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Inescapable link between the abstract world of theory and the real world of policy in order to make sense of the influx of data and information we have every day.
Everyone uses theories, whether they are aware of it or now. 
Disagreements rest on more fundamental disputes.
E.g. China
Prime example of tendency for rising powers to alter the global balance of power in potentially dangerous ways. 
Different viewpoints pose different questions about the future of china.
Same with Nato expansion, different questions are being produced depending on the theory one employs. 
Realism
Nato expansion is an effort to extend the western influence
Liberalism
Expansion reinforces the nascent democracies of Europe and extend the natos conflict management to more turbulent regions. 
No one single approach may capture the complexity of world politics. 
Competition between theories helps reveal their strengths and weaknesses.
The study of IR is best understood as a protracted competiton between the realis, liberal and radical traditions.
Realism
Enduring propensity for conflict between states
Liberalism
Identifies several ways to mitigate those conflicts
Radical 
How the entire system of state relations may be transformed
Realism
Cold war, depicts Int. affairs as struggle for power among self-interested states. Generally pessimistic
Offered a simple explanation for causes of war. 
Classical
States have the desire to dominate eachother, which leads to war. 
Neorealist
Ignored human nature and focused on effects of international system.
Each great power seeks to survive, since the system is anarchic, it leads to every state needing to fend for themselves. 
Offense defense theory,
War was more likely when states could conquer each other more easily, strong defense lead to more trade and cooperation.
Forming of alliances lead to protection of weaker states by stronger states.
Liberalism
Many different strands, but generally saw states as the central players in international affairs. Implied that cooperation was more pervasive than even the defensive version of realism allowed. 
Radical approaches
Marxism was the main alternative to liberalism and realism. 
Orthodox
Saw capitalism as the central cause of international conflict in the quest for profits and the destruction of socialist states.
Neomarxist
Focus on relations between advanced capitalist powers and less developed states, arguing that the former had grown rich by exploiting the latter.
Theories were discredited since it was shown that capitalism did not inevitably lead to conflict. 
Marxism gave rise to new theory called deconstructionism. Emphasized the importance of language and discourse in shapng social outcome.
Domestic Politics
Much of modern literature seeks not to introduce a new rival theory, but to complement one of the already existing ones. 
End of the cold war has given launch to new debates on dominating theories, and old process is being repeated. 
Realism Redux
Anarchy forces states to worry about both absolute gains and the way gains are distributed. States with more profit become stronger, others more vulnerable
Some argue that US foreign policy is consistent with realism, as it is designed to preserve US predominance
For defensive realists, war is rarely profitable and usually results is militarism, hypernationalism or other domestic factors. Offensive realists believe that anarchy forces greater powers to compete for security. 
Democratic peace theory
Democracies rarely fight one another. 
Democracies embrace norms of compromise, that bar the use of force against groups espousing similar principles. 
Counterarguments
In democratic transitions, chance may be higher. Reason for peace may not be shared democratic ideologies, but common goal of containing soviet union. 
Institutions facilitate cooperation in and of states. 
Globalization undermines the power of states and organizations, shifting interest away from military and towards social welfare and economics. 
Cost of cutting these ties grows by the day. 
Thus bringing china and Russia into global capitalism will get them hooked on prosperity and competition will be confined to the economic realm.
Constructive Theories
Interest of states are highly malleable and product of history.
Many strands, focus on different subjects. 
Past decade has witnessed explosion of interest on the concept of culture, importance of ideas and norms. 
Realism remains the most compelling general framework for understanding IR.
US likes its dominant position, and is willing to cooperate if it is unifiable with its own ideologies. 
i.e. Kyoto protocol, did not outlaw landmines
All different perspectives capture important aspects of world politics. Our understanding would be impoverished if we were to confine ourselves to one of them. 
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Three dominant ideologies, whose influence extends far beyond classroom and scholars. US used to swear on liberalism, recently however it has been recognized that “foreign policy has achieved greatness only when it has combined realism with idealism”
Each theory offers a filter for looking at a complicated picture
Is realism realistic?
Accurate in terms of continues centrality of military strength and the persistence of conflict, even in this age of global economic interdependence. 
The theory’s most obvious success is its ability to explain the US forceful military response to 9/11.
States, and not institutions, have lead the war on terror. 
However, the notion that weaker states will ally to survive was partially refused, as no state/aliance can challenge the US militarily. 
Some say its because states are far away from US, worry more about threat from neighboring countries.
Resistance happens on diplomatic and economic basis, not military one. 
The divided house of Liberalism
Liberal IR school claims that realism has a stunted vision and cant account for progress in relations between nations. 
US bases aid and funding on how well a country is developing on certain democratic indicators. 
Countries transitioning to democracies, with weak insitutions, are more likely than other states to get into wars. 
Contemporary liberal theory points out that rising democratic tie creates presumption that all nations ought to enjoy the benefits of self-determination. 
Democratic regimes make attractive targets for terrorists because they are accountable to an electorate. 
Ikenberry argued that even the most powerful victor had to gain the cooperation of the vanquished and weaker states by offering a mutually attractive bargain. 
Idealism
Is the belief that foreign policy is and should be guided by ethical and legal standards. “Gentlemen do not read eachothers mail”
Constructivists believe that debates about ideas are the fundamental building blocks for international life. 
International change results from work of intellectual entrepreneurs, new ideas and those who deviate from accepted standards. 
They are often involved uncovering human rights violations etc. 
Their distinctive power comes from ability to highlight deviations from deeply held norms of appropriate behavior
However constructivism is polarizing, its emphasis on highlighting debate etc is in line with liberalisms emphasis on establishing an agreed international order.
Stumped by Change
None of the three theories has the ability to explain change. All of them have had flaws, thus policymakers, activists etc fall prey to simplistic or wishful thinking about how to effect change. 
Realists should have to explain whether policies based on calculations of power have sufficient legitimacy to last. Liberals should consider whether nascent democratic institutions can fend off powerful interests that oppose them, or how international institutions can bind a hegemonic power inclined to go its own way. Idealists should be asked about the strategic, institutional, or material conditions in which a set of ideas is likely to take hold.
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International Relations concerns the relationships among the worlds governments. 
Closely connected to globalization
Two key events that reflect Globalization In recent years. 
9/11
Subprime Loan crisis. 
Often politicians are seen as key players in globalization, but everyone is part of it. 
Core Principles of IR
Key Problem
Ho w can a group serve its collective interest when doing so requires its members to forgo their individual interests?
Collective goods problem
How to provide something that benefits all embers of a group regardless of their contribution to it
Three Approaches
Dominance (not physically, though it can be an asset)
Common good, Minimizes conflict within the group
Reciprocity
Rewarding behavior towards the group and punishing selfish behavior
Potential for downward punishing spiral between two parties
Many agreements &WTO contracts build on reciprocity
Identity
Members of an identity community care about the interest of others so much as to sacrifice personal interests. 
i.e. Family, Researchers from rich universities giving poor universities equipment
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Nuclear Proliferation
Dominance approach (5 largest ones hold veto on UN security council)
Invasion of countries and bombing of nuclear facilities
Creates resentment
Double standard
Reciprocity through arms controls agreements
Requires constant surveillance and checks
Issue areas
Point of focus within the larger field of IR
Scholars often look at conflict and cooperation between nations
Biggest Subfield : International Security, 2nd  International Political economy.
Actors and Influences
State
Territorial entity controlled by a government and inhabited by a population. 
Inhabitants for a civil society, members may identify with a nation
International system: Set of relationships between the world states.
NGO’s IGO’s MNC’s 
Sovereign state is compromised more and more through globalization
Levels of Analysis
Global level
North South gap, world regions, 
Interstate level
Power, wars, treaties, IGO’s , Diplomacy
Domestic level
Nationalism, type of government, Political parties and elections
Individual level
Great Leaders, Learning, Citizens participation
Global geography
Cold War
For nearly 50 years, world politics revolved around east west rivalry, which created proxy wars in poor states
Post Cold war era holds hope of general great power cooperation despite the appearance of new ethnic and regional conflicts

Chapter 2 – Realist Theories
Realism
School of through that explains international relations in terms of power, also known as power politics sometimes.
Developed in response to idealism, which emphasized international law, morality and international organization, rather than power alone as the key influences on international events. 
Power
The central force (for realists), is often defined as the ability to get another actor to do what it would not otherwise had done. 
But we don’t know what another actor would and not have done, this power explains influence, and influence measures power.
Capabilities can be measured and used as test for power
Some argued to use GDP to measure economic power.
Soft power
Ability of one country to get anther to adapt similar principles and values (i.e. US influence many to accept free market and free trade)
Many different factors may influence power of countries. 
The international system
Realists believe that the international system exists in anarchy, a term that implies lack of central government that enforces rules
Sovereignty, means the government (technically) has the right to do what it wants on its own ground. 
Lack of world police makes control difficult
Balance of power
General concept of one or more states power being used to balance that of another state or states. 
Great powers are considered half a dozen or so most powerful states
Great powers are those that are only able to be defeated militarily by other great powers
Large economies
Neorealism 
Explains international makeup of power relations. 
Power is sometimes explained in terms of polarity (the amount of independent power centers in the systems)
Power transition theory holds that the largest wars result from challenges to the top position in the status hierarchy. 
Hegemony is one states holding a preponderance of power in the international system, allowing it to single handedly dominate the rules and  make arrangements by which international politician and economic relations are conducted.
Hegemon
Hegemonic stability theory 
Holds that hegemony provides some order similar to a central government in the international system, reducing anarchy, deterring aggression, promoting free trade, and providing a hardened currency that can be used as the worlds standard. 
May be seen as intrusion on state sovereignty
Alliance is a coalition of states that coordinate their actions to accomplish some end. 
Short term cooperation may be referred to as a coalition
Usually done to augment power through pooling resources
Often form in presence of a perceived threat
Easy to break, especially if norms and values in the country change
Alliance cohesion
The ease with which the members hold together and alliance
NATO
28 states, posess nearly half of the worlds GDP
Nato has military power, its intervention in Libya in 2011 proved effective, as air power turned the tide of the rebel war that overthrew lybia’s dicatator. 
Europe has its own military unit, cooperates with NATO, but is independent. 
Classic realist emphasize statecraft, the ability to manage state affairs and effectively maneuvering in a world of power politics
What capabilities to develop given limited resources. 
Strategy of deterrence 
Uses threat or punishment if actor takes negative action
Strategy of compellence
Threat of force after deterrence hasn’t worked
Realists believe states to be rational actors. (try to maximize their own interests) 
Assume exercise of power is used to advance national interests. 
Prisoners dilemma, sometimes we don’t act rational because we don’t know what the other person does. 
Chapter 3 – Liberal and Social Theories
Generally more optimistic than realism about the prospects for peace
See us as becoming more and more peaceful, not trapped in world of endlessly reoccurring wars
What caused this trend towards peace in a society in which many still feel threatened still feel.
Kant:
States should develop the organizations and rules to facilitate cooperation between counties. (taken place in the form of the UN)
Level of analysis should be lower, as peace depends on internal character of a government. 
Trade promotes peace, as it increases wealth, cooperation and global wellbeing. 
Liberal institutionalism
Relies on reciprocity between member states, decisions require consensus of all countries. 
In liberalism war appears as irrational deviation from defective reason that harm the collective interest of warring states. 
Neoliberals
Even if we grant realists their theory, it still does not lead to as pessimistic conclusions
States have to deal with finding solutions for long and short term objectives. 
International Regimes
Set of rules, norms and procedures around which the expectations of actors converge in a certain issue area. 
Members of regime must have similar norms and values for this to happen, mutual agreement.
Transparency can solve collective good problem
Regimes (combines realism and liberalism)
States are autonomous units maximizing their own interest in an anarchic context.
Regimes come to existence in order to overcome collective good problem by coordinating behaviors between states. 
Are sometimes seen as normalizing power politics and regimes (i.e. Nonproliferation regime protects the status quo of only a few states having nuclear weapons
Survival of regimes depends on institutions such as IMF and World Bank
Collective security
Formation of broad alliances amongst major state actors
League of nations failed, UN followed, success of collective security because
The members kept their commitments to the group, even when threat is from a big actor. 
Problem is that UN security council cant do much against the biggest actors, as they can veto on the council and just do their thing
Democratic Peace
Kant:
Peace depends on states becoming republics with legislatures to check the power.
Democracies rarely fight eachother. 
May be cause they are capitalist states with strong economic ties
Was a trend towards democratization, however military coups still happen. 
Transition period in which an initially unstable democracy may be more prone to war than a stable one or an authoritarian regime. 
Domestic Influences
Bureaucracies
Agencies such as diplomatic corps and foreign service, embassies etc. 
Diplomats are political appointees, that provide much of the information 
Interagency clash, argument between two opposing organizations.
Bureaucratic rivalry is an influence on foreign policy and challenges the notion of states as unitary actors in the international system
Since many different interests are present in country, having representatives of both makes foreign policy more representative. 
Interest groups
Coalations of people who share a common interest in the outcome of some political issue and who organize themselves to try to influence the outcome. 
Lobbying
Process of talking with legislator or officials to influence their decision on some set of issues
Gain hearing with official
Present cogent arguments 
Trade favours in return
Ethnic groups may form as interest groups, may pull in support from other countries whom they have cultural ties with
Public opinion
Range of views on foreign issues held by the citizens of the states. 
Important since in democracies country is accountable to its people
Thus Government may use propaganda to ensure current regime is supported by majority
Attentive public is the minority that keeps up with international issues. 
Elite opinion may greatly differ to majority in terms of foreign policy
Governents may take certain actions to gain general public approval, such as a war, to take advantage of the rally-around the flag- syndrome a publics increased support for the government during wartime ( short-term at least)
Legislature needs to approve of actions, even if executives want to jump to actions (especially on use of military)
Making Foreign Policy
IR scholars: What processes of determining foreign policy produce the best outcomes?
Steering
Steering process in which adjustments are made as a result of feedback from the outside world
Rational
Make objective, set goals, evaluate importance, cost benefit analysis, implementation.  high uncertainty, high risk 
Organizational
This process usually skips labour intensive process of identifying goals, instead relies on standard operating procedures. 
Governmental bargaining
Foreign policy is a result from bargaining among various government agencies with somewhat divergent interests
Individual decision makers
May be strongly affected by emotion, no check on their decisions. Individual decision makers often suffer from misperception or selective perception.
Reducing cognitive dissonance, i.e. producing models that are logically consistent.
Cognitive balance 
Problem is that decision makers place greater value on goals that require much effort. 
Wishful thinking, i.e. assuming events of low probability will not occur. Can be very dangerous in extreme events such as nuclear war or terrorist attack
Using historical analysis to justify actions. 
All these processes (misperception, affective biases and cognitive biases, interfere with rational assessment of situation. 
Working towards the “good enough” solution, not “best outcome” solution
Groupthink
Group reaches consensus without accurately assessing their consequences, i.e. Cuban missile crisis. When small group of advisors cut off from world reached consensus. 
Decision making in crises are harder as stress, tension and emotions are involved. 
Constructivism
Fast growing approach of IR, asks how states construct their interest through their interactions with one another. 
Draws heavily on identity principle
I.e. US flips more if korea has nuclear weapons than if Britain does, because no one would ever see Britain as a threat to the US.
Interaction between states is shaped through a process of socialization. 
Social norms change and can affect foreign policy
Might affect who is worthy of protection
Some scholars maintain that latin American, African and middle eastern regimes responded to foreign policy not because it was the most intelligent response, but because it was the right course of action valued in the society’s norms. 
Postmodernism
Pay attention to text and discourse, how people talk and write about their subjects
There is no single, objective reality but a municipality of experiences and perspectives.
Sees nothing objective about state interests, and nothing universal (realism critique)
Calls into question the notion of states as actors, are more seen as fictions that we construct to make sense of our large numbers and size. 
Seeks to deconstruct “constructs” such as states, the International system & reveal the subtext. 
Marxism
(No notes, already know that shit!)
Globalization of class relations (poor and exploited 3rd world=peasants/proletariats) 
Economic surplus is not being shared with the lower classes. 
Revolutions of peasants happened, contrary to the belief of Marx. Colonialism, Lebanon kicked out france, Indonesia the dutch etc. (lenin’s revolution 1917)
Colonialization in 1890’s lead to capitalism of sorts, make grat profits abroad and use it to buy off the working class at home. Imperial expansion  slowed down, nothing to colonize inter colonial wars etc (i.e. WW1)
Breaking free of oppression, poor states can retain their own surplus, accumulate wealth and develop. 
Policy of self reliance does not foster growth 
Trotsky believed that Russia could not develop socialist state by itself and should seek to spread its ideologies, thus forming an alliance with others. 
Trotsky vs Stalin (who wanted only one country of socialism)

Peace studies
Often use conflict resolutions and mediation between two parties. Confidence building measures to gradually increase trust.
Positive peace
One that resolves the underlying reasons for war
Structural violence
Poverty, hunger and oppression. 
Gender studies
LOOK UP FEMINISM ON POLI 100 NOTES
Feminist scholars of IR agree that gender is important in understanding, but diverge into several strands regarding their conception of the role of gender
Women feel ignored in IR, patriarchal system
Boys if playing a game will argue about rules and compromise social cohesion, while as girls will just move on to a different game instead of compromising social cohesion.
Difference feminists see war as male, reinforced by all sub-elements of war (i.e. rape, asserting male dominance etc) 
“mother nature” , female pacifist approaches deter war and violence.
Difference feminists
Real differences between men and women exist. Men think about social relations more often in terms of autonomy (such as realists do), but women think in terms of connections. Argue men are more warlike than women
Liberal
Disagree that women have substantially different capabilities or tendencies as participants in IR. Argue that women are equivalent to men in virtually all IR roles. 
Believe same shit men are causing right now could equally well be cause by women too. 
Don’t critique realism as essentially masculine, but say state practices exclude women from participation.
Liberal vs Diff
Liberals emphasize overlap in capabilities, difference focuses on differences. 
Postmodernist Fem
Seek to uncover gender related subtexts implicit in realist discourse, including sexual themes connected to power. 
Chapter 4 Conflict, war and terrorism
Types of War
Hegemonic
Is a war over control of the entire world order, including the role of hegemon. Often also referred to as world war.
Total war
Warfare by one state waged to conquer and occupy another. 
Came to be known as total war through mass destruction of Napoleonic battles
Limited war
Includes the military action carried out to gain some objective short of surrender and occupation of the enemy
Iraq, etc
Civil war
War between factions within a state trying to create or prevent a new government for the entire state or some territorial part of it. 
US civil war, El Salvador 1980’s
Sustaining a civil war often requires support from other states and allies
Guerrilla war
Includes certain kinds of civil war, warfare without front lines.
War suspends of behavior and traumatizes participants and by-standers. 
Scholars and policy makers are paying more attention to transitions from peace to war, post-war reconciliation, economic reconstruction etc. 
Often truth commissions are established to help the society heal and move forward. 
Theories of causes of war
Individual level
Represents rational decisions of national leaders
Other theory: they’re deviations from rationality.
Domestic level
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Hypothesis that the fundamental source of conflict is not primarily ideological or economic
Nation states will remain the most powerful actors in world affairs, but the dominanting source of conflict will be cultural.
 Past wars between nation states and princes have largely been western. With the end of the cold war, conflict moves out of the western sphere. Non-western civilizations move from objects oh history as target by western colonialism, but as movers and shapers of history
Nature of civilization during the cold war
A civilization is a cultural entity. The shared cultural aspects group them, thus largest group of broadest level is a civilization. 
Civilizations are dynamic, they rise and fall, lines may often be blurred. 
Civilizations will clash at their identities
Because differences are not only real, but basic. Differentiated with different views of god and man, wifes, values etc, hard to coincide with other views. Not necessarily means war, but likely
World is becoming a smaller place
Immigration causes xenophobia and racial profiling etc.
Fundamentalist movements, caused by non-longstanding local identities, re-rise of religion.
Cultural identities are less mutable and less easy to compromise than for example economic ones
Economic regionalism is happening
EU, imposition of taxes and subsidies. 
Common culture is facilitating (i.e. China and Hong Kong, Taiwan and signapore) 
Japan is being overpowered as economic hegemon in the region by china. 
People start appealing through religion.  more fundamentalist movements
Two levels of clash, micro & macro
Micro
Adjacent groups along the lines struggle over control of territory.
Macro
Compete for relative military and economic power, struggle over control of international institutions and third parties.
20th century, West vs Arab
“Kin Country”
Replacing political ideology and traditional balance of power as considerations as the principal bias for cooperation and coalition.
Arabs (saudi Arabia and iran got involved and helped bosnia when the serbians were murdering them.)
Through IMF and institutions, west is propagating its ideas nowadays. 
UN security council
Values of the west are “least important” in the world.
Countries such as the soviet union are candidates for dismemberment. Some other countries have a fair degree of homogeneneity, but are divided over whether their society belongs to one civilization
Turkey is a torn state. 
Countries such as mexico actively tried to imitate north America. 
So was Russia. 
TO redefine civilization identity
Political and economic elite has to be in support
Public has to be willing to acquiesce in the redefinition
Dominant groups in the recipient civilization have to be willing to embrace convert.
Arms control is shaping, disarming in west, arming in east. West’s power relies more on economy and international agreements.
West abides to certain weapons guidelines (no nuclear ones) but east does what it wants.
Sustained Expansion of chinese military power.
Article does not argue
Identities will replace all others and nation states will disappear. 
This paper
Sets forth that differences between civilizations will suppliant ideological and other forms of conflict.
Non-westerns become actors, and IR is dewesternized
“The west vs the rest”
Short term
Incorporate eastern Europe and latin America into west, to promote and maintain cooperative relations with them as well as Russia and japan. 
Make peace with east and south-west asia. 
Longterm
Non-western civilizations continue to acquire everything to be part of a modern world. Will attempt to reconcile this with traditional value. Their power will increase
Western societies will need to find common ground in order to form a civilization. 
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The tendency to classify individuls to a single allegedly preeminent religious identity is an intellectual confusion that can animate dangerous divisiveness.
The divisions described in clash of civilizations are not civilizations, but just religious borders. 
This is seen as the only relevant system of classification. 
Neglects power of rich and poor, classes, occupations, political conviction, language etc.
The question “do civilizations clash?” is based on the assumption that humanity can be split into civilizations,
Reductionist view
View of world history overlooks internal diversities and the reach and influence of interactions, intellectually as well as materialistic across regional borders of so-called civilizations.
“Well-meaning attempts at pursuing global peace can have very counterproductive consequences when these attempts are founded on a fundamentally illusory understanding of the world of human beings” --Sick quote
Increasing belief in such arguments directed aggression towards religious groups
Religion is not an all-encompassing identity of an individual. Islam offers choices as well, aren’t just puppets on a string. 
Muslims are very different, different subgroups pursue different goals. 
Muslims also made great contributions to science and maths. However these were overlooked by westerners who rejected all foreign science. So now many countries only have purity of Islam to be proud of. 
Muslims may pursue differing political ideologies within the belief. Harmony of the world lies in plurality of identities, without sharp edges to cause friction or fight. When all of us are broadely categorized, is when shared humanity gets savaged. 
Most overlooked
Is the neglect of what follows from the recognition of plural identities. The weakness of choiceless singularity has the effect of momentously impoverishing the power and reach of social and political reasoning. Illusions of destiny exacts a remarkably heave prize.  		
Huntington’s clash revisited									
Huntington correctly foresaw the Arab regimes were fragile & were theatre. 
However he falsely ascribes to traits qualities that are actually determined by context.
Arab lands are intrinsically nationalistic, however they appear to have previously lived in circumstances that did not allow patriotism to surface. When fear lessened and opportunity for change arose, different aspirations were energized. Arab people are attached to their national identities. (Arab spring)
Huntington minimized the power of universal political values and exaggerated the influence of distinct cultural values, as he was arguing against global elites who sometimes even refuse to acknowledge power of culture as a whole. 
Culture is important, but underneath lie universal aspirations for dignity, political systems that listen to, respond to and respect the will of the people. 
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 Technostrategic language, used by those discussing the nuclear war and weaponry.
·         Use of euphemisms and abstraction, allowing for infinite talk about nuclear holocaust, without enabling the listener to touch the reality behind those words.
·         “Clean Bombs”à weapons which are largely fusion rather than fission and which therefore release a higher quantity of energy not as radiation but as blast.
·         Weapons described as “damage limitation weapons”, how does that work? Language changes perception of things. “clean bombs” “take out” instead of killing, diminishes the perceived harshness amongst discussers. “surgically clean strikes” the idea of a strike being near the surgical level of cleanness is absurd.
·         “Missile envy” as analysis’s from feminist sides.
o   “You get more bang for the buck”
o   “orgasmic whump”
·         Lots of sexual vocabulary used by defense analysts
·         “I head you got to pat a f-15”, pating is a sexual intimate word, implies sentiments towards one.
·         “pissing competition” when referring to nuclear arment, give idea of the mentality behind it. Use of words as well as sexy acronyms removes them from a reality. 
However, Imagery cannot lead to conclusion about defense strategists’ underlying motives or motivations, since the language develops in a broader cultural context. 
Effect of imagery can be construed as a deadly serious display of the connections between masculine sexuality and the arms race. But at the same time, it can also be heard as a way of minimizing the seriousness of militarist endeavors.
Military devices are called RV’s, an acronym synonymous with the recreation vehicle for the perfect family vacation. 
“cookie cutter” “Oppenheimers baby”
Religious imagery used to relate their power to that of god.


Technostrategic language articulates only the perspective of the users of nuclear weapons, not the victims. As much as one tries to resist, it becomes hard to keep human lives as reference points. Reference points are the weapons themselves.
“limited nuclear war”
 To refer to limited nuclear war is to enter a system that is de facto abstract and grotesquely removed from reality. The abstractness of the entire conceptual system makes descriptive language utterly beside the point.
Defense strategy talks are hermetically sealed in terms of its language and content.  
Point was to reach deal on security that was legitimized. 
Human morals slip away the more one gets into the technicalities of how what when and where to strike.
Causes almost desensitization. 
Because this professional language sets the terms for public debate, many who oppose current nuclear policies choose to learn it.
Those who find U.S. nuclear policy desperately misguided face a serious quandary. If we refuse to learn the language, we condemn ourselves to being jesters on the sidelines. If we learn and use it, we not only severely limit what we can say but also invite the transformation, the militarization, of our own thinking.
Doesn’t offer a solution. 
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Nations are being pressed into one commercially homogenous global network. 
States are breaking up or joining, ussr disappeared, old interwar national state based on territory and political sovereignty looks to be a transnational development.
Four imparatives make up the dynamic of McWorld:
A market imperative, a resource imperative, information technology imperative and an ecological imperative. 
By shrinking the world, these have won victory over nationalism.
Market imperative
National economies are vulnerable to the inroads of the larger ones, convertible currency,
In the context of common markets, International law ceases to be a vision of justice and becomes a workaday framework for getting things done -- enforcing contracts, ensuring that governments abide by deals, regulating trade and currency relations, and so forth
Sparking of cosmopolitan lives in metropoles leads to new consumers, these compose a new breed of men and women for whom religion, culture, and nationality can seem only marginal elements in a working identity
The resource Imparative
Every nation, it turns out, needs something another nation has; some nations have almost nothing they need.
Information-Technology Imperative
Technology has revolutionized global communication, satellite footprints do not respect national borders, telephone wires penetrate the most close societies
Fax machines and photocopiers penetrated the Russian wall in the 80’s
Hardware supremacy (what tv sets etc are made of, software supremacy, how everyone wants American pop culture).
Software may be more important than hardware.
In this high-end world, nothing looks very democratic. 
Ecology Imperative
The impact of globalization on ecology is a cliche even to world leaders who ignore it. We know well enough that the German forests can be destroyed by Swiss and Italians driving gas-guzzlers fueled by leaded gas
Northern Ireland, Abkhasians, Kurile Islander Japanese, the Zulus of Inkatha, Catalonians, Tamils, and, of course, Palestinians -- people without countries, inhabiting nations not their own, seeking smaller worlds within borders that will seal them off from modernity.
Lebanonization of the world
The atmospherics of Jihad have resulted in a breakdown of civility in the name of identity, of comity in the name of community. International relations have sometimes taken on the aspect of gang war -- cultural turf battles featuring tribal factions that were supposed to be sublimated as integral parts of large national, economic, postcolonial, and constitutional entities.
Darkening future of Democracy
 The primary political values required by the global market are order and tranquillity, and freedom -- as in the phrases "free trade," "free press," and "free love." Human rights are needed to a degree, but not citizenship or participation 
 Despots who slaughter their own populations are no problem, so long as they leave markets in place and refrain from making war on their neighbors (Saddam Hussein's fatal mistake)
Jihad delivers a different set of virtues: a vibrant local identity, a sense of community, solidarity among kinsmen, neighbors, and countrymen, narrowly conceived. But it also guarantees parochialism and is grounded in exclusion. Solidarity is secured through war against outsiders.
Deference to leaders and intolerance toward outsiders (and toward "enemies within") are hallmarks of tribalism 
Where new democratic experiments have been conducted in retribalizing societies, in both Europe and the Third World, the result has often been anarchy, repression, persecution, and the coming of new, noncommunist forms of very old kinds of despotism. India seemed little less rent by Sikh, Hindu, Muslim, and Tamil infighting than it was immediately after the British pulled out, more than forty years ago.
McWorld has been guided by laissez-faire market principles that privilege efficiency, productivity, and beneficence at the expense of civic liberty and self-government.
For Jihad, the antipolitics of tribalization has been explicitly antidemocratic: one-party dictatorship, government by military junta, theocratic fundamentalism
The confederal option
My guess is that globalization will eventually vanquish retribalization. The ethos of material "civilization" has not yet encountered an obstacle it has been unable to thrust aside.
It certainly seems possible that the most attractive democratic ideal in the face of the brutal realities of Jihad and the dull realities of McWorld will be a confederal union of semi-autonomous communities smaller than nation-states, tied together into regional economic associations and markets larger than nation-states -- participatory and self-determining in local matters at the bottom, representative and accountable at the top. The nation-state would play a diminished role, and sovereignty would lose some of its political potency. The Green movement adage "Think globally, act locally" would actually come to describe the conduct of politics.
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Institutions vs leaders
IR: Process of increasing interconnectedness between societies such that events in one part of the world are having increasingly large effects on other societies. 
May insinuate differences  more separation
Japan is very interested in Robots & automated sustems  aging population.
Demographics matter
All theories are for someone or something, have views and bias in it. 
2 purposes
help solve problems within a particular perspective.
Reflect upon process of theorizing itself.
Realism
Most influential IR theory
Well suited to US power perceptions and global hegemon
Key assumptions
State is key actor, representative of collective will.
Priority is state survival 
Anarchical global structure, no global government. 
Russia chose bear as animal to represent its internal characteristics. 
Anarchy=absence of dictated order
No possible international court of war, as perception of right or wrong differs vastly. 
Realism was originally based on historic observations
State= legally “sovereign actor”, monopoly of the use of physical force within a given territory. 
Further assumptions
Anarchical world system
Centric state
Self interested states
Self help
Balance of power
Military is the most important use of foreign policy.
Snake & Rabbit analogy
Liberalism
Democracy, democratic peace theory
Democracies fight less between eachother
Democracy too new to analyze?
Cooperation on rational basis may happen
Interdependence
Lack of agreements on universal principles
Treaty of Versailles was meant to establish peaceful order,  however was about establishing order & retributive justice. 
Idea that creativity and new ways of thinking can deter war is too weak for realists. 
Setting the rules of the game, but who has the real power
Those who have veto  UN security council. Power dynamics 
Power is multilateral, people are given power by others. 
How to perpetuate an order 
Institutions/ religion. 
Power also derives from internal structure of a country. 
China’s fast rise is a threat to realists.
Theories in realism
Ethics of responsibility must guide state leaders
Immoral acts may be taken in order to avoid consequences
International community is lacking common culture
Realism is resistance to power
Rousseau’s stag hunt, short term vs long term interests. 
International system and lack of trust  security dilemma
Realism believes in BOP.
Human agency is confined to structural level of analysis
Focuses much on state, what about UN, WTO
What about econ power
Huntington
Shaped by many different identities, cant just all be grouped into 
one religion
Writing out of WW2 
Not much violence between same civilizations, but much violence between different civilizations
Micro vs macro
Micro territory
Macro econ power
West vs Rest, Russia deciding to join west/east
Islamic countries are arming, west is disarming. 
Not fitting in b/c cultural differences, old culture from parents, new culture, internet  radicalization. 
Reason can change decision making
Liberal institutionalism
Get incentives right, people will come and be peaceful, support of public interest. 
1919, first IR, Eurocentric, league of Nations, no Ussr and USA, therefore not very effective. 
Victors got too much power
Liberal institutionalism
Not everyone is equal those with more influence get more power.
Discourse is important, power differences must be understood. 
Institution and beaurocracy may distort & delay negotiations
Focus on ideas
Power institutions  Schengen, EU, no mre borders between European countries
Internet
New points of vies, undermine states ability to exercise propaganda.
Liberalsm may ignore extent of democracy 
How many voters, their demographics 
Liberals promote western ideas
Critique
Too optimistic, needs to recognize their bringing of democracy may be seen as capitalist imperialism.
Say states are not necessarily unitary, composed of different interest groups, agencies etc.
Military basis, men sleep with women, animosities, same thing goes for MNC’s.
Internationally based classes, determined through financial bility
Short term increase in S.o.L through capitalism.
Resistance to globalization
Clash growth of new ideas
Global consumer capitalism  threat to democracy
World is fundamentally transforming
Going global  rise in efficiency
Local influences (croissants in France mcDonalds)
Not all US does is bad, however barber sees all of US as American imperialism
Great capacity through integration in global markets
Can represent the person you are through cars, and certain goods
Becomes main focus instead of what really matters.
Barber
Consumer capitalism is ideological power, that is limiting our political participation
Time is money, ppl in korea  24/7, is rising up everywhere here now.
Call centers, women work now, make money and go to different places and have different opportunities than before. 
Markets corrupt society. 
Cost of capitalism  very concentrated creation of wealth, lacks equal distribution
Guatemalans being late costs them 5% of GDP how to incorporate more communal values without invasiveness  liberalism
Barber
World is more driven by economy, jihad & in return to traditional values
Jihad vs Mcworld are pulling in opposite directions
Markets are much more integrated
Tribalism and religion are central ideas to Jihad.
Free markets undermine democracy.
Green IR
Make nature actor in IR
Requires NGO’s as states cant do this
Think globally act locally
Obsessive consumption disorder
Where does all the waste go?
Ghana and china became dumps for old electronics
Thinking outside of just human realm
Homer Dixon
Climate change migration  clash of people & westerns taking areas formerly owned by poor  tension
Challenges institutions and current ways of thinkin
Politics affect what issues are addressed
Golfers couldn’t play in china because of the smok
When developing, countries pollution  rises, then once developed focus more on sustainability 
Often hypocritically complain to poorer countries after for polluting. 
Advocate small scale community life, participatory democracy
Feminism
Leaving out women in development = leaving out huge opportunities
Patriarchal societies in many countries still fully oppress women.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Not being able to open bank account etc
Power dyamics come in where gender differences are interpreted into culture
Where in the qu’uran does it say women have to cover up/ genital mutilation etc. 
Liberal feminism
“add more women”. However its also important to consider what kind of women. 
Marxist/socialist
Social constructs between men and women are casue by capitalism
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Need to overthrow it to help women.
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