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***This syllabus is subject to revision up to the first week of class. Please see course website for most up-to-date syllabus.*** 

 

Veronica M. Kitchen 
vkitchen@uwaterloo.ca 
Office: HH 312 
Office Hours: Wednesday, 10-12 or by appointment 
 
 
Contact Policy: The best way to contact me is by email or to come to office hours.  
 
Pre-Requisites: Admitted as a graduate student. A strong background in International Relations is 
recommended. 
 

Course Description: Why do we have violent political conflict, and how can it be resolved? How and 
why do wars begin and end?  This course is a graduate level survey of theories of conflict and conflict 
resolution drawn from international relations, comparative politics, and peace studies. It is part of the 
Conflict & Security Stream of the Global Governance program, and will serve as additional preparation 
for students writing a comprehensive exam or dissertation in that field. It will also appeal to students in 
other programs seeking a strong background in the IR subfield of security or peace and conflict studies. 
This course focuses on political violence and conflict resolution between groups, including but not 
limited to states.  
 
Course Objectives:  
 
By the end of the course, students should be able to:  
 

• Explain, critique, compare and synthesize, orally and in writing, the major theories and works in 
the field of conflict and conflict resolution.   

• Fashion original arguments addressing the major questions in the field of conflict and conflict 
resolution.   

• Write short critical and analytical essays, abstracts, and research papers at the graduate level 

• Concisely and persuasively develop an argument about a body of literature 

• Formulate a research question and design and write a conference paper 

• Develop analytical questions for discussion and act as a discussion leader 

• Give a short, effective presentation based on a research paper 

• Give astute, helpful commentary on a colleague’s research paper 
 

The Fine Print 
 



By registering in this course you agree to be familiar with and to abide by the University’s policies on 
academic offences and plagiarism, as well as the expectations set out on the course website, on this 
syllabus, on individual assignments, and as outlined below: 
 
Academic Integrity: In order to maintain a culture of academic integrity, members of the University of 
Waterloo are expected to promote honesty, trust, fairness, respect and responsibility. 
Discipline: A student is expected to know what constitutes academic integrity, to avoid committing 
academic offences, and to take responsibility for his/her actions. A student who is unsure whether an 
action constitutes an offence, or who needs help in learning how to avoid offences (e.g., plagiarism, 
cheating) or about “rules” for group work/collaboration should seek guidance from the course 
professor, academic advisor, or the Undergraduate Associate Dean. When misconduct has been found to 
have occurred, disciplinary penalties will be imposed under Policy 71 – Student Discipline. For 
information on categories of offenses and types of penalties, students should refer to Policy 71 - Student 
Discipline, http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infosec/Policies/policy71.htm  
Grievance: A student who believes that a decision affecting some aspect of his/her university life has 
been unfair or unreasonable may have grounds for initiating a grievance. Read Policy 70 - Student 
Petitions and Grievances, Section 4, http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infosec/Policies/policy70.htm  
Appeals: A student may appeal the finding and/or penalty in a decision made under Policy 70 - Student 
Petitions and Grievances (other than regarding a petition) or Policy 71 - Student Discipline if a ground 
for an appeal can be established. Read Policy 72 - Student Appeals, 
http://www.adm.uwaterloo.ca/infosec/Policies/policy72.htm 
Academic Integrity website (Arts): http://arts.uwaterloo.ca/arts/ugrad/academic_responsibility.html 
Academic  Integrity Office (UW): http://uwaterloo.ca/academicintegrity/ 
 
Note for students with disabilities: The Office for Persons with Disabilities (OPD), located in 
Needles Hall, Room 1132, collaborates with all academic departments to arrange appropriate 
accommodations for students with disabilities without compromising the academic integrity of the 
curriculum.  If you require academic accommodations to lessen the impact of your disability, please 
register with the OPD at the beginning of each academic term. 
 
Evaluation 
 
Critical Review and Discussion Leader 
 
Students will prepare one 1500-1800 word critical review of the literature for one class meeting. The 
critical review should outline the major themes, strengths and weaknesses of the literature at hand. 
Students are encouraged to look beyond the course readings for critiques and book reviews which may 
assist them in writing the paper. Critical Reviews should be distributed via UW-ACE to the class by 2pm 
the day before we meet. The goal of the Critical Reviews is to provide practice at critical analysis, but 
also to provide each student with a set of notes and critiques which will help them to study for the 
comprehensive exam, should they be taking it. 
 
For the same class, students should prepare several discussion questions based on the readings and their 
critical review and be prepared to kick off the discussion and generally act as discussion leader. Dr. 
Coleman’s syllabus for PSCI 462 (available on the political science website) has some really excellent 
advice for how to act as discussion leader. 
 
Value: 10% critical review and 10% discussion leader. 
Due dates will be assigned the first day of class. Late papers will not be accepted. If you are struck ill 
or otherwise cannot complete your assignment on your designated day, you may petition the 



instructor—beforehand except in the most unusual circumstances—to choose another date. This will be 
allowed at the instructor’s discretion.  
 
Research Paper 

a) Research proposal. The research proposal is due in class October 6th. The research proposal 

should answer the following questions: What is the research question? Why is it important? 

What have others said about it? How will you do the research? The research proposal should be 

no more than 5 pages (double spaced, not including a bibliography), and may be substantially 

less. You should include an abstract of approximately 250 words, suitable for submission to the 

CPSA conference. The research proposal  is not the introduction to your paper, just the sketch 

of a research design to convince me your paper is worth writing. Research proposals will not be 

marked. However, if your research proposal has not been approved by the instructor before you 

hand in your research paper, I will not mark your research paper, and you will receive zero on 

this assignment. 

b) Research paper draft. A substantially complete draft of your research paper is due to the 
person who is completing your peer review (see below) a week before your presentation date (to 
be assigned early in the semester).  
 

c) Research paper. The research paper should be article length: at least 6000 words, and no more 
than 10 000 words, including an abstract of approximately 250 words and all notes, references, 
and bibliography. Papers are due the last week of class or one week after your research 
presentation, whichever is later. The title page should be formatted like a conference paper and 
contain the following text:   
 

Title of Your Paper 
Your Name 

Your Affiliation (UW / WLU / Balsillie School)  
youremail@uwaterloo.ca 

PSCI 659 
December, 2010 

DRAFT – NOT FOR CITATION WITHOUT PERMISSION 
 

Abstract:  
 

(insert abstract here) 
 

 
Students who have never written a paper of this magnitude before are encouraged to review the 
information at www.beginningresearchers.org – nothing you haven’t heard before, but a concise and 
useful review. There is other advice on how to write a research paper on the course website.  
 
Feel free to use this research paper to test ideas related to your thesis topic – though you should not be 
recycling work. Or use it to explore a new topic you won’t have time to explore in your thesis!  
 
The Canadian Political Science Association`s Annual Conference will be held in Waterloo May 16-18, 
2011. Students enrolled in a doctoral program or contemplating applying to doctoral program are 



strongly encouraged to submit their abstracts to the conference (deadline usually the beginning of 
November).   
 
Value: 40% 
Due: December 2010.  
 
Conference Presentation 
 
Each student will make a 10-minute conference-style presentation to their peers in the final weeks of 
class (n.b. – we may have to add another session, depending on enrolment). This is an opportunity for 
you to practice your presentation skills and learn how to craft a presentation from a longer paper. Details 
and advice will be discussed in class. 
 
Value: 10%  
Due: November 24 and Dec 1 (TBC) 
 
Paper Discussion 
 
Each student will read a colleague’s paper and prepare a short (5-7 minute) presentation in conference 
discussant style. You must provide a copy of your speaking notes to the author which also includes any 
other comments you may have which are not part of the presentation. Details and advice will be 
discussed in class.  
 
Value: 5% 
Due: November 24 and Dec 1 (TBC) 
 
Students will write a take-home exam modelled on the comprehensive exams. Students will be expected  
to craft persuasive and original answers to 2 questions based on their knowledge of the literature on 
international organizations. No additional reading outside of the coursework is required or expected. 
Exams will not exceed 5000 words (excluding bibliography and references). 
 
Class Participation 
 
Class participation is imperative to a successful graduate level classroom experience. Students are 
expected to critically read all of the required readings, and to come prepared with questions and critiques. 
You may wish to refer to the document “How Do I Know If I’m Participating?” for a rubric. 
 
Value: 25%. Note that it is not possible to pass this portion of your mark by attendance alone.  
 
 
 Laptops and Class Participation: The success of this seminar course relies on excellent discussions 
and intensive class participation. In order to facilitate the flow of discussion, I request that students not 
use their laptops to take notes (or do anything else) in seminar. If you have a valid reason for why you 
must use your laptop during class, please speak to me. 
 
Late Policy 
 
Extensions are granted at the discretion of the instructor and usually only with appropriate 
documentation from the OPD or Counselling Services, or with the Verification of Illness Form, 
although there is more room for manoeuvre with graduate students than undergraduates. 



 
Late assignments are penalized at the rate of 1% of the weighted final grade per day (per hour for the Mock 
Comp), including weekends (astute students will notice that this is equivalent to 1% of your final mark in 
the course). For example: If a student receives 40/50 on an assignment worth 20%, the weighted final 
grade is 16/20, and if the student hands in the assignment 1 day late, she would receive a mark of 15/20.  
 
Unless otherwise indicated, late assignments must be submitted to my drop box in the political science 
department. An assignment submitted after 4pm will be dated the following morning. 
 
If an assignment is due in class, it is considered 1 day late if you submit it after class is over.  

 
If you submit an assignment on a weekend, email me a copy of the assignment and at the same time, put 
a copy in my drop box. If and only if I find a copy in my box Monday morning, and it corresponds exactly 
to the emailed copy, I will mark the assignment as submitted at the time and day I receive the email.  

 
For assignments submitted by email or on UW-ACE, you are responsible for ensuring that files are 
correct, uncorrupted and in a format that I can read (.pdf, .doc, .docx, or .rtf) 
 
Texts  

We will read portions of the following texts during this course. The books are available for purchase in 

limited quantities at the Bookstore and are on reserve at the Porter Library. You may be able to get many 

of them second-hand.   

Oliver Ramsbotham, Tom Woodhouse, and Hugh Miall. Contemporary conflict resolution: the prevention, 

management and transformation of deadly conflicts. Polity, 2005 

Geoffrey Blainey. The Causes of War. 3rd ed. Free Press, 1988 

Stuart J. Kaufman. Modern Hatreds, 2001 

Edward D. Mansfield and Jack Snyder. Electing to Fight: Why Emerging Democracies Go to War. Illustrated 

edition. The MIT Press, 2005 

Audry Kurth Cronin. How Terrorism Ends: Understanding the Decline and Demise of Terrorist Campaigns. 

Princeton University Press, 2009 

Roland Paris, At War’s End 

William Zartman. Negotiation and conflict management: essays on theory and practice. Routledge, 2008 

Roger Fischer, William Ury, and Bruce Patton. Getting to yes: negotiating agreement without giving in. Houghton 

Mifflin Harcourt, 1991 

All other articles are available on eReserve through Trellis unless otherwise indicated.  

 

Schedule of Classes 



September 15: Introduction 

Ramsbotham, Oliver, Tom Woodhouse, and Hugh Miall. Contemporary conflict resolution: the prevention, 

management and transformation of deadly conflicts. Polity, 2005.  Ch. 3 and 4  

Vittorio Bufacchi. “Two Concepts of Violence.” Political Studies Review 3 (April 2005): 193-204 

Melander, Erik, Magnus Oberg, and Jonathan Hall. “Are 'New Wars' More Atrocious? Battle Severity, 

Civilians Killed and Forced Migration Before and After the End of the Cold War.” European Journal of 

International Relations 15, no. 3 (September 2009): 505-536.   

Michael Mandelbaum. “Is major war obsolete?.” Survival: Global Politics and Strategy 40, no. 4 (1998): 20.   

Supplementary:  

Responses to Mandelbaum:  

Kagan, Donald, Eliot Cohen, Charles Doran, and Michael Mandelbaum. “Is major war obsolete? an 

exchange.” Survival: Global Politics and Strategy 41, no. 2 (1999): 139.   

Mueller, John. “The Obsolescence of Major War.” Security Dialogue 21, no. 3 (January 1, 1990): 321-328.   

Byman, Daniel, and Stephen Van Evera. “Why they fight: Hypotheses on the causes of contemporary 

deadly conflict.” Security Studies 7, no. 3 (1998): 1.   

 

September 22: Interstate War I: Realist & Rational Explanations 

Geoffrey Blainey. The Causes of War. 3rd ed. Free Press, 1988.  Ch. 1-8. 

Dan Reiter. “Exploring the Bargaining Model of War.” Perspectives on Politics 1, no. 01 (2003): 27-43. 

 (theoretical review) 

Supplementary:  

James D. Fearon. “Rationalist Explanations for War.” International Organization 49, no. 03 (1995): 379-414. 

  

 

September 29: Interstate War II: Perception and Misperception and the Offence-Defence 

Balance 

Keir A. Lieber. “Grasping the Technological Peace: The Offense-Defense Balance and International 

Security.” International Security 25, no. 1 (July 1, 2000): 71-104.   

Blainey, Ch. 9, 10, 11 



Jack S. Levy. “Misperception and the Causes of War: Theoretical Linkages and Analytical Problems.” 

World Politics 36, no. 1 (October 1983): 76-99.   

Robert Jervis. “War and Misperception.” Journal of Interdisciplinary History 18, no. 4 (Spring 1988): 675-700. 

  

Supplementary:  

Stephen van Evera. “Offense, Defense, and the Causes of War.” International Security 22, no. 4 (Spring 

1998): 5-43.   

 

October 6: Ethnic Conflict & Civil War 

Stuart J. Kaufman. Modern Hatreds, 2001. Ch. 1, 2, and one of Ch. 3, 4, 5, or 6.   

Stathis N. Kalyvas. “The Ontology of: Action and Identity in Civil Wars.” Perspectives on Politics 1, no. 03 

(2003): 475-494.   

Janice Gross Stein, “Image, Identity, and Conflict Resolution,” in Crocker, Hampson & Aall, 
eds., Managing Global Chaos. (USIP, 1997), pp. 93-111.   
 
Alexander B. Downes. “The Problem with Negotiated Settlements to Ethnic Civil Wars.” Security Studies 
13, no. 4 (2004): 230. 
   
James D. Fearon. “Separatist Wars, Partition, and World Order.” Security Studies 13, no. 4 (2004): 394.   
 
 

Supplementary:  

Fearon, James D., and David D. Laitin. “Violence and the Social Construction of Ethnic Identity.” 

International Organization 54, no. 04 (2000): 845-877.  (this is a nice example of a scholarly literature 

review) 

Salehyan, Idean. Rebels Without Borders, 2009.   

 

October 13: Does Democracy Matter?  

Robert Jervis. “Theories of War in an Era of Leading-Power Peace Presidential Address, American 

Political Science Association, 2001.” American Political Science Review 96, no. 01 (2002): 1-14.   

Edward D. Mansfield and Jack Snyder. Electing to Fight: Why Emerging Democracies Go to War. Illustrated 

edition. The MIT Press, 2005.  Ch. 2, 3, 7, 9 

Vipin Narang and Rebecca M. Nelson. “Who Are These Belligerent Democratizers? Reassessing the 

Impact of Democratization on War.” International Organization 63, no. 02 (2009): 357-379.   



 

October 20: People’s War, Insurgency and other Non-State Groups 

James D. Fearon and David D. Laitin. “Ethnicity, Insurgency, and Civil War.” American Political Science 

Review 97, no. 01 (2003): 75-90. 

Mao Tse Tung, Quotations from Mao Tse Tung, Ch. 8 “People’s War” and Ch. 9, “The People’s Army”. 

Available online at: http://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/mao/works/red-book/ch08.htm 

Kimberly Zisk Marten. “Warlordism in Comparative Perspective.” International Security 31, no. 3 (2007): 

41-73.   

Kalyvas, Stathis N., and Matthew Adam. Kocher. “How 'Free' Is Free Riding in Civil Wars?: Violence, 

Insurgency, and the Collective Action Problem.” World Politics 59, no. 2 (2007): 177-216.   

Klaus Schlichte. “With the State against the State? The Formation of Armed Groups.” Contemporary 

Security Policy 30, no. 2 (2009): 246.   

Anthony Vinci. “Existential Motivations in the Lord's Resistance Army’s Continuing Conflict.” Studies in 

Conflict & Terrorism 30, no. 4 (2007): 337.   

Supplementary 

Jeremy Weinstein. Inside Rebellion: The Politics of Insurgent Violence. 1st ed. Cambridge University Press, 

2006.   

  

October 27: Terrorism 

Karin von Hippel. “The Roots of Terrorism: Probing the Myths.” The Political Quarterly 73, no. 1 (2002): 

25-39.   

Robert Pape. “The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism.” American Political Science Review 97, no. 03 

(2003): 343-361.   

Audry Kurth Cronin. How Terrorism Ends: Understanding the Decline and Demise of Terrorist Campaigns. 

Princeton University Press, 2009.  Introduction, Conclusion, and 2 or 3 of the other chapters.  

Supplementary: 

Ramsbotham et al., Ch. 11, “Terrorism and Global Justice” 

Zartman, Ch. 15. 

 

November 3: Genocide and Mass Violence 



Maria Eriksson Baaz and Maria Stern. “Why Do Soldiers Rape? Masculinity, Violence, and Sexuality in 

the Armed Forces in the Congo (DRC).” International Studies Quarterly 53, no. 2 (2009): 495-518.   

Maureen S. Hiebert. “Theorizing Destruction: Reflections on the State of Comparative Genocide 

Theory.” Genocide Studies and Prevention 3, no. 3 (December 1, 2008): 309-339.   

Zygmunt Bauman. “The Uniqueness and Normality of the Holocaust” Ch. 4 in Modernity and the 

Holocaust. Cornell University Press, 2000.   

Jacques Sémelin. “From massacre to the genocidal process.” International Social Science Journal (NWISSJ) 

54, no. 174 (2002): 433-442.   

Staub, Ervin. “Reconciliation after Genocide, Mass Killing, or Intractable Conflict: Understanding the 

Roots of Violence, Psychological Recovery, and Steps toward a General Theory.” Political Psychology 27 

(December 2006): 867-894.   

Supplementary:  

Rambotham et al., Ch. 10, “Reconciliation” 

 

November 10: Peacekeeping, Peacemaking, Peacebuilding 

Ramsbotham et al., Ch. 6, 7, 9. 

Roland Paris, At War’s End, Ch. 2, 9, and 10. 

 

November 17: Negotiation 

Roger Fischer, William Ury, and Bruce Patton. Getting to yes: negotiating agreement without giving in. Houghton 

Mifflin Harcourt, 1991.  (it’s a quick read, I promise). 

William Zartman. Negotiation and conflict management: essays on theory and practice. Routledge, 2008.  Ch. 10-14.  

November 24: Student Presentations 

December 1: Student Presentations 


