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What is international relations:

International society: 
What is it?: In the world we had individual islands of sovereignty but these islands were not connected anyhow. International society is how progressively theses states started talking to each other and how this progression created sets of rules, practices, etc. with each other. How interaction between states evolved.
How? By using rules
1- Non-intervention: when you are a state and you are interaction with another state, you should non intervene with them
2- Mutual recognition: once you recognize a state, there is some kind of recognitions back a you
3- Diplomacy:  
4- International law: formalization of these rules and practices

Sovereignty: Absolute reign and perpetual power of the state with its own borders and has equal recognition by other states. Absolute and perpetual power of the state (Gaudin)

Authority: Right to rule and obligation for the governed to accept this rule. We consent to this authority without even thinking about it.. why? Because of legitimacy

Legitimacy: authority given by consent. Ex: elections… we vote for our rulers

Power: Use of coercion to get someone to do what he would not otherwise do.

History of international society
Medieval Europe: many small states, a couple of big states but no clear boarders and boundaries

Before the nation states: 
Multiple ladders of authority

Subsequent evolutions in Europe:
Monarchies and states:
Centralization of power: kings had to fight wars with neighbors… in order to fight wars you needed more resources and it costs a lot so you had to centralize how you fight wars and to get more resources you must raise taxes. To raise taxes must govern more centrally.
Diplomacy:
Relations between states: you start developing exchanges, etc. which created diplomacy.
Secularization of authority: 
progressively, power of church diminished for reason such as corruption and rise of Protestantism and this authority became contested (church not behaving and church should) and progressively as states became bigger, alliances developed
Balance of power
Discovery of new worlds

The peace of Westphalia (1648)  war between Catholics and protestants. Basically war was about religion but mostly about state religion where a state gets to pick its own religion 
The birth of nation states… ex: Spain grants independence to the Netherlands
It’s the formal recognition of state sovereignty… principal of equalities between states
[bookmark: _GoBack]Ex: If a state wanted to be protestant, it had the right to do so.

The treaty of Utrecht (1713)  continuation of the peace of Westphalia… marks end for the end of the Spanish succession.
War trying to decide who will be next successor of Spain. 


International law:
People who inspired it: Hugo Grotius & Immanuel Kant  they tried to develop it.
Int. law goes back to the roman empire where there was a practice called Jus Gentium (right of the people).. was supposed to give a certain number of rights to individuals who would travel from one part of the empire to an other
Kant  cosmopolitanism  recognize specific rights to people traveling from one state to another … create laws  he tried to reach Perpetual peace in Europe 

Europe and the scramble for Africa (end of 19th century):
Belgium, France, Portugal, England, etc.… fighting for Africa  each gain territories of Africa 
Berlin conference 1884-1885  they split Africa by negotiation and divide them between the European powers where everyone is satisfied  CREATION OF BOARDERS so that no one contests them
Problem with boarders = creation of problems between ethnic  (African) groups as some boarders split these groups drastically.


1) Idealism vs. realism
What is a theory?  General explanation of a set of events or phenomenon’s

Why study international relations as a set of international phenomenon… why develop a field of study of international relations?
Should we study the world as it should be (idealism) or as it is (realism)  debate changing the world vs. explaining the world

First creation of the chair of Int. relations in Whales in 1918… Why?
To prevent another war
Learn from past mistakes

The aftermath of world war 1
Wilsons 14 points 
creation of international order/set of rules to retain peace
creation of league of nations (ancestor of league of noations)
open diplomacy  one of reasons for ww1 was closed door negotiations.. so make diplomacy more open

Treaty of Versailles 
France is going to have strong and sever demands towards Germany in term of WAR REPERATIONS
Makes Germany lose a lot of money and territory 
Crucial for Germany for the next 20 years as will lead to their economic crises
Eventually leads to Nazi party & WW2

League of nations
U.S does not ratify it and stays of from it.. why?
The U.S until the end of WW2 was really a power/an isolationist. 
They stuck their nose into something other than their interest

Wilson  typical example of an idealist… create diplomacy, int. policies, etc… 
All of his idea failed

Aftermath of WW2
Will prove realists right
Beginning of cold war
Containment policy advocated by Kennan (the idea not to destroy communism but to prevent the spread of communism  many wars like the Korean war  reason to make sure communism does not spread)
Realism will be used as a justification for many foreign policies

First scholars were ideally idealists but then changes to realism… realism will stay and remain the core of what international relation is today

2) Traditionalism vs. Behaviorism
Traditionalism 
People who rely in the traditional ways as we look at international relations
Ex: looking at past, history, law, philosophical ideas

Behaviorism
Adopt more of a “scientific” approach to the study of international politics… Modern ways of looking at this other than looking at history, etc.

This debate will lead to 2 directions:
Emirical (statistics)
Formal (economics)

Cuban missile crisis (1962)
USSR supplies missiles to Cuba 
U.S finds out about this event
Allison  if you want to be scientific, you cannot just focus on keened of kpurchef as it is not scientific enough… 

Levels of analysis
It means what kind of units do you look at to explain an international matter
Individual units
Human dimension, individual beliefs, perception
Domestic level
States history, culture, economic interests, 
Systemic
International anarchy, international norms
Global
Global phenomena (ex: environment, finance…)

3) Realism vs. pluralism vs. Marxism
what do we study in IR?
Should we study war and peace (Realists argue yes)
Multiple actors on the global stage (pluralism)
Economic structures and equalities (Marxism says we should add that)

Realism put a lot of emphasis on military power… what makes you a powerful state is the amount of “horses” that you have

Decolonization and its consequences
The non-aligned movement
They don’t want to pick a side between east and west in the cold war

4) Positivism vs. post-positivism
can we scientifically study IR?   

Positivism 
 the idea that there is one single scientific method. Whatever you do, the way that you do science, the tools are the same. ONE scientific method. 
Distinction facts/values  you can rely on tools that are objective
Recurring patterns in the social world  if you are a realist, you say war is a recurring pattern in the social world therefore it is normal)
We can observe and measure these patters

Post-Positivism: scientific knowledge is relative

Then end of the cold war
Nobody expected it to end so quickly and in the way it did

** There is no way to predict what can happen in this world
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The state and the international relations

Foreign Policy
“To understand the why, you need to analyze the how” (Snyder, Bruck, Sapin)

Text book  Foreign policy is the articulation of national interest and the means chosen to secure those interests …  shape its international environment according to its interest 
Means  what means do we rely on the defend this national interest
Material means/interest  economic interests, territorial expansion
Ideational  norms, values ideas

For a long time, the focus has been only about the state, what the state is doing. 

American exceptionalsim –-> if you are US citizen, many isms surround you
DEMOCRACY, CAPITALISM… US citizens have very idealistic views.

Ideas not only matter for material ideas/interests but for promoting several different ideas
Ex: US might go to another state to promote democracy

National interest  usually you think about national security as it is a priority for everyone.
How?  Usually Military power
Ex: why is us metaling with Syria? Because they know the terrorists there are powerful enough to have an affect on their (the US) territory, thus it’s a prevention. 

Rationality  maximizing benefits and minimizing costs and losses.. you as an individual are able to evaluate your different options and see which are more costly and which benefit you more

Machiavelli  How a ruler must lead. They must be ready to do whatever was necessary, such as lie, steal and even murder, to preserve their own power and the order of the state.. all about virtue
Think about your own good

1) Individual factors
Bounded Rationality
Does not work perfectly… many factors limit rationality
Complexity  no one knows what is the best move… the most rational thing to do to maximize benefits and minimize costs

Lack of knowledge  ex: Cuban missile crises.. they didn’t know much about what was going on

Crisis situation  you don’t always have the time to think as you must react (ex: a war)

Misperception  sometimes leaders just have the wrong belief for many psychological reasons

Conflicting advices  many not everyone will agree with one another (secretary general with military, etc.) thus creates conflicting advices

In the end, given the circumstances, you will take a rational decision. Again, to maximize benefits and minimize costs

2) Domestic factors
Political regime 
Level of parliamentary control  may change the level or process (ex: the executive council has a lot of control compares to others
Political culture  your mentality, how the people see the country (ex: Canada is a peaceful country, that’s what the public thinks)
Material factors  geography, military and economic factors
Electoral games

3) Systemic and global factors
Systemic  there’s no authority above the state (anarchy)
The fact that Canada is part of NATO, it has an influence on the type of decisions they will make


The Cuban missile crisis 
Bay of Pigs  1961
April 1962  US puts missiles in Turkey
October 1962  US spy planes (U2) take pictures of Russian missiles in Cuba
Crisis lasts for 14 days
First time US threatened by Russians

US had many options  the one they chose was to put a naval quarantine (prevent all Russian ships from entering Cuba) and they checked every boat for weapons/missiles.

Even though US finds out about the missiles October 14th, the public only finds out 6 days after. 

EXCOMM meeting  meeting with Kennedy and that’s when they decided to impose a naval quarantine on Cuba

Why did USSR install offensive ballistic missiles close to the Us ?
Rationalists say the soviet union wanted to fill in the strategic gap (balance threats from Easter and western block) as US put missiles in turkey

Why did US reply with a naval quarantine?
Because it was considered to be the least risky strategy (lower cost more benefit).. on top of that, compared tot other options, no casualties and it lets the USSR leave/decide what do. “its your turn (USSR) now lets see what they (USSR) will do.
Invading Cuba would’ve been risky  would’ve been considered an act of war
Bombing the missiles was too risky

Why did USSR back down
They decided to remove missiles because there was a successful bargaining between both hegemonies… US removes missiles from turkey and so does Russia from Cuba

MODEL 1: Rationalist explanation
Leaders rational  leaders can make decisions to minimize costs and maximize benefits.

Model 2: organizational politics
1) According to Allison  it is the first time that the soviet army is doing this kind of installation of missile sites outside of its territories… first time they do such a thing. Thus the Russian army followed their natural routines, as they are not used to hiding “missiles”. 

2) Allison why quarantine and not bombing?  When Kennedy asked the air force about possible options of bombing, they answered in a very standard way, they said it is not a 100% chance, based on out past experience, that there is like a 95% chance the we will be able to destroy ALL the missiles one shot. However you HAVE TO destroy one shot all of them. Thus Kennedy said that risk was too high as even if they miss 1 missile, that one missile would most probably be used and could be very destructive .

Model 3: bureaucratic politics
Allison says how every individual from every organization (navy, air force, etc.…) all had different opinions for many personal reasons.

Allison says that Kennedy feared many services  he was afraid of CIA as bay of pigs failed and that maybe they wanted to re-make that situation.

Allison  looking at the Russian side  why Kruchov acted the way he did was because he was very criticized by Russian party

**Hawks= more aggressive/attack view
**Doves= more of a peaceful view  Kennedy was more “dovish” 

Allison says that rationalists not wrong but if you want to be more scientific must add more… you must open black box and look inside it  not only look at Kennedy but the people around him

Processes and tools of Foreign Policy
Initiation 
The government
The public?
Does public opinion matter in foreign policy?

Formulation
Normal decision making 
(president could take it himself0
Vs. crisis situation
Power in the hands of the war executives

Implementation
Tools used to implement you decision/idea

Evaluation
See if your gods have been reached

Hard and Soft power
Hard Power   
Military and Economic power
Economic power  ex: economic sanctions
Military  

· Soft power  Ability to shape the preferences and influence the behavior of others via attraction rather than coercion. 


STICKS (Threat)
Military forces
Economic sanctions

CARROTS (Foreign aid)
Usually Small and middle power 

SERMONS (Use of diplomacy)
Communication
NEGOCIATION
REPRESENTATION
PUBPLIC DIPLOMACY
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Defining Global Governance
Processes and institutions guiding and controlling activities of states and non-state actors
Not about national independence  Transnational regulation
Both formal and informal
Formal: written rules (treaties, etc.) and behind it we have international organizations backing it up
Informal: it’s very vague… could be an idea. 
Ex: multilateralism: you should not decide on global issues on your own. Must talk to other states and find a common agreement
Unilateralism: when one states decides on its own

Global governance is not a world government!

Why do we need global governance?
Coordinate global linkages
On some issues, states are defact interdependent… looking at global trade, global finance, etc. defacto will have a series of linkages where states are not totally independent from one an other… We have to coordinate these linkages and interdependence that exist between us
Respond to common problem
It is a problem you can not solve on your own. Cannot solve unilaterally. Must find common solution between states (ex: the environment, war against terrorism, etc.).
Protect core values
EX: Free trade  if you want to protect it, you must cooperate

International law
Protecting the right of states and their representatives
Everything that has to do with rules of diplomacy, exchanges, etc. 
A rule of international society
Hen traveling to an other state, must respect their rules

Since WW2, international law became open to individuals/group of individuals. It created a distinctions between the state and individual, how we protect not only the state but most importantly the people within it.

R2P (responsibility to protect)
When a state doesn’t want to protect its population, an other state has the right to step in and protect them/ intervene.

ICC  International criminal court 
To prosecute leaders of genocide, terrorists, war crimes, etc.

What are international Organizations (IOS)
They are forms of arrangements/rules
Has a proper physical existence
It is formal  written rules, secretariat, budget…
Could be Governmental or non-governmental
If the organization is made up of states, it is governmental
Ex: UN, ICC, WTO
Non governmental : citizens, corporations, national NGO, 
Could be general or specified
The UN is very general, concentrates on general issues
Monetary bank very specified, has to do only with finance and nothing else.

Why do IO’s matter?
They help structure the global system
They shift the boundaries of the states control and its authority
Even though states are still sovereign, the fact they decide to create ambitious organizations contribute to removing some power from them. 
Is Global politics all about anarchy? Not anymore… they can’t do (the states) whatever they want to do.

The United Nations
It’s the continuation of the league of nations (post WW1)

The UN Security Council
Executive body
Deals with peace and security
5 permanent members  US, France, China, England, Russia
They are considered the “winners of ww2” 
10 non-permanent members
elected by UNGA
Decisions by qualified majority
Veto right of the 5 permanent + min 4 non permanent 
Binding decision
You have to commit to this decision.

Are all states equal? Technically no because if the 5 permanent members say yes, all other countries have no word of say… 

The UN Security council 
Debated (since 1990s)
Should be change wither the number of permanent members or changing those who would have the right to be permanent members?
Veto right  should we keep the permanent members but remove the amount of power they have?
The number of permanent members
Regional representation
Veto issue

REFOR PROPOSAL (those who aren’t happy about the UN system)
Group of 4 (g4)
Brazil, Germany, Japan, India
Add more permanent and non permanent members
Not so great  makes system more complicated

Uniting for consensus (UfC)
Built by states who were excluded from the G4
Propose that For each region, you would have one permanent member … 
Problem  little chances of it being adopted as not all states are allies thus many would not support each other

African Union (A4)
Try to promote a bigger representation of African states on the UN

The UN General Assembly
It’s like a big parliament of nations
Consists of 193 states
One state = 1 vote
One yearly session  the time where all leaders of the world talk in front of the general assembly
Votes by 2/3 majority
The resolutions are non-binding
Based on moral authority
Ex: biggest debate .. Israel/Palestine.. international recognition of Palestine as a state
Some UN agencies have started to recognize Palestine as a state (such as UNICEF)

How to become secretary general
Elected by general assembly but based on the recommendation of the security council

So far, all secretary generals are men, come from natural diverse countries,  pretty old, high political careers, not from powerful countries. 

Economic and social council
Sub entity of general assembly
Deals on a daily basis with what has to do with economic and social issues


Peace and security
UN peace army never worked as there were too many veto’s
In a situation where UN was still succeeding on intervening/assessing a resolution, instead of sending the UN soldiers, they would ask the states soldiers to go and deal with the issue by putting on blue helmets


Chapter 7  PEACE INFORCEMENT
try to enforce and create the peace
authorizes more forceful methods such as economic coercion and severance of diplomatic relations. Should those measures prove inadequate, the Security Council may then “take such action by air, sea, or land forces as may be necessary to maintain or restore international peace and security.”

Chapter 6  PEACEKEEPING
dealing with more low key situations… where there was a situation and you would send troops making sure that the peace settlements are being respected… to avoid a conflict from re-happening after a peace settlement.. 
that parties to a dispute should use peaceful methods of resolving disputes, such as negotiation and mediation. It authorizes the Security Council to issue recommendations, but they are generally considered advisory and not binding.

UN troop contributors
Big incentive to send troops… sending troops on UN operations is a good way to train them FOR FREE! 
Large contributors  Pakistan And Bangladesh
Many people not happy as they do not come from wealthy countries thus not so effective

Economic and Social issues
Existing since end of WW2
Has taken a new direction since cold war as there was a development in Security development nexus
if you want security, must contribute to development 
New challenges
Environment
MILLENIUM DEVELOPMENT GOAL
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Regional Integration 
 way to minimize negative effects of globalization

If we start to have some common agreements, maybe we will have some more weight globally


Non Governmental Actors
NGO’s have taken over some functions of the state

Definition of NGO
Must be NON PROFIT
Must be Related/have some to do with ECOSOSC agenda (Economic and social council of UN)
Not established by an intergovernmental agreement… members of NGO’s are not states!
Not dependent on states

Transnationalism
Come from The Third Debate (those who wanted to focus and state war and peace vs. new waves of scholars focusing on different factors ex: Marxists, etc.)
Keohane and Nye: Interactions across national boundaries where at least one participant is a non state actor

Transnational civil society (developed by Hurrel)
Self organized intermediary groups who interact between one an other (states and markets) on a global level

Transnational advocacy (coalition) networks
Global civil society networks joining efforts on an issue
They have one specific focus 
Will make campaigns, fund raisers, etc.

Epistemic communities (Hass)
Networks of professionals with recognized expertise
Ex: IPCC  Group of scientists who’ve been making sure that the Kyoto protocol has been being regulated by the member states

NGO’s are not such recent/new things… 
Oldest NGO  Red Cross… founded 1863 by Henri Dunant
Beginning of Geneva conventions
Enforced by Security council
States have to follow when fighting wars

Funding NGO’s
Sources of NGO funding:
Governments
International Organizations
Foundations (private funding)
Individuals (bill and Melinda Gates foundation)

Public funding: funding organizations or specific programs implemented by one or more NGO’s

Tools and strategies NGO’s rely on
Use of information
Spread on global communications (social media.)  big advantage/big influence
Publicizing issues
Agenda issues
Naming and shaming
You name some issues that the government hasn’t done and put the shame on them
Acting as a watchdog
Accountability


Multinational corporations (MNCs)
Also known as “transnational corporations
Looking for competitive advantages in third countries
Resources, markets, labor forces, investments
Non-governmental but for profit

They are looking to globalize the world  so companies who’s goal is to make money will explore the globe and see what place is more profitable 

MNC and taxation
If you want to attract MNC’s you want to diminish tax rates

Corporate social responsibility and public image
Celebrity image + companies = could do good to the world
Ex: the RED campaign 
Launched by BONO, Bill Gates and Owner of dell
For HIV/AIDS

Celebrity diplomacy
So is it good or for publicity
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Realism and Liberalism

Classical Realism
Why is realism so “successful”? It is very easy to understand and to apply
1948 –> Politics Among Nations (book)  Hans Morenthau
First major work of theory

1) First principal: “politics, like in general, is governed by objective laws that have their roots in human nature)
Based on human nature… if you look at individuals before states/society, were individuals are good or bad?
Humans by nature are bad 0 seek self interest and they are egoist 
Human nature is bad

2) Second principal: the stag hunt
you have a group of hunter who need to cooperate to hunt a group of stag (meat). To catch a stag MUST cooperate with many people (relies on cooperation). Suddenly there is a rabbit that passes a hunter. Thus, there is a temptation for the hunter to catch the rabbit and have meet for himself (guaranteed food). However, he knows that if he doesn’t catch the rabbit, another hunter might catch it. (creates a prisoners delema)
Scholars say that the Hunter will go after that rabbit

3) Third principal: 
The main signpost that helps political realism to find its way through the landscape of international politics is the concept of interest is defined in terms of power
the way the you define your national interest depends on the amount of power that you have as compared to your neighbors and whether your international actions will maximize the amount of power you have compared to your neighbor. Makes sure you have more power than others.

4) Fourth principal:
Rationality of state and its leader
The rationality of the state… should behave in a rational manner
Carefulness
Acting without emotions
State should not act in its own emotions. Be careful of consequences of your action
Ethics of responsibility 
NOT an aggressive behavior

Principals or realism (7)

1) The autonomy of politics
Economics left behind
Different than other major theories 
Liberalism
Marxism

2) International vs Domestic politics
Difference domestic/international politics
2 different areas
International politics matter more
Because poses a bigger threat… issues of survival… if you are not surviving, the rest does not matter

3) International anarchy
Impossible cooperation
Uncertainty (since there is no order)
Status quo state  the idea that you are satisfied by the way international order is (ex: USA.. they are satisfied with the international order as it is)
vs Revolutionist sates  not satisfied with international order (ex: China, India, Nort Korea, middle east countries, etc) 
State of war
Because of international anarchy… as a state, you always have to be ready for the possibility of war
Self-help
Not rely on others
Security dilemma  idea that since you can only trust yourself, you end up in a situation where any other behavior by another state can be interpreted as a threat

4) Statism
Sovereignty
Recognition
Non intervention

5) Rationality
States as unitary actor
Most of the time, you will look at the state as a black box. Do not concentrate on domestic actors, only look at the state as a unitary actor
Heads of state
Leaders of the state, considered rational 
Instrumental rationality
National interst

6) Power
Influence and constraint
Means or ends?
Defensive realism (power is not an end to itself. You need power to guarantee your security)
vs offensive realism (getting as much power as possible)
Measurements?
How do you measure power?  Traditionally, you look at the military. More and more realists started including economic factors (must look at issues such as trade relations, GDP, etc)

7) Balance of Power
Wars and Alliances
Make sure no state becomes too powerful compared to others. Only way to nuance negative effects of anarchy
A temporary equilibrium


The Liberal Philosophy
Developed in 17th-18th century
Reformation
Enlightment  

Main intellectual elements
Individual rationality
Liberty
Belief in progress
Possible to create peace   ….               OPTIMISTC VIEW


 Missed class (Tristan notes)

Offensive vs. Defensive realism
How much power should you look for?

Offensive realism: 
maximize power (john Mearsheimer, the Tragedy of great power Politics)
Defensive realism: 
maximize security
too much power creates mistrust
defensing is less costly than attacking
Military power has lost relevance

Neo Liberalism: Liberals who will focus on institutions

Regional integrations 
created a push towards the neo-liberl theory

Transnationalism and interdependence 
Contributed to the rise for national cooperation

Main principles (Keohanes Principles)
Robert Keohane, (After Hegemony, 1986)
Focuses on international cooperation despite the fact that the US is becoming less and less dominant as a Hegemony
US  to define international rules that would favor US 
Even with decline of US Hegemony, many instituations still stay alive
Multilateralism  what states do more and more relies on cooperation with other states

States are still the main actors of international politics
States are rational  Maximize benefits and minimize costs
Cooperation is the most rational way to maximize gains.. so cooperate with your neighbors 
Absolute gains  if both of them have more gains after the cooperation than they had before. So if both parties benefit, that’s an Absolut gain
Relative gain  If one benefits more than another
Anarchy matters but can be controlled

To understand these principles, there are important sets of ideas
PRISINORES DELEMA 
Betray partner  you’re free, he does max time
Both Confess  5 years
Both don’t say anything  1 year

What institutions do (Why Neo-Liberalist find institutions relevant)
Allow for better circulation of information, better communication between parties
Reduce uncertainty
Favor iterative games 
Advantage of having a permanent body
Promote issue-linkage
Say you take world trade organization and you ar US, and ypu have a very strong interest in agricultural trade, what you will do in WTO, talk to partners and set a lot of strict conditions because agriculture is important to us. Europe will say that ok agriculture is important to you, dairy products are important for us, and we set you with fruits we want you to set us up with dairy products

CONCLUSION: THE NEO SYNTHATSIS

NEO-LIBERLAISM AND NEO-REALISM
These two dominant theoretical ideas have gotten closer and closer to each other
Mainy common feautres 
States  Primary factor of international relations
Rationality  Idea that states are rational acors, utility maximizers  look at state as a black box
Anarchy  It exists and has an impact for realists and neo-realists (koehanes writings).
Difficult cooperation’s  because of anarchy, international cooperation is always goina be difficult

Differences
Relative/Absolute gains
Realists  relative
Absolute  Liberalists
High Politics/Low politics
High (security, foreign affairs, wars …)  Neo-relists 
Low (environment, economics)  Neo-Lib
Level of anarchy
Anarchy is less important to liberals than realists

Criticism
Issues not addressed by neo-neo debate
Inequalities, norms, etc.
A simplistic view? 
 saying that a state is rational is very simplistic
Problem solving theories  series that try to attempt a certain number of issues (dominant powers) and try to find solution.
Conservative
Status quo seeking
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Critical approaches

What do these Theories have in common
They criticize the neo-neo synthesis  on theoritcal and normative scale

… on a theoretical level
too simplistic
Do not look at construction of interests and identities 
Explanation vs. interpretation

… on a normative level (the moral implications of the choices that you make)  favors the status quo
Neo-realism and neo-liberalism are conservative
Problem-solving vs. critical theories

Robert Cox and critical theories
Came up with the problem solving theories (neo-neo)
Favor status quo
Change world for the better  understand critical approaches for the better
what theories should be about: they should not aim to find solution to the powerful

realisms self-fulfilling prophecy: to show that theoretical choices you make may have consequences on the real world  by focusing on these issues of anarchy, mistrust, etc., you will create a behavior which will enforce the actual beliefs and trust.

Marxism
IS NOT originally a theory of international relations.
It’s a social philosophy that deals with economic and domestic structures

Units of analysis of individuals  are based on Social Classes
Materialist view of history and change
The way society works is based on class struggle which opposes the means of production (owners, cpaitalists) and those who have the production forces (peasants, workers,etc)
Class struggle: means of production vs production forces.
Succession of modes of production: slavery, feudalism, capitalism
The capitalist mode of production
Bourgeoisie vs proletariat
The state is an artificial creates by bourgeois to ensure social domination
The modern state as a bourgeoisies instrument

But two elemts of international thinking
IR is relations between bourgouis classes
No national interest
Colonial conquest: a necessary thing to provoke the fall of capitalism and social revolution.
Workers need to unite against the bourgeois classes
a way to contest global class struggle

Lenin and imperialism
The relationship between capitalism and imperialism
Marxism becomes an international theory too

According to him, imperialism is NOT a good thing
Postpones final crises of capitalism
Opens new markets
Exploitation of the “periphery” by the “core”
What colonial conquest allows bourgeois class to do is to expands to new markets. Opens possibility of gaining new markets, gaining new profits. It slows down that fall of capitalism.
Why capitalism ends up falling –> capitalism will do less and less profits. Workers become poorer and poorer and they have less money to by thus accumulation of profits slows down.
Bourgeois class is looking for a way to improve its domination.

Consequences
Imperial wars between capitalist states
Capitalism becomes global
In consequence, leads to Unequal development

Dependency theory
Will develop Lenin’s idea of imperialism and global spread of capitalism

Unequal economic exchange
Primary goods (developing countries) vs. secondary goods (developed countries) 
Most developing countries, what they do is produce primary goods (meat, wood, etc.) instead od secondary goods (cars, transformed goods, etc.)
Primary goods have low added value so cost of production is pretty low where transformed good (goods that use primary goods) go for a lot more.
NOT FAIR AND UNEQUAL
Declining terms of trade
Looking at world economy, Increasing demand in secondary products
Leads to Higher prices in secondary and decrease in primary

DEPENDENCY theory
Centre-periphery relations
Apple producing iPhones in china… the goods with the added values belongs to the core states however its production relies on china
Core states  Periphery 
Core states  Periphery  Semi-Periphery
Self-reinforcing system
Wallerstein’s “world system theory”

Gramsci and neo-Marxism
Context: failure of Marxism
Ambition: offer a better view of global change
Focus on alternative elements
Ideas and discourses, civil society, powerful individuals. 
Try to focus on ideologies

Gramsci  concept of cultural hegemony
Realists who rely on hegemony is good because of the stability of the national economy. Yes, they do it for their interest however its good for everyone as they good act as “watchdogs”
Gramsci says hegemony is bad as it favors an American world.

Constructivism 
Why is it influence  because of the stress it puts on ideas.
Neo/neo concentrates mostly on material aspects/interests
Material interest
Rationality
Inability to imagine change
Focus on state actors
Constructivism 
Ideas
Interpretation
Think about change
State and non state actors

The social construction of reality
Reality is social constructive
1) collective ideas and identity shape interests.. c
Ex: The united States “exceptionalism” 
collective ideas matter
Constructivists argue that this indent contributes to shaping what the nation interest is about… contributes shaping foreign policy
2) Social facts= the social interpretation of facts
ex: guns and who carries them

The logic of appropriateness
Logic of consequences (neo/neo)
anticipated costs and benefits
rational calculation
Logic of appropriateness
Following the rules
Legitimate thing to do

**Constructivists say that welcoming refugees is the right thing to do.

Cultures of anarchy
Relists/liberals  anarchy is the upsence of international order

Wendt  to argue that it is relevant to talk about different cultures of anarchy. Anarchy is a way to interpret the world and depending on which state you are, what your relationship with other states are, your view on anarchy is different

Talks about 3  cultures of anarchy… 
Imagine you are USA
Enemy (Hobbes)  IRAN
Rival (Locke)  CHINA
Friend (Kant)  CANADA

Constructivism and Change
Why states tend to adopt similar stadarts (free trade, democracy…)
How  they propose a notion of SOCIALIZATION
How states adopt similar standards
Institutions and networks
Ex: the UN, the WTO.

Post-structuralism
The fourth debate
Can we study international politics scientifically?
How is scientific knowledge related to our own beliefs and interests?

Questions IR’s objectivity
Deconstruct concepts and theories
Show how power is produced through meaning 
Importance of language

Example  the concept of genocide
Reminder: the war in Darfur and the “save Darfur” coalition
Label a war as “genocide” has implications
Armenian Genocide  Turkey doesn’t want to recognize it as a genocide
Burundi genocide?

Hollywood pentagon (**link)  How the pentagon has supported Hollywood in the process of filming historical event… if Hollywood needed equipment or locations, they would authorize/help them.
Movies have an influence on our belief on past events.

Deconstructing the state
We believe IR is all about state sovereignty, However some critical theories show that it isn’t all about sovereignty.
The state as historical construction
Sovereignty as a contest concept
R2p and Greek Debt crisis  you have international actors who intervene in domestic factors.

Feminism
Less than 10% of the world leaders are women. Vast majority are men.

The way we analyze IR is based/relies on gender stereotypes 
Male: rationality, protection, power, independence
Female: emotion, weakness, focus on private life
We naturally think of men when we think of power
Ex: the conduct of war as a rational, non emotional behavior
Men are “more” aggressive, they don’t play with emotions
Criticism of realism’s view on the state of nature (Tickner)
Tickner  she criticizes the view of state of nature… everything that has to do with private life is a women’s role and public life the men would take care of.

Women in war
During WW2, women worked many “men jobs” while the men fought the war.
Women combats  many women fighter fight against ISIS
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Competing Approaches to War and Security

Si vis pacem, para bellum   If you want peace, just be prepared for war

The number of conflicts have tended to decrease
Conflicts have moved more towards eastern Europe, Africa, Asia
History of war is a history of permanent conflicts

The number of wars 15,000
3-4 million victims

Empirical disconfirmation (less conflicts, existence of “security communities”) 
Are major wars obsolete?

Defining War
Form of organized violence carried out by political units against each other
What is (or is not) war
Should you label the war on terrorism as a war or not 
Lots of controversies 
Is Mexican gouv. vs. Mexican cartels a war?
Mexican gouv. Says yes

Clasusewitz: The continuation of politics by other means
A rational means to an end
according to him, war is in human nature, it is part of society. In fact is in human behavior to solve conflict.

War and modernitiy
Societal evolutions
State centralization, strong ideologies, nationalism industrial revolution
Evolutions in war fighting
Mass armies, sacrifice for motherland, industrialized warefare

War often reflects what society looks like at the time… concection between war and how the society fights them
WW1  solution to trench warfare  planes and tanks
WW2  key to the conduct of the war  Submarine and nuclear weapons

War and post-modernity
Societal evolution
Information age, computer, Internet, communications netwrk
Evolutions in war fighting
Revolution is Military affairs (RMA), technologies, professionalization… ex: Drones

(Misplaced) belief in the superiority of advanced technology>


Drone strikes
Part of Obamas legacy 
He really developed this idea

Globalization and the “new wars”
Societal evolutions
Disintegration of the state, failed states, etc.
Evolutions in war fighting
Intra-states wars, mobilization of civilians, civilian casualties, low-tech weaponry
Ex: the AK 47 assault rifle
100 million in use
250 000 victims/year
Asymmetric warfare
Wars of culture and identity

Conceptions of security
Definition of security
Freedom from threat core values… you are secure when there is no threat

1) Who is the primary subject of security?
The individual?
The state
Thus, debate between National security vs. Human security
2) What kind of security?
Material interest, can be material or ideational
3) How do you guarantee it?
By cooperating with others

Realist view of security
Anarchy and self help. Permanent insecurity
Lack of trust
Relative gains
The security dilemma
Lets say you have state A and B and you fear state B is threating you, so what you do you take force and reinforce you state by buying more weapons. This sends an alarm on state B as they are afraid, thus they too will reinforce they’re military. 
Can lead to nuclear arms race

Liberal and Constructivist views of security
Power of institutions to reduce feeling of insecurity
So cooperate with others so that you do not feel insecure
“Kantian” culture of anarchy

Critical security studies
Denaturalize the link between state and security
Re-conceptualizing security
Look at non-military dimensions of security
The Copenhagen School (Buzan)
1) Political security
 security of institutions and government
2) Economic security
Everything that has to do with resources that will let you to prosper
3) Environmental security
protecting the environment.. making sure we do keep sufficient diversity to survive as a species
4) Societal security
deals with culture, you identity and values, preserving it. (the nation or specific groups within the nation)

The “securitization” thesis (Waever)
How a social or political issue is turned into a security issue though discourse and political practices
Ex: the environment: people start to fight for water in certain parts of the world
Ex: US-Mexico migration

Explaining war and peace today
Is war a rational thing?

For realists: YES
To preserve balance of power: attack of weak enemies before they become too strong
Preventive wars (Van Evera): preventive actions against non-conventional threats (terrorism)
For Liberals: NO
War is not rational economically
War is too costly

War is a rational phenomenon?
Ex: China and Hong Kong
Ex: Russia and Ukraine
Less rational from liberal prospective b/c of economic sanctions 

The democratic peace theory
Democracy’s do not fight force against each other

Kant: republican constitution and peace
1970’s: two research projects
Correlates of War (Small and Singer)
Quantitative analysis
Monadic vs. Dyadic view
Monadic view = democracies are peaceful
Dyadic view = looking at a “pair” of disputes, within democracy 

Most research is regarding the dyadic peace, that democracies do not fight one another. Very few researchers have supported the monadic peace, that democracies are more peaceful in general.
Maybe of we try to promote democracy all over the world, the world will be made only of democracy, thus since democracy’s don’t fight wars between each other, wars will disappear. 
FALSE  imposing democracies is complicated and tends to fail. 

Critics of the democratic peace
Realist criticism: stability because of Cold War balance of power

Matters of definition
What is democracy?
Substantive vs. Procedural definition
Substantive= includes more criteria  looks at issues of inequalities, treatment of minorities, economic rights…
Procedural= more restricted  you will have smaller number of democracy’s

What is a war?
Statistical measurements (ex: 1000 casualties/year)
Other types of conflicts

Democratic transition (Mansfield and Snyder)
Wars are more likely in new democracies
Diversionary theory of war
Normative criticism
Imposing democracy by force


Nuclear (non)- Proliferation

Nuclear weapons in the world
The weapon of “the rich and the mighty”
Expensive  need to invest lots of time, resources and money 
6 nuclear powers in the world
Russia, US, France, China, G-B, India.

(Non)-proliferations

The Realist argument
Deterrence
Mutual Assured Destruction (MAD)
Prevention of conventional arms race and wars
Nuclear weapon is a weapon that is not supposed to be used. If a state has a nuclear weapon, it is the best way to defend yourself and no one will attack you with conceptual means (nuclear weapons prevents wars from happening) 

Does it still work?
Yes (Waltz)
Ex: India and Pakistan… two states that are in war against each other. The fact that India is a nuclear power and Pakistan is developing it too, they do not use it against each other as they both know that they can use it against each other.
Waltz says Iran should get nuclear as in will create a Balance in middle east (they will not fear Israel anymore).
No (Sagan)
New nuclear states are less stable
Ex: What if Iran gets it and depending on it’s rationality, it decides to use it.

The Liberal argument
Contains the spread of nuclear weapons
International organizations (IAEA)
International treaties
1972 and 1979: SALT treaties
1991 and 1993: START treaties
SALT = Limiting 
START = Restricting

The Constructivist argument
It’s all bout issues of values and norms and morality

Nuclear risks
Military (misperceptions, etc.)
Civilian (accidents). Ex: Chernobyl, Fukushima…
The “nuclear taboo” (Tannenwald)
She shows that why US decision makers did not use nuclear weapon is because of morality.. so many problems/aftermath linked to these weapons.
Civil society and non-state actors. Ex: Greenpeace
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Terrorism

Issues of definition

A form of use of violence by organized groups, often non-combatants, and with views to achieve political change.

Difficult to interpret and analyze
Is it organized?

Is it legitimate?
For realists  by definition illegitimate
For liberals or constructivis
Can it bring change?


Efficiency

Can terrorism achieve political change?
Very challenging
Requires times
Requires support of the population
Requires development in the political environment

An Example of success

The Irish Republican Army in the Northern Ireland
Ireland is dived in two… They want to separate from the United Kingdom/England. 
IRA  would violently attack (Guerilla attack) (mostly bombings) for over 30 years, the British, to prevent the unification. They were against loyalists/unionists. 
1998 agreement signed  gives Northern Ireland an increase in power. 
Good Friday agreement is the agreement that separated Ireland from the UK.
IRA Would not label themselves as TERRORISTS. They would say they were a succession movement.

An Example of failure

The Liberation Tigers Of Tamil Eelam in Sri Lanka
LTTE  a secessionist movement group
Parts of Sri Lanka are populated by Tamil population. They are a different ethnic group than the rest of Sri Lanka. 
British colonized Sri Lanka and they relied on a “Minority” to rule  in this case the Tamil (who were the minority)
Other groups were not satisfied and led to Tamil wanting to separate from Sri Lanka. 
Lead to civil war and many Tamil Emigrated/left Sri Lanka 
Peace talks were failing thus decision was to destroy the LTTE group
Failed because it failed to develop its own political party and alie with other groups.

Terrorism and Globalization

Diffusion  ability to use modern technologies and development with our society
Air travel
Ex: Sky jacking

The diffusion of terrorism
1) Television news coverage
Ex: The Munich Olympics 1972
2) The diffusion of transnational ideologies
Ex: regionalism and secessionist movements (ex: Irish IRA)
3) Internet

Efficiency
Internet
Recruitment, proselytism
Diffusion of actions and messages
Modern technologies
Exploding devices
Transportation

Explaining terrorism

Four types of terrorism
Left Wing terrorism
Ex: Red Army Fraction in West Germany
Right-Wing terrorism
Ex: Timothy McVeigh in the US
Ethno nationalist / Separatist terrorism
Ex: Quebec Liberation Front
Religious Terrorism

Culture
Resisting against Western Values
Group identity / society security
The clash of civilizations? (Huntington)
But beware of simplifications!
Ex: its not always Islam against the west, can also be looked at Islam within its state

Economy
Protest against the West’s economic domination and against underdevelopment
Ex: FARCs in Columbia and the defense of agrarian interests against economic imperialism
Ex: the social origins of radicalization in Europe
Many young people are being recruited as many of them have nothing.

Religion
A rather recent form of terrorism
Defend “pure” religion against perverted or Westernized forms
Ex: Radical Islamic movements

Fearing and fighting terrorism
How real is the terrorist threat?
Since 2011, the number of deaths has really increased

[bookmark: _WNSectionTitle_8][bookmark: _WNTabType_7]Chap. 9	2016-01-12 10:11 AM

Human Rights and Human Security

Principles

Natural Law
There are a certain number of common moral standards that do no depends on society… pursuit of happiness, right of certain living standards, etc.
Common moral standards
Doesn’t depends where we live, very general principles

Liberal philosophy (ex: John Locke)
Protection of individual right by governments
The idea that some of these individual moral rights have to be protected by governments. They’re main function is the protection of these rights
Individuals give a certain authority to their government to protect they’re own rights

Natural Law + Liberal philosophy = Universalism 
Any kind of society should be based on these two ideas

Universalism and Colonialism
Debate on universalism
Maybe the problem/situation yet is that other parts of the world aren’t civilized thus the principles do not apply. Hence, colonization will implement this universalism on them.
Colonization is a necessary step for civilization

Human rights legislations

Early 20th century
Ex: International Labout Organization (1901), Geneva convention (1926), Slavery convention (1926)

First generation rights
Individual rights
Ex: freedom of speech

Second generation rights
Collective rights (socio-economic)
Ex: right to equality

Third generation rights
Right to self-determination
Right to economic and social development 

Human rights legislation

1948: The Universal Declaration of Human Rights
First major initiatives taken by the UN
USSR didn’t sign b/c there was too much emphasis on first generation rights and not enough norms that valued their view
Africa didn’t because of Apartheid
Saudi Arabia didn’t b/c people have the right to change their religion

Subsequent evolutions (TABLE 10.2 in book)

Three major trends
Multiplication of UN conventions
Transnational mobilization
Raise public awareness
Agenda-setting
Lack of enforcement


Defining Human Security

Context

The post-Cold War order
Defensive of individual rights
Individual rights become more important because of wars
Civil wars and civilian casualties 
The number of casualties who are civilian victims are very high… increased a lot since WW1
Thus, war has become not only a war between combatants

The post-Cold war ordered
Indirect casualties
Negatives externalities of globalization
Ex: The war in Darfur

The security/development nexus
1990’s: concerns for international development
See UNDP report 1994
Economic rights, food, health, environment…
Not just traditional security

Freedom from fear vs. want
Ex: epidemics and pandemics
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Understanding human security

Liberalism
Liberals will show you the roles that the UN agencies and NGOS will tackle the subject of help
Ex: fighting malaria

The realist criticism
Human security is 
too broad and encompassing
too moralistic
Neglects the role of the state
Leads to inefficient foreign policies

And the response..
What happens when a state is unable or unwilling to protect its population?
R2P

Feminism and human security

UN conventions and gender equality

Rape as a weapon of conflict 
By looking at the figures of the last few years, rape is a strategy used by military groups

Women and children as refugees
Increasing role of women combatants in conflicts
Lack of women participation in peacekeeping operations
Re-assessment of gender imbalances (poverty, inequalities…)

Women and peace operations
Only 3% if the people are women

Humanitarian interventions

Hopes that it would be the new way of dealing with international crisis’

In favor of humanitarian interventions

Legal arguments (often liberalism) 
UN Charter and principles
Protection against genocide
Cold War is the exception

Normative arguments (constructivism but not only)
Based on cases of mass atrocities (WW2, Rwanda, Serbia…)
Feeling of moral obligation has grown over time

Ex: Convention on the Punishment and the Prevention of the Crime of Genocide (1948)

MUST GO THROUGH IUN SECURITY COUNCIL… If UN security council doesn’t vote on using force, cant use it.

Against humanitarian interventions

Legal arguments 
The primacy of non-intervention (article 2(4) of UN Charter)
No formal UN authorization until 2011 (R2P)
Legally, it s very limited

Normative arguments
The hypocrisy of humanitarian interventions
Moral justification vs. mixed motivations

The inefficiency of humanitarian intervention

The empirical record

Success
Gulf War 1990-1991
Mixed
Somalia 1993
Kosovo 1999
Libya 2011
Failure
Rwanda 1994
Darfur 2004

The Responsibility to Protect (R2P)

The turning point: Kosovo in 1999
NATO humanitarian intervention without UN resolution

2001: ICISS Commission (International commission on intervention and state sovereignty)

Based on 3 pillars
1) R2P as primary responsibility of the state
2) International support to the state if needed
3) Intervention is support not sufficient

Accepted during 2015 UN World Summit

R2P is applied in 4 situations:
genocide
war crimes
ethnic cleansing
crimes against humanity

R2P and Libya (2011)

This is the most important case
In short, a guy sets himself on fire in Tunisia, sets a protest movement.
Gadhafi was Libya’s authoritarian leader who would destroy the protest movements by killing its people 
He was afraid that they would overthrow him
Thus, Libya was not protecting its population and wasn’t stopping the protests
2 solutions: 
1) 1970  economic sanctions
2) 1973  UN security council allows use of force with R2P

Conflict in Congo

Context
Key figures and developments
Around 5 million casualties
At least 200 000 women raped
176th HDI in the world
Average life expectancy: 47
“Africa’s” world war
Rwanda genocide in 1994
First Congo war in 1996-1997
Second Congo war 1998-2003
Regional spillovers, proxy wars
Biggest UN operation ever
MONUSCO, 18000 soldiers

Natural resources
If you took wealth of Congo’s natural resources, it equals the GDP of the US and Europe combines
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Thus, really rich in resources (ex: rubber, gold, diamonds, tin, copper, cobalt, etc.)

International trade and finance

When thinking about globalization, we tend to think about economic globalization

Defining economic globalization

How did we get to this economic globalization and is it new or has it been going for a long time?
Look at trade openness
The amount if exports and imports as compared to GDP
Looking at the graph, it shoes that the degree of trade openness has increased throughout time and has really accelerated in the 20th century
Look at the growing financial sector
Same trend  an increase in the 20th century, a decrease and another increase after WW2

To talk about globalization, we can characterize by 4 trends.

1) Internationalization 
Increase of economic transactions across borders
An old dimension
It’s the oldest trend out of the 4
Ex: the Silk Road
2) Technological revolution
Spread of Global communications. Shifting borders and distance
3) Deterritorialization
Multinational banks, firms, etc.
4) Liberalization
Policies in support of global open economy. 
Everything that has to do with policies implemented within this global economy.

Ex: Foreign direct investment (FDI)
the amount of money that is being invested in foreign states
Ex: repeal of Glass-Steagall Act in the US (1999)
If you were a bank, wither you were a commercial bank or an investment bank. The banks were unable to do both activities. 
Thus, government took control of the spread of economic activates!

Is economic globalization really global?

Yes  look at world map of trade economy
More and more, its becoming evenly spread out across the continents

Building the economic order

The Post World War 2 system

The Bretton Woods Conference (1944)
Shaping the post-war economic system
Principles of rules and multilateralism
Creation of several institutions
The world bank
Investments, post-war reconstruction, international development
The international monetary fund (IMF)
to insure the stability of the international exchange rate system
The dollar-gold standard
The General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade/The world Trade organizations
Liberalization of trade policies

From the GATT to the WTO

GATT’s initial mandate
Removing tariff barriers
Forum for multilateral trade negotiations
WTO
Created in 1995
159 members
Similar but extended mandate
Solving trade disputes

Ex: the “banana war” between the US and the European Union
States started to complain to the GAPP and WTO that they couldn’t get this item

1970’s oil crises and consequences

The end of the Bretton Woods system
Economic crisis in the US + Competition from Japan and Europe
US temporary tariffs on imports
End of convertibility

1973 oil embargo from OPEC countries
In 1973, there had been an attack on Israel by Syria and Egypt, which led to the start of the Yom Kippur War. The US and many western countries reinforced Israel, and as a result of their support, OPEC decided to impose an embargo on all who aided Israel. Consequently, Arab nations reduced their production by 5 million barrels per day, increasing prices by 400 percent in a short six-month period.

The neo-liberal turn (1980s-)

The Washington consensus
The answer to stagflation (stagnation + inflation)
Rising public debts becoming unsustainable
Debt crises in Latin America
Set of reforms imposed on states  Finding way to make sure states are less indebted
Cuts in public expenditures
Trade liberalization 
Privatization

From Keynesianism to monetarism
Inflation
Increase in prices
Goods become more expensive
Too much inflation is bad for economy as it creates a lot of uncertainty 
1930’s 
LOTS of inflation especially Germany
Why does it happen?
Supply & Demand  Cost increase, Demand decreases
When there is too much money circulating in your state
Psychological effect
If you think the price is going to increase, you will buy a bunch of things before prices go up
When you want to reduce inflation
1) Exchange rate policy
Playing with the value of the currency
Print money to increase dollar value
You can buy or sell your currency to exchange with foreign currency
2) Monetary policy
Deals with issue of interest rates (the price of money)
If you borrow money, you must repay the value you borrow plus some interest
Lower interest, you increase inflation as more people will borrow
3) Budgetary or Fiscal policy
Comes from Keynesian prospective
Mostly in times of economic crises, you should find ways to rebalance economic investment through taxation, etc.

Approaching IPE  LIBERALSIM< MARXISM< CONSTRUCTIVISM

Two Forms of Liberalism

Economic (neo)-liberalism 
Efficient and desirable free market
Comparative advantages (Ricardo)
Minimal role of state

Neo-liberal institutionalism (IR)
Institutions to build more or less constraining rules
A rational-choice approach

Marxism
1960’s-1970
Dependency Thoery: core vs. periphery, unequal exchange…
Calls for a “New International Economic Order” (1974) with the UN
The UN had been too much focused on issues like economy, war however there was not enough development in undeveloped countries
North/South divide

Constructivism
Dominant beliefs and ideologies about the free market
Diffusion of dominant norms
Ex: austerity (Mark Blyth)

The 2008 Economic crisis

Starts as a mortgage crisis

Confidence and moral Hazard
Situation where you agree as an individual or institution (like a bank), you take a greater risk when you know that in the end you will not be the one who will pay a heavier end to the deal.
The idea that those banks were so big that there was no way that they could fail
Bail out/Bail in

The diffusion of the crisis

The case of the eurozone
They had a booming household market and they were afraid that the same would happen to them in Europe thus everyone started selling their houses
Greece announced that it was wayyy more indebted that it actually was
No one wanted to lend them money

Limited global reforms

The role of the G20
Informal global forum (85% of world economy)
Lack of ambition
2 camps: US, UK. China, India vs France, Germany, EU
Little binding mechanisms


Climate Change

A greater political challenge
Difficult scientific consensus
IPCC (International Panel on Climate Change)

Global commons  Goods that we all have in common… belong to nobody
We need to protect these common goods however because they do not belong to you, you do not want to take care of it.

A greater political challenge. Why?
Challenges our mode of econo development and way of life
Involves many different stakeholders
Aggravates the North-South Divide

Main milestones
1992: UNFCC (“Earth Summit”)  first big UN convention
Non-Binding agreement
Principle of “common but differentiated responsibilities”
1977: KYOTO protocol
Concrete commitment  binding for states who are going to be part of it… 
ETS system (Emission trading scheme)
The fact that you could actually buy and sell rights to pollute
Annual CoP (conference of parties)
To re-evaluate the targets and needs.. making sure that these commitments are respected

The CoP 21 Paris (all states meet to discuss what the world will do after 2020 (end of KYOTO) protocol)

The challenges
Defining the post-Kyoto system
Global commitment vs. differentiated responsibilities
A legally binding agreement?
Difficult because of state sovereignty
Anyone can leave (ex: Canada)
Funding energy transition

The decision
First “global” agreement: 195 parties said yes the new UNFCCC protocol
Limit increase in temperatures to 1.5/2 degrees 
Monitor commitments and progresses
Not a binding agreement
Due to diplomatic position to USA
If its labeled a treaty, you need to get it ratifies in your state and the US would not be able to as you need 2/3 of majority and the Republicans wouldn’t agree to the binding of it
New Green Fund (100 billion $)
States promised that they would commit a certain amount to this fund
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