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General Information

Module Convenor:

Dr Jens-Uwe Wunderlich Lecturer in International Relations
www.aston.ac.uk/europe
http://www.aston.ac.uk/lss/staff-directory/wunderlichu/

Home Institution School of Social Sciences and Humanities, Aston
University, Birmingham, United Kingdom

Tel. +44 (0)121 204 3755

Email j.u.wunderlich@aston.ac.uk

Feedback and Academic
Support

 Please send me an email to arrange a meeting.
 Meetings can take place via Microsoft Teams or
Skype.

 I will do my best to respond to your emails within a
reasonable timeframe (i.e. 48 hours, excluding bank
holidays and weekends). Short delays may be
possible. If that occurs, please send me a reminder.

Aims and Objectives

East Asia is one of the most dynamic regions of contemporary world politics. It is the

economic motor of the world (containing two of the world’s three largest economies, as well

as several newly industrialised countries). It is also hosting several territorial conflicts with

potential global ramifications such as the South China Sea and the Taiwan Straits. At the

centre of many of these issues is China and the economic opportunities and strategic

challenges it poses to its regional neighbours, the US, Europe and the wider world. This

module will discuss these various issues, fostering a critical appreciation of East Asia as a

region, and encouraging the application of theoretical thought and concepts to empirical

issues.

Module Outline
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I Concepts & Approaches
 Traditional IR Theory – Review of Realism and Liberalism
 Post-Structural Approaches: Constructivism, Critical Theories and Post-
Colonialism

II Core Powers
 The US – Provide of Stability or Declining Hegemon?
 Japan – Still an Economic Giant and Strategic Dwarf?
 China – Rising Power or Emerging Regional Hegemon?

III Economic Development, Cooperation and Conflict
 Economic Development: Tiger Economies, Financial Crisis and Beyond
 Regionalism and Regional Institutions
 The Korean Peninsula – Crazy Man with Nukes?
 Taiwan – Rebel Province or Side-Lined Democracy?

Assessment

Assessment Brief

The basic pattern of assessment for this module is the following:

Structured Case Study Essay (100%)

For this assignment, you need to prepare a guided essay, in which you select one of the topics

related to IR theory (this can include theoretical approaches NOT discussed in the lectures)

and apply this literature to the analysis of an empirical problem in East Asia.

Task

 Select a theoretical framework and apply that to an empirical analysis/ case study.

You have free choice regarding the framework and case study.

 Selection of framework and case study must be approved by module tutor in advance.

 Length: 3,500 words

Ideally, the essay needs to include:

 a short introduction outlining the essay’s goal and structure (signposting);

 a short review of the topic’s theoretical literature, preferably going beyond the

readings covered in class and in the reading the list;
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 a development of theoretical expectations, or a theoretical framework (eclectic use of

theories is possible). What are the most important points in the theory you’ve

discussed which you’ll use in your analysis?;

 the analysis itself, application of the framework to the specific case/ problem;

 conclusions, summing up your main arguments and results

 clearly laid out arguments, which are supported by references to the literature and

empirical facts;

 a bibliography with a good number of academic sources. As a guidance, a decent

essay should have a minimum of 20 academic sources. The bibliography is not

included in the word count.

Some further things to consider:

 The arguments may be divided into headings and sections, although this is not strictly

necessary.

 Critical reflection on the readings and a clear articulation of the author’s position

always strengthens an essay.

 A range of expression and appropriate style of language is something to watch out for.

The following mistakes are among the most common and will be penalised:

 Plagiarism;

 Inadequate referencing and/or bibliography;

 Irrelevance;

 Absence of theory and only a descriptive narrative;

 Absence of evidence to support judgements;

 No clear structure;

 No Introduction/Conclusion

 Poor command of English.

Marking criteria

 First (70% and above): The essay has a clear structure, the arguments are logical, easy to
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follow, and always supported by facts and/or references to the literature. The essay

shows engagement with and an excellent knowledge of the literature well beyond the

reading list. Theory is clearly developed and applied to the specific case/ problem. The

essay includes ample critical reflection on the literature, and the author’s own position

and critical arguments are clearly brought out and visible. There are no typos and the

usage of English is perfect.

 Upper Second (60-69%): The essay has a clear structure, the arguments are logical, and

in most cases supported by facts and/or references to the literature. The essay shows

engagement with and a good knowledge of the literature included in the reading list and

somewhat beyond. Theory is clearly developed and applied to the specific case, with

only minor inconsistencies. The essay includes some critical reflection on the literature,

and the author’s own position and critical arguments can be identified. There are no

typos and the usage of English is generally good.

 Pass (50-59%): The essay has a structure, but it is at times difficult to follow. Most

arguments are logical, but not all of them are supported by facts and/or references to the

literature. The essay shows some engagement with the literature included in the reading

list, but little detailed knowledge beyond that. Theory is not totally clear, or is not

applied consistently to the case/problem. The essay includes very little critical reflection

on the literature, and the author’s own position and critical arguments are not visible.

Too many typos, poor grammar and sentence structure.

 Fail (0-49%): The essay has no clear structure, making it difficult to follow. Too many

factual errors – evidence of limited research and lack of comprehension. Arguments are

rarely supported by facts and/or references to the literature. Some material is irrelevant to

the question. No theoretical framework is developed and the essay is descriptive. The

essay shows little engagement with the literature beyond the lectures and key readings,

and the bibliography is mostly made up of non-academic sources. The essay includes no

critical reflection on the literature, and the author’s own position and critical arguments

are not visible. There is a significant number of editing mistakes.
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Weekly Module Content

I Concepts and Approaches

Session 1: Traditional IR Theory – A Review of Realism and Liberalism

Key Questions:What is the security/ collective action problem and are there any solutions?
Is balancing a reliable deterrent against aggressive states? Do international institutions
mitigate against the negative consequences of anarchy? Is liberalism becoming ‘obsolete’?

Key texts:

Please read selectively from:

Antunes, S. & Camsiao, I. (2018) ‘Introduction Realism in International Relations Theory’
E-International Relations, https://www.e-ir.info/2018/02/27/introducing-realism-in-
international-relations-theory/

Booth, K. (1991) ‘Security in Anarchy: Utopian Realism in Theory and Practice’,
International Affairs 67 (3): 527-45

Cozette, M. (2008) ‘Reclaiming the Critical Dimension of Realism: Hans J. Morgenthau
on the Ethics of Scholarship’, Review of International Studies 34(1).

Devitt, R. (2011) ‘Liberal Institutionalism: An Alternative IR Theory or Just Maintaining
the Status Quo?’ E-International Relations https://www.e-ir.info/2011/09/01/liberal-
institutionalism-an-alternative-ir-theory-or-just-maintaining-the-status-quo/

Glaser, C. (1994/95) ‘Realists as Optimists: Cooperation as Self-Help’ International
Security 19.

Lebow, N.R. (2016) ‘Classical Realism’, Dunne et al. (eds.) International Relations
Theories – Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).

Long, D. (1991) ‘J. A. Hobson and Idealism in International Relations’, Review of
International Studies 17(3).

Mearsheimer, J.J. (2016) ‘Structural Realism’ Dunne et al. (eds.) International Relations
Theories – Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).

Mearsheimer, J.J. (2019) ‘Bound to fail: the rise and fall of liberal international order’,
International Security 43(4).

Russet, B. (2016) ‘Liberalism’ Dunne et al. (eds.) International Relations Theories –
Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).

Sterling-Folker, J. (2016) ‘Neoliberalism’ Dunne et al. (eds.) International Relations
Theories – Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).
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Videos:

John Mearsheimer explains structural realism
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RXllDh6rD18

Andrew Moravscik explains liberal theory
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7D5FNrqT5dM

Session 2: Post-Structural Approaches: Constructivism, Critical Theories
and Post-Colonialism

Key Questions: ‘Anarchy is what states make of it’ What does A. Wendt mean? ‘Theory is
always for someone, for some purpose’. What does R. Cox mean? What are the contributions
of women to the global economy? Does it matter that the majority of foreign policy makers
are man? Does it matter that the majority of IR scholars are (white) men? What is ‘post-
colonialism’? What is the post-colonial objection to human rights as a universal value?

Key texts:

Please read selectively from:

Biwas, S. (2016) ‘Postcolonialism’ Dunne et al. (eds.) International Relations Theories –
Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).

Campbell, D. & Bleiker, R. (2016) ‘Poststructuralism’ Dunne et al. (eds.) International
Relations Theories – Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).

Cox, R.W. (1981) ‘Social Forces, States and World Orders: Beyond International
Relations Theory’ Millennium – Journal of International Studies 10(2).

Dominguez, A.M. (2011) ‘Postmodernism and Security Challenges in the Developing
World’ in E-International Relations, http://www.e-ir.info/2011/03/06/do-
postmodernists-have-anything-meaningful-to-say-about-the-security-challenges-facing-
societies-in-the-developing-world/

Fierke, K.M. (2016) ‘Constructivism’ Dunne et al. (eds.) International Relations Theories
– Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).

Konrad, A. (2012) ‘Theorising Realist and Gramscian Hegemony’ E-International
Relations, http://www.e-ir.info/2012/09/02/theorizing-realist-and-gramscian-
hegemony/

Roach, S.C. (2016) ‘Critical Theory’ Dunne et al. (eds.) International Relations Theories –
Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).

Simangan, D. (2021) ‘Where is the Asia-Pacific in mainstream international relations
scholarship on the Anthropocene?’ The Pacific Review 34(5).

Sinha, N. (2020) ‘The need for a gender responsive economy in the aftermath of COVID-
19 in India’, LSE Blogs, https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/wps/2020/07/22/the-need-for-a-gender-
responsive-economy-in-the-aftermath-of-covid-19-in-india/
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Tickner, J.A. & Sjoberg, L. (2016) ‘Feminism’ Dunne et al. (eds.) International Relations
Theories – Discipline and Diversity (Oxford: Oxford University Press).

To Son, M. (2021) ‘Beyond Methodological Eurocentrism? Knowledge Making and the
Universality Problem, E-International Relations, https://www.e-
ir.info/2021/04/15/beyond-methodological-eurocentrism-knowledge-making-and-the-
universality-problem/

Wæver, O. & Tickner, A.B. (2009) ‘Introduction - Geopolitical Epistemologies’ Tickner,
A.B. & Wæver, O. (eds.) International Relations Scholarship Around the World
(London: Routledge).

Wendt, A. (1992) ‘Anarchy is what states make of it: the social construction of power
politics’ International Organization 46(2).

Videos

Ole Wæver explains securitisation theory
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wQ07tWOzE_c

Kimberly Hutchings on feminism in international relations
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ajAWGztPUiU&list=PLhQpDGfX5e7C6FA5IYU3
VPYN7kWHl1mxQ&index=4

Erik Ringmar on non-Western international relations theory
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=q6uwExc7eu8&t=271s
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II East Asia and its Core Powers

Session 3: The US - Provider of Stability or Declining Hegemon?

Key Questions:What is driving US foreign policy in East Asia? How has the US been
shaping international order in East Asia? Is US hegemony in decline? If so, what are the
consequences?

Key texts:

Please read selectively from:

Avey, P.; Markowitz, J.N.; Reardon, R.J. (2018) ‘Disentangling Grand Strategy:
International Relations Theory and US Grand Strategy’, Texas National Security
Review, 2(1) https://tnsr.org/2018/11/disentangling-grand-strategy-international-
relations-theory-and-u-s-grand-strategy/

Buzan, B. (2003) ‘Regional Security Complex Theory in the Post-Cold War World’
Söderbaum, F. & Shaw, T. (eds.) Theories of New Regionalism (London: Palgrave).

Buzan, B. (2003) ‘Security architecture in Asia: the interplay of regional and global levels’
The Pacific Review 16/2.

Chung, J H. (2019)‘How America and China see each other: charting national views and
official perceptions’ The Pacific Review 32(2).

Crabtree, J. (2021) ‘A Confused Biden Team Risks Losing Southeast Asia’ Foreign
Policy, July 2021 https://foreignpolicy.com/2021/06/27/southeast-asia-asean-china-us-
biden-blinken-confusion-geopolitics/

Hornat, J. (2016) ‘The power Triangle in the Indian Ocean: China, India and the United
States’ Cambridge Review of International Affairs 29(2).

Ikenberry, G.J. (2018) ‘The end of liberal international order?’ International Affairs 94(1).

Johnson, J. (2021) ‘The End of Military-Techno Pax Americana? Washington’s Strategic
Response to Chinese AI-Enabled Military Technology’ The Pacific Review 34(3).

Mearsheimer, J.J. (2010) ‘Imperial by design’ The National Interest, No 111.

Mederios, E.S. (2021) ‘Major Power Rivalry in East Asia’, Discussion Paper Series on
Managing Global Disorder (3), Council on Foreign Relations
https://cdn.cfr.org/sites/default/files/report_pdf/medeirosdp_final-no.-3.pdf

Pempel, T.J. (2019) ‘Regional decoupling: the Asia-Pacific minus the USA?’ The Pacific
Review 32(2).

Rim, H.J. (2022) ‘Reward-based or threat-based deterrence: US policy toward Japan and
South Korea in comparative perspective’ The Pacific Review 35(4).

Wilkins, T. & Kim, J. (2022) ‘Adoption, accommodation or opposition? – regional powers
respond to American-led Indo-Pacific strategy’ The Pacific Review (35(3).
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Session 4: Japan – Still an Economic Giant and a Strategic Dwarf?

Key Questions:What constrains Japan from taking on a more active regional leadership
role? Are there any viable alternatives to Japan’s current security arrangements? Is Japan’s
historical development from imperialist aggressor to pacificist economic superpower
evidence for the success of democratic peace theory? Can Japan continue to maintain What
are the pressures on Japan’s Article 9? How do recent developments impact on this? What is
shaping current Sino-Japanese relations?

Key texts:

Please read selectively from:

Berger, T.D. (1993) ‘From Sword to Chrysanthemum’, International Security 17(3).

Blechinger-Talcott, V. & Schulze, K. (2019) ‘Introduction: Dimensions of Sino-Japanese
rivalry in a global context’, The Pacific Review 32(5).

Do, T.T. (2020) ‘Between East and West: Japanese IR at a crossroads’, The Pacific
Review 33(2).

Evron, Y. (2017) ‘China-Japan interaction in the Middle East: a battleground for Japan’s
remilitarization’, The Pacific Review 30(2).

Hagström, L. and Gustafsson, K. (2014) ‘Japan and identity change: why it matters in
International Relations’, The Pacific Review 28(1).

Inisa, A. & Pugliese, G. (2022) ‘The free and open Indo-Pacific versus the belt and road:
spheres of influences and Sino-Japanese relations’ The Pacific Review 35(3).

Inoguchi, T. (2009) ‘Japan, Korea and Taiwan – Are one hundred flowers about to
blossom’, Tickner, A.B. & Wæver, O. (eds.) International Relations Scholarship
Around the World (London: Routledge).

Iwami, T. (2021) ‘Strategic Partnership between Japan and New Zealand: Foundation,
Development and Prospect’, The Pacific Review 34(5).

Kolmas, M. (2020) ‘Identity change and societal pressure in Japan: the constraints on
Shinzo Abe’s educational and constitutional reform’, The Pacific Review 33(2).

Lindgren, W.Y. (2021) ‘WIN-WIN! With ODA-man: Legitimizing Development
Assistance Policy in Japan’, The Pacific Review 34(4).

Miller, J. Berkshire (2017) ‘Japan Warms to China’, Foreign Affairs. 14 Sept. 2017.

Oros, A.L. (2015) ‘International and domestic challenges to Japan's postwar security
identity: ‘norm constructivism’ and Japan's new ‘proactive pacifism’, The Pacific
Review 28(1).

Ramirez, C. (2021) ‘Japan’s Foreign and Security Policy under Abe: from
Neoconservatism and Neoautonomy to Pragmatic Realism’, The Pacific Review 34(1).

Shulze, K. & Blechinger-Talcott, V. (2019) ‘Introduction: dimensions of Sino-Japanese
rivalry in a global context’, The Pacific Review 32(5).

Simangan, D. (2021) ‘Where is the Asia Pacific mainstream international relations
scholarship on the Anthropocene’, The Pacific Review 34(5).
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Sinkkonen, E. (2019) ‘The more the merrier? Sino-Japanese security relations in the
context of complex interstate rivalry in the Asia-Pacific region’, The Pacific Review
32(5).

Suzuki, S. (2015) ‘The rise of the Chinese ‘Other’ in Japan’s construction of identity: Is
China a focal point of Japanese nationalism?’, The Pacific Review 28(1).

Wallace, C. (2019) ‘Japan’s strategic contrast: containing influence despite relative power
decline in Southeast Asia’, The Pacific Review 32(5).

Watai, Y. (2021) ‘Vested Interest as a Hidden Driver of Japan’s Remilitarization: The case
of BMD Deployment Through a Neoclassical Realist Approach’, The Pacific Review
34(3).

Yoshimatsu, H. (2020) ‘Partnership against the rising dragon? Japan’s foreign policy
towards India’, The Pacific Review 33(3-4).

Videos:

Japan’s Foreign Policy Options in the Changing Asia-Pacific – Panel Discussion (October 2020)
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K4KveWKeb50&t=20s

Japan’s Foreign Relations: Balancing the US and China
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zO8V-cgYKH0
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Session 5: China – Rising Power or Re-emerging Hegemon?

Key Questions: In what ways has China’s foreign policy changed under Xi Jinping? Is the
rise of China a threat to the stability in East Asia? What is driving China’s external relations?
Will Sino-US relations lead to a new Cold War?

Key texts:

Please read selectively from:

Breslin, S. & Xiao, R. (2020) ‘Introduction: China debates its global role’, in The Pacific
Review 33(3-4).

Choong, W. (2014) ‘The Senkaku/Diaoyu dispute’, in The Adelphi Series 54(445).

Feng, H. & He, K. (2020) ‘The study of Chinese scholars in foreign policy analysis: an
emerging research program’, in The Pacific Review 33(3-4).

Gülseven, Y. (2021) ‘ ‘Aid with Chinese characteristics’: competitive and/or
complementary?’, The Pacific Review 34(6).

He, K. (2017) ‘Explaining US-China relations: neocassical realism and the nexus of
threat-interest perceptions’, in The Pacific Review 30(2).

Heydarian, R.J. (2015) ‘The end of China’s peaceful rise?’ in Huffington Post, 20 Dec.
2015 http://www.huffingtonpost.com/richard-javad-heydarian/the-end-of-chinas-
peacefu_b_8893222.html

Johnson, J. (2017) ‘Washington’s perceptions and misperceptions of Beijing’s anti-access
area-denial (A2-AD) ‘strategy’: implications for military escalation control and
strategic stability’, in The Pacific Review, 30(3).

Liao, J.H. (2021) ‘China’s Energy Diplomacy Towards Central Asia and the Implications
on its “Belt and Road Initiative”’, in The Pacific Review 34(3).

Liang, C. ‘The rise of China as a constructed narrative: Southeast Asia’s response to
Asia’s power shift’ The Pacific Review 31/3 2018

Lynch, D. (2016) ‘The end of China’s rise: still powerful but less potent’ in Foreign
Affairs 11 January

Lynch, D. (2019) ‘Is China’s rise now stalling’, in The Pacific Review 32(3).

Mearsheimer, J.J. (2010) ‘The Gathering Storm: China’s Challenge to US Power in Asia’,
in The Chinese Journal of International Politics 3(4).

Ren, X. (2020) ‘Grown from within: Building a Chinese School of International
Relations’, in The Pacific Review 33(3-4).

Steinsson, S. (2014)‘John Mearsheimer’s Theory of Offensive Realism and the Rise of
China’, in E-International Relations https://www.e-ir.info/2014/03/06/john-
mearsheimers-theory-of-offensive-realism-and-the-rise-of-china/

Starting, R. (2022) ‘Norm contestation, statecraft and the South China Sea: defending the
maritime order’, in The Pacific Review 34(1).

Wang, D. & Meng, W. (2020) ‘China debating regional order’, in The Pacific Review
33(3-4).
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Wei, L. (2020) ‘Striving for achievement in a new era: China debates its global role’, in
The Pacific Review 33(3-4).

Xiaolin, D. (2019 ‘Think territory politically: the making and escalation of Beijing’s
commitment to Sovereignize Diaoyu/ Senkaku Islands’, in The Pacific Review 32(3).

Yang, Y (2009) ‘China - Between copying and constructing’, in in Tickner, A.B. &
Wæver, O. (eds.) International Relations Scholarship Around the World (London:
Routledge).

Yongjin, Z. & Buzan, B. (2012) ‘The tributary system as international society in theory
and practice’, in The Chinese Journal of International Politics 5(1).

Zhang, F. (2020) ‘China’s long march at sea: explaining Beijing’s South China Sea
strategy, 2009-2016’, in The Pacific Review 33(5).

Video

Lecture by J. Mearsheimer ‘The Past and Future of the US-China Relations’
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LFKH4Frn_QI
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III Economic Development, Cooperation and Conflict

Session 6 – Economic Development: Tiger Economies, Financial Crisis
and Beyond

Key Questions:What explains the economic growth of East Asian economies? What role, if
any, have so-called Asian values played? How has the 1997/8 Asian financial crisis impacted
on regional power constellations? What lessons can we learn from the 1997/8 and 2008
financial crises? Will the 21st century still be the East Asian/ Chinese century?

Key texts:

Please read selectively from:

Adams, FG (2006) East Asia, Globalization, and the New Economy (New
York: Routledge).

Beeson, M. (2006) Regionalism and Globalization in East Asia: Politics, Security and
Economic Development (Basingstoke: Palgrave).

Bello, W. (1999) ‘The Asian Financial Crises: Causes, Dynamics, Prospects’ in Journal of
the Asia Pacific Economy (1).

Bowles, P. (2002) Asia’s Post-Crisis Regionalism: Bringing the State Back in, Keeping
the (United) States Out’, in Review of International Political Economy 9(2).

Daniel Drezner (2009) ‘Bad Debts: Assessing China’s Financial Influence in Great Power
Politics’ in International Security 34(2).

Eun, Y.-S., Acharya, A. & Thalang, C.n. (2022) ‘Unpacking the dynamics of weak states’
agency’ The Pacific Review 35(2).

Evan Feigenbaum (2017) ‘Is Coercion the New Normal in China’s Economic Statecraft?’
in Marco Polo Blog https://carnegieendowment.org/2017/07/25/is-coercion-new-
normal-in-china-s-economic-statecraft-pub-72632

Hahm, SD, Heo, U (2008) ‘The economic effects of U.S. and Japanese foreign direct
investment in East Asia: A comparative analysis’, in Policy Studies Journal 36(3).

Kasahara, S. (2013) ‘The Asian Developmental State and the Flying Geese Paradigm’, in
United Nations on Trade and Development Discussion Papers, (123).

Kim, H. & Heo, U. (2019) ‘Economic globalization and democratic development in East
Asia: The indirect link’ in Journal of Asian and African Studies 54(2).

Lee, J. (1999) ‘East Asian NIEs’ model of development: Miracles, crisis, and beyond’, in
The Pacific Review 12(2).

Rasiah, R., Cheong, K.C. & Doner (2014) ‘Southeast Asia and the Asian and Global
Financial Crises’, in Journal of Contemporary Asia 44(4).

Sarel, M. (1997) ‘Growth in East Asia – What we can and what we cannot infer’, in
Economic Issues (1) IMF https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/issues1/
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Stubbs, R. (2009) ‘What ever happened to the East Asian Developmental State? The
unfolding debate’, in The Pacific Review 22(1).

Suzuki, S. (2021) ‘Can ASEAN offer a useful model? Chairmanship in decision-making
by consensus’ The Pacific Review 34(5).

Tiberghien, Y. (2021) ‘Delta upends the East Asia Covid-19 model’ in East Asia Forum
https://www.eastasiaforum.org/2021/09/13/delta-upends-the-east-asia-covid-19-model/

UNU (1997) ‘Asian Values’ and Democracy in Asia
https://archive.unu.edu/unupress/asian-values.html

World Bank (2018) Global Economic Prospects: East Asia and the Pacific
https://www.worldbank.org/en/region/eap/brief/global-economic-prospects-east-asia-
pacific

Videos:

Uneven and combined development in international Relations
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BYBgsrbwOpY

Joseph Stiglitz ‘How did China succeed?’
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Iaw4n9IZDdc
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Session 7: Regionalism and Regional Institutions

Key Questions:What is driving regionalism in East Asia? Why has regional institutional
development seemingly flourished in Southeast Asia? What is ASEAN and does it remain
central to East Asian regionalism? Can regional institutions help to mitigate against the
security dilemma in Northeast Asia?

Key Texts:

Please read selectively from:

Acharya, A. (1997)‘Ideas, Identity, Institution-Building: From the ‘ASEAN Way’ and to
the ‘Asia-Pacific Way’?’, in: The Pacific Review, 10(3).

Beeson, M. (2006) Regionalism and Globalization in East Asia: Politics, Security and
Economic Development (Basingstoke: Palgrave).

Beeson, M. (2011) ‘Crisis dynamics and regionalism: East Asia in comparative
perspective’ in The Pacific Review 24(3).

Beeson, M. (2019) ‘Asia’s competing multilateral initiatives: quality versus quantity’ The
Pacific Review 32(2).

Bisley, N. (2019) ‘Contested Asia’s ‘New’ multilateralism and regional order’ The Pacific
Review 32(2).

Chiang, M.-H. (2019) ‘China-ASEAN economic relations after establishment of free trade
area’ The Pacific Review 32(3).

Cook, A.D.B. & Chen, C. (2022) ‘Disaster governance and prospects of inter-regional
partnership in the Asia-Pacific’ The Pacific Review 35(4).

Dent, C. (2008) East Asian Regionalism (London: Routledge).

Green, M. & Goodman, M. (2016) ‘After TPP: The Geopolitics of Asia and the Pacific’,
in The Washington Quarterly 38(4).

He, B. (2004) ‘East Asian Ideas of Regionalism: A Normative Critique’, in Australian
Journal of International Affairs 58(1).

Jetschke, A. & Murray, P. (2012) ‘Diffusing regional integration: The EU and Southeast
Asia’ in West European Politics 35(1).

Kraphol, S. (2015) ‘Financial Crisis as Catalysts for Regioal Cooperation? Chances and
Obstacles for Financial Integration in ASEAN+3, Mercosur and the Eurozone’, in
Contemporary Politics 21(2).

Le Thu, H. (2019) ‘China’s dual strategy of coercion and inducement towards ASEAN’, in
The Pacific Review 32(1).

Lee, S.Z. (2021) ‘Ideas and policy transformation: why preferences for regionalism and
cross-regionalism diverged in Japan and Korea’, in The Pacific Review 34(2).

Mueller, L.M. (2021) ‘Challenges to ASEAN centrality and hedging in connectivity
governance – regional and national pressure points’ The Pacific Review 34(5).

Sampson, M. (2021) ‘ The evolution of China’s regional trade agreements: power
dynamics and the future of the Asia-Pacific’, in The Pacific Review 34(2).
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Stubbs, R. (2014) ‘ASEAN’s leadership in East Asian region-building: strength in
weakness’ in The Pacific Review 27(4).
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Session 8: The Korean Peninsula – Crazy Man with Nukes?

Key Questions:What are the underlying conditions for the ongoing conflict between the two
Korean states? Is there any potential for re-unification? What is the rationale for Pyongyang’s
WMD proliferation strategy?
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Session 9 Taiwan - Rebel Province or Side-Lined Democracy

Key Questions:What is the nature of the so-called ‘Taiwan issue’? How important is
(Taiwanese) identity in cross-Strait relations? What impact has democratisation in Taiwan
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