
 

Theories of International Relations (IR-800) 

(Core Course) 

Course Description: This is the main political science course on theories in 

international politics. The course will be covered with the strategic lens to cover the 

core concepts of strategic thought and its relevance to theories to understand these 

concepts comprehensively. A theory is a coherent, logical explanation for some 

phenomenon. The focus of this course will be on theories as well as strategies and 

the teachings of eminent strategists. The course will focus on two major areas: 

strategic thought, such as Machiavelli, and renowned theories of international 

politics. War has been a part of international politics for thousands of years.  

However, it is still difficult to predict when wars will occur.  Similarly, countries (city-

states and empires) have traded for centuries. However, despite the dominant 

ideology of free trade, some countries refuse to participate in the international 

economic arena.  There is also a significant debate about promoting economic, 

social, and political development in less-developed countries. The course will cover 

theories of security studies and critical discourse on theories. 

Course Objectives: The course has four main objectives: 

 To enable students to assess the contributions and shortcomings of both mainstream 

and critical IR theories and strategic studies discourse.  

 To interrogate how ‘the international’ has been constructed as a field of study and 

which strategies are relevant in strategic studies discourse. 

 To connect IR with methodological and theoretical debates that have been germane to 

the formation of social science as a whole.  

 To demonstrate how theory provides a road map or lens to examine international 

events and processes.  

Course Outcome: This course aims to comprehend the theoretical discourse of 

international politics and the role of strategic thought in it. At the end of the course, 

students will: 

 Evaluate the advantages and difficulties of strategies/IR theories compared to each 

other and vis-à-vis schemes drawn from other disciplines.  

 Discuss critically and write knowledgeably about major IR theories, relating these both 

to contemporary events and historical processes. 

 Possess the means to show how theory and practice intertwine in constituting 

mainstream and critical IR theories.  

 Learn how to think and write critically about critical debates in contemporary IR theory. 



Course Contents 
 

Week 1: Introduction of the Course 

Week 2: Eminent Strategists and Their Strategic Thought 

Week 3: History of International Politics 

Week 4: Debate of Classical Realism & Neo-Realism 

Week 5: More May Be Better/More May Be Worse/Balance of Power Theory 

Week 6: Debate of Liberalism &Neo- Liberalism 

Week 7: Comparison between Realism liberalism 

Week 8: Complex Interdependence Theory/ Idealism  

Week 9: Midterm Exams 

Week 10:  Security Studies Theories & Debate of Referent Object  

 World System Theory/ Feminism Theory 

Week 11: Securitization/ Regional Security Complex Theory 

Week 12: World Security Theory/Critical Security Studies 

Week 13: Human Security and Regime Theory 

Week 14: Constructivism/ Globalisation 

Week 15: Marxism /Neo-Marxism 

Week 16: Final Exam 
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