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	NEOREALISM
	LIBERALISM
	MARXISM
	CONSTRUCTIVISM

	CORE ASSUMPTIONS
	1. system is anarchic

2. war always possible

3. insecurity prevails

4. states are the dominant actors- they alone determine outcomes

5. the distribution of power is decisive for world politics 
	1. system is anarchic

2. great powers inherently possess some offensive military capability

3. states can never be certain about other states’ intentions
4. survival is the primary goal of great powers

5. great powers are rational actors
	1. System is hierarchic 

2. The pursuit of wealth is as important as the pursuit of security 

3. Power is not fungible (power is issue-specific) 


	1. Class interests play a key role in determining state behavior 

2. Workers are on the periphery of political power 

3. Capitalist employers have political influence


	1. states are the principal units of analysis
2.  key structures in state system are inter-subjective rather than material; 
3.  state identities and interests are important part of these social structures (not given exogenously to the system by human nature or domestic politics.)

	HYPOTHESIS
	1. Bipolarity is more stable than multipolarity 

2. The distribution of power tends to be balanced 

3. Relative gains are more important than absolute gains


	1. Uncertainty promotes war and certainty promotes negotiations or the status quo. 

2. Regardless of information circumstances (uncertainty or certainty), no nation will ever acquiesce peacefully to the demands of another state. 

3. A necessary, but not sufficient, condition for war is that both parties to the war believe their chances of winning are better than fifty percent. 
	1. The distribution of shared interests is more important than the distribution of power 

2. Regimes and norms encourage cooperation 

3. Uncertainty is a problem (information improves cooperation) 
	Capitalist states need to expand their markets and to do so they must dominate weaker and poorer peripheral states


	1. the environment in which agents/states take action is social as well as material; 
2.  this setting can provide agents/states with understandings of their interests (it can "constitute" them)

	LIMITATIONS
	1.   inherently moral (claims to be scientific and neutral but has moral qualities)

2.  deterministic (doesn’t allow room for human choices and decisions)

3.   change in int. system and balance of power (realists cant explain changes except through war)
	1. Logically inconsistent 

2. Assumes that domestic constituencies are irrelevant
3. Vagueness of terms: power, national interest

4. Descriptive or prescriptive? If everyone acts like this, WILL describe the world 


	· Hegemons do not always emerge.

· Any strategy may be an equilibrium with repeated play.

· Iteration requires that players care about the future.

· Even a large shadow of the future may not promote cooperation.

· Liberal theory works well with coordination issues, but not with distribution issues.

· Uncertainty may not lead to conflict
	1. Assumes interests of all within class are identical
2. Empirical problems - most economic relations in the world are between rich countries (not between rich and poor ) 

3. Economic determinism (idea that larger structures determine particular outcomes) doesn't allow other influences in politics - blames capitalist system for poverty, which means that domestic affairs aren't considered. 

4. Anomalies - some countries don't fit into the Marxist model; move into the semi-periphery or core ("4 tigers").
	

	SYSTEM STRUCTURE
	Anarchic
	Anarchic (no central power or central organization exists within the international system)
	Hierarchic (typically a hegemonic state structures int’l politics and can enforce agreements between states)
	
	

	STATE GOAL
	Power
	Security (anarchy in the international system forces each state to look out for its own security at all costs)
	Wealth
	
	

	APPROACH 

TO INT’L RELATIONS


	international relations should not be studied on the basis how they should be but how they are

- politics is governed by objective laws
- the roots of those laws lie in the human nature
- the laws are objective because human nature does not change in the course of times 

emphasis: maintenance of power;  strengthening of power; demonstration of power 

· Politics involves a struggle for power between states in the pursuit of their national interests. 

· Power is needed in order to ensure survival and protection of sovereignty, freedom of action.

- no authority higher than the individual state. States can come together through international organizations to cooperate on issues of common interest.  But international organizations cannot serve as a world government, do not constrain states’ behavior.  
	· objective environment: anarchic structure of international system competitive security system

· zero-sum states are calculating relative gains

· self-help system: cooperation difficult/superficial/ temporary 
security dilemma is always present: 

· the unintended decrease in the security of others when one state increases its own security

· the uncertainty of present or future intentions of other states

· a state feels insecure if it does not act and insecure if it does

· security dilemma is regulated by balance-of-power politics

states behave rationally according to their national interests, since those who do not will not survive 
	”complex interdependence”
 
societies are connected not only by interstate relations but transgovernmental and transnational relations 

· there is no hierarchy between issue areas, i.e., military security does not dominate other issues
· where complex interdependence prevails, military power is ineffective and irrelevant to resolve disagreements
· international organizations  are important in setting the agenda and inducing coalition formation as well 
	· theories of imperialism

· dependency theories

· world system theories
1. the core (usually democratic states, with good welfare benefits, education etc) 

2. the periphery (poorest countries of the world, provide source of raw material for production in the core) 

3. the semi-periphery (intermediate, has industrial base, but provides cheaper source of labor)
world systems theory:

· view of declining terms of trade (raw material prices stay the same while the cost of products are increasing)

· view of unequal exchange (wages and work rights do not match in the core and periphery)

dependency theory:

'third-world' countries were not always 'poor', but became impoverished through colonial domination and forced incorporation into the world economy by expansionist 'first-world' powers
	intersubjective environment: cooperative security community possible

agency and structure are interrelated: ”anarchy is what states make of it” 

the security dilemma is often regulated and sometimes mitigated but it can also be resolved through changes in identities and threat perceptions

· identities, norms and culture play important roles in world politics.
· Identities and interests of states are not simply structurally determined, but are rather produced by interactions, institutions, norms, cultures.  
· It is process, not structure, which determines the manner in which states interact.   
· Evolving identities and norms affect both the reality and the discourse about international politics.
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Balance of Power Theory
As a theory, balance of power predicts that rapid changes in international power and status—especially attempts by one state to conquer a region—will provoke counterbalancing actions. For this reason, the balancing process helps to maintain the stability of relations between states. A balance of power system functions most effectively when alliances are fluid, when they are easily formed or broken on the basis of expediency, regardless of values, religion, history, or form of government. Occasionally a single state plays a balancer role, shifting its support to oppose whatever state or alliance is strongest. A weakness of the balance of power concept is the difficulty of measuring power.
Complex Interdependence Theory
The term 'complex interdependence' was developed by Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye and refers to the various, complex transnational connections (interdependencies) between states and societies. Interdependence theorists noted that such relations, particularly economic ones, were increasing; while the use of military force and power balancing were decreasing (but remained important). Reflecting on these developments, they argued that the decline of military force as a policy tool and the increase in economic and other forms of interdependence should increase the probability of cooperation among states. The complex interdependence framework can be seen as an attempt to synthesise elements of realist and liberal thought. Finally, anticipating problems of cheating and relative gains raised by realists, interdependence theorists introduced the concept of 'regimes' to mitigate anarchy and facilitate cooperation. Here, we can see an obvious connection to neo-liberal institutionalism. 

Defensive Realism
Defensive realism is an umbrella term for several theories of international politics and foreign policy that build upon Robert Jervis's writings on the security dilemma and to a lesser extent upon Kenneth Waltz's balance-of-power theory (neorealism). Defensive realism holds that the international system provides incentives for expansion only under certain conditions. Anarchy (the absence of a universal sovereign or worldwide government) creates situations where by the tools that one state uses to increase it security decreases the security of other states. This security dilemma causes states to worry about one another's future intentions and relative power. Pairs of states may pursue purely security seeking strategies, but inadvertently generate spirals of mutual hostility or conflict. States often, although not always, pursue expansionist policies because their leaders mistakenly believe that aggression is the only way to make their state secure. Defensive realism predicts great variation in internationally driven expansion and suggests that states ought to generally pursue moderate strategies as the best route to security. Under most circumstances, the stronger states in the international system should pursue military, diplomatic, and foreign economic policies that communicate restraint. Examples of defensive realism include: offense-defense theory (Jervis, Stephen Van Evera, Sean Lynn-Jones, and Charles Glaser), balance-of-power theory (Barry Posen, Michael Mastanduno), balance-of-threat theory (Stephen Walt), domestic mobilization theories (Jack Snyder, Thomas Christensen, and Aron Friedberg), and security dilemma theory (Thomas Christensen, Robert Ross, and William Rose). 

Functionalism
A focus on purposes or tasks, particularly those performed by organizations. Some theorists have explained the growth of organizations, particularly international organizations, as a response to an increase in the number of purposes or tasks demanding attention. Neofunctionalism as a theory of regional integration emphasizes the political calculation and pay-off to elites who agree to collaborate in the performance of certain tasks

Dependency Theory
Dependency theorists assert that so-called 'third-world' countries were not always 'poor', but became impoverished through colonial domination and forced incorporation into the world economy by expansionist 'first-world' powers. Thus, 'third-world' economies became geared more toward the needs of their 'first-world' colonial masters than the domestic needs of their own societies. Proponents of dependency theory contend that relationships of dependency have continued long after formal colonization ended. Thus, the primary obstacles to autonomous development are seen as external rather than internal, and so 'third-world' countries face a global economy dominated by rich industrial countries. Because 'first-world' countries never had to contend with colonialism or a world full of richer, more powerful competitors, dependency theorists argue that it is unfair to compare contemporary 'third-world' societies with those of the 'first-world' in the early stages of development.

Hegemonic Stability Theory
The central idea of this theory is that the stability of the international system requires a single dominant state to articulate and enforce the rules of interaction among the most important members of the system. For a state to be a hegemon, it must have three attributes: the capability to enforce the rules of the system, the will to do so, and a commitment to a system which is perceived as mutually beneficial to the major states. A hegemon's capability rests upon the likes of a large, growing economy, dominance in a leading technological or economic sector, and political power backed up by projective military power. An unstable system will result if economic, technological, and other changes erode the international hierarchy and undermine the position of the dominant state. Pretenders to hegemonic control will emerge if the benefits of the system are viewed as unacceptably unfair. 

Marxism
A body of thought inspired by Karl Marx. It emphasizes the dialectical unfolding of historical stages, the importance of economic and material forces and class analysis. It predicts that contradictions inherent in each historical epoch eventually lead to the rise of a new dominant class. The era of capitalism, according to Marx, is dominated by the bourgeoisie and will give way to a proletarian, or working class, revolution and an era of socialism in which workers own the means of production and move toward a classless, communist society in which the state, historically a tool of the dominant class, will wither away. A number of contemporary theorists have drawn on Marxian insights and categories of analysis - an influence most evident in work on dependency and the world capitalist system. 
Neorealism
Essentially, a systemic, balance of power theory developed by Kenneth Waltz in which states do not seek to maximize power, but merely balance it. And because the international system is regarded as anarchic and based on self-help, the most powerful units set the scene of action for others as well as themselves. These major powers are referred to as poles; hence the international system (or a regional subsystem), at a particular point in time, may be characterized as unipolar, bipolar or multipolar. 
Offensive Realism
Offensive realism is a covering term for several theories of international politics and foreign policy that give analytical primacy to the hostile and unforgiving nature of the international system as the cause of conflict. Like defensive realism, some variants of offensive realism build upon and depart from Waltz's neorealism. Offensive realism holds that anarchy (the absence of a worldwide government or universal sovereign) provides strong incentives for expansion. All states strive to maximize their relative power because only the strongest states can guarantee their survival. They pursue expansionist policies when and where the benefits of doing so outweigh the costs. States face the ever-present threat that other states will use force to harm or conquer them. This compels them to improve their relative power positions through arms build-ups, unilateral diplomacy, mercantile (or even autarkic) foreign economic policies, and opportunistic expansion. Ultimately every state in the international system strives to become a regional hegemon - a state that enjoys a preponderance of military, economic, and potential power in its part of the globe. Offensive realists however, disagree over the historical prevalence of hegemonic regional systems and the likely responses of weaker states to would-be regional hegemons (e.g., balancing, buck-passing, or bandwagoning). In particular, there is a sharp disagreement between proponents of the balance-of-power tradition (John Mearsheimer, Eric Labs, Fareed Zakaria, Kier Lieber, and Christopher Layne) and proponents of the security variant of hegemonic stability theory (Robert Gilpin, William Wohlforth, and Stephen Brooks). 
Social Constructivism
Social constructivism is about human consciousness and its role in international life. As such, constructivism rests on an irreducibly intersubjective dimension of human action: the capacity and will of people to take a deliberate attitude towards the world and to lend it significance. This capacity gives rise to social facts, or facts that depend on human agreement that they exist and typically require human institutions for their existence (money, property rights, sovereignty, marriage and Valentine's Day, for example). Constructivists contend that not only are identities and interests of actors socially constructed, but also that they must share the stage with a whole host of other ideational factors emanating from people as cultural beings. No general theory of the social construction of reality is available to be borrowed from other fields and international relations constructivists have not as yet managed to formulate a fully fledged theory of their own. As a result, constructivism remains more of a philosophically and theoretically informed perspective on and approach to the empirical study of international relations
World-Systems Analysis
World-systems analysis is not a theory or mode of theorizing, but a perspective and a critique of other perspectives within social science. Its social origins were located in the geopolitical emergence of the Third World in the late 1960s and the manifest insufficiencies of modernization theory to account for what was happening. The unit of analysis is the world-system rather than a state or society, with particular emphases on the long-term history and totality of the system. The notion of totality (globality, unidisciplinarity and holism) distinguishes world-systems analysis from similar approaches such as global or international political economy which look at the relationships between the two segregated streams of politics and economics. Proponents of world-systems analysis also regard it as an intellectual movement, capable of transforming social science into a vehicle for world-wide social change.

