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Theory of International Politics is a international relations (IR) theory by Kenneth Waltz that offers a new theory, the
neorealist theory of international relations. Taking into account the influence of neoclassical economic theory, Waltz
argued that the fundamental "ordering principle" (p.

The goal is to capture the essence of international relations in the same simple and powerful manner that the
heliocentric Copernican model captured the essence of astronomy. In practice, largely due to the complexity of
the international system, systemic theory has been elusive in modern international relations. While systemic
theorizing in international relations, in the form of balance-of-power theory, is centuries old, the theoretical
complexities and empirical challenges of the scientific study of international systems are exceptionally
daunting. Accordingly, very few attempts at a logically coherent, empirically supported systemic theory have
been made, and far fewer are seen as unproblematic. Certainly no single model has achieved the degree of
consensus that the Copernican model has in astronomy. At the same time, systemic theorizing is influenced to
a much-larger degree than other forms of theorizing by systemic traditions in other disciplinesâ€”sociology,
economics, and history, to name just a few. Because the origins, examples, and tests of systemic theories in
international relations are so diverse and fragmented, this article will be broader than it is deepâ€”an attempt
to survey the landscape rather than to mine any one part of it comprehensively. Core Readings Systemic
theories are among the most influential and durable theories in the international-relations canon, largely
because they seek to capture the most comprehensive understanding of their subject matter possible.
Something substantial is lost, scholars in this tradition argue, by theorizing without taking into effect the
behavior of all the major actors in the systemâ€”just as an understanding of astronomy built up from many
partial theories of the behavior of individual planets would be much less intellectually satisfying and useful
than the current, coherent systemic explanation. This comprehensive understanding of international relations is
the great promise of systemic international-relations theory, and the authors of each of these works seek to
realize it in different ways. Kaplan , Wendt , and Braumoeller focus most directly on the fundamental nature
of the agent-structure relationship while remaining relatively agnostic about the forces that drive it, while
Waltz , Organski and Kugler , Gilpin , and Modelski more explicitly theorize about the drivers of state
behavior. At the same time, Moravcsik takes the systemic realists among the latter group of authors to task for
their one-dimensional view of state preferences. The Great Powers and the International System: Systemic
Theory in Empirical Perspective. Cambridge Studies in International Relations Cambridge University Press,
The book is also noteworthy for its formal mathematical logic and for the extensive evaluation of the theory it
proposes, using both statistical methods and detailed historical case studies. War and Change in World
Politics. This book focuses on the relationship among relative power, prestige, and conflictâ€”which generally
emerges between the hegemon and the second-most-powerful state. Often overlooked, but one of the smartest
and most nuanced systemic works in the realist school. System and Process in International Politics. A very
early attempt at systemic international-relations theory, this work describes six ideal-typical international
systems and the main characteristics of the actors that might inhabit them, before deriving conclusions about
the likely behaviors of those systems. Long Cycles in World Politics. University of Washington Press, Argues
that long cycles, corresponding to long-term shifts in economic and social activity, are responsible for the
cyclical pattern of hegemonic war in the modern world. A Liberal Theory of International Politics. Without
calling it a systemic theory per se, Moravcsik lays the intellectual groundwork for a liberal theory of
international politicsâ€”one that incorporates not just the capabilities of actors but their preferences as well.
University of Chicago Press, Theory of International Politics. Reprinted as recently as Long Grove, IL: Social
Theory of International Politics. Cambridge Studies in International Relations. Please subscribe or login. How
to Subscribe Oxford Bibliographies Online is available by subscription and perpetual access to institutions.
For more information or to contact an Oxford Sales Representative click here.
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In international relations: Foreign policy and international systems units of the international system, international-system
analysis is concerned with the structure of the system, the interactions between its units, and the implications for peace
and war, or cooperation and conflict, of the existence of different types of states.

See the Undergraduate Handbook for the definition and penalties 8. Use the Library wisely. You cannot
depend on getting a particular book or article just when you want it. Use your initiative in finding source
materials and your creativity in writing essays. I recommend strongly that, as early as possible, you take the
time to photocopy all required reading that you cannot purchase, or that you share the photocopying with some
of your fellow students. All supplementary reading is listed in order of priority. Not that some items will be in
the Short Loan Collection even if they are not marked with an asterisk here, as they may have been put on
short loan for another unit. So, if an item does not have an asterisk yet is not on the open shelves, do not
assume that it has been borrowed. Serial D W6. Nye, Power and interdependence. Cooperation and Discord in
the World Political Economy. Rengger eds , Dilemmas of World Politics. Rittberger, Volker, Regime theory
and international relations. Waltz, Kenneth, Theory of International Politics, ch. Chomsky, Noam, Year JC
CHO, http: Halliday, Fred, Rethinking International Relations. Pettman, Ralph, International Politics. Brewer,
Anthony, Marxist Theories of Imperialism. Critical theory Required reading: Linklater, Andrew, Beyond
Realism and Marxism: Critical Theory and International Relations. Remarks on Discourse Ethics. Krause,
Keith and Michael C. Williams eds , Critical Security Studies. One World, Many Worlds: Struggles for a Just
World Peace. International Relations as Political Theory. Enloe, Cynthia, Bananas, Beaches and Bases:
Making Feminist Sense of International Politics. Anne, Gender in International Relations: Feminist
Perspectives on Achieving Global Security. Steans, Jill, Gender and International Relations. On order Week 6:
Campell, David, Writing Security: Campbell, David, Politics Without Principle: Sovereignty, Ethics, and the
Narratives of the Gulf War. Der Derian, James, Antidiplomacy: Spies, Terror, Speed, and War. A Genealogy
of Western Estrangement. George, Jim, Discourses of Global Politics: Photocopy in short loan collection.
White, Hayden, The Content of the Form: Narrative Discourse and Historical Representation. Virilio, Paul,
Speed and Politics. The Global Political Economy Required reading: George, Susan, Faith and Credit. George,
Susan, The Debt Boomerang. Bennett, Jon, The Hunger Machine: The Politics of Food. Nye, Power and
Interdependence. Cairncross, Frances, Costing the Earth. Porter, Gareth and Janet W. Brown, Global
Environmental Politics. Bull, Hedley, The Anarchical Society, ch. Gray, Chris Hables, Postmodern War.
Herring, Eric, Danger and Opportunity: Explaining International Crisis Outcomes. Does Khaki Become You?
Brodie, Bernard, War and Politics. Howard, Michael, The Causes of Wars. Waltz, Kenneth, Man, the State
and War. Tetlock et al eds. Behaviour, Society and Nuclear War. The Erosion of Military Power. The Politics
of Nonviolent Action. Critical Theory and International Relations, ch. D W6 Gagnon, Jr. The Confluence of
Postmodernism and Postcommunism. IR theory - an assessment Required reading: Chomsky, Noam, For
Reasons of State, pp. Weeks 11 and IR theory - applications Readings for all weeks are relevant.
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History of the International System. States engage with one another in an environment known as the international
www.enganchecubano.com states are considered to be sovereign, and some states are more powerful than others.

Feminism international relations Feminist IR considers the ways that international politics affects and is
affected by both men and women and also at how the core concepts that are employed within the discipline of
IR e. Feminist IR has not only concerned itself with the traditional focus of IR on states, wars, diplomacy and
security, but feminist IR scholars have also emphasized the importance of looking at how gender shapes the
current global political economy. From its inception, feminist IR has also theorized extensively about men
and, in particular, masculinities. Many IR feminists argue that the discipline is inherently masculine in nature.
For example, in her article "Sex and Death in the Rational World of Defense Intellectuals" Signs , Carol Cohn
claimed that a highly masculinized culture within the defence establishment contributed to the divorcing of
war from human emotion. Feminist IR emerged largely from the late s onwards. The end of the Cold War and
the re-evaluation of traditional IR theory during the s opened up a space for gendering International Relations.
However, the growing influence of feminist and women-centric approaches within the international policy
communities for example at the World Bank and the United Nations is more reflective of the liberal feminist
emphasis on equality of opportunity for women. It makes the assumption that the economy trumps other
concerns; allowing for the elevation of class as the focus of study. Marxists view the international system as
an integrated capitalist system in pursuit of capital accumulation. Thus, colonialism brought in sources for raw
materials and captive markets for exports, while decolonialization brought new opportunities in the form of
dependence. A prominent derivative of Marxian thought is critical international relations theory which is the
application of " critical theory " to international relations. Their emphasis on the "critical" component of
theory was derived significantly from their attempt to overcome the limits of positivism. Modern-day
proponents such as Andrew Linklater , Robert W. Cox and Ken Booth focus on the need for human
emancipation from the nation-state. Hence, it is "critical" of mainstream IR theories that tend to be both
positivist and state-centric. Further linked in with Marxist theories is dependency theory and the
coreâ€”periphery model , which argue that developed countries, in their pursuit of power, appropriate
developing states through international banking, security and trade agreements and unions on a formal level,
and do so through the interaction of political and financial advisors, missionaries, relief aid workers, and
MNCs on the informal level, in order to integrate them into the capitalist system, strategically appropriating
undervalued natural resources and labor hours and fostering economic and political dependence. Marxist
theories receive little attention in the United States. It is more common in parts of Europe and is one of the
more important theoretic contributions of Latin American academia to the study of global networks. Examples
of interest groups include political lobbyists , the military, and the corporate sector. Group theory argues that
although these interest groups are constitutive of the state, they are also causal forces in the exercise of state
power. Strategic perspective[ edit ] Strategic perspective is a theoretical[ citation needed ] approach that views
individuals as choosing their actions by taking into account the anticipated actions and responses of others
with the intention of maximizing their own welfare. Inherent bad faith model[ edit ] Further information: They
are dismissed as propaganda ploys or signs of weakness. Post-structuralism explores the deconstruction of
concepts traditionally not problematic in IR such as "power" and "agency" and examines how the construction
of these concepts shapes international relations. The examination of "narratives" plays an important part in
poststructuralist analysis; for example, feminist poststructuralist work has examined the role that "women"
play in global society and how they are constructed in war as "innocent" and "civilians". See also feminism in
international relations. Post-structuralism has garnered both significant praise and criticism, with its critics
arguing that post-structuralist research often fails to address the real-world problems that international
relations studies is supposed to contribute to solving. Levels of analysis[ edit ] Systemic level concepts[ edit ]
International relations are often viewed in terms of levels of analysis. The systemic level concepts are those
broad concepts that define and shape an international milieu, characterized by anarchy. Focusing on the
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systemic level of international relations is often, but not always, the preferred method for neo-realists and
other structuralist IR analysts. Westphalian sovereignty Preceding the concepts of interdependence and
dependence, international relations relies on the idea of sovereignty. While throughout world history there
have been instances of groups lacking or losing sovereignty, such as African nations prior to Decolonization or
the occupation of Iraq during the Iraq War , there is still a need for sovereignty in terms of assessing
international relations. Power international relations The concept of Power in international relations can be
described as the degree of resources, capabilities, and influence in international affairs. It is often divided up
into the concepts of hard power and soft power , hard power relating primarily to coercive power, such as the
use of force, and soft power commonly covering economics , diplomacy and cultural influence. However,
there is no clear dividing line between the two forms of power. Core or vital interests constitute the things
which a country is willing to defend or expand with conflict such as territory, ideology religious, political,
economic , or its citizens. Peripheral or non-vital are interests which a state is willing to compromise. For
example, in the German annexation of the Sudetenland in a part of Czechoslovakia under the Munich
Agreement , Czechoslovakia was willing to relinquish territory which was considered ethnically German in
order to preserve its own integrity and sovereignty. Rather, it is the presence of non-state actors, who
autonomously act to implement unpredictable behaviour to the international system. Whether it is
transnational corporations , liberation movements , non-governmental agencies , or international organizations
, these entities have the potential to significantly influence the outcome of any international transaction.
Additionally, this also includes the individual person as while the individual is what constitutes the states
collective entity, the individual does have the potential to also create unpredicted behaviours. Al-Qaeda , as an
example of a non-state actor, has significantly influenced the way states and non-state actors conduct
international affairs. During the Cold War , the alignment of several nations to one side or another based on
ideological differences or national interests has become an endemic feature of international relations. Unlike
prior, shorter-term blocs, the Western and Soviet blocs sought to spread their national ideological differences
to other nations. Truman under the Truman Doctrine believed it was necessary to spread democracy whereas
the Warsaw Pact under Soviet policy sought to spread communism. After the Cold War, and the dissolution of
the ideologically homogeneous Eastern bloc still gave rise to others such as the South-South Cooperation
movement. Polarity international relations Polarity in international relations refers to the arrangement of
power within the international system. The concept arose from bipolarity during the Cold War , with the
international system dominated by the conflict between two superpowers , and has been applied
retrospectively by theorists. However, the term bipolar was notably used by Stalin who said he saw the
international system as a bipolar one with two opposing powerbases and ideologies. Consequently, the
international system prior to can be described as multipolar, with power being shared among Great powers.
Empires of the world in The collapse of the Soviet Union in had led to unipolarity, with the United States as a
sole superpower, although many refuse to acknowledge the fact. Several theories of international relations
draw upon the idea of polarity. The balance of power was a concept prevalent in Europe prior to the First
World War , the thought being that by balancing power blocs it would create stability and prevent war. Here,
the concepts of balancing rising in power to counter another and bandwagonning siding with another are
developed. Hegemony is the preponderance of power at one pole in the international system, and the theory
argues this is a stable configuration because of mutual gains by both the dominant power and others in the
international system. This is contrary to many neorealist arguments, particularly made by Kenneth Waltz ,
stating that the end of the Cold War and the state of unipolarity is an unstable configuration that will
inevitably change. It suggests that while hegemony can control the occurrence of wars, it also results in the
creation of one. Its main proponent, A. Organski , argued this based on the occurrence of previous wars during
British, Portuguese, and Dutch hegemony. Interdependence[ edit ] Many advocate that the current
international system is characterized by growing interdependence; the mutual responsibility and dependency
on others. Advocates of this point to growing globalization , particularly with international economic
interaction. The role of international institutions, and widespread acceptance of a number of operating
principles in the international system, reinforces ideas that relations are characterized by interdependence.
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NATO International Security Assistance Force in Afghanistan Dependency theory is a theory most commonly
associated with Marxism , stating that a set of core states exploit a set of weaker periphery states for their
prosperity. Various versions of the theory suggest that this is either an inevitability standard dependency
theory , or use the theory to highlight the necessity for change Neo-Marxist. Systemic tools of international
relations[ edit ] Diplomacy is the practice of communication and negotiation between representatives of states.
To some extent, all other tools of international relations can be considered the failure of diplomacy. Keeping
in mind, the use of other tools are part of the communication and negotiation inherent within diplomacy.
Sanctions, force, and adjusting trade regulations, while not typically considered part of diplomacy, are actually
valuable tools in the interest of leverage and placement in negotiations. Sanctions are usually a first resort after
the failure of diplomacy, and are one of the main tools used to enforce treaties. They can take the form of
diplomatic or economic sanctions and involve the cutting of ties and imposition of barriers to communication
or trade. War , the use of force, is often thought of as the ultimate tool of international relations. A popular
definition is that given by Clausewitz , with war being "the continuation of politics by other means". There is a
growing study into "new wars" involving actors other than states. The study of war in international relations is
covered by the disciplines of " war studies " and " strategic studies ". The mobilization of international shame
can also be thought of as a tool of international relations.
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The International Political System by Stefano Silvestri Already at the beginning of we could speak of a "crisis of the
traditional model" of international relations.

Political environments may range from a democratic system to communism with other variations between
these ideological extremes. In international construction, like in international business, one has to deal with
governments as they are presently structured with all their diversity, and even regressiveness. Political
constructs are integrated bodies of ideas ranging from simple to very complex that constitute sociopolitical
platforms for different societies. A variety of political ideologies may exist in the same society. It may,
therefore, be a good idea to identify the key features of some prevalent political ideologies: Democracy
Involves wide participation by citizens in the decision-making process Freedom of expression Voting rights
for selection of representatives Independence of judiciary Nonpolitical and nonpartisan bureaucracy and
defense infrastructure Limited terms of elected officials Empowerment of the citizens Assurance of political
rights of citizens as indicated by: Fair and competitive elections Safeguards on rights of minorities Assurance
of civil liberties as indicated by: Freedom of press Equal rights of everyone under the law Personal social
freedom The degree of freedom from governmental indifference or corruption Democracy in its purest form
hardly exists. Various forms of representative government exist in which citizens vote for individuals to
represent them and make collective decisions. The major forms include: Party with a majority of elected
representatives forms a government. The leader of the majority party becomes the prime minister and selects a
cabinet. Direct election of a president who is in power for a limited period of time. Democratic system can
range from being radical to reactionary. Those with liberal to radical approach tend to advocate political
reforms to include a large number of social programs among other things and support more federal control.
Democrats with shades ranging from conservative to reactionary ideologies advocate a return to past
conditions and are more orthodox. Totalitarianism Totalitarianism is the other side of the political spectrum.
An individual, a single party, or a select group of individuals monopolizes political power Non-recognition of
any opposition Decision making is restricted to an individual or a select group of individuals All societal
resources are monopolized by the state It typically falls on one of the two following categories: Political
control is vested on religious leaders. Secularism is based on the principle that affairs of this world should be
the most important concerns for ethics and human life. Secular totalitarianism, therefore, is based on worldly
rather than religious concepts. Totalitarianism ranges from communism to fascism. Features of communism
include: Complete integration of political and economic systems Political revolution is preceded by social
revolution Long-term transformation of the society based largely on removal of economic inequalities Social
revolution guided by the working class Dictatorship by the proletariat during the transformation stage Features
of fascism include: Subordination of the individual to a "totalitarian" state that controls all aspects of national
life Elimination of class struggle through nationalism and the corporate state Political control rests mostly with
military oligarchy Figure 1. Tepstra defines it as a relationship of "accommodation, negotiation, capitulation,
deterrence, and threat. The sovereign nation states are not the only members of the system; it also includes
international governmental NGO as well as non-governmental organizations INGO. Large labor unions and
multinational enterprises also affect global politics. The International Federation of Free Trade Unions in
global politics because of the obvious reason that they derive their importance from the character of their
associations with states. It is very a much subjective business-specific event. Haendel defines it as the
occurrence of events that may change the projections for profitability of a global business venture of a given
investment. The political actions that may affect the business or construction operations may include
governmental takeover of properties with or without compensation , changes in import or export regulations,
or even political insurrections leading to other drastic changes. Macro-political risk events include
sociopolitical disorder, power group transfer, and political corruption as well as government interference.
Foreign companies are extremely vulnerable to the risk associated with changes in government policies, laws,
or regulations that could directly impact their right to operate and ability to realize the full expected value of
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their project returns. The involvement and interference of power groups in a project may take the form of more
frequent administrative checks and political corruption. The latter is regarded by many foreign companies as
an unavoidable fact of life on projects in certain developing countries, especially in China and Vietnam.
Measuring Political Risk Instability: This instability may have its roots in different economic, political, and
social factors. Some specific causal factors may include communal unrest, strained international relations with
neighboring countries, social unrest, newly-acquired independence, vested interests of home country industrial
groups, proximity to armed conflict, etc. The political instability can thus be measured as qualitative or
quantitative accounting of these correlates. This approach of measuring political risk, however, may not be
ideal for all situations. Political instability may not always effect all international businesses in a country. In
some situations, political instability may lead to changes that may not be at all critical to most construction
ventures. Rather than political stability, the direction in changes in government may be more important in
certain situations. Past patterns of political behavior is at times analyzed to determine political risk involved.
However, predicting political risk on the basis of historical records has its own drawbacks. Political situations
under which risks were encountered by companies or individuals in the past might have changed altogether;
the changed circumstances may provide a better environment for foreign investment e. Political risk may also
be measured qualitatively by examining the views of people engaged in governmental decision making and
people who may influence future political events affecting business. It involves the analysis of statements of
such people to determine their views on business in general, foreign capital investment, the means of effecting
economic changes, and their feeling toward the host country in question. Such statements, however, should be
analyzed to determine their "inner meanings. Selecting only safe environments for business and rejecting
regions that are perceived to have greater than average degree of political risk. Increasing the ROI return on
investment or requiring shorter period of payback. Responding to the particular political environment of the
host country and structuring the international operations accordingly e. Sharing of risks with other individuals
or companies or reducing the risks through transfer to other agencies. Identifying the issue e. Defining the
nature of the political issue Assessing the potential political action of other firms and of special interest groups
Identifying important institutions and key individuals Formulation of strategies objectives, alternatives
Determining the impact of implementation both in home and host countries Selection of the most appropriate
strategy and implementation. Political risks in international construction. Impacts of obstacles in East Asian
cross-border construction. Foreign investments and management of political risk.
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What theory of political science can better explain the current power patterns in international systems? What is a political
system? What is the significance of state in international politics (not international relation, just politics) or an
understanding of international p.

Here are some overviews of these five fairly recognizable political systems: Democracy We often hear the
United States referred to as a democracy. Indeed, many refer to the U. A democracy in a more traditional
sense is a political system that allows for each individual to participate. There are two rather popular types of
democracy: Many scholars point to Athens as an example of direct democracy. Technically, every citizen has
an equal say in the workings of government. The qualifications for being considered a citizen are completely
different. Citizens could show up at a meeting, and then directly participate in the governing process, and the
process of making laws. In a representative democracy set-up, citizens elect representatives who actually make
the law. The United States operates similarly to this principle. Citizens elect legislators who, in turn, make
laws. Other types of democracy include versions known as deliberative democracy , in which citizens
approach decision making by considering different viewpoints and options, as well as democratic socialism ,
in which citizens help make decisions or vote for policies that are socialistic in nature. There are other types of
democracy as well. The defining characteristic is some level of citizen participation in the political system 2.
Republic In theory, a republic is a political system in which the government remains mostly subject to those
governed. Some scholars define any political system in which the citizens legitimize the government. As such,
some including Montesquieu consider the U. Indeed, there are those that believe that any form of government
that is not based on heritage or authoritarian governance. In some cases, a representative democracy or any
form of democracy might be considered a republic. Some of the types of republics that you might see include:
Crowned a constitutional monarchy might be considered a crowned republic Single Party Federal the United
States is often referred to as a federal republic Parliamentary The main characteristic of a republic is that the
government is subject to the people, and leaders can be recalled. Some even make the argument that an
oligarchy , which is rule by a few citizens, or a group of citizens, is a form of republic, since the government is
subject to some of the wishes of some of the governed. Monarchy When most of us think of a monarchy, we
think of the political systems of medieval European countries. In a monarchy, a ruler is not usually chosen by
the voice of the people or their representatives. Often a monarch is the head of state until he or she abdicates
or until death. In many cases a monarch is the final word in government. There may be functionaries to make
decisions and run the political system, but the monarch has discretion with the laws, and how they are
enforced. However, as with other political systems, there are different types of monarchies. The type that
many of us think of as common is the absolute monarchy , in which the monarch truly has the ultimate say in
matters of government. However, most monarchies in political systems today do not follow this method. Many
of them, especially in the developed world, have limits. Constitutional monarchies fall into this category and
are sometimes considered republics as well. In this type of monarchy, the ruler is the head of state, but a
constitution limits the power, and others make laws. Other types of monarchies include duchies, grand
duchies, elective monarchy where the monarch is actually elected , and non-sovereign monarchy. However,
some argue that these political systems are not true to the ideals espoused by these revolutionary thinkers.
Communist states are often dominated by a single party, or a group of people. A planned economy is often
part of the governing class, and in many cases resources are taken and then redistributed to others, at the top of
the system. In a lot of cases, citizens are required to do certain jobs, or have some of their life decisions â€”
especially concerning where they can live and what jobs they can do. Communism is often considered an
authoritarian political system. Dictatorship Another authoritarian form of government is the dictatorship.
Normally, a dictator is the main individual ruling the country. While there are lackeys and others who work
for the dictator, he or she makes most of the decisions, and usually has enforcers. In some cases, the political
system is run by a small group of people. Dictators are not restricted by constitutions or parliaments. The
governed are usually not consented in any way. Elections held are usually affairs in which the dictator is the
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only candidate. One of the more common types of dictatorship is the military dictatorship , in which a military
organization governs, running the political system. Sometimes, the military just exerts a great deal of pressure
on the government, running the country de facto. In many cases, very few benefit from the decisions made in a
dictatorship. While authoritarian political systems have the advantage of quick decisions being made, many
citizens prefer other forms of government â€” those that allow them greater participation in the political
process. Did you enjoy this article?
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Chapter Summary I. The Notion of a System. A system is an assemblage of units, objects, or parts united by some form
of regular interaction.; In the s, the behavioral revolution in the social sciences and growing acceptance of political
realism in international relations led scholars to conceptualize international politics as a system, using the language of
systems theory.

The BBC external service had a difficult time with its own government when it included negative press
comment on the British role in the Suez Crisis. Whereas the study of international relations in the newly
founded Soviet Union and later in communist China was stultified by officially imposed Marxist ideology , in
the West the field flourished as the result of a number of factors: The traditional view that foreign and military
matters should remain the exclusive preserve of rulers and other elites yielded to the belief that such matters
constituted an important concern and responsibility of all citizens. This increasing popularization of
international relations reinforced the idea that general education should include instruction in foreign affairs
and that knowledge should be advanced in the interests of greater public control and oversight of foreign and
military policy. This new perspective was articulated by U. The extreme devastation caused by the war
strengthened the conviction among political leaders that not enough was known about international relations
and that universities should promote research and teaching on issues related to international cooperation and
war and peace. International relations scholarship prior to World War I was conducted primarily in two
loosely organized branches of learning: Involving meticulous archival and other primary-source research,
diplomatic history emphasized the uniqueness of international events and the methods of diplomacy as it was
actually conducted. International law â€”especially the law of warâ€”had a long history in international
relations and was viewed as the source of fundamental normative standards of international conduct. The
emergence of international relations was to broaden the scope of international law beyond this traditional focal
point. Between the two world wars During the s new centres, institutes, schools, and university departments
devoted to teaching and research in international relations were created in Europe and North America. In
addition, private organizations promoting the study of international relations were formed, and substantial
philanthropic grants were made to support scholarly journals, to sponsor training institutes, conferences, and
seminars, and to stimulate university research. Three subject areas initially commanded the most attention,
each having its roots in World War I. During the revolutionary upheavals at the end of the war, major portions
of the government archives of imperial Russia and imperial Germany were opened, making possible some
impressive scholarly work in diplomatic history that pieced together the unknown history of prewar alliances ,
secret diplomacy , and military planning. These materials were integrated to provide detailed explanations of
the origins of World War I. There also were extensive memoirs and volumes of published documents that
provided much material for diplomatic historians and other international relations scholars. The newly created
League of Nations , which ushered in the hope and expectation that a new and peaceful world order was at
hand, was a second subject that captured significant attention. Some of the international relations schools that
were founded in the interwar period were explicitly created to prepare civil servants for what was expected to
be the dawning age of international government. Accordingly, intensive study was devoted to the genesis and
organization of the league, the history of earlier plans for international federations, and the analysis of the
problems and procedures of international organization and international law. The third focal point of
international relations scholarship during the early part of the interwar period was an offshoot of the peace
movement and was concerned primarily with understanding the causes and costs of war, as well as its
political, sociological, economic, and psychological dimensions. In the s the breakdown of the League of
Nations, the rise of aggressive dictatorships in Italy, Germany, and Japan , and the onset of World War II
produced a strong reaction against international government and against peace-inspired topics in the study of
international relations. The moral idealism inherent in these topics was criticized as unrealistic and
impractical, and the academic study of international relations came to be regarded as the handiwork of
starry-eyed peace visionaries who ignored the hard facts of international politics. In particular, scholars of
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international relations were criticized for suggesting standards of international conduct that bore little
resemblance to the real behaviour of nations up to that time. As the desired world of peaceful conflict
resolution and adherence to international law grew more distant from the existing world of aggressive
dictatorships, a new approach to the study of international relations, known as realism , increasingly
dominated the field. Nevertheless, the scholarly work on world affairs of the early interwar period, despite the
decline in its reputation and influence, was extensive and sound, encompassing the collection and organization
of large amounts of important data and the development of some fundamental concepts. Some topics of study
in international relations that are still considered novel or of recent origin were already being vigorously
explored in the interwar period. Indeed, a brief review of these topics tends to undermine the image of the
interwar period as one dominated by moralistic ideas. Although these earlier studies tended to be somewhat
short on theory and long on description, most of the topics examined remain relevant in the 21st century. The
scholarly contributions of some individuals in the s were particularly noteworthy because they foreshadowed
the development of international relations studies after World War II. Lasswell , for example, explored the
relationships between world politics and the psychological realm of symbols, perceptions, and images; Abram
Kardiner and his associates laid the groundwork for an approach, based on a branch of anthropology known as
culture-and-personality studies , that later became a popular but short-lived theory of international relations;
Frederick L. Schuman, setting a style that is still followed by interpreters of foreign policy and by journalists,
synthesized analytic commentary with accounts of current international events; Quincy Wright investigated
numerous aspects of international behaviour and war as head of one of the first team research projects in
international relations; and E. Carr , Brooks Emeny, Carl J. In the Spanish poet, historian, philosopher, and
diplomat Salvador de Madariaga , founder of the College of Europe, relied upon his experience in working
with the League of Nations Secretariat in Geneva to describe the gap between what was being said or written
about international relations and what was actually happening. The broadened definition and scope of the
study of international relations were among the fundamental contributions of scholars of the interwar period.
Many of these innovators were enlisted by governments during World War II for work in intelligence and
propaganda , as well as other aspects of wartime planning. In this respect the war stimulated systematic
social-scientific investigations of international phenomena. It also led to important technological
advancesâ€”notably the computer â€”that would later have a major impact on the study of international
relations. In other ways World War II was a divide for academic international relations. The war itself brought
about a drastic change in the agenda of world politics, and the postwar intellectual climate was characterized
by a marked shift away from many earlier interests, emphases, and problems. In the early postwar years there
was a quest for analyses that would cut through the details of studies of myriad international topics to produce
a general understanding of common elements and a clear view of the fundamental nature of international
politics. There was also a growing interest in developing theories that could help to explain the major issues of
the changing international scene. New security issues emerged, including the issue of nuclear weapons, which
led to extensive writings on deterrence as a basis of strategic stability. Schelling , Henry A. Kissinger , and
Albert Wohlstetter. Other issues that were addressed in the vast literature of international relations include
international, and especially European, integration; alliances and alignment, such as the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization NATO ; ideologies; foreign-policy decision making; theories about conflict and war; the study of
low-intensity conflict; crisis management; international organizations; and the foreign policies of the
increasing number of states that became part of the international system in the mid- to late 20th century. The
postwar ascendancy of realism Hans J. Not only did it become one of the most extensively used textbooks in
the United States and Britainâ€”it continued to be republished over the next half centuryâ€”it also was an
essential exposition of the realist theory of international relations. Although there are many variations of
realism, all of them make use of the core concepts of national interest and the struggle for power. According to
realism, states exist within an anarchic international system in which they are ultimately dependent on their
own capabilities, or power, to further their national interests. The most important national interest is the
survival of the state, including its people, political system , and territorial integrity. Other major interests for
realists include preservation of the culture and the economy. Realists contend that, as long as the world is
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divided into nation-states in an anarchic setting, national interest will remain the essence of international
politics. The struggle for power is part of human nature and takes essentially two forms: Collaboration occurs
when parties find that their interests coincide e. Rivalry, competition, and conflict result from the clash of
national interests that is characteristic of the anarchic system. Accommodation between states is possible
through skillful political leadership, which includes the prioritizing of national goals in order to limit conflicts
with other states. In an international system composed of sovereign states, the survival of both the states and
the system depends on the intelligent pursuit of national interests and the accurate calculation of national
power. Realists caution that messianic religious and ideological crusades can obscure core national interests
and threaten the survival of individual states and the international system itself. Such crusades included, for
Morgenthau, the pursuit of global communism or global democracy , each of which would inevitably clash
with the other or with other competing ideologies. The attempt to reform countries toward the ideal of
universal trust and cooperation, according to realists, runs counter to human nature , which is inclined toward
competition, conflict, and war. Realist theory emerged in the decade after World War II as a response to
idealism , which generally held that policy makers should refrain from immoral or illegal actions in world
affairs. As no impressive new formulation of political idealism appeared on the international scene to reply to
realist theory, the debate between realism and idealism gradually faded, only to be revived in a somewhat
different form in the final decades of the 20th century in the disagreement between neoliberal institutionalists
and neorealist structuralists. Many international relations scholars neither rejected nor embraced realism but
instead were engrossed in other aspects of the broadening agenda of international relations studies. Beginning
in the s, as the United States became more fully engaged in world affairs, the U. In order to understand the
major forces and trends shaping countries such as the Soviet Union and China or the regions extending from
Africa to Northeast Asia, the United States needed to recruit greater numbers of specialists in the histories,
politics, cultures , economies, languages, and literature of such areas; the Soviet Union did likewise.
Theoretical concerns generally played a marginal role in the growth of area specialization in the West. The
behavioral approach and the task of integration In the s an important development in the social sciences ,
including the study of international relations, was the arrival of new concepts and methodologies that were
loosely identified in ensemble as behavioral theory. This general approach, which emphasized narrowly
focused quantitative studies designed to obtain precise results, created a wide-ranging controversy between
theorists who believed that the social sciences should emulate as much as possible the methodologies of the
physical sciences and those who held that such an approach is fundamentally unsound. In addition, the great
number of new topics investigated at the timeâ€”including cognition, conflict resolution, decision making ,
deterrence , development, the environment , game theory , economic and political integration , and systems
analysisâ€”provoked some anxiety that the discipline would collapse into complete conceptual and
methodological chaos. This task proved to be a difficult one. Indeed, some scholars began to question the
necessityâ€”or even the possibilityâ€”of arriving at a single theory that would explain all the varied, diverse ,
and complex facets of international relations. Instead, these researchers suggested that a number of separate
theories would be needed. At the same time, theories that trace the forces of international relations to a single
source were increasingly viewed as unsatisfactory. The struggle for power , for example, was accepted as a
fact in past and current international politics, but attempts to make all other factors subordinate to or
dependent upon power were thought to exclude too much of what is important and interesting in international
relations. Similar assessments were made of the theory that asserts that the character of a nationâ€”and hence
the character of its participation in international relationsâ€”is determined by its child-rearing practices, as
well as of the Marxist theory that international relations are solely the historical expression of class struggle.
The general attitude of the behavioral decade was that the facts of international relations are multidimensional
and therefore have multiple causes. This conclusion supported, and in turn was supported by, the related view
that an adequate account of these facts could not be provided in a single integrated theory and that multiple
separate theories were required instead. By the s, for example, studies of international conflict had come to
encompass a number of different perspectives, including the realist theory of the struggle for power between
states and the Marxist notion of global class conflict, as well as other explanations. At the same time, conflict
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theory coexisted with economic and political integration theory and game theory, each of which approached
the phenomena of international conflict from a distinct perspective. In keeping with the multiple-theory
approach, by the end of the behavioral decade there was a growing consensus that the study of international
relations should encompass both quantitative and qualitative analyses. Whereas quantitative methodologies
were recognized as useful for measuring and comparing international phenomena and identifying common
features and patterns of behaviour, qualitative analyses, by focusing on one case or a comparison of cases
involving specific research questions, hypotheses , or categories, were thought to provide a deeper
understanding of what is unique about political leaders, nations, and important international events such as
World War II and the Cold War. The use of quantitative analysis in international relations studies increased
significantly in the decades after the s. This was a direct result of advances in computer technology , both in
the collection and retrieval of information and in the analysis of data. When computers were introduced in
international relations studies, it was not readily apparent how best to exploit the new technology, partly
because most earlier studies of international relations were set forth in narrative or literary form and partly
because many of the phenomena examined were not easily quantifiable. Nevertheless, exploratory quantitative
studies were undertaken in a number of directions. A growing body of studies, for example, developed
correlations between phenomena such as alliances and the outbreak or deterrence of war, between levels of
political integration and levels of trade, communication, and mobility of populations, between levels of
economic development and internal political stability, and between levels of internal violence and
participation in international conflicts. The later 20th century Foreign policy and international systems The
influence of behaviourism helped to organize the various theories of international relations and the discipline
into essentially two principal parts, or perspectives: Within each of these perspectives there developed various
theories. The foreign-policy perspective, for example, encompasses theories about the behaviour of individual
states or categories of states such as democracies or totalitarian dictatorships, and the
international-system-analysis perspective encompasses theories of the interactions between states and how the
number of states and their respective capabilities affect their relations with each other. The foreign-policy
perspective also includes studies of the traits, structures, or processes within a national society or polity that
determine or influence how that society or polity participates in international relations. One such study, known
as the decision-making approach, analyzes the information that decision makers use, their perceptions and
motivations, the influence on their behaviour of public opinion, the organizational settings in which they
operate, and their intellectual, cultural, and societal backgrounds. Studies that analyze the relations between
the wealth, power, or technological level of a state and its international status and role provide other
illustrations of the foreign-policy perspective. Comparative foreign-policy analysis first appeared during the
mids. By comparing the domestic sources of external conduct in different countries, using standard criteria of
data selection and analysis, this approach seeks to develop generalized accounts of foreign-policy
performance, including theories that explore the relationship between the type of domestic-external linkage a
country displays and its political and economic system and level of social development. Some research also
has explored the extent to which certain patterns of behaviour, such as violent demonstrations or protests, may
spread from one state to another. Whereas foreign-policy analysis concentrates on the units of the international
system, international-system analysis is concerned with the structure of the system, the interactions between
its units, and the implications for peace and war, or cooperation and conflict, of the existence of different types
of states. The term interactions suggests challenge and response, give and take, move and countermove, or
inputs and outputs. Diplomatic histories feature narratives of action and response in international situations
and attempt to interpret the meanings of the exchanges. Balance-of-power theory, which asserts that states act
to protect themselves by forming alliances against powerful states or coalitions of states, is another example of
the international-system perspective.
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7: SparkNotes: International Politics: History of the International System
International politics is the way in which sovereign states interact with each other. International politics should not be
confused with global politics, which incorporates the roles of global interest groups and corporations in addition to
governments. There are several key factors that govern.

Discussion of the role of political system in the international system leads to a synthesis of having an
integrative unit of analysis existing in the realm of international politics. Preliminary discussion of the key
concepts begins this brief attempt so as to make qualifications of the understanding of what politics we are
referring, the system, the greater political system and its field which is the international system. The systems
analysis of David Easton is employed as framework to discuss the patterns of interactions subdivided as
power, diplomatic relations and welfare articulation and providing a theoretical backbone of the application of
an international political system with the advantages at its fore and qualifying functions of an existing social
system provided by the Parsonian theory. The international system that we offer is no less than the present
system since the birth of the modern-state. Henceforth the state, as the unit actor, in its dealing beyond the
peripheral boundaries is the focus of analysis. This realist approach attempts to present a conceptual
understanding of international political system and its existence. Conceptualizing an International Political
System The field of international politics is a spectrum of academic assumptions and methodological debates
of scholars trying to define a field which has no defined boundaries, limited general theory and lack of
aggregate knowledge and literature. Selected definitions provided by scholars shall ground the work towards a
unified and unilateral progress of understanding. Politics has been defined as the process through which power
and influence are used in the promotion of certain values and interests;2 the process by which a community
selects leaders 1 Donald E. Mansbach, Is there an international system International Studies Quarterly, p. The
definition of a system should then allow us to establish the boundaries constitutive of a political system,
characterizing it from other systems and drawing the demarcating line from its setting or environment. The
simplest understanding of system is set of interacting elements which in obverse makes a wide connotation as
it can include any units such as formal and informal offices, individuals, organizations, mobs and other units
that posses the cohesive capability to enter into and affect the system. System, as a key term, satisfies the need
of an inclusive concept which covers all the patterned actions relevant to the making of political decisions
having a grasp of the totality of relevant units, interdependence between the interactions of units and poses
certain stability. Phillips Shively, Power and Choice: The Menu for Choice Boston: Cengage Learning, p.
John Hopkins University Press p. Almond defined political system as a set of interacting roles or as structure
roles; the structure as the patterning interactions that serves to be empirically observable behavior and the
roles as an inclusive and more open concept as compared with the terms institutions, organizations or groups.
Coining the earlier concepts of politics and a system, this paper defines political system as the direct access of
influence and authority in the activities of population within a specified territory and its allocation of merit and
interests towards the said population. The realist approach shall view the state as the generator of this control
with its inhabitants over which their activities are influenced. Moreover, there is the more formal, state-centric
definition offered by neo-realists of the international system as comprising of states as its units, having
interactions and has a structure. This notion implies on the political policies towards the political environment
external of the state and not on the defined geographical boundaries of states. Area of Patterns of the
International Political System The enumerated characteristics for an international political system is conceived
from the preliminary survey of key terms collaboratively constituting qualities representative of the being 8
Gabriel Almond, Comparative Political Systems Journal of Politics, Southern Political Science Association p.
Addison-Wesley, 10 Kenneth E. Boulding, National images and international systems Journal of Conflict
Resolution, pp. The international system is the most comprehensive level of analysis permitting the analyst to
study international relations at a system level, directing attention at the overall global patterns of behavior
among states and the level of interdependence among them which includes the overall distribution of
capabilities, resources, and position in world politics. In the international system, we shall assume that it is
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conceived of as the pattern of relations between individual nations which, in the very least aspect, constitute
anything more than a minimal system, for us to conceptualize of the international political system against the
enumerated areas of the system. The first area of pattern is power. Power has been the defining feature of
realist perspective with states locked in relentless security competition providing an image of state of anarchy.
The protracted structure of disarmament and arms race as new types of mainstream military processes only
escalates tension and impacts on the possibility of having war. Trends such as these only prove an established
order of power as an area pattern in the international system that predates to the earliest civilizations of human
history, creating the central figure of the century which is the expansion to international scale of a mainstream
system-wide standard 11 J. John Hopkins University Press, , p. MIT Press, , p. New York Times, July 6, of
military capability, basic institutions of war, arms race, security dilemma, fear of war process rather than fear
of defeating actors beginning in the Twentieth century. The development, spread and evolution of a system of
formal diplomacy and international law has become the accepted lingua franca of states in dealing with the
international system dealing with all the state as diplomatic equals and 15 the idea that each state should have
diplomatic representation on the capital of every state. This mechanism has been put forward, in our
understanding, so as not to revert back to a pluralistic approach of interest articulation as has been witnessed
by history. Third area of pattern is welfare articulation. The flow of capitalism through forms of bill exchange,
could move from one state to another making the market open to its wide environment; foreign direct
investment process which occurs when the investor keeps control and makes decisions for foreign enterprise
from abroad became a standard of international 16 system, with much of the investments being poured into
infrastructure. Indeed, recognizing economic growth and stability penetrated the economic policies and this
has been widely accepted by economists, development practitioners and the international system as well. The
rise of trade liberalization has become a feature element of the economic policies in the advent of the 17
modern state. There is a good deal of empirical support that trade liberalization and openness of domestic
policies stimulate long-run growth and income yet sustained growth necessitates increases in productivity,
creating an atmosphere of competitive strategies and most of the evidence suggests that trade liberalization
operates through this route. Oxford University Press, p. The Functioning of the International Political System
Theory application shall, in the least sense, able to provide the image we want to perceive in our analysis of an
international political system. Commencing with the systemic level of analysis, we view the international
system a partially familiar and highly promising sphere of focus providing the most comprehensive of the
levels available encapsulating the totality of the patterns of 21 interactions which occurs within the system and
its environment. The approach may have the potential for revealing how systemic collective activities actually
come about. It also encourages attention to systematic consideration of the characteristics of different
international systems over time and to the identifications of such historical and behavioral 25 patterns. The
consideration of system generated conflict and conflict reductions in game 26 theory, in cybernetics, and in
some portions of conflict theory exemplify this. Whether or not the earlier patterns may be called mainstream
laws or standard such that the recurrent activity patterns may be isolated and identified, the view of
international political system may afford more productive perspectives from which to perceive phenomena
such as alliances, competitions and cooperation in terms of their effects as disturbances upon the international
system. As such, it leads attention to the question of whether system equilibrium is restored and in what
manner 22 Ibid. Free Press, 24Robert J. Lieber, Theory and World Politics London: George and Unwin, 25
Ibid 26 Ibid 27 the disturbances are met as in the case of threats to the system being met by the actor states
acting cohesively and in the constant penetration into the affairs of other actors. One could view upon the
system as a rather passive environment in which dynamic interacting states act out their relationships rather
than as a socio- political entity with a dynamic of its own. On the other hand, we cannot deny the natural
tendency to endow that upon which we focus our attention with somewhat greater potential than it might
normally be expected to have. Moreover, this analysis is almost inevitably requires us that we posit a high
degree of uniformity in the foreign policy operational codes of the state actors. It means that we need to allow
little room for divergence in the interaction of our actors when we view upon the whole international system.
Just as separate entities or units differ widely in what they deem to be pleasure and pain or gain and loss, actor
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states may vary widely in what they consider to be the national or state interest and we end up having to break
down and refine the larger category 30 to a sub-system focusing on the intra-parameters of the state. By
eschewing any empirical concern with the domestic and internal variations within the separate actor states, the
system- oriented approach tends to produce a sort of "black box" or "billiard ball" concept of the state actor.
Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations, 3rd ed. We need to be cautious as what we may have thought to be the
consequence of a given stimulus may only be a coincidence of the integrating patterns of actions and until one
investigates the major factors or elements in the causal link, no matter how persuasive the presentation of
analysis; one may speak only of correlation, not of consequence. Further that by avoidance of the intersecting
holes of intra-state approach, one stands with a singularly manageable structure, requiring as it does little of
the methodological sophistication called for when one searches the beneath externalities of the actor. Finally,
the systemic orientation should provide, at least to be reasonably palatable basis, for phenomena prediction,
even if such shall encompass beyond the characteristics of the system and allows anticipating statements
regarding the state actors. This means that the state actors are characterized and their political interactions
predicted in the relatively term of international system. Conclusion The individual state is a complicated
integrative yet related physical and human activity. In sustaining its existence, directing all its force inward is
a must but as a system, it needs exchange with its environment with the activities on the part of the states in
taking from and giving to the international environment is considered together and may be called the
international system. The criteria for determining the components of the international system are merely such
units be able to decide and act internationally, which are the states; that they need to act with other actors and
have an impact on their calculations and that they persist over time 33 which has been given emphasis on our
definition of system. It also requires the existence of units, among 32 Charles A. Macmillan, , p. Reviewing
the functions of a social system laid down by the Parsonian theory, we could identify the real existence of a
system as having the process, goal attainments and integration. Processes are which constitutes the political,
physical, economic and even social interactions and while international political system may not be coping
exceptionally well with its changing environmentâ€”both physical and politicalâ€”the function is nonetheless,
being carried out. The history of international politics have been a witnessed of changing partners, enemies
becoming allies and allies becoming enemies. The conclusion therefore must be that while international
politics, in terms of an international political system, are not characterized by a high degree of integrative
coherence or lack of a centralized governing authority, nor always having clear and defined boundaries, the
attempted view of a system nonetheless has more than the minimum definitional requirements for designation
of a system. Indeed, we proclaim that we have an existing international political system. Given the limit of
literature, we shall pattern our uncomplicated definition as the international political system being a system of
states, each of which claims control within its 34 Barry Buzzan, From International System to International
Society: Free Press, 36 Ibid 37 Ibid boundaries and acts to maintain that control domestically and
internationally This concludes that there exists an international political system more unique or atypical from
another system. Here we are enabled to go beyond the boundaries imposed by other approaches and to replace
mere correlation with the more significant causal relationships. In terms of prognostic viewpoint, this
approach tends to offer a similar degree of promise with other approaches as predicting political behavior of
the international system. The integrative quality of collected patterns serves to be a great qualifier.
Acknowledgement of the lack of boundary setting appears to be a dilemma. Indeed, what can be offered is the
setting of the international system shall be viewed in the way of a physical environment, centrally focusing on
the political actions rather than confusing with other patterns of social interactions. The Journal of Politics, 18
3 , National Images and International Systems. Journal of Conflict Resolution, The Expansion of
International Society. Coplin, Introduction to International Politics: A Theoretical Overview Chicago: From
International System to International Society: International Systems in World History: Remaking the Study of
International Relations. Introduction to International Politics: Danziger, Understanding the Politcal World p.
An Inquiry into the State of Political Science. An Approach to the Analysis of Political Systems. What Every
Person should Know about War. A Financial History of Western Europe. Is there an International System?
International Studies Quarterly, 22 1 , Theory and World Politics.
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8: The Five Most Common Political Systems Around the World Â»
In theory, a republic is a political system in which the government remains mostly subject to those governed. Some
scholars define any political system in which the citizens legitimize the government.

International Political Economy IPE is a social science that attempts to understand international and global
problems using interdisciplinary tools and theoretical perspectives. Although it originally developed as a
sub-field of International Relations, it has in recent years taken on a life if its own. The growing prominence of
IPE is one result of the continuing breakdown of boundaries between economics, politics, and other social
science disciplines. Increasingly, the most pressing problems that scholars and policy-makers confront are
those that can best be understood from a multidisciplinary, interdisciplinary, or transdisciplinary point of view.
IPE pulls down the fences that restrict intellectual inquiry in the social sciences so that important questions
and problems can be examined without reference to disciplinary borders. International Economics and
International Politics The interaction of International Politics and International Economics is today widely
appreciated and the subject of much theoretical research and applied policy analysis. Nation-states clearly
affect international trade and monetary flows, which in turn affect the environment in which nation-states
make political choices and businesses make economic decisions. Yet scholars and policy-makers often think
about International Economics without much attention to International Politics and vice versa. Economists
often assume away state interests while political scientists sometimes fail to look beyond the nation-state. Two
noteworthy Cold War era exceptions to this rule stand out: Dramatic events in the s made plain how tightly
international economics and politics were intertwined. Moreover, subsequent events such as the Third World
debt crisis, the fall of communist regimes, the rise of the Newly Industrialized Countries NICS , the expansion
of the European Union, and the financial crises in Mexico, Russia, and East Asia made showed that simple
divisions between state and market, domestic and international, and politics and economics were no longer
tenable. An increasingly complex world required a complex approach to analysis, which IPE provided. A sixth
concern â€” globalization â€” was added to the list in the s. Since the s, IPE has devoted significant attention
to global threats and crises, including climate change and worldwide financial instability. International Trade
Politics and Economics approach international trade from different points of view using completely different
analytical frameworks. The problem is that states think in terms of geography and population, which are the
relatively stable factors that define its domain, while markets are defined by exchange and the extent of the
forward and backward linkages that derive therefrom. The borders of markets are dynamic, transparent, and
porous; they rarely coincide exactly with the more rigid borders of states. A few markets today are even global
in their reach. When trade within a market involves buyers and sellers in different nation-states, it becomes
international trade and the object of political scrutiny. International trade has always been at the center of IPE
analysis and is likely to remain so in the future. In the Cold War, for example, international trade was
simultaneously a structure of US hegemony and a tool of East-West strategy. In the s and s, trade through
regional economic integration was a tool to consolidate regional interests. With the advent of globalization and
the creative economy powered by information technologies, trade in intellectual property rights became me a
controversial IPE issue. International Finance International Finance presents the second set of problems that
have traditionally defined International Political Economy. The IPE of International Finance includes analysis
of exchange rate policies, foreign exchange systems, international capital movements, and international
financial institutions such as the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. Seemingly technical
aspects of international finance often hide profound political implications, a fact that has attracted scholars
such as Susan Strange and Benjamin J. Cohen to this field. Political scholars may hesitate to engage in this
analysis because of the necessity to master difficult theories and arcane terminology, but there is no riper area
for IPE analysis. Some issues of current importance in IPE studies of finance include: A hegemon is a
powerful state that supplies public goods to the international system. These public goods include stable
money, security such as freedom of the seas , and a system of free trade that can be shared by all. Providing
these public goods is costly, but the hegemon gains even if it disproportionately bears the expense alone. If the
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world system prospers, the hegemon necessarily prospers as well. The theory of hegemonic stability holds that
the world system is most prosperous when a hegemon exists to organize the international political and
economic system and coordinate the provision of international public goods. Periods of Dutch , British , and
U. When hegemony breaks down, however, the international system falls into disorder and conflict, with the
resulting decline in peace and prosperity. One can think of the theory of hegemonic stability as a theory of U.
Cold War economic statecraft, with the Bretton Woods system and the Marshall Plan its clearest
manifestations. Some scholars argue that hegemony is a self-defeating and therefore temporary condition.
While the hegemonic state bears the burdens of organizing the international system and supplying public
goods, free-rider states prosper and increase the burdens on the hegemon. At some point the hegemon finds
itself over-committed and unable to bear the costs of the system it has created. Either it begins to put domestic
interests over its international obligations or it becomes too weak to honors its widespread commitments.
Hegemony is a state-centered concept that includes security as a critical element, but that draws upon the
analysis of international trade and international finance to provide a richer and more complex explanation of
the rise and fall of great powers. Another is whether Germany will move to establish itself as a hegemon
within the European Union. As international trade and international finance were increasingly used to expand
and strengthen the Cold War alliances especially but not exclusively on the western side , IPE scholars
pursued the impact of economic relations generally on LDCs. Or, in the terms associated with Immanuel
Wallerstein, they probed the relationship between Core and Periphery. Security and geopolitical issues were
not excluded from this North-South analysis; they merely lost the privileged position that they enjoyed in
traditional International Relations research. Multinational Corporations Multinational corporations MNCs
â€”also called transnational corporationsâ€”have always been objects of interest to IPE scholars and
practitioners. During the Cold War, MNCs were often viewed as being linked with their home government by
an "invisible handshake. The businesses, in turn, advanced the economic and political interests of their home
country. It became apparent that some MNCs undertook business strategies that were not obviously in the
interest of their home country. The distinction between home country and host country also grew less clear.
All countries are now host countries in the sense that all countries compete for capital, technology, and jobs in
the global market. GVCs are complex networks that link independent businesses into a coordinated production
and distribution process. New information technology allows firms to coordinate their activities to an extent
that was previously possible only within a large enterprise, thereby facilitating the expansion of GVCs. Much
of the actual manufacturing of products has been outsourced to independent firms in countries such as China,
Vietnam, and Malaysia. The IPE of global value chains challenges our understanding of both markets and
states and represents an advancing frontier of IPE research. As a process driven by the global expansion of
production and finance, globalization forces us to look at the interrelationships between politics, business,
culture, technology, the environment, and migration, to name only the most obvious areas. Many scholars
argue that the nation-state is increasingly incapable of dealing with global issues and has lost significant power
relative to other actors in the global economy. For example, MNCs can easily move capital from one country
to another, and this mobility has allowed them to reduce the taxes they pay. Globalization has forced IPE
scholars to search for new theories to explain complex global interactions. One of the most recent theories is
constructivism, which focuses on the power of ideas to shape how states and institutions perceive and respond
to global problems. An outgrowth of this perspective is literature on how globally-coordinated groups of
non-state, non-business actorsâ€”called transnational advocacy networksâ€”have been able to convince
governments to care more about problems such as human rights and environmental destruction. It is clear that
globalization has generated an array of social and environmental problems that demand the attention of IPE
scholars. Growing economic inequality has had profound effects on the quality of democracy and social
stability. The rise of China and the creation of the euro currency have reshaped geopolitics. Most importantly,
globalization has helped produce serious threats and crises that states and international institutions seem
incapable of controlling, such as global warming, financial turmoil, and refugee flows. He updated it in March
Bradford Dillman revised and updated it in December University of Puget Sound.
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9: What is International Political Economy? Â· University of Puget Sound
International relations (IR) or international affairs (IA) â€” commonly also referred to as international studies (IS), global
studies (GS), or global affairs (GA) â€” is the study of interconnectedness of politics, economics and law on a global
level.

Problems of war and peace and of conflict and cooperation among independent political entities have long
fascinated statesmen and scholarsâ€”in ancient China and India, among the Greek city-states of the fifth
century B. Because the members of this Western state system have been nation-states, the study of political
relations in a system of multiple sovereignties has come to be known as inter-national relations. To
under-stand the relations between states, one is therefore driven to the study of human behavior and of
interpersonal relations both within and between states, since there is no sharp line separating domestic from
world politics. Important insights for this study can be gained from many disciplines: The Western state
system The substance of international politics is conflict and its adjustment among groups of people who
acknowledge no common supreme authority. While the Western state system has in the last three centuries
been remarkably efficient in preserving the independence of nation-states and has been flexible enough to
permit the progressive fulfillment of aspirations for national independence throughout the world, it has done
so at the cost of intermittent war, including about a dozen general wars into which all, or almost all, of the
great powers were eventually drawn. It is because this political process has so often involved war or the threat
of war that its study has come to be thought important. Thus, however objective the treatment of the topics
studied, there has been a strong normative element in their selection. The study of international relations has
been developed by scholars who believe that the future is at most semidetermined and that scholarship can
help men move toward a future of their own choice. In the atomic age this quest for a functional equivalent to
large-scale war has been given a new urgency. The vision of a better world, or at least one better organized
than the world that floundered into the war, was the inspiration of the generation of scholars in America and
Britain who breathed life into the then new academic specialty. It was a vision dominated by the colossal spirit
of Woodrow Wilson. The essential elements in the Wilsonian program for achieving general and permanent
peace included a world system of democratically organized states, international understanding, international
arbitration, disarmament, national self-determination, open diplomacy, mechanisms for peaceful change, and
an alliance of all against any aggressor. A complete prescription for a better world has to do more, however,
than list the conditions under which peace with justice would prevail. A second generation of scholars has put
more emphasis on clarifying questions of national policy and on elaborating theoretical constructs than on
making blueprints for a warless world. The intensive development of studies of the non-Europeanized areas of
the world after World War ii and the concurrent emphasis on compar ative politics are responses to these twin
requirements. From the vast array of potentially relevant data, the international relations scholar has a
staggeringly difficult task of selection and organization. From the historian, the geographer, and the area
specialist particularly come the data for understanding the behavior of individual states. From the stu-dents of
comparative politics, comparative social systems, and international law come the data for the discovery of
behavioral regularities among classes of states and even of states in general. Identifying the major
transformations in the system is a central task for the scholar who wishes to chart the limits of choice open to
the makers of public policy with specified value preferences. Concurrent with the transformation of a state
system of European origin into a world system have been other great transformations: From its west European
area of origin the appeal of nationalism has spread outward to the Afroâ€”Asian world, and along with it
demands for higher living standards and the dignity of participating in political life. Control of foreign
relations in the advanced countries has become democratized; at the same time the tasks of the makers of
foreign policy have become increasingly complex and difficult. While the bearers of the most advanced
technology have in each era enjoyed dominant positions in the state system of that era, science and technology
have suddenly emerged as important and semiindependent short-run variables in the equations of world
politics. The old states of western Europe and those across the ocean that share European culture are drawing
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together in varying forms of association for economic and security purposes. New tasks have been posed for
those responsible for military defense, especially for the policy makers in the superpowers. They must
maintain a high level of peacetime defense mobilization, form peacetime alliances in which coalition military
planning is extremely detailed, embark upon massive programs of foreign economic and military aid, and
pursue a vigorous psychological strategyâ€”with at least as much emphasis on deterring major war as on
winning it. Ideological differences divide the most powerful groupings of states. We shall discuss in turn the
actors on the stage of world politics, the goals and claims of these actors, the bases of their power, and the
methods and instrumentalities by which the power is applied in the pursuit of goals. Actors, goals, bases of
influence, instrumentalitiesâ€”these are all artificial constructs which have to be fitted together to produce an
analytical model with some resemblance to the real world; but as long as they are recognized as abstractions
useful for focusing on particular aspects of international relations, they should not mislead. The actors State
actors The modern nation-state began to emerge in the fifteenth century with the division of Europe into units
whose monarchs recognized no superior authority. In domestic affairs the divine-right king gave way in the
course of time, but not everywhere at the same rate, to constitutional government. As representatives of the
ruled became the rulers in the nineteenth century, their governments became more and more amenable to the
influence of organized sectors of the public. This development did not reduce the role of violence in interstate
politics. Relations between states became subject to irrational outbursts of feeling directed against foreigners
and foreign governments suspected of hostile intentions to both people and state. In the nineteenth century the
sovereign-state had become a nation-state. Its inhabitants were supposed to be united by a common nationality
and separated from other nation-states by this characteristic. Efforts to define nationality in terms of common
language, racial heritage, customs, religion, and so forth are insufficient to explain the existing patterns of
loyalty to contemporary nation-states. A sense of nationality is subjective, and people belong to the nationality
to which they feel they belong, for whatever reason. However, more often than not, states seem to have come
into being before the nation that might have demanded their creation was formed. This is not to depreciate the
power of feelings of national solidarity, for demands for national self-determination generated most of the
bitter conflicts of the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The doctrine of national self-determination,
according to which all people of one nationality are entitled to dwell together in order to govern themselves in
a state of their ownâ€”despite any or all economic, historical, or other obstaclesâ€”proved so strong a moving
force that it continues in our own day in a modified form. Yet even in Europe the doctrine proved very
difficult to apply. It provided no clear basis for defining the territorial limits of a particular nationality and
made no adequate provision for the people of the marches. The earlier excesses committed in the name of
nationalism, the promise of rising living standards implicit in the reduction of intra-European trade barriers,
and the obsolescence of European-sized states as independently defensible units in a world of superpowers
have since driven the peoples of western Europe to play down nationality as a unifying force against outsiders.
It is ironic to find the same slogans used in the Afro-Asian world today, where circumstances are greatly at
variance with those in Europe in the nineteenth century. The prevalence of the welfare state suggests that
individuals gain more than physical and psychological security in identifying themselves with their nation;
they secure valuable material advantages as well. In the s more than entities are formally recognized as states.
Yet hardly more than half of them exhibit the classical attributes of a viable sovereign state. On the formal
level must be added various kinds of organizations of states that governments have formed in order to increase
their physical security or to achieve economic benefits or even, in some cases, to satisfy their humanitarian
impulses. There are a large number of functional international organizations and the almost universal United
Nations. The institutions of the European communities can even to a minor degree act without the specific
consent of each member state. Even military alliances may take the form of a regional international
organization, the most highly developed being the North Atlantic Treaty Organization NATO. Groups of
states, whether or not formally organized, often act together as blocs for diplomatic purposes. This does not
mean that the state is withering away as the prime actor in international relations. Even in the most effective
international organizations, the will of the individual states still dominates the decision-making process. Each
individual born and raised in a Western or Westernized society has indelibly imprinted on him membership in
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some national grouping. No matter how cosmopolitan his outlook, he will identify himself, and others will
identify him, by this imprint. This habit of identifying individuals by their national affiliation is so ingrained
that a Western observer often assumes members of non-European societies will inevitably outgrow their
communal or tribal loyalties and put loyalty to the nation first. There is in the Western world a strengthening
of transnational bonds, but they remain less strong than the bonds of nationality. They are strong enough to
support a limited amount of joint action in world affairs among states with common goals, exposed to
common threats. National decision makers Scholars have long related individuals to the behavior of the
nation-state actors by describing group attitudesâ€”subnational, national, transnational, and supranational. A
post- World War II phenomenon has been an intensified study of the behavior of decision-making elites in the
various states. Who are the most influential decision makers in international relations? They are first of all
those who control the levers of power within the national governments. Even the influence of such august
individuals, however, depends on their positions of leadership in official or unofficial groups of political
importance, whether it be the Central Committee of the Communist Party in the Soviet Union , the clique of
colonels in the Egyptian army, the British Trade Union Congress, the French bureaucratic elite, the
committees of the United States Senate and House of Representatives , the tribal organization of Katanga, or
the leading stockholders of the Belgian Union Miniere. As the di-vision between domestic and foreign policy
becomes less precise, this may change. Formerly, even in the most democratically organized governments,
strong pressure groups rarely directed their attention to issues of significance in foreign policy, although
sometimes their activities had important foreign policy consequences. Today all the traditional economic
groupingsâ€”agricultural, industrial, commercial, financial, and laborâ€”to say nothing of noneconomic
organizations, such as patriotic societies and religious groups, have international as well as domestic concerns.
The characteristic protestations of every premier and foreign minister that his state seeks only peace and
prosperity do little to illuminate the objectives of either states in general or the particular state to whom these
unexceptional aspirations are at the moment being attributed. In a crisis of national survival the national
interest is clear enough, but this tells us little about what the national interest is between crises or what kind of
threat to what values constitutes a crisis. Nor does the proposition that states always seek to maximize their
power position teach much about either the prediction or control of state behavior. It is no doubt true that each
government takes all the steps which seem appropriate to it to attain its policy objectives and in that sense is
trying to maximize its power position. But power for what and at what cost? With what intensity and what
constancy of purpose? And with what skill are available resources mobilized and deployed to achieve the
specified purposes? The foregoing propositions may not explain the behavior of states, but they do suggest
that the goals of particular governments at particular times may be classified, hypotheses may be developed
regarding these classifications, and patterns of common behavior may be traced. There are goals that will
assure two states being in conflict with each other, goals that states can share, goals that though separate are
compatible, and goals that can be achieved only through interstate cooperation. The greater the number of
states in the system, the more complicated and crisscrossed will these goal relationships become, and the
greater the likelihood that groups of states will band together for certain common purposes. The
comprehensiveness of the goal of security for any given state is determined by what its government would be
willing, if necessary, to wage war for. Thus security, like power, turns out to be an instrumental rather than an
ultimate goal. Unlike power, however, it is an instrumental goal whose satisfaction does not necessarily deny
similar satisfaction to other states. Today this primary goal of security seems more elusive than ever before,
even in an age when a large proportion of literate people believe that their survival depends upon the survival
of the rest of the world. It did not take the advent of nuclear weapons to make this the most important problem
to solve. Two world wars with conventional weapons had already taught many people that widespread
violence could destroy for the victor as well as for the vanquished many of those values which the government
had been expected to promote and protect. This brings us to the question of means, for both in international
and in domestic politics the way in which ultimate goals are pursued may turn out to be more significant than
the goals themselves. Here we may visualize a continuum of means-ends relationships, at the further end of
which stand such ultimate goals as freedom, welfare, and human dignityâ€”and, if all else be denied, survival.
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The goal of survival cannot rationally be promoted by means which sacrifice the values that give the survival
of a state meaning to the men who make or influence its foreign policy decisions. Thus, even in the period of
overwhelming American superiority in nuclear arms, the offensive or preventive use of such weapons was
among the excluded means. Mobilized power and power potential Power, the means of influencing the
behavior of others in a specific manner, unlike money in the bank, is not available to be drawn on for any
purpose. On the other hand, one can speak of power potential as being generally great or small. How these
elements will be mobilized depends on the particular policies pursued. The rise of modern Germany from its
modest Brandenburg-Prussian beginnings to a position from which it could challenge the whole European
order in two twentieth-century wars is a reminder that a slender resource base may be sufficient to pose a
fearful threat to opponents with incomparably greater unmobilized resources. Finally, the capacity of
apparently weak new countries in the first stages of economic development to extract favors from both sides in
a period of bipolar competition is a source of continuing wonder. Power potential and the satisfaction of
particular foreign policy demands are evidently not closely related. Although great resources do not assure
great power, they are a prerequisite to it. The ships and specie of sixteenth-century and seventeenth-century
Spain and the Netherlands made great-power status possible for these countries, but after the seventeenth
century were not capable of keeping the countries within the circle of the great powers. In the age of coal and
iron Austria-Hungary and Italy could be great powers only in name. Strategic air and missile power calls for a
mobilization in peacetime of industrial and human resources in magnitudes previously unimagined.
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