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Domestic Politics and International Relations

INTL 8215 · Graduate Seminar · Fall 2026

Instructor: Alan van Beek Meeting Time: Tuesdays, TBD
Office: TBD Location: TBD
Email: TBD Office Hours: TBD

Course Prerequisites

INTL 6200 or permission of department.

Course Description

Short (CAPA): A survey of major topics related to domestic politics and international relations. Its
purpose is to introduce students to some of the key theoretical and empirical debates in this important
segment of the international relations literature.

Full: This graduate seminar surveys the literature at the intersection of comparative politics and interna-
tional relations. The course is organized around two central questions: (1) How does domestic politics shape
a state’s foreign policy and international behavior? and (2) How do international forces—from trade and
financial integration to war and multilateral institutions—reshape domestic politics?

The course proceeds in three parts. We begin with the two-level game framework and its theoretical
foundations. Part I examines how domestic factors—public preferences, economic interests, and political
institutions—constrain and shape states’ international behavior. Part II reverses the causal arrow, asking
how international forces penetrate domestic politics, affect redistribution, influence regime type, and
transform civil society.

Note: This syllabus is a living document and is likely to change over the course of the semester in response
to, among other things, student needs and current events. Changes will be announced well in advance
and are not expected to affect the grading scheme.

Learning Objectives

By the end of this course, students will be able to:

1. Be familiar with major arguments about the institutional and societal origins of foreign policy and
international relations and understand how these arguments relate to other international relations
theories

2. Be familiar with several of the most important empirical debates and research agendas in this field
3. Have developed an improved ability to critically analyze and evaluate the claims of scholarly arguments

and articles, both orally and in writing

Requirements and Grading
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Perusall Reading Participation (15%)
All assigned readings are available through Perusall. Students must complete all readings before class and
annotate them on Perusall. Substantive annotations—those that raise questions, connect readings to each
other or to outside work, or identify methodological concerns—are weighted more heavily than simple
highlights.

Seminar Participation (25%)
Rigorous discussion is the core of this seminar. Students are expected to arrive prepared to engage
analytically with all assigned texts each week. Quality is privileged over quantity: well-posed questions,
careful textual engagement, and constructive responses to peers are all valued. Unexcused absences
undermine the ability to participate and will reduce this component of the grade accordingly.

Research Proposal (10%)
A 2–3 page proposal outlining the research question, argument, theoretical framework, and proposed
research design for the seminar paper is due at the beginning of class on Tuesday, September 29

(Week 7). The proposal should demonstrate engagement with course readings and identify a gap in the
existing literature. Feedback will be returned within two weeks.

Seminar Paper (50%)
The seminar paper (6,000–10,000 words, excluding references) should make an original theoretical or
empirical contribution to the literature on domestic politics and international relations. Papers should
engage critically with the relevant literature, develop a clear and well-supported argument, and be written
to a standard suitable for submission to a peer-reviewed journal. Papers are due by Tuesday, December 1

at 11:59 pm. Students are strongly encouraged to discuss paper topics with the instructor before the
proposal deadline.

Grade Summary

Component Weight

Perusall Reading Participation 15%
Seminar Participation 25%
Research Proposal (due Sep. 29) 10%
Seminar Paper (due Dec. 1, 11:59 pm) 50%

Total 100%

Grading Scale

A 93–100% B 83–86% C 73–76%
A- 90–92% B- 80–82% C- 70–72%
B+ 87–89% C+ 77–79% D 60–69%

F <60%

Course Policies
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Attendance

Attendance at all sessions is expected. Unexcused absences undermine the ability to participate and will
reduce the participation component accordingly. Students presenting at conferences or facing documented
emergencies should notify the instructor in advance whenever possible.

Late Submissions

Late work will be penalized 5 percentage points per day unless an extension has been arranged with the
instructor before the deadline. All extensions require prior approval.

Academic Integrity

All submitted work must be the student’s own. Plagiarism and any other form of academic dishonesty will
be handled in accordance with university policy and may result in failure of the course. When in doubt,
cite.

Artificial Intelligence Policy

AI writing assistants (e.g., ChatGPT, Claude) may be used for brainstorming, proofreading, or organiza-
tional purposes. All submitted work must, however, reflect the student’s own analysis, argumentation,
and intellectual contribution. When submitting your work, you are engaging your personal responsibility
to ensure that the final product is your own. Accordingly, any failing (e.g., plagiarism, incoherence, fac-
tual errors, or hallucinations) in the final product will be attributed to you as the author and penalized
accordingly.

Accessibility and Accommodations

Students requiring accommodations should contact the instructor within the first two weeks of the
semester and provide documentation from the university’s disability resources office. Every reasonable
effort will be made to accommodate documented needs.

Classroom Environment

This seminar depends on an atmosphere of intellectual rigor and mutual respect. Sharp disagreement
on ideas is welcome; dismissiveness toward people is not. The instructor reserves the right to redirect
discussions that become unproductive.

UGA Student Honor Code

“I will be academically honest in all of my academic work and will not tolerate academic dishonesty of
others.” A Culture of Honesty, the University’s policy and procedures for handling cases of suspected
dishonesty, can be found at honesty.uga.edu. Every course syllabus should include the instructor’s expec-
tations related to academic honesty.

UGA Well-Being Resources

UGA Well-being Resources promote student success by cultivating a culture that supports a more active,
healthy, and engaged student community.

Anyone needing assistance is encouraged to contact Student Care Outreach (SCO) in the Division of
Student Affairs at 706-542-8479 or visit sco.uga.edu. Student Care Outreach helps students navigate
difficult circumstances by connecting them with the most appropriate resources or services. They also
administer the Embark@UGA program which supports students experiencing, or who have experienced,
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homelessness, foster care, or housing insecurity.

UGA provides both clinical and non-clinical options to support student well-being and mental health,
any time, any place. Whether on campus, or studying from home or abroad, UGA Well-being Resources
are here to help.

Well-being Resources: well-being.uga.edu

Student Care and Outreach: sco.uga.edu

University Health Center: healthcenter.uga.edu

Counseling and Psychiatric Services: caps.uga.edu or CAPS 24/7 crisis support at 706-542-2273

Health Promotion/ Fontaine Center: healthpromotion.uga.edu

Accessibility and Testing: accessibility.uga.edu

Additional information, including free digital well-being resources, can be accessed through the UGA app
or by visiting https://well-being.uga.edu.

UGA Syllabus as General Plan

The course syllabus is a general plan for the course; deviations announced to the class by the instructor
may be necessary.

Course Schedule

Readings should be completed before each session. The seminar paper is due December 1 at 11:59 pm.

Week 1 — August 18 Introduction and the Two-Level Game

What is the domestic politics–international relations nexus? What analytical tools do we have for studying
it, and why does the domestic–international distinction matter?

• Putnam, Robert D. (1988). “Diplomacy and Domestic Politics: The Logic of Two-Level Games.”
International Organization 42(3): 427–460.

• Gourevitch, Peter. (1978). “The Second Image Reversed: The International Sources of Domestic
Politics.” International Organization 32(4): 881–912.

• Moravcsik, Andrew. (1997). “Taking Preferences Seriously: A Liberal Theory of International Politics.”
International Organization 51(4): 513–553.

• Milner, Helen V. (1992). “International Theories of Cooperation among Nations: Strengths and
Weaknesses.” World Politics 44(3): 466–496.

• Risse-Kappen, Thomas. (1991). “Public Opinion, Domestic Structure, and Foreign Policy in Liberal
Democracies.” World Politics 43(4): 479–512.
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Week 2 — August 25 Theoretical Frameworks

What are the main analytical traditions for studying the domestic–international nexus? How do open-
economy politics, constructivism, and analytic eclecticism each approach the link between inside and outside?

• Frieden, Jeffry A. (1991). “Invested Interests: The Politics of National Economic Policies in a World of
Global Finance.” International Organization 45(4): 425–451.

• Lake, David A. (2009). “Open Economy Politics: A Critical Review.” Review of International Political
Economy 16(3): 391–395.

• Wendt, Alexander. (1992). “Anarchy is What States Make of It: The Social Construction of Power
Politics.” International Organization 46(2): 391–425.

• Solingen, Etel. (2012). “Of Dominoes and Firewalls: The Domestic, Regional, and Global Politics of
International Diffusion.” International Studies Quarterly 56(4): 631–644.

• Sil, Rudra and Peter J. Katzenstein. (2010). “Analytic Eclecticism in the Study of World Politics:
Reconfiguring Problems and Mechanisms across Research Traditions.” Perspectives on Politics 8(2):
411–431.

Part I: How Domestic Politics Shapes International Relations

Part I-A: Public Preferences and Foreign Policy

Week 3 — September 1 Public Opinion and Foreign Policy

Do mass publics have coherent foreign policy preferences? How do governments respond to them—and when
do elites lead, follow, or override public opinion?

• Holsti, Ole R. (1992). “Public Opinion and Foreign Policy: Challenges to the Almond-Lippmann
Consensus.” International Studies Quarterly 36(4): 439–466.

• Tomz, Michael R. and Jessica L.P. Weeks. (2013). “Public Opinion and the Democratic Peace.”
American Political Science Review 107(4): 849–865.

• Berinsky, Adam J. (2007). “Assuming the Costs of War: Events, Elites, and American Public Support
for Military Conflict.” Journal of Politics 69(4): 975–997.

• Kertzer, Joshua D. and Ryan Brutger. (2016). “Decomposing Audience Costs: Bringing the Audience
Back into Audience Cost Theory.” American Journal of Political Science 60(1): 234–249.

• Flores-Macías, Gustavo A. and Sarah E. Kreps. (2013). “Political Parties at War: A Study of American
Party Politics During World War II.” American Political Science Review 107(4): 833–848.

Week 4 — September 8 Economic Interests and Trade Preferences

How do factor endowments, asset specificity, and distributional concerns translate into trade policy preferences?
When do class lines dominate, and when do industry lines?

• Scheve, Kenneth F. and Matthew J. Slaughter. (2001). “What Determines Individual Trade-Policy
Preferences?” Journal of International Economics 54(2): 267–292.
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• Mansfield, Edward D. and Diana C. Mutz. (2009). “Support for Free Trade: Self-Interest, Sociotropic
Politics, and Out-Group Anxiety.” International Organization 63(3): 425–457.

• Milner, Helen V. and Keiko Kubota. (2005). “Why the Move to Free Trade? Democracy and Trade
Policy in the Developing World.” International Organization 59(1): 107–143.

• Rudra, Nita. (2002). “Globalization and the Decline of the Welfare State in Less-Developed Countries.”
International Organization 56(2): 411–445.

• Hiscox, Michael J. (2001). “Class versus Industry Cleavages: Inter-Industry Factor Mobility and the
Politics of Trade.” International Organization 55(1): 1–46.

Part I-B: Domestic Institutions and Foreign Policy

Week 5 — September 15 Democratic Peace and Regime Type

Why do democracies rarely fight each other? What do normative and institutional explanations each
contribute, and what challenges does the democratic peace literature face?

• Doyle, Michael W. (1983). “Kant, Liberal Legacies, and Foreign Affairs.” Philosophy and Public Affairs
12(3): 205–235.

• Maoz, Zeev and Bruce Russett. (1993). “Normative and Structural Causes of Democratic Peace,
1946–1986.” American Political Science Review 87(3): 624–638.

• Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce, James D. Morrow, Randolph M. Siverson, and Alastair Smith. (1999).
“An Institutional Explanation of the Democratic Peace.” American Political Science Review 93(4):
791–807.

• Narang, Vipin and Rebecca M. Nelson. (2009). “Who Are These Belligerent Democratizers? Re-
assessing the Impact of Democratization on War.” International Organization 63(2): 357–379.

• Leeds, Brett Ashley. (1999). “Domestic Political Institutions, Credible Commitments, and Interna-
tional Cooperation.” American Journal of Political Science 43(4): 979–1002.

Week 6 — September 22 Audience Costs, Credibility, and Political Survival

How do domestic audiences tie the hands of leaders in international crises? Do autocrats face audience costs?
How does regime type shape crisis bargaining?

• Fearon, James D. (1994). “Domestic Political Audiences and the Escalation of International Disputes.”
American Political Science Review 88(3): 577–592.

• Weeks, Jessica L.P. (2008). “Autocratic Audience Costs: Legitimacy and Signaling in International
Crises.” International Organization 62(1): 35–64.

• Tomz, Michael. (2007). “Domestic Audience Costs in International Relations: An Experimental
Approach.” International Organization 61(4): 821–840.

• Schultz, Kenneth A. (1998). “Domestic Opposition and Signaling in International Crises.” American
Political Science Review 92(4): 829–844.

• Tarar, Ahmer and Bahar Leventoglu. (2009). “Public Commitment in Crisis Bargaining.” Interna-
tional Studies Quarterly 53(3): 817–839.
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Week 7 — September 29 Executives, Legislatures, and International Agreements

Research proposal due at the beginning of class.

How do divided government, legislative oversight, and principal–agent problems shape international cooper-
ation and treaty commitment?

• Lohmann, Susanne and Sharyn O’Halloran. (1994). “Divided Government and U.S. Trade Policy:
Theory and Evidence.” International Organization 48(4): 595–632.

• Mansfield, Edward D., Helen V. Milner, and B. Peter Rosendorff. (2002). “Why Democracies
Cooperate More: Electoral Control and International Trade Agreements.” International Organization
56(3): 477–513.

• Kono, Daniel Y. (2006). “Optimal Obfuscation: Democracy and Trade Policy Transparency.” Ameri-
can Political Science Review 100(3): 369–384.

• Stasavage, David. (2004). “Open-Door or Closed-Door? Transparency in Domestic and International
Bargaining.” International Organization 58(4): 667–703.

• Dai, Xinyuan. (2005). “Why Comply? The Domestic Constituency Mechanism.” International
Organization 59(2): 363–398.

Week 8 — October 6 Elections, Parties, and Foreign Policy

Do electoral cycles shape conflict behavior? How do partisan composition and interparty competition determine
foreign economic policy?

• Gaubatz, Kurt Taylor. (1991). “Election Cycles and War.” Journal of Conflict Resolution 35(2): 212–244.
• Smith, Alastair. (1996). “Diversionary Foreign Policy in Democratic Systems.” International Studies

Quarterly 40(1): 133–153.
• Koch, Michael T. and Patricia Sullivan. (2010). “Should I Stay or Should I Go Now? Partisanship,

Approval, and the Duration of Major Power Democratic Military Interventions.” Journal of Politics
72(3): 616–629.

• Milner, Helen V. and Dustin Tingley. (2011). “Who Supports Global Economic Engagement? The
Sources of Preferences in American Foreign Economic Policy.” International Organization 65(1):
37–68.

Part II: How International Relations Shapes Domestic Politics

Week 9 — October 13 International Institutions and Domestic Change

Do international organizations promote democratization, compliance with human rights norms, and policy
diffusion? Through what mechanisms do international institutions reach inside states?

• Ruggie, John Gerard. (1982). “International Regimes, Transactions, and Change: Embedded Liberal-
ism in the Postwar Economic Order.” International Organization 36(2): 379–415.
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• Pevehouse, Jon C. (2002). “Democracy from the Outside-In? International Organizations and
Democratization.” International Organization 56(3): 515–549.

• Simmons, Beth A. and Zachary Elkins. (2004). “The Globalization of Liberalization: Policy Diffusion
in the International Political Economy.” American Political Science Review 98(1): 171–189.

• Acharya, Amitav. (2004). “How Ideas Spread: Whose Norms Matter? Norm Localization and
Institutional Change in Asian Regionalism.” International Organization 58(2): 239–275.

• Fang, Songying and Randall W. Stone. (2012). “International Organizations as Policy Advisors.”
International Organization 66(4): 537–569.

• Hyde, Susan D. (2007). “The Observer Effect in International Politics: Evidence from a Natural
Experiment.” World Politics 60(1): 37–63.

Week 10 — October 20 War, Conflict, and Domestic Political Change

How does participation in war reshape domestic political institutions, regime stability, and the logic of political
survival?

• Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce and Randolph M. Siverson. (1995). “War and the Survival of Political
Leaders: A Comparative Study of Regime Types and Political Accountability.” American Political
Science Review 89(4): 841–855.

• Goemans, Henk E. (2008). “Which Way Out? The Manner and Consequences of Losing Office.”
Journal of Conflict Resolution 52(6): 771–794.

• Walter, Barbara F. (2004). “Does Conflict Beget Conflict? Explaining Recurring Civil War.” Journal
of Peace Research 41(3): 371–388.

• Acemoglu, Daron, Simon Johnson, James A. Robinson, and Pierre Yared. (2008). “Income and
Democracy.” American Economic Review 98(3): 808–842.

• Savun, Burcu and Daniel C. Tirone. (2011). “Foreign Aid, Democratization, and Civil Conflict: How
Does Democracy Aid Affect Civil Conflict?” American Journal of Political Science 55(2): 233–246.

Week 11 — October 27 Economic Coercion: Sanctions and Foreign Aid

Under what conditions do economic sanctions and foreign aid achieve their political objectives? How do they
affect regime survival, public opinion, and domestic institutions?

• Pape, Robert A. (1997). “Why Economic Sanctions Do Not Work.” International Security 22(2):
90–136.

• Marinov, Nikolay. (2005). “Do Economic Sanctions Destabilize Country Leaders?” American Journal
of Political Science 49(3): 564–576.

• Drezner, Daniel W. (2000). “Bargaining, Enforcement, and Multilateral Sanctions: When Is Coopera-
tion Counterproductive?” International Organization 54(1): 73–102.

• Hafner-Burton, Emilie M. (2005). “Trading Human Rights: How Preferential Trade Agreements
Influence Government Repression.” International Organization 59(3): 593–629.

• Peksen, Dursun. (2009). “Better or Worse? The Effect of Economic Sanctions on Human Rights.”
Journal of Peace Research 46(1): 59–77.

• Allen, Susan Hannah. (2008). “The Domestic Political Costs of Economic Sanctions.” Journal of
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Conflict Resolution 52(6): 916–944.

Week 12 — November 3 Transnational Advocacy and Norm Diffusion

How do transnational advocacy networks and norm entrepreneurs change domestic politics and state behavior?
What makes international norms take hold in some settings and not others?

• Finnemore, Martha and Kathryn Sikkink. (1998). “International Norm Dynamics and Political
Change.” International Organization 52(4): 887–917.

• Sikkink, Kathryn. (1993). “Human Rights, Principled Issue-Networks, and Sovereignty in Latin
America.” International Organization 47(3): 411–441.

• Hafner-Burton, Emilie M. and Kiyoteru Tsutsui. (2005). “Human Rights in a Globalizing World:
The Paradox of Empty Promises.” American Journal of Sociology 110(5): 1373–1411.

• Acharya, Amitav. (2011). “Norm Subsidiarity and Regional Orders: Sovereignty, Regionalism, and
Rule-Making in the Third World.” International Studies Quarterly 55(1): 95–123.

Week 13 — November 10 Migration, Refugees, and Domestic Politics

How do international migration flows and refugee crises reshape domestic political coalitions, public opinion,
and state responses? When does migration become a security issue?

• Peters, Margaret E. (2015). “Open Trade, Closed Borders: Immigration in the Era of Globalization.”
World Politics 67(1): 114–154.

• Massey, Douglas S., Joaquín Arango, Graeme Hugo, Ali Kouaouci, Adela Pellegrino, and J. Edward
Taylor. (1993). “Theories of International Migration: A Review and Appraisal.” Population and
Development Review 19(3): 431–466.

• Salehyan, Idean and Kristian Skrede Gleditsch. (2006). “Refugees and the Spread of Civil War.”
International Organization 60(2): 335–366.

• Hainmueller, Jens and Daniel J. Hopkins. (2014). “Public Attitudes toward Immigration.” Annual
Review of Political Science 17: 225–249.

• Dancygier, Rafaela M. and Michael J. Donnelly. (2013). “Sectoral Economics, Economic Interests,
and the Politicization of Immigration in Europe.” Journal of Politics 75(4): 938–953.

Week 14 — November 17 Nationalism, Populism, and Backlash Against the Liberal Order

What explains the resurgence of nationalist movements, populist parties, and demands to retreat from
international openness? How do globalization, identity, and distributional conflict interact to reshape world
politics?

• Mansfield, Edward D. and Jack Snyder. (1995). “Democratization and the Danger of War.” Interna-
tional Security 20(1): 5–38.

• Solingen, Etel. (2007). “Pax Asiatica versus Bella Levantina: The Foundations of War and Peace in
East Asia and the Middle East.” American Political Science Review 101(4): 757–780.

• Garrett, Geoffrey. (1998). “Global Markets and National Politics: Collision Course or Virtuous
Circle?” International Organization 52(4): 787–824.
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• Walter, Stefanie. (2010). “Globalization and the Welfare State: Testing the Microfoundations of the
Compensation Hypothesis.” International Studies Quarterly 54(2): 403–426.

• Mutz, Diana C. (2018). “Status Threat, Not Economic Hardship, Explains the 2016 Presidential Vote.”
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 115(19): E4330–E4339.

• Rodrik, Dani. (2018). “Populism and the Economics of Globalization.” Journal of International
Business Policy 1(1–2): 12–33.

Flex Week

Week 14 — November 24 Flex Week

This session is reserved for a topic chosen by the seminar in consultation with the instructor. Students should
propose topics no later than Week 10. Possible themes include: foreign interference in domestic politics, climate
change and international cooperation, digital sovereignty and platform governance, great power competition
and domestic coalitions, or any other topic at the domestic–international interface that the seminar wishes to
pursue in depth. Readings will be distributed at least a week in advance.

Seminar papers are due December 1 at 11:59 pm. Please submit via the course management system.
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