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PREFACE

In a bid to standardize higher education in the country, the University Grants Commission
(UGC) has introduced Choice Based Credit System (CBCS) based on five types of courses
generic, viz. core, discipline specific, elective, ability and skill enhancement for graduate
students of all programmes at Honours level. This brings in the semester pattern, which
finds efficacy in sync with credit system, credit transfer, comprehensive continuous
assessments and a graded pattern of evaluation. The objective is to offer learners ample
flexibility to choose from a wide gamut of courses, as also to provide them lateral mobility
between various educational institutions in the country where they can carry their acquired
credits. 1 am happy to note that the university has been recently accredited by National
Assessment and Accreditation Council of India (NAAC) with grade ““A’’.

UGC (Open and Distance Learning Programmes and Online Programmes)
Regulations, 2020 have mandated compliance with CBCS for UG programmes for all the
HEIls in this mode. Welcoming this paradigm shift in higher education, Netaji Subhas
Open University (NSOU) has resolved to adopt CBCS from the academic session 2021-22
at the Under Graduate Degree Programme level. The present syllabus, framed in the spirit
of syllabi recommended by UGC, lays due stress on all aspects envisaged in the curricular
framework of the apex body on higher education. It will be imparted to learners over the
six semesters of the Programme.

Self Learning Materials (SLMs) are the mainstay of Student Support Services (SSS) of
an Open University. From a logistic point of view, NSOU has embarked upon CBCS presently
with SLMs in English / Bengali. Eventually, the English version SLMs will be translated
into Bengali too, for the benefit of learners. As always, all of our teaching faculties contributed
in this process. In addition to this we have also requisitioned the services of best academics
in each domain in preparation of the new SLMs. | am sure they will be of commendable
academic support. We look forward to proactive feedback from all stakeholders who will
participate in the teaching-learning based on these study materials. It has been a very
challenging task well executed by the Teachers, Officers & Staff of the University and |
heartily congratulate all concerned in the preparation of these SLMs.

| wish you all a grand success.

Professor (Dr.) Ranjan Chakrabarti
Vice-Chancellor
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Unit-1 o Nature and Scope of International Relations

Structure
1.1 Objective

1.2 Introduction

1.3 Meaning of International Relations

1.4 Definition of International Relations

1.5 Nature and Scope of International Relations
1.6 Conclusion

1.7 Summing up

1.8 Probable Questions

1.9 Further Reading

1.1 Objective

This unit helps us to analyze :

e  The significance of international relations as a discipline
e Understanding the nature of the subject-theory and practice
e The contours and the boundaries of international relations as a subject

e The historical evolution and changes in the discipline

1.2 Introduction

The subject of international relations is considered to be a broad field of study that discusses
issues affecting the global world order. So, International Relations is the short name for
the academic discipline of international relations. It explains the interaction between the
states in the global inter-state system and also analyses the behaviour across the boundaries
of the states and of all those institutions (governmental, non-governmental and private
institutions) that play a crucial role in these interactions.

However, International Relations was considered to be the subset of political science for a
long time. As a result of this, in most universities, the subject was not considered as a
separate subject in the curriculum but was taught as a part of the course of political science.
Moreover, the course that was taught under International Relations during the 19" and the
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beginning of the 20" century was mainly the diplomatic historyof the various countries
(but there were no systematic and regular courses on International Relations that was
conducted in the curriculum). It was only after the First World War that international relations
began to be considered as a separate academic discipline. The first university chair was the
Woodrow Wilson Chair of International Politics that formally established the discipline at
the University of Wales in 1919. E.H. Carr, C.K Webster and Alfred Zimmerman were
some of the early scholars of the discipline. The seeds of the International Relations as an
autonomous discipline were further strengthened in the post-Second World War period
and the decolonization process of the Afro-Asian countries with different universities
pursuing the subject.

In contemporary times, International Relations has become a vast subject that is
acknowledged as an independent discipline in Social Science. It requires knowledge of
international history, law, geography, economics and foreign policy—making it a widely
inter-disciplinary subject.

1.3. Meaning of International Relations

International relations as a discipline seeks to explain the interrelationship between the
states and governments. As an academic discourse, it explains how states cannot survive
as a separate, individual entity but are constantly in conflict or cooperation with one another,
driven by their national-interests. But while the primary focus of International Relations
remains understanding the relation between the states, the subject includes other themes
such as poverty, environment, human rights, ethnic identities, terrorism- issues that transcend
boundaries of nation-state thereby having global implications. Along with the various themes
that forms a significant part of the discipline, it also discusses the growing importance of
non-state actors such as non-governmental organizations (NGO’s), multi-national
Corporations (MNC’s), etc.

Therefore, the subject matter of International Relations has two significant attributes :
e Individual Academic Discipline

It was widely contested for a long period whether International Relations should be treated
as a separate academic field or should be treated as a sub-discipline of political science.
Kenneth Thompson has argued in 1952 that scholars and teachers of history and political
science did not find anything peculiar to the subject matter of international relations which
would fall under a separate category in the field of social sciences. However, in some
universities and colleges there was a dissenting viewpoint. Therefore, two views were
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prevalent according to Thompson: while some considered it to be a mere duplication of
other fields, some felt that a more integrative approach was required towards the field of
international relations. Hence, international relations traversed through various stages in
history to establish itself as a separate discipline. In the contemporary period, although it is
often introduced as a course in the political science curriculum, the academic discipline
nevertheless is considered to be an individual discipline with broad subject matter.
Specialized courses on theories and area studies in IR are taught in various universities in
India and abroad.

e Inter-disciplinary in Nature

Contemporary International Relations is not confined to studying the causes of war and
peace affecting the nation-states but is concerned with wide set of actors and multiplicity
of issues that have a world-wide impact. With the growing inter-connectedness amongst
the societies, events of one place affects the societies across the world. Hence, most of the
issues that are studied under the rubric of International Relations is truly global in nature
affecting everyone. Given the wide range of issues that it covers, International Relations
has become a much more complex subject cutting across the boundaries with other subjects
in social sciences such as law, history, economics, geography and sociology. It seeks to
address a variety of issues-legal, cultural, societal, economic, scientific-technological and
strategic. Therefore, the study has come a long way and encompasses a wide range of
International Relation’s basic themes-such as war and peace, inter and intra group conflicts,
development and integration, environmental, human rights, cooperative harmony, etc-
thereby having an inter-disciplinary nature-analyzing how the domestic and international
politics unfolds and interacts with one another.

1.4. Definition of International Relations

International relations have evolved gradually over the years. As an academic discipline
International Relations has acquired new dimensions. As a result, it has been very difficult
to pin-point one single definition of International Relations. Experts of the discipline has
defined the subject from their own perspective.

Moreover, International Relations have often been used interchangeably with the terms
international politics and world politics. This has often created confusion among the authors
as the discipline is constantly growing and its scope shifting, overlapping with other fields.

Some of the well-recognized definition of International Relations as provided by the leading
scholars of the discipline are as follows :
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A more state dominated definition has been provided by Hans J Morgenthau who has used
the term International Politics and defined it as “International Politics include analysis of
political relations and problems of peace among nations...it “is struggle for and use of
power among nations”. His definition mostly addresses the problems of power and peace
amongst the nations.

Frankel provides a comprehensive definition as he considers the foreign policies of all the
states in their mutual interaction as well as in their interaction with the international system
as a whole, with international organizations, and with social groups other than states, the
operation of the international system and also the domestic politics of all the states.
According to Quincy Wright, International Relations includes “relations between many
entities of uncertain sovereignties” and that “it is not only the nations which international
relations seek to relate. Varied types of groups-nations, states, government, people, regions,
alliances, confederations, international organizations, even industrial organizations, cultural
organizations, religious organizations-must be dealt with in the study of international
relations, if the treatment is to be realistic” According to Jackson and Sorensen, “at one
extreme the scholarly focus is exclusively on states and inter-state relations; but at another
extreme International Relations includes almost everything that has to do with human
relations across the world. Therefore, International Relations seeks to understand how
people are provided or not provided, with the basic values of security, freedom, order,
justice and welfare”.

Keeping these diverse definitions in mind, it can be summed up that International Relations
Is a separate subject matter that deals with the interrelationships of the various states of the
world, issues of war and peace,non-governmental organizations, international organizations,
disarmament, alliance formation, human rights, climate change, terrorism and the whole
international system. As Palmer and Perkins have put it, “International Relations is the
objective and systematic study of international life in all its aspects”. They further claim,
“It encompasses much more than the relations among nation-states and international
organizations and groups. It includes a great variety of transitional relationships, at various
levels, above and below the level of the nation-state, still the main actor in the international
community.”

1.5. Nature and Scope of International Relations

As the discipline of International Relations evolved, the subject matter has broadened. As
a matter of fact, the definition of International Relations itself highlights how the nature
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and scope of the discipline has widened. Today, International Relations is considered as a
branch of social science that is concerned with relations among nations and other issues
like non-state actors, international political economy, international security, foreign policies
of major powers, globalization, international terrorism, international environment, and
area studies. This is indicative of the fact that IR has become vast today, unlike earlier
times when International Relations was mainly concerned with nation-states and their
interactions.

The controversy that the modern international relations faced since its inception was
regarding its status as an independent academic discipline. Some scholars were unwilling
to recognize it as a separate, autonomous academic discipline, and thought it to be largely
dependent on subjects such as political science and history. The controversy that existed
for almost four decades, till the 1960s, seems to have died down with International Relations
getting the recognition of an independent academic discipline. For an autonomous academic
discipline to thrive, a systematic body of theory, appropriate methodology, and a distinct
subject matter is a necessity. In today’s time International Relations is capable of meeting
these criteria to exist and flourish as an autonomous discipline. Over the years, interactions
between International Relations and other social science disciplines have increased thus
helping it to emerge as an autonomous discipline with a distinct set of theories, methodology,
and subject matter. Analytical and empirical methods are being used for theory building in
International Relations. For example, Idealism and Neo-Liberalism is the result of the
analytical study, and Realism and Neo-Realism are the result of an empirical study.

Following are some of the basic themes that International Relations focus upon :
1. Nation-states and their relations

The functioning of the nation-state system and their relation amongst each other forms the
core subject matter of International Relations as a discipline. The problem of conflict and
cooperation between states and the formation of alliances continues to remain the primary
subject matter of the discipline.

2. Role of the Non-State Actors

Apart from focusing on the activities of the State, International Relations also deals with
the non-state actors which play a crucial role at the international arena. Non-state actors
like the multinational corporations (MNC), international non-governmental organizations
(INGO), and the inter-governmental organizations (IGO) exert considerable influence in
today’s international relations. So, these non-state actors are important ingredients of the
study of contemporary International Relations.
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3. International Organization

The role of national and international organizations in international relations is no less
important. UN and WTO are some of the most significant actor of International Relations.
It also must not be forgotten that League of Nations played a crucial role in the growth of
International Relations during the First inter War period. Similarly, how UN has played a
crucial role in maintaining international peace through its various initiatives is an important
aspect of the discipline. The non-governmental organizations are crucial factors in
contemporars International Relations. Various expert organizations, such as UNESCO,
the International Labor Organization and their activities form part of the subject matter of
International Relations.

4.  Foreign Policy

Studying the foreign policies of major powers constitute important subject-matter of
International Relations because these powers are the driving force in international relations.
When the balance of power system was prevalent, the study of foreign policies of major
European powers was considered important. In contemporary International Relations,
particularly in the post-cold war order, analysing foreign policies of the US, China, Russia,
Japan and India may be useful as these states have become the important power in a
multipolar world order in recent times.

5.  Environmental Problems

Environmental issues have now assumed greater significance within International Relations
than ever before because industrialization and technological progress have enhanced
concerns for environmental safety all over the world. Environmental issues have made
states across the world highly interdependent today because carbon emissions from industrial
plants in one part of the world may affect other parts; or shortage of river water in a state
may lead it to war with its neighbouring states. Issues of climate change have emerged to
be an important area of study in International Relations from the 1990s. To deal with this
issue, the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change (FCCC), Kyoto Protocol in
1997, the Paris Agreement on climate change, etc, have been initiated.

6. Role of People

From focusing upon states, there has also been a shift towards considering human being as
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an important actor within International Relations. Issues associated with human rights,
gender rights, war have become part of the scope of International Relations.

7. Issues of Third World

While International Relations had always been Eurocentric, since decolonization, there
has also been a demand to address the issues of Third World. Third World issues have
became an important area of study. The growing role of non-aligned countries in building
new international systems, easing tensions between the East and the West, disarmament,
North-South dialogue etc. is significant.

8. International Terrorism

International peace and security are closely related to this issue. Terrorist activities involving
citizens of more than one country and having transnational impacts constitute an important
area of study in International Relations. It is also referred to as ‘cross border’ terrorism.

9. International Security

Security has always remained the primary concern of nations-tates. The concern for security
had led to war and peace in the past, and would continue to promote these in the future. A
peaceful international order is always linked to the notion of international security that
includes, among others factors, non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, and
reduction of tension among states. Studies on war and peace and strategic studies constitute
important part of the subject matter of International Relations.

10. Globalization

This primarily refers to economic activities which have serious impact on political and
social spheres. With the ascendance of neo-liberal economy since the early 1980s, the
term globalization has assumed increasing popularity and usage, and become significant
in the study of International Relations. Globalization became an important area of discussion.

1.6 Conclusion

Therefore, International Relations is a constant evolving subject that established itself as a
separate branch of study. While before the First World war, the discipline had a regional
character i.e. limited to the study of the diplomacy of specific regions, the study branched
out as an autonomous discipline after the war. The subject further concretized after the
Second World war. As the subject transgressed through the various phases in history, the
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nature of issues also changed. From state centric study, the subject gradually became more
global in nature dealing with multiplicity of issues and events. So, the scope of International
Relations suggests that it is consistently changing as a discipline.

1.7 Summing Up

e Thereisahistorical and social reasoning behind the growth of international relations
as an academic discipline. Earlier it was considered to be a part of political science in
the Social Science curriculum. The contemporary international relations is considered
to be an independent academic discipline.

e International Relations appeared as a structured and comprehensive academic
discipline after the First World War; and as a separate branch of study, the subject
was offered in European and American universities from the 1920s. The year 1919
was an important marker as it saw the establishment of the International Relations
Department at the University of Aberystwyth.

e Traditionally International Relations had a state-dominated approach and most of the
studies were confined to explain the problems associated with the state. Contemporary
International Relations is broader in its scope and includes a wide range of themes
and actors : the NGOs, transnational corporations, issues of terrorism, human rights,
environment, disarmament, etc.

e The world has become ever connected than before and the situations of the world is
constantly changing. As a result, International Relations has become a multi-
disciplinary and dynamic subject.

e The study of International Relations as a discipline developed significantly after the
Second World War. With the process of decolonizationand the appearance of new
states in Asia, Africa and Latin America and rise of nuclear and military installations,
contemporary international politics assumed a new dimension after the war, a period
when International Relations as a discipline progressed significantly.

1.8 Probable Questions
Essay Type Questions

1)  What is the meaning of International Relations? What are its attributes?
2)  Analyse the nature and scope of the discipline of International Relations.

3) Explain the reason behind the growing importance of International Relations.
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Short Questions

1)  Explain the role of First World War in the development of International Relations as
a discipline.

2) How did International Relations spread across universities?

3) Analyse the changes that have been brought by the decolonization of the Afro-Asian

countries in the development of International Relations.

Objective Questions

1)
2)
3)
4)

When did the International Relations establish itself as a separate discipline?
Write the full from of ‘MNC"’.
When was Kyoto Protocol was signed?

Who is the author of the book “Politics Among Nations?”

1.9 Further Reading

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)
6)

Jackson Robert and George Sorensen, Introduction to International Relations-Theories
and Approaches, UK: Oxford University Press, 1999

Baylis John, Smith Steve and Owens Patricia, The Globalization of World Politics:
An Introduction to International Relations, UK: Oxford University Press, 2020

Kegley, Charles William and Blanton, Shannon Lindsey, World Politics: Trends and
Transformations, Boston:Cengage Learning, 2010-2011

Palmer, Norman D., and Howard C.Perkins, International Relations-The World
Community in Transition, India: AITBS Publishers, 1997

Goldstein, Joshua S., International Relations, New Delhi: Pearson Education, 2006
Ghosh, Peu, International Relations,India: Prentice-Hall of India, 2016



Unit-2 o Emergence of International State System

Structure

2.1 Objective
2.2 Introduction

2.3 Overlapping History of International Relations and the growth of International
State System

2.4 Thompson’s Stages of Development of International Relations
2.5 The Great Debates in International Relations

2.6 Conclusion

2.7 Summing up

2.8 Probable Questions

2.9 Further Reading

2.1 Objective

After going through this Unit the learners will be able to—

e  Grasp the changing nature of inter-state relations

e Analyse the entangled histories of International Relations and the rise of the
international state system

e Discuss the different stages which are associated with the rise of the international
state system

e Explain the different theoretical debates in International Relations

e Trace how the multidisciplinary nature of International Relations is rooted in the
various phases of its development in the world history.

2.2 Introduction

International Relations is often considered to be one of the youngest social science
disciplines that came into being after the First World War in Britain.The purpose of this
overview has been to explain how the evolution of the discipline of International Relations
is closely associated with the history of the rise of the state-system. Hence, the evolution
of International Relations has passed through different stages — the pre—Westphalian Treaty,
the pre-World War era, the Cold War Period and the post-Cold war period. With the changing
dimension of the nation-state system and the consequent reallocation of the international
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system, International Relations also advanced as a subject. The journey of International
Relation’s growth as a subject therefore, is related with the intertwined history of the
growth of the modern state system.

The growth of International Relations is intrinsically linked with the emergence and rise of
the modern state system. This also give a very Eurocentric notion to International Relations
since the subject grew along with Europe’s development of the modern state system.
However, this progress is not an upright linear phenomenon. Several incidents of religious
wars that coincided with each other led to the Thirty and the Eighty Year’s war in Europe.
The Peace Treaty of Westphalia of 1648 not only concluded and settled these wars but it
also played the founding stone in the emergence of the modern state system. Westphalia
marked the transition from the dark medieval period of Christianity to that of the modern
rationality and reason. It ensured that the state system was not ordained by God or Nature
but is a historical institution. It also established the concept of territorial sovereignty which
formed the basis of formation of modern state system. The concept of state sovereignty
became the primary factor in studying International Relations. The history of modern Europe
was the is a history of political and economic conflict and warbetween its sovereign states.
As Tilly mentioned, States made war, and war made and unmade states. This mapping and
remapping of the state system had a bearing on the development of International Relations.
This entire period of the European wars is beset with the theme of war, annexation and
domination-the themes central to the formulation of International Relations as a subject.
Jackson and Sorenson argue that International Relations theorists have acknowledged states
and the state system to be the central point of the study. Even theorists who seek to get
beyond the stateusually take it as a starting point: the state system is the main point of
reference both fortraditional and for new approaches.

2.3 Overlapping History of International Relations and the growth
of International State System

The core of International Relations has to do with issues concerning the development and
change of sovereign statehood in the context of the larger system or society of states.
Traditionally International Relations goes back to the sixteenth and seventeenth century
Europe. The changes that were brought about in the sixteenth and seventeenth century laid
the foundation for statecraft and diplomacy. For the longest of time, it was believed that
there was a major change in the nature of politics after the Middle Ages. Before that, in the
medieval period, there was no conception of the State and hence, it was difficult to
conceptualize International Relations during this phase. Medieval Christendom was more
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like an empire than a state system. States existed, but they were not independent or sovereign
in the modern meaning of these words. There were no clearly defined territories with
borders.

Hence, this view stressed upon the role of Peace Treaty of Westphalia as a break from the
past that led to the emergence of the international state system. The development of modern
state introduced qualitativety different approach to politics. The various wars in Europe
and the transition from “medieval” to “modern” state system became a turning point of
discussion. While International Relations developed as a subject after the First World War
in the early twentieth century, but the Treaty of Westphalia in 1648 was nevertheless a key
juncture in the process of growth of International Relations as it led to the emergence of
the international state system based on the notions of sovereignty. States became an intrinsic
part of discussion in the study of International Relations. Scholars gradually began to
analyze why does the States behave in a certain way that leads to conflict and wars. It was
realized that through the inter-State relations states seek to realize their interest. The
discipline of International Relations thus began with the purpose of preservation of peace
and avoidance of war. While International Relations seemed to have established itself with
the rise of the modern state and the notion of sovereignty, there was a constant quest to
analyze the wars and the question of establishing peace, specifically after the First World
War. As the study flourished from pre-Westphalia to Westphalia, Westphalia to Second
World war and Cold War to Post cold war order, we see that several other components get
included in the scope of the discipline (role of NGOS, MNCs, climate change, etc). Hence,
International Relations has grown gradually over a course of time since the birth of the
international state system to the present times-becoming much more global in its scope.The
growth was not coherent but rather the growth was complex in nature. Ashworth argues
that there are three interlocking periods :

1)  Afirst phase from Renaissance where there were no specific international writers but
the nature of international was explored as part of study of politics and statecraft.

2) A period less than a hundred years between 1880 and 1950 when the international
begins to be studied in its own right but no specific intellectual International Relations.

3)  Athird phase that has roots in the inter-war world, but does not really gather a full
head steam until after 1950, when International Relations becomes a university-based
field that eventually was captured by Political Science. It was in the last phase when
International Relations becomes a predominantly not exclusively American Social
Science.
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2.4 Thompson’s Stages of Development of International Relations

Kenneth Thompson in late fifties has described the following four stages in the growth of
International Relations as a discipline.

e  Stage I: The Historical Approach

Stage Il: The Current Events Approach

Stage I11: The Legal Institutional Approach or the Law and Organization Approach
Stage IV: The Theoretical Approach

Stage -1: The Historical Approach:

The first stage of the evolution of the subject runs upto the end of the First World War and
was dominated by diplomatic historians. More emphasis was laid on historical analysis
rather than on the political study of international events. International Relations was
presented only in a descriptive and chronological manner without developing any principles
from the historical facts. Hence, this historical approach could not develop a theoretical
core for the discipline.

e Stage-ll: The Current Events Approach:

The First World War focussed attention on the inadequacy of diplomatic approach. Two
new approaches emerged simultaneously. One was the Current Events Approach. Emphasis
was laid on contemporary issues rather than on history. It emerged after the end of First
World War focusing more on the current affairs. It interpreted the immediate importance
of current developments and problems. This approach also lacked an integral understanding
of International Relations as it only focused on the present neglecting the past.

e  Stage I11: The Legal Institutional Approach or the Law and Organization Approach:

The third stage emerged simultaneously with the second stage. It began during the inter-
war period when there occurred a paradigm shift from the historical and contemporaneous
to a idealistic-legalistic approach. Scholars pressed upon a war-free world order and
suggested creation of organizations like League of Nations. This stress was inspired by the
belief that international community would be able to create institutions by which all
international problems would be resolved. Shocked by the suffering inflicted by the First
World War, the scholars adopted an idealistic outlook which focussed attention upon the
task of reforming international relations by institutionalizing these through the development
of international institutions like the League of Nations, and by the codification of the rules
of International Law. However, this approach was too idealistic and ignored the hard realities
of international life.



22 NSOU e CC - PS-07

e Stage IV: Theoretical Approach:

The fourth stage commenced after the end of the Second World War in 1945. There was a
shift from merely praising or condemning different states’ behaviour to discover the causes
behind such behaviour. The breakdown of the international order with the outbreak of the
Second World War led to challenging the previous approaches and search for a new approach
to study International Relations. The emphasis was now more on understanding the
behaviour of states as an actor of international system. This shift in international relations
in the fourth stage was the outcome of decolonisation, emergence of new nation-states,
rise of new universal values, demographic change etc. This shift gave birth to the Realist
school which believed that power was a means, as well as end in itself. International politics
was nothing but a struggle for power. Morgenthau became its chief proponent. EH Carr’s
book in Twenty Years Crisis provided the realist analysis on the basis of power.

e Stage V: Scientific Approach:

The fifth stage started from the 1960s when international organisation, trans-national
institutions and multinational corporations were added to the study of International
Relations, which resulted in the coming of Neo-liberal school of thought. Neoliberalism in
1970s reflected the ongoing international economic exchange. It formulated complex
interdependence in International Relations and introduced transnational relations, economic
interdependence, security communities and international organizations and the broader
concept of international regimes. Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye emerged as its chief
proponents who stressed upon interdependence, security communities, transnational
economic cooperation and creation of an international regime.

These changes resulted in increased intervention by the US in the affairs of Third World
countries to fulfil her own economic interests. This further widened the gap between the
world’s rich and poor countries leading to North-South conflict and thus generating new
debate on the global political agenda. Thus, for the first time, in this stage, the South
demanded the establishment of a New International Economic Order (NIEO) which became
a subject of analysis in international relations. The concepts of neo-imperialism, neo-
colonialism, structural violence, international political economy, peace and other alternative
movements became the part the International Relations discourse.

e Sixth Stage:Contemporary Approach:

The sixth stage or the contemporary stage through which International Relations is passing
today presents an effort at modernizing the classical and scientific approaches. It may be
counted from the late 1970s to the first half of 1980s. In this period, the efficacy of detente
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was questioned and “New cold war’ emerged which changed the whole scenario. On the
one hand, the Soviet Union intervened in Afghanistan, on the other, US President Reagan
threatened the world by talking of star war programme. The whole world raised concerns
on the issues of the environment and ecology. Hence, ecological and environmental issues
now became the dominant subjects of international relations. In the same period, Kenneth
Waltz formulated the neorealist theory and transformed the abstract principles of classical
realism with a more concrete theory of realism making it more acceptable and much closer
to a scientific study of international relations. The neorealist theory argued for managing
and manipulating the new cold war in the 1980s. With the emergence of the steady process
of multi-polarisation, the scholars of the United States especially showed interest in third
world countries. Area studies were undertaken by different universities in the US and
Britain. In many cases, for field data researchers were sent to the third world countries. But
the Western theories of international relations were challenged by the scholars of the third
world countries. They questioned the relevance and suitability of these theories to the
underdeveloped countries which constitute the two-thirds majority of the UN membership.

e  Stage VI: Post-Positivism

The seventh stage began in 1985 with Mikhail Gorbachev’s new political thinking, which
recognised “balance of interests” in place of the balance of power, co-operation instead of
confrontation, disarmament in place of armament, internationalisation instead of
nationalisation and détente in place of cold war.” With the advent of this ‘new political
thinking’, international relations entered into a new era putting emphasis on peaceful
coexistence and equal security for all. At first, the US is suspicious about these new moves,
but later on, it responded positively to this ‘new political thinking’. During this period, as
the realist and liberalist debate faded away, the post-mordernists came to the scenario.
Post-modernists or reflectivists argued that norms and regimes could not be studied in a
positivist framework based on objectivity, but has to be analysed as an inter-subjective
phenomenon. This new trend in the 1980s was known as post-positivism. It contained four
major currents: critical theory; post-modern Marxism; post-modernism and post-modern
feminism.

e Stage VIII: Democratizing International Relations

The eighth stage began with the disintegration of the Soviet Union. The supremacy of the
US paved the way for the unipolar world as it remained the only superpower. There were
efforts by the other countries such as major European powers, China, Japan, India to create
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a multipolar world order. The Post-Cold war era indicated a trend towards the process of
democratizing International Relations.

2.5 The Great Debates in International Relations

The above stages are characterized by four significant theoretical debates in International
Relations :

1)  The First Major Debate : Utopian Liberalism/ Idealism vs. Realism (1930s and 1940s):
The First Great Debate was also known as the Realist-1dealist Debate and took place
between 1930s to 1940s. Realists focussed upon the anarchical nature of international
politics and the need for the state while the ldealists focused upon international
institutions such as the League of Nations.

2) The Second Major Debate : Traditional Approaches vs Behaviouralism (late 1950s
and 1960s) : The second debate was a dispute between scientific International Relations
scholars who sought to refine scientific methods of inquiry in International Relations
theory and those who insisted on more historical/interpretist approach to International
Relations. This debate is also known as realist vs behaviouralists or traditionalists vs
scientism.

3) The Third Major Debate : Neorealism/Neoliberalism vs Neo Marxism (late 1960s
and early 1970s) : This phase was also known as the inter-paradigm debate and referred
as the Third Great Debate. This was a debate between realism, liberalism and radical
international relation theories.

4)  The Fourth Major Debate : Positivism vs Post-Positivist methodologies (late 1980s
and 1990s) : This is a debate between the positivist and the post-positivist theories.
The key proponent of this debate was Robert Keohane. This can be considered as an
epistemological debate and how can we know things rather than focusing on
ontological argument.

2.6 Conclusion

State is the principal actor in international relations. The origin of the state system had a
significant bearing on the growth of International Relations as a discipline. Although,
historically the growth of International Relations as an academic field of study emerged
after the world war, the birth of the discipline is associated with the end of the Medieval
period of religious wars in Europe that ultimately led to the birth of the modern state based
on sovereign boundaries. Hence, the birth of the state system led to the birth of International
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Relations as it laid the foundation to study statecraft and diplomacy. Since then, the quest
has been to study war and peace amongst the state. As a matter of fact, as the conflicts in
Europe consistently broke out from time to time, the urge to study the state system only
deepened. This got entrenched after the First World War that led to the establishment of
the discipline as an autonomous subject. Before this, although international state system
influenced the study, International Relations was mostly fused with other social sciences,
especially history. It can be seen that after the First World War, the boundaries of the
discipline only broadened and became much more multifaceted in nature. As it passed
through several stages, there seemed to be a widening of the issues that it dealt with and
also, raised a number of debates.

2.7 Summing up

e It was the development of the modern state that gives form to what is called as
International Relations today. International Relations as a field is the product of the
constant mapping and remapping of the concept of the state in the international
landscape.

e The emergence of a system of states is the product of the downfall of the old order,
usually dated to the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries; the Peace of Westphalia which
ended the Thirty Years War in 1648 is often seen as a convenient starting-point for
the new order.

e  While International Relations evolved as a separate field of study academically in the
early twentieth century after the First World War, the laying out of a separate politics
of statecraft and diplomacy took place in the sixteenth and seventeenth century.

e Since the birth of the modern international state system, we see International Relations
constantly evolving and emerging to be a separate field of enquiry.

e Thompson argues about four stages of growth of the discipline. It was however
perceived that there is total eight stages of the growth of the discipline from its historical
origin to the present, dealing with multiplicity of issues. Many Scholars argue that
International Relations is currently in the sixth phase of transition.

e These stages are charactrised by the Great theoretical Debates of International
Relations : Utopian Liberalism/Idealism vs. Realism, Traditional Approaches vs
Behaviouralism, Neorealism/Neoliberalism vs Neo Marxism, Positivism vs Post-
positivist
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2.8

Probable Questions

Essay Type Questions

1)
2)

What is international state system and how did it come into being?

Explain the overlapping histories of International Relations and the international state
system.

Short Questions

1)

2)
3)
4)

What is the importance of the historical approach in the growth of International
Relations?

What is the significance of the modern state system in International Relation’s history?
What is the Post-Positivist turn in International Relations?

Explain the difference between the medieval and the modern state system in Europe.

Objective Questions

1)  When was the Treaty of Westphalia signed?

2) How many stages of the growth of International Relations are identyfied by Kenneth
Thompson?

2.9 Further Reading
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3.3 The State system of Ancient Greece
3.4 Structure of Europe in Pre-Westphalia
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3.6 Conclusion

3.7 Summing up

3.8 Probable Questions

3.9 Further Reading

3.1 Objective

After going through this unit learners will be able :

e  Explain the nature of the world order before the Treaty of Westphalia

e  Analyze the state structure that existed in the sixteenth and seventeenth century in
Europe

e  The structure of feudal society in Europe
e Understand the religious wars in Europe

e  Power dynamics of the Holy Roman Empire

3.2 Introduction

It has been argued that the Treaty of Westphalia which brought an end to the Thirty Years’
crisis and the Eighty Years’ crisis is a watershed moment in the history of International
Relations as it led to the establishment of the modern international state system.
Subsequently, it is considered that gradually the impetus for studying the ‘international’
intensified: the First World War acted as catalyst that encouraged greater interest in
international affairs and also created institutions at the global and at the domestic level,
thereby fostering the study of International Relations.

The rise of the sovereign statehood in the Treaty of Westphalia in 1648 is often treated as
the origin of International Relations; however, it is significant to understand that the idea
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of the state was a long drawn historical process. Hence, although scholars of International
Relations see a clear break from the past that led to the new international system
(Westphalian system), the idea of the growth of the state system was not born all of a
sudden in 1648 but was a complicated process of development. It was the product of the
changes that were going on during the sixteenth and seventeenth century Europe bearing
the seeds of statecraft and diplomacy. Hence, for the evolution of the international state
system it is necessary to understand : (i) how did the medieval Europe looked like (ii) the
profound changes that Europe went through during the Medieval period specifically in the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries that led to the rise of the sovereign state system under
the Westphalian Treaty (iii) what were the early traces of the seed of the state system that
could be seen during this phase of transition in Europe (iv) the nature of the religious wars
in Europe and the shifts in balance of power. The operation of these multi-faceted changes
culminated in the Peace Treaty of Westphalia.

3.3. The state system of Ancient Greece

The first relatively clear historical manifestation of a state system is that of ancient Greece
(500-100 bce). However, it was a system of many city-states. They were far smaller in
population and size than most modern states. Greek intercity relations involved distinctive
traditions and practices, but they lacked the institution of diplomacy, and there was nothing
comparable to international law and international organization. Athens was the largest and
most famous, but there were also many othercity-states, such as Sparta and Corinth. Together
they formed the first state system inWestern history. The Greek city-states were facing the
problem of managing conflicts between them- the conflict between Athens and Sparta was
a significant aspect of international relations that highlighted the issue of power and
powerful.

It was on the basis of this power index that the Roman Empire began to prevail over the
Greek city-states. Therefore, the ancient Greek state system was eventually destroyed by
more powerful neighbouring empires, and over time, the Greeks became subjects of the
Roman Empire. The Romans developed a huge empire in the course of conquering,
occupying, and ruling most of Europe and a large part of the Middle East and North Africa.
At its height, the Roman Empire extended from northern England (Roman Britain) and the
lower Rhinein the northwest, to Damascus and Jerusalem in the southeast, surrounding
the entire Mediterranean Sea and reaching across North Africa. The Romans had to deal
with the numerous political communities that occupied these areas, but they did that by
subordinating them rather than recognizing them. Instead of international relations or quasi-
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international relations, under the Roman Empire the only option for political communities
was either submission to Rome or revolt. Eventually, those communities on the periphery
of the empire began to revolt. The Roman army could not contain the revolts and began to
retreat. On several occasions, the city of Rome itself was invaded and devastated by the
‘barbarian’tribes. In that way, the Roman Empire was finally brought to an end after many
centuries ofpolitical success and survival.

Empire was the prevalent pattern of political organization that gradually emerged in
Christian Europe after the fall of the Roman Empire. Rome’s two main successors in
Europe were also empires : in Western Europe, the medieval (Catholic) empire based at
Rome (Christendom); in Eastern Europe and the near east, the Byzantine (Orthodox) empire
centred on Constantinople or what is today Istanbul (Byzantium). Byzantium claimed to
be the continuation of the Christianized Roman Empire. The European medieval Christian
world (500-1500) was thus divided geographically most of the time into two politico-
religious empires.

3.4 Structure of Europe in Pre-Westphalia

There were no clearly recognizable sovereign states before the sixteenth century. The
medieval Europe in the sixteenth and seventeenth century was feudal in nature. The
feudalism flourished in Europe between the 9" to 15" centuries and it became the main
determinant of the structure of relationships on which the society was established. Prior to
the Peace of Westphalia, most of the polities in Europe were ruled by an Emperor, a leading
clergyman or a feudal lord.

The medieval Europe came under the influence of western Catholic Church.
The Church exerted a powerful influence on all aspects of life in medieval Europe. Indeed,
such was the Church’s place in European society that medieval Europeans defined
themselves as living in “Christendom” — the realm of the Christians. Birth, marriage, death
which were the significant aspect of life came under the Church’s control. Education was
dominated by churchmen, and most medieval scholars in Europe were members of the
clergy. The members of the clergy wereoften senior advisers to the kings and other secular
rulers. Kings were sometimes ‘Defenders ofthe Faith’—such as Henry VIl of England.
Armed knights often thought of themselves as Christian soldiers. The Knights Templar
and the Teutonic Knights were Christian soldiers.

The ideal of the Respublica Christiana was the first manifestation of a system making it
possible to conceive of a certain unity within diversity. The universal mission of Christianity
and the heritage of Roman law provided the foundation for a structure that could not yet be
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qualified as international, but that at least made it possible to introduce a certain order in
the coexistence of political units. The first forms of regulation for state relations, whether
they focused on negotiation methods or the normalization of treaties, demonstrate the
spread of certain practices. They indicate the existence of a culture of cohabitation of
sovereignties. Christianity as a system of states was based on shared values, chief among
them was the ideal of peace.

During the Middle Ages, the notion of empire was an essential reference in conceiving
relations between different political units. Therefore, medieval Christendom was more
like an empire than a state system. States existed, but they were not independent or sovereign
in the modern meaning of these words. There were no clearly defined territories with
borders. Power and authority were organized on both a religious and a political basis: in
Latin Christendom, the Pope and the Emperor were the heads of two parallel and connected
hierarchies, one religious and theother political. Kings and other rulers were subjects of
those higher authorities and their laws. They were not fully independent. And much of the
time, local rulers were more or less free from the rule of kings : they were semi-autonomous
but they were not fully independent either. Therefore, territorial political independence as
known in the modern world order was absent in medieval Europe.

As a result, the medieval Europe was in considerable disarray. Lack of clearly delineated
territorial political organization and control led to constant wars. These wars were less
fought over the exclusive control of territory or over state or national interests. In medieval
Europe, there was no exclusively controlled territory, and no clear conception of the nation
or the national interest. Sometimes wars were fought between religious civilization. For
example, the Christian Crusades against the Islamic world (1096-1291). Sometimes wars
were fought between kings—for example, the Hundred Years War between England and
France (1337-1453). But often war was feudal and local, and was fought between rival
groups of knights whose leaders had a quarrel. The authority and power to engage in war
was not monopolized by the state; kings did not control war as they were later able to do.
Instead,war-making rights and capacities belonged to members of a distinctive caste—the
armedknights and their leaders and followers—who fought sometimes for the Pope,
sometimesfor the emperor, sometimes for their king, sometimes for their master, and
sometimes,and, indeed, quite regularly, for themselves. Cities were fortified and they also
had armedforces. Some religious orders of the Catholic Church—the Knights Templar
and the Teutonic Knights, among others—consisted of what we would call professional
soldiers devoted to defending the Christian religion against its enemies.
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3.5 Changes during the Medieval Period

Although the Middle Age in European history was marked by ignorance, superstition and
social oppression, it was also a period of dynamic transitions. Before the Protestant
Reformation in the sixteenth century, Western Europe had been Roman Catholic for about
1000 years. During the sixteenth century, the dream of Christian unity permanently
evaporated with the advent of the Reformation, the crystallization of national identities,
and the increasingly forceful affirmation of various sovereignties. The notion of the Empire,
was still present during the first half of the sixteenth century. Undoubtedly, the changes
that were going on in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries were laying out a separate
politics of state craft and diplomacy.

While in the early Middle Age, political, social, economic and cultural structures were
profoundly reorganized as Roman imperial traditions gave way to Germanic people who
established kingdom in former Western Empire, the population of Europe was gradually
Christianized and monasticism was established as the ideal form of religious life. In the
15" and 16" centuries Europe experienced an intellectual and economic revival called as
Renaissance that laid the foundation for the subsequent expansion of European culture
throughout the world. In the sixteenth century religious critics and reformers began to
realise that Christian Church has become corrupt and now needed to be reformed. Therefore,
in the pre-Westphalian world order, Europe remained Catholic for about 1000 years. During
the Protestant Reformation, a number of princes were converted to Protestantism.

As a result of the Protestant Reformation, there were series of European war of religion
that was waged in Europe in the 16", 17" and early 18" centuries. These wars disrupted the
religious and political order in the Catholic countries of Europe or Christendom. The war
maybe called as ‘religious wars’ but most religious wars-were also about land, power and
money. Many German princes saw the Roman Church as an obstacle for power. Hence,
throughout the period Europe’s princes and kings rode for power using religion as a pretext.
For a German Prince, there was three big reason to break away from Rome : 1) opposing
the pope, princes could rule without meddling of the bishops (who were above secular
laws) 2) princes could hold onto tithes formerly sent to Rome-leading to huge drain in
economy and 3) the biggest landowners were the Church and by joining forces with the
Protestants, princes could confiscate Church lands. Martin Luther unleashed a chaotic
series of war that lasted for centuries. On the Catholic side, the pope was supported by the
powerful Holy Roman Emperor. The emperor had Europe’s leading army and was more
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willing to put down the Protestants in Germany. Hence, the wars which mainly emerged to
be religious had actually mixed motives.

Although there have been religious conflicts in the sixteenth century, the Thirty Years’ War
was an extended brutal conflict. In the early modern era, European rulers liberated
themselves from the overarching religious—political authority of Christendom. The Thirty
Years’ War (1618-1648) was an important turning point in the emergence of an international
European system. It was the first conflict with a genuine continental dimension, and its
resolution at the Congress of Westphalia brought together representatives from virtually
every state of the continent. Through their simultaneity and the scope of their dispositions,
the peace treaties of 1648 validated certain principles of relations among European powers.
What has retrospectively been called the “Westphalian order,” marked the birth of an
interstate system based on the sovereignty of states, and on their equality in law. The
power of the Holy Roman Empire was broken and the German states were again able to
determine the religion of their land. The Reformation which shook up Europe, led to a
hundred years of war over religion, land and power that ended in 1648.

The development of the modern state led to a qualitatively different approach to politics-
what came into existence was the state with centralized and absolute authority. The fiscal-
military state that emerged in early modern Europe therefore, gradually became increasingly
centralized from late seventeenth century and by the end of the early eighteenth century
ideas of popular sovereignty was challenging these arrangements. Hence, the establishment
of the Westphalian order took place gradually in practice and not immediately after signing
of the Peace Treaty. While there were profound changes from the past, there was also some
kind of continuity and state owed much to past practices as it did to new innovations. The
idea of sovereignty emerged as a part of absolutism but it ultimately became an attribute of
the state.

3.6 Conclusion

The Pre-Westphalian period which was medieval in nature was a very dynamic period
where Empires fought for the control of land and power at the heart of Europe. From the
disintegration of the Ancient Greece city-states, it saw the emergence of the Roman Empire
which subsequently broke up to form the Western Catholic Europe and the Eastern Byzantine
Empire. The societal structure was feudal under the influence of Catholic Church or the
Christendom. The political units did not have territorial independence during this period.
The transitions in the 15" and 16" century were accompanied by the Protestant Reformation
in the 1500s. The Reformation brought about conflicts which were driven by both political
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and religious motives and it torn apart Europe for decades. The Thirty Years” War which
was one of the most significant amongst these, lasted from 1618-1648 and ended with the
Peace Treaty of Westphalia establishing the states as sovereign entities.

3.7 Summary

There was a widespread transformations in society, religion and reason in the pre-
Westphalian era of Europe which was medieval in nature that reached its peak in the
1600s, ultimately culminating into the Peace of Westphalia of 1648 giving rise to
modern international state system.

Ancient Greece was one of the earliest manifestations of the state system. However,
these states were not sovereign entities that we have seen in modern Europe, but they
were mainly city-states. With the changes in the power dynamics, Greece was replaced
by the Holy Roman Empire. However, soon the Holy Roman Empire too disintegrated
and led to the formation of the Western the medieval (Catholic) empire based at
Rome (Christendom); in Eastern Europe and the near east, the Byzantine (Orthodox)
empire centred in Constantinople or what is today Istanbul (Byzantium).

Medieval Europe in the fifteenth and sixteenth century was feudal in nature. Feudalism
flourished in Europe between the 9™ to 15™ centuries and it became the main
determinant to decide upon the structure of relationships on which the society was
based upon. The Church had a superior influence on all aspects of life in medieval
Europe. Indeed, such was the Church’s place in European society that medieval
Europeans defined themselves as living in “Christendom”.

There was also a constant change in power during this entire phase and the power
and authority were organized on both religious and a political ground. States existed,
but they were not independent or sovereign in the modern meaning of these words
and hence, the concept of territorial independence was largely absent. Medieval Europe
was consistently in a state of flux and in the sixteenth century, the Protestant
Reformation further brought about transitions in the European world order dominated
by the Church.

The Protestant Reformation was a religious reform movement that swept through
Europe in the 1500s. It resulted in the creation of a branch of Christianity called
Protestantism which separated from the Roman Catholic Church. The Renaissance
(which was a cultural movement in Italy and spread across Europe) stimulated the
Reformation (religious fragmentation) encouraging people to reform the present.
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e The Protestant Reformation brought about almost 150 years of religious conflict in
Western Europe. One such extended conflict was the Thirty Years’ war which lasted
from 1618-1648.

3.8 Probable Questions
Essay Type Questions

1)  Write an essay on the power structure in medieval Europe.

2) Examine the significance of Renaissance and Reformation in the process of
development of International system.

Short Questions

1)  Why did the German Princess support the Protestant Reformation purely religious?
2) How did the Roman Empire disintegrate?

3) What is Respublica Chirstiana?

Objective Questions

1)  What is meast by westphalian order?

2)  What was the basis of christianity as a system of states?

3.9 Further Reading
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4.7 Conclusion

4.8 Summary
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4.10 Further Reading

4.1 Obijective

After going through this unit, the learners will be able :

e To understand the significance of the Peace Treaty of Westphalia of 1648
e To explain the changes brought about by the Treaty

e To what extent the changes brought about by Westphalia is crucial in the context of
International Relations

e Tounderstand the “Myth of Westphalia’

4.2 Introduction

The Westphalian world order was based on the Treaty of Westphalia of 1648. It established
the concept sovereign nation state. The states became the central point of analysis after the
birth of the sovereign state system under the Westphalian model. The period from 1648 to
1919, was the first phase of International Relation’s growth rooted in European politics.
Westphalia was the marker of the transition from feudal structure to the arrangement of
states based upon sovereignty. Although some scholars, like Stephan Krasner has questioned
the significance of the Westphalian world order others have questioned the continuity of
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sovereign state system (as the Holy Roman Empire did not disappear until the Napoleonic
Wars). Yet, the Treaty of Westphalia did bring about some fundamental political changes
which has significance in the evolution of International Relations both as an academic
subject and in its practical application. It was often referred to as a concrete historical
event attached with a variety of meanings, such as the triumph of state sovereignty, the
establishment of a community of states, and even the beginnings of collective security.
Beginning in the late 1960s, phrases like “Westphalian system” came to convey a package
of ideas about international politics limited to the supremacy of state sovereignty,
territoriality, and non-intervention, to the exclusion of other. Moreover, it brought about a
decline in the Habsburg Empire which has already lost power in Western Europe owing to
the revolt in Netherlands and defeat of Spanish Armada. The end of Habsburg dominance
changed the power dynamics of Europe. It also weakened the Papal authority throughout
Europe. Therefore, it becomes essential to study the turning point of events that the Treaty
of Westphalia of 1648 brings about in the context of the rise of international state system.

The centrality of the Westphalian concept of International Relations literature has given
rise to two important discussions : (a) how did the Peace Treaty of 1648 in Westphalia
become associated with a particular conceptual understanding of the international system?
and (b) what are the implications of this development?

However, before delving into this further, it is important to explore the two fundamental
wars that has led to the emergence of the Westphalian state system : The Thirty Years’ War
and The Eighty Years’ War.

4.3 The Thirty Years’ War

The Thirty Years’ War was a long and deadly continental struggle that has devastated
seventeenth-century Europe and killed a quarter of Germans. The horrifying conflict which
continued from 1618 to 1648 has indeed transformed the map of the modern world. These
events shattered one pattern of the international system and introduced another. The period
between the Thirty Years” War and Westphalia is like a bridge between the ‘old’ and the
‘new’, between the ‘medieval’ and the *‘modern’.

The Thirty Years’ war was a series of war between the various Protestant and Catholic
states in the fragmented Holy Roman Empire between 1618 and 1648. Initially a war
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between the various Protestant and Catholic States in the fragmented Empire gradually
developed into a power struggle amongst the great powers—so with the evolution of the
war, it became less about religion and more about who will govern Europe. The war got
initiated as soon as Ferdinand 11 of Holy Roman Empire tried to impost religious uniformity
on his domains by imposing the Roman Catholicism in the region. Ferdinand Il was a
staunch Roman Catholic and his policies were heavily pro-Catholic. But after Catholic
Habsburg Emperor Ferdinand’s decree on religion, the Bohemian nobility of present-day
Austria and the Czech Republic rejected Ferdinand Il and showed their displeasure by
throwing his representatives out of a window at Prague Castle in 1618. This was called as
the Defenestration of Prague which marked the beginning of open revolt in Bohemian
states.

By the end of this war, much of Germany was in ruins, the Habsburgs were no longer the
master of the continent and the religious wars that was raging in Europe since the 16"
century was finally over. The immediate cause of the conflict was a crisis within the
Habsburg family’s Bohemian branch, but the war also owed much to the religious and
political crises caused by Reformation, and the competition between the Monarchs,
particularly the Habsburgs of the Holy Roman Empire, various German princes and the
Monarchs of Sweden and France.

e Underlying causes

The Thirty Years” War can be considered as a product of the profound long-term changes
that were sweeping Europe in the twilight of the medieval period. The war emerged from
multiple issues ongoing during the sixteenth century. The clash of cultures in the sixteenth
century Europe set the stage for the war. The Renaissance and Reformation that ushered in
the modem age provoked intense controversies about ideas, institutions, religious beliefs,
and the distribution of political and religious authority. In order to understand the causes,
evolution, and impact of the Thirty Years’ War, it is necessary to consider how the mixed
motives have come into action as the actors in this human tragedy tried to balance their
concerns about security, reputation, liberties, and many other ideals and interests. Hence,
some of the key factors that has led to the war were : (a) One of the most significant causes
of the war was the Protestant movement which was both religiously divisive and politically
destabilizing in nature that divided Europe, despite efforts to ease out the tensions, such as
Peace of Augsburg in 1555 (that granted each ruler religious freedom within their domain).
(b) In the late sixteenth century, the Catholic Habsburgs tried to establish a new Holy
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Roman Empire by gaining political and religious control in the north over Germans and
Dutch. This led to the wars of religion and conquest culminating in Thirty Years’ War
(c) War began as a conflict between the Catholic Habsburg emperor and his Bohemian
subject over religion and imperial power. (d) The imperial civil war became linked to
other wider conflicts which extended to other parts of Europe and prolonged it.

The war went through the following evolutionary phases and each of these phases reflect
the entry or the impact of a specific state. However, the alliance formation was much
complicated than these categories. For example, France was supporting Sweden before its
own entry in 1635 in the conflict. The phases are :

The Bohemian Phase (1618-1620)

The Palatinate Phase (1620-1624)

The Danish Phase (1625-1629)

The Swedish Phase (1630-1635)

The Franco-Swedish Phase (1635-1648)

g b~ W0 N

The ThirtyYears’ War, played a crucial role because it formed the base from which the
existing architecture for twenty-first century international order still derives much of its
inspiration and texture. This war made states, and these newly made states became the
basic building blocks in the Westphalian Peace settlement which transformed international
relations.

4.4 The Eighty Years’ War

The Eighty Years’ War on the other hand, was the Dutch War of Independence from 1568-
1648 and was a revolt by seventeen provinces against Philip Il of Spain, the Habsburg of
Netherlands. Therefore, the War was a series of battles and campaigns of Dutch
independence fighters against the Spanish, who ruled there during that time. As the name
suggested, the war spanned over for eighty years with some truces in between. The War
resulted in the independence of the United Provinces (a predecessor to the Netherlands we
know today) from Spanish rule. The longevity of the war was the result of the determination
of the Dutch rebels and the strength of the Spanish army.

Problem arose when the Philip Il inherited the Spanish throne from his father Charles and
introduced Spanish Inquisition into Netherlands in order to pervent Protestantism to spread
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further. Riots erupted in 1566 against Philip’s cruel policies. Hence, as a result of the
misrule by Spanish Habsburgs, Netherlands(modern day Netherlands, Belgium,
Luxembourg and the French provinces of Flanders and Artois) combined to provoke the
Dutch into rebellion. Through eighty years of warfare, the provincial states and the Calvinists
gained upper hand in the north and the Spanish rulers and the Catholic Church rose in
South. Philip Il and his successors failed to win a conclusive victory over their rebellious
Dutch subjects, and Spain was compelled to admit their military defeat at the negotiating
table at Munster. So, the war was persecuted by both sides over a period of 80 years,
ending in the Treaty of Minster in 1648 which formally recognised the Dutch Republic.

The period 1609-1621 was however, the period of Twelve Year’s Truce where ceasefire
was observed between the United provinces and the Spanish controlled southern states,
mediated by France and England at the Hague.

4.5 Peace Treaty of Westphalia

The Peace Treaty of Westphalia was a series of peace treaties signed between May and
October in 1648 in Osnabriick and Munster thereby bringing a halt to the Thirty Year’s
War (1618-1648) in the Holy Roman Empire and the Eighty Years’ War (1568-1648)
between Spain and Dutch Republic. The key principles that were established by the Treaty
of Westphalia are :

1.  The Peace of Westphalia institutionalized the sovereignty of states and the fundamental
right of political self-determination. Although the treaties could not restore peace
throughout Europe but it did create the basis for national self-determination

2. The principle of legal equality between the states.

3. The Treaty prevented external powers from intervening into the internal affairs of
another state thereby establishing territorial boundaries and non-interference.

4.  Along with the territorial adjustments, the terms of Peace of Westphalia also included
a return to the Peace of Augsburg of 1555 in which each prince would have the right
to determine the religion of his own State.

5. Iltalso created the basis for the German States to conduct their own diplomatic relations.

The end of the ThirtyYears” War can be seen as one of the major turning points in modern
history. The Peace Treaty brought to a close the wars of religion that followed in the wake
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of Reformation. Moreover, Germany which was the primary battleground was completely
devastated and depopulated throughout. It got further fragmented as a result of the war.
Additionally, the Habsburg dynasty survived, but no longer ruled. New States such as the
Dutch Republic, that could cope up with the war successfully, and France, came into new
prominence.

The Westphalian settlement has seemed to have initiated a system of sovereign states that
came to have structured international relations across the globe. Politically, the war seemed
to have furthered an era of absolute monarchy that dominated much of the continent of
Europe until the French Revolution.

With the end of the wars of religion in Europe, the Holy Roman Empire no longer threatened
to establish hegemony over the continent, and the modem state system based on sovereignty
came into being. The Peace of Westphalia not only brought the ThirtyYears” War to a
conclusion but ushered in a new diplomatic era which still has influence on contemporary
world politics. Indeed, the rules for statecraft drafted in the mid-seventeenth century still
define the basic norms governing relations between nations, and the diplomatic vocabulary
used to discuss international affairs today was born from the crucible of this system-
transforming treaty. The Peace of Westphalia illustrates the fateful consequences of hard
choices about the means to lasting peace.The settlement legitimized a commonwealth of
sovereign states. It marked the triumph of the stato[the state], in control of its internal
affairs and independent externally. This was the aspiration of princes [rulers] in general—
and especially of the German princes. Some regard the Westphalian system as an innovative
response to chronic European crises, a source ofstability for successive generations at a
time when conditions were not hospitable to that achievement.

e The Concept of Westphalia in International Relations

Schmidt mentions how the references to the Peace in early International Relations literature
including the “Realist turn” of the late 1930s and 1940s showcases three distinct
significances of Westphalia for international politics : (i) the Peace as a source of
international order and community, (ii) the Peace as the origin of state sovereignty, and
(iii) the Peace as a forerunner of the League of Nations

(i) the Peace as a source of international order and community

The view that the Peace imparted a certain order to the interaction of states has been one of
the most common interpretations of the significance of the Peace in International Relations
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literature during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries and was shared by scholars
who expressed a broad range of opinions regarding the possibility for cooperation in
international affairs. For example, this view of Westphalia surfaces in the work of Heinrich
von Treitschke, the father of Realpolitik.

(if) the Peace as the origin of state sovereignty

The characterization of the role of the Peace as securing the sovereign independence of
states finds its relevance in the contemporary Westphalia concept, with its description of
the state system as one in which state sovereignty and autonomy are the rule. From a more
theoretical perspective, the discourse of the Peace as ushering in the sovereign independence
of states that faced little or no social, legal, or otherwise ideational constraints on their
behavioris particularly compatible with a Realist (and by extension, Neorealist) perspective
of international politics. This discourse have also been extended with the Realist critiques
of Idealist views of international cooperation during the First Debate

(iii) The Peace as a forerunner of the League of Nations

Several International Relations authors after the First World War compared the Peace to
the League of Nations Charter, an interpretation which runs counter to the Westphalia
concept and the current dominant understanding of the significance of the Peace. For
example, Quincy Wright has compared the Peace of Westphalia with the League of Nations
in a discussion of the history of “collective instruments for the maintenance of peace” that
often - similar as in the case of Westphalia - included provisions for collective enforcement.

4.6 Myth of Westphalia

While the Westphalian model of state system has been considered as the focal point from
which International Relations originated. Sholars like Krasner have differed from this vision.
According to Krasner, the Westphalian sovereign state model based on the principles of
autonomy, territory and mutual recognition has never been the accurate description of
many of the entities that are regarded as the state. This is because the defining principle of
the sovereign state model-non-intervention and mutual recognition of juridically
independent entities has often been ignored. Principle of autonomy has often been violated
in name of other important norms like human rights, minority rights, democracy etc. The
sovereign model though has cognitive script but its basic rules are always violated. Hence,




42 NSOU e CC - PS-07

the sovereign model is not a stable equilibrium as the actors often have the tendency and
the power to deviate from it. Rather, sovereign state model is an organized hypocrisy in the
international environment as : i) actors whether the states or empires have different levels
of power. ii) rulers in different political entities are governed by different domestic norms
which might not be often compatible with international norms and iii) situation arise in
which it is unclear that what rule should be applied and there in no authority structure that
can resolve this issue.

The myth of Westphalia consists in the assumption that international orders are long periods
of relative stability punctuated by short bursts of instability that has again in turn led to a
stable period. The basic concept of state or sovereignty have changed dramatically over
the years. Moreover, scholars like Ashworth and Teschke raise questions whether there
was a fundamental break from the medieval to modernity with the Treaty of Westphalia.
Teschke argues that the transition to modern system of states did not emerge suddenly but
was actually a long drawn process because of class conflict, economic development and
rivalry.

4.7 Conclusion

The basis of modern international relations was established by 1648 Westphalian Peace
Treaties which mark the birth of nation states as the privileged and primary actors by
replacing the medieval system of centralized religious authority. The competition and sharp
practices that became entrenched between 1618 and 1648 had a direct bearing on the code
of foreign policy conduct that was crafted at Munster and Osnabriick and guide state
behaviour for the next three and a half centuries. It anchored international politics on the
tenets of national interests. In the absence of any higher systemic authority, power became
the center of the system to regulate inter-state relations. Though some scholars question
the Westphalian emergence of the state system, and also whether the model brought about
any fundamental break from the past or not the historical moment remains as one of the
crucial bases to study International Relations.

4.8 Summary

e The Eighty Years” War which took place from 1568-1648 and the Thirty Years’ War
which took place from 1618- 1648 changed the political landscape and balance of
power in Europe.
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The Thirty Years’ War started at central Europe when the emperor of the Holy Roman
Empire tried to impose Catholic absolutism on his domains and the Protestant nobles
of Bohemia and Austria rose up in rebellion.

The Thirty Years” War started between the German Protestants and Catholics and
later included the political rivalries with France, Sweden and Denmark opposing the
Holy Roman Empire and Spain.

The Eighty Years’ War was the Netherlands struggle for independence from Spain,
which led to the separation of the northern and southern Netherlands and led to the
formation of the United Provinces of Netherlands (Dutch Republic)

The Peace Treaty of Westphalia signed in 1648 formed the founding pillar of the
modern international state system as it organized the European order on the basis of
sovereign states. Hence, the new state-centric system was based on the principles of
sovereignty, sovereign independence, equality of nation-states, territoriality, non-
intervention in others’ domestic affairs.

Scholars such as Stephen Krasner have considered the Westphalian origin of nation-
states as a myth. He argues that Westphalian model has never been the accurate
description of many of the entities that are called as states. Also, there has been
consistent breaches in the Westphalian model.

4.9 Probable Questions

Essay Type Questions

1.
2.

What changes are brought about the Westphalian model of state system?

Mention the significance of the Treaty of Westphalia in the growth of International
Relations discipline.

Short Questions

1.
2.
3.

What are the underlying causes of the Thirty Years” War.
Briefly explain the implication of the Eighty Year’s crisis.

Examine the key features of Westphalian concept International Relations.



44 NSOU e CC - PS-07

Objective Questions
1)  When did the Dutch War of Independence begin?
2)  Which treaty formally recognized the Dutch Republic?

4.10 Further Reading
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5.1 Objective

After reading this unit the learners will be able to—

e  Explain post-Westphalian era.

e Analyse the changes it has brought about to the state-centric focus of International
Relations.

e Examine the significance and the characteristics of this post-Westphalian world order.

5.2 Introduction

This segment deals with the emerging post-Westphalian world order. With the Treaty of
Westphalia in 1648, the sovereign system of state model came into existence. As a result,
state-centric approach based on absolute sovereignty dominated the domain of International
Relations. States became the main actors of international politics and the fact that sovereignty
was vested in nation states gave impetus to the idea of national self-determination. This
principle dominated Europe particularly during the 19" and 20" century. However, with
the passage of time, particularly in the post-cold war era, new organizations, actors began
to dilute the state-centric model of Westphalia. There has been a growing tendency to
abandon the Westphalian model and embrace these transformative agencies as a crucial
component in International Relations. The post-Westphalian world is confronted with
multiplicity of issues and transnational activities challenging the Westphalian format.
However, diffence scholars differ in their opinion on the question of transition from



46 NSOU e CC - PS-07

westphalian to post westphalian system. But it is seen that in the post-cold war decade,
fundamental changes have brought about a shrink in the role of the state thereby contesting
the structural framework of the world order brought by the Westphalian model. From an
international system of state, the world has gradually moved towards a more global system
of arrangement. Therefore, the transition that the world order was undergoing through
from the Westphalian model and towards the post- Westphalian era needs to be highlighted
in details.

5.3 Shift from the Westphalian System

Despite the debates regarding the ‘myth’ of Westphalia it definitely brought about some
crucial aspects of international law and politics at the forefront. There has been a near
consensus in the field of International Relations that Westphalia and its treaties of 1648 are
still considered to be a benchmark, particularly for the European international system.
Therefore, the Westphalian system with the sovereign system of states as its central focus
dominated the heart of international politics. But with the end of cold war politics, these
dynamics have undergone a hange.

e The State-Centric Order

From the middle of the seventeenth century, states were seen as the only legitimate political
systems of Europe, based on their own separate territories, their own independent
governments,and their own political subjects. The Westphalian system was sustained by
its primacy of the territorial state as political actor on a global level, the centrality of
international warfare, the autonomy of the sovereign state to govern affairs within recognized
international boundaries, the generalized tolerance of “human wrongs” committed within
the scope of sovereign authority, the special leadership role in geopolitics claimed by and
assigned to leading state(s), and the absence of strong institutions of regional and global
governance. However, the paradoxical nature of the Westphalian model continues to
challenge its formulation of being the driver of the absolutist sovereignty. The Westphalian
model was not only a Eurocentric establishment but also brought about a turbulent phase
in international politics with war and imperialistic tendencies. This inequality generated
its own distinctive form of “global governance” relying on the performance of special
managerial roles by leading state actors, known as “the Great Powers”, and more recently
discussed as “hegemonic geopolitics”. Such a model was historically conditioned by the
evolutionary dynamics of a Eurocentric world that included imperial forms of multistate
governance, and was gradually challenged in the 20th century by the rise of the US and the
Soviet Union. These states emerged as the “superpowers” in the era of the cold war,
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dominating tight alliances designed to deter expansion by their rivals and possessing
weaponry of mass destruction.

Therefore, two contradictory logics operate under the Westphalian system (i) on the one
hand it talks about equality of states (ii) on the other hand there has been a hierarchy of
states when it comes to the actual operation of international relations. Due to this
contradiction, while state centric approach fixated with sovereignty remained the core
principle of Westphalia, there was constant conflict in the nineteenth and twentieth century
with the First and Second World War followed by the Cold war decade. Therefore, the
peace which the Westphalian order spoke of never occurred in practice due to the constant
instability and conflict. As a result, the golden age of sovereignty based on non-intervention
and equality never occurred when it comes to the actual behaviour of states. The constant
wars during the nineteenth and twentieth century was suggestive of the fact that the principles
of sovereignty and juridical autonomy had consistently faced violations. This different
aspect associated with the behaviour of the states remained the main central focus of study
during this entire span of time.

e The Changes in Post-Cold War Era

The end of the cold war brought the closure of the bipolar world and was marked by a
fundamental shift in the international world order. States as the basic, principal and sole
legitimate actors in the international system continued their privileged status till the late
1980s when state sovereignty and the state-centric Westphalian system began to face the
challenges of the newly emerging international order. The international system has become
much more interdependent, due to the emerging partnerships between states and non-state
actors. The difference between internal and external sovereignty has lost its validity. The
distinction between domestic politics and foreign policy began to get blurred in this
period.The collapse of the Soviet Union and the dissolution of the Eastern European
communist governments in 1989 transformed the international system by not only altering
the governing rules of the superpower conflict but also the norms underpinning the
international system. Thus, the end of the Cold War characterized the end of modern
international relations and state-centric ideology along with the weakening of the core
state-centered tasks. This phase is marked by increasing interdependence and multiplicity
of actors playing a crucial role in this enmeshed network. According to Kegley and
Raymond, the Westphalian world order which gave rise to national interests of states started
shifting in the contemporary world order.

The concept of raison d’etat that “ushered in the modern state system is changingbecause
state sovereignty is being undermined by a series of challenges. At the same time
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interdependence is ushering in a nascent sense of universalism. Hence, questions have
been raised whether the Westphalian international order would continue to be applicable
in the 21% century. Contemporary world is shaped by the centripetal and centrifugal forces
underlined by the process of globalization pulling many of the planet’s inhabitants together
and fragmenting, pushing people apart. It would be fair to suggest that the world is seemingly
becoming more cosmopolitan but at the same time more parochial. Intricate patterns of
transnational exchange compete with emotional ties of national identity. Nation-states are
enmeshed in a complex network of transitional governance that includes corporations,
banks, intergovernmental and non-governmental organization. In sum, the new world order
is shaped by those forces that challenges the Westphalian state-centric view of international
politics.

As a result, the post-Westphalian international system has two major characteristics :

First, sovereignty has been eroding in the process of globalization and we are moving
towards a more cosmopolite world. Nation states have become enmeshed in a complex
network of global governance including regional and international organizations, trans-
national and sub-national entities, multi-national corporations and non-governmental
organizations, citizen movements and individuals that emerged as the independent actors
with the assumed capacity to compete with states.

Second, the horizon of International Relations has expanded as it includes new areas such
as human rights, gender, women, the environment, democratization, population movements
and energy politics, among many others. Theinclusion of these subject matters in the field
suggests that it is no longer confined to the limits of the nation states, inter-state relations
and state-centred tasks and topics.

Hence, a full-fledged Westphalian order has not been achieved, but it is nevertheless
underway. Although there is a gradual erosion of the state sovereignty, there is no dissolution
of the state. State has become an integral aspect of the multi-actor and multi-network
system and a complete dilution of the state sovereignty does not take place. Instead, the
state has become entangled and integrated with a more globalized world order in the post-
cold war decade. There has been a network of global governance composing of both state
and non-state actors.

Every historic period is marked by some change. Analysts have questioned whether the
Westphalian system is capable enough to make a contribution to the world order in the
twenty-first-century. As the challenges multiply-environmental deterioration, human security
threats, sufficient allocation of resources-they have become more intertwined, and, the
logic of unilateralism has weakened. A new trend in international system is unfolding.
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Unlike the governments of sovereign states, networks are not wedded to an established
chain of command or a fixed geographic space. They contain multiple nodes of interaction,
where different combinations of people coalesce for different purposes. Globalism,
democratization, and humanitarianism are reducing the relevance of the Westphalian
territorial state in world politics during the new millennium.

5.4 Globalization

The Westphalia inspired notion of state sovereignty, but a potential threat has emerged in
the form of the phenomenon of Globalization that has gripped the world since the 1990s.
Steve Smith, Patricia Owens and John Baylis define it as “a process of increasing
interconnectedness between societies such that events in one part of the world increasingly
have effects on people and societies far away”. Despite the differences amongst the scholars
regarding the definition of globalization, they are largely united on the fact that it implies
greater interconnectivity across the world. Baylis and others argue that this
interconnectedness is present almost all spheres of social existence, whether one considers
international organisations like the IMF and WTO, the activities of Microsoft (through the
rapid advancements of technology), Hollywood (through cultural globalization and the
internet), as well as spreading of harmful microbes like SARS, Ebola and Zika (through
easier transport facilities) and the trade of arms and weapons of mass destruction (through
international smuggling).

Transcontinental communication has existed since the ancient times and is not a new
phenomenon that emerged suddenly in the 20" and 21 centuries. However, the modern
world is witnessing a level of interconnectivity that has never been experienced before.
Thus, there has been an increase in the global scope. This increasing interconnectedness
has definitely challenged the territorial supremacy of the state and as a result we witness a
shrinking of the state-centric dominance.

5.5 Rise of Non-State Actors

In the post-Westphalian world, powerful non-state actors are the new emerging players
who are challenging the territoriality of the nation-states. The growth of non-state actors
has in large part been fuelled by the perceived inability of both domestic and international
institutions to respond to the social, economic and political consequences of rapid advances
in science and technology, growing economic interdependence and political fragmentation.
Further, with the increase in transnational threats (pandemics, global warming, terrorism,
the proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction, humanitarian issues and environmental
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degradation) that require a coordinated response have created a need for new partners and
approaches in solving global issues. The rise of MNC’s have internationalized the means
of production. However, increasingly transnational networks based on collective action
are replacing the MNC'’s as mode of organization of the trade. The transnational corporations
or the TNCs differ from the traditional MNC’s in the sense that while the MNCs are
national companies with foreign subsidiaries, TNCs spread out their operations in many
countries with high levels of local responsiveness. Along with the rise of MNC’s and
TNC’s embedded in a network facilitating international trade and business, there has also
been the rise of the non-governmental organizations or the NGO’s. They are private
voluntary organisations whose members are individuals or associations that come together
to achieve a common purpose. Some organisations are formed to advocate a particular
cause such as human rights, peace and environmental protection; while others are established
to provide services such as disaster relief, humanitarian aid or development assistance,
especially in conflict affected societies. They are playing a crucial role in formulating the
global public policies- Amnesty International, Earth Action and Medicins sans Frontieres
are some of the examples.

Further, another trend shaping world politics can be found in the rising emphasis on
humanitarian intervention which allows intervention by external forces in domestic domain
when there is gross human right violation. This has challenged the Westphalian model
which was dominated by twin principles of sovereignty and non-intervention. Hence, the
only accepted exception to the prohibition against interfering in the domestic affairs of
other nation-states was military intervention to liberate one’s own nationals when they
were being held hostage. As expressed in Article 7 of the Universal Declaration of Human
Responsibilities, proposed by the InterAction Council of twenty-four former heads of state
from five different continents: “Every person is infinitely precious and must be protected
unconditionally.” When massive human rights violations occur, “intervention from the
outside is not only legally justified but also morally required.

5.6 Conclusion

The Westphalian world order has been drastically transformed in the post-cold war decade.
The forces of globalization along with the rise of non-state actors have fundamentally
challenged the territorial boundaries of the nation-states. As a result, the golden age for
state sovereignty has never been reached. Hence, states are not the sole contenders in
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international politics. While the role of the state has faced challenges in the new emerging
world order, there is not a complete withering away of the state. Rather, the role of the state
has undergone charges in the twenty first century embedded in a network of
interconnectedness in order to deal with issues affecting everyone rather than being confined
to one-singe state. Hence, in the post-Westphalian era, those activities which were under
the sovereign authority of the states are now taking place through cooperation and
coordination of a number of different actors.

5.7 Summary

The Westphalian model dominated by the state as the primary actors began to face
challenges in the post-cold war era as new trends started to challenge the world order.

Moreover, the peace which the Westphalian model claimed to have brought about
never occurred in practice. States were consistently in conflict with one another in
the nineteenth and the twentieth century. In the post-cold war decade, new threats
from terrorism, human rights abuses, weapons of mass destruction and climate change
have further made the international system volatile.

Further, globalization and the rise of non-state actors have facilitated the growth of a
new interconnectedness that crosses the boundaries of a single state.

Despite the challenges and the changes, the weakening of state power has only
remained rhetorical. States continue to remain important but in a different way. States
co-exist together in an embedded network at multi-level.

5.8 Probable Questions

Essay Type Questions

1)  Explain the key features of post-Westphalian order.

2) Do you think that globalization has led to the erosion of territoriality? Elaborate.
Short Questions

1) Explain the role of the state in the post-cold war decade.

2)  Whatis globalization? Discuss in brief the role of the non-state actors in contemporary

word politics.
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Objective Questions

1)  Write the full form of FDI.

2)  What are the two basic principles of the westphalian model?

5.9 Further Reading
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6.1 Objective

After studying this unit, learners will be able :

To explain the Inportance of theory building in International Relations.

To discuss the several aspects of theories of International relations especially the
realist theory.

To explain the relationship between nations and how they connect in the world.

To understand the power relations among international actors.

6.2 Introduction

The term “international relations’ may be used both for a ‘condition” and a “discipline’.
International relations, as a condition, refers to the actual conduct of relations among nations
through diplomacy based on foreign policy. It also includes actual areas of cooperation,
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conflict, and War. It is also an accepted fact that international relations has its focus on the
study of all relations, political, diplomatic, trade, and academic relations among sovereign
states which constitute the subject matter of the discipline. International Relations is a
study of the interaction of states, more precisely Western nation-states that are caught in a
power struggle. International relations theory is a West-centric discourse that tries to pass
off as a global phenomenon. The reliance of international relations theories on the knowledge
that emerged from Western experiences makes them culture-bound and somewhat biased.
It is based on western political theories and social realities that mostly emerged with the
Age of Enlightenment and the Industrial Revolution. Thus, international relations theories
can be seen as social constructs from the West that were imposed through colonialism in
other parts of the world. There is the presence of strong epistemological issues that relate
to how knowledge is generated. International relations theories are specific knowledge
that emerged from the West. There is a strong value embedded within the discipline of
International Relations which is ethnocentric.

Realism has been the most important approach to the study of international relations over
the years. It has been the dominant way of explaining international behavior. Realism
emphasizes relations among nations, as they have been and as they are. It is not concerned
with the ideal world. Individuals are essentially selfish, and they seek power to serve their
interests and prevail over others. Thus, there is an ever-present struggle for power in society.
The same is the true of nations that are guided by the same considerations like the individuals.

Realism as an approach to the study of international relations has evolved over the centuries.
Prominent among its earlier advocates were Indian scholar Kautilya, Chinese strategist
Sun Tzu and Greek scholar Thucydides. Much later, Italian scholar Nicolo Machiavelli
and English Philosopher Thomas Hobbes also contributed to the evolution of realism.
Their ideas may be called classical realism. Morgenthau was the most systematic advocate
of realism. British Professor E.H.Carr, who wrote The Twenty Years’ Crisis, prepared the
ground on which Morgenthau developed his theory of realism.

Realism is a school of thought that explains international relations in terms of power. The
exercise of power by states towards each other is often called realpolitik, or just power
politics. Realism developed in reaction to a liberal tradition that realists called idealism,
though idealists do not consider their approach unrealistic. Idealism emphasizes international
law, morality, and international organization rather than power. Idealists think human nature
is basically good. They suggest that with good habits, education, and effective international
organization, human nature can become the basis of peaceful and cooperative international
relationships. For them, the principles of international relations must flow from morality.
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Idealism presents a picture of a future international society free from power politics.

Realism emerged as a reaction to idealism both in the classical period and in the 20"
century, after the First World War, and again during the Cold war. It derives its name from
its advocates’ belief that they are realistic and look at the world as it is. The security of the
state is the primary motivation for a government’s actions. The fact remains that the reality
of world politics is the search and struggle for power, the existence of conflict more than
cooperation, and the frequent occurrence of wars. Realists insist on studying world politics
as itis and as it has been.

6.3 Realists of Ancient and Modern Times and Their Ideas

Many scholars and statesmen contributed to the evolution of realism since ancient times.
The most notable among them are Kautilya, Sun Tzu, Thucydides, and Machiavelli.

Kautilya

The ancient Indian scholar-statesman Kautilya contributed to the origin of realism by making
power the focal point of his theoretical framework. Kautilya probably made the first
systematic effort to formulate the rules of statecraft. He concentrated on the concept of
power in terms of goal attainment, leading to the development of an intricate set of rules
whereby a ‘conqueror’ could maintain and expand his domain. He defined power as derived
from three elements : Knowledge, Military Strength, and Courage.

Sun Tzu

The Chinese strategist realist Sun Tzu, who lived some two thousand years ago, advised
the rulers of states on how to survive in an era when war had become a systematic instrument
of power. Sun Tzu argued that moral reasoning was not very useful to the ruler confronting
constantly armed and dangerous neighbours.

Thucydides

The famous Greek thinker Thucydides saw the inevitable competition and conflicts between
Greek city-states. He stated that justice has a special meaning in international relations. It
is all about knowing your proper place and adapting to the reality of equal power and not
about equal treatment for all. Thucydides further stated that before any decision is made, a
decision-maker should carefully think about the consequences, both bad, as well as good.
He emphasized the ethics of caution and prudence in the conduct of foreign policy in a
world of great inequality, restricted foreign policy choices, and ever-present dangers and
opportunities.
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Machiavelli

Italian realist scholar Niccolo Machiavelli asked the Prince (rulers) to concentrate on
expedient action to stay in power and to pay attention to war more than anything else.
Machiavelli wrote that power and deception are the two essential means for the conduct of
foreign policy. The leaders of states should be both lions and foxes. The supreme political
value is national freedom. The main responsibility of rulers is to seek the advantage and to
defend the interests of the states and thus ensure their survival. Therefore, the ruler must
be a lion. That also requires cunning and rather ruthlessness in the pursuit of self-interest.
Thus, the ruler must be a fox. If rulers are not crafty and clever, they cannot bring benefits
to themselves and their states. The prince should be prepared to engage in pre-emptive war
and similar initiatives.

6.4 Classical Realism and Thomas Hobbes

English philosopher Thomas Hobbes made an important contribution to the theory of realism
in the 17" century. Hobbes is popularly known as a contructualist. He discussed the free-
for-all situation that exists when the government is absent and people act in their self-
interest. In the process, they violently clash among themselves. He called this state of
perpetual warfare a ‘state of nature’, where there is no rule of law. Hobbes advocated that
an all-powerful monarchy alone could prevent chaos. Thus, power would be the sole weapon
of orderly behavior. In his state of nature, people live in extremely insecure conditions in
which every man is against every man. In this condition of perpetual war, every man,
woman, and child is endangered by everyone else. Nobody is sure of his or her survival for
any reasonable length of time. To get out of the miserable state of nature, people enter into
a contract and make a sovereign. Unlike men and women who gave up their rights to set up
sovereign states, modern states are not willing to give up their independence for the sake
of any global security arrangement. The international state of nature of modern times is
anarchy based on sovereign states.

For Hobbes, as for Thucydides and Machiavelli, security and survival are values of
fundamental importance, but the core value of Hobbesian realism is domestic peace. So,
we can say that all the classical realists of pre 20" century period believed that the state is
organized and equipped for war to provide domestic peace for its people.

Classical Realism of the 20" Century

E.H.Carr and Hans J Morgenthau are the two most prominent realists of the 20" century.
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E.H. Carr

Carr’s work, The Twenty Year’s Crisis, was published in 1939 on the eve of the Second
World War. It was a response to the failed belief of post-First World War idealists led by
US President Woodrow Wilson. Carr called the idealists ‘utopian’, or ‘utopian liberals’.
Carr could be easily described as the forerunner of the great realist, Hans. J Morgenthau. A
brief discussion of utopianism and Carr’s realist approach will be appropriate at this stage.
In response to the horrors of the First World War, liberal internationalists, or ‘utopians’ as
Carr called them, sought to abolish war as an instrument of statecraft. Liberals were
convinced that the forms of international diplomacy could be restructured to make them
more peaceful. Self-determination and statehood would be available to all nationalites.
Secret diplomacy would be abolished and replaced by public consent in the conduct of
foreign policy. The balance of power principle would give way to a system of collective
security, where individual acts of aggression would be met by the collective force of world
opinion and military power. Finally, international fora, such as the League of Nations,
would be established to mediate for the peaceful resolution of conflicts. Idealism presented
a picture of a future international society free from power politics, immorality, and violence.

Carr believed that realism was “a necessary corrective to the exuberance utopianism’ which
had ignored the central element of power in its consideration of international politics.
Until the unequal distribution of power in the international system became the central
focus of dispassionate analysis, the root causes of conflict and war would not be properly
understood. Carr believed the liberal utopians were so concerned with eradicating the
blight of war they had completely neglected its underlying rationale. According to Carr,
‘just as the ruling class in a community prays for domestic peace, which guarantees its
security and predominance, and denounces class war, which might threaten them, so
international peace becomes a vested interest of predominant powers’. For a state which
wishes to revise its territorial boundaries or its economic and strategic power, ‘international
peace’ is an oppressive tyranny camouflaged as universal harmony. It is the slogan of those
players powerful enough to impose their will on subordinate societies. War may be the
only way in which power can be recalibrated in the international system.

The liberal utopians wanted to eliminate power as a consideration for states in the
international system. On the other hand, Realists believed the pursuit of national power
was a natural drive that states neglected at their risk. Nation-states that shunned the pursuit
of power on principle simply endangered their security. Whatever may be its final form,
Carr was convinced that a new international order would be shaped by the realities of
global power rather than by morality. He was not arguing that morality was an irrelevant
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consideration. He believed that international peace was most likely when the dominant
power was generally accepted as tolerant and non-oppressive as preferable to any practical
alternative. But this was the closest he came to conceding that there might be a moral basis
for the international order. He preferred to stress that ‘power is a necessary ingredient of
every political order’. This conviction exposed Carr to critics who claimed he was
privileging power and its pursuit by states above all other factors.

Hans J Morgenthau (1904-1980)

Morgenthau founded the ‘realist school of international relations’. He described politics
as a struggle for power. Many Americans, immersed in legalism and moralism, did not
relish Morgenthau’s emphasis on national interest, which, according to them, smacked of
the old evil ‘power politics’. But, for Morgenthau national interest alone made sense in
international relations. Any action of the states should be based on prudence and
practicability.

Morgenthau defined national interest in terms of power. Therefore, it was largely objective
and rational. He said, ‘International politics, like all politics, is a power struggle.” Therefore,
he argued, ‘when facing authoritarian and aggressive rulers like Germany’s Hitler and
Japan’s Tojo, America needed power, not legalism and moralism’. According to Morgenthau,
‘men and women are, by nature, political animals. They are born to pursue power’. The
craving for power dictates a search not only for relative advantage but also for a secure
political space within which to maintain and enjoy oneself free from the political dictates
of the other. The ultimate political space within which security can be arranged and enjoyed
is the independent state. Security beyond the state is impossible.

In a world where conflicts are perpetual, moral principles can never be fully realized.
They can only be approximated through a temporary balancing of interests. Absolute good
can never be achieved, but a system of checks and balances can be deduced from historical
experience rather than abstract moral or ethical codes. Like E.H. Carr, Morgenthau began
his approach by defining his position in opposition to what he sees as the influence, if not
the dominance, of the liberal Utopian principles. Morgenthau listed six principles of political
realism, which, when taken together summarize his theoretical approach to the study of
international relations. In the first chapter of his famous book Politics Among Nations
(1948), Morgenthau states that his theory is called realism because it is concerned with
human nature as it is and with the historical processes as they take place. Thus, realism
revolves around power politics, which is real and not the utopian ideal of world peace
through morality and education.
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6.4.1. Morgenthau’s Six Principles of Realism

Morgenthau developed his theory in the form of six principles of political realism.

1.

Self-preservation is the principle of human nature : The first principle of Political
realism is that Politics is governed by objective laws which have their roots in human
nature. Man is a mixture of good and bad, selfishness and altruism. Loving and
quarrelsome traits and possessive and sacrificial qualities. Above all this is the story
of the struggle for survival and human history is an account of war contests and peaceful
settlements. And state’s primary interest is self-preservation. Therefore, the state must
seek power and must always protect itself.

Strong Power is only in existence : Interest and power are no doubt the key concept
in Morgenthau’s Theory, but the meaning attached to them is not inert and fixed once
and for all. The states’ interests are fluid and change with the ever-changing situation
in the world at large. The only certainty in the world is power. A powerful state will
always be able to outdo - and outlast - weaker competitors.

Concept of National Interest : The main element of Political realism is the concept
of national interest which Morgenthau defines in terms of power. He assumes that
statesmen think and act in terms of interest defined as power. Power is not only a tool
of analysis but also a guide to policy. According to Morgenthau, a foreign policy
should concern more with the political requirement of success rather than anything
else.

Prudence is the supreme virtue : Political realism, though aware of the moral
significance of political action, maintains that universal moral principles should not
be applied to the action of states in their abstract universal formulation. It must be
modified by the time and place. Realism, considers prudence to be the supreme virtue
in politics. There can be no political morality without prudence.

No importance to Morality : As political realism does not identify national interests
with universal morality and defeats its purpose, it does not treat what is right and
justifiable for a certain nation as good for all countries. It refuses to identify the moral
aspirations of a particular nation with the moral law that governs the universe.

Autonomy in Political Sphere : Political realism maintains the autonomy of the
political sphere. Itthinks in terms of interest defined as power. It puts all other standards
in subordination to political standards. It should not be mixed up with the legalistic,
moralistic approach to international politics.
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6.5 Realism : Realities of International Politics

The doctrine of realism, as evident from the views of various thinkers beginning with
Kautilya, is based on the belief that international relations must study the world as it is. It
was generally accepted as the study of the struggle for power till the beginning of the 20th
century. Balance of power was regarded as the expression of realistic politics. After the
First World War, there was some disenchantment with realism. The realists’ concern with
the state comes from the concern with security and issues of power. States are the only
organizations that can direct military power on any significant scale. The emphasis on
security and potential violence derives from a pessimistic argument. The situation is
aggravated when states acquire armaments in anticipation of threats. Even when their
intentions are sincerely peaceful, suspicious neighbours might mistake their behavior as
preparation for offensive rather than defensive war. This can be easily illustrated by the
Indo-Pak security rivalry.

6.6 Basic Features of Realism

The basic tenets of realism can be summarized as follows :

States are the dominant actors in the international system;

States pursue power; they do this both in the sense of trying to get more powerful
positions at the cost of opponents and by defending themselves against the
encroachments of those rivals; and

e As the relationships of the states with each other are dependent entirely on their
power relationships, they have nothing to do with the internal structure of the state or
the type of regime.

6.7 Major Elements of Realism

Statism and Survival are the two major elements of realism.

Statism : Realism is state-centric, and the state is the embodiment of power. As Donelan
writers, ‘every state is fundamentally a machstaat’, which means a power state. And the
state, in the words of Max Weber, has ‘the monopoly over the legitimate use of physical
force within a given territory’. The state possesses and manages power and ensures the
security of its borders and its people. However, externally the states coexist in an anarchic
system. Thus, a state is organized power internally and seeks to accumulate power
internationally. Power is the monopoly of the state. For realists, states are the only actors
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that count. Transnational corporations, international organizations, and religious groups
do possess influence, but they lack power. Drawing inspiration from Hegel and others,
realists like Morgenthau and Nicholson identified the state as the guardian of the political
community.

Survival : All realists agree that in international politics the most important goal is security.
Survival is a precondition for attaining all other goals, whether these involve conquest or
the welfare of the people and nations’ development. Leaders of states need to distance
themselves from traditional morality. For Machiavelli, the principles of morality were
positively harmful to observe by the leaders of a state, who, according to him, must aim at
power not only to protect but, if necessary, even to conquer others. The statesmen needed
to learn a different kind of morality that “accorded not to traditional Christian values, but
political necessity’. As Morgenthau had insisted, ‘prudence is the most important virtue’.
Former US Secretary of State Henry Kissinger said, ‘a nation’s survival is its first and
ultimate responsibility, it cannot be compromised or put to risk’.

6.8 Offensive and Defensive Realism

These are different types of realisms like ‘offensive or aggressive realism’ and ‘defensive
realism’. The differences between the two define the differences in the policies of the
states.

i.  The primary attention of aggressive realism is centered on security. It believes that
states generally do, and should, ensure their security and expand their resources by
coercive means. If a state fails to do so, then other states would use coercive means
and expand their power. The country that loses this opportunity has its security
threatened and endangered and may often lose its resources. In the case of aggressive
realism, offensive military activities are increased and international rivalry is
encouraged.

ii.  Onthe other hand, states that believe infinite security exists in the international system
adopt defensive strategies in their policies. The countries that believe in defensive
realism emphasize maintaining their security and do not adopt coercive means for
the enlargement of their resources. Defensive realists try to maintain only as much
military capability as to ensure their minimum credible deterrent power.

Aggressive realists generally create a new crisis and often help increase crises. Their attitude
can be termed proactive. The defensive realist states, on the other hand, adopt only reactive
strategies. Both strands of realism accept the reality of international relations being
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influenced by human nature. They believe that each state gives the highest priority to the
protection and promotion of its national interests. They also believe that national interests
are protected only through power. Realism believes that conflict among states is an eternal
truth and each state tries to turn the balance of power in its favour or to acquire a
preponderance of power. But the basic difference between aggressive and defensive realism
is that aggressive realists seek to enhance power with the help of coercive means at their
initiative and adopt aggressive policies to increase their military strength and economic
prosperity. The defensive realists are happy and content if its territorial integrity and
sovereignty are well protected. The defensive realist is satisfied with a minimum credible
deterrent, as is the case with India’s nuclear policy. But aggressive realism does not hesitate
in making use of force, as was evident in America’s Iraq policy pursued by President
George W. Bush. Kenneth Waltz is considered as the pioneer of neo-realism. His views
(1979) may be described as defensive realism. Waltz argues that different countries compete
with each other to increase their power to ensure security. Against the defensive realism of
Waltz, aggressive realism was advocated by Mearsheimer (2001). He argues that the
structure of the world is such that powerful nations are encouraged to take initiative to
enhance their relative power to achieve their objective.

6.9 Conclusion

Power is the core of realist politics. Struggle for power may lead to either military conflict,
including war, or an attempt to secure acceptance of one nation’s views by others. Failure
to secure compliance by other states is the failure of the power of the state. It disturbs the
balance of power. Realism has had periods of setback as during the inter-war period when
Wilsonian idealism put faith in the League of Nations, which failed miserably.

Obijections to realism are based on the picture that it paints of a world perpetually on the
edge of war. It presumes that national interest involves readyness to violence. Besides,
liberals have always been against realists’ emphasis on the power struggle. Morgenthau
has been criticized for his assumptions about human nature. Burchill says, ‘He makes
several claims about the biological basis of the human drive for power and domination,
without explaining other aspects of the human condition which are not as egoistic’. These
claims are found to be flawed and do not necessarily conform to any reality. From the
Marxist point of view, Morgenthau largely ignores economic considerations in the
formulation of foreign policy and says little about the nature of capitalism and its effects
on international order. Finally, the neo-realists question the wisdom of traditional realism
and its emphasis on human nature to the exclusion of the structure of global order.
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Some liberals criticizing realism argue that changes in the way international relations work
have made realist assumptions untenable. Unlike the period of balance of power when
kings and queens of Europe played war and traded territories as property, we live today in
a globalized world in which states are interconnected. Borders are becoming fluid and the
norms regarding the use of military force have substantially changed. Human nature is no
more accepted as the gospel of truth in world politics. New realist thinkers pay far more
attention to the structure of the world, which is anarchic, and the strategies adopted in
foreign policy decision-making.

6.10 Summing Up

e  Therealist school of thought believes that power is the most fundamental of all political
activity. As Morgenthau says that is an all-permeating fact that is the essence of
human existence.

e Realism believes that each state is trying to destroy the other and as such, each one
must be ready to protect itself.

e Realisttheory also believes that power struggle is an ongoing and continuing struggle
and it is a never-ending process.

e Eachstate directly or indirectly follows expansionist policy on the one hand and self-
preserving policy on the other hand.

6.11 Probable Questions
Essay Type Questions

1) Do you think Realism represents the reality of international politics?
2)  What is the core concern of realism in International Relations?

3) Examine and evaluate the six principles of Political Realism.

Short Questions

1) How do you define ‘power’ in International relations?

2)  What is Offensive realism?

3) Indicate the basic features of Realism.
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Objective Questions

1)
2)
3)

Who is the author of the book ‘The Twenty Years Crisis’?
Name one prominent realists of the 20" century.

‘Men and women are, by nature, political animals’ —Who said this statement?

6.12 Further Reading
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b.
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7.1 Objective

After studying this unit, learners will be able :
e Todiscuss the several aspects of the neo-realist theory.
e  To explain neo-realist trends in contemporary world politics.

e To understand the differences between classical realism and contemporary realism
(neo-realism).

e To explain power struggle and struggle for peace in the international sphere.

7.2 Introduction

Since the 1970s, scholars like Kenneth Waltz and Thomas Schelling have given new
construals of realism. The ‘Neo-Realist Theory’ of Waltz and the ‘Strategic Theory’ of
Schelling together sought to modify the traditional realism as explained by writers such as
Thucydides, Machiavelli, Hobbes, and Morgenthau. According to the views expressed by
Robert Jackson and Georg Sorensen, traditional realism may be divided into the classical
realism of earlier thinkers and the neo-classical realism of Morgenthau. However, it would
be better to avoid this distinction and put traditional or classical realism in one category,
and neo-realism in another category. Power remains the focal point of all variants of realism,
yet there are different approaches adopted by 20" century realists. Power is understood to
be not only a fact of political life but also a matter of political responsibility. Balance of
power is not only a fact of world politics, but it is also a basic value. For classical realists,
the balance of power is a desirable institution and a good thing to strive for because it
prevents hegemonic domination by any one great power. For all realists, it upholds the
basic values of international peace and security.
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New realist thinkers have adopted, with modifications, the basic tenets of orthodox or
traditional realism. We will discuss two strands of realism that evolved since the 1970s.
These are the strategic realism of Thomas Schelling and the structural or neo-realism of
Kenneth Waltz.

7.3 Kenneth Waltz : Neo-realism

Neo-realism, advocated mainly by Kenneth Waltz in his book Theory of International
Politics (1979), is also known as “structural realism’. Waltz’s theory focuses centrally on
the structure of the international system, its interacting units, and the continuities and
changes of the system. Waltz takes some elements of traditional or classical realism as the
starting point of his theory. But he departs and, unlike Morgenthau, gives no account of
human nature. He ignores the ethics of statecraft. He has tried to present a scientific
theory of international relations. In neo-realism, the structure of the system, in particular,
the relative distribution of power is the central focus of analysis. Actors (states) are less
important because structures compel them to act in certain ways. The structures, more or
less, determine the actions of the states and their leaders. Waltz insists on an anarchical
international system, which is decentralized. In the anarchical world, several transnational
economic actors threaten to undermine the authority of the states.

According to Stephen Kragner, realism is a theory about international politics. It is an
effort to explain both the behavior of individual states and the characteristics of the system
as a whole. The ontological argument given for realism is that sovereign states are the
constitutive components of the international system. Sovereignty is a political order based
on territorial control. The international system is anarchical. It is a self-help system. No
higher authority can constrain or channel the behavior of the states. Sovereign states are
rational self-seeking actors resolutely, if not exclusively, concerned with relative gains
because they must function in an anarchical environment in which their security and well-
being ultimately rest on their ability to mobilize their resources against external threats.

Kragner gives a brief yet accurate description of neo-realism. Burchill calls it a “modern
variant of realist tradition’, which had been pioneered by Carr and Morgenthau. It was a
response partly to the challenges posed by the interdisciplinary approach and partly as a
restatement of the importance of bipolarity and systematic factors in international politics.
Robert Gilpin and Stephen Krasner had sought to reclaim a role for the state in a world that
was increasingly coming under the impact of bodies like religious groups, multinational
corporations, and international governmental and non-governmental organizations (IGOs
and NGOs). Neo-realism of Kenneth Waltz is both a critique of traditional realism and a
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substantial intellectual extension of a theoretical tradition that was in danger of being
outflanked by rapid changes in world politics.

Kenneth Waltz insists that to understand the behavior of the international system, we have
to start with the system and then move down to individual actors rather than the other way
around. This is in contrast to realists like Morgenthau who laid emphasis on innate human
nature and then proceeded to build the classical realist theory. Waltz based his argument
explicitly on the economists’ analysis of individual markets and their interactions with the
economy as such. The argument is that we can only study the price and the behavior of
individual actors in the market by analyzing the system as a whole. Structural realists like
Waltz argue that, in effect, states are in a similar situation. They have to react to the system
as it is given, although it is the commutation of their reactions that determines the system.
As Michael Nicholson sums up, ‘structural realists argue that states, power, and security
are central as with classical realism, although they also recognize the importance of
economic actors’. However, these economic actors are ultimately subordinate to states.
Thus, to quote Nicholson, “ ... all states are pursuing power. The situation in which any
given state is placed broadly determines the sort of policy it must follow. It has very little
freedom of choice and this applies to big, powerful states as well as small ones”. Waltz
presented a radically revised realist theory. This neo-realist theory is based on the assumption
that the international system is essentially anarchical and that, in such anarchical systems,
states are primarily interested in their survival. To ensure their survival the states have to
maximize power, particularly their military capability. Hence, the will of the states to
maximize their power to the point of securing a dominant position becomes an enduring
feature of international relations and conflict endemic. In such a world, cooperation between
states is precarious, if not non-existent. Kenneth Waltz reinvigorated realism, giving it a
new identity and new confidence. But, this new identity was soon challenged by neo-
liberal institutionalists led by Robert Keohane.

Waltz differs from classical realists in some fundamental ways. There is no discussion on
human nature such as the one given by Morgenthau. As Jackson and Sorenson wrote, ‘The
focus is on the structure of the system and not on the human beings who create the system
or operate the system. State leaders are prisoners of the system and its deterministic logic,
which dictates what they must do in their conduct of foreign policy. There is no room in
Waltz’s theory for foreign policy making that is independent of the structure of the system’.
For Waltz, structure determines policy. In Waltz’s theory, there is an implied recognition of
the ethical dimension of international politics. Waltz operates with a concept of state
sovereignty. But, for him, all states are equal only in a formal - legal sense. They are
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unequal in a substantive or material sense. That too indicates that neo-realism is all for
security and survival. Waltz operates with the concept of national interest. This conforms
with the classical realism of Morgenthau. Waltz wrote, “... each state plots the course it
thinks will best serve its interests”. For classical realists, national interest is the basic
guide of responsible foreign policy. It is a moral idea that must be defended and promoted
by state leaders. However, for Waltz, the national interest seems to operate like “an automatic
sigh commanding state leaders when and where to move”. Here, the difference is that, for
Morgenthau, statesmen are duty-bound to conduct their foreign policy guidelines provided
by the national interest, while, for Waltz, leaders will always do that more or less
automatically. Waltz tried to present a scientific explanation of international politics.
Reiterating that international relations may be thought of as a system with a precisely
defined structure, Waltz argued that classical realism was unable to conceptualize the
international system in this way because it was limited by its behaviorist methodology
which explains political outcomes through examining the constituent parts of the political
system. By this logic, the characteristics and the interactions of behavioral units are taken
to be the direct cause of political events. Waltz argues that classical realists fail to conceive
of structure as a force that shapes and shoves the units. To conclude, as Scott Burchill
wrote, ... Morgenthau argued that power is rooted like humankind, neo-realists such as
Waltz point to the anarchical condition of the international realm, which imposes the
accumulation of power as a systematic requirement of the states. If classical realism
considered human nature as the main source of this inevitability of conflict, neo-realism
looks for it in the very nature of how the international society is constituted. But, except
for this shift of emphasis, the overall approach remains more or less the same. The basic
principles of orthodox or traditional realism, like the supremacy of national interest, the
inevitability of conflict, power as an instrument of policy, and the irrelevance of morality,
retain their importance in neo-realism also. It may be a mere coincidence but both realism
of Morgenthau and the neo-realism of Waltz had one Common background, Morgenthau’s
theory propounded after the commencement of the Cold War, and Waltz’s neo-realism was
written in 1979 at the beginning of the new Cold War, both called for vigorous involvement
of the United States as a super power to turn the balance of power in its focus.

7.4 Strategic Realism

Strategic realism, like neo-realism, is a product of the behavioral revolution of the 1950s
and 1960s. Many contemporary realists seek to provide an empirical analysis of world
politics. But they avoid normative analysis of international politics because that is considered
subjective and, thus, unscientific. Strategic realism is associated with the name of Thomas
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Schelling who propagated his views in 1980. Schelling’s strategic realism focuses its
attention on foreign policy decision-making. Leaders of states are obliged to think
strategically when they confront basic diplomatic and military issues. They have to think
strategically, i.e., instrumentally, if they hope to be successful. Schelling views diplomacy
and foreign policy as a rational instrumental activity that can be more clearly understood
by the application of game theory. As Schelling says, ‘diplomacy is bargaining’. It seeks
outcomes that, though not ideal for either of the parties, are better for both as compared to
some of the alternatives. He wrote, “Bargaining can be politics or can be rude, entail
threats as well as offers, assume a status quo or ignore all rights and privileges, and assume
mistrust rather than trust”. But Schelling says that there must be some common interest to
avoid mutual damage.

The central concept that Schelling employs is that of a ‘threat’. He analyzes how state
leaders can deal with the threat and dangers of nuclear war. He wrote, *““the efficiency of ...
(a nuclear) threat may depend on what alternatives are available to the political enemy,
who, if he is not to react like a trapped lion, must be left some tolerable recourse. We have
come to realize that a threat of all-out retaliation ... eliminates a lesser course of action and
forces him to choose between enemies ... may induce him to strike first. Strategic realists
are concerned with how to employ power intelligently to get the adversary to do what we
desire and, more importantly, to avoid doing what we fear”. This is a simple explanation
of the concept of power in the context of strategies that political leaders adopt. Schelling
suggests various mechanisms, strategies, and moves that can enable state actors to generate
collaboration and avoid disaster in a conflict-ridden world of nuclear weapon states.

One of the crucial instruments of foreign policy for a major power is that of the armed
forces. Thus, strategic realism highlights the use of armed might in foreign policy. Schelling
makes an important distinction between brute force and coercion, between ‘taking” what
you want (by brute force) and making someone give it to you (by coercion). He says that
brute force succeeds when it is used, whereas the power to hurt is most successful when
held in reserve. It is the threat of damage that can make the opponent yield or comply. One
must know what the adversary’s possessions are, and what cares for him.

7.5 Conclusion

Contemporary realists do not go into the nature of man which, according to Morgenthau,
is selfish and lustful. They find the structure of the international system anarchical, where
power is sought to be used for meeting selfish ends. For strategic realists, the emphasis is
on a strategy that state leaders adopt while formulating foreign policy and conducting
diplomacy. They use power to achieve what they want either by taking it or making the
opponent give what they desire.
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7.6 Summing Up

e The state may be a significant actor in international relations but it is not the sole
actor.

e Intheabsence of higher authority in the international system, there is no other way to
secure oneself other than self-help.

e  Thiskind of self-help ultimately leads to a security dilemma because a security build-
up of one would lead to the insecurity of others.

e The presence of a system characterized by the absence of a higher power over the
sovereign states causes war and conflict in world politics.

7.7 Probable Questions

Essay Type Questions

1)  What is the difference between realism and neo-realism?
2)  Write an essay on Kenneth Waltz’s Strategic Realism.
Short Type Questions

1)  What do you mean by ‘Security Dilemma’?

2) Examine the pluralist challenge to Neo-realism.

Objective Questions

1) Name any one theorist associated with Neo-realism.
2)  Who is the pioneer of the *Strategic Theory’?

7.8 Further Reading

a. Linklater A. 1990. Beyond Realism and Marxism. Palgrave Macmillan, London.

b. Keohane, Robert O. 1986. Neorealism and its critics. Cambridge University Press,
New York.

c. Baldwin, David. 1993. Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The Contemporary Debate
(New Directions in World Politics), Columbia University Press, USA.

d. Waltz, Kenneth N. 1979. Theory of International Politics. Addison-Wesley, London.

e. Khanna, V. N. and Kumar, Leslie K. 2022. International Relations. Vikas Publishing
House, New Delhi.
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8.1 Objective

After studying this unit, learners will be able :

e Tounderstand materialistic interpretation of International relations.
e To apply Marxist theories to explain contemporary world politics.

™ Differentiate Marxist theories from mainstream theories of IR.

8.2 Introduction

Marxism is a critical approach that wants always to question the mainstream policy-driven
approaches to International relations. Of the range of great thinkers available to us, Marx
(1818-1883) may not automatically qualify as being the most internationalist. Most of
Marx’s work was not primarily concerned with the formation of states or even the
interactions between them. What connected their interests to International relations was
the industrial revolution, as this event was ultimately what Marx was witnessing and trying
to understand. He, with Engels, developed a revolutionary approach and outlined a set of
concepts that transcended national differences while also providing practical advice on
how to build a transnational movement of people. Workers from factories across the world
- the proletariat - were to organize themselves into an organised revolutionary movement
to counter the exploitative and unequal effects of capitalism, which were accelerated and
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expanded by the industrial revolution. This vision of a potential link between the bulk of
humanity as a global proletariat is where, and how, Marxism enters International relations
from a different vantage point.

8.3. Basic Elements of Marxism

Marxist concepts are all connected by the common goal to contribute to what they perceive
as the greater good of humankind and its environment. To borrow the words of Adrienne
Rich, the theory is the seeing of patterns, showing the forest as well as the trees - theory
can be a dew that rises from the earth and collects in the rain cloud and returns to earth
over and over. But if it doesn’t smell the earth, it isn’t good for the earth.

To understand Marxism, we need to grasp the basic elements of Marx’s interpretation of
the origins and functioning of capitalism. In addition, we must understand that those origins
and functioning can simultaneously happen at the domestic and international levels.
Combining these tasks leads to arguably the most important contribution Marxism offers
to International relations: that the capitalist mode of production and the modern sovereign
states system is not natural or inevitable events. They are interdependent products of
particular historical conditions and social relations. The work of Marxists is to map and
retrace those conditions and social relations and to figure out how the capitalist mode of
production and the sovereign states system emerged - as two sides of the same coin, as
different coins, or maybe as different currencies. Debates on the degree of interdependence
between these two major historical phenomena may be ongoing, but Marxism’s achievement
in International relations has been to stop us from thinking about them separately. Marxism
also advises that concepts are not just meant to help us understand the world - they should
also help us to change it.

Marxism asserts that material conditions can be changed by the actions of human beings
as well as by events - think of climate change for example, which depends on physical
phenomena as well as human behaviour. In other words, these material conditions are
historical. But they are also always dependent on and often hampered by the processes and
ideas that preceded them, as the past weighs on the present. A Marxist would stress that
international relations are not just about states’ foreign policy or the behaviour of politicians,
but more about survival, reproduction, technologies, and labour. If this is correct then the
separation between the political and economic, or public and private is problematic because
those categories hide how states and foreign policies are determined by the social relations
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and structures of the global economy. However, this ignores the endurance of regional
inequalities and the structural and historical links between states, violence, and the key
actors of the global political economy.

The first application of Marxist ideas to explain international processes was by communists
and revolutionaries in the early 20" century such as Rosa Luxemburg, Rudolf Hilferding,
and Vladimir Lenin. These authors developed what we now call the classical theories of
imperialism to understand how capitalism expanded and adapted to a world of inter-imperial
rivalry leading to the First World War and the slow disintegration of the European empires.

Immanuel Wallerstein developed the world-systems theory to incorporate the changes of
the late twentieth century and counter the way traditional approaches tended to understand
imperialism as a state-led process. His approach used different units of analysis and took a
much longer-term view of the history of states and their interactions. He distinguished
three groups of state regions: the core, the semi-periphery, and the periphery. The aim was
to understand how states have developed since the 16" century thereby creating relations
of dependency between different groups of states. Therefore, these relations of dependency
and groups required that we understand the world through broader units than states. These
units - or world systems - helped to address the dilemma of why states all became capitalist,
even though in very unequal and different ways. The core group of states (e.g. in Western
Europe and North America) refers to democratic governments providing high wages and
encouraging high levels of investment and welfare services. The semi-periphery states
(e.g. in Latin America) are authoritarian governments that provide low wages and poor
welfare services for their citizens. Periphery states (e.g. sub - Saharan and Central Africa,
South Asia) refer to non-democratic governments where workers can mostly expect wages
below subsistence levels and where there are no welfare services.

The core can produce high-profit consumption goods for itself as well as for the semi-
periphery and periphery markets because the periphery provides the cheap labour and raw
materials to the core and semi-periphery necessary to make these high-profit consumption
goods. In other words, although historically some states have changed their group (e.g.
from the periphery to semi-periphery), capitalism always needs a peripheral region that
provides the means for the core to sustain a high level of consumption and security. Thus,
relations of dependency and inequality are essential to capitalism and cannot be significantly
reduced.
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Antonio Gramsci’s (1891-1937) concept of hegemony is thought to be more useful today
than the concept of imperialism. It emphasizes two things : First, the domination of some
groups of individuals (or groups of states) workers in Western Europe did not “unite’ to
lose their chains, as Marx and Engels had predicted. A neo-Gramscian concept of hegemony
focuses on the consensual ways in which transnational classes, organizations, and
international law reproduce capitalism and its inequalities. However, vast inequalities and
human rights violations are increasing across and within many societies despite the
dominance of neoliberalism globally. This shows that although neo-liberal hegemony is
far from producing the success it originally projected, this perceived success remains one
of the main drivers of capitalism because it convinces people to consent to capitalism
without the threat of force.

8.4 Critical Theory

Critical theory is one of the various directly inspired Marxist theories of IR whose influence
has begun to be felt on the discipline of IR very recently. The theory has developed out of
the work of the Frankfurt school. The leading members of the first generation of the school
included Max Horkheimer. Theodor Adorno and Herbert Mercuse. The theory has been
developed in important and innovative ways by subseament generation. The most influential
of all contemparary critical theorists is Turgen Habermas. The focus of critical theory is
abmost entirely superstructural.

Critical theorists through their search for meaning of the concept of emancipation have
made significant contribution. Critical theorists of the first generation conceptuative
emancipation in terms of reconciliation with nature. This is in sharp contrant to the more
traditional Marxist thinking which equated emancipation with greater human control over
nature. Horkheimer, Adorno and Marcuse, however, argued that greater human control
over nature had been attained at a very heary price. Greater human control over nature has
been utilised to establish domination over other human beings.

Recent generation of critical theorists, Particularly Habermas highlighted the centrality of
communication and dialogue to the process of emancipation. His central point is that route
to emancipation lies through radical democracy, that is a system in which widest possible
participation is encouraged. For him participation is not to be confined within the border
of a particular sovercign state. Rights and obligations extend beyond state borders.
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Andrew Linklater, one of the most distingnisned contemporary International Relations
theorists, has made the most sytematic attempt to think through some of the key issues in
world politics from Habermasian perspective. For him emancipation in the ream of
international relations should be understood in terms of expansion of the moral boundaries
of a political community. In his formulation borders of the sovereign state loose their
ethical and moral significance in the process of emancipation. According to Linklater
development of the European Union represents an emancipatory tendency in contemporary
world politics.

8.5 New Marxism

New Marxists derive their ideas directly from Marx’s own writings. British Marxist Bill
Warren in his book. Imperialism : Pioneer of Capitalism asgued that Lenin had been both
empirically and theoretically mistaken. For Lenin the character of capitalism had changed
by the begining of the twentcith century. As a result capitalism could no longer be regarded
as playing a progressive role in the colonies. It was not developing the productive base of
the third world countries. Profits extracted through the exploitation of the colonies was
used to deflect the revolutionary potential of working classes in the developed capitalist
countries. In contrast Warren argued that capitalism was playing its historic role in the
colonies by rapidly developing the means of production. Hence inperialism should be seen
as pioneer of capitalism rather than its highest and final stage.

Similarly, according to Warren, the picture of North-South relations presested by dependency
theorists and world systems thcorists is incomplete. The introduction of capitalism
throughout the world, though costly, is not leading to the development of underdevelopment.
Making direct reference to Marx, Warren argues that capitalist development is increasing
the levels of productivity and making material improvents to living standards, thereby,
fulfilling its historic mission as a precursor to a transition to socialism. However, Warren’s
argument is contentious. World Bank reports suggests growing impoverishment of much
of the third world.

Resenberg uses Marx’s ideas to criticize realist theories of IR and globalivation theory.
For him anarchy is a condition of capitalist relations and not a set of circumstances confined
to international relations. Turning to globalivation he argnes that globalization theory should
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be rooted in classical social theory. He seeks to develop an atternative approach which
understands historical change in world politics as a reflection of transformations in the
prevailing relations of production.

8.6 Conclusion

Marxism has made several inroads in the development of the discipline of international
relations by being fundamentally concerned with how people and groups interact and
produce things across borders, as well as how they organize themselves through institutions
to manage and contest the production and distribution of things across the world. It also
argues that the construction of modern borders is determined by the development of
capitalism. Therefore, it makes us question the natural or inevitable character we tend to
ascribe to our economic and political systems. If a system is not as real and fixed as we
first thought, because it has a particular and relatively short history in the broader course
of humanity, then it becomes much easier for us to imagine the various ways it is challenged
and how it could be transformed to a system that will better reallocate the wealth of the
world.

8.7 Summing Up

e  The centrality of the concept of class and class struggle is evident in International
relations.

e The capitalists seek economic exploitation and political subjugation of the weaker
states in international politics.

e  War erupts as a result of the clash between capitalist nations themselves in their bid
to establish colonies. The First World War is a glaring example in this context.

e  Critical theorist have made significant contribution through their search for meaning
of the concept of emanipation. Recent generation of critical theorists highlighted the
centrality of communication and diabgue to the process of emanipation.

e New Marxists want develop an atternative approach to understand historical change
in world polities as a reflection of tranformation in the prevaling relatins of production.
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8.8 Model Questions

Essay Type Questions

1) How do Marxists view international relations?

2) What are the key arguments in the Marxist perspective?

3) Mention the basic assumption of the critical theory of International Relations.
Short Questions

1)  What does Habermas mean by radical democracy?

2)  Write a short note on New Marxism.

Objective Questions

1)  What does Wallerstein mean by periphery?

2)  Who developed the world-systems theory?

8.9 Further Reading

a.  Ghosh, Peu. 2012. International Relations. PHI Learning Private Limited. New Delhi.
b.  Linklater A. 1990. Beyond Realism and Marxism. Palgrave Macmillan, London.

c.  Anievas, Alexander.2010. Marxism and World Politics: Contesting Global Capitalism,
Routledge, London.

d.  Griffiths, Martin. 2007. International Relations Theory for the Twenty-First Century:
An Introduction. Routledge, London.
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9.1 Objective

After studying this unit, learners will be able :

e To understand the contribution of feminist thinkers in International relations.

e  Tounderstand feminist interpretation of international relations through the post-modern
point of view.

e To explain the relevance of ferninist perspective in International Relations.

9.2 Introduction

The feminist approach to international relations is a phenomenon of the post-Cold War
period. In the post-Cold War era, there has been rapid growth in feminist literature. Some
of the prominent feminist scholars include Joshua S Goldstein (War and Gender, 2001),
Peterson Spike and Anne Sisson Runyan (Global Gender Issues, 1999), Ann Tickner
(Gendering World Politics, 2001), and Jill Streans (Gender and International Relations,
1998). Feminism is the advocacy of the rights of women. It explains that women have been
disadvantaged as compared to men and are subordinated to men because of a system of
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patriarchy. Patriarchy is a system of social structures and practices through which men
dominate and exploit women. It should be clear that it is a social, not a biological
characteristic. Feminism analyzes equations of masculinity and feminity. It has nothing to
do with the biological male-female differences. Masculinity is associated with autonomy,
sovereignty, and the capacity for reason and objectivity, whereas feminity is associated
with the absence of these characteristics and these are called gender identities. Under
gender construction, military services are viewed as the natural domain of masculinity.
Feminism, as mentioned above, is not a concern with biological characteristics. It is the
social systems that are at the root of gender inequality. The feminist movement involves
the struggle for political and legal rights and equal opportunities for women.

9.3 Feminism and International Relations

To be able to appreciate the feminist approach, one has to be familiar with the nature of
international studies as they evolved during the 20th century. Feminists argue that the
boundaries of the state have historically excluded women from domestic and international
political life, and have treated international relations as the exclusive preserve of men,
where masculinity thrives through domination ‘over’ women. According to feminists, the
phenomenon of family subordination and male domination has always remained unchanged,
whether from the absolute to the modern state, from feudalism to capitalism, or from
nature-state to global governance.

Feminist scholars like Rosemary Grant argue that the realist theory endorses patriarchy,
because, for it, patriarchy is necessary for maintaining social order and the state. It is for
this reason that women are excluded from many prevailing definitions of the state. The
international relations theory favours men and excludes women because it is a ‘“man’ who
is identified with the state. Feminist writers find fault with this approach. Further, it is
argued that international relations have exclusively focused on conflict and anarchy, as
well as on fear and competition, precisely because women’s lives and experiences have
not been properly researched.

9.4 Three Strands of Feminism

There are several such approaches or ‘strands of the theory of international relations. They
are generally interwoven, yet they often run in different directions. These are :

1. Difference Feminism : This strand of feminism tries to value the unique contribution
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of women as women. These feminists do not think that women do all things, as well
as men, do. The opposite is also true in certain other activities. Thus, because of their
greater experience with nurturing and human relations, women are seen as potentially
more effective than men in resolving conflicts and in group decision-making. Some
of these feminists believe that it is not just social construction, but there is also core
biological essence to being male or female. This view is sometimes called essentialism.

Liberal Feminism : For liberals, ‘men and women are equal’. They condemn the
exclusion of women from positions of power but do not believe that including women
would change the nature of the international system. Liberal feminists would rather
like the inclusion of women more often as subjects of study such as the study of
women as political leaders, as women soldiers, and other women operating outside
the traditional role. So, for liberal feminists, the study of women’s roles is more
significant than their inclusion in positions of power.

Postmodern Feminism : Postmodern feminists have tried to deconstruct the language
of realism, especially as it reflects the influences of gender and sex. For example, the
first atom bombs were male. They were named ‘Fat Man’ and “Little Boy’. The coded
Telegram sent to US authorities about the hydrogen bomb simply said, ‘It is a boy’.
But the aircraft that dropped the atomic bomb on Hiroshima was called ‘Enola Gay’,
a female gender. It was named after the pilot’s mother. These efforts find sex and
gender throughout the sub-text of realism.

9.5 Women, Power and State

The state as an institution is the symbol of power, and the struggle for power is the essence
of politics. Feminist scholars are of the view that power relations are organized based on
gender. The concept of power is given a masculine treat. Those who are unable to exercise
power inawar or conflict are often termed as ‘impotent’, which is associated with femininity.
Power is masculine, and its absence is treated as feminine. The state ensures the organization
of power relations based on gender. The states have formalized gender power relations by
retaining male domination at the top level. Even where a woman (like Indira Gandhi or
Margaret Thatcher) is chief executive, gender differentiation is evident as men dominate

the state structure in its executive, police, and armed forces. Even though the state has a

substantial amount of autonomy, it is structural in a patriarchal way.
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9.6 Gender in War And Peace

Realism has been equated with masculinity. Besides its emphasis on autonomy, sovereignty,
and anarchy, realism lays stress on military force as a tool of power. Here too, many feminists
see a hidden assumption of masculinity. They consider war as a male occupation. In their
view, men are the more war-loving gender and women are more peaceful. A possible link
between the male sex hormone and war, according to biologists, is the aggressive behavior
in male animals. Even some feminists who consider gender differences as strictly cultural,
and not biological at all, view war as a masculine construction. Some feminists emphasize
women’s unique abilities and contributions as peacemakers. They stress women’s role as
mothers or potential mothers. Because of such caring roles, women are presumed to be
more likely than men to oppose war and more likely to find alternatives to violence in
resolving conflicts. For women, destruction follows quickly after the war. Yet, their role in
the war efforts, to give their sons or husbands to the nation ‘remains a gendered role.”
Wartime sexual violence against women has been a common phenomenon in all wars,
inter-community conflicts, as well as ethnic and sectarian conflicts. It is used against
innocent women of the enemy in war, or of the other community, or ethnic group in civil
dissension. Crimes against women are the worst aspects of war or civil conflicts. But
critics argue that biologically and anthropologically there is no firm evidence connecting
women’s caregiving functions with any kind of behaviour such as reconciliation or non-
violence. The role of women varies from one society to another. Although they seldom
take part in actual fighting, women sometimes provide logistical support to male warriors
and sometimes help to drive men into a war frenzy by dancing, singing patriotic songs, and
other such activities supportive of the war. In some other situations and cultures, women
discourage men from war or play a special role as mediators in bringing the war to an end.
It has been reported by independent bodies such as the United Nations Commission for
Human Rights (UNCHR) that 70 to 80 % of the world’s refugees are women and children.
In such situations, women are the only caretakers of children. They support the family,
play a central economic role, and take care of traumatized children and families.

9.7 Women and Development in International Relations

According to the feminist perspective, globalization has intensified the social and economic
division of society. This has resulted in an increased level of inequality between men and
women. The two most important manifestations of this polarization are poverty and gendered
international division of labour. Moreover, national and international economic policies



84 NSOU e CC - PS-07

have increasingly been governed by global imperatives of export earnings, financial matters,
and comparative labour costs. But, states have failed to deliver social welfare services and
keep their commitments to provide near full employment.

Feminists are of the view that women have received the benefits of empowerment generated
by structural changes. Therefore, feminist scholars are concerned with the analysis of the
subtle forms of empowerment of women. Women’s empowerment is seen particularly
regarding the fact that women now occupy high positions, such as foreign ministers,
ambassadors, and heads of a large number of organizations. They have served as prime
ministers, for example, Indira Gandhi (India), Margaret Thatcher (UK), Srimavo
Bandaranaike (Sri Lanka), and Golda Meir (Israel). Vijaylakshmi Pandit was the first woman
president of the UN General Assembly. In 2006, the General Assembly elected a fourth as
its president - Sheikha Haya of Bahrain. The British House of Commons had Betty
Boothroyd as its first woman speaker and the US House of Representatives chose Nancy
Pelosi as its first woman Speaker (2007). All of this indicates a breakdown of male
domination of high political positions and major offices in international affairs. It is believed
that women are likely to oppose the use of force in international relations and will be more
supportive of humanitarian intervention.

9.8 Conclusion

The primary concern of feminism is to emphasize that women should be recognized as
fundamental players in economic and political processes. It is only then that they will
share an equal role in social decision-making. By redressing the neglect of women and
gender injustice, the feminist scholars of international relations will improve the
understanding of global politics and put women’s voices, concerns, and contributions on
the global agenda. In fact the entire field of international relations has been gender-biased.
Thus, the notions of power, sovereignty, autonomy, anarchy, security, the state, and the
international system suffer from gender bias because they are all identified with men’s
experiences and the exclusion of women and feminine attributes. So much so that even
theories like realism and neo-realism, which claim to explain the world reality as it is, do
justify the reality as shaped by the males. These theories are also responsible for the global
hierarchies engendered by gender bias. In so far as the feminist approach condemns the
neglect of the contribution of women, it can be regarded as an emotional upsurge inspiring
the feminist critique of the global socio-political system. It is argued that feminism can be
viewed only as a movement, but not a theory.
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9.9 Summing up

e The actual practice of international politics has suffered from serious neglect of the
feminist perspective.

e Mainstream visions which feminists regard as ‘malestream’ visions distort our
knowledge of both the existing relations and the ongoing transformation of
international relations.

e These ‘malestream’ perspectives define power as ‘power over others’, autonomy as
reactive rather than ‘relational’, international politics as the absence of women and
negation of domestic politics, and objectivity as the lack of feminized subjectivity.

e Lastly, feminists argue that the male-dominated perspectives render women invisible
because they fail to see the political significance of fundamentally gendered divisions
of institutions by the state system.

9.10 Probable Questions

Essay Type Questions
1)  Discuss the Feminist approach to the study of International Relations.
2) Mention the different strands of Feminism in International Relations.

Short Questions

1)  What do you mean by Post-Modern feminism?
2)  Write a short note on ‘gender and war’.

Objective Questions

1)  What is meant by patriarchy?

2) Who was the first woman to serve as Speaker of the United States House of
Representatives?

9.11 Further Reading

a.  Tickner, Ann J. 2011. Feminism and International Relations: Conversations about
the Past, Present and Future . Routledge, London.

b.  Sylvester, Christine. 2001.Feminist International Relations: An Unfinished Journey.
Cambridge University Press, London.

c.  Sylvester, Christine. 2001. Feminist theory and international relations postmodern
era. Cambridge University Press, London.
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10.1 Objective

After studying this unit, learners will be able :

e To understand the concept of Eurocentrism.

e To understand Global South and its approach towards European trends.
e To explain the impact of Eurocentrism on global politics.
[ J

To understand so-called developed and underdeveloped controversy in international
relations.

10.2 Introduction

International relations theories are a highly Eurocentric narrative. Eurocentrism is the idea
that all knowledge emerged in Europe in the context of European modernity. And this
knowledge has been produced through the values and institutional systems that were
universalized in Europe. According to Sujata Patel, there are two master narratives in
Eurocentrism - the superiority of Western civilization and the belief in the continuous
growth of Capitalism. These master narratives are all ethnocentric. It needs to be understood
that European knowledge saw itself to be superior to the other which was to be colonized,
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turned into an object of control, and through which it became modern. Through this lens,
Europe saw itself as the origin point of modernity, which became the point of reference for
other cultures and civilizations. Europe and the West were painted in terms of the master
civilization that had modernity, reason, culture, and science while the East was painted as
inferior, which was enclosed in space, nature, religion, and spirituality. The binary created
was one of modernity and tradition. So, the western European countries were all torchbearers
of the modern while the countries of the East were traditional and backward.

10.3 Eurocentrism and Division of Knowledge

Eurocentrism makes Europe the centre of the narrative and also the analysis of growth. It
was Europe’s superiority and its control of the world that provided the conditions for
Europe’s mount and also created a scientific language that legitimized this perspective and
made it into a universal truth. This truth creation becomes important as it emerged as the
standard for understanding all forms of realities in different parts of the world. The two
important foundations of Eurocentrism are :

i) Evolutionism : The belief that Western societies evolved higher than non-Western
societies. It follows the logic established by Charles Darwin in On the Origin of Species
which looked into how species have progressed over the years. The logic entrenched in his
writing is the survival of the fittest.

ii) Dualism : It stresses the idea of Europe and the West being the source of knowledge,
making them more powerful, which in turn is highlighted against the non-West, which
was traditional. Thus, we see the creation of binary oppositions which are hierarchized
leading to the formation of a dualism of the ‘self” and the ‘other’.

Eurocentric scholars divided knowledge regarding Indian religion, making a distinction
between the ‘great traditions’ that are Hinduism and the ‘little traditions’ that are the folk
cultures. Though South Asia had thousands of distinct cultural practices and ideas that
have lived and experienced existence in various forms and unequal, subordinated
relationships with each other. Eurocentric understanding of Indian religion led to the
imposition of homogenization. One can say that \Western categories and norms were used
in the study of non-Western societies.

10.4 International Relations Theory and Eurocentrism

International relations theory is dominated by mainstream International relations theories
which have originated from Western philosophy, political theory, and history. History as a
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discipline is also deeply Eurocentric. International relations theory is deeply Eurocentric
as it originated from a history that is traced to the West and it ignores vast swaddles of
history. But the real fact is that Western powers both fight amongst themselves and take
over the rest of the world. It is seen to be developing categories that are imposed on the
non-West. One such category is the nation-state, which is considered the norm for all of
world history. International relations theory is seen to be homogenizing its ideas and norms
throughout the world. International relations theory as a Eurocentric principle is seen to be
remaking the world in its image of sovereign territorial states, diplomacy, and international
law. Even the critical theories in international relations are all of European origin. They
have been influenced by western political and social practices. These theories have universal
assumptions, but in many cases, seek to understand each situation on its terms. Even the
perspectives from the Global South are seen to be much influenced by the critical theories
from the West.

10.5 Non-Western International Relations Theory

The idea of the *Global South’ can be dubbed as a creation of the West. This happens on
two levels, the first on a conceptual and psychological plane with the West creating the
non-West or the Global South as the “other’. Edward Said in Orientalism (1978) writes
about how the West managed and produced the non-West or the Global South. Thus, the
non-West or the Orient is termed as a complete European invention, through which there
is a strong degree of domination imposed by the West through restructuring and having
authority over the Orient/non-West. The second way through which the non-West or the
Global South has been created is colonialism. The European countries, which constitute
the core West had colonized much of Asia, Latin America, Africa, and Australia, turning
them into colonies for extracting resources to fuel the industrial revolution back in Europe.
In these colonies, the European imperial powers transplanted their mode of governance,
which was eventually adopted by these countries after independence. A majority of the
non-West or the Global South are also seen to be poor and underdeveloped as they remained
victims of neo-colonialism as practiced by the United States. After the Second World War,
the US emerged as a superpower, replacing the European powers. It, however, continued
the earlier policies of imperialism and domination that had been carried out by imperial
Europe. Through the Bretton Woods international economic system that established financial
institutions such as the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund (IMF), and
subsequently the World Trade Organisation, the US-dominated the world. It is these policies
that led to the formation of the Global North and the Global South.
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The Global South is generally the economically less developed countries, which consists
of a variety of states with diverse levels of economic, cultural, and political influence in
the international order. As mentioned earlier, these countries have remained poor due to
the enforcement of centuries of colonialism and imperialism. Hence, Europe and the West
are directly responsible for their ‘subaltern’ position, a process that continues. Their
subordinate position is also reflected in them being not studied in the theories of International
Relations. Still, colonial dominations profoundly shape the state of the current global order.
Under this, issues of race and empire are missing from mainstream theories despite the
presence of postcolonial and post-structural studies. It needs to be understood that the
non-West or the Global South can build their understandings of international relations
theory based on their histories and social theories.

10.6 International Relations Theory from the Global South

According to Amitav Acharya and Barry Buzan, non-Western contributions to international
relations theories can be divided into four major types of work. (i)The first is similar to the
Western international theory’s focus on key figures such as Thucydides, Thomas Hobbes,
Machiavelli, Kant, etc, whereby there are Asian classical traditions and the thinking of
classical religious, political, and military figures such as Sun Tzu, Confucius, and Kautilya,
on all of which some secondary “political theory’ type literature exists. Even Kautilya’s
work, Arthashastra, can be a good example of understanding the presence of strong
international relations theories from the Global South. He has elaborated on the ways
through which a kingdom can preserve its sovereignty. Termed as Rajamandala, it describes
the different ways through which a state can interact with neighbouring states to increase
its power and authority. (ii) The second category of work relates to the thinking and foreign
policy approaches of Asian and non-Western leaders such as Nehru, Mao, Aung San of
Myanmar, Jose Rizal of the Philippines, and Sukarno of Indonesia. However, it needs to
be stressed that their thinking may be sourced from training in the West or training in
Western texts at home. Still, they came up with ideas and approaches independent of Western
intellectual traditions. (iii) Aung Sang’s ideas offered something that can be regarded as a
liberal internationalist vision of international relations, stressing independence and
multilateralism rather than the isolationism that came to characterize Myanmar’s foreign
policy under military rule. He rejected regional blocs that practiced discrimination, such
as economic blocs and preferences. In the 1960s, Sukarno developed and propagated some
ideas about the international order, such as ‘old established forces’ and ‘new emerging
forces’, which drew upon his nationalist background as well as his quest for international
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leadership. (iv) There is also Mao Zedong’s three worlds theory and his ideas about war
and strategy. There is a need to give importance to the theoretical significance of these
ideas, especially from Asia’s nationalist leaders.

Post-Colonial scholarship has recently begun to make an impact in the discipline of IR.
The diverse subject matter of post-colominalism is intimately connected to the structure
and processes of world politics. Much Post-colonial scholarship highlights the important
degree of continuity and persistence of colonial forms of power in contemporary world
politics. The level of economic and military control of the west in the global soulh is in
many ways greater now than it was under colonial rule. Post-colonial writers claim that
positivist theories of IR have helped secure the domination of the west over the global
south. Edward said in his influential book Orientalism argued that hegemonic ways of
representing the East have been absolutely crucial to the success of the economic and
military domination of west over the East and the construction of identities in both.

10.7 Limitations of International Relations Theories from the
Global South

Several limitations and problems are seen in the creation and analysis of international

relations theories from the Global South. Siba Grovogui writes that one of the main problems
with international relations theories from the Global South is that it does not have a central
structure, no central command, and no appointed spokesperson. It has multiple custodians,
all of them self-selected, which is also a result of a lack of a coherent historical identity
and conjoined agendas. Also, many of the countries in the Global South are nation-states,
having adopted Western models of governance and state-building. Hence, they are seen to
be functioning on the same lines as states in theWest. Mainstream international relations
theories emerging from Western societies largely seek rational explanations for states’
interactions. On similar lines, interactions between states in the Global South are studied
from a relational perspective. Benabdallah and others have provided examples of China
and its interactions with various African states. Presently, China is the largest trading partner
of Africa and both countries’ economies are mutually interdependent.

The main argument is how much of these initiatives from the Global South are different
from the Global North. Whether these new spaces of thinking in the Global South are
completely new, pathbreaking, and can be understood as non-Western international relations
theories is an issue up for debate and discussion. Still, in recent years a lot has been done
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to highlight the important contributions that actors from the Global South make and have
always made. International Relations have come a long way in incorporating aspects, actors,
and concepts that represent the world more widely. This has emerged with the dynamics of
the international system also changing with the rise of new economic powers such as
India, China, Brazil, Turkey, South Africa, and others. Hence, international relations theories
have to take into consideration the perspectives of these new powers in the Global
South.

10.8 Conclusion

International relations theories as a discipline are highly Eurocentric, due to their emergence
from experiences of Western countries. However, it assumes a universal position and
imposes itself in the non-Western world. Thus, it is a deeply hegemonic act leading to a
process where the values and norms of the West are implemented in the non-West. This
takes place through colonialism and cultural imperialism where the ideas of the West are
claimed to be rational, scientific, and normal. The non-Western ideas are dubbed as
traditional, religious, and unscientific. The various interactions among states are defined
in lines of the interaction that happened in Europe, among the European states. Eurocentrism
turns the West into the centre of modernity and power. The unit gives an example of how
this is seen in the context of development and progress. Through international organizations
such as the IMF, World Bank, and World Trade Organisation, the west is seen to be imposing
the Western sanctions and policies on the non-West. The model of state-building in the
West is in the form of the Westphalian nation-state, which has its origins in Europe.

10.9 Summing Up

e The unit looked into the Perspectives from the Global South, which has remained
scattered and somewhat incoherent.

e Thereisasteady rise in voices from the Global South which is highly important as it
is needed to bring about notions of equity and justice in international relations theories.

e  There has been an export of the same model throughout the world, with ideas of state
interaction such as realism, liberalism, or Marxism emerging from knowledge
traditions in the West. Even the criticisms against the Western international relations
theories are coming from Western social, and political theories.
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10.10 Probable Questions

Essay Type Questions

1)  Examine the impact of Eurocentrism on International Relations studies.
2)  Analyse the non-western theosies of International Relations.

3) Examine the foundations of Eurocentrism.

Short Questions

1) What do you mean by Eurocentrism?

2)  What is the basic theme of post-colonialism?

Objective Questions

1)  Who is the author of the book “On the Origin of Species”