
Lecture notes from pol2103 International Relations (IR) winter session of 2012
Theories of IR
The realists view or realism
From the realists view the states look at the balance of power and how it is distributed to determine their position vis-à-vis another great power. 

As per the author Mearsheimer (from the article that we read ‘Anarchy and the struggle for power”) argued that:

· Cooperation with one another can be difficult to maintain because of the competitive nature of the world (Cooperation is an unlikely unless the distribution of power is more or less equal. )

· According to Mearsheimer: he argued also that great powers are rational actors because they are considerate toward the behavior of other states since this could affect their own strategy for survival and are careful about the consequences of their short and long term actions. 

Bipolarity (2 superpowers)-> is the most stable international system because it serves as a system of checks and balances. Realists don’t all agree on this. 
The multi-polarity world other hand is seen as -> too unstable because too many states that can ally together.

· Realists were high critics against the war in IRAQ.  

In conclusion: IR is a conflictive place to be.  Realists don’t see institutions as a serious place to conduct politics.

Security dilemma-> vicious circle where - states are so distrustful that they make worst-case assumptions about each others' intentions, and as a result define their interests in self-help terms (  because there is no international central government or authority  that states can turn to  for help, they try to make sure that they have the capabilities or means  to defend themselves at all time). 

· With the Security dilemma, security leads states to feel more insecure.
 For example:  Normally, England gets along with Canada, but  if Canada buys  a bunch of military fleets and navals,   England will interpret this gesture  
as a security issue and they start buying their own military goods to keep up with Canada because with the security dilemma states cannot trust each other and can never be certain of each others intentions, 
In our example therefore, England can never be certain that Canada will not use these weapons against it. 
Relative gains-> States make a deal with others based on their self-interest only. The realists believe that even if a state act in self-interest……(I didn’t catch this part but I googled it hopefully it applies to us) 
Relative gain, in international relations, describes the actions of states only in respect to the balance of power, without regard to other factors like  economics. 
In international relations, cooperation may be necessary to balance power, but concern for relative gains will limit that cooperation due to the low quality of information 
about other states' behavior and interests. Relative gain is related to zero-sum game, which states that wealth cannot be expanded and the only way a state can become
 richer is to take wealth from another state. (wiki definition)
Mutual fear-> Nato after the Cold War got 20 counties to cooperate because they feared the Soviet would use the Nukes so they cooperated together…..


					Liberalism:
Liberalism in IR is the most ancient opponent to realism:
Classical liberal thought: has many versions and meanings. 
the father of liberal thought is John Locke who inspire others:  liberalism takes off in the 18th century.

Enlightment age:  big movement against religion, the rise of the scientific revolution. 
Religion operate on faith. But with Liberalism, it is about the natural law or rights of individuals.  ex:  by virtue of being a human I have rights that no one can eliminate. 


-Neo- liberals:  argue that you should reason and use science and not use blind faith to achieve progress.
- in IR with liberalism we can progress, the march of history is progressive toward cooperation.  Progress happens because we’re always striving to modernize. 
-Individualism: Every human has the ability to reason and must put their reason to use to solve their problems and maximize their happiness. (The U.S. is a great example of a society that values individualism)
- Individualism is about the power and rights of individuals which eventually led to democracy. War was a mistake and a desire of glory and selfishness and could have been overcome by applying rational and reason to achieve progress.
A 1st argument made by the  liberalists about the economy that go back to the early 18th century claimed that, an increase of trade will lead to peace. It reduces war because countries depend on each other. Also  because 
they can cooperate together, it increases contacts between countries and people.   This contrasts the realists idea of self-help (who are against cooperation unless it is absolutely necessary for their survival) 
wars to liberals, wars detrimental to the state.  
The 2nd Argument made by neo liberals: the idea that the spread of democracy leads to peace. Because as countries become democratic they will be less inclined to go to war. 
- Kant said  in the 18th century “ the way to secure peace is to create a federation of republican,  a system of checks and balances so you don’t have concentration of power but rather a balanced power”  this leads to “perpetual peace.”
Doyle: He launches “the democratic peace theory”, spreading democracy is good . Doyle argued that there have been no democratic countries that have gone to war against each other.  But that doesn’t mean that democratic ctrys are always peaceful, it just happens that they don’t fight with one another because of  the value people  place on individualism (human rights and freedom where authoritarian regimes do not have)
Functionalism:   Functionalism is a theory of international relations that arose during the inter-War period from the strong concern about the obsolescence of the State as a form of social organization. Functionalists focus on common interests and needs shared by states (but also by non-state actors) in a process of global integration triggered by the erosion of state sovereignty and the increasing weight of knowledge and hence of scientists and experts in the process of policy-making. Its roots can be traced back to the liberal/idealist tradition that started with Kant and goes as far as Woodrow Wilson's "Fourteen Points" speech. (wiki defenition)

David Mitrany (he contributed to the functional theory where he sees nationalism as a major threat to war) says:  We need to take nationalism into account because nationalism is the main cause of war (WW2). 
Mitrany says that we need take away functions from the state this will reduce people`s loyalty to their country. He says don`t solve international problems all at once, instead do them in parts by building `peace in parts`` and overtime this will lead 
to spillover effects that will draw more states to cooperate and deal with int`l problems. The end results in citizens loyalty diminishing toward their country. 
He  looked at a few liberal solutions on how to achieve peace. 
· He looked at collective security and argued that world government don’t address nationalism and how people are attached to the sovereignty of their nation which matters greatly.  
He says that cooperation should be created on a local and functional basis by creating institutions.  This will get institutions to take away some functions from state and will gradually lead to the diminishing of a state’s political sovereignty.  
· The function of the institution should be based on the types of problems encountered (problems dictate the type and size of the institution to solve specific problems. For ex: climate change needs a big international organization that can cooperate with other countries on climate issues 
· Cooperation should be on a case by case basis depending on the problem.  like terrorism, also requires an international organization that can cooperate with other countries ‘organizations to address that specific issue. 
· Also a good example is the European Union or EU (which has grown to 27 member states) Functionalism is a theory in practice with the EU.  The EU was inspired by functionalism. It started by 1 organization called the European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC) where 6 state members sign on  and it grew from there to eventually establishing the European Union in 1992 to facilitate trade among state members using the 1 type of  currency the  Euro currency rather than their local currency. 

Power vs. Authority (Authority is legitimate power that people consent to it). 
Power and Authority in an anarchy are equal in terms of sovereignty;   
Legal sovereignty Is where ctrys have legal right to govern ; 
Political sovereignty: is about power in terms of capabilities (economic, military ..) it is a matter of the degree of power. 

Pluralist and transnationalism:
Interdependence is complex: 
-There is a wide range of actors in IR 
- There are Transnational organizations like  Non  Governmental Organizations (NGOs) or multi-National Org. (MNCs) ;  You have to look inside the states ‘organizations because they`re made up of different components.
- In 1977 Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye talk about power and interdependence of the realists:
Focus on the actors roles in IR like international organizations, NGOs, multinational corporations, and other non-state players. They believe that the IR agenda has been greatly expanded in the twentieth century, especially since the end of the Cold War.

 They identified the following assumptions of realists:  
1- The states are dominant actors.   
2- States are unitary actors which mean that there is no need to look at the state and people separately because they should be looked at as 1 whole unit. 
3- The force is always an effective instrument of policy 
4- Realism assures that there is a clear hierarchy of issues  and that security is always on the top. 
Keohane and Nye challenged these realists views (1 to 4 listed above) They said:
· You shouldn’t only look at the actions of the state you need to look at actors too, Sometimes actors are important. 
·  You need to look at agencies and the different levels within a state ( ex: the U.S. administration cannot go to war without getting funding approval from Congress before going to war – you are dealing different levels of hierarchy here within the US governing state)
· Security is not always the top priority of the state.
· The use of force is often ineffective. Military use for example is not an effective tool of policy change. It is effective only if wars are justified. 
· Different agencies and groups can interact across borders in different ways. 
· States can be powerful in different areas, for example a state  can be powerful economically but not militarily like Japan for example. Norway the same as well, it is a very economically powerful country but not militarily.  So There are different 
types of distribution of power that does not rest strictly on military capabilities.  
- Power is “ fungible “  which means that you can substitute one area of power  with another area of power.  (like the Japan example above; they are powerful economically but not militarily)


Neo-liberalism: (N-L)

· World events made the realists views problematic and this spurred Neo-liberalism (N-L) to come up with their theories. 
· Events like the oil Crisis in the 1973 that caused a dramatic increase in inflation and disrupted economic activities caused many to think that security is not the main concern of states. 
· Neo-liberalists accepted some of the realists views that the world is anarchic and that the states are self-interested actors, main actors, rational actors and unitary actors (state can act alone)  but where they differed on is “cooperation”.
· Realists believe that even when states cooperate they tend to cheat on each other because your partner might not comply with the terms of the relationship.
N-L believe that cooperation is important, more specifically, cooperation through institutions to the N-L is very important to overcome problems of anarchy. 

***A KEY difference btw Neo-Liberalists and Neo-Realists is that Neo-Liberalists focus on absolute gains and not relative gains.  
(According to neo- liberals, states are individualistic or “rational egoists”, and define interest in terms of individual gains .  The “absolute gain” theory takes into account power, security, economic, and cultural effects of an action. 
Neo- liberals suggest that all states can benefit peacefully and simultaneously by virtue of comparative advantages.
 In contrast, the realist “relative gain” theory weights the effects of an action towards power balances. It is a zero-sum game, states have to compete with each other to increase their own benefits. Obviously, both “absolute gain” and “relative gain” theories are derived from the context of international anarchy, in which states have incentive to cheat and fear being cheated. They both agree with the importance and necessity of international cooperation. 
However, realists are pessimistic and argue that it is much harder to achieve and maintain cooperation than alleged.)
· Realists do not take institutions seriously. Realists questioned; Why would states set up int’l institutions?  Realists didn’t have a good answer to it.  But, Mearsheimer (a realists)  did  develop an answer to that question.  
He came up with the Hegemon theory.  He says, the reason why N-L like to create institutions is because  a hegemony created them, he was referring to the The U.S. who played a major role in creating  institutions like the United Nations and Nato etc… 
to Meashmeir he claimed that states strive to be a hegemony power but the distance between them  makes it not possible. 
Keohane challenged the hegemon theory of Meashmeir.  After publishing the book Power and Interdependence with Nye, Keohane started to think about the puzzle of institutionalized cooperation: he thought if states are so concerned to maintain their autonomy, why do they establish international regimes? The answer he came out with  was to show how even rational and self-interested states could find it in their interest to join multilateral institutions, reduce their cost of trading with one another by establishing collective agreements. This facilitated cooperation that was beneficial to the society and to their political system. 
- Economics and politics affect one another through the relationship between interdependence and power. 
Keohane also challenged  the theory of Hegemonic Stability Theory (HST) which indicates that the international system is more likely to remain stable when a single nation-state is the dominant world power, or hegemon. 
Nye and Keohane argue that the decline of military force as a policy tool and the increase in economic and other forms of interdependence should increase cooperation among states. 
Keohane makes an analogy to the economy. He says thinks of anarchy as a market failure. Market failure cannot produce efficient outcome.  
to explain his analogy, he uses the example of  a laundry mat business and a factory.  The laundry mat business is located next to a factory that is polluting the air and damaging the clothes of the laundry mat business. One way to solve the problem is to let 2 businesses resolve their own issue. But that is not an efficient outcome. 
A more efficient way to solve their problem is let the government step in and establish regulations to prevent these sorts of problems from occurring.  
The Coase Theorem:   is attributed to Nobel Prize laureate Ronald Coase, the theorem states that if trade in an externality is possible and there are no transaction costs, bargaining will lead to an efficient outcome regardless of the initial allocation of property rights. But poorly defined property rights can prevent Coasian bargaining. 
in other words in a perfect economy where you have perfect information and little or no transaction cost you don't need the government to step in, you can achieve better outcome without it. 
Transaction cost  is the cost involved in doing business or when making an economic exchange. 

Lecture week 4 Constructivism: Jan 31st 2012
Constructivism became part of IR in the 80s. They focus on high politics (meaning high on the foreign policy agenda items like war, security And military). 

· Constructivism created a fierce debate in IR. It emerged as a broad reaction or approach to soc. Sci. It was an ugly debate, they called it the 3rd debate. 
· Thinkers fitted into different approaches but they all drew on the philosophy of social theory. 
· They were critical about core issues like how do we understand soc. Sc and what methods to use, is soc. Science well described as a science or is it a metaphor. They criticized science and that angered scientists.

· Ontological assumptions (the study of being)** this is not constructivism
· ** constructivism argue against individualism, rationalism and materialism***
· An Example of an ontological issue: realists don't believe in institutions they don 't  take them seriously. There is no central authority.  Neo-lib, see institutions as being important but neither one of them see institutions as independent actors with their own agenda. 
· Micheal Barnet –“ he's a constructivist"  - he says that institutions engage in pathological behaviour 
**YOU HAVE TO UNDRESANT HOW INSTITUTIONS THINKS, YOU HAVE TO LOOK AT THEIR MISSION, MANDATE THAT GIVES THEM CERTAIN AGENDA THAT IS INDEPENDENT-  LIKE THE GENOCIDE  IN RWANDA**
Another EXAMPLE of ontological issue:  Is there really globalization?  is there anything new about it? Some argue that globalization goes back to the 16th century. The question about the being of the nature of a phenomena. 
3 social theories:
Indivisualism: like liberalism means different Things in soc sc. 
Thatcher: says there is no society,  it is an abstract. Focus on individual Choice instead.  
· All individual Are the same, they respond to their environment the same way (In practice tends to be the opposite of individuality, if you focus on the idea that individuals are unique you will have....) 
· One hypothetical individual  or firm can capture every single individual Or firm in the market. 
· Kenneth Waltz, argues that the International relation (ir) structure will dictate to the state what they should do. 
the foreign policy should depend on what is its ranking is in the distribution of power (individual approach)
· He develops a model, based on the idea of 1 state can dictates how all other states should behave.  Neo-Realists argue that u should not blame the U.S. 
 for the way it acts because it is a hegemony. They occupy a position in the int'l world in the balance of power.  Realists- during the Cold War argued the Soviet is behaving the way it is supposed to behave because it was also  a superpower. 
· *****Individualists argue that States are the same, but it is where they rank is what matters and any other state would behave the same. ***
Rationalism: is about Rational choice .   Humans make rational choices based on deliberate or conscious choices 
- they interpret rational in a different way.  
**people act on the basis on conscience or deliberate choice  and that choice seeks to maximize their self- interest 
-Rationalists make  cost-benefit calculations  in a very mathematical precise way before making their decisions.
- They claim that Humans are like computers, constantly perform cost-benefit analysis before making a decision so they maximize their utility (utility is the usefulness u get out of something).
Ex:  I look at the courses of action, I consider every action, then I attach a value to it , if I do this successfully what value do I derive from the outcome.  
you multiply the value times the probability of action that you take, this gives u the utility.
· Rationalism- ** all actors reason the same way ** cost-benefit analysis****
· Actors are self-interested
· Factors like: emotions, social norms, faith, ideas... should not affect decisions.

Problems with rational choice theory: 
·  We need to have perfect information where everybody knows everything about everybody else. (but we don't have that)
· The actors do not know what the probability is for sure and  you need to be sure about the probability so you can assign the right value to it. 
· Each choice weighed vs. Every other possible choice need to be considered
· Interests imputed to actors (in other words, Interests are assigned a value to each actor)
Materialism:  It s the material factors that drive politics. This approach Looks at materials when making soc. Science decisions.  It is a about distribution  of material power  --What matters is how many guns and tanks you have. Factors that are easily measured, counted and observed. 
** It constantly draws on theory, asks big and important questions and is very broad. 
· Constructivists research- they are more as a social theory rather than a theory, it is a general approach of how we should study IR and people's behaviour in IR rather than the content.
· It has a general approach to study IR . 
· 

***Alexander Wendt is a constructivists-  he attacks Neo-Realists (N-L) on the  logic of anarchy.  He goes after waltz . 
It is the 3rd main approach in IR it replaced Marxism in IR
 In the U.S., the  N-R  ,   N-L     & CONSTRUCTIVISM are the dominant approaches.
· Once you  accept that self – help as the main driver u accept that the world is anarchical. 
· Wendt says that self-help does not come from anarchy. he says,  Why should we assume that the international world is a self-help world?  Wendt argued  that the states start off by assuming that they are distrustful, fearful and suspicious when it is not necessarily true. 

Possibility vs. Probability:
Realists assume that states act on "worst case scenario" basis and they should because to realists there are no certainties and no central authority to turn to for help.
Dick Cheney's is a great example of a hard core realist:  he came out with the "1% doctrine", he claims that,  even if we assume that there is a 1% chance that a country can be a threat to the U.S we have to treat that 1% threat as if it was a 100% threat.  ie:  If there's a 1% chance or possibility that Pakistani scientists are helping al-Qaeda build or develop a nuclear weapon, we have to treat it as a certainty 
 of 100% in terms of our response. " 
- Wendt countered that argument, saying that there are no certainties or guarantees, states mostly act on what is probabilities and not possibilities . He also argued that the problem 
with N-L and N-L is that they assume that the IR structure is materialistic and that actors act more or less the same way. 
Wendt said that, certainly materials matter but you need to look beyond the material structure because they don't explain the actions of actors,  and they do not explain the policies and relations.
He gives the example of 
  
*** IR is a social structure, actors act in a patterned and structured way that shape the state's behaviour. ****

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

My additional notes on Wendt  from the  article we had to read for week 4  "Constructing International Politics"  
Alexander Wendt is a "constructivist," hoping that other critical theorists may agree with much of what he says, he addresses  four issues: assumptions, objective knowledge, explaining war and peace, and policymakers' responsibilities. 

· Critical IR "theory," is not a single theory It is a family of theo- ries
· It is concerned with how world politics is "socially constructed," it involves two basic claims: that the fundamental structures of international politics are social rather than material and that these structures shape actors' identities and interests, rather than just their behavior.
· 
· Social structures have 3 elements, shared knowledge, material res and practices.
SECURITY communities:  states share knowledge and trust each other to resolve disputes without war.
· Constructivists argue that materials can be acquired through shared know. Ex. 500 br nuclear weap.are less threatening to us than 5 north korean ones. Amity and enmity is a function of shared understanding.
· Constructivism is  compatible with changes in material power affecting social relations 
· Third, social structures exist, in practices. Social structure exists only in process. The Cold War was a structure of shared knowledge that governed great power relations for forty years, but once they stopped acting on this basis, it was "over."
·  In sum, social structures are real and objective, not "just talk." But this objectivity depends on shared knowledge, and in that sense social life is "ideas all the way down" (until you get to biology and natural resources). 
· Ideas always matter, since power and interest do not have effects apart from the shared knowledge that constitutes them.	
· Objectivity :   Mearsheimer suggests that critical theorists do not believe that there is an objective world out there about which we can have knowledge (pp. 41ff). This is not the case. Constructivists are modernists who fully endorse the scientific project of falsifying theories against evidence.
· realpolitik (warfare, balancing, relative-gains seeking)
· The explanatory issue is why states engage in war or peace. construc- tivist theorizing tries to show how the social structure of a system makes actions possible by constituting actors with certain identities and interests, and material capabilities with certain meanings and emphasis on how agency and interaction produce and reproduce structures of shared knowledge over time.
· If Past interactions have created a structure in which status quo states trust and identify with each other, predators are more likely to face collective security responses like the Gulf War.19 History matters. Security dilemmas are not acts of God: they are effects of practice. This does not mean that once created they can necessarily be escaped (they are, after all, "dilemmas"), but it puts the causal locus in the right place.
· the meaning of power depends on the underlying structure of shared knowledge. A British build-up will be less threatening to the United States than a North Korean one, and build-ups are less likely to occur in a security community than in a security dilemma.
· Mearsheimer says cooperation is possible when core interests are not threatened. 
· social structures r collective in nature; structural change depends on changing a system of expectations that may be mutually reinforcing. A key issue in determining policymakers' responsibilities, is how much "slack" a social structure contains. Neorealists think there is little slack in the system, and thus states that deviate from power politics will get punished or killed by the "logic" of anarchy Institutionalists think such dangers have been greatly reduced by institutions such as sovereignty and the democratic peace, and that there is therefore more possibility for peaceful change.
· To analyze the social construction of international politics is to analyze how processes of interaction produce and reproduce the social structures-coopera- tive or conflictual-that shape actors' identities and interests and the sig- nificance of their material contexts.
·  It opposed to two views the materialist view, of which neorealism is one expression, that material forces per se deter- mine international life, and the rational choice-theoretic view that interaction does not change identities and interests. 
· Mearsheimer's essay is an important opening to the comparative evaluation of these hypotheses. But neorealists will contribute nothing further to the debate so long as they think that construc- tivists are subversive utopians who do not believe in a real world and who expect peace in our time.




Week5 Tuesday Feb 7th 2012

Key factor that shape people’s behaviors and actions is their identity. An argument they make is that they believe that the interest of people come from their identity.  People have multiple identities linked to institutional roles. 
Quote from Wendt: “I have no interest in exploiting my friends not because of the relative cost and benefits but because they are my friends” 

Structure and agency: social theories

The relationship btw structure and agency is seen as a problem which has to do with agency  (actors or people) and your relations with the structure around us. It is the social or material forces around us that shape our actions and the way we understand ourselves. 

-Agency refers to the free will to make decisions for yourself or to make a difference in you’re environment (Meaning you’re ability to introduce change to the world). 
- constructivists argue that people can make choices for themselves and shape their environment through collective action.
Wendt says that agency and structure shape one another. You can’t have one without the other. 
· People choose to act on the basis of social rules and You need social rules, norms – you need identities to shape your actions. 
· But the social structures can’t exist if people don’t reproduce them through their actions.
· Structure is an abstract thing for identity, roles, meanings, expectations... (these social structures get created through peoples interactions, so they have to be reproduced over and over)

Social construction:  for Wendt “IR is socially contructed”

Why is IR social? Because they are not created by one individual, they are shaped by shared meanings like norms, values, assumptions etc…
- Things like identities, norms, behaviors, values are (intersubjective) they are passed along from one person to another.
ex: language is intersubjective – because it has communality, you learn it by interacting with others. 
Why construction? 
Because construct brings into existence things that didn’t previously existed. Phenomena’s, events or things don’t happen to exist naturally. They are socially constructed through actions and interactions.
Wendt means that things are built over time by the actions and interactions of people. 
-Phenomena’s or things that exist or existed are “Contingent” which means that they didn’t necessary have to exist and could one day things disappear. 
Ex: money, we take it for granted because it‘s there but we don’t take a deep look on how it came about to be, or how it was created, it was constructed over the years, it didn’t just appear. 

A Bipolar system to WENDT is the most stable system. But not all constructivists such as Wendt believe that. 
Neo-realists: the distribution of power will have affect on the int’l system. 
“The context of world politics is malleable, meaning it can change in important ways. 

· Sovereignty can last for a long time but it only exists or will continue to exist as long as we continue to follow the same rules. 

Outline:  
Neo-Liberalists (N-L): believe that the world is anarchic.

Classical Liberalists: apply reason, they believe that humans have the potential to move toward a cooperative int’ environment if they focus on relations btw trade and peace…
 
N-L: adopt same assumptions as the Neo-Realists, that the world is anarchic, rational and pursue their own self-interest but N-L believe that institutions are essential to help get beyond the anarchic world. 

Constructivists: place too much emphasizes on material. They argue that material things don’t have much meaning; material things only gain meaning when you apply social factors to them. 

	Post-structuralism:  
the movement of structuralism, started in the beginning of the 20th century, it started off by looking at language. It became popular because it is applicable to different systems of meanings, like social, economic…which are governed by structures. 
· Chomski is a linguist, he argued that there is a universal structure in human language that can be seen in every language on earth and linguistics can helps us get through them.
· Post-Structuralism (P-S):  was a critic to structuralism.
· P-S was Born in the 60s.
· P-S is organized in a Binary way meaning that one side has a negative association and the other side has a positive association. 
· Michel Foucault, Jacques Derrida, Pierre Bourdieu, Roland Barthes, Gilles Deleuze  were critiques of universal absolutes???, they also 
· Focused on the role of power in society
· They put a lot of focus on language spoken or written discourse. 
· They challenged the binary oppositions (no clue what this means here???)
- They focused on instability over stability

· The history of P-S:    1st wave of P-S happened during the (1980s to mid-1990s)
· They  had an abstract critique of philosophical foundations (??? Not sure what that means)
· They called it the 3rd “Great Debate” 
· 2nd wave of P-S happened during the (late 90s – today)
· They focused more on the empirical study of historical events
· e.g. war in Bosnia, US foreign policy in Korea, humanitarian intervention, European security

Ontology: (study of the nature of existence or being) what a theory assumes to exist in the world of IR, ex: what are the main actors, processes, phenomena in IR? 
e.g. states, institutions, anarchy, balance of power, globalization, international norms 
· IR’s critique of “the subject”, IR critics claim that the subject is autonomous, “sovereign” (purely rational, in control), unitary, centre of analysis 
· “The subject is seen by P-S as being partly constituted by conditions external to them which often escape their control and of which they are not necessarily fully conscious.”
P-S:  are skeptical of globalization. They argue that globalization have effects when people interpret reality in a certain way.  

IR’s Ontology (study of existence) and Epistemology(the study of knowledge, how do we get it?) critique:
· interpretation:  central to social reality 
· any understanding of IR depends on abstraction, representation, interpretation
· any object/event/phenomenon can be interpreted in many different ways
For example:  Mercator vs. Peters Projection of the earth (both cartographers which are people who draw maps)
(refer to slides (10/27) of lecture 8 to see the pictures of Mercator vs. Peters earth projections)
Both Mercator and Peters represented the earth differently because representing the earth is objective. 
Peters thought that cartographer Mercator (he drew the world map in 1569) have underrepresented the continent of Africa (and other 3rd world countries) and emphasized more European and North American countries. 
Peter therefore thought that Mercator’s representation of the world map was unfair so he decided to draw his own world map to give a fairer representation of all the countries. 

Epistemology
Epistemology in IR is about  how a theory claims to know what it knows
· i.e. how do we acquire knowledge in IR?
· e.g. should IR follow methods of natural sciences?
 Post- Structurlists criticize positivist epistemology (which is knowledge based on scientific data and findings)
· Positivism: Theory that claims that science is the only legit or valid form of knowledge
Positivism is it is based on the model of natural sciences, only observable/measurable data are valid.
· The goal of positivists is be able to explain and make accurate predictions and to be able to control people’s behavior and our environment..
 Most positivists would also say that the ultimate goal is to develop the law of general understanding, by discovering necessary and sufficient conditions for any phenomenon. 
They also argue that if the law is known, they can manipulate the conditions to produce the predicted result.
- Positivists use and approve of methods of natural sciences only.
· Post-structurlists however are not against science, the reason why they criticize positivists is because they believe that there  is more than 1 single scientific method to find knowledge  like that the positivists believe in. P-S believe that science is not the only answer to all humanity’s problems. 
· P-S argue that  discarding epistemological views about the need to search for scientific laws and universal generalizations in politics actually gets us closer to a more complex and multi-faceted (i.e. more accurate) understanding of the world.
P-S is the study of how aspects of IR (e.g. power, war, sovereignty, globalization) come to be seen as natural phenomena, how they’re represented, how certain representations come to be dominant and how this affects how we think & act. 
They focus on language especially the discourse (which is codified ways of speaking and writing about a subject)and how it is structured. The discourse can be interpreted differently by people. Power is also important to P-S. 
· P-S try to problematise social phenomena, they take something that we see as natural they turn it into a problem and they question it and make us look at it in new light by trying to historicise it (tracing its history) for example: sovereignty, many country take sovereignty for granted but P-S trace the history by showing us how it developed and changed overtime, they claim that sovereignty is a: 
· modern concept/practice that came about only in 19th century
· It began in the 18th C:  dynastic politics
· land swaps, purchases
· Than in the 19th century:  nationalism (attachment toward one’s country) became important.
· emotional attachment to territory
P-S believes that power and knowledge and vice-versa they are intertwined, you cannot have one without the other.  You need knowledge if you want to achieve power so you need to constantly search for new knowledge which would open up new possibilities for action and control. 
P-S on representation and order:
· social order depends on creation & re-creation of meanings in social practices through knowledge, discourse and representations
· why are certain representations accepted and valued, while others are marginalized, excluded or ignored? what are the effects of these patterns of dominance and exclusion?
P-S believe that we have multiple identities and not just a  fixed one. 
· Our Identity is constructed through exclusions
· “self-other” (“we-them”) distinctions (we identify ourselves with the those that share similar thoughts, values, things as us etc…)
· identity constituted in relation to difference (it is what makes us different or excluded from certain groups that drive us to seek people that share our views and values etc…and get together with them to form a bond)  in other words, The outside is essential to constituting the inside.
· insane vs. normal/rational
· criminal vs. law-abiding citizen
· foreign vs. domestic 
P-S on foreign policy and identity
· Campbell:  security practices key to constructing national identity
· e.g. identification of foreign enemies
· domestic dissenters linked to foreign threats (e.g. Cold War)
· to preserve social order, image of internal national unity
P-S theory as a practice vs. positivism:  separation of subject & object of knowledge
· theorizing is a form of action and /or intervention (creating theories about reality)
· even if unintended
· effects in real world
· intellectual, political, social, economic
· Theory as a practice: 
· all theory/knowledge is situated
· need for reflexive theory
· we are aware of own biases, influences, potential effects
· theory is not just a tool of analysis, but can be an object of analysis
Smith on IR and 9/11
1. IR’s focus:  state’s security (not humanity’s, individuals’)
2. inter-state war > civil conflict
3. violence = military; deaths from poverty, disease not considered
4. ignores gender, religion & ethnicity
5. one universal rationality
6. ignores identity issues 

Notes from article by Lene Hansen on Post –structuralism
· Foucault claims that all froms of knowledge are potentially dangerous, including those that are designed to promote progress. 
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Proxy war: superpowers taking the conflict or the fighting into other parts of the world. 
Post- colonialism: a mov`t that arose as part of an effort to understand the lingering effects of imperialism and colonialism because they left a long lasting effect.  The world coming together such as globalization was Europe`s history that was made out of conflict and a lot of spilled blood.  
**You have a new world that emerges based on colonialism and imperialism. 

De-colonization after ww2 is one of the most important events in the 20th c to shape IR. It had effects not only on colonized countries but also on the colonizing countries as well. 

Edward Said wrote a book called Orientalism which examined how the Middle East was seen or represented by the Europeans.  Wiki info FYI only: Said was an influential[3][4] cultural critic and author, known best for his book Orientalism (1978). The book presented his influential ideas on Orientalism, the Western study of Eastern cultures. Said contended that Orientalist scholarship was and continues to be inextricably tied to the imperialist societies that produced it, making much of the work inherently politicized, servile to power, and therefore suspect. Grounding much of this thesis in his intimate knowledge of colonial literature such as the fiction of Conrad, and in the post-structuralist theory of Foucault, Derrida and others, Said's Orientalism and following works proved influential in literary theory and criticism, and continue to influence several other fields in the humanities. Orientalism affected Middle Eastern studies in particular, transforming the way practitioners of the discipline describe and examine the Middle East.[7] Said came to discuss and vigorously debate the issue of Orientalism with scholars in the fields of history and area studies, many of whom disagreed with his thesis, including most famously Bernard Lewis.[8

Post- colonialism (P-C)thrived in many disciplines but arrived in IR in the 1990s. 
· Global relations of inequality and power (less powerful countries don`t affect much IR only great powers do, said Waltz, he also gives an example that less powerful countries are price takers and not price setters which is a economic concept that is used to how powerful firms can set the price (price setters)for less powerful businesses who  have to take the price of the big fish (price takers)
· Vietnam syndrome: 
· How the 3rd world is viewed and represented in terms of culture, 
P-C  shaped the identity of the colonizer and the colonized. 
· Knowledge and power are inseparable, you can`t have power without knowledge and vice-versa. 
· Discourse also shapes the world. 
· In Africa by Kay and Bei..: they claim that Africa is associated with savagery 
· The North: is portrayed as rational, sovereign….
· Natives require guidance and tutelage to integrate into society. 
· Todorov wrote a book `the conquest of America`` about the arrival of Cortes (conquistadors) and the nature of his encounter with the natives. The Spanish noticed that the natives who were Mayans were totally different (inferior), barbaric because they were engaging in human sacrifice. The Spaniards wanted to civilize them and Christianize them so they can save the poor souls of the natives by assimilating them and make them adopt civilized  ways like the Spaniards.  

Feminism:
History of feminism: there were many women(w)  that wrote about war and peace and participation of women in peace mov`ts in the 19th and 20th century. 
· Feminism began in full mov`t in the 1970s and achieved results very quickly and stunningly and influenced politics and society. 
· One of the focuses on IR is the ontological (its view of the makeup of the state)and epistemological (positivism emphasis scientific method of purely objective truth)
· Positivists  make a clear separation btw facts and values. Ex: what is the impact of inflation on unemployment; the answer is multi-dimensional it can be based on values or based on facts. 
· Feminism is a normative approach that can change gender power relations.
· W claimed that IR studies are associated with masculinity especially in non-western countries which much more males dominated 
· Feminists tried 2 move from state centrism, they are interested in IR issues that affect people because in IR we rarely talk about people we usually talk about the state, institutions or organizations etc… but not people so women wanted to show how IR affect real people. 
·  Need to understand the meaning of the word sex which refers to the biological difference btw male and female 

· sex = biological difference referred to as (male/female)
· Gender refers to differences in terms of social roles that are associated with the biological differences. 
· gender = difference in social roles/stereotypes referred to as (masculine/feminine)
· if gender is a social construction, then it can be changed because it is not natural, part of “human nature” 

· Social construction: Biological  and sociological factors are not the same . We tend to associate feminine with physical weaknesses,  dependent on others, emotional…all of which are socially constructed
· Stressing that gender is political.  We often think that Strong, rational objective, public, protector has been associated with masculinity These are idealized stereotypes that are socially constructed. 
· Gender is political because it’s associated with masculinity

· There are different branches of feminism: liberal F, standpoint F, post-structuralism F and post colonialism F
· Liberal feminism is the dominant one. Ex: Hilary Clinton where the focus is on equality of the sexes and equal opportunities, they focus on human rights, theorists liberal feminism focus on positivism (look at measurable indicators, like statistical analysis).
· They believe in changing the laws and introduce new laws to ensure equality. 

· They believe in having equal representation under the law; ``add women and stir``
· But also feminist have another perspective: 
Standpoint feminism
· They argue and recognize that women differ in their values but society needs a female take. 
· they have different perspective on world, own values  which is often due to their history of subordination (housewives)
· They argue that IR needs the standpoint F perspective and values to better understand the world from a woman point of view. 
· Ann Tickner rewrote the ``6 principles of political realism`` that were written by Morgenthau (he says that human actions and behaviors are determined by human nature laws and that IR and politics are driven by power…) Ann says let`s look at his principals from a female point of view and we’ll be able to understand power differently. 
·  They were influential in showing how male-dominated IR’s main theories are. 

Post-structuralism feminism: 
-They de-emphasis the intentional aspects of gender dynamics.  
- they ‘re interested in underlying structures of power: 
-  ie: Margaret Thatcher adopted a masculine behavior  to blend in. She was aggressive, ruthless etc… which was needed for her to lead Britain. 

- They put emphasis on power and knowledge,  the way we think about sexual differences is something of a model which has 2 sides. 
- they focus on meaning as expressed in language
· power-knowledge:  construction of meaning + knowledge creates power
· structures of power (not enough to “add women & stir”)
· understanding of sexual difference as model for how we think about difference in general
· binary, unequal, natural/innate

· Post-colonialism F: they criticized liberal Feminism (L-F) and Standpoint F (S-F) because liberal F always tended to portray 3rd world W as victimized and oppressed but never did anything about it. They claim that liberal Feminism and standpoint F  knowledge is based mostly on experiences of relatively privileged Western women
· They also attack L-F and S-F saying that they see all women as homogeneous and doesn’t acknowledge the differences based on culture, social class, race & geographical location

· Critics of post-C focus on certain things and neglect other things. 
· Gender stereotypes aren`t attached to a specific gender. 
· *** there are some men that have female characteristics because they are seen as weak, non decisive, emotional, non leaders....just like some women, so characteristics in politics and IR are not only associated with women but also with men that are not fit for certain roles in society. 
Critique of Key IR concepts
· gender bias in IR theory’s core concepts 
· e.g. power, sovereignty, autonomy, anarchy, levels of analysis
· often identified with masculinity & men’s experiences/knowledge
· Critics in IR focus on certain things & neglect others
· military violence vs. “structural violence”, poverty, disease, domestic violence, human-rights abuses
· security of states, not people









