
  
 

EISS Call for Papers 
 

Deadline for sending the paper proposals (300-500 words) to the panel chairs: November 20 
 

Deadline for the panel chairs for informing EISS of the four paper selected for their panels: 
December 1   

 
 

Panel 1. Arms Procurement and Transfers 
Chair: Prof. Matthew Uttley, King’s College London, matthew.uttley@kcl.ac.uk 
Analysis of European arms procurement and transfers since the Cold War points to areas of 
continuity and discontinuity. Continuity is evident in the demand side of European defense markets 
for major weapons systems, which remain heavily dominated by national governments acting as 
primary buyers, sponsors and regulators of national defense industries and arms exports. It is also 
apparent in national and multilateral European governmental responses to rising intergenerational 
cost trends in weapons platforms, which continue to include international collaborative 
programmes and the intensification of European Union (EU) and other initiatives intended to 
increase the efficiency and sustainability of European procurement and defense industries. 
Correspondingly, discontinuities are evident in supply-side developments that have reduced the 
traditional control national governments have exercised over national defense production driven 
by the civilianization and internationalization of Europe’s defense industries, changing 
technological requirements in national armed forces (e.g. cyber) that are blurring traditional 
distinctions between military, non-military and ‘security-related’ capabilities, and the potentially 
disruptive effects of the United Kingdom’s Brexit vote for the future long-term viability of 
Europe’s defense technological and industrial base. For this panel, we invite papers that address 
any of these themes, or related issues. Contributions are welcome from all theoretical approaches 
and disciplines, and papers that focus on national or multilateral dimensions of arms procurement, 
transfers and defense and security industries.   
 
Panel 2. Emerging Domains: Cybersecurity   
Chair: Dr. Brendon Valeriano, Cardiff University, valerianob@cardiff.ac.uk  
The emerging field of cyber security has evolved from an early perspective predicting cyber war to 
a more considered application applying evidence, moving away from futurist predictions. This 
panel focuses on evaluating the dynamics of cyber conflict based on empirical and theoretical 
perspectives of including frames of security, economics, behavioral economics and politics, 
psychology, or legal analysis. This panel encourages research that moves beyond speculation and 
evaluates the domain as it has evolved over the last number years. The goal is to unpack the 
discourse on cyber security and return the field to its analytical and theoretical foundations. Critical 
scholarship is also welcome in that it might advance the field and challenge conventional wisdom. 
There can be fewer pressing questions in international security and this panel will seek to advance 
our understanding of cyber security by focusing on academic evaluations that move beyond 
speculation.  
 
Panel 3. Change and Continuity in War 
Chair: Prof. Beatrice Heuser, University of Reading, d.b.g.heuser@reading.ac.uk  
While war obviously changes as a function of society, ideas and values, technology, the economy 
and many other factors, there are also some impressive continuities, such as geography, or enduring 
characteristics of war as identified by Clausewitz (e.g. its destructiveness, or its tendency to escape 
the control of those who initiated it).  There are others such as the enduring Aristotelian paradox 
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that “we make war so that we might have peace”, with its enormous implications for how war 
should best be fought, if one has a choice; or the enduring contradiction between the disciplined 
and the violent soldier, or the challenges of military leadership, or the co-ordination between 
diplomacy and the use of force (and how a ruler or statesman/woman who is not also his/her own 
commander-in-chief can direct the military), and/or the dangers of Caesarism, or patterns inherent 
in civil-military relations more broadly.  For this panel, we invite proposals for papers which tackle 
such themes, which might be supported by a few case studies or by many examples that are only 
evoked, but which ideally span longer periods of time (e.g. several centuries) and/or more than 
one country/region/continent.  The themed papers might either illustrate and explain change, or 
continuity, or a mix of both, but should do so in reflecting on causes and consequences, and 
interrelationships.   
 
Panel 4. Intelligence 
Chair: Prof. Marc Phythian, University of Leicester, mp249@leicester.ac.uk  
The scope of social science research into intelligence has never been greater, and researchers 
continue to push back the boundaries of the subject. The implications of the leaking of US National 
Security Agency documents by Edward Snowden in 2013 have reinvigorated established debates 
about how we understand ‘intelligence’ and ‘surveillance’. Issues around ‘big data’ and bulk 
collection are being considered in light of the Snowden leaks. The spread of drone technology and 
use of armed drones by the US in pursuit of terrorist suspects have reinforced the links between 
‘covert action’ and ‘intelligence’. All of these developments have resulted in increased attention 
being given to the question of intelligence ethics. Linked to this, the challenges confronting 
democratization processes in Eastern Europe and Latin America with reference to intelligence 
continue to generate important new insights into intelligence oversight and accountability, and 
debates about whether this is being achieved, to the extent that it is, at the expense of efficacy. 
From a European perspective, counterterrorism has become a core focus for intelligence with clear 
implications for intelligence cooperation and the omnipresent specter of intelligence failure. How, 
and how far, can the risk of failure be mitigated in light of the terrorist challenges and constraints 
imposed by liberal-democratic norms? How have individual national intelligence organizations and 
communities responded to these challenges? How and with what effect do non-state actors such 
as terrorist organizations develop their own intelligence? We would like to invite proposals for 
papers on any of these themes or that seek to develop linkages across them. The aim is to encourage 
and share current research into intelligence and use the panel as a basis for thinking about possible 
future joint research proposals in the broad area of ‘intelligence’. 
 
Panel 5. Defense Cooperation and Military Assistance 
Chair: Prof. Ulrich Krotz, European University Institute, Ulrich.Krotz@eui.eu  
States view defense cooperation and military assistance as central to their national security aims 
and agendas, be it through bilateral arrangements or through cooperation within and through 
regional organizations such as the African Union, the European Union, or the Association of 
Southeast Asian Nations. Indeed, defense cooperation can take many forms, from joint military 
training and exercises to weapons research, development, and procurement. Also, it can be 
conducted in bilateral and multilateral settings. This requires unpacking the different types of 
defense cooperation and the entanglements of bilateral and multilateral arrangements underpinning 
national security policies. This panel covers defense cooperation and military assistance in a broad 
and inclusive sense, and welcomes analytical, theoretical, and/or empirical applications and 
research to these questions. Papers may cover the responses to traditional security challenges such 
as Russia’s military buildup or China’s rise, or more diffuse threats and problems such as 
counterterrorism, proliferation, migration, human smuggling, and the effects of global climate 
change. Papers may also cover the creation and evolution of defense institutions and cooperation 
arrangements whether in bi-, tri-, or “minilateral” ways. 
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Panel 6. Private Security Contractors 
Chair: Prof. Dr. Elke Krahmann, Witten/Herdecke University, elke.krahmann@uni-wh.de 
Since the end of the Cold War international security has undergone a rapid commercialization. Due 
to reductions, redefinitions and reorganizations of national armed forces private military/security 
markets have expanded significantly at the domestic, regional and global levels. In International 
Relations, debates about the implications of these developments for the understandings of 
international war and peace have by no means been exhausted. New developments in the practice 
of security contracting as well as new perspectives and insights from other disciplines, including in 
sociology, gender studies, surveillance studies, criminology, political geography, political theory, 
philosophy, show that the proliferation of private security contractors is fundamentally 
transforming the ways in which security is conceived and practiced. This panel invites presentations 
from a broad range of studies related to the commercialization of security in all its aspects. Possible 
topics include, but are not limited to, the theoretical or empirical analysis of private uses of forces 
in different contexts such as international interventions, the Global South, continental Europe, 
national armed forces, international organizations, extractive industries, border controls or global 
cities.  
 
Panel 7: Military Interventions 
Chair: Dr. Peter Viggo Jakobsen, University of Southern Denmark, ifs-12@fak.dk  
Military intervention has gotten a bad name in the wake of the less than successful interventions 
in Afghanistan, Iraq and Libya. “Never again” reactions have been accompanied by calls for a 
greater emphasis on prevention and political solutions. “Small and indirect” is the new mantra 
when military intervention is contemplated and advocated. They are supposed to be conducted by 
airpower and special forces in support of local actors. “Small and indirect” has not worked well in 
Syria, however, and that begs the question: how should Western states do military intervention in 
the future? How should the European states tackle this challenge? The ongoing destabilization of 
the Middle East and (Northern) Africa will lead to situations where Western and European leaders 
will decide to intervene again in the future and sometimes with a land component. We therefore 
encourage papers that examine these challenges and consider how the European countries can/will 
tackle them in the context of the US pivot to Asia, Brexit and a declining public appetite in Europe 
for the use of force. We invite both theoretical as well as more empirically-oriented papers, and 
they can focus on either the (lack of) will (strategic culture) and capability components or both. 
 
Panel 8: Non-Proliferation and Arms Control 
Chair: Dr. Ulrich Kühn University of Hamburg, UKuehn@ceip.org  
Current security-political developments which span from North Korea’s latest nuclear tests and 
international responses against chemical weapons use in Syria, over the emergence of the 
“humanitarian initiative” to the impact of a so called “new Cold War” between Russia and the 
United States have again triggered scholarly interest in the concepts of non-proliferation and arms 
control. Particularly analysis of the possible trade-offs between cooperative efforts by the 
international community and the perception of the re-emergence of geopolitical rivalry and state 
interests confront scholars of international security with a number of challenging conundrums. As 
a further incentive to the study of non-proliferation, arms control, and disarmament, these topoi 
lend themselves as rich research areas for analyzing volatile institutional and normative 
developments, including a better understanding of the reasons for the decay of international 
institutions. For this panel, we invite proposals for papers with a special focus on the policies of 
the non-proliferation and control of weapons of mass destruction as well as small arms and light 
weapons. Papers that build upon or challenge the Anglo-centric twin approach of deterrence and 
arms control are particularly welcome. We also would like to invite papers with a cross-regional or 
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comparative approach as well as historical analysis of the reasons for normative and institutional 
devolution. 
 
Panel 9: Terrorism and Counter-Terrorism 
Chair: Prof. Isabelle Duyvesteyn Leiden University,  i.g.b.m.duijvesteijn@hum.leidenuniv.nl  
The topics of terrorism and counter-terrorism have in recent years received a huge scholarly 
impetus. The increase in scholarship can be seen in a positive light, we have gained knowledge and 
insight into the causes, processes and activities and termination of terrorist struggles. The scholarly 
output does, however, not always meet the highest scholarly standard, for which the field has rightly 
been criticized. The speed with which studies appear on the market and the sometimes flimsy 
underpinnings have been very worrisome aspects. The temptation to write treatises that summarize 
or integrate existing knowledge rather than produce innovative and ground breaking contributions 
has been large. Currently we see challenges both in regard to the composition of the scholarship 
and the content of contributions. First, too many scholars are so-called, passers-by. They come 
from a related field of expertise and contribute to a part of the debate and move on or back to 
their original field. How can we create a more solid and consistent base of scholarship? 
Furthermore, how can we reduced the fickleness of potential funders, who when terrorist threats 
subside, lose interest? Second, the field is plagued by fashions. There is a consistent and hard to 
change lack for the appreciation of (counter)-terrorism’s history. Furthermore, scholarship has 
devoted a much time and effort in fashionable but often not very productive lines of research (e.g. 
the root causes discussion, radicalization and de-radicalization and WMD and terrorism). The 
establishment of critical terrorism studies has created theoretical diversity. However, instead of 
exchange the response has generally been entrenchment. We welcome contributions for this panel, 
which aim to discuss and debate any, or possibly all of these challenges. The aim is to further our 
scholarship and work towards common research endeavors. 
 

Panel 10: The Promise of the Practice Turn in Strategic Studies  
Chair: Prof. Thierry Balzacq, University of Namur, balzacq@yahoo.fr  
In recent years, calls to embrace a practice turn in IR have touched off a wealth of discussions. 
While this trend is commensurate, though not at all exclusive to critical approaches to security, the 
practice turn’s wave has not (as yet) attained the shore of more conventional approaches to security, 
in particular defense and/or strategic studies. This panel aims to commence a sustained 
conversation between the literature on practices and strategy, in an attempt to develop new research 
perspectives in strategic studies. To take on a practice approach to strategy comes with a number 
of challenges and commitments: insistence on the making of strategy, that is, who does strategy 
(organizations, individuals, networks, etc.), how is it done, in which contexts, and how do these 
shape strategic outcomes? How are the micro features of producing strategy interacting with the 
macro aspects? Theorizing practices spans social and political theories (Bourdieu, Foucault, de 
Certeau, Wittgenstein, Deleuze, etc.), but much research remains captive of conceptual translations 
undertaken by IR scholars. In this respect, this panel calls for papers that evaluate the extent to 
which the study of strategy can be bolstered by a practice cast of mind. We seek papers that examine 
either actors who do strategy, practices through which strategy unfolds (including tools used) or 
activities in which strategy is realized (that is, praxis). However, because research on practices is 
still in its infancy (at least within IR), we encourage scholars working on concepts, theories of 
practices as they relate to strategy, to submit abstracts. The panel also welcomes papers that address 
a particular instance of practices, problematizes the link between practices and given outcomes, 
compare practices across organizations, as well as papers that identify practices’ drivers or explain 
their successes or failures. Finally, despite the resilience of practices they sometimes morph. The 
panel thus invites papers that enable us to account for innovations and continuities in strategic 
practices. 
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