, “Ideas and Foreign Policy: An

»

Analytical Framework,” in Ideas and Foreign Policy: Beliefs, Institutions,
and Political Change, ed. Judith Goldstein and Robert O. Keohane (Ithaca,
NY: Cornell University Press, 1993), pp. 3- 31. Also see Colin Dueck,
Reluctant Crusaders: Power, Culture, and Change in American Grand Strategy
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006).

28. Thomas U. Berger, “Norms, Identity, and National Security in Germany
and Japan,” in The Culture of National Identity: Norms and Identity in World
Politics, ed. Peter J. Katzenstein (New York: Colombia University Press,
1996), pp. 317~ 357.

29. Thomas Risse- Kappen, “Public Opinion, Domestic Structure, and Foreign Policy
in Liberal Democracies,” World Politics, vol. 43, no. 4 (1991), pp. 506— 507.

ol 4 (o i Sl 3 50) sl slag S b el 03 50 cdllons Sl 2
Sl Ao 55 glazs I g 93 o8 e LTI (6 gz 1oy oS e ine
o 8l 55,13 3b G & plits 6l 3T 5 iU S5 ko 54 523
Va8 F sladl s K05 555l )l slacd 5o 4555 4ol 51451 5 1a0F sladl



3L

32.

33.
34.

35.

36.

SV ey oy ol s Ll i [lais] o 2y 8 i Jlises 1154
40055 g2y il o5 [(glats [l Aol pis 0 5 5o e
Gene Gerzhoy, “Alliance Coercion and Nuclear Restraint: How the United
States Thwarted West Germany’s Nuclear Ambitions,” International Security,
vol. 39, no. 4 (2015), pp. 91- 129.
30. Steven E. Lobell, “The Political Economy of War Mobilization: From
Britain’s Limited Liability to a Continental Commitment” Infernational Politics,
vol. 43, no. 3 (2006), pp. 283- 304.
See Norrin M. Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies: The Effect of State
Autonomy on the Post- World- War Settlements (University Park: Penn State
University Press, 2002).
Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies, pp. 83— 85; and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro,
“Neoclassical Realism and Resource Extraction: State Building for Future War,”
in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin
M. Ripsman and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2009), pp. 216- 217. See also Eric J. Hamilton, “International Politics and
Domestic Institutional Change: The Rise of Executive War- Making Autonomy
in the United States,” PhD diss., School of International Relations, University of
Southern California, 2015.
Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies, pp. 70— 90.
Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1959).
For serious theoretical approaches to the nuclear “taboo;” see T. V. Paul, The
Tradition of Non- Use of Nuclear Weapons (Palo Alto, CA: Stanford University
Press, 2009); and Nina Tannenwald, The Nuclear Taboo: The United States
and the Non- Use of Nuclear Weapons Since 1945 (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2007).
Norrin M. Ripsman, Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, and Steven E. Lobell, “Conclusion:
The State of Neoclassical Realism,” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and

Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W.



el ol SIS 5 ) Sl 2 5 W ¥ -
Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 282- 287.

37. Norrin M. Ripsman, “Neoclassical Realism and Domestic Interest Groups,” in
Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin
M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2009), pp. 170- 193.

38. James McCormick, “Interest Groups and the Media in Post- Cold War U.S.
Foreign Policy;” in After the End: Making U.S. Foreign Policy in the Post- Cold
War World, ed. James M. Scott (Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 1998),
pp. 170- 198.

e 355 oo 1l b ol nl 655 4l Sk 5 0525 o) 14

O RSN Y PRCRTISVCI I o
Thomas Juneau, Squandered Opportunity: Neoclassical Realism and Iranian
Foreign Policy (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 2015), pp. 139- 168; and
Daniel Byman, Deadly Connections: States that Sponsor Terrorism (Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press, 2005), pp. 79— 107.

1. James Mahoney and Gary Goertz, “A Tale of Two Cultures: Contrasting
Quantitative and Qualitative Research,” Political Analysis, vol. 14, no. 3
(2006), p. 230.

2. For example, King, Keohane, and Verba use the term “research question”
See Gary King, Robert O. Keohane, and Sidney Verba, Designing Social
Inquiry: Scientific Inference in Qualitative Research (Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press, 1994), pp. 14— 19. George and Bennett use the terms research
“problem” or “puzzle” See Alexander L. George and Andrew Bennett, Case
Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences (Cambridge, MA: MIT
Press, 2005), pp. 74— 79.

w250 5 G glalens )50 15 A3 Lo gl
Dina A. Zinnes, “Three Puzzles in Search of a Researcher: Presidential Address,”

International Studies Quarterly, vol. 24, no. 3 (1980), pp. 315- 342.



YA W lecag

3. Gary Goertz and James Mahoney, A Tale of Two Cultures: Qualitative and
Quantitative Research in the Social Sciences (Princeton, NJ: Princeton
University Press, 2012), pp. 43— 44.

4. Norrin M. Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies: The Effect of State Autonomy on
the Post- World War Settlements (University Park: Pennsylvania State University
Press, 2002), pp. 3, 6- 7.

5. Ibid,, p. 4.

6. Jillian Schwedler, “Puzzle,” Qualitative and Multi- Method Research, vol. 11, no.
2 (2013), pp. 27- 30, quote from p. 28. See also Zinnes, “Three Puzzles in
Search of a Researcher; pp. 317- 318.

7. Schwedler, “Puzzle; p. 28.

8. Jillian Schwedler, Faith in Moderation: Islamist Parties in Jordan and Yemen
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2006).

9. Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy;” World
Politics, vol. 51, no. 1 (1998), pp. 144- 177.

10. Thomas J. Christensen, Useful Adversaries: Grand Strategy, Domestic
Mobilization, and Sino- American Conflict, 1947- 1958 (Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press, 1996), p. 4.

11. Colin Dueck, Reluctant Crusaders: Power, Culture, and Change in American
Grand Strategy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006), p. 6.

12. Steven E. Lobell, The Challenge of Hegemony: Grand Strategy, Trade, and
Domestic Politics (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2003), pp. 1- 2.

13. Tbid., pp. 43, 85..

0355 ¢ 2y dal sl sl 33 ks 5 0l ma s 5w 36 2k el B 3550 5.

Nuno P. Monteiro, “We Can Never Study Merely One Thing: Reflections on
Systems Thinking and IR;” Critical Review, vol. 24, no. 3 (2012), pp. 343- 366,
esp. pp. 345— 346.

lg‘t{))‘ba)ulu”}'uui))C@y@@wd\fd)u\‘&)&nﬁ;@‘QA

e el a4 ol B el i |y Sls g he ool Cilaate s ol S L]



16.

18.

19.

Halli oo S5 1 S 3ls 2 ks W WA Y

G 5ok e S 55 3l s il 5 6055 953105 el ki oSl ol
058 g g it plat] ale
Review of International Studies, vol. 35, no. 2 (2009), pp. 451- 480, at p. 457n.
See also Steve Smith, “Positivism and Beyond,” in International Theory:
Positivism and Beyond, ed. Steve Smith, Ken Booth, and Marysia Zalewski
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996), pp. 11- 44, at pp. 15- 16;
and Nina Tannenwald, “Ideas and Explanation: Advancing the Theoretical
Agenda;” Journal of Cold War Studies, vol. 7, no. 2 (2005), pp. 13- 42.
As Lakatos notes, “no finite sample can ever disprove a universal probabilistic
theory” Imre Lakatos, “Falsification and the Methodology of Scientific
Research Programmes,” in Criticism and the Growth of Knowledge, ed. Imre
Lakatos and Alan Musgrave (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1970),
pp- 91- 196, at p. 102.
02 S 3 g 2 b ) Loy 155 ol 50 48 gl e pmn o le 5o
Sl o S b L ) bl 8 3 S o8l ] 05 ool 15 o 505
3525 o S50 4 oS on prkad e &S s 0l ol ke S0 o
Lo conlplondns Glis ) ol o5 glaesls w55 Lo claasily 4S8 Sl ki 250
(52 4l s ol ke LS 155 G35 b il 50 50 o155 o5 5 52
S oaalie )5 5 IS

N9 o sl 7 gla ol ol 5 s o jle G Sl Jgame ysho a0 3l § ize
Mahoney and Goertz, “A Tale of Two Cultures,” p. 232. See also Goertz
and Mahoney, A Tale of Two Cultures, pp. 46— 48; George and Bennett,
Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences, pp. 131- 135;
and Andrew Bennett and Colin Elman, “Qualitative Research: Recent
Developments in Case Study Methods,” Annual Review of Political Science,
vol. 9 (2006), pp. 457 458.

Mahoney and Goertz, “A Tale of Two Cultures,” p. 230.King, Keohane,
and Verbas treatise on qualitative methods adopts the “effects- of- causes”

approach to causality common in quantitative methods and privileges



YAV B ey

20.

22.

25.

26.

identifying causal effects over causal mechanisms. King, Keohane, and Verba,
Designing Social Inquiry, pp. 85— 86.

Mahoney and Goertz, “A Tale of Two Cultures,” p. 231. Also see James
Mahoney, “Toward a Unified Theory of Casuality, Comparative Political
Studies, vol. 41, nos. 4- 5 (2008), pp. 412— 436; and Goertz and Mahoney, A
Tale of Two Cultures, pp. 46— 47.

S p ookl 5 Ao i b 3145 SCaAS 55 4l STl 3T Gl gl 1Y

Vipin Narang, Nuclear Strategy in the Modern Era: Regional Powers and

International Conflict (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2014).

Mahoney and Goertz, “A Tale of Two Cultures,” p. 239.

Sl 353 slaay 15 le3T sl 1 tor 3130 5 ST LK am 5 k!
0 25d ) S 0

James Mahoney and Gary Goertz, “The Possibility Principle: Choosing

Negative Cases in Comparative Research,” American Political Science Review,

vol. 98, no. 4 (2004), pp. 653- 669.

@A"’C}kﬂb}u\gy’wp@u&nd‘fwljwckﬂjb ’ "C}kﬂ-\'\‘

Syl cdllas Jats gla e
o) sl (sla puie 4 Logy o 45T Julond s Alis 3550 93 o 00 5w e
el (Jtas gla e
Colin Elman, “Horses for Courses: Why Not Neorealist Theories of Foreign
Policy?” Security Studies, vol. 6, no. 1 (1996), pp. 7- 53. See also Kenneth N.
Waltz, “International Politics Is Not Foreign Policy;” Security Studies, vol. 6,
no. 1 (1996), pp. 54— 57; and Colin Elman, “Cause, Effect, and Consistency:
A Response to Kenneth Waltz,” Security Studies, vol. 6, no. 1 (1996), pp.
58-61.
Balkan Devlen and Ozgur Ozdamar, “Neoclassial Realism and Foreign Policy
Crises;” in Rethinking Realism in International Relations: Between Tradition
and Innovation, ed. Annette Freyberg- Inan, Ewan Harrison, and James
Patrick (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2009), pp. 136— 163.
Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, “Neoclassical Realism: The Psychology of Great Power

X¥



Ml e SIS 5 ) S5 5 ¥ E
Intervention,” in Making Sense of International Relations Theory, ed. Jennifer
Sterling- Folker (Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner, 2009), pp. 38— 54.

27. Lobell, Challenge of Hegemony, p. 1

28. Tbid., p. 14.

29. Ibid.,, pp. 12- 13, 19- 20.

30. Ibid., p. 15. On structured focused comparison, see Alexander L. George,
“Case Studies and Theory Development: The Method of Structured, Focussed
Comparison,” in Diplomacy: New Approachs in History, Theory, and Policy, ed.
Paul Lauren (New York: Free Press, 1979), pp. 43— 68; and George and Bennett,
Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social Sciences, pp. 66— 72.

3

—

. Lobell, Challenge of Hegemony, p. 15.
32. Christensen, Useful Adversaries, pp. 13— 14.
33.1bid,, p. 14.
34. See Randall L. Schweller, Deadly Imbalances: Tripolarity and Hitler’s Strategy
for World Conquest (New York: Columbia University Press, 1997), pp. 39— 58
and 59- 92.
35. Victor D. Cha, “Powerplay: Origins of the U.S. Alliance System in Asia,”
International Security, vol. 34, no. 3 (2010), pp. 158- 196, at 158.
36. Narang, Nuclear Strategy in the Modern Era, p. 23.
37.1bid., pp. 52— 54.
oo A Il 5o S o s oS o) b pso psdse ) S g8l TA
S e g 0 350 Dalllae b 1 5 53 e slas 5 Sl g
Ibid., pp. 222- 252;. and Vipin Narang, “What Does It Take to Deter?
Regional Power Nuclear Postures and International Conflict;” Journal of
Conflict Resolution, vol. 57, no. 3 (2013), pp. 478- 508.
39. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, Steven E. Lobell, and Norrin M. Ripsman, “Introduction:
Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy;” in Neoclassical Realism,
the State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and
Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), p. 17,
fn. 47.



YA W lacuigi g

40.

41.

43.

44.

45.
46.
47.

George and Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social

Sciences, p. 161.

Evan N. Resnick, “Strange Bedfellows: U.S. Bargaining Behavior with Allies of

Convenience,” International Security, vol. 35, no. 3 (2010), p.144

3o VL o G5l 2 a0 e ol 2058 Slhes Lo aplis s ool
e [p5 e ] Koz 3l o 3 53 il

Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies

2 058 g gy 5 3 jl5m glaay L5 5 03158 sla i o ole e 2 8l

Daniel H. Nexon, “The Balance of Power in the Balance,” World Politics, vol.

61, no. 2 (2009), pp. 330 359.

0555 48 a1 31 3 5 S L S5 2187 5 slaa s ils

28 s dalie 51 sl ) o

Randall L. Schweller, Unanswered Threats: Political Constraints on the Balance

of Power (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006), p. 10.

Ibid.

15 8 a1 o Lo T g g oSS o S5 15008 520 e 3 0l 50,0553
4355 ¢ 5 el 03,28 S o slgiy ol S gl 43l 5e

ibid., p. 7.

Ibid., pp. 46— 68.

Narang, Nuclear Strategy in the Modern Era, pp. 1- 12.

Kenneth N. Waltz, “The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: More May Be Better;” in

Adelphi Papers No. 171 (London: International Institute for Strategic Studies,

1981); Robert Jervis, The Meaning of the Nuclear Revolution: Statecraft and the

Prospect of Armageddon (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1989); Charles L.

Glaser, Analyzing Strategic Nuclear Policy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University

Press, 1990); Stephen Van Evera, Causes of War: Power and the Roots of Conflict

(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1999); John J. Mearsheimer, Tragedy of

Great Power Politics (New York: W. W. Norton, 2001); and Scott D. Sagan and

Kenneth N. Waltz, The Spread of Nuclear Weapons: A Debate Renewed, 2nd ed.

(New York: W. W. Norton, 2003).



49.

5

—

52.

53.

57.

il s K38 5 S5 5 5 YAS
Sty lailate &35 SO gy 31002 S o oend 50 S 331 oS0, 828 4 FA
Sl o S El5 ko g B b i 3l glazs il gl o b sl M
Sk 2 4y gladlato o) S oA S o5 g Aan ey ol oaS 7S
O ylaze A 3l T Olows gl o (e QYQlﬁw)du)ﬁ&é}ﬁ@uﬂU&\ﬂ
258 o) el Aty plenn Adlraca glaza b
Narang, Nuclear Strategy in the Modern Era, pp. 48— 49.
Thomas Juneau, Squandered Opportunity: Neoclassical Realism and Iranian

Foreign Policy (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 2015), pp. 1- 2,7

i>4

355 gy Il Glsiea 0
Philip E. Tetlock and Aaron Belkin, eds., Counterfactual Thought Experiments in
World Politics: Logical, Methodological, and Psychological Perspectives (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press, 1996).

. Richard Ned Lebow, Forbidden Fruit: Counterfactuals and International

Relations (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2010).

See, for example, Charles A. Lave and James G. March, An Introduction to

Models in the Social Sciences (Lanham, MD: University Press of America, 1993).

Devlen and Ozdamar, “Neoclassial Realism and Foreign Policy Crises,” pp.

142-143.

oyl 5 elanlplonasl 3 ol 50 sl ilize JSCi 0 55 0F

S BB s 9205 )50 5 S Al e sl it (lyieas 0y 50

355 g gy NS Lm0 )il s bl o _Salle gl ke olsicay

Schweller, Unanswered Threats, pp. 15, 19, 63, and 69.

55. Ibid., pp. 62~ 64.

B o g g SClat s & 43550 oS s i Sl 5 o Slatiy 05
40355 3 55 o3lizal o lalllas 51 18 aolesTs 5 e

Bruce N. Russett, “International Behavior Research: Case Studies

and Cumulation,” in Approaches to the Study of Political Science, ed.

Michael Haas and Henry S. Kariel (Scranton, PA: Chandler, 1970), pp.

425- 443,

Norrin M. Ripsman and Jean- Marc E Blanchard, “Commercial Liberalism



YAV B lecais

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.
65.

67.

under Fire: Evidence from 1914 and 1936, Security Studies, vol. 6, no. 2
(1996- 1997), pp. 4- 50.

Norrin M. Ripsman, “Two Stages of Transition From a Region of War to a
Region of Peace: Realist Transition and Liberal Endurance,” International
Studies Quarterly, vol. 49, no. 4 (December 2005), pp. 669-693.

Bennett and George, Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social
Sciences, pp. 20— 21, 240- 244.

Mahoney and Goertz, “A Tale of Two Cultures,” p. 237; and Goertz and
Mahoney, A Tale of Two Cultures, pp. 46— 47, 192- 196.

Gary Goertz and James Mahoney, “Negative Case Selection: The Possibility
Principle;” in Social Science Concepts: A Users Guide, ed. Gary Goertz
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006), p. 193.

Schweller, Unanswered Threats, pp. 63— 68.

Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies.

Christensen, Useful Adversaries, pp. 248- 252..

Lobell, Challenge of Hegemony, pp. 16— 17.

AR0A L Sl oo VLI 5 il glazs sl o plesl s 41 i oSS0

S o5 (sehoAll el it (gl 831515 gl &S 0558 ol e
Narang, Nuclear Strategy in the Modern Era, p. 3, fn. 3.
Paul A. Papayoanou does this in “Interdependence, Institutions, and the
Balance of Power: Britain, Germany, and World War I,” International Security,
vol. 20, no. 4 (1996), pp. 42— 76.
L e 303 ) o el  game b 1S 500 U1 gl 5587 gl 3 oo 9L
loslgs 5 ol ! i o355 YU Y e A e e | Lol e b
sebs s < s 508 3 s slaadile b 5 o e e 5 Jtws iliius
wsd ) S g ser Sl ) Slatlb 4 e 558 e VYN s (g
William A. Galston and E. J. Dionne Jr., “A Half Empty Government Can't
Govern: Why Everyone Wants to Fix the Appointments Process, Why It
Never Happens, and How We Can Get It Done,” in Governance Studies at

Brookings (Washington, DC: Brookings Institution, 2010).

I£A



Wi e SIS 5 Sl 5 5 B FAA
Al 25553 5 e 2053525 25 e g bl 1YY L Wl 0 o Ll

20355 g 2 5 55 ez 5 S 0 Ol 205 42
Prime Minister’s Office, 10 Downing Street https:// www.gov.uk/ government/
how- government- works, accessed August 21, 2014.
S S ol ke 5 ol Ko ade sl rK;-I e YU s sl sieas £9
5 Ty 550 215 3525 AU ST Lol y A8 e 2O

0355 gy cdomte VL o UKl

Mark M. Lowenthal, Intelligence :From Secrets to Policy, 5th ed. (Los Angeles:
SAGE/ CQ, 2012), pp. 199- 216.

<

lacalon 55955 NS 5351l 0255 53 ol Jake 285 385 el s 325 gl V-
05 g ) 3 S sl p5 S S o b0 2
Geoftrey Roberts, Stalin’s Wars: From World War to Cold War, 1939- 1953
(New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2006); Geoffrey Roberts, The
Unholy Alliance: Stalin’s Pact with Hitler (Bloomington: Indiana University
Press, 1989); and V. M. Zubok and Konstantin Pleshakov, Inside the Kremlins
Cold War: From Stalin to Khrushchev (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press, 1996).
2 3 5SS AN 555 5 e slates 58T ok el 3 Jlie gl V)
ajdljjjéi‘,g)MJJLL\M;E.\‘JBJIQ.;Jba;glfu\fjldjfs‘l)
0355 5oy 55 ol AolS s a5 5 A

Yehuda Ben Meir, National Security Decisionmaking: The Israeli Case (Boulder,
CO: Westview, 1986); and Jonathan Renshon, Why Leaders Choose War: The
Psychology of Prevention (Westport, CT: Praeger, 2006), pp. 41— 58.

72. Shlomo Nakdimon, First Strike: The Exclusive Story of How Israel Foiled Iraq’s
Attempt to Get the Bomb (New York: Summit, 1987), pp. 158- 168.

73. Norrin M. Ripsman and Jack S. Levy, “Wishful Thinking or Buying Time?
The Logic of British Appeasement in the 1930s,” International Security, vol.
33, no. 2 (2008), pp. 148- 181; Steven E. Lobell, “Bringing Balancing Back
In: Britain’s Targeted Balancing, 1936- 1939, Journal of Strategic Studies, vol.

35, no. 6 (2012), pp. 747- 773; and idem., “Balance of Power, Components



SRS

74.

77.

78.

79.

80.

of Power, and International Relations,” unpublished manuscript, University

of Utah, n.d.

Graham T. Allison, Essence of Decision: Explaining the Cuban Missile Crisis

(Boston: Little Brown, 1971), pp. 294- 313.

ol 585 ol B ol Lo pos s ol 5315, 3l 3l oy o 2358 20
2380 e e 505 2 ol (65 ) s

Jean- Pierre Cabestan, “Chinas Foreign- and Security- Policy Decision-

Making Processes under Hu Jintao,” Journal of Current Chinese Affairs, vol.

38, no. 3 (2009), pp. 63— 97. In the post- Stalin USSR, the FPE was largely

synonymous with the CPSU Politburo.

ocae S sl S 525 2l 03 (a8 5,0 L) S5 90 sl 5y slaS 305 290 3.

0353 g gy 55 5 et utle o) 5
Jessica L. P. Weeks, Dictators at War and Peace (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University
Press, 2014), pp. 6- 7..
See, for example, Ian Kershaw, Hitler, 1st American ed., 2 vols. (New York: W.
W. Norton, 1999); Walter Warlimont, Inside Hitlers Headquarters, 1939- 45,
(New York: Praeger, 1964); and Simon Sebag Montefiore, Stalin: The Court
of the Red Tsar, 1st American ed. (New York: Knopf, 2004); Jerrold M. Post,
Amatzia Baram, and USAF Counterproliferation Center, Saddam Is Iraq: Iraq
Is Saddam (Maxwell Air Force Base, AL: USAF Counterproliferation Center,
Air War College, Air University, 2002).
See, for example, Peter Neville, Appeasing Hitler: The Diplomacy of Sir Nevile
Henderson, 1937- 39 (London: MacMillan, 2000); and Ripsman and Levy,
“Wishful Thinking or Buying Time?,” p. 163.
See Cordell Hull and Andrew Henry Thomas Berding, The Memoirs of
Cordell Hull (New York: Macmillan, 1948); Christopher D. O’Sullivan, Harry
Hopkins: FDRs Envoy to Churchill and Stalin (Lanham, MD: Rowman and
Littlefield, 2014).
See, for example, Asaf Siniver, Nixon, Kissinget, and U.S. Foreign Policy

Making: The Machinery of Crisis (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,

Vo



el e SIS 5 ) Sl 3 5 W ¥Y -
2008), pp. 40— 70; William Burr and Henry Kissinger, eds., The Kissinger
Transcripts: The Top Secret Talks with Beijing and Moscow (New York: New
Press, 2000); William P. Bundy, A Tangled Web: The Making of Foreign Policy
in the Nixon Presidency, 1st ed. (New York: Hill and Wang, 1998).

81. Dueck, Reluctant Crusaders.

82. Narang, Nuclear Strategy in the Modern Era.

83. Norrin M. Ripsman, Peacemaking from Above, Peace from Below: Ending
Conflict between Regional Rivals (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2016).

84. See, for example, Russett, “International Behavior Research.”

85. “POLITY IV: Political Regime Characteristics and Transitions, 1800- 2013,
http:// www.systemicpeace.org/ polity/ polity4.htm (accessed December
7,2015).

86. See, for example, Galen Jackson, “The Showdown that Wasn't: U.S.- Israeli
Relations and American Domestic Politics, 1973- 75,” International Security,
vol. 39, no. 4 (2015), pp. 130- 169.

87. George and Bennett, Case Studies and Theory Development in the Social
Sciences, pp. 205- 232; Stephen Van Evera, Guide to Methods for Students
of Political Science, (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1997), pp. 64— 67;
and James Mahoney, “Process Tracing and Historical Explanation,” Security
Studies, vol. 24, no. 2 (2015), pp. 200- 218.

88. Andrew Bennett and Alexander L. George, “Process Tracing in Case Study
Research,” a paper presented at the MacArthur Foundation Workshop on
Case Study Methods, Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs
(BCSIA), Harvard University, October 17— 19, 1997, Columbia International
Affairs Online, http:// www.ciaonet.org/ wps/ bea03/ index. html (accessed
January 12, 2014).

Isb o anls piie 5 s oo g DLl st sl Wl 500 o2l 3 2l
S oo o ) 2 a8 sbolen il ade ol
Van Evera, Guide to Methods for Students of Political Science, pp. 58— 67.

89. Mahoney, “Process Tracing and Historical Explanation,” pp. 207- 210.



AN NEER

90. See Hal Brands, “Archives and the Study of Nuclear Politics,” H- Diplo/ ISSF
Forum, no. 2 (2014), http:// issforum.org/ ISSF/ PDF/ ISSF- Forum- 2.pdf, pp.
66— 76 (accessed May 13, 2015).

055 8 52 )5S iz 3 Il s plie S 6l pletaly o s 5540
Marc Trachtenberg, The Craft of International History: A Guide to Method
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006), pp. 216— 255.

92. Office of the Historian, Bureau of Public Affairs, United States Department
of State http:// history.state.gov/ historicaldocuments, last accessed March 16,
2015. The full FRUS volumes for the Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy, Johnson,
Nixon, Ford, and Carter administrations are currently available online in PDF
form, along with 1914, Supplement: The World War and 1917~ 1972: Public
Diplomacy. Most US federal depository libraries subscribe to bound copies
of FRUS, dating back to 1861. Digitized versions of earlier FRUS volumes
are available online and searchable at the University of Wisconsin’s Digital
Collection http:// digitallibrary.wisc.edu/ 1711.dl/ FRUS, last accessed
January 5, 2016.

93. The National Security Archive www.nsarchive.gwu.edu, headquartered in the
Gelman Library at the George Washington University, is one of the leading
nonprofit users of the Freedom of Information Act.

94. CWIHP and NPIHP are under the auspices of the Woodrow Wilson
International Center for Scholars at the Smithsonian Institution. CWIHP http://
www.wilsoncenter.org/ program/ cold- war- international- history- project
and NPIHP http:// www.wilsoncenter. org/ program/ nuclear- proliferation-
international- history- project, accessed 9 April 9, 2015.

95. Presidential Libraries Online Finding Aids, US National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA), http:// www.archives.gov/ presidential- libraries/
research/ finding- aids.html, accessed January 20, 2015. NARA oversees all
thirteen presidential libraries and museums.

35 SIS 0SS S > Koo Sl 5 i 20 ¥ie e ol ste 47
315 513 gt o 3 55350 e o HLS



Ml e SIS 5 ) Sl 5 5 B ¥ Y

97. See National Archives and Records Administration Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) Reference Guide, http:// www.archives.gov/ foia/ foia- guide.
html, accessed March 16, 2015.

) GaaliulS” pimen 5 4z 555 a3l 5 S ST slacsluss
Ao a3 53 (0 i 53 T slasaly gl (o) sgen
Sleous 14A5 51410 gladle glacslanl 5 boadsd s Jols il o auslS slul 4A
35 gy Al S 13 e 5ed)T s peas
http:// nationalarchives.gov.uk/ cabinetpapers, accessed May 11, 2015.

99. See various chapters in Layna Mosley, ed., Interview Research in Political
Science (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2013).

100. See, for example, Narang, Nuclear Strategy in the Modern Era, pp. 121- 153;
and Juneau, Squandered Opportunity, pp. 92- 103.

101. Max Montgelas and Walther Schucking, eds., Outbreak of the World War:
German Documents Collected by Karl Kautsky (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1924); and Raymond James Sontag and James Stuart Beddie, eds., Nazi-
Soviet Relations, 1939~ 1941: Documentsfromthe Archives ofthe German Foreign
Office (Washington, DC: United States Department of State, 1948).

102. Michael R. Gordon, “Archive of Captured Enemy Documents Closes,” New
York Times, June 21, 2015, http:// www.nytimes.com/ 2015/ 06/ 22/ world/
middleeast/ archiveof- captured- terrorist- qaeda- hussein- documents-
shuts- down.html?_r=0.

103. Conflict Records Research Center (CRRC), Institute for National Strategic
Studies, National Defense University, http:// crrc.dodlive.mil/ 2014/ 11/ 13/
crre- status- updatenovember- 2014/ , accessed July 2, 2015.

104. See Andrew Bennett and Colin Elman, “Case Study Methods and the
International Relations Subfield,” Comparative Political Studies, vol. 40, no. 2

(2007), pp. 170~ 195, at pp. 188- 189.

S J.qdé
1. Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, MA: Addison-



ALIE NS

Wesley, 1979), pp. 124- 128; and Stephen M. Walt, The Origins of Alliances
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1987), pp. 28— 33.

2. See Jack S. Levy, “Balances and Balancing: Concepts, Propositions, Concepts,
and Research Design,” in Realism and the Balancing of Power: A New Debate,
ed. John Vasquez and Colin Elman (Upper Saddle River, NJ: Pearson, 2002);
and Daniel Nexon, “The Balance of Power in Balance,” World Politics, vol. 62,
no. 1 (2009), pp. 330- 359.
0355 g (3o JSC2) S 5,0 5350 bl 51,8 1553 3ot 90 slomal )50 3 ¥
James D. Morrow, “Arms Versus Allies: Trade- Offs in the Search for Security;”
International Organization, vol. 47, no. 2 (1993), pp. 207- 233.

4. Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 125- 128.

5. Walt, Origins of Alliances, pp. 28- 33.
Ui el s ki [0 Lo 95 sl JSle 5,L31 48] sl ol Ml £
Lo 38505 ot 3 (o 5 SIS 500 oo Jlie i) 3,5 o 5 |y libes
85 5 38" Sl 58 lade b el sl oy 155 555 o Gres

e oy il

7. Benjamin O. Fordham, Building the Cold War Consensus: The Political Economy
of U.S. National Security Policy, 1949- 51 (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan
Press, 1998).

8. Kevin Narizny, The Political Economy of Grand Strategy (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 2007).

9. Peter Trubowitz, Politics and Strategy: Partisan Ambition and American Statecraft

(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2011), pp. 16— 37.

S 8l ol 5 LIS g5 Sl ael Wl Ll 3l e 1555 5l 50 5l ol -
Bl 3 iz 5 (ke Sl 93 28 0315 1SS 5 eisS lse ) )
039 & 2 ) e s 05 1y 2ba)l e ilitee Wl
Paul W. Schroeder, The Transformation of European Politics, 1763~ 1848
(Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press, 1994); Stuart J. Kaufman,
Richard Little, and William Curti Wohlforth, eds., The Balance of Power in

World History (New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007); and David C. Kang,



i ol (S 5 1 Sl 2 s 1YY
East Asia Before the West: Five Centuries of Trade and Tribute (New York:
Columbia University Press, 2010).
e o5 Sl | 308 i o lys eSS 1Sl S 1Y
NS REEIERN IV [N EH SIS ST PNCIS UL L G S H NS
A ool 33155 (e
Christopher Layne, The Peace of Illusions: American Grand Strategy from
1940 to the Present (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2006).

12. See Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy;” World
Politics, vol. 51, no. 1 (1998), pp. 144- 172; Aaron L. Friedberg, The Weary
Titan: Britain and the Experience of Relative Decline, 1895 1905 (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press,. 1988); William Curti Wohlforth, The Elusive
Balance: Power and Perceptions During the Cold War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1993); and Thomas J. Christensen, Useful Adversaries: Grand
Strategy, Domestic Mobilization, and Sino- American Conflict, 1947- 1958
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1996).

1

d

Randall L. Schweller, “Unanswered Threats: A Neoclassical Realist Theory of
Underbalancing;” International Security, vol. 29, no. 2 (2004), pp. 159- 202, at
170- 171; and idem., Unanswered Threats: Political Constraints on the Balance
of Power (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006), pp. 47— 48.

14. Schweller, Unanswered Threats, p. 49.

15. Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 131.

16. Ibid.

17. Walt, Origins of Alliances, pp. 263— 266.

18. Fareed Zakaria, From Wealth to Power: The Unusual Origins of America’s
World Role (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1998), pp. 37— 39; and
Christensen, Useful Adversaries, pp. 14— 22.

19. Aaron L. Friedberg, In the Shadow of the Garrison State: America’s Anti- Statism

and Its Cold War Grand Strategy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,

2000), pp. 40— 75.

20. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, “Neoclassical Realism and Resource Extraction: State



YYO W lacuisy

Building for Future War}’ in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign
Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 194- 226..

21. Schweller, Unanswered Threats, p. 63.
oS )l g2e glaay L3 &y%}sdu}i@)mw;bdwo b b S ysbylea.

A o ool 5l 55 5 S ke sl A o3 I8 ol L, SC g )
doze SYUl s 43 &8 ol 35 05 45 el dams 5 ool JEWLe L3 ST 4
AT o5 |y oS sze sla iS T
Stephen G. Brooks and William C. Wohlforth, “Assessing the Balance;” Cam-
bridge Review of International Affairs, vol. 24, no. 2 (2011), pp. 201- 219;
and idem., World out of Balance: International Relations and the Challenge
of American Primacy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2008), pp.
23-50, 60-97.
ok 5 33159 sl 3 90 43 5350 Anlllas e 23K 5 &5l oo sl o
b Iyl 50 55 ol a8 i rl;u‘l Sl 6\‘%5’“:“)3 Dlg enss s
oy el LT i 5 358 Sl 38 il ok 53 g0 a5l s el
Slocd 5o 5 45,8 o IS it gy Lo g 52 35 85130 B0 5 - 2 48 il 3o
255 g g2y S on Lo |y Jlisly BT Sl st slag 35l i 050 B )5
William C. Wohlforth et al., “Testing Balanceof- Power Theory in World History,”
European Journal of International Relations, vol. 13, no. 2 (2007), pp. 155- 188;
and Kaufman, Little, and Wohlforth, Balance of Power in World History.

2B 2590 S bama L ige e o 1Sy | ol L3 90 by e Eoo .

ol l b g e d(esls ) (315 2ol b 51L (2 )5 glasgs 4 el
\’.“":")> S SIJ‘ oW | \.)}lm v@,a [GSWES 4‘4)" Lo Coo “X‘J}?-)Lg w‘;())
s G 398 33 A8 (e LG 3550 9> STl 1S5 5 )50 5
236 3 i syl a3 e T 3 el 5 o193 5531 g 50
J\}b 6\.@@;;»“ 4 l>‘..:f|)> L C.,a}: ij el e 3:“..:\}):.&3; u.uJ.J.: Zals
BE C,Jj) db&f)}.\m L4 o)b L><4~«J BT IR s c-k;f.\i-\.@ C,Jj)
Sl o ot lataly b Jad e 5 5¥5b (Slej 3L o 4 emole o ddg o2 52
[ (..:.fuﬂ salizal oy T 515 55 ooy g3 48 lalils gl yoazo csho ke &Lb.cwl)_:



25.

Ml clir S 35 1 S bl s WYY

e Jarlgy 5 lasles oSO 51l Kam b 42 AS B b it & slize g5 50k
u}jli‘.;JKQAKCQGJ)D%@)Jﬁaﬂf‘;\)gidbw‘wl?_

Al )é: sl !l

rb}j&:})ﬂt&dﬁ@«@kj))r&.acm‘j‘U&ff&jﬁ}ﬁ}ﬂ})}})lLﬂ.

e e

Nuno P. Monteiro, “Unrest Assured: Why Unipolarity Is Not Peaceful
International Security, vol. 36, no. 3 (2011~ 2012), pp. 9- 40.

Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge
University, 1981); William Wohlforth, “The Stability of a Unipolar World,
International Security, vol. 24, no. 1 (1999), pp. 5- 41; and Brooks and
Wobhlforth, World out of Balance.

o o slac 8 55,5 0 1) S o878 s 2155 31 glas8” anlllas sl

050 7 gy 3 s ) 5ebs
A. E K. Organski, World Politics, 2nd ed. (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1968);
and A. E K. Organski and Jacek Kugler, The War Ledger (Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1980).
iz 4S5l gy Jaiml Ul 4 55 5505 45 A oo IVl i S
35 g gy ooy ol & 4l iy
Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics.

27. Stephen G. Brooks, G. John Ikenberry, and William C. Wohlforth, “Don’t Come

Home, America: The Case against Retrenchment,” International Security, vol.

37,n0. 3 (2012), pp. 5- 51.

28. Kenneth N. Waltz, “Structural Realism after the Cold War,” in America Unrivaled:

29.

30.

The Future of the Balance of Power, ed. G. John Ikenberry (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 2002), p. 52.

Nuno P. Monteiro, Theory of Unipolar Politics (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 2014), pp. 179- 204.

Kenneth N. Waltz, “The Emerging Structure of International Politics,”
International Security, vol. 18, no. 2 (1993), pp. 44— 79; and John J.

Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (New York: W. W.

t

<

'3

&



YYY W s

Norton, 2001), pp. 415- 416. For similar arguments, see Duncan Snidal,
“The Limits of Hegemonic Stability Theory;” International Organizations,
vol. 39, no. 4 (1985), pp. 579- 614.

3

—

. See, for example, Norrin M. Ripsman, “Domestic Practices and Balancing:
Integrating Practice into Neoclassical Realism,” in International Practices,
ed. Vincent Pouliot and Emanuel Adler (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2011), pp. 200- 228, at pp. 206- 207.

32.Waltz, “Structural Realism after the Cold War,” p. 63.

33. Laurence J. Korb, “U.S. Defense Spending After the Cold War: Fact and Fiction,”
in Holding the Line: US. Defense Alternatives for the Early 21st Century, ed.
Cindy Williams (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2001), pp. 35- 54, at p. 47.

34. See James McCormack, “Interest Groups and the Media in Post- Cold War US
Foreign Policy,” in After the End: Making US Foreign Policy in the Post- Cold
War World, ed. James M. Scott (Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 1998),
pp. 170- 198.

S ol el 3 S 5 5 olin s Ko 5l g slagssaze 3550

0 9d f e cmte
Andrew Rudalevige, The New Imperial Presidency: Renewing Presidential
Power after Watergate (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2006),
pp. 101- 138; and David P. Auerswald and Peter E Cowhey, “Ballotbox
Diplomacy: The War Powers Resolution and the Use of Force,” International
Studies Quarterly, vol. 41, no. 3 (1997), pp. 505- 528.

36. Secretary of State Madeleine Albright described Clintons foreign
policy as “assertive multilateralism” Madeleine K. Albright, “Myths of
Peacekeeping, Statement before the Subcommittee on International
Security, International Organizations, and Human Rights of the House
Committee on Foreign Affairs, 24 June 1993, State Department Dispatch,
vol. 4, no. 26 (1993), p. 464.

37. John M. Owen IV, “Transnational Liberalism and US Primacy;” International

Security, vol. 26, no. 3 (2001- 2002), pp. 117- 152; and idem., Liberal Peace,

Yo



il s S8 5 ) Sl 35 PYA
Liberal War: American Politics and International Security (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1997).

38. Ibid., p. 121..

39. G. John lkenberry, After Victory: Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the
Rebuilding of Order after Major Wars (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press, 2001), pp. 61— 79.

40. T. V. Paul, “Soft Balancing in the Age of U.S. Primacy;” International Security,
vol. 30, no. 1 (2005), pp. 46- 71, quote at p. 53.

41. Norrin M. Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies: The Effect of State Autonomy
on the Post- World- War Settlements (University Park: Penn State University
Press, 2002).
lodoswe Aol sas U5l slaslgs a8 auS o IVazal o stlean SOl asle (> o Y
ladame yslacd g ol oo 5,8 o IS5 iz 5 109 T acd 3o a7 >l
sl o 1y Il S T 487 aS e sl | leslgs Ylaam! Ml ST o
55 g0 ol 50 0SS g sladamns b oS o T blie o S e ol 5 o -

2588 gy MO0 dmr 55 |y (550 goms oD glaolgs ez

Eric J. Hamilton, “International Politics and Domestic Institutional Change:

The Rise of Executive War- Making Autonomy in the United States,” PhD diss.,
School of International Relations, University of Southern California, 2015.

Al s 3B 5 i oo iz S 3 Lo oSyl Slaal 4 a2 551

S o 0 s o se

43. See, for example, Robert Anthony Pape, “Soft Balancing Against the United
States,” International Security, vol. 30, no. 1 (2005), pp. 7-45; Paul, “Soft Balancing
in the Age of U.S. Primacy”; Judith Kelley, “Strategic Non- Cooperation as Soft
Balancing: Why Iraq Was Not Just About Iraq,” International Politics, vol. 42, no.
2 (2005), pp. 153- 173; and Weiqing Song, “Feeling Safe, Being Strong: China’s
Strategy of Soft Balancing through the Shanghai Cooperation Organization,”
International Politics, vol. 50, no. 5 (2013), pp. 664 685.

44. Peter Gourevitch, Politics in Hard Times: Comparative Responses to International

Economic Crises (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1986); Jeffrey A. Frieden,



ALY SR

45.

46.

Debt, Development, and Democracy: Modern Political Economy and Latin America,
1865- 1985 (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1991); Fordham, Building
the Cold War Consensus; Etel Solingen, Regional Orders at Century’s Dawn: Global
and Domestic Inﬂuences on Grand Strategy (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press, 1998); Peter Trubowitz, Defining the National Interest: Conflict and Change
in American Foreign Policy (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1998); Steven
E. Lobell, The Challenge of Hegemony: Grand Strategy, Trade, and Domestic Politics
(Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2003); and Narizny, Political Economy
of Grand Strategy.

Waltz, Theory of International Politics, pp. 129- 160; and Joseph M. Grieco,
Cooperation among Nations: Europe, America, and Non- Tariff Barriers to
Trade (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1990).

Joanne Gowa and Edward D. Mansfield, “Power Politics and International
Trade;” American Political Science Review, vol. 87, no. 2 (1993), pp. 408- 420;
and Joanne Gowa, Allies, Adversaries, and International Trade (Princeton, NJ:

Princeton University Press, 1995).

i e S5 b S 59,5 ol S o )L 55548 bl candl

a5 A s S 2 Yzl 5 a5 (s S Sl sl Lo
)l o 5ls plionts el s el 325 3,57 A 53 gyl 5 Jolite oyl
40355 g sy ol dil i aabl 3ol 505 O lond 4 Lay T 6,50 3ol
Joanne Gowa, “Bipolarity, Multipolarity, and Free Trade,” American Political

Science Review, vol. 83, no. 4 (1989), pp. 1245- 1256.

48. Solingen, Regional Orders at Century’s Dawn, pp. 26— 29; and Fordham, Building

4

Ne)

50.

the Cold War Consensus, p. 3.

. See Lobell, Challenge of Hegemony, pp. 105- 111.

J. P. D. Dunbabin, “British Rearmament in the 1930s: A Chronology and
Review; Historical Journal, vol. 18, no. 3 (1975), p. 601; Steven E. Lobell,
“Bringing Balancing Back In: Britain’s Targeted Balancing, 1936 1939, Journal
of Strategic Studies, vol. 35, no. 6 (2012), pp. 747- 773; and Norrin M. Ripsman
and Jack S. Levy, “Wishful Thinking or Buying Time? The Logic of British



Ml ol S5 ) Sl 5 5 Y
Appeasement in the 1930s,” International Security, vol. 33, no. 2 (2008), pp.
148-181, at p. 179.

51. Yoshihisa Godo, “Reforming Japan’s Agricultural Policies,;” WTO Millennium
Round Issues, October 5, 2000, http:// fordschool.umich.edu/ rsie/
Conferences/ CGP/ Oct2000Papers/ Godo.pdf, accessed May 13, 2015.

52. Frederick W. Mayer, Interpreting NAFTA: The Science and Art of Political Analysis
(New York: Columbia University Press, 1998); Maxwell A. Cameron and Brian
W. Tomlin, The Making of NAFTA: How the Deal Was Done (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 2000); and Kerry A. Chase, Trading Blocs: States, Firms, and
Regions in the World Economy (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2005).

53. See, for example, Richard Ned Lebow and Janice Gross Stein, We All Lost
the Cold War (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1994); Richard K.
Herrmann and Richard Ned Lebow, Ending the Cold War: Interpretations,
Causation, and the Study of International Relations, 1st ed. (New York: Palgrave
Macmillan, 2004); Janice Gross Stein, “Political Learning by Doing: Gorbachev
as Uncommitted Thinker and Motivated Learner,” International Organization,
vol. 48, no. 2 (1994), pp. 155~ 183; Rey Koslowski and Friedrich V. Kratochwil,
“Understanding Change in International Politics: The Soviet Empire’s Demise
and the International System,” International Organization, vol. 48, no. 2 (1994),
pp. 215- 247; Stephen G. Brooks and William C. Wohlforth, “Economic
Constraints and the End of the Cold War,” in Cold War Endgame, ed. William C.
Wohlforth (University Park: Pennsylvania State University Press, 2002); idem.,
“From Old Thinking to New Thinking to Qualitative Research,” International
Security, vol. 26, no. 4 (2002), pp. 93— 111; idem., “Power, Globalization, and the
End of the Cold War: Reevaluating a Landmark Case for Ideas,” International
Security, vol. 25, no. 3 (2000), pp. 5- 53; and Randall L. Schweller and William
C. Wohlforth, “Power Test: Evaluating Realism in Response to the End of the
Cold War,” Security Studies, vol. 9, no. 3 (2000), pp. 60- 107.

54. Seminal constructivist works in IR include Alexander Wendt, Social

Theory of International Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,



AR NN

1999); Nicholas G. Onuf, World of Our Making: Rules and Rule in Social
Theory and International Relations (Columbia: University of South Carolina
Press, 1989); Emanuel Adler, “Seizing the Middle Ground: Constructivism
in World Politics,” European Journal of International Relations, vol. 3, no. 3
(1997), pp. 319- 363.
e & &5 0ol o )il iz o 4 )3l &S (S r s e
oS laa 5 5L b 5l S a8y e Lo oS Tl i ol 2,15
A3 o 3 aS e e 1y Lzl b (Kom 3 oSG gl e
o259 3 S Dttt Mol (ol Sl i ool 5 0 oo (g i oo iz
S o i (S5 b 5 (o Soskon
3l e 4 ol i el o Ll s o 155 51 gl s 5 o0 oS 00
Loe g 255 o s om0 gy oo gl oS ol Ui jlo o0 ulid s
8 o 0oy oo 5
See Nicholas Kitchen, “Ideas of Power and Power of Ideas;” in Neoclassical Realism
and European Politics: Bringing Power Back in, ed. Asle Toje and Barbara Kunz
(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2012), p. 85. We tend to agree.

56. Stephen M. Walt, Revolution and War (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press,
1996), pp. 222—- 224 and 237- 250.

57. Gawdat Bahgat, “The Islamic Republic and the Jewish State,” Israel Affairs, vol.
11, no. 3 (2005), pp. 517- 534.

58. Timothy W. Crawford, “Powers of Division: From the Anti- Cominterm to
the Nazi- Soviet and Japanese Soviet Pacts, 1936— 1941, in The Challenge
of Grand Strategy: The Great Powers and the Broken Balance between the
World Wars, ed. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Steven E.
Lobell (New York: Cambridge University Press, 2011), pp. 246- 278.

59. Geoftrey Roberts, Stalins Wars: From World War to Cold War, 1939- 1953
(New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2006), pp. 284- 287.

1. See for example, Anders Wivel, “Explaining Why State X Made a Certain Move



Bl sl (S 5 1 Sl 3 s B PP

Last Tuesday: The Promise and Limitations of Realist Foreign Policy Analysis,”
Journal of International Relations and Development, vol. 8, no. 4 (2005), pp.
355- 380; Conor Loughlin, “Irish Foreign Policy During World War II: A Test
for Realist Theories of Foreign Policy,” Irish Studies in International Affairs,
vol. 19 (2008), pp. 99— 117; Balkan Devlen and Ozgur Ozdamar, “Neoclassical
Realism and Foreign Policy Crises,” in Rethinking Realism in International
Relations: Between Tradition and Innovation, ed. Annette Freyberg- Inan, Ewan
Harrison, and Patrick James (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press,
2009), pp. 136- 163; Nicholas Kitchen, “Systemic Pressures and Domestic
Ideas: A Neoclassical Realist Model of Grand Strategy Formation,” Review of
International Studies, vol. 36, no. 1 (2010), pp. 117- 143; Victor D. Cha,
“Powerplay: Origins of the US. Alliance System in Asia,” International
Security, vol. 34, no. 3 (2009- 2010), pp. 158- 196; and Evan N. Resnick,
“Strange Bedfellows: U.S. Bargaining Behavior with Allies of Convenience;’
International Security, vol. 35, no. 3 (2010), pp. 144- 184.

2. Stefano Guzzini, “The Enduring Dilemmas of Realism in International
Relations,” European Journal of International Relations, vol. 10, no. 4 (2004),
pp. 533- 566; Jonathan D. Caverley, “Power and Democratic Weakness:
Neoconservatism and Neoclassical Realism,” Millennium: Journal of Interna-
tional Studies, vol. 38, no. 3 (2010), pp. 593- 614; Eben Coetzee and Heidi
Hudson, “Democratic Peace Theory and the Realist- Liberal Dichotomy:
The Promise of Neoclassical Realism?,” Politikon, vol. 39, no. 2 (2012), pp.
257- 277; and Adam Quinn, “Kenneth Waltz, Adam Smith, and the Limits
of Science: Hard Choices for Neoclassical Realism,” International Politics, vol.
50, no. 2 (2013), pp. 159- 182.

3. See Christopher Layne, The Peace of Illusions: American Grand Strategy from
1940 to the Present (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2006); Colin Dueck,
Reluctant Crusaders: Power, Culture, and Change in American Grand Strategy
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006); Jeremy Pressman, War-

ring Friends: Alliance Restraint in International Politics (Ithaca, NY: Cornell



YYY W ey

University Press, 2008); Amelia Hadfield, British Foreign Policy, National
Identity, and Neoclassical Realism (Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield,
2010); and Stefanie von Hlatky, American Allies in Times of War (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2013).

355 &) QS Sl oy 5 ek s S0 3550 3. F
Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1959); J. David Singer, “The Level- of- Analysis
Problem in International Relations,” World Politics, vol. 14, no. 1 (1961), pp.
77- 92; Alexander E. Wendt, “The Agent- Structure Problem in International
Relations Theory,” International Organization, vol. 41, no. 3 (1987), pp.
335- 370; idem., “Levels of Analysis vs. Agents and Structures: Part III;’ Review
of International Studies, vol. 18, no. 2 (1992), pp. 181- 185; and David Dessler,
“Whats at Stake in the Agent- Structure Debate?,” International Organization,
vol. 43, no. 3 (1989), pp. 441- 473.

w058 & o) (Pl glaay lais ) e 550

John A. Hall and T. V. Paul, “Preconditions for Prudence: A Sociological
Synthesis of Realism and Liberalism,” in International Order and the Future
of World Politics, ed., T. V. Paul and John A. Hall (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1999), pp. 67— 77; and Rudra Sil and Peter J. Katzenstein,
Beyond Paradigms: Analytic Eclecticism in the Study of World Politics
(London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2010).

4. Kenneth N. Waltz, Man, the State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1959).

5. John A. Hall and T. V. Paul, “Preconditions for Prudence: A Sociological
Synthesis of Realism and Liberalism,” in International Order and the Future
of World Politics, ed., T. V. Paul and John A. Hall (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1999), pp. 67— 77; and Rudra Sil and Peter J. Katzenstein,
Beyond Paradigms: Analytic Eclecticism in the Study of World Politics
(London: Palgrave Macmillan, 2010).

6. David A. Lake, “Why ‘Isms’ Are Evil: Theory, Epistemology, and Academic



| e K38 5 1S5 5 5 PP
Sects as Impediments to Understanding and Progress,” International Studies
Quarterly, vol. 55, no. 2 (2011), pp. 465- 480.

7. Peter ]. Katzenstein, A World of Regions: Asia and Europe in the American
Imperium (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2005); Norrin M. Ripsman,
“Two Stages of Transition From a Region of War to a Region of Peace:
Realist Transition and Liberal Endurance,” International Studies Quarterly,
vol. 49, no. 4 (2005), pp. 669- 693.

8. Miller, States, Nations, and the Great Powers.

9. Gideon Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy,” World
Politics, vol. 51, no. 1 (1998), pp. 144- 172.

10. See Bruce M. Russett, Grasping the Democratic Peace (Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press, 1993).

11.

—

Paul A. Papayoanou, “Interdependence, Institutions, and the Balance of
Power: Britain, Germany, and World War I,” International Security, vol. 20,
no. 4 (1996), pp. 42— 76; and Galia Press- Barnathan, The Political Economy
of Transitions to Peace (Pittsburgh, PA: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2009).
395 ¢ 92 ) (S el Bt () 2 61

Robert O. Keohane, “International Liberalism Revisited,” in The Economic

Limits to Modern Politics, ed. John Dunn (Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press, 1990), pp. 186- 187.

12. Andrew Moravcsik, “Taking Preferences Seriously: Liberalism and
International Relations Theory,” International Organization, vol. 51, no. 4
(1997), pp. 512- 553.

13. Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, Steven E. Lobell, and Norrin M. Ripsman, “Introduction:
Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy; in Neoclassical Realism, the
State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeftrey
W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 1- 41, at pp.
23-28.

14. Margaret G. Hermann, Charles F. Hermann, and Joe D. Hagan, “How

Decision Units Shape Foreign Policy Behavior;” in New Directions in the Study



YO W ey

15.

16.

17.

of Foreign Policy, ed. Charles E Hermann, Charles W. Kegley, and James N.
Rosenau (Boston: Allen and Unwin, 1987), pp. 309- 336.

Nicholas Kitchen, “The Obama Doctrine— Detente or Decline?” European
Political Science, vol. 10, no. 1 (2011), pp. 27- 35; Colin Dueck, The Obama
Doctrine: American Grand Strategy Today (New York: Oxford University
Press, 2015); and Lowell Dittmer, “Chinese Human Rights and American
Foreign Policy: A Realist Approach,” Review of Politics, vol. 63, no. 3 (2001),
pp. 421- 459.

Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies; Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, “State Building
for Future Wars: Neoclassical Realism and the Resource- Extractive
State)” Security Studies, vol. 15, no. 3 (2006), pp. 464 495; and Jean- Marc
E Blanchard and Norrin M. Ripsman, “A Political Theory of Economic
Statecraft,” Foreign Policy Analysis, vol. 4, no. 4 (2008), pp.371- 398.

Chaim Kaufmann, “Threat Inflation and the Failure of the Marketplace of
Ideas: The Selling of the Iraq War,” International Security, vol. 29, no. 1 (2004),
pp. 5- 48; Ronald R. Krebs and Chaim Kaufmann, “Correspondence: Selling
the Market Short? The Marketplace of Ideas and the Iraq War,” International
Security, vol. 29, no. 4 (2005), pp. 196- 207; and Jon Western, “The War over
Iraq: Selling War to the American Public,” Security Studies, vol. 14, no. 1 (2005),
pp- 106- 139.

18. Norrin M. Ripsman, “Neoclassical Realism and Domestic Interest Groups,” in

19.

Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin
M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2009), pp. 170- 193; and Steven R. David, “Explaining Third World
Alignment;,” World Politics, vol. 43, no. 2 (1991), pp. 233- 256.

Jack S. Levy, “The Diversionary Theory of War,” in The Handbook of War
Studies, ed. Manus I. Midlarsky (Boston: Unwin Hyman, 1989), pp. 259-
288; Alastair Smith, “Diversionary Foreign Policy in Democratic Systems;’
International Studies Quarterly, vol. 40, no. 1 (March 1996), pp. 133-
153; and Sara McLaughlin Mitchell and Brandon C. Prins, “Rivalry and



i ol (S 5 1 Sl 2 s ¥
Diversionary Uses of Force,” Journal of Conflict Resolution, vol. 48, no. 6
(2004), pp. 937- 961.

20. Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy””

21. Mark R. Brawley, “Neoclassical Realism and Strategic Calculations:
Explaining Divergent British, French, and Soviet Strategies toward Germany
between the World Wars (1919- 1939),” in Neoclassical Realism, the State,
and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey
W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 75— 98.

22. E. H. Carr, The Twenty Years’ Crisis, 1919~ 1939: An Introduction to the Study
of International Relations (London: Macmillan, 1961), pp. 85- 87, 124- 129,
and 132- 138; Reinhold Niebuhr, The Structure of Nations and Empires
(New York: Charles Scribner’s, 1959); Raymond Aron, Peace and War: A
Theory of International Relations, trans. Richard Howard and Annette Baker
Fox (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1966), pp. 597- 600; and Hans
J. Morgenthau, Dilemmas of Politics (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1958), pp. 68~ 75.
el B nd 5 o0le )8 AdlGe gty (elalps kS eal 5 )50

050 g ) (2l
Hans J. Morgenthau, Politics among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace,
5th ed., rev. (New York: McGraw- Hill, 1978), pp. 146- 150.

23. Patrick James, International Relations and Scientific Progress: Structural Realism
Reconsidered (Columbus: Ohio State University Press, 2002), pp. 14— 20.

24. Taliaferro, Lobell, and Ripsman, “Introduction,” esp. pp. 13- 21.

25. Richard K. Ashley, “The Poverty of Neorealism,” International Organization,
vol. 38, no. 2 (1984), pp. 225- 286.

Sy il S il 58Ty il g Koo o3l el Lt o8 3l o0k
bl sl ol o ol SISl 5 Sde s SSTl ckS
3o -l I S5 b o gl al 1 S Sl

26. Taliaferro, Lobell, and Ripsman, “Introduction,” pp. 14~ 16.

27. Joseph M. Parent and Joshua M. Baron, “Elder Abuse: How the Moderns



YV W ey

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.
34.

Mistreat Classical Realism,” International Studies Review, vol. 13, no. 2 (2011),
pp- 193-213.

Ibid., pp. 197- 198; and Ashley J. Tellis, “Reconstructing Political Realism:
The Long March to Scientific Theory;” Security Studies, vol. 5, no. 2 (1996),
p- 50.

This European turn, which we term “European ideational realism;
relies heavily on Michael Williams's study of Morgenthau’s ideational
underpinnings. In particular, see Michael C. Williams, “Why Ideas Matter
in International Relations: Hans Morgenthau, Classical Realism, and the
Moral Construction of Power Politics,” International Organization, vol. 58,
no. 4 (2004), pp. 633- 665; Dario Battistella, “Raymond Aron: A Neoclassical
Realist before the Term Existed?” in Neoclassical Realism in European
Politics: Bringing Politics Back In, ed. Alse Toje and Barbara Kunz (Manchester:
Manchester University Press, 2012), pp. 117- 137; and Michael C. Williams,
ed., Realism Reconsidered: The Legacy of Hans Morgenthau in International
Relations (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007).

Haslam, No Virtue Like Necessity; and Michael Joseph Smith, Realist Thought
fromWeber to Kissinger (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1986).
Juliet Kaarbo, “A Foreign Policy Analysis Perspective on the Domestic Politics
Turn in IR Theory, International Studies Review, vol. 17, no. 2 (2015), pp.
189-216.

Valerie M. Hudson, “Foreign Policy Analysis: Actor- Specific Theory and
the Ground of International Relations,” Foreign Policy Analysis, vol. 1, no. 1
(2005), p. 1.

Ibid,, p. 2.

Valerie M. Hudson and Christopher S. Vore, “Foreign Policy Analysis
Yesterday, Today, and Tomorrow;” International Studies Quarterly, vol. 39, no.
3(1995), pp. 209- 238.

(b liilyy 2 03250) ()l ol Jlod o slokes g s 2 225
uﬁ‘;é‘ﬁ Gy 5 Sl Oldlas 5 ziel Dlallas glaasls 5 )5 iz

Yo



Hll e ol (S5 1 Sl 2 5 YA
Sloasa) ol 5K 5o 3 g JBT Sl s 525 gl el axils 5l
050 ¢ g2 o Sl
James W. Davis, ed., Psychology, Strategy and Conflict: Perceptions of Insecurity
in International Relations (New York: Routledge, 2012).

36. Kaarbo, “A Foreign Policy Analysis Perspective;” p. 204.

(Bl izl (B, d)f;w»@ B, 5l plaite S adllls ol

355 £ sy d S il sl a5 b el 5 5 ST 5 ez
James M. Goldgeier and Philip E. Tetlock, “Psychology and International
Relations Theory;,” Annual Review of Political Science, vol. 4, no. 1 (2001), pp.
67-92.

37. See Kaarbo, “A Foreign Policy Analysis Perspective,” pp. 204— 205.

38. Ibid., pp. 203- 205.

39. Ibid., p. 204.

40. Jeffrey T. Checkel, “The Constructivist Turn in International Relations
Theory; World Politics, vol. 50, no. 2 (1998), p. 325; and see also Nicholas
G. Onuf, “Constructivism: A User’s Manual,” in International Relations in a
Constructed World, ed. Vendulka Kubalkova, Nicholas G. Onuf, and Paul
Kowert (Armonk, NY: M. E. Sharpe, 1998), pp. 58— 78, esp. pp. 58— 64.

41. Nicholas G. Onuf, World of Our Making: Rules and Rule in Social Theory and
International Relations (Columbia: University of South Carolina Press, 1989);
and Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1999). Examples of the latter include Jeffrey
Legro, Cooperation under Fire: Anglo- German Restraint during World War
II (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1995); Peter J. Katzenstein, Cultural
Norms and National Security: Police and Military in Postwar Japan (Ithaca,
NY: Cornell University Press, 1996); Jeffrey Legro, Rethinking the World:
Great Power Strategies and International Order (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University
Press, 2005); and Mark L. Haas, The Ideological Origins of Great Power Politics,
1789~ 1989 (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2005).

42. Jeffrey W. Legro and Andrew Moravcsik, “Is Anybody Still a Realist?”



AL NEER

43.

44.

45.

46.
47.

48.
49.

International Security, vol. 24, no. 2 (1999), pp. 5- 55, at pp. 34— 39.

Steve Smith, “Foreign Policy Is What States Make of It: Social Constructivism
and International Relations Theory;” in Foreign Policy in a Constructed World,
ed. Vendulka Kubalkova (Armonk, NY: M. E. Sharpe, 2001), pp. 38— 55, at p. 38.
Taliaferro, Lobell, and Ripsman, “Introduction,” pp. 28— 29.

J. Samuel Barkin, Realist Constructivism (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2010), p. 154.

Tbid., pp. 103- 104.

Chris Brown, “Realism: Rational or Reasonable?” International Affairs, vol.
88, no. 4 (2012), pp. 857- 866.

Legro and Moravecsik, “Is Anybody Still a Realist?”

John A. Vasquez, “The Realist Paradigm and Degenerative versus Progressive
Research Programs: An Appraisal of Neotraditional Research on Waltzs
Balancing Proposition,” American Political Science Review, vol. 91, no. 4

(1997), pp. 899- 912.

50. Stephen M. Walt, “The Enduring Relevance of the Realist Tradition,” in Political

Science: State of the Discipline, ed. Ira Katznelson and Helen Milner (New York:
W. W. Norton, 2002), pp. 197- 230, at p. 211.

51. Randall L. Schweller, Unanswered Threats: Political Constraints on the Balance of

52.

Power (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006); Jeffrey W. Taliaferro,
“Neoclassical Realism and Resource Extraction: State Building for Future War,”
in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin
M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2009), pp. 194- 226; and Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies.

Daniel L. Byman and Kenneth M. Pollack, “Let Us Now Praise Great Men:
Bringing the Statesman Back In;” International Security, vol. 25, no. 4 (2001),
pp- 107- 146.

53. Randall L. Schweller, “The Progressiveness of Neoclassical Realism,” in Progress

in International Relations Theory: Appraising the Field, ed. Colin Elman and

Miriam Fendius Elman (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2003), pp. 311- 347.



el e SIS 5 ) S il 3 5 W ¥

54. Rose, “Neoclassical Realism and Theories of Foreign Policy”; Schweller, “The
Progressiveness of Neoclassical Realism”; Taliaferro, Lobell, and Ripsman,
“Introduction”; and Norrin M. Ripsman, Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, and Steven
E. Lobell, “The Future of Neoclassical Realism,” in Neoclassical Realism, the
State, and Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey
W. Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 280- 299.

55. Walt, “The Enduring Relevance of the Realist Tradition,” p. 211; and Annette
Freyberg- Inan, Ewan Harrison, and Patrick James, “Ways Forward,” in
Rethinking Realism in International Relations: Between Tradition and
Innovation, ed. Annette Freyberg- Inan, Ewan Harrison, and Patrick James
(Baltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2009), pp. 253 265, at p. 259.

56. Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, MA: Addison-
Wesley 1979), chapters5- 6; and idem., “Reflections on Theory of International
Politics: A Response to My Critics,” in Neorealism and Its Critics, ed. Robert O.
Keohane (New York: Columbia University Press, 1986), pp. 322— 346, at p. 330.

57. Taliaferro, Lobell, and Ripsman, “Introduction,” p. 23.

58. See, for example, Carl Hempel, “Empiricist Criteria of Cogpnitive Significance:
Problems Changes,” in The Philosophy of Science, Part I, ed. Richard Boyd, Philip
Gasper, and J. D. Trout (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1991), pp. 71- 84, at p. 79.

59. Legro and Moravcsik, “Is Anybody Still a Realist?” p. 30.

60. See Benjamin Frankel, “Restating the Realist Case: An Introduction,” Security
Studies, vol. 5, no. 3 (1996), pp. ix— xx.

61. Quinn, “Kenneth Waltz, Adam Smith, and the Limits of Science;” p. 161.

62.Tbid., p. 178.

63. Tbid., pp. 171~ 173, 178.

64.Tbid, p. 177.

65. Walt, “The Enduring Relevance of the Realist Tradition,” p. 211.

66. Steven E. Lobell, Kristen P. Williams, and Neal G. Jesse, “Why Do Secondary
States Choose to Support, Follow, or Challenge?” International Politics, vol.

52, no. 2 (2015), pp. 146- 162.



\RA b g g

67. Schweller, Unanswered Threats, pp. 85— 102; Vipin Narang, Nuclear Strategy
in the Modern Era: Regional Powers and International Conflict (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press, 2014); Devlen and Ozdamar, “Neoclassial
Realism and Foreign Policy Crises”; Tom Dyson, Neoclassical Realism and
Defence Reform in Post- Cold War Europe (New York: Palgrave Macmillan,
2010); Hans Mouritzen and Anders Wivel, Explaining Foreign Policy:
International Diplomacy and the Russo- Georgian War (Boulder, CO: Lynne
Rienner, 2012); Lorenzo Cladi and Mark Webber, “Italian Foreign Policy
in the Post- Cold War Period: A Neoclassical Realist Approach,” European
Security, vol. 20, no. 2 (2011), pp. 205- 219; and Hyon Joo Yoo, “Domestic
Hurdles for System- Driven Behavior: Neoclassical Realism and Missile
Defense Policies in Japan and South Korea,” International Relations of the
Asia- Pacific, vol. 12, no. 2 (2012), pp. 317- 348.

68. Kitchen, “Systemic Pressures and Domestic Ideas””

69. John J. Mearsheimer, “The False Promise of International Institutions,”
International Security, vol. 19, no. 3 (1994), pp. 5- 49; Kenneth N. Waltz,
“Globalization and Governance;” PS: Political Science and Politics, vol. 32, no.
4 (1999), pp. 693- 700; and idem., “Structural Realism after the Cold War;’
International Security, vol. 25, no. 1 (2000), pp. 5- 41.

70. See Norrin M. Ripsman, “Neoclassical Realism and International
Organizations,” unpublished manuscript, Concordia University, n.d.

7

—

. Deborah D. Avant, The Market for Force: The Consequences of Privatizing
Security (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005); P. W. Singer,
Corporate Warriors: The Rise of the Privatized Military Industry, updated
ed. (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2008); Andrew Alexandra,
Deane- Peter Baker, and Marina Caparini, eds., Private Military and Secu-
rity Companies: Ethics, Policies and Civil- Military Relations (London and
New York: Routledge, 2008); and Thomas C. Bruneau, Patriots for Profit:
Contractors and the Military in U.S. National Security (Stanford, CA:

Stanford University Press, 2011).



Wl e SIS 5 ) Sl 5 5 B PR

72. Eugenio Cusumano, “Bridging the Gap: Mobilisation Constraints and
Contractor Support to US and UK Military Operations,” Journal of Strategic
Studies, vol. 38, no. 5 (2015), pp. 1- 29.

73. Kristen P. Williams, Steven E. Lobell, and Neal G. Jesse, eds. Beyond
Great Powers and Hegemons: Why Secondary States Support, Follow, or
Challenge (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 2012); and T. V. Paul, ed.,
Accommodating Rising Powers: Past, Present, Future (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2016).

74. Steven E. Lobell, “Can the United States and China Escape the Thucydides
Trap?” China International Strategy Review (Beijing: Center for International
and Strategic Studies, Peking University, 2015).

75. Shiping Tang, “Taking Stock of Neoclassical Realism,” International Studies
Review, vol. 11, no. 4 (2009), pp. 799- 803, at pp. 799- 800.

76. Ripsman, Peacemaking by Democracies; and M. Taylor Fravel, Strong
Borders, Secure Nation: Cooperation and Conflict in Chinas Territorial
Disputes (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2008).

77. Kenneth A. Oye (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1986), pp. 1-
24; and Peter D. Feaver et al.,“Brother, Can You Spare a Paradigm? (Or Was
Anybody Ever a Realist?),” International Security, vol. 25, no. 1 (2000), pp.
165-193, at p. 174.

78. Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1981); Jack S. Levy, “Declining Power and the Preventive
Motivation for War,” World Politics, vol. 40, no. 1 (1987), pp. 82— 107; Stephen
Van Evera, Causes of War: Power and the Roots of Conflict (Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 1999); and Dale C. Copeland, The Origins of Major War
(Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2000).

79. Robert Axelrod, The Evolution of Cooperation (New York: Basic Books, 1984);
and Oye, “Explaining Cooperation under Anarchy”

80. See, for example, Bruce Russett, Controlling the Sword: The Democratic Gover-

nance of National Security (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1990).



\RAS b g g

81. David M. Edelstein, “Managing Uncertainty: Beliefs about Intentions and the
Rise of Great Powers,” Security Studies, vol. 12, no. 1 (2002), pp. 1- 40; Monica
D. Toft “Issue Indivisibility and Time Horizons as Rationalist Explanations for
War,” Security Studies, vol. 15, no. 1 (2006), pp. 34— 69; Philip Streich and Jack
S. Levy, “Time Horizons, Discounting, and Intertemporal Choice;” Journal of
Conflict Resolution, vol. 51, no. 2 (2007), pp. 199- 226;

82. Norrin M. Ripsman, Jeffrey W. Taliaferro, and Steven E. Lobell, “Conclusion:
The State of Neoclassical Realism,” in Neoclassical Realism, the State, and
Foreign Policy, ed. Steven E. Lobell, Norrin M. Ripsman, and Jeffrey W.
Taliaferro (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2009), pp. 280- 299,
at p. 299.

83. Vasquez, “The Realist Paradigm and Degenerative versus Progressive

Research Programs”



	3.pdf
	Page 1


