Section 1
1. About comparing the organizational behaviour approach and bureaucratic politics approach in foreign policy.
a. Organizational Behaviour Approach
i. Main argument: Policy actions are not necessarily result of instrumental rationality but outputs of large organizations functioning according to regular patterns of behaviour, such as SOPs (Structural perspective)
ii. Key term: Logic of appropriateness (situation in which actions are chosen on the basis of pattern recognition from knowledge already stored in the system)
iii. Examples from the Cuban Missile criss
iv. #1: JFK and Navy over blockading Cuba
v. #2: Camouflage of Soviet Missles
vi. There is one important thing that organizational behaviour approach argues, logic of appropriateness.
vii. All organizations follow rules and they interpret these rules through their understandings and capabilities
viii. There could be an implementation gap
ix. What organization actually do. 
x. This situation in which an organization that tries to do things by the book is called the logic of appropriateness. 
xi. Organizations develop SOPs as procedures
1. Or else you create new rules for every single new event. This isn’t possible for bureaucracies so SOP creates a set of rules and procedures
xii. Once dispersed to the construction sites, the missiles were not camouflaged at all. 
b. Bureaucratic Politics Approach
i. Bureaucracies help governments understand issues
ii. They are affected themselves by lobby/interest groups
iii. They are driven by agency interests to ensure their survival, increase their power/funding, ensure their position in the long term
iv. There is constant competition among bureaucracies for various goals/stakes
v. Policymaking (for war) is characterized by bargaining, accommodation, compromise, in a competitive marketplace
vi. Bureaucracies act according to bureaucratic culture or patterns of behaviour that develop; membership in bureaucracy determine participants goals
vii. “where you stand is where you sit” [DND etc]
viii. Main argument: Foreign policy is an outcome of the interaction process between and among several bureaucracies. (actor-based perspective)
ix. Key terms: Essence, turf, bureaucratic infighting
x. Essence: Organization’s self-understanding of what is and does
xi. Turf: substantive and skill domains in which the org believes it has a primary claim to influence and expertise within the national bureaucracy.
xii. “where you stand depends on where you sit”
xiii. pulling and holding among competing institutions
xiv. turf wars between bureaucracy is a common occurrence. 
xv. Sense of identity and mission is crucial 
xvi. Sense of identity and mission need to be delivered to the members of the organizations
xvii. Every bureaucracy is it’s own culture. Without focus and vision, an organization will not develop. There is a special skill set to make this happen. The organization essence will lead it over time through it’s distinctive culture with their own unique value and stream of thought. 
xviii. Turfs war happen
xix. FBI and CIA play an important roll in Intelligence field
2. About the economy sanctions and their difficulties to implement and to get the desired effect on the targeted country. Economic sanctions and difficulty to succeed with sanctions. (in his lectures)
a. Iran
Economic Statecraft of Energy
Why don't economic sanctions work against Iran? And why is it highly unlikely that it will work in the future
Economic Statecraft
· Economic sanctions: The Case of Iran
· Why is it unlikely that economic sanctions are Iran will lead to Tehran’s policy change in its nuclear program?
Economic sanctions (financial sanctions)
· Restrictions on the movement of money into  a target country
· Includes cutting off economic or military aid, or blocking a country’s access to multilateral lending institutions such as the World Bank or Inter-American Development Bank
Economic Sanctions: The case of Iran
· Question: Why is the tightening of economic sanctions on Iran still considered a major policy instrument?
· The United States froze Iranian assets held in US banks in 1979-80 in an effort to compel Iran to release American hostages. Similarly, after September 11, 2011, the Unite States and its partners froze the assets of suspected terrorist groups and governments that assisted them, as part of the larger effort to combat the spread of international terrorism 
· Why is it difficult for sanctions to succeed?
· The imposition of economic pain on the target country is intended to compel political change
· It may force the target government directly to reconsider its behaviour but it may also create political divisions within the government that lead to policy change, or it may prompt the suffering target population to apply pressure for policy change or even change in the government itself. 
· First challenge: difficulty of maximizing economic pain
· States facing economic sanctions can sometimes turn, even at considerable political and economic cost, to alternative economic partners
· Sanctions, in effect, forced the diversification of the domestic economy
· Difficulty of maximizing pain
· “States facing economic sanctions can turn to alternative economic partners.” (Mastanduno)
· Iran: China and Russia as Tehran’s alternative economic partners
· Second Challenge: sometimes, imposition of considerable economic pain does not necessarily translate into the desired political changes
· Instead of leading to political disarray at home and the disintegration of the target government, the imposition of sanctions can result in political integration within the target country
· The rally-around-the-flag effect
· Sanctions create a sense of solidarity within the target country as citizens and their leaders draw closer together in response to what is perceived—or depicted by opportunistic leaders—as an external threat or attack on the country.
· Iran: Nuclear program has become a nationalist cause with huge popular support.
· Third Challenge: costly to the sanctioner as well as the target, making it difficult to sustain political support over time within a coalition of sanctioning states. 
· Costs to the sanctioner
· Iran: Europeans’ fear of hike in oil price of tough sanctions, such as an embargo on gasoline imports, are introducee
· Fourth Challenge: sanctions can create political and public relations problems for the senders when their effects fall disproportionately on innocent victims.
· This problem has led governments in recent years to rely more heavily on smart sanctions, i.e. sanctions that limit damage to the general population in favour of more precise targeting on the assets of the ruling elite
· Unequal distribution of economic pain
· “Sanctions can create political and public relations problems for the senders when their effects fall disproportionately on innocent victims.” (Mastanduno)
· Iran: Broad new economic sanctions, such as an embargo on gasoline imports, would hurt the very people that the West is trying to empower.
3. About the basic differences between liberal and constructivist approaches towards Foreign Policy. Discuss what are the key aspects of these two approaches and in which key aspects differ between the two approaches. Give examples from Chinese Foreign Policy. Constructivist and Liberal view China’s foreign policy in the textbook and lectures. All of these are in his lectures.
a. China’s Foreign Policy
China and its foreign policy
· Different interpretations:
· Realist pessimists
· Rising power have tendency to be trouble makers
· China is a rising power and therefore, is a potential trouble maker
· According to realist, rising power do not rise peacefully. Every rising power wants to expand their influence. Their power, either around their own neighbourhood, or around the world. 	
· As china becomes more powerful and US position erodes, two things are likely to happen. China will try to use their growing power to reshape the rules and institutions to better serve their end goals. The second thing is that some states in the international system will see China as a growing security threat. Countries such as Japan, S. Korea, Russia, Vietnam etc. 
· They argue that we are in a power transition phase, US power is diminishing and China is increasing
· China is trying to maximize its power and wants to become the preeminent power in Asiaclash with the US is inevitable in the future
· Clash with US is inevitable
· In the long term (20-30 yrs) it will occur. It is very likely to happen
· Realist optimists
· China’s FP aims are limited to Taiwan and South China Sea. China  is not a revolutionary power  Conflict with the US is not inevitable.
· China’s option as limited
· They accept that China’s power is growing but they argue that China may not behave in an especially assertive or aggressive fashion even though they are increasing their military capabilities. 
· Not all rising powers are the same, they can differ in the extent of their dissatisfaction. Not happy with the status quo. 
· There might be friction, but they are not real animosity or hostility
· China has modest limited aims 
· Chinese government may be revisionist rather than revolutionary
· Revisionist states do not pose a great threat in the international system
· They just want to achieve marginal adjustments to the status quo rather than fundamental change
· Maoist ideologies has no place in China’s foreign policy
· The Chinese care about at home and abroad is their regime. 
· Conservative power
· Happy with status quo
Realists on China’s FP
Realist pessimists:
· China is trying to maximize its power and wants to become the preeminent power in Asiaclash with the US in inevitable in the future.
Realist optimists:
· China’s FP aims are limited to Taiwan and South China Sea. China is not a revolutionary powerConflict with the US is not inevitable
Liberals on China’s FP
Liberal optimists:
· China’s interests are mostly economic. China makes active use of international institutions to promote the country’s development of global power statusmilitary conflict with the US is unlikely in the future.
· Believe that China, because of China’s economic success, China has become part of the international system in the sense that China is a part of major international institutions
· China had to agree to play the economic game by the rules
· Liberal opt believes that China is growing up
· They are far more developed than ever before
· They are using the international institutions to promote China’s growth
· Existing global trading system is valuable to china and increasingly so
· They have become a part of the global supply chain
· If they become a part of the global supply chain, the country is highly unlikely to go to war. This means that China, being a part of the global supply chain, will not go to war because they benefit greatly in the global economy. If they pursue aggressive foreign policy, it may threaten their role in the global supply chain. If they go to war against Taiwan, investors will stay away from China. Any kind of instability and war or increased tension in Asia, will make investors think twice. 
· Chinese economic interests are quite congruent with the global economic system.
· China has enthusiastically embraced and thrived in the global economic system.
· China’s export led growth. Trade has at least in the long term, had increased their lifestyle and reduced poverty. There are some losers, but in general, there are many benefits. 
· So with all these benefits, China will not want out and they will not want to stop the process.
· State power in China today, is ultimately based on sustain economy growth. Chinese Government is well aware that no major state cannot modernize without integrating into global economic system. 
· Self-sufficiency is a bad policy for a country
· No country has ever developed through an self-sufficient economy. 
· They do not want to go back to self-sufficiency because they can see the major improvements and benefits after participating in the global economy. 
· China needs continued access to the global capitalist system, but they also need the protection the global institutions provide
· The evolution of China’s foreign policy suggest that Chinese leaders recognize the advantages with their growing commitment to foreign institution and increased investments in foreign companies and increase in trade. 
· Recognize their disadvantage if they jeopardize their position
Liberal pessimists: China’s claim on the promise of continued increases in prosperity, combined with appeals to nationalism
· If economic progress falters, China will become aggressive in its foreign policy.
· China’s domestic problems
· Especially legitimacy issues
· China today is neither a totalitarian state nor a democracy. But rather an authoritarian regime of dubious legitimacy. 
· Government legitimacy comes from
· Economic benefits that the government provides to their citizens
· Not the maoist communist appeal that makes the Chinese government legitimate but their policies and life experiences that brings them legitimacy
· Problem according to the liberal pessimist is that this may not continue. Something may happen and all of a sudden, Chinese economy can come into trouble. There are weak and vulnerable zones in China’s domestic economy. 
· If China’s growth stops, people will suffer. But then what will the government do?
· The government will have to rely on policies to gain legitimacy
· They will have to rely on nationalism 
· Faltering economic progress and increased appeal to Chinese nationalism is a dangerous mixture. 
· Nationalist appeal
· Meaning more assertive FP. 
· It happened before during the first month of GW Bush. Jan 2001. 
· American spy was flying near China’s mainland and Chinese aircraft tried to stop US spy plane. The course of confrontation, the Chinese aircraft crashed. The pilot died and this caused a national sentiments to rise across China. People condemning US. Minor confrontation. Nationalist sentiments can come out of something very minor. 
· When chinese economy gets into trouble, the government will not choose democratization but it will cling to authoritarianism. 
· Even if the chinese government adopts democratization, from history, we know that it is a bumpy road. Road to democracy is full of trouble. 
· Blaming their problems on foreign powers. Scapegoating on foreign entities.
Constructivists on China
Emphasis on changes in China’s strategic culture, norms of international behaviour, and conceptions of national identity.
· Changes are results of increasing participation in international institutions of various kinds a process of socialization
Culture will be important for constructivist.
Change in culture is a change in national identity.
Perceive their national identity differently
Past belief and old fashion idea was that China’s gain is everyone elses loss. 
They now do not see it as a zero sum game. They see the current international relation as mutually beneficial and that is the basic change in their strategic culture. This is the shift in their decision making. The old fashion thinking did not disappeared, but this old fashion thinking on the zero sum game has been replaced in a great extent by a new cultural way of thinking. They may be moving towards Liberal norms and expectations regarding international behaviour.
They do not want to jeopardize their status, so they will try everything not to risk their current position. Chinese leaders are afraid of appearing to be a pariah.
This process of socialization, China doesn't want to be treated as a pariah, they want to be treated as a great country.
b. Liberal approaches to Foreign Policy
Liberal perspective in IR
· Key propositions:
· Shared values (i.e. aspiration for freedom and democracy) exist among peoples an states
· Character of states can change
· Legitimacy is crucial for state action
· Legitimacy for state action and in foreign policy. 
· Not easy to measure legitimacy. How can you argue whether the Iraq war of 2003 was legitimate or illegitimate?
· International institutions are key to mitigate conflict
· Can be economic and political
· Economy: WTO, IMF, WORLD BANK
· Political: UN
· Liberals put faith on the international institutions
· Liberals are optimist, they believe that people or individuals can improve themselves, can get better, can learn and so do states. States can find more cooperation then conflict through learning of past mistakes. Ultimately, they can share certain common values, such as freedom and democracy. They may say that there are universal human rights, there are things that are considered positive and negative. 
Liberalism and US foreign policy
· Rooted in President Wilson’s vision. Associated with the notion of American exceptionalism
· Main goal: To promote the expansion of individual liberties across the globe
· How to foster democracy abroad?
· Indirectly: leading by example, foreign aid to support prodemocracy movements, diplomatic encouragement
· Give technological, financial assistance. 
· Diplomatic encouragement
· Directly: Using military force to remove dictators
· Send troops, topple dictator
· US had never used military force to invade a democratic state
What about humanitarian intervention?
· Tension between emphasis on human rights and doing it in a multilateral way (Example: Clinton’s interventions in Bosnia and Kosovo)
· People are being killed, tortured, and other violations of human rights, liberalist would commit an intervention in a multilateral way which means that they will not go at it alone and they will try to get as much help as they can. 
· Liberal doves vs liberal hawks
Liberalism and democratic peace
· Main argument: Democracies almost never fight each other
· KEY aspects of DPT [Democratic Peace Theory]:
1) Dyadic theory (pair of states as unit of analysis)
a. Between two states
b. Doesn't mean there won’t be disagreements
c. These conflicts do not escalate to wars	 
d. You can’t find a war between two democracies, a battle that would be considered a war
2) Accepts is agreements between democracies, but argues that disagreements are less likely to escalate to a militarized conflict and/or wars
a. War is where there are a 1000 death 
3) Does not say anything how authoritarian states behave

c. Constructivist approaches to Foreign Policy
Constructivist
· Most challenging school of thought to understand
· Hard to understand what they try to achieve
· Not clear about interest and interaction
Constructivism and IR
· Main Propositions:
· The world is socially constructed through a process of interaction between agents and structures of their broader environment
· Behaviour of individuals, states, and other actors is shaped by shared beliefs, socially constructed rules, and cultural practices, i.e. non-material variables.
· State interests are shaped by norms, identities, ideas and culture. State interest and identity is socially constructed
· State interest can change, they are not static
· Territorial acquisition has lost it’s importance
· Culture can be very important in state decisions
· Recent history: When 9/11 occurred, Americans, CIA, almost immediately knew it was Al Quaida, Bush had sent a message to Taliban regime. 
· Constructivism Concepts: Ideas, norms, discourses (discourse analysis) , persuasion identity, socialism 
· Unmaterialistic
· Not psychological
· Issue is mostly what people think, what kind of non-material factors play a role in the thinking and behaviour (culture) 
· Non-material aspects of life is working in the constructivist theory
· The world in general is socially constructed
· Which means, according to the constructivist, social context matters. Social context like ideas and culture, and whatever we make of what we see or what we do should be analyzed between that broader social context. The social context include social norms and identity. 
· There is a general belief that in north America, that Canadians are nicer than Americans. This would be something constructivist would take seriously because it’s is nature and norms and identity
· apply this to the nation state, you can hear that Canadians who work abroad are nicer than other nationalities. State Canadian interest and Canadian foreign policy should be different from foreign policies of other states because Canadian identity, norms and culture essentially shapes their foreign policies. 
· Example norm: Geneva Convention. 
· Norms are things that are implicit and explicitly , accepted by the vast majority of the states such as State Sovereignty. Problem is who decides that. 
· In general, state sovereignty is an international norm. 
· Slavery: up until 1826, slavery especially in the trans-atlantic was regarded as normal. 
· Today, anything involved with slavery is unacceptable
· In a long historical view, we observe a change in international norm of slavery. 
· Constructivist would say that slavery ended in mid 19th century because people started to believe that slavery was ethically and morally wrong. There was a change in how people perceived slavery from a human rights perspective in the 19th Century.
· Similarly example used by constructivist is about the apartheid in  South Africa. A lot of people said apartheid was unacceptable, but people within South Africa thought it was ok. But today, they say apartheid is unimaginable. 
· Constructivist would say that there was a change in norms here.
· Many examples used by constructivist is subject to scrutiny. Some may say that the end of slavery occurred because it no longer was profitable.
· Acceptable norms to unacceptable norms
· Main proposition:
· Ideas play important roles in FP.
· How?
· Ideas frame political issues and define political options, constraints, threats, and opportunities
· Policy entrepreneurs use ideas to persuade, frighten, manipulate and mobilize
· Ideas work in conjunction with material factors
· Constructivist do not claim that ideas achieve things
· They almost always or usually use the term, interaction between ideas and material
· It is very abstract
Critique of constructivism on FP
· Is Constructivism supplementary or central to traditional role of interest and power in FPA? No clear answer.
· Difficulty to disentangle the role of ideas from material interest
· Constructivists are not clear why certain ideas prevail over others
· Methodological problems: Counterfactual
· Where does the importance of ideas begin?
· How can we pinpoint the moment in which the ideas per say influenced specific policies and outcomes?
· Every theory has to be considered counterfactual
· Would the Iraq war have occurred regardless of the ideas in the Bush administration?

4. About W. Bush and foreign policy: was Bush’s foreign policy one of primacy/hegemony?
Grand Strategy (GS) of primacy
· Def. of GS: Calculated relationship of means to large ends
· Grand strategy of primacy: Seeking to preserve America’s position as the undisputed pre-eminent power in the international system. 
· It is not enough to be primus inter pares. The US should be primus solus. The need to be the sole primacy in the world.
· Proposition: Only preponderance of US power ensures peace.
· US has tried to develop grand strategies in dealing with their threats.
· Primacy: hegemony, preponderance, global dominance
· Primacy doesn't imply ruling everyone, it implies that the US power should be unchallengeable
· A State who has power so great, but a combination of other nations cannot really threaten that state. Undisputed power
· Why do American’s think that they should have primacy in the world
· Advocate of primacy are sceptical of international institutions/organization. They do not have a permanent military force. 
· According to some people, Sadam was only a couple years away from developing nuclear weapons in 1991. 
· Willing to use force in every occasion
· It’s about deterring countries from doing all these silly things by creating some examples. 
· Using force sparingly, that’s the strategy of empires in the past. This is the strategy of the United States. 
· How do we know that the United States have primacy or hegemony? What are the indicators?
· Military spending
· Number of allies
· Gross National Product or contribution to Global Production
How did the US acquire hegemony/primacy?
· Two answers:
1. Accidental
a. Total accident
b. They didn't want to be hegemon in the first place
c. Achieved by default
d. People who make the first argument, also say that the US is not capable of developing a grand strategy. How come? 
e. US foreign policy making is more ad hoc. 
2. Hegemony as a result of grand strategy of primacy:
· Deliberate design. The US wants to rule the world.
·  United states does want to rule the world
· want to gain control of the international system
· 
· bush took advantage of the 9/11 attack to create an empire
· bush foreign policy took a radical change of their usual foreign policy stragegy
· Some people say that US became hegemon after WWII (1945)
· 
· Two versions:
· Dubya started it.
· Goes back to Clinton, even to aftermath of WWII.
The Bush administration and primacy
· Did the Bush admin have a grand strategy of primacy?
· Yes. Just look at NSS 2002 and then the Iraq war
· No. Bush admin FP is not hegemonic, but a response to threats of post-9/11 world.
· Nexus between terrorists, rogue states and WMD. Importance of 9/11.
· “our forces will be strong enough to dissuade potential adversaries from pursuing a military build-up in hopes of surpassing, or equalling, the power of the United States.”
· Bush administration tried to develop a grand strategy. 
China and its foreign policy
· Different interpretations:
· Realist pessimists
· Rising power have tendency to be trouble makers
· China is a rising power and therefore, is a potential trouble maker
· According to realist, rising power do not rise peacefully. Every rising power wants to expand their influence. Their power, either around their own neighbourhood, or around the world. 	
· As china becomes more powerful and US position erodes, two things are likely to happen. China will try to use their growing power to reshape the rules and institutions to better serve their end goals. The second thing is that some states in the international system will see China as a growing security threat. Countries such as Japan, S. Korea, Russia, Vietnam etc. 
· They argue that we are in a power transition phase, US power is diminishing and China is increasing
· China is trying to maximize its power and wants to become the preeminent power in Asiaclash with the US is inevitable in the future
· Clash with US is inevitable
· In the long term (20-30 yrs) it will occur. It is very likely to happen
· Realist optimists
· China’s FP aims are limited to Taiwan and South China Sea. China  is not a revolutionary power  Conflict with the US is not inevitable.
· China’s option as limited
· They accept that China’s power is growing but they argue that China may not behave in an especially assertive or aggressive fashion even though they are increasing their military capabilities. 
· Not all rising powers are the same, they can differ in the extent of their dissatisfaction. Not happy with the status quo. 
· There might be friction, but they are not real animosity or hostility
· China has modest limited aims 
· Chinese government may be revisionist rather than revolutionary
· Revisionist states do not pose a great threat in the international system
· They just want to achieve marginal adjustments to the status quo rather than fundamental change
· Maoist ideologies has no place in China’s foreign policy
· The Chinese care about at home and abroad is their regime. 
· Conservative power
· Happy with status quo
Liberal optimists:
· China’s interests are mostly economic. China makes active use of international institutions to promote the country’s development of global power statusmilitary conflict with the US is unlikely in the future.
· Believe that China, because of China’s economic success, China has become part of the international system in the sense that China is a part of major international institutions
· China had to agree to play the economic game by the rules
· Liberal opt believes that China is growing up
· They are far more developed than ever before
· They are using the international institutions to promote China’s growth
· Existing global trading system is valuable to china and increasingly so
· They have become a part of the global supply chain
· If they become a part of the global supply chain, the country is highly unlikely to go to war. This means that China, being a part of the global supply chain, will not go to war because they benefit greatly in the global economy. If they pursue aggressive foreign policy, it may threaten their role in the global supply chain. If they go to war against Taiwan, investors will stay away from China. Any kind of instability and war or increased tension in Asia, will make investors think twice. 
· Chinese economic interests are quite congruent with the global economic system.
· China has enthusiastically embraced and thrived in the global economic system.
· China’s export led growth. Trade has at least in the long term, had increased their lifestyle and reduced poverty. There are some losers, but in general, there are many benefits. 
· So with all these benefits, China will not want out and they will not want to stop the process.
· State power in China today, is ultimately based on sustain economy growth. Chinese Government is well aware that no major state cannot modernize without integrating into global economic system. 
· Self-sufficiency is a bad policy for a country
· No country has ever developed through an self-sufficient economy. 
· They do not want to go back to self-sufficiency because they can see the major improvements and benefits after participating in the global economy. 
· China needs continued access to the global capitalist system, but they also need the protection the global institutions provide
· The evolution of China’s foreign policy suggest that Chinese leaders recognize the advantages with their growing commitment to foreign institution and increased investments in foreign companies and increase in trade. 
· Recognize their disadvantage if they jeopardize their position
Liberal pessimists: China’s claim on the promise of continued increases in prosperity, combined with appeals to nationalism
· If economic progress falters, China will become aggressive in its foreign policy.
· China’s domestic problems
· Especially legitimacy issues
· China today is neither a totalitarian state nor a democracy. But rather an authoritarian regime of dubious legitimacy. 
· Government legitimacy comes from
· Economic benefits that the government provides to their citizens
· Not the maoist communist appeal that makes the Chinese government legitimate but their policies and life experiences that brings them legitimacy
· Problem according to the liberal pessimist is that this may not continue. Something may happen and all of a sudden, Chinese economy can come into trouble. There are weak and vulnerable zones in China’s domestic economy. 
· If China’s growth stops, people will suffer. But then what will the government do?
· The government will have to rely on policies to gain legitimacy
· They will have to rely on nationalism 
· Faltering economic progress and increased appeal to Chinese nationalism is a dangerous mixture. 
· Nationalist appeal
· Meaning more assertive FP. 
· It happened before during the first month of GW Bush. Jan 2001. 
· American spy was flying near China’s mainland and Chinese aircraft tried to stop US spy plane. The course of confrontation, the Chinese aircraft crashed. The pilot died and this caused a national sentiments to rise across China. People condemning US. Minor confrontation. Nationalist sentiments can come out of something very minor. 
· When chinese economy gets into trouble, the government will not choose democratization but it will cling to authoritarianism. 
· Even if the chinese government adopts democratization, from history, we know that it is a bumpy road. Road to democracy is full of trouble. 
· Blaming their problems on foreign powers. Scapegoating on foreign entities.
Constructivists on China
Emphasis on changes in China’s strategic culture, norms of international behaviour, and conceptions of national identity.
· Changes are results of increasing participation in international institutions of various kinds a process of socialization
Culture will be important for constructivist.
Change in culture is a change in national identity.
Perceive their national identity differently
Past belief and old fashion idea was that China’s gain is everyone elses loss. 
They now do not see it as a zero sum game. They see the current international relation as mutually beneficial and that is the basic change in their strategic culture. This is the shift in their decision making. The old fashion thinking did not disappeared, but this old fashion thinking on the zero sum game has been replaced in a great extent by a new cultural way of thinking. They may be moving towards Liberal norms and expectations regarding international behaviour.
They do not want to jeopardize their status, so they will try everything not to risk their current position. Chinese leaders are afraid of appearing to be a pariah.
This process of socialization, China doesn't want to be treated as a pariah, they want to be treated as a great country.
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