Contending Visions of Post-War International Politics: Realism vs. Liberalism
The Globalization of World Politics, Chapter 7: Contemporary Mainstream Approaches- Neo-Realism and Neo-Liberalism

· Neo-realism: refers to Keneth Waltz’s theory of international politics, emphasizing the importance of the structure of the international system and its role as the primary determinant of state behavior 
· Neo-liberal foreign policy: promotes free trade/open markets and western democratic values and institutions 
· National interests take precedence over morality and universal ideals, economic interests are given priority over geopolitical ones 
· Security, conflict and cooperation 
· Neither theory advances prescriptions for major reform or radical transformation of the international system 
· System maintainer theories 
· Adherents are generally satisfied with the current international system and its actors, values and power arrangements 
· Neo-realist focuses: military security and war
· Core question for research: how to survive in an anarchic and competitive international system
· Neo-liberal focuses: cooperation, international political economy, the environment 
· Core question for research: how to promote and support cooperation in an anarchic and competitive international system

Neo-Realism

Structural Realism
· Waltz 
· Primarily an inductive theory
· Actions and interactions of the states in the system 
· The effects of structure must be considered 
· The ordering principle of the international system 
· Anarchy
· Distributions of capabilities across units (states)
· No differentiation of function between different units 
· The structure of the international system shapes all foreign policy choices
· In an anarchic system, states with greater power have greater influence 
· Power is an end in itself 
· States use power to gain more power and increase their ability to secure their national interests 
· Military power considered the most obvious element of a state’s power 
· The combined capabilities of a state
· Gives a state a place or position in the international system that shapes the states behavior 
· Distribution of power and any dramatic changes in that distribution help to explain the structure of the international system
· States seek to maintain their position in the system
· Central mechanism for order in the system is balance of power 
· Anarchy defines the system

Relative and Absolute Gains
· States are interested in increasing their power and influence (absolute gain)
· Will cooperate with other states in the system to increase their capabilities 
· States also concerned with how much power and influence other states might achieve (relative gains)
· Two barriers to international cooperation:
· Cheating 
· Relative gains of other actors
· The likelihood of states abandoning international cooperative efforts is increased if participants see other states gaining more from the arrangement 

Security Studies and Neo-Realism
· Offensive realism 
· Neo and traditional 
· Defensive realism 
· Suggests that our assumptions of relations with other states depend on whether they are friends or enemies 
· Leaders must always be prepared for an expansionary state that will challenge world order 
· If the major powers begin a campaign of disarmament and reduce their power relative to other states, they are inviting others to attack 
· The use of military force for conquest and expansion is a security that most leaders reject in this age of complex interdependence and globalization 
· Most wars are seen to be caused by irrational or dysfunctional forces within a society, such as excessive militarism or ethnonationalism 
· Neo-realists do not see institutions as the most effective way to prevent all wars
· Conflict is unavoidable in some situations 
· Aggressive and expansionary states do exist and challenge world order 
· In pursuit of national interests some states may make conflict with others unavoidable 
· Although defensive neo-realists recognize that areas of common interest exist, they are concerned about non-compliance or cheating by states
· Especially in security policy areas 



Neo-Liberalism
· Commercial liberalism [footnoteRef:1] [1:  These two forms have been combined to form the core foreign policy goals of many of the worlds major powers ] 

· Advocates free trade and a market or capitalist economy as the way towards peace and prosperity
· Lead to a richer, more innovative and tolerant world 
· Republican liberalism 1
· Democratic states are more inclined to respect the rights of their citizens and are less likely to go to war with their democratic neighbors 
· Sociological liberalism 
· Community and the process of independence are important elements 
· As transnational activities increase people in distant lands are linked and their governments become more independent 
· Becomes more difficult for states to act unilaterally and to avoid cooperation with neighbors 
· Liberal institutionalism/ neo-liberal institutionalism 
· The way towards peace and prosperity is to have independent states pool their resources and even surrender some of their sovereignty to create integrated communities to promote economic growth or respond to regional problems
· European Union
· Complex interdependence 
· Four characteristics 
· Increasing linkages between states and non-state actors 
· A new agenda of international issues with no distinction between low and high politics 
· A recognition of multiple channels for interaction among actors across national boundaries 
· The decline of efficacy of military force as a tool for statecraft 
· Globalization represents an increase in linkages and channels for interaction as well as in the number of interconnections 
· Neo-liberal institutionalism shares many of the assumptions of neo-realism but it claims that neo-realists focus too much on conflict and competition and minimize the chances for cooperation even in an anarchic international system
· Global governance 
· Institutions associated with managing the process of globalization 
· Regional and global regimes that promote cooperation among states and the coordination of policy responses to new security threats 
· Multilateralism 


· Core assumptions of neo-liberal institutionalists:
· States are key actors in international relations but not the only significant actors 
· States are rational or instrumental actors always seeking to maximize their interests in all issue areas
· States seek to maximize absolute gains through cooperation
· Rational behavior leads states to see value in cooperative behavior 
· States are less concerned with the gains or advantages achieved by other states in cooperative arrangements 
· The greatest obstacle to successful cooperation is non-compliance or cheating by states 
· Cooperation is never without problems, but states will shift loyalty and resources to institutions if these are seen as mutually beneficial and if they provide states with increasing opportunities to secure their national interests
· More relevant in issue-areas where states have mutual interests 
· Open trade system 
· Environmental protection

The Neo-Neo Debate 
**SEE “BOX 7.2” PG. 123
· There is not much of a gap between the two theories 
· Agree on the definition of anarchy
· No common authority to enforce any rules or laws constraining the behavior of states or other actors 
· Encourages states to act unilaterally and promote self-help behavior 
· Makes cooperation more difficult to achieve 
· Neo-realists tend to be more pessimistic and see the world as more competitive and conflictive 
· See international relations as a struggle for survival and in every interaction there is a chance for loss of power 
· Neo-liberal institutionalists recognize the competitive nature of international relations however opportunities for cooperation in areas of mutual interest may mitigate the effects of anarchy 
· Difference between neo’s is that they study different worlds
· Liberal focus: political economy, the environment, and human rights 
· “Low politics”
· Realist focus: international security
· “High politics”
· State-centric view
· National security and survival 
· Institutions promote a foreign policy agenda and facilitate policy making and cooperation
· Neo’s disagree on how useful they are 

Neo-Liberals and Neo-Realists on Globalization 
· Most neo-realists do not think globalization changes the game of international politics
· Most concerned with the new security challenges presented by globalization
· Forces of globalization challenge sovereignty 
· Transnational social movements, global advocacy 
· Might contribute to an unwanted democratization of politics in critical security areas 
· Neo-liberal discussion of globalization falls under 2 categories: 
· 1. A free market commercial neo-liberalism that dominates policy circles throughout the world 
· 2. Academic neo-liberal institutionalism that promotes regimes and institutions as the most effective means of managing the globalization process 
· Governments should not fight globalization or attempt to slow it down (free-market neo-liberals)


International Relations Theory Today, Chapter 3

· Rational choice thinking: politics can be understood in terms of the goal directed behavior of individuals who make ends—means decisions calculated to maximize benefits 

From Realism to Neorealism
· Waltz’s basic strategy for preserving realism: restrict its scope 
· Concerned to produce linked law-like propositions from which testable hypothesis can be drawn
· Aim is to produce a theory of the international system, not a general account of all aspects of international relations 
· Only possible to understand the international system via systematic theories 
· Attention on attributes of the units that make up the system is to commit to reductionism 
· 2 types of possible systems (distinction is crucial): 
· Hierarchical 
· Anarchical 
· Does not assume that states are self-aggrandizing but does assume that they desire to preserve themselves 
· Obliged to be concerned with their security and regard other states as potential threats 
· Must continually adjust their stance in the world in accordance with relative power 
· Balance of power
· The theory of the international system 
· Defined in terms of the number of poles in balance
· # of states which can seriously threaten each others’ basic survival 
· No guarantee that balances will form or that power management will be successful
· The tendency is for states to respond to their cues 
· Two strands of thought agree on the assumption that states’ desire for security is compelled by the anarchic structure of the international system 
· Defensive realists
· States attain security by maintaining their position within the system
· More power can lead to less security 
· The international system does not reward states who seek to dominate, but rather those who maintain the status quo
· Offensive realists 
· States are driven to attain as much power as possible 
· Leads them to pursue aggressive, expansionist policies 
· Postclassical realism: state behavior cannot be explained using the structural level alone 
· Links IR theory to the mainstream of political science 

From Neorealism to Neoliberalism 
· Free rider states: states that take gains of cooperation without contributing to the costs 
· If international regimes were established within which information could be exchanged and commitments formalized, the possibilities for cooperation could be enhanced 
· Hegemonic power: USA 
· A state that has the ability to establish rules of action and enforce them and the willingness to act upon this ability 
· Both “neo’s” have a commitment to rational choice theory 
· Neoliberals assume that states are essentially concerned with the absolute gains made from cooperation 
· Neorealists assume that each state will be concerned with the relative gains from cooperation 
· Focus on the balance of power 
· States will continually scan each other for signs that their relative power position is changing 
· Each side focuses on different problems re: limits of cooperation 

Constructivism and the English School 
· Rational choice IR theories assume that states engage in goal directed behavior 
· Constructivism: there is a distinction to me made between brute facts and social facts 
· Brute facts: true independent of human action
· Social facts: depend on socially established conventions 
· “Anarchy is what states make of it”
· Identity matters 
· Within an anarchical framework, norms can emerge 
· English school: focus on a “society of states” or “international society”
· Focus should be primarily on the world of states, not on sub-state entities or universal categories (i.e.: humanity)
· States do not only form an international system, they form a society
· States are assumed to pursue their interests in the international arena but not at all costs 
· States act within a system of norms 
· Created by the states themselves 
· Theory, in part, constitutes the world

Critical, Poststructuralist and “Postmodern” International Thought 
· IR must be seen in the context of enlightenment and post-Enlightenment thought
· Humanities emergence from self-imposed immaturity 
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