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Overview 

 

Foreign Policy Analysis is the study of how states engage with the international environment. 

It focuses on how and why individual foreign policy decision-makers act in response to 

particular stimuli, and what the consequences of their actions are. It consequently operates 

at a different level of analysis to most International Relations sub-fields, and often pays more 

attention to the specific characteristics of events than to their general implications. For these 

reasons, FPA forms something of a bridge between the study of domestic and international 

politics.  

 

Course aims 

 

This course aims to: 

 

1. Introduce students of Politics and International Relations to the sub-field of Foreign 

Policy Analysis. 

 

2. Provide students with a grounding in the key theories and concepts used by foreign 

policy analysts. 

 

3. Promote critical engagement with a range of scholarly literature, and with the different 
ontological, epistemological and methodological approaches involved in studying 

foreign policy. 

 

4. Develop students’ ability to make, support and defend complex arguments both orally 

and in writing. 

 

Learning outcomes 

 

Students who complete POL2XX should be able to: 

 

1. Understand and critically analyse the actors, structures and processes shaping state 

foreign policy-making. 
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2. Engage in comparative and historical analyses without losing sight of broader 

international trends. 

 

3. Show knowledge of specific foreign policy decision-making scenarios.  

 
Teaching and learning methods 

 

Teaching will consist of eleven two-hour combined lecture and seminar sessions in Semester 

B. Each session will involve a combination of general discussion of aspects of the FPA toolkit, 

and specific analysis of how it helps explain the foreign policy of different states. Teaching will 

include lecture-style instruction, individual work, small-group discussion and whole-class 

discussion.  

 

Students will be expected to read at least three academic articles (or equivalent) in order to 

prepare for each teaching session. Students should take notes on each reading, covering (at 

minimum) a brief summary of what each article argues and the evidence it uses, a list of the 
article’s main strengths, and a list of the article’s main weaknesses. Students should prepare 

for seminars using the questions posed on QMPlus, and should pay particular attention to the 

case study readings assigned for discussion each week. 

 

Module overview 

 

Week Topic 

1 Introduction: What is Foreign Policy Analysis? 

2 Environment 1: Systemic factors 

3 Environment 2: Power, capability and tools 

4 Decision-making 1: Rational choice theory 

5 Decision-making 2: Operational codes and leadership traits 

6 Decision-making 3: Heuristics, schemas and analogies 

7 Reading week 

8 Decision context 1: Identity 

9 Decision context 2: Bureaucracy 

10 Decision context 3: Domestic politics 

11 Decision context 4: Non-state foreign policy 

12 Conclusion, revision and exam preparation 

 

POL2XX is divided into three basic parts. Part one deals with the international political 

environment in which states act. It considers the relative material power and social 

expectations that set the outer limits on what states can legitimately and practically do, as 

well as the different tools available to them. Part two looks at individual decision-makers. It 

discusses three different models of how foreign policy leaders think, and identifies their 
respective merits. Part three assesses the decision contexts in which foreign policy leaders 

operate. It asks how local ideational, political and institutional pressures shape the 

identification of decision situations, decisions themselves, and their outputs and outcomes. 

Book-ending these three parts are introductory and concluding lectures, which help to set 

the agenda for the module as a whole, and prepare students for the exam in the summer.  

 

 

 



Assessment format 

 

POL2XX has two types of summative assessment: a 2,000 word essay due in week 9 (40%) 

and 2-hour exam in the main summer exam period (60%). Students will also be invited to 

complete a ‘mock’ exam essay, under exam conditions, though this will be optional and will 

not contribute to their module grade.  

 

Students will receive feedback in a number of ways. They can expect detailed written 

comments explaining the grade awarded for their written assignment and suggesting ways to 

improve ahead of the exam. Students will also receive oral feedback on particular 

contributions to classroom discussions, and are welcome to seek further advice by attending 

office hours.  

 

What comes next? 

 

POL2XX provides a general grounding in one of the key sub-fields of International Relations, 
and a transferrable skill-set relevant to all School of Politics and International Relations third-

year modules, as well as in the workplace. It is particularly relevant to the following third-year 

modules: 

 

POL317 Global Politics of Health and Disease (Professor Harman) 

POL319 Politics of South Asia (Dr Chatterjee) 

POL358 US Foreign Policy (Dr Hall) 

POL365 The Politics of the Post-Colonial Middle East (Dr Phillips) 

POL372 Africa and International Politics (Dr Brett)  

POL382 Contemporary Russian Politics (TBC) 

 

  



Lecture 1: What is Foreign Policy Analysis? 

 

This lecture introduces the sub-field of Foreign Policy Analysis, and explains how it relates to 

its parent discipline of International Relations, and to the study of domestic politics. It also 

provides an initial overview of the different conceptual approaches covered by the module, 

and shows how they relate to each other.  

 

Seminar reading: 

 

Hudson, Valerie (2005) ‘Foreign Policy Analysis: Actor-specific theory and the ground of 

international relations’, Foreign Policy Analysis 1:1, pp1-30. 

 

Carlsnaes, Walter, ‘The agency-structure problem in foreign policy analysis’, International 

Studies Quarterly, 36:3 (Sep., 1992), pp. 245-270. 

 

Rose, Gideon (1998) ‘Neoclassical realism and theories of foreign policy’, World Politics 51:1, 
pp144-172. 

 

  



Week 2: Environment 1: Systemic factors 

 

This lecture discusses the context within which foreign policy takes place; the international 

system. It highlights how a state’s material power position relative to other states shapes the 

opportunities is has, and how its position in a social order influences what sorts of foreign 

policy appear legitimate or illegitimate 

 

Seminar reading: 

 

Conceptual readings: 

 

Cristian Cantir and Juliet Kaarbo, ‘Contested roles and domestic politics: Reflections on role 

theory in Foreign Policy Analysis and IR theory’, Foreign Policy Analysis 8:1, 2012, pp. 5-

24. 

 

Jordaan, Eduard (2003) ‘The concept of a middle power in international relations: 
Distinguishing between emerging and traditional middle powers’, Politikon: South African 

Journal of Political Studies, 30:1, pp165-181.  

 

Case study readings (choose one): 

 

Ayoob, Mohammed, ‘The Third World in the system of states: acute schizophrenia or growing 

pains?’ International Studies Quarterly, 33:1 (1989), pp. 67-79.  
 

Breuning, Marijke, ‘Words and deeds: Foreign assistance rhetoric and policy behavior in the 

Netherlands, Belgium, and the United Kingdom’, International Studies Quarterly 39:2, 

(1995), pp. 235-254. 

 

Hamill, James and Lee, Donna, ‘A Middle Power Paradox? South African Diplomacy in the 

Post-apartheid Era’, International Relations, 15:4 (2001), pp. 33-59. 

 

Hey, Jeanne (1993) ‘Foreign policy options under dependence: A theoretical evaluation with 

evidence from Ecuador’, Journal of Latin American Studies, 25:3, pp543-574. 

 

Miyagi, Yukiko (2009) ‘Foreign policy making under Koizumi: Norms and Japan’s role in the 

2003 Iraq War’, Foreign Policy Analysis, 5:4, pp349-366. 

 
Wehner, Leslie (2015) ‘Role expectations as foreign policy: South American secondary 

powers' expectations of Brazil as a regional power’, Foreign Policy Analysis 11:4, pp. 435-

455. 

  



Week 3: Environment 2: Power, capability and tools 

 

This lecture considers the tools states have available to pursue their foreign policy goals. 

Taken together, a state’s position in the international system, its role in international society, 

and the tools it has available establish the context within which individual decision-makers act.  

 

Seminar readings: 

 

Conceptual readings: 

 

Baldwin, David (2000) ‘The sanctions debate and the logic of choice’, International Security, 

24:3, pp80-107. 

 

Bially Mattern, Janice (2005) ‘Why soft power isn’t so soft: Representational force and the 

sociolinguistic construction of attraction in world politics’, Millennium: Journal of 

International Studies, 33:3, pp583-612. 
 

Case study readings (choose one): 

 

Allen, Susan and Tiffany Vincent (2011) ‘Bombing to bargain? The air war for Kosovo’, Foreign 

Policy Analysis, 7:1, pp1-26. 

 

Allison, Roy. ‘Russia resurgent? Moscow’s campaign to ‘coerce Georgia to peace’, International 

Affairs, 84:6 (November 2008), pp. 1145–1171. 

 

Boyd-Judson, Lyn, ‘Strategic moral diplomacy: Mandela, Qaddafi, and the Lockerbie 

negotiations’, Foreign Policy Analysis, 1: 1 (2005), pp. 73-97.  

 

Malamud, Andrés. "A leader without followers? The growing divergence between the regional 

and global performance of Brazilian foreign policy." Latin American Politics and 

Society53.3 (2011): 1-24. 

 

Vertzberger, Yaacov, ‘Bureaucratic-organizational politics and information processing in a 

developing state’, International Studies Quarterly, 28 (1984). 

 

Wang, Jisi (March/April 2011) ‘China’s search for a grand strategy: A rising great power finds 

its way’ Foreign Affairs. https://www.foreignaffairs.org/articles/china/2011-02-20/chinas-

search-grand-strategy 
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Week 4: Decision-making 1: Rational choice theory 

 

This week considers the rational choice approach to foreign policy decision-making. Many 

International Relations theories at least implicitly assume that the human beings who make 

foreign policy decisions think rationally. Thinking rationally from this perspective means 

gathering perfect information about the situation and one’s own capabilities, identifying and 

ranking one’s preferred outcomes, and making cost-benefit calculations about which 

resources to expend pursuing different possibilities.  

 

Seminar readings: 

 

Conceptual readings: 

 

Barkin, Samuel (2009) ‘Realism, prediction and foreign policy’, Foreign Policy Analysis 5:3, pp233-

246. 

 
Ye, Min (2007) ‘Poliheuristic theory, bargaining and crisis decision-making’, Foreign Policy 

Analysis 3:4, pp317-344. 

 

Case study readings: 

 

Bueno de Mesquita, Bruce and Siverson, Randolph, ‘War and the Survival of Political Leaders: 

A Comparative Study of Regime Types and Political Accountability’, American 

Political Science Review 89:4 (1995), pp. 841-855.  

 

Fearon, James (1995). Rationalist explanations for war. International organization, 49(3), 379-

414. 

 

  



Week 5: Decision-making 2: Operational codes and leadership styles 

 

George, Alexander (1969) ‘The operational code: A neglected approach to the study of 

political leaders and decision-making’, International Studies Quarterly, 13:2, pp190-222. 

 

Stein, Janice Gross (2016) ‘Foreign policy decision-making: Rational, psychological and 

neurological models’ in Smith, Steve, Amelia Hadfield and Tim Dunne (Eds.) Foreign 

Policy Analysis: Theories, Actors, Cases.  

 

Case study readings (choose one): 

 

Feng, Huiyun (2005) ‘The operational code of Mao Zedong: Defensive or offensive realist?’, 

Security Studies, 14:4, pp637-662. 

 

Gallagher, Maryann and Susan Allen (2014) ‘Presidential personality: Not just a nuisance’, 

Foreign Policy Analysis, 10:1, pp1-21. 
 

Kaarbo, Juliet (1997) ‘Prime ministerial leadership styles in foreign policy decision-making: A 

framework for research’, Political Psychology, 18:3, pp553-581. 

 

Vertzberger, Yaacov, ‘Interpersonal and inter-organizational relations’ in Vertzberger, Yaacov, 

Misperceptions in Foreign Policymaking: the Sino-Indian Conflict, 1959- 1962, 

(Boulder, CO: Westview Press, 1984), Chapter 11, pp. 257-285.  

 

 

  



Week 6: Decision-making 3: Heuristics, schemas and analogies 

 

Seminar readings: 

 

Conceptual readings: 

 

Vertzberger, Yaacov (1986) ‘Foreign policy decision-makers as practical-intuitive historians: 

Applied history and its shortcomings’, International Studies Quarterly 30:2, pp223-247. 

 

Welch Larson, Deborah (1994) ‘The role of belief systems and schemas in foreign policy 

decision-making’, Political Psychology 15:1, pp17-33. 

 

Case study readings (choose one): 

 

Badie, Dina (2010) ‘Groupthink, Iraq and the War on Terror: Explaining US policy shift 

towards Iraq’, Foreign Policy Analysis, 6:4, pp277-296. 
 

Breuning, Marijke (2003) ‘The role of analogies and abstract reasoning in decision-making: 

Evidence from the debate over Truman’s proposal for development assistance’, 

International Studies Quarterly 47:2, pp229-245. 

 

Dodge, Toby (2012) ‘Enemy images, coercive socio-engineering and civil war in Iraq’, 

International Peacekeeping, 19:4, 461-477. 

 

Gause, Gregory (2002). Iraq's Decisions to Go to War, 1980 and 1990. The Middle East Journal, 

47-70. 

  



Week 7: Reading week 

 

  



Week 8: Decision context 1: Identity 

 

Seminar readings: 

 

Conceptual readings: 

 

Houghton, David Patrick, ‘Reinvigorating the study of foreign policy decision-making: toward 

a constructivist approach’, Foreign Policy Analysis, 3:1 (2007), pp. 24-45. 

 

Weldes, Jutta. ‘Constructing national interest’, European Journal of International Relations, 2:2 

(1996), pp. 275-318.  

 

Case study readings (choose one): 

 

Ashizawa, Kuniko (2008) ‘When identity matters: State identity, regional institution-building 

and Japanese foreign policy’, International Studies Review 10:3, pp571-598. 
 

Doty, Roxanne (1993) ‘Foreign policy as social construction: A post-positivist analysis of US 

counterinsurgency policy in the Philippines’, International Studies Quarterly 37:3, pp297-

320. 

 

Satha-Anand, Chaiwat (2002). Forgiveness in Southeast Asia: Political Necessity and Sacred 

Justifications. Pacifica Review: Peace, security & global change, 14(3), 235-247. 

 

Warner, Jason (2016). Nigeria and “Illusory Hegemony” in Foreign and Security Policymaking: 

Pax-Nigeriana and the Challenges of Boko Haram. Foreign Policy Analysis, 13(3), 638-

661. 

 

 

 

  



Week 9: Decision context 2: Bureaucracy 

 

Seminar readings: 

 

Conceptual readings: 

 

Kaarbo, Juliet (1998) ‘Power politics in foreign policy: The influence of bureaucratic 

minorities’, European Journal of International Relations, 4:1, pp67-97. 

 

Krasner, Stephen (1972) ‘Are bureaucracies important? (Or Allison wonderland)’, Foreign 

Policy, 7, pp159-179. 

 

Rosati, Jerel (1981) ‘Developing a systematic decision-making framework: Bureaucratic 

politics in perspective’, World Politics, 33:2, pp234-252. 

 

Steiner, Miriam (1977) ‘The elusive essence of decision’, International Studies Quarterly, 21:2, 
pp389-422. 

 

Weldes, Jutta (1998) ‘Bureaucratic politics: A critical constructivist assessment’, Mershon 

International Studies Review, 42:2, pp216-225. 

 

Case study readings: 

 

Allison, Graham (2016) ‘The Cuban Missile Crisis’ in Smith, Steve, Amelia Hadfield and Tim 

Dunne (Eds.) Foreign Policy Analysis: Theories, Actors, Cases. 

 

Smith, Steve. "Policy preferences and bureaucratic position: the Case of the american hostage 

rescue mission." International Affairs (Royal Institute of International Affairs 1944-) 61, no. 

1 (1984): 9-25. 

 

Vertzberger, Yaacov. "Bureaucratic-organizational politics and information processing in a 

developing state." International Studies Quarterly 28, no. 1 (1984): 69-95. 

 

 

 

  



Week 10: Decision context 3: Domestic politics 

 

Seminar readings: 

 

Conceptual readings: 

 

Foyle, Douglas (1997) ‘Public opinion and foreign policy: Elite beliefs as a mediating variable’, 

International Studies Quarterly, 41:1, pp141-169. 

 

Putnam, Robert (1988) ‘Diplomacy and domestic politics: The logic of two-level games’, 

International Organization, 42:3, pp427-460. 

 

Case study readings: 

 

Alamdari, Kazem. "The Power Structure of the Islamic Republic of Iran: transition from 

populism to clientelism, and militarization of the government." Third World 
Quarterly 26.8 (2005): 1285-1301. 

 

Giacolone, Rita (2012) ‘Latin American Foreign Policy Analysis: External influences and 

internal circumstances’, Foreign Policy Analysis, 8:4, pp335-354.  

 

Hill, Christopher, ‘Bringing war home: foreign policy-making in multicultural societies’, 

International Relations, 21:3 (2007), pp. 259-283.  

 

Kapur, Devesh. "Public opinion and Indian foreign policy." India Review 8.3 (2009): 286-305. 

 

Kinne, Brandon. ‘Decision-making in autocratic regimes: a poliheuristic perspective’, 

International Studies Perspectives, 6 (2005), pp. 114-128. 

  
Yishai, Yael (1982) ‘Domestic inputs into foreign policy making: The case of the settlement 

issue’, Review of International Studies, 8:3, pp171-185. 

 

 

  



Week 11: Decision context 4: Non-state foreign policy 

 

Caprioli, Mary and Douglass, Kimberley Lynn (2008) ‘Nation building and women: The effect 

of intervention on women’s agency’, Foreign Policy Analysis, 4:1, pp45-65. 

 

Haftel, Yoram Z. "Conflict, regional cooperation, and foreign capital: Indonesian foreign policy 

and the formation of ASEAN." Foreign Policy Analysis 6.2 (2010): 87-106. 

 

Joachim, Jutta (2003) ‘Framing issues and seizing opportunities: The UN, NGOs and Women’s 

rights’, International Studies Quarterly, 47:2, pp247-274 

 

Lee, Donna (2004) ‘The growing influence of business in UK diplomacy’, International Studies 

Perspectives, 5:1, pp50-54. 

 

Salehyan, Idean (2007) ‘Transnational rebels: Neighbouring states as sanctuary for rebel 

groups’, World Politics, 59:2, pp217-242. 
 

White, Brian, ‘The European Challenge to Foreign Policy Analysis’, European Journal of 

International Relations, 5:1 (March 1999), pp. 37-66.  

 

  



Week 12: Conclusion, revision and exam preparation 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


