Chapter 1
Manuel Castells’ 4 crises that globalization produces for states
1. Crisis of efficiency (cannot manage global problems alone) 
2. Crisis of legitimacy (decisions impacting citizens made outside domestic sphere)
3. Crisis of identity (weakening of citizen identity, pull toward cultural, NGOs, etc.) 
4. Crisis of equity (increased inequality within and between states) 
States must, as a result, work with non-state actors to deal effectively with these crises.
· While capitalism has always been a global system, what is new about globalization, particularly in its economic aspects, is the way in which it compromises and reconfigures notions of political sovereignty.
An important social/cultural aspect of globalization is the set of tensions and conflicts resulting from resistance in one form or another to the secular (and materialist) tendencies of capitalist globalization. Such groups include spiritual, ecological, and traditionalist movements. Some are violent, others are non-violent
Realist theory explains outcomes in IR using the national and systemic levels. 
Marxist views focus on the systemic and global levels. 
Liberal theory emphasizes individual and national levels of analysis

Globalization a new era in world politics 
1. Pace of economic transformation so great it created a new world poltics.
2. Communications have changed the way we deal with the rest of the world
3. Now more than ever a global culture
4. World becoming more homogenous in some material and ideational areas
5. Time and space seem to be collapsing
6. Global polity emerging with transnational movements, transfer of allegiance to substate, transnational and substate bodies.
7. Cosmopolitan culture developing as more people are “think globally act locally”
8. Risk culture, people realize risk are global and not solvable unless co-operation.

Arguments against
9. Globalization is merely a word to denote the latest phase of capitalism
10. Very uneven in its effects, at times sounds like a western theory only applicable to small portion of mankind.
11. Latest stage of western imperialism
12. Not all globalized forces are good ones
13. How do we explain economic success of countries that have not adopted western values?
4 levels of analysis:
1. Individual/human dimension: variables that can affect leader’s policy choices and implementation strategies. Individuals matter, especially in crisis when decisions require secrecy or involve few actors, or when time is of the essence. The influence of individuals increases when they have a great deal of latitiude to make decisions and expertise in foreign policy.
2. Domestic sources or national attributes: factors at this level include, states history, traditions,  and political, economic, cultural and military power. Also economic wealth, demographics and more permanent elements like geographic location and resource base. 
3. Systemic factors: anarchic nature of inter. Relations might be the most important factor at this level. Individual and collective action states cope with anarchy via treaties, alliances and trade conventions – formal contracts written by states in attempt to provide order. These also decide systemic factors. 
4. Global factors: global level variables challenge notions of boundaries and sovereignty. Derive from decisions made or actions taken by individuals, states or nonstate actors, seldom traceable to actions of any one state or group of states. The internet, diffuses through the system affecting all but not belonging to any one state or actor is an example. Movement of capital by multinational banks, broadcasts on CNN and revolutionary ideas of religious fundamentalists all represent global factors that shape policy behavior. Natural condition (earthquakes, disease outbreaks, weather also impact foreign policy.
 CH 2: 
Changes in military technology change the way we fight. 
Post WW1 and WW2 differences: treaty of Versailles failed to tackle what was for some central problem of European security after 1870: A united and frustrated Germany. Treaty created new states out of former German and Austrian territories and devising contested borders. Unrealistic and utopian peace treaty that did not address real causes of war and would never be supported by victors. Great depression also weekend liberal democracy and strengthened appeal to communist, fascist and nazi parties. 
Hegemony: state has the means and the will to shape and govern international system. 
Using the Levels of Analysis for the cold war
· Individual: major leaders’ belief systems (Reagan, Gorbachev) led them to pursue cooperation over conflict 
· National: USSR’s economic system could no longer provide domestic goods and services & keep up with the US in military spending 
· Systemic: distribution of power in the int’l system shifting toward the US & Gorbachev and other reformers acted to forestall the shift 
· Global: spread of ideas (travel, education, media, pop culture) & material benefits of capitalism & democracy fueled citizen demands for change
CH 3
Realism: stresses sovereignty, only legitimate government could excersise control over its people, craft its own strategies and policies on securing national interest. No other state could interfere (peace of Westphalia). 
Based on following three assumptions
· States are only actors in inter. Relations that matter
· Policy makers primary concern is to create, maintain and increase national power, this means available to a state to secure its national interests at all costs.
· No central authority stands above the state. Anarchic nature of inter. System is essential assumption for realist thinkers and in fact, for most liberal and some critical approach thinkers.

Realisms 3 key assumptions
Statism
· Sovereign states are main actors in the int’l system
· First priority is to establish domestic power and maintain law and order
· Domestic order is a trade-off between liberty and security
· States seek to accumulate power in the int’l system 
· Once security has been established, civil society can begin.
· Power is relational and relative 
Survival
· policy maker’s responsibility is nat’l power (how a state secures its nat’l interest)
· ‘ethic of responsibility’, immoral acts may be required for the greater good (but how to weigh the consequences?)
· no community beyond nat’l borders
· survival is held to be a precondition for attaining all other goals, whether these involve conquest or are merely independent. 
Self-help
· int’l system is anarchic  security dilemma : states being insecure about own security because there is no higher power to prevent use of force
· states find it difficult to trust each other and view each other in negative light.
· cooperation is difficult because of concern about relative gains

Difference between classical realism and neo-realism:
Drive for power and will dominate are the fundamental aspects of human nature. Behavior of a state is merely a reflection of characteristics of people who comprise the state. Therefore human nature explains why inter. Politics is necessarily power politics. The reduction of realism to a condition of human nature is one that frequents in leading works of doctrine. Another distinguishing characteristic is its adherents belief in primordial character of power and ethics. Fundamentally about struggle for belonging, which is often violent.
Neo-realism: agree inter. Politics is struggle for power, but not because of human nature. Security competition and interstate conflict to lack of overarching authority above states and distribution of power in inter. System. This is key to international outcomes such as war and peace, alliance politics, and balance of power. 

What is liberalism?
As economic and social interactions crossed political boundaries, trade and immigration patterns made realist guidelines less useful to policy makers. No longer easy to engage in unilateral actions without economic repercussions. The US and its allies created a host of inter. Gov. Organizations like the UN and Bretton woods economic institutions, to manage global relations in key political and economic arenas.  The mandates of these were formed by liberal internationalism: a combo of democratic values (political liberalism), free trade markets (economic liberalism), multilateral cooperation (multilateralism), a rule based inter. Society that respects sovereignty and human rights. 
Defining liberalism: liberalism argues for human rights, parliamentary democracy and free trade, also maintaining that these goals begin within a state. 
Realism was willing to sacrifice the liberty of the citizen for the stability of the community.
From a liberal perspective, what causes war in the international system? What can be done about it?
Certain strands of liberalism see cause of war a cause of imperialism, others in the failure of the balance of power, and still others in the problem of undemocratic regimes. A free trade world would be more peaceful. Peace can be formed by regulating international anarchy by introducing global organizations that promote working together and co-operation. 
Marxism
Expansion of European capitalist system. Systems have life cycle, new ones develop. Hegemonic powers, core-periphery-semiperiphary relationship, exploitation on a global scale, semiperiphary elites benefit.

Constructivism
Seeks to understand change. Ideas are social creations. Relationships result from historical processes. Ideas can evolve, replace older ways of thinking. In the discipline of international relations, constructivism is the claim that significant aspects of international relations are historically and socially constructed, rather than inevitable consequences of human nature or other essential characteristics of world politics.
World systems theory
Some countries benefit while others are exploited. Core countries dominate peripheral, exploit for cheap labour, while periphery depend on core countries for capital. Semi-periphary are in between and strive to become core countries. Emphasises inequalities in global politics.
Ch.4
Do “small states” have any power and influence in the international system?
[bookmark: _GoBack]Small states may play a major role in regional organization, or as part of a coalition in international organization. Global factors affect both small and large states therefore giving them a role in the shaping of foreign policy of all states. Climate change for example is changing forign policy priorities in many small states. 







