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International Relations in Ireland:
A Survey of Academics

STEPHANIE J. RICKARD∗ & JOHN DOYLE∗∗
∗London School of Economics, UK; ∗∗Dublin City University, Ireland

ABSTRACT In the most comprehensive survey of its kind in Ireland, this article analyses the
growing field of international relations and international politics, examining what scholars
working in universities in the Republic of Ireland think about international politics and
what they are teaching the current generation of students. The article also provides for inter-
national comparisons with 10 other countries as the survey is part of a larger cross-national
survey, led by academics at the college of William and Mary in Virginia, USA on teaching,
research and international policy. The picture of Irish international relations that emerges
from the first survey of Irish IR scholars is one of an internationally engaged community of
scholars. Irish IR scholars themselves are very international; half come from countries
other than Ireland and most speak at least one language other than English. This diversity
within the Irish academy exposes students to varied global perspectives and helps them to
better understand problems that are increasingly global in nature, such as environmental
and health issues. Given this, the ‘internationalisation’ of Ireland’s IR community may be
one of the field’s greatest strengths and indeed the Irish academy’s comparative advantage.
Perhaps because of this diversity, IR scholarship and teaching at Irish universities does not
fall under any single hegemonic theoretical, methodological or ideological perspective.
Instead, the field is characterised by vibrant theoretical and methodological debates
drawing on scholarship and evidence from the United States, Western Europe and other
countries and regions. Individual scholars in Ireland, however, do seem to be less likely to
draw equally on rationalist and constructivist approaches in their work, more likely than
their international colleagues to see their work exclusively in one approach, and much
more likely than international colleagues to describe their work exclusively as rationalist.

Keywords: the profession; survey

Introduction

The study of international relations, broadly defined, is by far the fastest growing sub-
discipline within politics in most universities, not only in Ireland but also globally.
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The international focus of the primary age cohort in higher education and the student
group more generally is well established (Alrow, 1997). The continuing process of
internationalisation is seen in the popularity of sub-disciplines such as security and
conflict studies, international political economy, development studies and compara-
tive politics or area studies courses with a global focus beyond Europe. Yet surpris-
ingly little is known in Ireland or internationally about the balance of regions studied
at university, the theoretical approaches that students are exposed to or indeed the per-
spectives and methodological approaches that academics themselves bring to their
work. Understanding this picture is an important issue in an increasingly globalised
world where Ireland’s international relations are of ever more importance.

As Maliniak et al. (2011: 438–439) have highlighted in the US context, the claims
that have been made about the dominance of certain methodological and epistemo-
logical approaches within the discipline based on the ranking of journals are often
not repeated in surveys of academics. Their study and this one suggest that when aca-
demics are asked to reflect on the importance of methodological and epistemological
debates for their own research, their responses reveal much greater diversity of
approaches than is reflected in many of the leading journals. Therefore, asking
working academics about their approaches to international relations and the issues
and regions they focus on is an interesting approach to analysing the discipline
itself. As academics in Europe respond to the changing nature of international politics
and the rise of new centres of power in China, India and Brazil, for example, it is also
useful to explore the degree to which the focus of university-level teaching has
responded to these changes in global politics. Do Irish academics live inside an
ivory tower impervious to changes in the world around them, or do they adapt
their teaching and research to reflect global trends?

In the most comprehensive survey of its kind in Ireland, this article analyses the
growing field of international relations and international politics, examining what
scholars working in Irish universities think about international politics and what
they are teaching the current generation of students. The article also provides for
international comparisons with 10 other countries as the survey is part of a larger
cross-national survey, led by academics at the college of William and Mary in Virgi-
nia, USA, on teaching, research and international policy (TRIP) (see Jordan et al.,
2009).

Sample

In order to get a full and accurate picture of International Relations in the Irish
Academy, we first identified all staff at the seven universities in the Republic of
Ireland who research international politics and/or international relations or teach
courses on international politics/relations (i.e. in alphabetical order, Dublin City Uni-
versity, National University of Ireland Galway, National University of Ireland May-
nooth, Trinity College Dublin, University College Cork, University College Dublin
and the University of Limerick). The World Higher Education Database (IAU/
UNESCO) list of accredited schools was used to compile a list of the relevant
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academic institutions. Using this list, we identified all staff members at the insti-
tutions listed in Ireland who taught or studied international politics and/or inter-
national relations, broadly defined. Any academic staff member in a politics,
government or political science department with transnational research interests qua-
lified. Staff members with research interests such as international political economy,
international security, foreign policy, etc. were also included. To identify the relevant
scholars, we used a combination of web searches of university, department and indi-
vidual web pages, as well as phone calls and emails to relevant departments and staff
members.

Two issues about sample selection are worth highlighting. First, we considered
whether to include the two universities in Northern Ireland in the survey for
‘Ireland’, as the schools of politics in both Queens University Belfast (QUB) and
the University of Ulster are active in networks of academics in Ireland – both univer-
sities are members of the Royal Irish Academy’s International Affairs Committee and
individual staff from both universities are active in the Political Studies Association
of Ireland. However, as the universities are in a different state from the other seven
‘Irish’ universities, with a different funding mechanism, they were included in the
UK survey only, not in the survey for ‘Ireland’. However, in one open question
related to the best place to study international relations (IR) ‘in Ireland’, 40 per
cent of respondents included QUB – so we included QUB in that context given
the high level of unprompted responses. The second issue of note is how we
defined IR. We chose a broad definition, including not only scholars who so
described themselves on their websites as scholars of international relations/inter-
national politics, but also those whose focus was comparative politics, foreign
policy or area studies. This was in keeping with the approach adopted in the inter-
national survey and allowed a more comprehensive analysis of curriculum and meth-
odology. It also reflects the diversity of how staff describe themselves – as many staff
teaching modules in international relations, even modules with ‘international
relations’ in the title, describe themselves as lecturers in politics, without specifying
IR.

We identified 42 individuals who appeared to research and/or teach international
politics/relations in Ireland. We sent emails to each of these individuals and asked
them to fill out an online survey. The emails contained a live link to the web
survey. Confidentiality was promised to all respondents. If respondents failed to com-
plete the survey, we sent four additional follow-up emails asking them to respond. In
the end, 31 people responded, giving a response rate of 74 per cent. This is a very high
response rate. In fact, this was the second highest response rate among the 10 survey
countries (Jordan et al., 2009). This exceptionally high response rate may reflect the
relatively small size of the IR community in Ireland. We have not included a break-
down of the response rate by institution, gender or seniority because given the rela-
tively small sample, reporting these numbers may have made it possible to identify
individual respondents. However, we can report that the 31 respondents reflect the
full sample of 42, when judged by seniority, institution or gender. In other words,
there is no apparent response bias.
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The questions asked of the Irish respondents included a core set of questions
that were asked in identical format in each of the 10 countries taking part in the
international survey and also some questions specific to Ireland, which we felt
would be useful and of interest given the particular national context. Where appropri-
ate we have contextualised the Irish replies, using the international data. A fuller
analysis of the international data is available in Maliniak et al. (2011) and Jordan
et al. (2009). The data are discussed below, divided into the broad categories of
teaching, research and the profession itself, though these categories inevitably
overlap a great deal.

Teaching Activity

International relations is taught at nearly all universities in Ireland. Most offer at least
one course in international relations and/or international politics at the undergraduate
level. Respondents were asked at which university in Ireland undergraduate students
receive the best instruction in international relations. Dublin City University (DCU)
was ranked number one; 75 per cent of respondents ranked DCU in the top five uni-
versities in Ireland for international relations. University College Dublin came a close
second, with 70 per cent of respondents ranking it in the top five (see Table 1).

In international relations courses, Irish scholars place a heavy emphasis on Western
Europe. Nearly 80 per cent of respondents said that they devote one or more classes to
discussion of Western Europe (see Table 2). This may reflect at attempt to make the
material relevant to Irish students. Alternatively, it may reflect scholars’ area of
expertise; 43 per cent of respondents reported that Western Europe is the main
region of the world they study. On the other hand, it may be because 75 per cent
believe that Western Europe is the area of the world of greatest strategic importance
to Ireland today.

The USA, arguably one of the most active countries in international politics in
recent decades, does not, perhaps surprisingly, feature as prominently in courses

Table 1. What are the five best colleges or universities in Ireland for
undergraduate students to study IR?

University Per cent

Dublin City University 75
University College Dublin 70
Trinity College Dublin 55
Queens University Belfast 40
University of Limerick 30
University College Cork 20
National University of Ireland, Galway 15
National University of Maynooth 5
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on international relations in Ireland. In fact, the same percentage of scholars reported
devoting one or more classes to discussions of the former Soviet Union and Eastern
Europe as to North America. Nonetheless, this is a higher percentage than the inter-
national norm – indeed it is higher than the proportion of US-based academics who
focus on ‘North America’.

In every country surveyed, academics spend more time on their own region.
However, the Irish regional focus is still remarkably Eurocentric (see Table 3). For
example, despite the rise of Asia in global affairs, only 7 per cent of Irish scholars
focus on South Asia. Interestingly, the UK, a former colonial power in South Asia,
does little better, with only 8 per cent of IR scholars in the UK focusing on South
Asia – well behind the USA at 15 per cent. Twenty-one per cent of academics in
Ireland focus on East Asia, compared with 25 per cent in the UK and 37 per cent
in the USA. Only Western Europe as a region has near universal coverage and
only North America and the former USSR and Eastern Europe are covered by
more than a third of respondents. No other region in the world is covered by more
than 22 per cent of Irish IR scholars in survey/introductory-type courses. Table 3
summarises the responses to this question for the 10 countries in the survey. As
can be seen, Ireland is below the international average reported for every region
except Western Europe, the former Soviet Union and Eastern Europe and North
Africa.

When academics in Ireland are asked about the reading matter they recommend to
students, it is clear that a large percentage of the assigned reading material is written
by American scholars. In fact, nearly half of all readings assigned to students on IR
courses are written by Americans and almost one-third by UK-based authors.

Table 2. In your introductory IR course, what areas of the world do you study
in substantial detail (i.e. you devote one or more classes to discussion of that

area)? Check all that apply

Area of the world Percentage

East Asia 21
Former Soviet Union/Eastern Europe 36
Latin America 7
Middle East 21
North Africa 14
North America 36
Oceania 0
South Asia 7
Southeast Asia 0
Sub-Saharan Africa 14
Western Europe 79
None 43
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By contrast, scholarship by Irish authors accounts for less than 5 per cent of assigned
reading in international relations courses. Only Hong Kong and Singapore reported
using a lower percentage of nationally produced literature, with New Zealand
similar at 6 per cent. Israel reported 12 per cent of books were from nationally
based academics, with Canada and Australia reporting 22 and 21 per cent, respect-
ively. South Africa recorded the highest proportion of domestically authored litera-
ture (outside the USA) at 47 per cent This may simply reflect the fact that
Americans have authored most of the textbooks in the field and that nine of the
top 10 journals in IR are published in the USA (Peterson et al., 2007). US respondents
to the survey reported that almost 80 per cent of their assigned reading was written by
US-based academics. For the international cohort as a whole, 51 per cent of required
reading was by US-based authors and 24 per cent by UK-based authors, so Ireland,
not surprisingly, uses slightly more UK-based work than the other survey countries
and about the same amount of US-based work.

On average, approximately 35 per cent of course material is devoted to policy
analysis and/or policy-relevant research, which is broadly similar to the international
average (see Table 5). Nearly 80 per cent of teachers state that one of their goals is to
prepare students for foreign policy debates. This suggests, contrary to conventional
wisdom, that scholars are not locked away in their ivory towers. Instead, they encou-
rage students to engage with real-world foreign policy debates and think critically
about the increasingly globalised world using academic scholarship as a guide.
However, it is important to note that Irish scholars record the highest percentage of
scholars whose exclusive classroom focus is academic literature (21 per cent com-
pared with an international average of 8 per cent).

Table 3. Regional focus of Irish academics compared with other countries surveyed

All USA UK Canada Australia NZ Ireland Israel SA HK Singapore

East Asia 33 37 25 27 43 50 21 11 23 50 18
FSU/Eastern

Europe
28 31 28 24 19 13 36 6 23 17 0

Latin America 16 21 9 17 2 6 7 6 8 0 0
Middle East 36 40 31 33 29 38 21 50 31 33 0
North Africa 6 6 4 8 5 0 14 6 8 0 0
North America 27 23 35 32 34 44 36 28 31 17 18
Oceania 2 1 1 2 17 38 0 0 0 0 0
South Asia 14 15 8 15 19 19 7 17 15 0 18
Southeast Asia 13 12 9 12 34 31 0 6 15 25 27
Sub-Saharan Africa 20 23 14 18 7 19 14 6 62 0 0
Western Europe 40 41 42 39 29 44 79 17 46 25 9
None 42 42 46 43 36 25 43 44 46 42 64

Note: FSU: Former Soviet Union; NZ: New Zealand; SA: South Africa; HK: Hong Kong.
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Research Activity

A large and ongoing debate exists about the diversity of methodology and epistem-
ology within the academic discipline of international relations (e.g. Wight, 2007a, b).
The cross-national survey was designed in part to examine the amount of methodo-
logical and epistemological diversity in both the teaching and research of inter-
national relations across the 10 participating countries. To this end, the survey was
designed in such a way as to allow respondents to categorise their research in a
number of different and overlapping ways in order to avoid creating a false dichot-
omy, by virtue of forced responses from limited choices. Although respondents are
asked to categorise their theoretical and epistemological approaches, they are given
the option of responding ‘none of the above’. Additionally, several other types of
question were asked about the issue and area of focus of their research and the
policy relevance of their research activity to try and capture a broader picture of
the research community and the contours of the debates within the field.

The first point of note is that scholars of IR have a focus that extends beyond the
classroom. Scholars of international relations in Ireland often engage in research on
practical policy questions. In fact, 70 per cent of respondents conduct research
designed, at least in part, to have policy applications (see Table 6). Although there
is some international variation, this is broadly the picture across all 10 countries sur-
veyed, with scholars in Ireland slightly less applied in their research interests than the
average, but only on the margin.

Irish academics are quite engaged in the foreign policymaking process, serving as
consultants to the Irish government (25 per cent), non-governmental organisations
(17 per cent), think tanks (8 per cent), the private sector (8 per cent) and international
organisations (21 per cent). Fifty per cent of academics in Ireland report that they
were not involved in research with foreign policy-focused organisations – compared
with 57 per cent internationally (see Table 7). With the exception of Singapore, where
two-thirds of academics engage in paid work for think tanks, the Irish pattern reflects
the broad international picture.

Although scholars of international politics are interested in foreign policy debates,
respondents generally think that their research has little impact on Irish foreign
policy. Fifty-seven per cent said that even when a broad consensus on a foreign

Table 4. Approximately what percentage of the assigned readings
in your introduction to IR course is written by the authors in

following categories?

Response Average

% Irish authors 5
% US authors 46
% UK authors 32
% Authors from other countries 17

International Relations in Ireland 365
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policy issue exists among IR scholars within Ireland, the policy advocated by IR
scholars is likely to have no impact on the policy adopted (see Table 8). Only
South Africa has a higher percentage (67 per cent) of academics who think their influ-
ence is so limited – the international average was that 38 per cent of academics
thought their collective views had no impact on policies adopted by government.
Academics in Ireland were also pessimistic about their capacity even to put issues
on the political agenda or shape the nature of debate. Internationally, 61 per cent
of IR academics thought that the profession played such a role, but in Ireland only
43 per cent said this was true. When asked to compare the influence of IR scholars
with others such as economists, climate scientists or historians, Irish scholars
ranked IR as the least influential discipline, broadly reflecting the international
trend – with historians being ranked least influential internationally (second to IR)
and IR ranked last in Ireland (second to historians).

When asked what influences Ireland’s foreign policy, respondents focused on three
key factors: domestic political norms or culture (27 per cent); the preferences of dom-
estic elites (23 per cent); and the strategic interests of Ireland (23 per cent). It appears
that IR scholars do not count themselves among the ‘domestic elite’ that shape Irish

Table 5. Is your introductory IR course designed more to introduce students to scholarship in
the IR discipline, or more to prepare students to be informed about foreign policy and

international issues and debates?

Response Percentage

Introduce students to scholarship in the IR discipline 21
Both, but primarily introduce students to scholarship in the IR discipline 42
Both about equally 21
Both, but primarily prepare students to be informed about foreign policy and IR

debates
11

Prepare students to be informed about foreign policy and IR debates 5

Table 6. Does your research tend to be basic or applied?

Basic or applied? Percentage

Both basic and applied but more basic than applied 33
Primarily basic 30
Both equally 20
Primarily applied 10
Both basic and applied but more applied than basic 7

Note: By basic research, we mean research for the sake of knowledge,
without any particular immediate policy application in mind.
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foreign policy (see Table 9). Perhaps this reveals an important (and growing) rift
between practitioners and scholars.

Irish scholars are among a group of states who rank domestic norms and culture as
very influential – with New Zealand, Israel and Hong Kong. Ireland also ranks the
influence of elites lower – with the international average being 38 per cent saying
foreign policy reflects elite preferences. Irish scholars say foreign policy reflects
state strategic interests to a much greater degree that their international colleagues
– 23 per cent in Ireland compared with just 17 per cent on average internationally,
and only 15 per cent in the USA.

The alleged American ‘domination’ of the international relations discipline was
explored in a number of ways in the international survey. Respondents were asked
whether they had a degree from a US university; 14 per cent of Irish scholars did
– compared with just 9 per cent in the UK and 96 per cent in the USA. The often
assumed transatlantic divide on positivism versus constructivism did not materialise,
however, in the teaching of IR. Irish scholars give about 14 per cent of class time to
realism, 16 per cent to liberalism, 10 per cent to constructivism and 7 per cent to

Table 8. When a broad consensus on a foreign policy issue exists among IR scholars within
Ireland, which of the following is most likely?

Response Per cent

The policy advocated by IR scholars is adopted 0
The policy advocated by IR scholars shapes public debate and/or puts issues

or policy options on the national agenda but the policy advocated is not
necessarily adopted

43

The policy advocated by IR scholars has no impact on the policy adopted 57

Table 7. In the past 2 years, have you consulted or worked in a
paid capacity for any of the following? Check all that apply

Paid profession Percentage

Foreign governments 8
Interest groups 4
International organisations 21
Irish government 25
Non-governmental organisations 17
Private sector 8
Think tanks 8
None 54
Other 0
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Marxism. The equivalent US figures are very similar at 21, 18, 10 and 7 per cent,
respectively, and the international averages were 22, 19, 11 and 9 per cent.

International relations academics in Ireland reflect the broad spectrum of the disci-
pline – 38 per cent describe their work as ‘rationalist’, 21 per cent constructivist, 14
per cent say they are influenced by both approaches and 24 per cent say neither. Inter-
nationally, the average figures are 22 per cent rationalist, 20 per cent constructivist, 29
per cent both and 22 per cent neither, while in the USA the figures are 27 per cent
rationalist, 18 per cent constructivist, 31 per cent both and 22 per cent neither.
Irish scholars are the most ‘rationalist’ and by far the fewest who say their work
draws on both approaches.

In the paradigmatic debate, 21 per cent describe their work as falling within construc-
tivism – the same percentage as liberalism – and 14 per cent said their work was within
realism. These figures are broadly similar to the international averages, with the pro-
portion of realists being somewhat higher internationally at 18 per cent and higher
again in the USA at 21 per cent. As an interesting aside, not a single scholar based
in Ireland describes their work as fitting within the ‘English School’ of IR. Ireland
was, in fact, the only country in which there was not a single adherent to the
English School. Perhaps this reflects the lingering impact of colonial identities on dis-
course. In the USA, 2 per cent of scholars placed their work in the ‘English School’.
Among the other countries, English School responses ranged from 4 to 11 per cent.

When asked to name four scholars whose work ‘has had the greatest influence in
the field of IR in the past 20 years’, academics in Ireland reflected the broad inter-
national pattern, with Robert Keohane, Alexander Wendt and Kenneth Waltz in
the top three in every country surveyed, including Ireland. After the ‘top three’,
Irish respondents broke a little from the consensus, with 17 per cent of respondents
listing Robert Cox and Barry Buzan in their ‘top four’, compared with an inter-
national average of 8 and 5 per cent, respectively. Cox is well represented in the
UK, Canada, Australia, New Zealand and South Africa – listed by between 17
and 44 per cent of scholars; however, only 3 per cent of US scholars, 6 per cent in
Israel, and none in Hong Kong list him. Only two women, Susan Strange and
Martha Finnemore, make the top 24 in the international survey, and neither features

Table 9. Which of the following most closely captures the process by which Ireland’s foreign
policy is made?

Response Per cent

Foreign policy reflects the strategic interests of Ireland 23
Foreign policy reflects the preferences of domestic elites in Ireland 23
Foreign policy reflects the preferences of certain powerful interest groups in Ireland 14
Foreign policy reflects public opinion in Ireland 9
Foreign policy reflects the interests of other powerful states 5
Foreign policy reflects domestic political norms or culture in Ireland 27
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in Irish responses. Anne-Marie Tripp (4 per cent) and Helen Milner (4 per cent) were
the most cited female scholars by Irish respondents.

Although some consensus exists as to which scholars have had the greatest influ-
ence over the past 20 years, there was, perhaps unsurprisingly, little consensus as to
who has published the most interesting work in the past 5 years. Replies were very
diverse, with no single author mentioned by more than 14 per cent of those replying.
In Ireland, those mentioned by more than 10 per cent of respondents were: Frank
Schimmelfennig, Beth Simmons, Carles Boix, Geoffrey Garrett, James Fearon,
Lene Hansen, Michael Cox and Paul Taylor.

Irish scholars’ opinions on the journals in IR with the ‘greatest influence’ broadly
reflect the views of scholars internationally and indeed reflect quite strongly the cita-
tion impact listings from the ISI/Thompson-Reuters Social Science Citation Index
for Politics and IR, confirming the growing importance of the ISI database on publi-
cation patterns and the reputation of journals. However, when Irish scholars were
asked which journals publish the ‘best’ research, their answers were noticeably differ-
ent. For example, European journals were ranked more highly – with four of the top
five and six of the top 10 on ‘best’ research coming from Europe, compared with only
one out of five and three out of 10 journals listed as most ‘influential’.

More interestingly, given the absence of strong international rankings there was a
high degree of consensus (with some transatlantic variation) in the best ranked book
publishers (see Table 10). We produce the full international results here given the
wide interest in this issue and the general lack of comparable data (see Table 13). Cam-
bridge University Press is ranked at number one in most countries, though Irish scho-
lars put Oxford ahead of Cambridge. Princeton University Press and Cornell
University Press perform much better in the USA than elsewhere. Routledge and Pal-
grave are ranked more highly outside the USA. Routledge and Palgrave are ranked
third and fourth by scholars in Ireland and fourth and sixth by scholars in the UK.

Table 10. List the four book presses that have the greatest
influence on the way IR scholars think about international

relations

Press Per cent

Oxford University Press 86
Cambridge University Press 79
Palgrave Macmillan 57
Routledge 50
Cornell University Press 43
Princeton University Press 29
Harvard University Press 14
Columbia University Press 7
Manchester University Press 7
Stanford University Press 7
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Who Are They?

In Ireland, scholars of international relations and international politics are themselves
quite ‘international’. Half come from countries other than Ireland. This is a similar
pattern to the UK but different from the USA, where 80 per cent of scholars
working in the USA were born in the USA. Fifty-seven per cent of IR scholars in
Ireland received their PhDs from institutions outside the Republic. Sixty per cent
speak at least one language other than English well enough to do scholarly research
in it. This high level of diversity within the Irish academy helps to expose students to
varied global perspectives and arguably helps equip them to understand problems
better that are increasingly global in nature, such as environmental and health issues.

The international relations field in Ireland today is surprisingly young and domi-
nated by early career researchers: half of the staff who teach international relations
or international politics at Irish universities received their PhDs after 2004. No
country surveyed had a more recent median ‘PhD age’. In the USA the median
year for PhD attainment was a full 8 years before, in 1996. In fact, Ireland had the

Table 11. Which of the following best describes your political
ideology?

Ideology Per cent

Very left 16
Left 36
Slightly left 20
Middle of the road 20
Slightly right 0
Right 4
Very right 4

Table 12. Which, if any, of the following political parties do you
usually support?

Response Per cent

Fianna Fáil 5
Fine Gael 11
Labour 16
Progressive Democrats 5
Sinn Féin 11
Socialist Party 5
The Green Party 26
Other 21
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lowest average age of respondents among the 10 countries surveyed (Jordan et al.,
2009: 25). This youth may explain, in part, the relatively even gender balance; 60
per cent of Irish IR scholars are male whereas 40 per cent are female. Although far
from equal, Ireland’s gender balance was second only to South Africa, where 53
per cent of IR scholars are male and 47 per cent are female. The South African
case is probably explained by the post-apartheid reforms in education. In Ireland,
the rapid increase in IR as a discipline in recent years seems to be the most likely
explanation for the high percentage of women in the field. All of the other survey
countries exhibited less gender equality, including the USA, Canada, Australia,
New Zealand, Israel, Hong Kong and Singapore (Jordan et al., 2009). On average,
only 27 per cent of respondents were women.

Although IR scholars in Ireland have varied political views, there is some tendency
towards liberal positions (see Table 11). Seventy-two per cent of respondents
reported that they are slightly left, left, or very left of centre. Only 8 per cent self-
identify as being right of centre.

While avoiding the label ‘right of centre’, however, 21 per cent of academics say
they ‘usually’ support Fianna Fáil, Fine Gael or the Progressive Democrats (see Table
12). In fact, this is almost 27 per cent when those who did not respond or said ‘other’
in response to this question are excluded. The parties of the left attract quite similar
levels of support to opinion poll figures for the wider electorate around the time of the
survey, with Labour at 16 per cent, Sinn Féin at 10 per cent and Socialist Party at 5 per
cent. The most significant variations from national trends are the high levels of
support for the Green Party among IR scholars, at 26 per cent, and the very small
support for Fianna Fáil, at 5 per cent – preceding their collapse in 2010–2011 –
and, to a lesser extent, Fine Gael at 11 per cent. This is consistent with the low
level of support for Fianna Fáil among Irish political scientists, as evidenced in the
data for Michael Laver’s 2002 expert survey.1

Irish IR scholars see Ireland’s international relations being most strongly influ-
enced by the near neighbourhood of Western Europe – 75 per cent of them think
Western Europe is the area of greatest strategic importance for Ireland today,
with 67 per cent saying it will remain so in 20 years time. Only East Asia
makes a significant impact in a 20-year time horizon, with 21 per cent of respon-
dents saying it will be the region of greatest strategic importance to Ireland. Inter-
estingly, only 8 per cent of respondents say North America is the region of greatest
importance to Ireland, despite the strong economic links between Ireland and the
USA.

On broader issues of international politics, 83 per cent of Irish respondents opposed
or strongly opposed the 2003 ‘US decision to go to war with Iraq’. Only 9 per cent
strongly supported it (with no one selecting ‘supported’). Seventy-eight per cent
believed that the US presence in Iraq will decrease international security (evenly
divided between somewhat and strongly). These figures broadly reflected the inter-
national survey (including in the USA). Only in Israel did more than 30 per cent
support the war, and a plurality (47 per cent) believed that the invasion increased
international security.
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Table 13. List the four book presses that have the greatest influence on the way IR scholars think about international relations

Overall Rank
All USA UK Canada Australia NZ Ireland Israel SA HK Singapore

Book Press % % % % % % % % % % %

1 Cambridge University Press 79 78 75 91 82 93 79 60 100 40 67
2 Princeton University Press 58 69 33 52 30 29 29 30 17 60 27
3 Cornell University Press 51 55 48 48 35 29 43 40 0 20 53
4 Oxford University Press 51 45 69 55 60 79 86 40 0 30 40
5 Routledge 21 10 47 34 40 71 50 10 50 20 20
6 Columbia University Press 15 16 10 22 11 14 7 20 0 30 20
7 Palgrave Macmillan 11 3 30 11 37 36 57 20 67 10 13
8 Harvard University Press 10 10 10 9 11 7 14 30 0 10 13
9 University of Michigan Press 8 12 1 2 2 0 0 20 0 0 0
10 Lynne Rienner 8 7 7 17 11 0 0 0 50 10 7
11 MIT Press 7 9 3 8 5 7 0 10 0 0 0
12 Yale University Press 6 7 2 2 2 0 0 20 17 10 13
13 Stanford University Press 5 4 4 7 2 0 7 30 0 20 13
14 University of Chicago Press 4 5 1 2 4 0 0 10 0 0 7
15 University of California Press 3 3 1 3 2 7 0 10 17 0 7
16 W.W. Norton & Company 3 3 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 10 0
17 Johns Hopkins University Press 2 3 1 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

17 Polity 2 0 12 0 11 7 0 0 0 0 0
19 SAGE 2 1 4 1 2 0 0 10 0 0 0
20 Rowman and Littlefield 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
21 Congressional Quarterly Press 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
21 Westview Press 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
21 University of Minnesota Press 1 0 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
24 Longman 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
25 McGraw Hill 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
25 Prentice Hall 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Note: NZ: New Zealand; SA: South Africa; HK: Hong Kong.
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On international aid 43 per cent of Irish respondents felt it should be increased sub-
stantially, with 22 per cent supporting a marginal increase – similar to international
responses. On Ireland’s defence spending, 32 per cent of Irish participants said it
should be increased – only Canada and Singapore had higher figures. Given the
low defence budget in Ireland, it is not particularly surprising that only 14 per cent
favoured cuts. In countries with larger defence budgets, IR scholars were more enthu-
siastic advocates of spending cuts – USA 64 per cent, UK 46 per cent and Israel 41
per cent.

When asked to rank the most important foreign policy problems facing Ireland,
Irish scholars selected: climate change (57 per cent), regional integration (52 per
cent), reliance on oil (43 per cent) and global poverty (35 per cent). Only 4 per
cent selected terrorism, compared with an international average of 22 per cent, and
only 9 per cent selected armed conflict in the Middle East, compared with an inter-
national average of 28 per cent.

On international trade, 87 per cent of Irish scholars felt that multilateral trade
agreements have been good for Ireland. Not a single scholar said they were bad.
This perhaps influenced the replies to the next question, where scholars were
asked their views on the impact of multilateral trade agreements on developing
countries. Forty-eight per cent of Irish respondents said the impacts were good –
the highest positive score apart from Hong Kong, Israel and Singapore. Forty-three
per cent thought they were bad/very bad for developing countries. Ireland had the
lowest percentage of respondents (9 per cent) who sat on the fence on this one –
selecting neither good nor bad (the international average was 19 per cent for this
choice).

Respondents were asked to name the three US Presidents who have been ‘most
effective in the area of foreign policy’. Sixty-one per cent of Irish participants
chose Franklin D Roosevelt, 48 per cent Woodrow Wilson and 35 per cent chose
Reagan and Clinton, just pipping John F Kennedy at 30 per cent. Only South
Africa (at 56 per cent) liked Wilson more than the Irish. Wilson’s lowest score
came from Israel at 6 per cent, but only 20 per cent of US scholars chose him.
Clinton in fact came second in the US survey (36 per cent) – with Franklin D Roo-
sevelt easily leading the field at 68 per cent.

Finally, on the future of US hegemonic power, participants were asked whether
they would like to see another country surpass the USA. Eighteen per cent of Irish
respondents said no, the lowest by far except for South Africa. Of the 73 per cent
who selected (‘it depends on which country’) – 83 per cent said they would like
the EU to surpass the USA. This high score for the EU was repeated across the
sample – even in the USA. The only exceptions were Israel, where 100 per cent
of academics said they did not want anyone to surpass the USA, and New
Zealand, where the EU still scored 50 per cent (compared with 71 per cent of Aus-
tralian academics). The positive attitude to the EU in this question and in the
trade-related question above is also reflected in views on the dynamics of integration.
Despite the widespread belief that EU integration has stalled, 29 per cent of Irish
scholars believe the EU will be a single state in 50 years time, with 52 per cent
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saying it will be similar to today and only 5 per cent believing member states will
reassert their sovereignty.

Summary

This study contributes to understanding the rapidly growing and increasingly impor-
tant field of international relations in Ireland. Understanding the history of the disci-
pline, particularly in Ireland where the field is relatively young, helps scholars to
identify blind spots in the academic literature. This knowledge may enable scholars
to craft research that more fully and accurately explain the world around us and
become better teachers for a student population that is ever more interested in
global affairs.

The picture of Irish international relations that emerges from the first survey of Irish IR
scholars is one of an internationally engaged community of scholars. Irish IR scholars
themselves are very international; half come from countries other than Ireland and most
speak at least one language other than English. This diversity within the Irish academy
exposes students to varied global perspectives and helps them to understand better pro-
blems that are increasingly global in nature, such as environmental and health issues.
Given this, the ‘internationalisation’ of Ireland’s IR community may be one of the
field’s greatest strengths and indeed the Irish academy’s comparative advantage.

Perhaps because of this diversity, IR scholarship and teaching at Irish universities
does not fall under any single hegemonic theoretical, methodological or ideological
perspective. Instead, the field is characterised by vibrant theoretical and methodologi-
cal debates drawing on scholarship and evidence from the USA, Western Europe and
other countries and regions. International relations scholars in Ireland, however, do
seem to be less likely to draw equally on rationalist and constructivist approaches
in their work and are more likely than their international colleagues to see their
work exclusively in one approach and are much more likely than international col-
leagues to describe their work exclusively as rationalist.

Ultimately, the discipline of international relations seeks to understand and influ-
ence the world around us, whether by training future policymakers or informing
effective policy. Achieving this goal may be hindered by the theoretical, methodo-
logical and epistemological diversity within the academic discipline of IR (Lake,
2011; Maliniak et al., 2011). If the discipline becomes mired in paradigmatic or meth-
odological wars, scholars may fail to achieve a better understanding of the events that
shape our world (Lake, 2011; Maliniak et al., 2011). In the end, scholars of IR must
seek the knowledge and understanding necessary to prescribe foreign policy that
advances national interests, preserves peace and maintains economic stability.

This study is an important first step towards understanding the ideas, theories and
debates that students are exposed to in Irish universities today. How will these ideas
change over time? Do trends in teaching and research reflect real world events? Or do
academics live in an ivory tower insulated from rapidly changing global trends?
These important questions deserve attention. Although this survey represents a snap-
shot of the state of IR in Ireland at a given point in time, future surveys will make it
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possible to explore the pace of change in the Irish academy and make comparisons of
the teaching and study of international relations both across countries and over time.

Note

1. Michael Laver (2002), unpublished data, made available to the authors by Prof. Laver. Ranking dis-
tance from Party to respondent on a maximum scale of 20, Sinn Féin were 15.7 and Fianna Fáil 13.
Other parties were ranked as follows: Fine Gael 11, Green Party 8.7 and Labour 6.88.
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