Morgenthau Six points (classical type of realism)
1. Politics like society in general is governed by objective laws that have their roots in human nature
2. The main sign post of realism is the concept of interested defined as power
3. realism supposes that interest defined as power is a universal category which is universally vvalid even if it ist meaning is not fixed once and for all
4. Realism is aware of the moral significance of political action
5. Realism refuses to identify the moral aspiration for a particular nation with moral laws that govern the universe
6. The political realist maintain the autonomy of the political sphere

Neo – realism
· Historical context
· The détente period creates nuclear arms treaties (salt I & II)  attempts to manage the security dilemma (fear of MAD, arms race etc)
· Relative ascendance of new actors (beginings of globalization and MNC, internation NGOs begin to developed during this period, trans-national social movements), all these actors complexify the political realm
· Intensification of interdependence via trade and investments (neo liberalism)
· Impact of singular events (OPEC crisis & Vietnam)
· Oil Crisis:  shows that there is a split between economic and poltical power; a economically powerful country (opec countries) can cause A LOT of harm to a larger political power (USA)  OPEC countries which are seen as weak in the traditional realist model, can draw political blood from a larger more powerful country without threat of retaliation
· Vietnam war: failure of a more powerful country to defeat a weaker nation which goes against the traditional realist view
· Growing debate in the 1960s academia over whether or not there is a relative decline of U.S as a superpower  out of this debat comes a new type of realism
· Many ideas of traditional realism can not hold up to modern actions so they create a new realism
· Similarities between new and old power
· Similar concept of power  what consititutes power is what can be measured (military, economic capabilities etc)
· Neglect of domestic structures, history and cultures  tries to throw out the notions to look solely at the poltical realm, and that regardless of what society is made of, their history or culture, they believe that no matter what they will all act in the same way as any other state within the same situation
· The state is a unitary actor  governments and states act as a single voice (ignores domestic poltics over a certain issue)
· State is a rational actor  it will always act in manner that best suits their interests
· Neoclassical critique of classical realism
· Classical realist depend too much on historical context and specific context of individual countries
· Classical realist don’t make the sidiction between objective ad subjective aspects of international political life clear enough  international politics must be more scientific
· The discipline of international relations (because of the domination of classical realism) had not progressed as far as other social sciences  all other sciences (sociology, international development etc) has become more scientific (using data etc), but not international relations because it has been stuck with the classical realism which is more philosophical (since its all about human nature) 
· Rather than human nature being the baseline for this theory, we can make the fact that states has no overarching authority as a baseline (states don’t act according to human nature, they act in a manor where there is no authority watching over them)
· Neo-realist criticize the principle of the autonomy of the poltical sphere put forth by realist  poltics is not solely about the poltical sphere, but also include economics and other forms of power
· Kenneth waltz: you can predicts what a state can do, depending on what sort of political system there is (whether the system includes 2 major powers and numerous small powers, or whether there are a large number of major powers and few smaller powers)
· Uses micro economic theories (micro economic model used) to explain how international politics works
· Inspired bythe premise which we can find in microeconomics: the sturcure of the market
· Interaction of firms create a market – a “structure” – obeying the laws of profit maximization
· This structure constains the actions of the firms
· Their competition is anarchical  inasmuch as it only obeys laws of profit  firms act only in their own interests  there is anarchical order because there is nor overarching authority to govern them, therefore they’re interactions create a structure
· Out of this competitions between rational actors/firms develops a coherent structure which is not based upon the individual actors
· We can explain politics in the same way
· As economist define the market according to the interaction of its most important frim (oligopolistic structure) s waltz explains the international political structure by the interaction of major powers
· The interactions of states create a system a “structure”. Which obey the law of power which constrains the actions of states 
· Sometimes called structural realism because it takes into account the strucuture of world order (looks at the number and power of states, and states will act in certain manor dependent on this structure)

Neo-realist debates
· Which is better, a bi polarity (2 major world powers – cold way) vs multi-polarity (many world powers – 19th century Europe)
· Breakthrough in technology can destabilize bi-polar world (if the STI was emplaced, the soviets would want to use their nukes before they became obsolete)
· Bi polaer is more stable because you only need to worry about 2 states, they know the dangers and threats and when and where they can eminent from
· Multi polar is more stable because the bi polar 
· Debate about hegemony 
· hegemonic stability theory  understanding how world order is stable for a certain period of time, its because of a hegemon, order is based on the existence of a sole global power
· order in world politics is typically created by a single dominant power
· “for the world economy to be stabalized, there has to be a stabalized, one stabilizer)
· Hegemon attributes
· The capability to enforce the rules & the will to do so
· A commitment to a system which is perceived as mutually beneficial to major states 
· America’s will to to be the hegemonic - Intitutions such as IMF and World bank (intitutions of international co-ooperation), were American creations and are apart of USA hegemony (it is only maintain because of the projection of the united states)
· Capabilities
· A large growing economy
· Dominance in leading technology
· Political power backed up military power
· When Hegemons decline causes instability and war – delcines when their commitments and promise are greater than their power
· Hegemons have a pretender ( a state that looks like it rivals the hegemon)
· Kennedy  questions that since the united states has grown into a great power, when will it’s fall (like all other great historical powers), argues it will fall because its promise will outweigh it’s actual power (imperial overstretch: it’s interest and obligations will be larger than the countries ability to defend them all simultaneously)
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