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INTRODUCTION

Welcome toINR 251: Evolution of Modern International System. This
is a two-credit unit course available for studeintdhe undergraduate
French and International Studies programme. Theseoprovides an
opportunity for you to acquire a detailed knowledgel understanding
of what the international system is, its structuaed characteristics, its
evolution from one stage to another and what shtapdikely to assume
in the future. The international system has nonbeetatic system, but
one evolving from one stage to another. Thus, éveagh this course is
not a history course, to understand the evolutioimternational system
involves recourse to historical evidences. This msea this course we
shall rely heavily on the history of world politics

The course, equally, dives into an explanatiorhefterm “system” and
how it is justifiably applied to arena of global s politics. It also
examines the origins of the international systemomfthe classical to
the contemporary international system. Highlightpiaced on basic
approaches in understanding the working of thermeitional system as
exemplified by the realist and the idealist kalsidapic lenses. As well,
watersheds in the history of the international elystaire explored. These
include the Westphalian peace treaties that gate to the emergence
of the "modern" state system, the transitionalrmaional system and
the international system during the world wars, @@d War and the
post Cold War era.

This course guide provides you with the necessdormation about the
contents of the course and the materials you w#idito be familiar with
for a proper understanding of the subject matteis tlesigned to help
you to get the best of the course by enabling yothink productively
about the principles underlying the issues youytard the projects you
execute in the course of your study and theredttaiso provides some
guidance on the way to approach your tutor-markedigaments
(TMA). You will of course receive on-the-spot guide from your
tutorial classes, which you are advised to appreatiall seriousness.

Overall, this course guide will fill an importanasuum in the field of
international studies, especially as it is intexdsin knowing and
explaining why nations behave the way they doyel$ as interpreting
the relationship among nation-states in terms dfarales and
confrontational relationship that colour inter-e&it relations in the
arena of international politics.
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COURSE AIMS

The aims of this course are to:

o explicate the term “system” as applied to the m@¢ional system

o present an overview of approaches in understaritiemgvorking
of the international system

o trace the origins and/or history of the evolutidntlee modern
international system

o identify the major features and characteristicghefinternational
system

. discuss major issues in the contemporary internalisystem.

COURSE OBJECTIVES
At the end of this course, you should be able to:

J define international system

o differentiate between classical international gyste the
transitional international system, the post Worldarwil
international system and the contemporary inteonati system

. identify and explain various features of the intgional system,
which include the actors, the notion of interestl @amarchy, as
well as polarisation

o explain how issues like globalisation, collectivecsrity and
terrorism are imparting on the contemporary intgomal system

o apply public administration approaches to real iatstration in
public sectors

o identify and discuss alternative world order modekich
mankind can adopt in the reordering of the futurernational
system.

WORKING THROUGH THE COURSE

It is advisable that you should carefully studyteaait, beginning with
this course guide, especially since this courseiges an opportunity
for you to understand the major approaches, in deaintheoretical
assumptions in interpreting the working of the insgional system. It is
also advisable that you should make a habit ohgadiown any question
you might have for tutorials. In addition, you slibendeavour to note
some of the relevant knowledge that would help g®@ future Nigerian
policy maker in the area of international politics.
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COURSE MATERIALS

A A

Course Guide

Study Units

Textbooks

Assignment File
Presentation Schedule.

STUDY UNITS

There are four modules in this course. Each mouieade up of four

units.

Overall therefore, you will find a total sixteen units in this

course. Some units may be longer and/or more irthdé@an others,
depending on the scope of the course that is instothe four modules
in the course are as follows:

Module 1

Unit 1
Unit 2

Unit 3

Unit 4

Module 2

Unit 1
Unit 2
Unit 3
Unit 4

Module 3

Unit 1
Unit 2
Unit 3
Unit 4

Module 4
Unit 1
Unit 2
Unit 3
Unit 4

Vi

Understanding the International System

The Definition of the International System

The Realist Approach in Understanding thesinational
System

The Idealist Approach in Understanding th&ernational
System

The Idealist versus the Realist
Understanding the International System

Approaches

Evolution of the Modern International System

The Classical International System (16489)7

The Transitional International System (27K945)

The Post World War Il International Systé€h845-1989)
The Contemporary International System @L8&te)

Characteristics of International System

The Actors in the International System

Anarchy in the International System

Interest and the Use of Power in the iméional System
Polarity in the International System

Issuesin the Contemporary International System

The Impact of Globalisation

Collective Security

Terrorism in the International System
The Future of the International System
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Each module is preceded by a listing of the uritstained in it, and a
table of contents, an introduction, a list of olijes and the main
content in turn precedes each unit, including 8sdessment Exercises
(SAEs). At the end of each unit, you will find ole more Tutor-
Marked Assignments (TMAS) which you are expectedvtrk on and
submit for marking.

TEXTBOOKSAND REFERENCES

At the end of each unit there is a list of relevesference materials
which you may wish to consult as the need arisés. liBt is, however,
not exhaustive and sacrosanct. You are encouragedttvate the habit
of consulting as many relevant materials as youahte to within the
time available.

ASSESSMENT

Two types of assessments are involved in the cotliseSAEs and the
TMA questions. Your answers to the SAEs are not nhda be
submitted, even though important, they are alsoomapnt since they
give you an opportunity to assess your own undedstg of the course
content. The TMAs on the other hand are to be adyedAnswered and
kept in your assignment file for submission andkimay. This will form
30% of the total score in the course.

TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

At the end of every unit, you will find a tutor-nkad assignment which
you should answer as instructed and put in yourgasgent file for
submission. However, this course guide does notagorany tutor-
marked assignment question. The tutor-marked assighquestions are
provided from unit 1 of module 1 to unit 4 of moeu4l.

FINAL EXAMINATION AND GRADING

The final examination for INR 251 will take two hrsuand carry 70% of
the total course grade. The examination questidhgeflect the SAEs

and TMAs that you have already worked on. It aeldithat you spend
the time between the completion of the last und #re examination in
revising the entire course. You will certainly fintd helpful to also

review both your SAEs and TMAs before the examorati

vii
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COURSE MARKING SCHEME
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The following table sets out how the actual courswking is broken

down.

Assessment

Marks

Four assignments (the best fq
of all the assignments submitt
for marking).

Uour assignments, each marked
pdf 10%, but highest scoring thrg
selected, thus totalling 30%

out
e

Final Examination

70% of overall course score

Total

100% of cour se score

COURSE OVERVIEW PRESENTATION SCHEME

, , Week Assignment
Units | Titleof Work Activity | (End-of-Unit)
Course
Guide
Module1 | Understanding the International System
Unit 1 Definition of the Internationa Week 1 Assignment

System
The Realist approach in
Unit 2 understanding the International | Week 2 Assignment
System
Unit 3 The Idealist Approach in
understanding the Internatiorjal Week 3 Assignment
System
Unit 4 The GreatDebate Idealist versu Week 4 TMA 1to be
the Realist) submitted
Module 2 | The OrigingEvolution of the Modern International System
Unit1 | The classical International System ,
(1648-1789) Week 5 Assignment 1
: The transitional International .
Unit 2 System (1789-1945) Week 6 Assignment 1
The Post World War |
Unit 3 | International system (1945-1989) Week 7 Assignment 1
The Contemporary Internationgl
Unit4 | System (1989-date) Week 8 TMA 2 to be
submitted
Module 3 | Characteristicsof the International System
Unit 1 The Actors in the International Week 9 Assignment 1
System
Unit 2 | Anarchy in the International Week 2J0  Assigmhl

viii
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. . Week Assignment
Units | Titleof Work Activity | (End-of-Unit)
System
. Interest and the Use of Power in .
Unit 3 the International System Week 11| Assignment 1
Unit 4 Polarity in the International Week 12 TMA 3_to be
System submitted
Module 4 | Issuesin the Contemporary International System
Unit 1 | The Impact of Globalisation Week 13 Assigming
Unit2 | Collective Security Week 13  Assignment|1
Unit 3 Terrorism in the International Week 14| Assignment 1
System
. The Future of the International TMA 4 to be
Unit4 System Week 15 Submitted
Revision Week 16
Examination Week 17,
Total 17 Weeks

WHAT YOUWILL LEARNIN THE COURSE

Evolution of modern international system providesuywith the
opportunity to gain an insight and an in-depth ustdanding of how the
international system has grown to be where it d&yo The first module
provides you with the explanation of the internasibsystem as a global
system, as well as the idealist and realist ape=mt¢o understanding
the international system. The second module wivgle you with an
understanding of the origins/evolution of the intgronal system from
the classical to where it is in the present centlihe third module will
introduce you to some of the basic characterisdiod features of the
international system. This include explanation ba type of actors in
the system, the notion of anarchy, interest ofamstiand the use of
power, as well as the polarisation in the systerodiMle four provides
you with the understanding of issues that have nakent role in
discourse on the contemporary international system.

You would have to purchase textbooks and other nmadge
recommended to enable you have a broader undeirsgand issues
treated in the course. You would also need qudiitye in a study-
friendly environment every week. For those who esenputer-literate
(which ideally you should be), you should be preparto visit
recommended websites. You should also cultivatehti®t of visiting
reputable physical libraries.
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FACILITATORS TUTORSAND TUTORIALS

There are 15 hours of tutorials provided in suppdrthe course. You
will be notified of the dates and location of theés®rials, together with
the name and phone number of the tutor as sooowsie allocated a
tutorial group. The tutor will mark and comment your assignments,
and keep a close watch on your progress. You shendtdire to send
your tutor-marked assignments promptly, and feeé fto contact the
tutor in case of any difficulty with your self-assenent exercise, tutor-
marked assignment or the grading of an assignnherdgny case, it is
advised that you should endeavour to attend thoziald regularly and
punctually. Always take a list of such prepareddfioas to the tutorials
and participate actively in the discussions.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, all the features of this course guwdve been designed to
facilitate learning in order that you achieve thmsand objectives of
the course. They include the aims and objectivesirse summary,
course overview, self-assessment exercises and r-marked
assignments. You should ensure that you make mawiose of them in
your study to achieve maximum results.

SUMMARY

INR 251: Evolution of Modern International System is a two-credit unit
course available for students in the undergradultench and
International Studies programme at the 200 levhee Tourse provides
an opportunity for you to acquire a detailed knalge and
understanding of what the international is, itsudure and
characteristics, its evolution from one stage totlaer and what shape it
is likely to assume in the future. The course, #gualives into an
explanation of the term “system” and how it is ffi@gbly applied to
arena of global world politics. It also examines tbrigins of the
international system, from the classical to the teoworary
international system. Highlight is placed on basipproaches in
understanding the working of the international aeneplified by the
realist and the idealist kaleidoscopic lenses. &#,watersheds in the
history of the international as well as systemexqglored. These include
the Westphalian peace treaties that gave birtlinéoetmergence of the
"modern" state system, the transitional internatiogystem and the
international system during the world wars, thedC@lar and the post
Cold War era.

I wish you wish success in this course and | hdwe you will find it
interesting and useful!

X
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MODULE 1 UNDERSTANDING THE
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM

Unit 1 The Definition of the International System

Unit 2 The Realist Approach in Understanding theeinational
System

Unit 3 The Idealist Approach in Understanding theernational
System

Unit 4 The Idealist versus the Realist Approaches

Understanding the International System

UNIT 1 DEFINITION OF THE INTERNATIONAL
SYSTEM

CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1 Understanding the Term “System”
3.2 Application of the Term “System” to the Internatadn
System
3.3 Definition of the International System
3.4 Distinction between International System and Iraéonal

Society
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary

6.0 Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The term “system” has gained great importance @ ldxicology of
political science and of international relationfeTmeaning of this term
is said to be quite imprecise and vague. Yet, gtiange that the term
system which has no agreed definition has not itsstpopularity.
Writing in 1960, James Roseau held that "of all adeances that have
occurred in the study of international phenomenaerhaps, none is
more important than the ever-growing tendency tare the world as
an international system" (Rosaeu, 1960). It is irtgod, therefore, that
we should have a clear understanding of the corisggtem’ as applied
in the international system, in spite of the fdttthere is no unanimity
on the exact meaning and implications of the tekife need to
understand it in a general context that is obtdeab the field of
mechanical engineering and biological sciences had it becomes

1
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explicit why the term system is readily appliedhe international arena
of interaction among states and non-state actors.

2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o define a system

o explain what the international system is

o differentiate between the international system agdtems in
other fields of study

o differentiate between the international system amdrnational
society

o name some of the famous scholars in the field tdriational
relations who have contributed to the developmét@ concept
“system.”

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Understanding the Term “System”

Etymological evidence on the term ‘system’ hasddaits origin to the
Latin, then, Greek word “sy&ha”, which means a "whole compounded
of several parts or members”. The term also hasng history in the
field of political philosophy which can be tracealch to Aristotle. It was
used to connote "union.” In the more ancient tintesas derived from
the Greek verlsunistemiwhich means “uniting” or “putting together.”

It was in the 19th century that the French physNisolas Léonard Sadi
Carnot first developed the concept of a "systemth@ natural sciences
in his study of thermodynamics. In 1824 Carnot ®ddthe system
which he called thevorking substanceand it had to do with a body of
water vapor in steam engines to prove the systaility to work when
heat is applied to it. Ludwig von Bertalanffy, i®45, introduced the
concept to biological sciences, while Norbert Wieard Ross Ashby
pioneered the use of mathematics to study systagef1961:896).

In the present dispensation the concept of systfary to the fact of
interaction components of an entityhe Oxford English Dictionary
defines a system as (a) a set of or an assembfai@ngs connected,
associated, or interdependent, so as to form a leammit, or (b) a
whole composed of parts in orderly arrangementpraieg to some
scheme or plan. This definition presupposes that uhits or parts
connected together should experience a form ofaant®n. It is also
assumed that the interaction can bring about iaterectivity among the
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units or parts. A system, therefore, implies ndy ¢he inter-dependence
of parts but also the acceptance of influence femvironment and vice
versa.

Definitions of a “system” may vary, but they allipbto common salient
facts. First, that a system has different partsctviimteract, inter-relate
and are inter-dependent. Second, inter-dependerce imeans that
when the properties of a component in a system gehaall other
components and the system as a whole would betedfedhird, a
system is also viewed to have its boundary. Thiamadhere are some
entities which are considered to be inside theesystwvhile others are
outside. The ones outside the system are regasldte anvironment of
the system.

Systems are classified in different ways. Thereratiral and human-
made (designed) systems. Natural systems may na& &a apparent
objective but their outputs can be interpreted wpgses. Human-made
systems are made with purposes that are achievetiebgelivery of
outputs. Their parts must be related, that is yotlsay must be designed
to work as a coherent entity.

Other common characteristics of a system include:

. A system has structure: it contains parts (or camepts) that are
directly or indirectly related to each other.

. A system has behaviour: it contains processes ttasform
inputs into outputs (material, energy or data).

. A system has interconnectivity: the parts and Bses are
connected by structural and/or behavioural relatiqps.

. All systems strive towards equilibrium or what isrrhed as

haemostasis.

Furthermore, systems can also be classified inisipal and abstract
systems, as well as subsystems. Physical systeantamgible entities
that may be static or dynamic in operation. Abstsystems, on the
other hand, are intangible entities. On the otlaardh a subsystem is a
set of elements, which is a system itself, but emmonent of a larger
system.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Highlight the main characteristics of a system.
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3.2 International System as a System

One major controversy that has trailed the undedstg the concept of
the international system bothered on the inadequdicgssigning the
term “system” to the act of intermingling of statasd non-state actors
in the international arena. This inadequacy hammsted from strict
scientific notion of “system.” This is because stifgcally, mechanical
or biological systems are natural and can be stdgeto intrinsic
scientific methodologies. But, the internationasteyn is considered to
be artificial, thus, an abstraction which cannot qabjected to the
scientific intrinsic methodologies.

The general concept of international system hadoitgdation in the
works of system theorists in the field of interpatl relations. Scholars
in the field have developed basic framework to ld&th the basis on
which the international arena can be regarded st@m. They regard
nation-states as actors, always standing in inieraavith each other
making the whole world as an organised complex@yiro holds that
the idea of international system is abstract, desee and theoretical.
Nevertheless, it contributes a perspective in whntdrnational system
constitutes an expression to stimulate thought ebaertain generalised
image (Spiro, 1999: 177).

David Easton and Gabriel Almond have used the systpproach for
the study of political system while Kenneth WaltmdaViorton Kaplan
have used it for the study of international systédme remarkable
systemic work about the international system isedoy Kenneth Waltz.
Addressing the systemic nature of internationalitigal interaction,
Waltz emphasises the structural factor. He expldémad a system is
made of a structure and units. The units are iote&a and
interdependent. He contends, further, that in m&eonal politics,
sovereign states constitute the units, while thactire of international
politics is an ordering principle that positionsasranges the sovereign
states in the pecking order of ranking and alliart®altz, 1979).

Kaplan, even though, has not developed a precideitde of
international system, his discussions on the natfranternational
system is said to be the most elaborate to briegidka of system to
bear on discussions on international politics amiotgynational actors.
He regards the interactions in the internationanaras a system of
action, which he elaborates as follows: “A systeimaction is a set of
variables so related, in contradistinction to itsvieonment, that
describable behavioural regularities characteriske tinternal
relationships of the variables to each other aedettiernal relationships
of the set of individual variables to combinatiafsexternal variables”
(Kaplan, 1957:242). Thus, according to Kaplan, riiedional actions

4
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take place between international actors. It is ititeraction between
actors that ultimately gives birth to the internail system.

Some of the remarkable elements about Kaplan’'s wmkocated in his
ability to describe the nature of an internatiosgdtem by identifying
variables in the nature of the system and assignaiges to these
variables. He identifies the variables of the syste include:

a) the essential rules of the system

b) the transformation rules

C) the actors classificatory variables

d) capacity variables and the information variables

Based on these variables he identifies six typastefnational systems,
which include the following:

)] the balance of power system

i) the loose bipolar system; the tight bipolastgem

i) the universal system

iv)  the hierarchical system in its directive anohrdirective forms,
and

V) the unit veto system.

Although Mortan Kaplan is the chief exponent of thestem theory,
there have been many others who have contributetheosystem
approach. They include Karl Deutsch, Charles Mclaokd, J. David
Singer, Kenneth Boulding, David Easton and AnatBlpport. The
interpretation given by all these scholars refershie variables of the
international system, which help in a proper un@ering of the
interaction process. They see a system as an asggmbf units,
objects, or parts united by some form of regulderiction. In the
1950s, the behavioural revolution in the sociaksces and growing
acceptance of political realism in internationdhtiens led scholars to
conceptualise international politics as a systesmgithe language of
systems theory. McCleland, particularly, calls eyst theory as a way
of thinking having the proportion of a world viem¢Cleland, 1966).
Thus, the international system can be taken astarsybecause nations
live with one another. They live in an internatibmsvironment and
participate in that environment. The behaviour afions in the system
is a two-way activity of taking from and giving the international
environment. It is this process of exchange thatarat to be called a
system.
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3.3 Definition of International System

In defining international system, Stanley Hoffmagairds it as a pattern
of relations among the basic units of world padificharacterised by the
scope of the objectives pursued by those unitsoétice task performed
among them as well as by the means used to acthege goals and
perform these tasks (Hoffman,1965). On their garederic S. Pearson
and Martin Rochester define international systerttes general pattern
of political, economic, social, geographical, anechnological
relationship that shape world affairs. Or more dym@s the general
setting in which international relations occur ay dme” (Pearson and
Rochester, 1984). In an attempt to find an opanati definition of the
international system Dougherty and Pfaltzgraff rtem that “An
international political system is a set of politiessked by a set of
interactions (patterns of behaviour in the worlditms complex)”
(Dougherty and Pfaltzgraff, 1997: 175-185). ThifirdBon presupposes
that political interaction among polities cannotstjuconstitute an
international system, unless the polities are ifledtas a sovereign.

From the foregoing discussions, we can, in lucidntg say that
international system is a lexicon among scholarsirdérnational

relations to describe the network and complexibéshe interactions
among states and non-state actors in the intenadtarena. Amidst the
interactions they exert political, military, econignas well as cultural
impact on one another. The exertion of impact o& amother is carried
out within laid down rules and norms of behaviourding the entire

interaction process. The interaction can be ofedaiit forms such as
direct governmental economic collaboration or dipddic contacts. It
can be direct non-governmental in areas like towri®r indirect

governmental as regard adoption of industrialisatih may also be
collaborative or conflicting.

In addition, international actors are in two catégm The first category
is that of the national actors while the secontha of supranational
actors. Nigeria, USA, India, China, etc. are thampgles of national
actors while the ECOWAS and NATO are examples @irauational

actors. And as Kaplan maintains, as internatioméiba takes places
between international actors, it is the interactlmtween these two
types of actors that ultimately gives birth to thiernational system.

Furthermore, the international system has varionaller international
systems at the lower scale working as sub-systemslependent
systems. Each sub-system or the dependent systéectsafthe
functioning of the bigger system and vice versauslbach system, in
addition to being a system in itself, can be a sygiem of a larger or
dominant system. Interaction may even differ iremsity. We may find
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that the interaction between the actors of the V@sbpean sub-system
is of great intensity than between the actors oicaf

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Define the international system.

3.4 Distinction between International System and
International Society

In recent times, scholars of international reladidrave pushed further
the debate about the concept of international systg bringing in the

notion of international society to place side bgeswith the concept of
international system, making the necessary contiastthis regard,

Hedley Bull has developed an argument to elabotiage distinction

between international system and international etpciFor him, an

international system is formed when two or moreestdave sufficient
contact between them, and have sufficient impactona another’s

decision to cause them behave as parts of a wiBal#, (1977). This

definition corresponds to the ones we have eluedlapon in the early
part of our discussion.

On the other hand, he maintains that the internatisociety is created
when a number or group of states with common istesiad values get
together on the basis that they conceive themselvdé®en tied together
by a common set of rules in their relationship wathe another, and
share in the working of common institutions. Frdmns tpoint of view, it
can be extrapolated that in Bull's sense, an iatiBsnal society
presupposes an international system, but an irltegsiem may exist
without an international society.

As a terminology, the term “international systemdsmcommonly used
among scholars in the era of Cold War. But in tbstCold War era, as
a result of the accompanying rapid changes in thednstructure, there
came a decline in the frequency of the use of #rentas it got
substituted by other vogue terminologies like “inegional society.”

Nevertheless, that does not mean that the ternerfiational system”
has lost its meaning. The term still holds it vjidin spite of the

changes in real politics and academic fashions. tWhaactually

happening is the two terms are or can be usedchdageably in
discussions bothering on international politics.
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4.0 CONCLUSION

International system remains a term among scharsternational

relations to describe the network and complexibéshe interactions
among actors in the international arena. Even vaudastituted with the
term “international society” it only points to tlf&ct that there is need to
assign a term to describe the interaction and def@ndence among
actors - they may be states or non-state actorsthe international

arena.

5.0 SUMMARY

The term “system” has its origin from the Greek evsysema”, which
means a "whole compounded of several parts or mexribe the cause
of its evolution over the years, the term has hessd by academics and
professionals of various disciplines. In internasibrelations the term
was introduced by system theorists like Morton Kaphnd Kenneth
Waltz who seek to develop the framework to esthbtlse basis on
which politics in the international arena can lkedi to a “system.” It is
generally agreed that the international system haracterised by
interactive and interdependent relationship amdmg actors. In the
present dispensation, the term “international systbas come to be
substituted by the term “international society”.tYéhat does not mean
that term “international system” has lost its releve. Rather, the two
are used interchangeably.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What is international system?
2. Distinguish between “international system” ahudternational
society.”
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The study of international system requires famtiyarwith some
essential theories, concepts, notions, as wellaascassumptions that
are intrinsically linked to the study of internatal politics. It is not just
the terms and the jargon that are important; rathés the insight that
they offer in explaining how the international st operates that
makes them useful. Again, using the precise terlogies is also less
important than grasping the essential, the undeglyioundation of
behaviour of actors that is so crucial to explagnihe basis of the
interactions that go on in the arena of internaigolitics.

This unit introduces some of the basic theoretaggtroaches and the
accompanying assumptions of such approaches regardhe
international system, in order to make them acbéssifor
comprehension in the study of international syst€éhere exist several
approaches and notions, accompanied by severahpisus as tools in
understanding the working of the international egstIn this unit our
discussions shall revolve around the realists thmkone of the most
common approaches in interpreting the behaviouractbrs in the
international system. This includes some of theegated versions of
realism which have come about as the products foferment in the
thinking or paradigm shift among scholars in thediof International
Studies. These refinement or paradigm shifts themsehave come
about as result of the impact of world events whiwwve defiled
explanation based on the existing versions of sealiThus, they called
for modified versions of the existing paradigmsreflism so as to
grapple with events in the world system.
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2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end this unit you should be able to:

o define “realism” as a basis of understanding theermational
system

o enumerate the basic assumptions of the realistosdidhought
about the international system

o explain terms like classical realism, neorealismassical
neorealism.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 The Realist's Approach

Realism as a formal discipline in internationalatelns did not arrive
until World War 11, but its primary assumptions lealveen expressed in
earlier thinkers and writers such Thucrdides, NigcMachiavelli,
Cardinal Richelieu and others. Thucydides, an ac¢eek historian in
his work, History of the Peloponnesian Wanas espoused views that
have been the basis of Realists’ assumptions aradse cited as an
intellectual of realpolitik. Niccoldo Machiavelli, &lorentine political
philosopher, wrotdl Principe (The Prince in which he held that the
sole aim of a prince (politician) was to seek pgwegardless of
religious or ethical considerations. Cardinal Rlghe a French
statesman acted in tandem with the spirit of realess he destroyed
domestic factionalism and guided France to a mositif dominance in
foreign affairs. Thomas Hobbes, an English phildsop wrote
Leviathanin which he stated the “state of nature” was priana "war of
all against all".

Realism, frequently referred to as the power theorgyome quarters, is
identified with scholars such as Hans Morgenthaenmy Kissinger and
Kenneth Waltz. In the thinking of the realists theernational system is
defined by anarchy. This is because there is ntralesuthority to settle
disputes among contending actors as it is in dampstitical systems.
Thus, in such anarchical situation, state powehéskey. There is the
belief that it is only through power that states dafend themselves and
hope to survive. Realism believes power can beanety of ways:
militarily, economically and diplomatically. It asemphasises the
possession of the coercive capacity as the ultinteieerminant of
international politics.

The world view of the Realists rests on the assignpthat, first;
survival is the principal goal of every state ac#nd given the anarchy
of the international system, states require tostantly, ensure that they

11
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have sufficient power to defend themselves and radvdheir interest
that is required for survival. Second, Realisttakates to be rational
actors. This means that, given the goal of surysiates will act as best
they can in order to maximise their likelihood adntinuing to exist.
Third, Realists believe that all states possesgamjil capacity, and no
state knows what its neighbours intend preciselys Presupposes that
the word is dangerous and uncertain. Fourth, irh saicworld only
countries with greater powers that can prevail. sThhe international
system is a system of power exercise. With timésmahas undergone
some refinement by scholars, resulting in varioogel paradigms such
as classical realism, liberal realism or the Eigishool or rationalism,
neorealism or structural realism and neoclassezdlam.

3.1.1 Neorealism or Structural Realism

According to Powell Robert, neorealism or strudtuealism is a theory
of international relations that was, first, outthby Kenneth Waltz in
his 1979 bookrheory of International PoliticéRobert 1994: 313-344).
Neorealism can be considered as one of the moduentfal
contemporary approaches to international relatibleorealism is also
considered as been derived from the classicalstemhdition of E.H.
Carr, Hans Morgenthau, and Reinhold Niebuhr. Tlagmexception is
that neorealism dismisses classical realism's tdiseolcepts such as
"human nature" to explain international politics.

Neorealist thinkers, instead, propose that stratwonstraints — that is
to say not strategy, egoism, or motivation will etetine behaviour in
international relations. Thus, instead of focusorg human nature, its
focus is predominantly on the anarchic structureth&f international
system. They see states as primary actors bechese it no political
monopoly on force existing above any sovereign. Biiile states
remain the principal actors, greater attentioniveigto the forces above
and below the states. The international systeme&h sas a structure
acting on the state with individuals acting as ageof the state.

The principal assumption of the neorealist is ttree nature of the
international structure is defined by its orderprgnciple. That is to say
the anarchy, and the distribution of capabilitiess,measured by the
number of great powers within the internationaltsys The anarchic
ordering principle of the international structusedecentralised, meaning
there is no formal central authority. Every sovgmestate is formally
equal in this system. These states act accorditigettogic of self-help,
meaning states seek their own interest and will suddordinate their
interest to the interests of other states. Stares assumed, at a
minimum, to want to ensure their own survival ds th a prerequisite to
pursue other goals. This driving force of surviisakhe primary factor

12
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influencing their behaviour and in turn ensuresestalevelop offensive
military capabilities for foreign interventionismné as a means to
increase their relative power. In summary, it i€ thature of the
environment that pushes states to garner powengore their survival
in the system.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What are the main assumptions of neorealism octsiral realism?
3.1.2 Classical Realism

Classical realism's most important roots arguabhg dack to the fall of
the medieval Roman Catholic realm. Medieval Eureptertained the
idea of universalism as its competitors, the Bym@nEmpire and the
Islamic caliphates, but according to Bozeman, venenjoyed the same
ability to pursue it in practice (Bozeman, 1994)ittWthis, Haslam
maintains that gradually, therefore, universalisnavey way to
particularism, as scholars and observers promotesl ghift by
developing new doctrines of state interest (ragétat) and balances of
power in the explanation of behaviour in the in&tional system
(Haslam, 2002). In the early 20th century, scholafrsthe interwar
generation picked up these concepts and insiglitsgame birth to the
tradition of classical realism as a body of thought

Prominent scholars of the interwar generation ielReinhold Niebuhr,
Edward H. Carr, Georg Schwarzenberger, and NicSjagkman, and

they would go on to inspire people like Hans Mothen, Raymond

Aron, Stanley Hoffmann, Arnold Wolfers, George Kann Henry

Kissinger, and others. Classical realists shareraterstanding of social
reality as collective, which is to say that the gras the essence of
social reality and of politics as a contentiousugfle among these
groups over values (Gilpin, 1986).

Political conflict is rooted in human affairs andma particularly human
nature, according to classical realists. Reinholdbiihr believed that
humans had a potential for ‘evil’, and with humands increasing
grasp of science and control of society, the sctipehuman evil
expanded. Reinhold Niebuhr claimed that “man’sroléd goodness is
absurdity if not blasphemy. Social groups sucha®ns and states may
contain many ethical people but the glue of theseigs — ‘patriotism’
— contains a ‘paradox’: it ‘transmutes individuahselfishness into
national egoism’ (Niebuhr, 1932: 91). Hans Morgeanthsought to
provide ‘a theory of international politics’ focubeon the ‘objective
laws’ of politics and rooted in ‘human nature’ (Menthau, 1993: 3-4).
Morgenthau may have been less preoccupied by thierature of man
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compared to Niebuhr but he maintained that thereldsr power was
universal (Waltz, 1959: 34).

Niebuhr and Morgenthau thus created inextricablesli between
individuals and collectivities, partly because induals live in groups
(i.e., the essence of social reality), partly bseagroups’ occasional
warring is rooted in human nature. By implicatiariassical realism
does not distinguish between the ‘first’ (the induwal) and ‘second’
(the state) image in the assessment of why tragegyens. Kenneth
Waltz nevertheless built his criticism of prevagimternational theories,
thus including classical realism, on the notiordistinct images, and he
associated classical realism with the first imdgen{an nature) (Waltz,
1959). Classical realists find that revisionisttasa which are those
wrecking havoc in international politics, somehomegge from human
nature.

The basic assumptions of classical realism are fhat, the drive for

power and the will to dominate are held to be fundatal aspects of
human nature that inform state behaviour in therimdtional system.
Second, people are by nature narrowly selfish ahidadly flawed, and

cannot free themselves from the vicious fact thaytare born to watch
out for themselves. Third, of all the people’s evdys, none are more
prevalent, inexorable, or dangerous than theiinosve lust for power

and their desire to dominate others. Fourth, ttesipdity of eradicating

the instinct for power is a utopian aspirationthiiinternational politics

is, as Thomas Hobbes put it, a struggle for poveewar of all against
all.” Lastly, the primary obligation of every stathe goal to which all

other national objectives should be subordinatedfoi promote its

national interest and to acquire power for thisppse.

Other basic assumptions of classical realism ireltlte fact that the
nature of the international system dictates thatestacquire sufficient
military capabilities to deter attack by potengamlemies; and that states
should never entrust the task of self-protectiomternational security
organisations or international law and should tesfforts to regulate
international conduct. In addition, if all statesek to maximise power,
stability will result from maintaining a balance pbwer, lubricated by
fluid alliance systems.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Differentiate between neorealism and classicalgenl
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3.1.3 Neoclassical Realism

Neoclassical realism can be seen as the third geoerof realists,

coming after the classical authors of the first gauch as Thucydides,
Machiavelli and Thomas Hobbes, as well as the mdisteKenneth

Waltz. The adherents of neoclassical realism atigaethe ambition and
scope of a state’s behaviour in international slits driven, first and

foremost, by its place in the international systamd specifically by its

material power capabilities. It is based on thigsmning that they call
themselves realists. They argue further, that they neoclassical
because they also take into account the fact ttiatteof the power

capacities of a state is usually interfered withtloy systemic variables.
They buttress their position by establishing tledtive material power
is the basic parameter of a state’s action in tivermational system by
relying on Thucydides’ formula which states thate‘tstrong do what
they can and the weak suffer what they must” (S&gsl996: 89).

Yet, the neoclassical realists go further to pauat that there is no
immediate evidence to maintain that, strictly spegkmaterial power is
what determines states’ behaviour. The argumebased on the fact
that behaviour choices of a state are made byigallieaders or elite
class, so it is their perception of relative poweat matters and not the
guantity of relative physical resources availablke tlaeir disposal.
Finally, the neoclassical realists take into cognt® systemic pressures
that would influence the choice of alternativestioé political leaders.
This means that the influence of systemic factoes/ rnhecome more
apparent in directing the choices of political leadin the behaviour of
their state in the international system.

In other words, neoclassical realism holds thatations of a state in
the international system can be explained by systeariables such as
the distribution of power capabilities among stateswell as cognitive
variables such as the perception and misperceptibnsystemic
pressures, other states' intentions, or threatscldgsicism relies also on
domestic variables such as state institutionsesliand societal actors
within society- affecting the power and freedom aidtion of the
decision-makers in foreign policy.

The implication here is that, first, appropriatdab@ing occurs when a
state correctly perceives another state's intemti@md balances
accordingly with such states. Second, inappropribédancing or
overbalancing will occur when a state incorrecéyqeives another state
as threatening, and uses too many resources tmaedls to in order to
balance. This causes an imbalance. Third, “undanicadg” can occur
when a state fails to balance, out of either igedficy or incorrectly
perceiving a state as less of threat than it dgtual This causes an
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imbalance. Fourth, nonbalancing occurs when a stabels balancing.
A state may choose to do this for a number of megsmcluding an
inability to balance. In sum, decision-makers’ éfican strongly affect
the state’s foreign policy. Thus, correct or ineatr perceptions and
beliefs of a state will produce the adjoining ceucd action, whether
positively or negatively.

Neoclassical realists reject the assumption ofiticachl realism that
states’ sole aim is security. They maintain thadiead, states attempt to
use their power to direct the international systewards their goals and
preferences. They use tools at their disposal to gantrol over their
environment. Therefore, states that are more palvevill prosecute
foreign policies that are more far-reaching.

In addition, while holding true to the neorealisincept of survival,

neoclassical realism further adds that there imlaldetween economic
strength of a state and its military or politicaflience. This can result
in the rise and fall of great powers in the intéioraal system, in times
of buoyant economy or in times of economic recessibsuch a great
power.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Differentiate between the different types of balagdhat states adopt in
perceiving other states’ intentions and capacities.

3.1.4 Liberal Realism or the English School

This framework holds that the international systerhile anarchical in

structure, forms a "society of states” where commmms and interests
allow for more order and stability than what midie expected in a
strict realist view. Prominent English school wrsteinclude Hedley

Bull's with his classicThe Anarchical SocietyThe liberal realists stand
on the conviction that ideas, rather than simplytemal capabilities,

shape the conduct of actors in the internationatesy. The basic
argument, according to Hedley (1977), is that stalare a certain
common interest, which is usually the "fear of strieted violence"

that leads to the development of a certain setubés."

However, since these rules are not legally bindamgl there are no
ordering institutions, it becomes most probably enappropriate to
speak of norms. States that respect these basgs ridrm an

international society. Chris Brown defines suchetationship as a
"norm-governed relationship whose members acceit ttiey have at
least limited responsibilities towards one anotaed the society as a
whole", (Brown, 2009: 48-52). Given this situatioliheral realism
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maintains that states would follow their interegtst not at all costs as
held by the traditional realists. This would entaibving with other
members of the system than been against them.

4.0 CONCLUSION

In sum, it can be argued that since states wiltinae to exist as entities
in the international system, the question of tlegicurity and survival
will remain relevant issues of discussions in nratteothering on the
international system. Power capability shall alemain indispensible
state apparatus to guide against internal andreadtéireats. Again, war
will remain a recurring event in the system, in tieane of security or
national interest. Furthermore, cooperation amorigtes is not
permanent. When their national interest or secusitgndangered they
give up cooperation. In the light of the abovecdssion, it can be
concluded that realism was, is and will continueb® a relevant
paradigm in understanding the international system.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, we have tried to understand the reatir the international
system from the realist point of view. We have cadi that there exist
various perspectives of the realists understandhef international

system. The major tenet in their understandindnefdystem is that, first
and foremost, nation-states are the major actotiseranarchical nature
of the international system; and there is no céng@ernment to

regulate conflict among nation states. Thus, pdvemomes the key for
the survival of a state in the arena of internatiopolitics. Realists

believe is that there are no universal principlés which all states may
guide their actions. Instead, a state must alwayavilare of the actions
of the states around it and must use a pragmapcoaph to resolve
problems as they arise.

All other perspectives of realism: neorealism, sies realism,
neoclassical realism and the liberal realism do disagree with this
fact. However, they try to refine the ideas of ialby adding some of
the variables inherent in the nature of mankindthe nature of the
system that impinge the anarchical nature on tls¢esy. This goes to
prove that for the realists any understanding efittternational system
must emphasise the need for power to ensure surmitlae system.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What is realism as a basic theory for undedsten the
international system?
2. Write short notes on the following:
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a) Neorealism or structural realism

b) Classical realism

C) Neoclassical realism

d) The liberal realism or English school.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Since the 1880s, there have been growing studies fnajor writers of
the idealist tradition of thought in understandingernational system.
These writers include Sir Alfred Zimmern, Norman g&il, John
Maynard Keynes, John A. Hobson, Leonard Woolf, &ilbMurray,
Florence Stawell, Philip Henry Kerr, 11th Marque$d.othian, Arnold
J. Toynbee, Lester Pearson and David Davies. Mdicheowriting of
these scholars have contrasted these idealistrswatigh realism such as
E.H. Carr, whoseThe Twenty Years' Crisi€l939) idealism is also
marked by the prominent role played by internatiotew and
international organisations in its conception oliggoformation.

Idealism proper was a relatively short-lived schoélthought, and
suffered a crisis of confidence following the faduof the League of
Nations and the outbreak of World War Il. Howeveybsequent
theories of international relations would draw eders from Wilsonian
idealism (from Woodrow Wilson) when constructingithworld views.

This unit will dwell on idealism as major paradigmunderstanding the
working of the international system. We shall alegamine the
variegated strands of idealism such as liberal lisi®@a neoliberal

idealism, and neoconservatism which have been dfaswm the core
idealists’ traditions to explain the internatiosgbktem.
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2.0 OBJECTIVES

At the end this unit, you should be able to:

o define “idealism” as a basis for understanding ititernational
system

o enumerate the basic assumptions of the idealistosdi thought
about the international system

o explain terms such as liberal idealism, neolibedeklism and
neoconservatism.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 The ldealist’'s Approach

Idealism or the idealist school of thought canerdaanodern heritage to
the tenets of Woodrow Wilson, often referred to the Wilsonian
liberalism. The idealist thought frequently viewantan nature as a
positive force. It is precisely the power politiok nation-states that is
the problem. So, what is required is to find a wayeduce or eliminate
altogether that particular form of interaction. Timajor assumption of
the idealists is that there is a natural harmoniteirests among nation-
states, based on the inherent desire of most péopile in peace with
one another. So, it is only when the corruptivduierice of power
politics, ideology, nationalism, evil leaders, asalon come to play that
we see international politics and the entire iraional arena degenerate
into conflict and wars. Thus, what is requireddsptevent the rise and
control of such corruptive influence.

To accomplish this, first and foremost, there isead to encourage the
growth of democracy as a form of government thaegimaximum

expression to the voice of the people. After dilmost people are
inherently peace loving, then governments thatesgthe desire of the
people will be less warlike. Second, internatioiredtitutions can be

used to create forums in which nation-states cascuds their

disagreements in ways that will reinforce coopergtirather than the
competitive dimensions of their relationship wittecanother.

For this reason, the idealists find great promiseanly in institutions

like the United Nations but also in the further elepment of

international treaties and covenants and other caommpnactices as basis
for a system of international law. Such internagiomstitutions can be
used to change the way states calculate theireistter hence they can
encourage cooperation over conflict among statéss Teans, to a
certain extent, the idealists believe in the corabf world government
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that is an equivalence of domestic government gulege and manage
the behaviour of actors in the international system

More often than not, the assumptions of the idesalisave been
portrayed as sounding “utopian”, yet trends of dgwment in the

contemporary international system to resolve theldvorisis seem to
conform to the notion of institutionalism canvassgdhe idealists. It is
believed that the more states can be made to umddrghat their
interests are effectively pursued within internaéib institutions, and
that all states can benefit from such interactitve, more they can be
induced to behave cooperatively, rather than coithgady. Most of the

post World War Il international trade and economegimes (Bretton
Woods, GATT and others) are based precisely on itealists’

philosophy.

Idealism proper was a relatively short-lived schobl thought, and
suffered a crisis of confidence following the faduof the League of
Nations and the outbreak of World War Il. Howeveybsequent
theories of international relations would draw edets from Wilsonian
idealism when constructing their view of the intgfanal system. These
include liberal idealism, neoliberal idealism ahd heoconservatism.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Which world event led to the discrediting of thesadist school of
thought in the international system?

3.1.1 Liberal Idealism

Liberal idealism is one of the main schools in ustending
international system. Its roots lie in the broaddreral thought
originating in the era of Enlightenment. Liberaéalism views history
as the progressive advancement of human societywotal writes that
liberal idealism is best viewed as, "humanity mgvirom dark to light,
by virtue of reason. Reason emancipates humankamd the grip of the
past ..."Heywood, 2011: 31). Thus, liberal idealism believiest co-
operation between states for the common goal ofatheancement of
humanity is the rational choice which would alwégsmade.

The central issues that liberal idealism seeksltvess are the problems
of achieving lasting peace and cooperation in ir@gonal relations, and
the various methods that could contribute to theltievement. It might
have been existing, but it became popular onlyr dfie end of the First
World War. It manifested as a tempered version déd's idealism in
the wake of World War I. Cognisant of the failuref idealism to
prevent renewed isolationism following World Waahd its inability to

21



INR 251 EVOLUTION OF MODERN INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM

manage the balance of power in Europe to prevenvtitbreak of a new
war liberal idealism took root. During this periddoartook in the first
great debate of intentional relations against sealishaped postwar
politics, and led to the creation of rudimentariemational governance
in the form of the League of Nations which woulteatpt to manage
and prevent future conflicts between states (A&84). It would not be
incorrect if we assert that even the modern daytddnNations drew
upon the successes and shortcomings of the Ledghatmns in its
creation. Even international regimes such as tlet®n Woods system,
and General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATM@re calculated
both to maintain a balance of power as well as legp@ cooperation
between nations.

The basic assumptions of the liberal idealists bansummarised as

follows:

a) Human nature is essentially good or altruistic: ofte are
capable of mutual aid and collaboration throughseeaand
ethically inspired education.

b) The fundamental human concern for others’ welfarakes
progress possible.

C) Bad human behaviour, such as violence, is the ptodat of
flawed people but of evil institutions that encayggeople to act
selfishly and to harm others.

d) War and international anarchy are not inevitablel avar’s
frequency can be reduced by strengthening the tutistal
arrangements that encourage its disappearance.

e) War is a global problem requiring collective or tiateral,
rather than national efforts to control it.

f) Reforms must be inspired by a compassionate etbosatern for
the welfare and security of all people, and thignhoitarian
motive requires the inclusion of morality in statdt

9) International society must reorganise itself inesrtb eliminate
the institutions that make war likely, and statasteform their
political systems so that self-determination andmaleratic
governance within states can help pacify relatameng states.

The foregoing proves that the major dividing linetvieeen the realists
and the liberal idealists is that while the forrsee conflict as the norm
in international affairs, the latter are more hapetoout the prospects
for peace and international cooperation. Again,levinealists seek to
explain international politics by examining statestate relations within
an anarchical system of mutual distrust and suspjcthe liberal
idealists consider other international actors {&sent themselves as
institutions within the states as actors.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Itemise the basic assumptions of liberal idealism.
3.1.2 Neoliberal Idealism

The neoliberal idealism, also known as “complexegnation” or
“neoliberal institutionalism” is an upshot of th#ealists’ world view of
explaining the international system, and is credite Robert O.
Keohane and Joseph S. Nye as its precursors. Nedligm, is
considered as a comprehensive challenge to realsihmeoliberalism as
the basis of explaining the international systemaffam and Newnham
1998: 29). Ordinarily, both theories consider thlinational system as
anarchic; recognise state and its interests ascémtral subject of
analysis. But while neoliberalism does not denyiing postulations of
neorealism, it has some argument against neoreallsmaccuses
neorealism of exaggerating the importance and effethe anarchy as
well as underestimating "the varieties of coopeeabehaviour possible
within ... a decentralised system" (Graham EvansJaffrey Newnham:
29).

The neoliberal idealists focus on the institutiankding, regime creation
and the search for ‘absolute’ rather than ‘relatyains as mitigating
strategies in a quasi-anarchic system. They algoufaa mixed-actor
model of the international system which includegernational

organisations, transnational organisations, noreguwental

organisations, multinational corporations and mastier non-state
players. Keohane and Nye (1977) refer to these @hena as a
complex interdependence and argue that neoreabsnfalied to capture
these complexities of international behaviour andparticular, distorts
the reality by ignoring the institutions, processedes and norms that
provide a measure of governance in a formally dnarenvironment

(Keohane and Nye, 1989: 23).

In sum, neoliberals contend that interaction in ititernational system
has greatly expanded in the twentieth century,iqdarly in the non-
military dimension. Therefore, theories that conae on military and
diplomacy issues alone are bound to be one-sidedirzcapable of
dealing with the realities of the internationalteys.
SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Explain neoliberal idealism.
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3.1.3 Neoconservatism

It is widely believed that neoconservatism is tlmedpict of a specific
group of policy strategists tagged as "specialr@g® or "faction". This

special interest group includes individuals who dhar have held
positions in government. Neoconservatives are dmad in the

academy (Halper and Clarke, 2004: 32). The neocwatee faction

consists of intellectuals and elitists who tendbéoof Jewish or Catholic
background, many of whom seem to have lapsed taaebumanism.
The group has also been identified as "unipolarjsantl "democratic
globalism” (Dorrien, 2004: 1-5).

Neoconservatism drew from liberalism its intensecu® on the
promotion of "universal values", in this case dermaog, human rights,
free trade, women's rights and minority protectiddswever, it differs
in that it is less wedded to the importance of @néag international
institutions and treaties while pursuing assertiveaggressive stances
which it deems morally worthy. Neoconservatism agre the use force
or the threat of force, unilaterally if necessdoypush for its goals.

The major doctrinally position of neoconservativeshat first, they see
or depict the world of international politics astauggle between good
and evil. Second, it is specifically about the tiela between Moscow
and Washington in the late twentieth century antiveen the United
States as the centre of democratic societies agdermations in the
early twenty-first century. Third, neoconservatagsert that statesmen
should make a clear distinction between friends anemies, since it
was a mistake, especially for the United Statesaiocount the Soviet
Union as an enemy; and finally, for a great powes, "national interest"
is not a geographical term, but also an ideologiced. Fourth, barring
extraordinary events, the United States should ysdwiael obliged to
defend, if possible, a democratic nation under chttafrom
nondemocratic forces, external or internal.

That is why; Irving Kristol argues that it was imetnational interest of
the United States to come to the defense of FrandeBritain in World
War 1. It is for the same reason that it feelsatessary to defend Israel
today, when its survival is threatened. No compéidageopolitical
calculations of national interest are necessaryal$b supports the
supposition that if democracy and the rule of lan@ astablished in
troubled countries around the world, they will ceds be threats. The
promotion of democracy is not left to economic depment and
political engagement; if necessary, it is providesugh military force
(Irving Kristol, 2003).
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We could as well add that other common themes otmmeservatism
include: a belief that the human condition is defiras a choice between
good and evil and that the former (themselves) lshbave the political
character to confront the latter; a willingnessuse military power; and
a primary focus on the Middle East and global Islasnthe principal
theatre for American overseas interests.

The implications of these doctrinally ideas aret thaoconservatives
analyse international issues in absolute moralgcaies; focus on the
"unipolar" power of the United States, seeing thee" of force as the
first, not the last option” of foreign policy. Thegre hostile toward
nonmilitary multilateral institutions and instineély antagonistic
toward international treaties and agreements (Gtdfalper and
Jonathan Clarke, 2004: 32). Halper and Clarke cmigckhat based on
the above beliefs and approaches, neoconservatered to find
themselves in confrontational postures with the IMusworld, with
some US' allies, with the need for cooperationh@ United Nations,
and with those within their country who disagreg¢hwthem and their
objectives. Thus, for them, when it comes to dealivith tyrannical
regimes the United States should seek not coexsteibut
transformation of such regimes.

It is easy to identify this projection of neoconssive global intent as a
blueprint for what was to become later known asBthieh Doctrine The
principal aim of American foreign policy has been liring about a
change of regime in hostile nations - in Baghdad &elgrade, in
Pyongyang and Beijing and wherever tyrannical govents acquire
the military power to threaten their neighbours thnited States and
her allies.

4.0 CONCLUSION

Idealism will continue to find great promise notyom institutions like

United Nations but also in the further developmehtinternational

treaties and covenants, as well as common practaseshe bases for
formulation and enforcement of international lawcls arrangement can
help change the way states calculate their intereshce more
cooperation among states will be encourage agaiosflicts and

confrontation.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit, we have looked at idealism as anotinemework at the
disposal of scholars to explain or understand therking of

international system. The idealist's approach, Jus the realist, has
several perspectives which include liberal idealisepliberal idealism,
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and neoconservatism. ldealists believe strongthénaffective power of
ideas, with the expectation that it is possibldése a political system
primarily on morality, and that the baser and mee#ish impulses of
humans can be muted in order to build nationaliatetnational norms
of behaviour that foment peace, prosperity, codperaand justice.
Idealism then is not only heavily reformist, bue ttradition has often
attracted those who feel that idealistic principdes the "next-step” in
the evolution of the human character.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Explain idealism as the basis of appreciating international
system.

2. Write short notes on liberal idealism as a @igma to explain the
workings of the international system.

3. Differentiate between neoliberal idealism aedgonservatism in

the study of the international system.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

An approach to understanding international systsmnaot just an
intellectual enterprise, but one which has prattmansequences. It
influences our thinking and political practice.idta common fact that
the field of international relations has experigheehat is commonly
described as great debates between opposing gmiugsholars or
paradigm shift in understanding what actually inferthe behaviour of
actors in the international arena. The first gréabate is part of the
larger story that the field has constructed abtaitown disciplinary
history.

Paradigm shifts, which create debates, are not gumstintellectual
exposure of the limitations of dominant way of timg, but they
emerge and get energised by the transformatiotigeimistory of world
politics. Thus, paradigmatic revolutions constittggponses to changes
in international behaviour that erode faith in theefulness of a
prevailing paradigm, consequently, provoking akine approaches.
There are fashions in everything. As such, the rstdeding of
international system is no exception. The struggleong contending
approaches about the international system willinoetto present great
debates as result of the continuous changing iatiemmal environment.
The widespread belief that the field’s history bagn characterised by a
number of successive great debates is so pervasgedominant that
one can say there is no other better establishezhsnef telling the
history of the discipline than by presenting thag#s in the intellectual
postulations of scholars of the field as a serfeatgdebates.
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2.0 OBJECTIVES

At end of this unit, you should be able to:

o define what is meant as Great Debates in intemnaitistudies

o define the context of the first Great Debate

o explain the disagreement among scholars as regénds
international system from Thucydides era to thet g&sd War
era.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Background to the Debate

The realists and the idealists’ trends or thinkiagl existed before they
came to be developed as coherent terms in worltigadldiscourse in
the field of international relations. From the Reonesian War, through
European poleis to ultimately nation states, realiends can be
observed before the term existed. Similarly, thel@ion of idealist
thinking, from the Enlightenment onwards, expresssalf in calls for a
better, more cooperative world before finding picdtapplication — if
little success — after the Great War. Writers liKieucydides, in his
work, History of the Peloponnesian Wahave shown interest in
developing an understanding of human nature toagxgdehaviour in
world crises. Some analysts of his work have loaded him as the
father of the realist political model of internatad relations, due to the
numerous messages implicit in thigstory of the Peloponnesian War
that seem to favour the idea that morality andgasio not have a place
in political decisions, rather, political decisioase governed more by
the basic needs of security and wealth inheremuman nature. Thus,
Thucydides became the first to describe internatioalations through
realists’ lenses as been anarchic, immoral and vidvat interstate
politics lack regulation and justice. His realidms had a timeless
impact on the way contemporary analysts perceitegnational system.
All later realists, from Thomas Hobbes to Machidvaeind Henry
Kissinger, owe an intellectual debt to Thucydides.

In the 20th century realism has drawn its desaipéand assumptions on
the international system from the allied experiewgéd Wilhelmina and
Nazi Germany, Imperial Japan and the Soviet Unibnthe immediate
aftermath of the Second World War, Hans J. MorgamtWas credited
with having systematised classical realism. Pladitics Among Nations
became the standard textbook, and continued tcepented after his
death.
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Although Thucydides clearly believes that realisrihe true motivator
of political decisions, he is not a die-hard rdalis his same work he
has, also, shown high interest in the role of stlied morals in politics.
He acknowledges that considerations of justice aabe ignored if a
political entity wishes to maintain its power irettong run. Writing on
History of the Peloponnesian Wagprab-Karpowicz (2012) argues that
the most compelling argument on behalf of Thucyslideomplex
political views is that, as reflected in the ovehang theme of the
History, an empire that is unchecked by morals and madereecomes
drunk with desire for more power and will inevitalbil.

The best indicator of Thucydides’ views on moralgyfound, first, in
his description of the social disintegration durthg Corcyran civil war
as indicated in chapter three of the work. Thucgdidondemns the
“atrocities” of the civil war and directly attribes it to man’s noble
nature being defeated by greed and the struggl@darer. Second, in
the History, one can identify in the speech of the Melians el@sef
the idealistic or liberal world view: the beliefathnations have the right
to exercise political independence, that they hawtual obligations to
one another and will carry out such obligationsd @hat a war of
aggression is unjust. In the “Melian dialogue”, thkelians employ
idealistic arguments; the choice is between warsarygection. They are
courageous and love their country. They do not wishose their
freedom, and in spite of the fact that they aratanily weaker than the
Athenians, they are prepared to defend themsellbsy base their
arguments on an appeal to justice, which they @ssowith fairness,
and regard the Athenians as unjust.

The *“Melian Dialogue,” which is one of the most duently
commented-upon parts of Thucydidddistory, presents the classic
debate between the idealist and realist views irichvleach side
represents one extreme of the spectrum. It is thatethe Athenians and
Melians use all the arguments that realists andligts have been using
ever since, living us with the question: Can in&ional politics be
based on a moral order derived from the principlegistice, or will it
forever remain the arena of conflicting nationaénests and power?

3.2 The Context of the Great Debate

In international relations, the “Great Debates’ereto a series of
disagreements between international relations ackoln this unit our
focus is on the "First Great Debate” also knowrnhas"Realist-Idealist
Great Debate”. Suffice to mention that other Gi2abates went on the
field such as the "Second Great Debate” which wdspute between
"scientific IR" scholars who sought to refine sd¢igon methods of

inquiry in international relations theory and thosbo insisted on a
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more historicist/interpretative approach to int¢iorzal relations theory.
The debate is termed "realists versus behaviolrgststraditionalism
versus scientism”. The inter-paradigm debate isidened to be a great
debate and is therefore referred to as the "ThirdaGDebate". The
inter-paradigm debate was a debate between libaralrealism and
radical international relations theories. The deba&ias also been
described as being between realism, institutiomalsd structuralism.
The "Fourth Great Debate" was a debate betweetipsistheories and
post-positivist theories of international relatio@onfusingly, it is often
described in the literature as "The Third Great &eb by those who
reject the description of the inter-paradigm delmdea Great Debate.
This debate is concerned with the underlying epistegy of
international relations scholarship and is alsocdeed as a debate
between "rationalists” and "reflectivists”. The d&b was started by
Robert Keohane in an International Studies Assitiadebate in 1988
and can be considered an epistemological debatejt dlow we can
know 'things' rather than an ontological one, thab say a debate about
what we can claim to know.

The chronicle of the disciplinary history of IntairRelations in terms of
a series of great debates begins with the stomheffirst great debate
between “idealists” (or “utopians”) and “realistgi the 1930s and
1940s. This debate highlights idealist-realist dtomy. It provides

evidence of the actual academic controversy thak f@ace after the

World War Il between rival idealist and realist stdrs. The general
framework in the First Great Debate narrative hasome an integral
element of the discipline, such that today, ovghsi years after the
first great debate allegedly occurred, the firgagrdebate continues to
occupy a central place in the field’s historicahsoousness.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What do you understand as the Great Debates imattenal relations?
3.3 The Events of World War | and Idealism

While politics in the international system contidut be conducted
within the realm of the realists approach as eratadiin the thesis of
Thucydides, Hobbes and Machiavelli, the World Wdirdke up. The
World War 1, also known as the First World War, waglobal war
centred in Europe that began on 28 July 1914 astkdauntil 11
November 1918. From the time of its occurrencel uh& approach of
World War Il in 1939, it was called, simply the WbMar or the Great
War, and thereafter the First World War or Worldan America it
was initially called the European War. More tham#lion combatants
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were killed: a scale of death impacted by indukstadvancements,
geographic stalemate and reliance on human waaekatt

The war drew in all the world's economic great pmyavhich were
assembled in two opposing alliances: the Alliesséioaon the Triple
Entente of the United Kingdom, France and the RusBimpire) and the
Central Powers of Germany and Austria-Hungary. dltgh Italy had
also been a member of the Triple Alliance alongd@ermany and
Austria-Hungary, it did not join the Central Poweais Austria-Hungary
had taken the offensive against the terms of tlienak. These alliances
were both reorganised and expanded as more naitesed the war:
Italy, Japan and the United States joined the #|ll@nd the Ottoman
Empire and Bulgaria the Central Powers. Ultimatalygre than 70
million military personnel, including 60 million Eopeans, were
mobilised in this Great War in the history of thend. By the end of the
war, four major imperial powers, the German, Russidustro-
Hungarian and Ottoman empires, ceased to existslibeessor states of
the former two lost substantial territory, whileetiatter two were
dismantled. The map of Europe was redrawn, witleisshvindependent
nations restored or created. It was the fifth-dieadlconflict in world
history, paving the way for major political changemcluding
revolutions in many of the nations involved, as lwa$ scholarly
understanding of politics in the international aen

After the war, the League of Nations was formedhwite aim of
preventing any repetition of such an appalling tonflt was formed at
the backdrop of the strong believe that it is dassto base a political
system primarily on morality, and that the based anore selfish
impulses of humans can be muted in order to budtgional and
international norms of behaviour that foment peagpepsperity,
cooperation, and justice. The League of Nationsaid to be based on
moral principles and the convictions of Woodrow $@ih. Link finds
that Wilson from his earliest days had imbibed tmaiefs of his
denomination - in the omnipotence of God, the nityralf the Universe,
a system of rewards and punishments and the ntbtadmations, as well
as man, transgressed the laws of God at their, petihe righteous duty
of mankind to make the world a safe place (Linkb@&:%24-541).

The League of Nations was an intergovernmentalresgéion founded
as a result of the Paris Peace Conference thadetheeFirst World

War. It was the first international organisationosh principal mission
was to maintain world peace. Its primary goalsstated in its Covenant,
included preventing wars through collective seguaihd disarmament,
and settling international disputes through negjotiaand arbitration.

The thinking behind the League represented a fuedéah shift from

the realists understanding of the preceding hungeads.
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The situational realities of the League proved tihdacked its own

armed force and depended on the Great Powers torcenfits

resolutions, keep to its economic sanctions, owvigean army when
needed. However, the Great Powers were often exlitdb do so.
Sanctions could hurt League members, so they veduetant to comply
with them. Its two most important members, Britamd France, were
reluctant to use sanctions and even more reluttargsort to military
action on behalf of the League. When, during theo8d Italo-

Abyssinian War, the League accused ltalian solddrsgargeting Red
Cross medical tents, Benito Mussolini respondet!'tih& league is very
well when sparrows shout, but no good at all whagles fall out"

(Farhang, 2008: 2).

The league lasted for 27 years, but after a nurabeotable successes
and some early failures in the 1920s, the leagtienatiely proved
incapable of preventing aggression by the Axis pewa the 1930s.
Germany withdrew from the league, as did Japarly,t8pain and
others. The outbreak and escalation of World Washibwed that the
league had failed its primary purpose, which waprevent any future
world war. For the fact that it could not make powkecountries obey
its rulings, it became evidently clear that, devajplication of force,
collective security that would rely basically orcgsm approach of the
league could not grapple with actors aggressiorth& international
arena.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

To what extent did the League of Nations live upghi® expectations of
its founding fathers?

3.4 The End of World War Il, the Cold War and the Rebirth
of the Realists Postulations

It is a fact that each shift in world view paradigsma product of a new
historical experience. The rebirth of the realisarggdigm in

understanding, organising and explaining politinsthe international
system after the World War Il was obviously infleed not only by
argument, but by an insight into events that hadbldad at that

particular time. The failure of the idealist pagdi to anticipate and
prevent World War |l gave way for the rebirth ofaliem as a new
paradigm after 1945.

While it is agreed that realists are just as irgi@ as idealists in
conflict management, realists are less optimidvicud the effectiveness
of international law and organisation and about thetent of
international cooperation that is possible. Reslifgicus on military
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strategy, the elements of national power, and taeira of national
interests more so than international law and osgdinn. From World
War Il they learned that the way to prevent futwers was a “balance
of power” capable of deterring would-be aggressoren a “concert of
powers” willing to police the world. This paradigmvould prevail
throughout the years of the Cold War.

To understand the preponderance of the realistsdeahe Cold-War
era one has to examine the events that happendugdinis period.
First, the era had the world divided along two ldges: the capitalist
and the communist bloc, with two prominent enemtyons: the United
States of America (USA) leading the capitalist blmad Union of Soviet
Socialist Republic leading the socialist bloc. Setothe two enemy
nations, also known as the two superpowers, engageti other in
intense struggle for power that ranged from maldlignces to waging
wars. They played havoc with conflict in differgoairts of the world.
They used all types of weapons propaganda, diplgnams and other
tactics to malign each other. Thus, within this ig&r whatever
happened (peace, proxy wars) between the relatibhksSA and USSR
could be very eloquently explained through the iklaigcopic lenses of
the realists thinking.

While it endured, the Cold War seemed to have corfl and validated
many of the principles and predictions that thdisesaemphasised prior
to and in the wake of the World War Il, and invalied the principles
that idealists advocated after World War I. Realisund a hospitable
home in which to flourish during the conflict-ridudifty year system
between 1939 to 1989, when lust for power, appdbteimperial
expansion, struggle for hegemony, a superpower arat® and
obsession with national interest were in stronglence.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Explain how the end of the Cold War led to the nthbof idealism.
3.5 The Events in the Post-Cold War Era

The end of the Cold War in 1989 marked another @na world war,

fortunately, this time without bullets and blooddhand has ushered in
another seismic shifts in the manner one can desdthe international
system. Nevertheless, one thing is certain: th&tsgense of the
application of power politics has become unpopulance what the
world is witnessing is a novel fashion of world igos that realism had
ignored. Instead, the world is witnessing new fashithat are not just
increasingly applicable, appropriate and consistenth the tenets

portrayed by Woodrow Wilson'’s idealism. These ideaad as if they
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were items lifted from Wilson’s “fourteen points’peech that was
presented to the US Senate on January 22, 1917.

In that speech, Wilson dwelled on the march towalelmocracy with
the belief that making the world safe for democracyuld make the
world fit and safe to live in. The manner in whicbuntries over the
world have embraced democracy has strengthenedotifedence that
democracy promotes peace. This exposes the fabéagalism and
support the validity of Wilson’s idealism. Seconthe economic
underpinnings of world politics have received so chmuimpetus.
Specifically, more attention has been accordedctmemic issues such
as trade liberalisation as instrument for inteovadl peace. Third, the
support for, adherence and advocacy of strengtgenternational law
has grown visibly. Today, many nations voluntaatihere to judgments
of the International Court of Justice even in cmsance where
compliance runs counter to their immediate sekbi@sts; for example,
Nigeria’s compliance with the ICJ judgment over teeling of Bakassi
to Cameroon. Fourth, the role of international orgations as actors in
international politics, especially in preservatmiworld peace has been
on the increase. The United Nations and other natenal
governmental organisations, as well as non-goventah@rganisations
have become more potent in their capacity to pveserorld peace.
Fifth, arms control is no longer a mere slogan, bas gained more
recognition as a viable path to collective securdtgenda in the
international system.

Furthermore, responses to human repression hawagerated interest
in concern about human rights. In the post Cold @¥/arthe entire world
views with disgust the persecution of minority gssieverywhere in the
world. The United Nations has become a viable tutsbinal approach
for offering guarantee issues ranging from ethmid eeligious conflicts
to violation of minority rights in particular arftiman rights in general
in a system where such violations pose a secuntythie entire
international community. All issues mentioned antaiona rediscovery
of approaches that idealism of Wilson had propeadext the World War
I. Today, such approaches are been relied on trardnvarious strife
and structural violence that have plagued the pGstid War world.

4.0 CONCLUSION

There is a maxim that the more things change, theerthey remain
constant. At the outbreak of World War I, it appeh Wilson's views
seemed to be at odds with the realities of his tivet, they were
speaking directly to many of the realities of thesip Cold-War
international system. However, we must not ruslo ithte conclusion
that idealism is a triumph. The world would not emwhere it is
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today. Who knows what the next emerging world omteght be? It
would, therefore, be another utopian to ignore réedity of power in
international relations, even though it is equdllynd to rely on power
alone. Thucydides, himself, appears to supporthaeitthe naive
idealism of the Melians nor the cynicism of the étran realism.

5.0 SUMMARY

The field of International Relations experiencedatviis commonly
described as great debates between opposing gmfugsholars or
paradigm shift in understanding what actually inferthe behaviour of
actors in politics in the international arena. \&hst like Thucydides,
have been hailed as the father of the realist ipalitmodel of
international relations. Although Thucydides clgdrélieved in realism,
nevertheless, he also showed high interest in t¢iee of ethics and
morals in politics.

The “Great Debates” generally refer to a seriesdfagreements
between international relations scholars. The firsiat debate between
“idealists” (or “utopians”) and “realists” in the930s and 1940s
highlights idealist-realist dichotomy. The Leaguk Nations, formed
after the First World War, with the aim of prevewtiany repetition of
such an appalling conflict is said to be based orafhrprinciples and the
convictions of Wilson’s idealism.

The League lasted for 27 years, but after a nurabapotable successes
and some early failures in the 1920s, it becameestiy clear that,
devoid of application of force, collective securitihat would rely
basically on pacifism approach of the League cowdd grapple with
actors’ aggression in the international arena. Asult the League
failed, hence it could not make powerful countoeéegy its rulings.

The failure of the idealists’ paradigm to anticgand prevent World
War Il gave way for the rebirth of realism as a mewadigm after 1945.
This paradigm would prevail throughout the yearstlod Cold War.
Nevertheless, the end of the Cold War in 1989 hasked another end
of a world war, fortunately, this time without be#é and bloodshed, and
has ushered in another seismic shifts in the maomercan describe the
international system. Power politics has becomeopafar. Instead, the
world is witnessing new fashions that are increglginapplicable,
appropriate and consistent with the tenets portrapg Woodrow
Wilson’s idealism.
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6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What was the main issue in the first great telabout the
international system?

2. What was the prevailing world ideology in thespWorld War |
era?

3. Discuss realism in the face of the Cold War.

7.0 REFERENCES/FURTHER READING
Link, A. S. (1956). "A Portrait of Wilson.Virginia Quarterly Review.
Jahanpour, F. (2008.). "The Elusiveness of Trube Experience of

Security Council and Iran." InTransnational Foundation of
Peace and Future Research.
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INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM
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Unit 2 The Transitional International System (274945)
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UNIT 1 THE CLASSICAL INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM
(1648-1789)
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Although this is not a history course, this unitul nevertheless, rely
on historical recounts to trace important trendsravme, such as the
thirty years wars that preceded the Westphaliatyraad the emergence
of the nation- state and the notion of sovereighit have become the
corner stone in the international state system, thedchanges in the
distribution of power among states. Our aim is tagprovide a detailed
chronology of event, but rather, to provide anghsiinto how certain

aspects of the international system have changgdfisantly over the

years while some have remained relatively constams, in the words

of Pearson and Rochester (1998), difficult for $at®oto unanimously
agree on how often international system has ocduared when one
distinctive era has given way to another era.

This singular fact has created disagreement amcmglaas on where to
start discussion about the evolution of the modeternational system.
For the purpose of this course we shall start ascudsion of the
evolution the modern international system by pegpito the past so as
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to understand how the present has come abouthioreason, we shall
look at the era in the history of the world pobtithat is referred to as a
period of classical international system which Wwasn out of the event
of the Peace of Westphalia that brought to an bedtirty years’ war.
This is because this date is widely accepted agingathe birth of the
international system characterised by the emergehcation-states as
the primary units of political entities on the gkolbhat have become
actors in the system.

20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of the unit, you should be able to:

o define the classical international system

o explain the pre-Westphalia world and the thirtyrgeaar

o discuss the concept of Peace of Westphalia andbitte of
nation-states

. explain the distribution of power and wealth amaordion-states

in the classical international system.

30 MAINCONTENT

3.1 ThePreWestphalian World (The Thirty YearsWar)

Reading through the plethora of literature on thety Years' War, you
would observe that it is not easy to define itscjz® nature and its
causes. However, it is no doubt that the Thirty ree&/ar is one of the
great conflicts of early modern European historyonsisted of a series
of declared and undeclared wars which raged thrabhghyears 1618-
1648 throughout central Europe, involving most bé tcountries of
Europe. This was one of the longest and most desteuconflicts in
European history, and one of the longest continusass in modern
history.

During the Thirty Years War, there was on the oaachthe House of
the Habsburg which included Holy Roman Emperorslifand Il and

Ferdinand Il together with their Spanish cousinlifhV. On the other

hand was the House of Austria which included thai§lg Dutch and,
above all, France and Sweden. It was between thesé$othat the
conflict would rage. In addition to its internatedndimensions the
Thirty Years War was also a German civil war. Thieag@palities which

made up Germany took up arms for or against thesblalgs or, most
commonly, both at different times during the wad& years. Again, the
Thirty Years War was, at least in part, a religioees among Catholics,
Lutherans and Calvinists.
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In terms of actors in the system, the pre Westphgdars had been
markedly different in that the actors were the papenarchs, princes
and potentates who were loosely connected in vagoeé often
contradictory hierarchical orders. The sense incwhhe French king
Louis XIV declared that ‘I'étatc’est moi’ (I am tretate) was very much
true of other monarchs who participated in an maéonal system that
was very much personalised.

By the end of the war, major consequences wererdedowhich
includes the devastation of entire regions, denubgdhe foraging
armies. Famine and disease significantly decretimedopulation of the
German states, Bohemia, the Low Countries, ang;ltaost of the
combatant powers were bankrupted. The War was endtd the
treaties of Osnabriick and Miinster, as was to bared in the wider
Peace of Westphalia.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Who were the parties to the 30 years war in Europe?
3.2 The Peace of Westphalia and the Birth of Nation-States

No exact definition of borders can be given toiterial landmass of
Westphalia because the name "Westphalia" was abpbe several
different entities in history. There is, howevemgeneral consensus that
Westphalia or Westphalia is a region in GermanycWwhencompasses
the cities of Arnsberg, Bielefeld, Osnabrick, Dartrd, Minden, and
Munster. Westphalia is known for the 1648 Peac#/estphalia which
ended the Thirty Years' War, as the two treatieseveggned in Munster
and Osnabruck.

The Peace of Westphalia is not a literal moment palitical

transformation but, rather, it symbolises a charigevas a series of
peace treaties signed between May and October ih6@8nabriick and
Minster. These treaties ended the Thirty Years' (#&t8—-1648) in the
entire Holy Roman Empire, and the Eighty Years' WE568—-1648)
between Spain and the Dutch Republic, with Spaimédly recognising
the independence of the Dutch Republic. It alsolved Ferdinand IlI,
of the House of Habsburg, the Kingdom of France,Stvedish Empire,
the Dutch Republic, and sovereigns of the free nmpeities. Two

major events came about as the result of the @& édfirst, the signing of
the Peace of Minster between the Dutch RepublictiaadKingdom of
Spain on 30 January 1648, officially ratified in Miler on 15 May
1648. Second, the signing of two complementarytizean 24 October
1648, namely: The Treaty of Munster (Instrumentunaci®

Monasteriensis, IPM), concerning the Holy Roman Erapand France
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and their respective allies; and the Treaty of ®singk (Instrumentum
Pacis Osnabrugensis, IPO), concerning the Holy RoEmperor, the
Empire and Sweden and their respective allies (Bepb098).

Suffice to mention that the treaties resulting frdme big diplomatic
congress, ushered in a new system of political roirdeentral Europe,
later called Westphalian sovereignty. The Westphnafiovereignty was
based upon the concept of a sovereign state gavésna sovereign and
establishing a prejudice in international affaigaiast interference in
another nation's domestic business. The treatyndtdonly signal the
end of the perennial and destructive wars thatragdged Europe, but it
also represented the triumph of sovereignty ovegriemof national rule
over the personal writ of the Habsburgs. This meahaas the Peace of
Westphalia symbolised putting one of the final amaist decisive nails
in the coffin of the medieval claim that all Eurepestates were subject
to the spiritual leadership of the pope and thetipal leadership of the
Holy Roman Emperor. The treaties' regulations adtood as a
precursor to later large international treaties atitereby the
development of international law in general.

It is important to bear in mind that from long leistal evidence, nation-
state is a relatively young institution in humariamé. Pearson and
Rochester (1998), maintain that nation-stateses® than 400 years old
compared to, at least, 5,000 years of recorded humstory. Before
then human beings had been organised in other kihgslitical units
such as tribes, city-states and empires.

Bearing this in mind, the peace of Westphalia wasignificant
milestone in the emergence of the modern internatisystem because
it introduced key revolutionary and system changiegtures in the
conduct of international affairs. In the first iaste, it was only after
1648 that there appeared on the scene the moddm abund which
international contacts were to be built. Westphsl@ntribution to the
emergence of the modern system is perhaps besiredgiy the birth of
the nation-state. The nation-states were assighadacteristics which
include a single central government exercising smygaty; a fixed
population; and a defined territory. The natiortetaare said to be
sovereign because they constitute a government hiadt supreme
decision-making authority within the boundariedlod territorial unit. It
also would not acknowledge higher authority outghigse boundaries.
The sovereignty of nation-states also presupposas ihternally the
state could claim monopoly of used of legitimatgaleforce to compel
their obedience. Externally, a state could alsarclamonopoly right to
act on behalf of her people. Thus, when one exasriime international
system of the classical era, one would find a irgdt small number of
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actors involved in international politics such Eargl, France and other
European nation-states.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Why is the peace of Westphalia regarded as a ggnif milestone in
the emergence of the modern international system?

3.3 Distribution of Power and Wealth among Nation-states

In the classical international system, though thexisted independent
entities outside Europe, such as China, Japan amted) States of
America, international politics of that era was ezgmlly European
politics. Power in terms of military, and other ateld factors was
roughly distributed evenly among the dominant Eeeop states,
including England, France, Austria, Sweden, Spaimkey, Prussia and
Russia.

The European states were not only similar in pogegrability but also
in terms of wealth or economic strength. In anweh&n the economies
of the dominant powers were largely feudal and r@@na coupled with
the fact that Industrial Revolution was not yetyfuinderway, all states
had similar sources of wealth, making it difficfdt one to discern the
difference between them. We need to add that Pawerwealth do go
hand in hand. Thus, insofar as power is exercisehlyn through
military prowess, it means the military prowess Wodepend heavily
on economic resources for support. As such, rufea]y because the
resources available at their disposal made themalequ wealth
possession, could hardly embark on grand hegemambitions or
expansionist agenda against one another.

On the other hand, it was also the possibility thgtven state might not
be satisfied with its power or wealth position acwlld threaten the
sovereignty of other states and upset the equilibrby engaging in
empire building. In the absence of any centraligelitical authority in
the international system, order among states wabetomaintained
primarily through the “balance of power.” Thus, l&@ce of power” was
the main instrument for stability in internatiorslstem. At the core of
the “balance of power” strategy is the idea thatest security is
enhanced when military capabilities are distribuégdong states such
that no one state is strong enough to dominatethérs. If one state
gains inordinate power, the strategy predicts ithaill take advantage
of its strength and attack weaker states. Thisrabyuprovided an
incentive for the states threatened to unite iefemsive coalition. There
is the opposite of “balance of power” which is edll*bandwagoning”
which refers to alignment with the source of danealt, 1987: 17).
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With the strategy of “balance of power” in the ystit was hoped that
any aggressively minded state would be deterredhbyprospects of
coming up against a coalition of states having equauperior power.
In case the deterrence failed, and an attack aeguthe coalition of
states would be expected to fight and defeat thgreagor. For this
reason all the European monarchs did not just staed the “Rules of
the Game” surrounding international politics in ttreaa. They were
conscious not to interfere in the internal affaf@nother country in any
way that might destabilise monarchical institutionley also would not
allow any one nation-state to achieve dominant powthe system.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What do you understand as “Balance of Power?”

3.4 Degreeof Polarisation among Nations

Polarisation in the international system is anythed various ways in
which power is distributed within the system. Isdebes the nature of
the international system at any given period oktifAolarity also refers
to the number of blocs of states that exert powethe international
system. The type of international system at anyemiyperiod of the
world history is completely dependent on the disttion of power and
influence of states in a region or internationally.

To a great extent, polarisation in the classictdrimational system was
less complicated. The system was flexible in thhesedhat the European
powers and other actors in the system did notrfedl rigid armed camps
at opposite poles, poised against each other. Raithe actors were
amendable to making and breaking alliances fredy@st the situation
warranted. For this reason, the classical inteonatisystem, though not
perfect, worked fairly effectively (Pearson and Rester, 1998) as a
means of maintaining systemic stability. Thus, tnetual security
concern of the actors made it seemed as if theye weorking
consciously to maintain stability in the system.

Pearson and Rochester also attributed the smooghatign of the
balance of power mechanism and flexibility in tiessical international
system to two major factors. One is that decisi@kimy was
concentrated in hands of few rulers in the eraséah, decisions about
making and breaking alliances would not sufferlboticks; hence there
was no necessity of chains of consultations forrayd of decisions
before they would be implemented. Second, the iclassternational
system did not witness ideological camps amongatiters as it was in
the Cold War era. Ideological cleavages could mssme alliances
impossible because of incompatibility among allarmgartners. Such

42



INR 251 MODULE 2

incompatibilities could, thus, become an inhibitiom the shifting of
alliances or re-alliances for the maintenance ofarme of power
calculations.

3.5 Degreeof Interdependence

“Interdependence” is a word that describes a mlahip in which each
member of the relationship is mutually relying dme tother. This
concept differs from a dependence relationship, revlsme members
are dependent and some are not. In an interdepemditionship,
participants may be emotionally, economically, egatally and/or
morally reliant on and responsible to each othar.tdrms of state
relationship, an interdependent relationship caseabetween two or
more states. Interdependence can be a common gtoemcen two
states in meeting their aspirations.

The concept of interdependence became populariseitha field of

international relations through the work of Rich&td Cooper. Robert
Keohane and Joseph Nye have come to push it dustapr and analyse
how international politics is transformed by intepgéndence. They
maintain that during interdependence, states amd tortunes are
inextricably tied together. They also recognisesl fict that various and
complex transnational connections and interdeperydbetween states
and societies are increasing, while the use oftamyliforce and power
balancing are decreasing, even though the two remmgaortant.

For the fact that the classical international systeas cosmopolitan and
elitist oriented (Pearson and Rochester, 1998), tlegree of

interdependence among entities was not high. Whetlea elites of
Europe traveled, mingled and discussed freely acrositional

boundaries, the masses knew little about the woukdide their towns
and villages, and much less outside their natidmalindaries. The
classical system was such that nation-states veery Self-sufficient

and self-contained economic unit, depending mirnlynah international

commerce. The flow of cultural and other diffusimmocess was not yet
developed. Again, the primitive communications texbgy kept one

corner of the globe insulated from the developmerthe other corner
such that there was little or no form of interatio

The balance of power that kept the world mutualceon was also done
in such a way that the primitive nature of the werepof the era kept the
allies apart and would not allow for coordinateditany planning and
training. They did not share the common bond tovkribat a fatal
decision by one side could mean annihilation fothbdn short, the
classical international system was characterisedldwy degree of
interdependence among states in terms of intercbedeess. However,
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many of these conditions started changing towalds énd of the
eighteen century, ushering in a new era that alleateew international
system that gave more room for interdependence gmation-states.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What do you understand by interdependence in tieenational system?
4.0 CONCLUSION

Form the fore going, it can be extrapolated that ttlassical
international system was one that the massest aslsay, individuals
and corporate bodies were largely bystanders inptilgics that was
going on. They had no influence or vested intera@st®utcome of
events. In cases of conflicts and wars, their nothie outcome of such
events would not likely change much no matter wthat fate of their
sovereign was or even who their sovereign woulgbaabe.

5.0 SUMMARY

In this unit we have treated the classical inteomatl system which
came about after the thirty years war and the sgyuif the Peace of
Westphalia Treaty. We noted that the Thirty YeararWas multi-

dimensional. In terms of actors in the system,greeWestphalia years
had been markedly different in that the actors weeepope, monarchs,
princes and potentates. The War was ended with tithaties of

Osnabrick and Minster, as was to be containedeiwttler Peace of
Westphalia. The Peace of Westphalia is not a litecanent of political

transformation but, rather, symbolises change. haties resulting
from the big diplomatic congress, ushered in a sgstem of political

order in Central Europe, later called Westphaliaweseignty. The

Westphalian sovereignty was based upon the cormept sovereign
state governed by a sovereign and establishing gudice in

international affairs against interference in aeothation's domestic
business.

Balance of power was the main instrument for stgbih international

system. To a great extent polarisation in the wdakanternational

system was less complicated, as it was flexible. the fact that the
classical international system was cosmopolitan aehiist oriented

(Pearson and Rochester, 1998), the degree of agerdlence among
entities was not high. However, many of these domt underwent
fundamental change towards the end of the eighteatury, ushering
in a new era that created a new international systéh more room for

interdependence among nation-states.
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6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Discuss the major features of the classical intevnal system.
2. Explain the concept of the Peace of Westphalia.

7.0 REFERENCESFURTHER READING
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The period which we intend to discuss in this usitreferred to as
‘transitional’ in the historical development of émbhational system
because of its retention of features of the prewpdera and its
foundational value in the emergence of some ofkihefeatures of the
proceeding one. Its distinctiveness is therefotmdied precisely on its
constituting a bridge between the classical and twas World Wars era.
We have noted in the preceding unit that natiotestavere the core
actors in the international system. This means thansitional

international system retained and consolidated #tate centric
conception of the international political systemhislera did not just
consolidate the state-centric concept of intermafiocsystem, it also
witnessed a proliferation of states within the sgstand aided the
gradual incorporation of other actors, notably wdlials into it.

20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o identify the general context in which the transoail
international system emerged

o explain the actors in the transitional internatisystem

o explain the degree of polarisation, interdependerasd
distribution of wealth and power in the transitibirgernational
system.
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3.0 MAINCONTENT

3.1 TheEmergence of the Transitional International System

Historically, the French Revolution was a majorning point in the
evolution of the international system. The emergeoicthe transitional
international system can be linked to the eventthefrevolution. The
fact is that, even though the French Revolutionlieeh preceded by the
American Revolution and the Oliver Cromwell’s consgtonal
movement in the 17th century England, the FrencioRéon had the
most profound systemic redefinition of the interoadl system in many
ramifications. One, it was important because ituoeed at the very heart
of continental Europe and a nation-state that wasapr power in the
international system. Second, it was also basashorersal values as its
theoretical foundations were far from a localisedsistance to
authoritarianism, but an affirmation of the verysa&sce of humanity
expressed in the universal values such as freeéquality, human right
and democracy.

The transitional international system also emergeda period that
would lay the foundations of much of what existghe contemporary
system. It was built not just on old issues likatasitm, sovereignty,
international law and self determination, but gcakreated new issues
like increased global communication, ideological nftiots, and
population explosion. It was also confronted withrrbrs of the atomic
bomb. In addition, even though it was still lopegddwith most of the
states being located in Europe, the transition&rimational system
moved the international system from its status asnb essentially
crowded by European state to become a worldwidgnational system.
The emergence of transitional international systeas, as well, an
emergence of the era of “nationalism.” The emergesicNapoleon in
France brought in the phenomenon of nationalisrhgtrangthened the
sociological and materialist base of the state amsnented its
dominance as a factor in the international politisgstem. The new
nationalism was based on a firmer relationship betwgovernment and
the people over which it presided. This, in esseceated a greater
emotional bond between the two, and gave way tatgranvolvement
of the masses in the political life of their vamsowountries. The
emergence of such militant nationalism in Napolsofrance had
unintended consequence of inducing counter-naigtiatendencies in
many other states of Europe. Its utility in moloigs resources for the
advancement of interests and the defense of tgrriiecame a major
cause of its spread all over Europe in the Napateperiod. The afore-
mentioned situational realities became responsdrl¢he emergence of
new features in the international system which wowhnsform the
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system by giving it a new look that one would cameatly name it as
the transitional international system.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Explain how the French Revolution became a majatofain the
emergence of the transitional international system.

3.2 TheActorsinthe Transtional International System

3.2.1 Nation-States

As mentioned earlier, the transitional internatiosystem created new
issues in its emergence. One of these issues irsythiem was the
proliferation of states within the system. The &mgly of “nationalism”
invariably led to the appearance of more states tlile states in Latin
America that gained independence from Spain iretdy 19th century
and the unification of culturally similar groups @irstwhile loose
affiliation like the Confederation of German spewkiand Italian
speaking peoples that formed the modern stategohény and Italy. In
addition, even though nationalism led to the liheraof some peoples
like the Romanians from Turkish rule in 1878, isaltriggered off
imperialism that resulted in the colonisation ofié& and other places.

The colonisation and the relationship that ineWtadmerged between
African states and their European colonisers sectntext for Africa’s

later cooption into the international system. Thisans that the new
states of Latin America, the Romanians as welhascb-opted nation-
states of Africa would add up to increase the nundfeactors in the

transitional international system. Apart from tinerease in the nation-
states actors within Europe, the scope of inteonatisystem in this era
expanded. This means that the actors in the systm®no more limited
to Europe, but were spread throughout the globe.

Suffice to add to that, Russia, as a semi-Eurosate and a semi-
powerful member of the international system thraughthe nineteen
century, even though beaten by Japan earlier i5,18@s able to take
on special significance as a world actor after Bloéshevik Revolution
of 1917 that created the Union of Soviet StatesuRkp (USSR).

Another development was the incorporation of otfestors in the
politics of international system. It has been natedier noted that the
new nationalism created a firmer relationship betwgovernment and
the people over which it presided, as well as gaam for greater
involvement of the masses in the international tipall life of their
various countries. The implication is that leadeasl to become more
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sensitive to public opinion in the formulation @iréign policy in a way
that their predecessors in the classical perioddcoat. This aided the
gradual consideration of public opinion as a mé&ator in the conduct
of foreign policy of nation-state.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Discuss the proliferation of nation-states as actor the modern
international system.

3.2.1 Non-State Actors

Again, the horrors of the two world wars within teea laid another
foundation for another international order that eged after 1945. Non-
state actors like international and multinationalgamisations, for
instance, became increasingly saddled with issulks é&conomic

exchange and the questions of war and peace. Wdssto mark the
beginning of active involvement of individuals asizens of nation-

states and corporate bodies in the conduct ofnatemal politics. In

particular, intergovernmental organisations (IGGgpeared on the
scene, ranging from the modest creation of the @e@ommission for
the Navigation of the Rhine in 1815 to the UnivéiRastal Union and
International Telegraph, the League of Nations atiimately the

United Nations. Quite a number of such organisatimere developed
on regional and global basis.

A special category of non-state actors, the muibmal corporations
(MNCs) also became significant as actors in worfthis. These

category of actors emerged as a result of the lihabf state actors to
deal with issues patterning to interstates commetominated by
commercial enterprises that were expanding beyatbmal borders.
Therefore, the IGOs and the MNCs became instrumientsegulating

and maintaining uniform rules and orderliness agam economic
activities in the international system. Thus, jastwars existed along
side with interdependence, so was nationalism apeamred by the
emergence of “trans-nationalism” as non-state actgrew and

organised themselves across national binderies.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Why are the multinational companies significant oegt in the
international system?
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3.3 Distribution of Power and Wealth among Nation-States

The era of transitional international system was pieriod industrial
revolution got fully under way creating wealth feome parts of the
world and poverty for others. Even though the indalsrevolution was
essentially based in Europe, two highly indussidi non-European
states, the United States (after it defeated Spai898) and Japan (after
it defeated Russia in 1905) also emerged to sitpealirst real challenge
to European domination of the international pdditisystem.

In the real sense, industrialisation created widspatities in living

standards and of course power configurations amaitign-states. With
this development, the transitional internationasteyn saw a growing
disparity in wealth between societies in the Namhelemisphere and
those in the Southern Hemisphere. Although, oneldvatgue that the
“rich-poor gap” had historically always existed it societies, the
“rich-poor gap” that started to form among socktiduring the
transitional era was unprecedented. The industerablution, while it

bypassed the Southern half of the globe, it pravidapid income
growth and improved living standard for all catagsrof citizens (the
formerly rich and poor) of the Northern Hemisphesijle those of the
South were practically untouched.

Furthermore, industrialisation did not only skewe tHistribution of
wealth in favour of certain states but it, furthekewed the distribution
of power in favour of same states. This is evidetiere the new
economic technology was readily convertible intditarly advantage.
Not just that, the transitional era, consequentiyjnessed the emergence
of two highly industrialised non-European statesnagor world powers.
The United States, after defeating Spain in 1898 dapan, with the
defeat of Russia in 1905, became super forces ntend with in the
international system.

Perhaps, the most salient feature about the disimito of power in the
transitional system was the gradual passing ofdiw@ination of the
system by European states. At a point, the Europearers controlled
eighty per cent of the entire territory of the gdolI his represented the
peak of the European-centred international systasnthe European
civilisation overshadowed the earth. However, theclide of the
European domination started unfolding between 1808 1945 — the
years of confusion in the world affairs. By the esfdhe confusion not
only was the continental Europe eclipsed by USA B&ER, but other
non-European power centres such as China werelglteaming on the
horizon as well. On a general note, except forstlges in the Southern
Hemisphere, one can say that power and wealth vesasbdted fairly
even among the several states in the transitiotednational system.
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3.4 Degreeof Polarisation among Nation-State

In the history of the evolution of the internatibnaystem, the

transitional period has witnessed extreme polaoisahmong nation-
states. Apart from the emergence of non-Europeavefinto main

stream of world politics, which by implication augnted the number of
actors, the transitional international system,fii@t the time, witnessed
ideological conflict which was expressed in thehy between socialist
and the capitalist political cum economic ideolsgias well as the
rivalry between the forces of Napoleon’s natiomaliagainst the forces
of the conservative monarchs across Europe. Tiwadieal rivalry was

to combine with the forces of nationalism to create international

system that produced hardened polarisation amotgnrstates.

As we have earlier noted in the section on the gerae of the
transitional international system, the system wadesied with
nationalism which emanated from the French RewatutiWhile the
army of Napoleon was seeking to export the idedlthe revolution
across Europe, the armies of the conservative mmbeavanted to block
the whirl wind of nationalism across Europe. Thigled in polarising
the international system between the forces of Mmpmis nationalism
and the conservative monarchs.

In another dimension, Woodrow Wilson, as the pmsicof USA and
Lenin, as the Leader of the USSR got entangledkahange of bitter
diatribes in favour or against capitalism and comismm. While the
United States president pursued capitalism as jp@gical economic
policy, Lenin in USSR saw capitalism as evil in twrse of devouring
humanity. Vice-versa, while Lenin was imbued witie tcommunist
philosophy, the USA saw communism as tyrannical acdme against
humanity, as well as an affront on human freedom.eXacerbate the
situation of world polarisation, while Benito Mudiso in Italy was
propagating the spirit of National Socialism, AdoHitler was
assiduously battling to conquer the world to esshbthe supremacy of
fascism.

Though, arch rivalry ensued among states, thenatemal system was
fairly flexible (Pearson and Rochester, 1998: 53)states were not
prevented by the national rivalries nor ideologickfferences from

keeping open options in their formations of alliesc So the
international system was said to be multi-polare ideological conflicts
never degenerated to open wars in the internatiplzale. The battle
lines in the few wars that were waged were not dratearly along

ideological lines. For example, Britain, France &rslA who were free
democracies joined forces with the conservativesRuagainst another
conservative regime of Germany and Austria in th@l&/War 1.

51



INR 251 EVOLUTION OF MODERN INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What do you understand by multi-polarity in theemmiational system?
3.5 Degreeof Interdependence among Nation-States

The dilemma of improved technology during the titmsal
international system was two-plunged. On the onedlhaplunged the
system into two devastating world wars that weresaand the death
knell of the transitional era. On the other, itoalsnthroned greater
interdependence among states. The era of trarslitioiernational
system witnessed the flourishing of interdependeas®ng nation-
states, especially in the area of the economy.

It is observed that, actually, economic interdegerng among European
states had started flourishing before the World W&ome people even
called that era as “the beautiful epoch of inteestejence” (Pearson and
Dorchester, 1998:59). Therefore, it would be ralaw think that war
among them could not be contemplated, lest it wountialy disrupt their
economies. Thus, when it happened, it only led he paradoxical
conclusion that war and economic interdependencidcexist in the
same system. In any case, this paradox had onleprthat political
impulse can be stronger than economic imperatitestact, in the
interwar interval between 1919 and 1939, the econamterdependence
among the industrialised states made the impactthef “Great
Depression” to be felt worldwide, and also exactthahe tension that
resulted in the World War I1.

40 CONCLUSION

A remarkable metamorphosis of the internationalesysoccurred in the
era of the transitional international system thadmnmed from 1789 to
1945. It was out the shadows of this era that tbatesnporary

international system would emerge. The system wheatan essentially
as Eurocentric gradually expanded to become a veydtem. However,
one obvious thing to note is that amidst all thandes, especially the
interdependence, unevenness has remained preponddiae gap

between the states of the North and those in tlhSs even becoming
more and more noticeable.

50 SUMMARY
The period 1789-1945 is referred to as ‘transitiomathe historical
development of international system because aktention of features

of the preceding era and its foundational valugdhnenemergence of some
of the key features of the proceeding one. Thecanae about as a result
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of several factors such as the French Revolutiod A@apoleon’s

nationalism. This was an era of increased globahmanication,

ideological conflicts, population explosion, as had the horrors of the
atomic bomb. In addition, the transitional interoaal system moved
the international system from its status as besergmlly crowded by
European states to become a worldwide internatsystem.

One of the new issues in the system was that itesged a proliferation
of states within the system; the cooption of cadedi African states into
the international system; the incorporation of othetors other than the
nation-states in the politics of international systand the greater
involvement of the masses in the international tali life of their
various countries. The implication is that leade@same more sensitive
to public opinion in the formulation of foreign pof and non state
actors like international and multinational orgamisns became saddled
with issues like economic exchange and the questbwar and peace.
Again, industrialisation created wide disparitiasliving standards and
of course power configurations among nation-staié®re emerged a
growing disparity in wealth between societies ine tiNorthern
Hemisphere and those in the Southern Hemisphere. Widrld also
witnessed extreme polarisation in the history af #volution of the
international system. Despite all this, the traosdl international
system enthroned greater interdependence amongs.stéhe era of
transitional international system witnessed the urighing of
interdependence among nation-states, especiallyphén area of the
economy.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Discuss the transitional international system.

2. What are the main differences between the miErenal
international system and classical internationatesy?

3. Write short notes on the actors in the tramsél international
system.

7.0 REFERENCESFURTHER READING

Pearson, F. & Rochester, M.J. (199Mternational Relations: The
Global Conditions in the Twenty-First Centuiyew York: The
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Akinboye, O. S. & Ottoh, O. F. (20057 Systematic Approach to
International RelationsLagos: Concept Publications.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

There is a general consensus among scholars ohatienal relations
that the World War 1l of 1945, during which the mic bombs were
dropped by the United States in the towns of Hirmshand Nagasaki,
ushered in another face in the history of poliacsong nations. To this
effect, compared to the preceding era in the systbare is no doubt
that this era was remarkable in permutations. Toe pVorld War I,
built on the ashes of the World War Il was inhenerth several issues
which would be a cause for rethink among world éadr create more
complications in the system. It is doubtless to theat the world was to
face newer structures as a result of the collapsated by the World
War 1l. In this unit, we shall discuss the saliggatures of the postwar
system as seen in issues such as the “superpoars’bipolarity.” We
shall also discuss the fissures in the postwaresystas well as the
cracks and the final collapse of the postwar syst&€ms discussion
would help us understand how the internationalesyshas fared in the
postwar era, noting the elements of continuity frbra preceding era
and the major changes that have affected worldigokven today.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o explain the postwar international system
o define what is meant by “superpowers”
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o define bipolarity in the international system
o explain the factors that were responsible for tbkapse of the
postwar international system.

3.0 MAINCONTENT

3.1 The Digtinctive Features of the Postwar International
System

The end of World War 1l marked a decisive shifttle global system.
After the war, only two great world powers remainge United States
and the Soviet Union. Although some other importstattes existed,
almost all states were understood within the cdntéxheir relations
with the two superpowers. This global system waBedabipolar

because the system centred on two superpowers. tttei notions of
superpowers and that of bipolarity that we shatdss here.

3.1.1 Superpowers

The invention of the atomic bomb and several otheapons of mass
killing whose effects were seen in 1945, during ¥derld War II, had
tremendous consequences on international polifibss brought about
two developments that were unprecedented in theoriisof world
politics that made the postwar international systempletely different
from the previous ones. The first impact to beedaat the end of the
World War Il was the emergence of two states antbegstates in the
world as the dominant powers in the internatioyatem. The USA and
USSR came to tagged as “superpowers” so as taelitiate them from
the other powerful nations.

A superpower is a state with a dominant positiorth@ international
system which has the ability to influence eventd #&s own interests
and project power on a worldwide scale to protbcisé interests. A
superpower is traditionally considered to be a s$tigher than a great
power. Alice Lyman Miller defines a superpower ascountry that has
the capacity to project dominating power and irilces anywhere in the
world, and sometimes, in more than one region efdglobe at a time,
and so may plausibly attain the status of globgeheony." This term
was, first, applied to the Great British Empiree tnited States of
America and the Soviet Union. Following World Wdy the British
Empire's superpower status was transferred to thiéetl States. The
United States and the Soviet Union (USSR) came dogénerally
regarded as the two superpowers, and confrontddaher in the Cold
War.
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However, France and Britain were not categorisedeurthe term

“superpower.” Rather, they were tagged as “secardpbwers.” This

was so because France and Britain suffered econesiltacks as a
result of the World War Il. Germany and Japan whtiesed military

defeat, and China who had not yet developed ansindubase, were
regarded as the Bottom tier of states.

What was fascinating and distinguishing about US4 BSSR from the
rest of nation-states was the intimidating nuclaamenal possessed by
the two states during and after the World War levBrtheless, it is
asserted that the USSR was not able to attain awuelguality with the
USA until 1970s. Actually, it has been establiskieat USA was said to
have enjoyed monopoly of atomic technology untit99when USSR
acquired her first atomic weapon to square up Wi#A. By then, USA
was to have already acclaimed, military superioiityhe international
system (Pearson and Dorchester, 1997: 607). Thésthe® two
superpowers USA was to be regarded in the intemnaltisystem as
“first among equals.” By 1950 it was said to hagsuaned hegemony in
economic terms, with the largest military spendiittancial reserves, as
well as industrial production.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Define the term “superpowers.”
3.1.2 Bipolarity

Polarity in international relations is any of tharus ways in which
power is distributed within the international systeThis term describes
the nature of the international system at any gpenod of time. One
generally distinguishes four types of systems: UOlaipty, Bipolarity,
Tripolarity, and Multipolarity, for four or more oé&res of power. The
type of system is completely dependent on theibigton of power and
influence of states in a region or internationaBypolarity, on the other
hand, is the distribution of power in which twotsthave the majority
of economic, military, and cultural influence imationally or
regionally. Often, spheres of influence would depel

The Aftermath of World War 1l was the beginningahew era. It was
defined by the decline of the old great powers thwedrise of new world
powers. This development made the internationatesy to witness
novel alignment configuration, making the world be extremely
polarised. The world witnessed the East-West odrdind the Cold War
which was organised between the competing idecdog@im

superpowers. One bloc, referred to as the Weslydad the USA and
other economically developed capitalist democracas Western

56



INR 251 MODULE 2

Europe, as well as Japan Canada, Australia, and2¢atand. The other
bloc, referred to as the East, consisted of USSRetisas the developed
communist states of Eastern Europe and the CominGhisa. There
was a great struggle between the two blocs to dawmithe world. This
system was labeled as “bipolar.”

The intricacies of the bipolar system between thetdd States and
USSR were that the entire Cold War was not justabeem, but it was
about the independence and safety of those notvedoas well. In
effect, European countries were often used as gaghbhips, and third
world countries were often targets for consumpbgreither democracy
or communism. The USA and USSR organised the wbltats of
opposing alliances. The members of each bloc becdasely linked
militarily and economically. The members of eachchbbf alliance were
military and economically dependent either on tf&Albr USSR. These
members complied rigidly to the policies outlinedthe leader of such
a bloc. The other states in the system tended, @igoove towards any
of the two poles.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is bipolarity?
3.1.3 TheNonaligned Statesin the Postwar System

In the postwar international system characterisgdbipolarity, almost
all the nation-states of the world were intricatehked to one bloc or
the other. For example, a lot of states in Asia Afrita were already
colonial territories of the Western bloc, while itaAmerican nation-
states were commandeered by USA. USSR, on hefquared alliances
with several countries outside Europe. In the modstll these alliances,
countries like Yugoslavia, India and Egypt remaimeditral. As events
took their course, even though power distributi@ver changed, the
alignment patterns among states gave rise to anotben of
polarisation which is known as “tripolarity.” Therizpolarity” was as a
result of proliferation of newly independence stateom the African
continent and Asia. Many of the newly independdates were to be
found mostly in the Southern Hemisphere. Even thabhgse states did
not form alliance between themselves, their pasitio the existing
polarity was seen as creating a third “pole”, hertbey chose to be
“nonaligned” in the face of the East-West confrainta

The posture of the non-aligned states in the syst&s, no doubt, to
become a force to be reckoned with the internalisystem as they met
in Indonesia and called for an end to colonialisithe end of
colonialism also created other waves in the schemmthings in the
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international system; the large mass and the ptpnoléhat was, before
1945, under colonialism achieved self-governmenfthe number of
nation-states in the system doubled, as well asdoting diversified
cultures in the system. This was a factor that ¢am#use a dramatic
change in world affairs.

With the new states in the international systemAld8d USSR tried to
recruit them into their respective camps. Theioe$ did not yield
much, because, as Pearson and Dorchester (199M) qutti the two
superpowers tended to jeopardise one another fifothe recruitment
exercise. In addition, the nationalists’ traitslod new states resisted the
superpowers from cajoling or coercing them intartlvarious camps.
The general hatred the new states harbored agatwtial rule was a
major driving force to put off the new states agare the influence of
the superpowers. The growth of the nonaligned statess a major factor
that would combine with other factors to endandper power structure
and the alliance structure of the internationatesys leading to its final
collapse.

3.2 TheCollapse of the Postwar System
3.2.1 Fissuresin Bipolarity and Alliances

It has been observed that the very existence deaueveapons which
brought the notion of “superpowers” and “bipolatityin the
international system at the onset of the postwar again, interacted
with other issues, as time went on, to bring auditin of power and the
disintegration of alliances in the system and Itsnate collapse. The
disintegration started as a minor disagreementystallise to a major
one. On the western side, for instance, USA todk s¥ith USSR over
the Suez Crisis of 1956 against her very alliesrital® and France.
USA admonished France and Britain for their mijitaction against
Egypt and asked for their withdrawal from the Eggptterritory. This
led to strained relation and suspicion of the commant of the USA to
the alliance.

At the same time, the Eastern block was also tmess its crisis
following the Hungarian Revolution. The Hungarianevlution
threatened to remove Hungry from the influence 88R but the revolt
was forestalled and Hungary was forced to remaithénsphere of the
Soviet influence. This singular act, according tit& lonesco (1965),
created doubt among members of the Eastern blaned regarding the
true nature of the Soviet fraternity towards them.

Finally, by 1956, the USSR called for of the mutugeaceful
coexistence” between the Superpowers becauseatrizemindful of the
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devastation that could be caused by the escalafidhe confrontation
between the two blocs. USSR was able to anticigagedeadly result
that any nuclear confrontation between United Stated USSR could
cause the entire humanity on the face of the gldbe.the 1960s
observers had prophesied the end of the Cold Weause it became
obvious that rapprochement between the blocs cbeldattained as
nations were growing more and more and less coademilitary
aggression in world politics. The result was thadgial loosening of ties
within the blocs. France under De Gaule was tls fo loosen ties with
her allies as De Gaule proclaimed that France wais ta have
permanent enemies but permanent interests. Astifvas not enough,
Turkey and Greece, two members of the Westernnakiawent to war
against Cyprus. In the communist axis, NicolaeuSeacu of Romania
and Mao Tse-Tsug in China and other Communist pkadyglers in
Europe, and as members of the Eastern bloc, starédithg for
“polycentrism” in place of a single party line. Barly 1970s, it became
clear that there was more intra-bloc fighting tiraer-bloc fighting.

The cracks in the alliances was also manifestinghe “superpower”
status itself. By 1970 more states were able taiaeaquclear weapons.
So the “superpowers club” expanded, neutralisiegnionopoly of USA
and USSR in this realm. In addition, as more statguired nuclear
weapons, the more they realised that the nuclesenal that had
conferred superpowers status on USA and USSR \itas,all, proving
unusable. To this effect, the world began to qoesthe relevance of the
nuclear arsenal to the day-to-day exercise of powdne international
system. Moreover, the USA which was unchallengedéading the
stockpiling of nuclear weapons was humiliated by tamall Asian
countries- North Korea during the Pueblo incident968 and Vietnam,
during the Indochina War that ended in 1972.

In addition, at a point in time, it was no more tinditary might, but
rather economic strength of the USSR and USA tlaate ghem their
superiority in the world system. Even then, the neroy of other
countries was also improving. For example, Germang Japan had
revived their economy and were fast learning howexplore economic
situation to their advantage. Furthermore, oil alsrame a major
instrument in bargains in the international arértee oil embargo during
the Yom Kippur War in 1973- 1974 can better illastr this. The
industrialised nations became more and more depénda oil.
Incidentally, it is the less developed countriest thossess over 80 per
cent of the world oil supplies to the world. Anytan the supply of oil
to the industrialised nations in the west couldllsgeom; since the
powers of the oil producing states waxed stronger.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What do you understand as tripolarity?

3.2.2 The Collapse of the Postwar System

The collapse of the postwar international systermab® imminent in

the late 1970s when the superpower status of USAUWBSR became
tarnished and also thrown into scrutiny by two ¢saenl1979. First, the
Soviet experienced a disgrace in Afghanistan. Tmewyugand of the
Soviet troops were defeated in Afghanistan in thed to support a
Marxist regime against Muslim rebels who wantedtst the Marxist

regime. The Soviet troops were defeated there. drsen matters, in the
process, the Soviet regime itself was toppled l@dkome. Meanwhile,
the USA had her frustration when fifty-two of th&mbassy personnel
in Tehran were held hostage by the militant Islaregime of Iran. The
USA suffered much humiliation in a manner that waprecedented.
The two events led to a confirmation of the inadeges of military

might in calculations in international system.

In another dimension, one would say that up toxdan the history of
the international system was dominated by the disiouns on bipolarity
and superpower. Nevertheless, the oil embargo épiaad other events
showed that other sets of issues could not onlypsdenfor attention in
the international system, but that fluid and cowgiked alignments could
be on such issues. For example, the North-Soutfraation, pitting
the rich against the poor, came to take on greatportance in the
postwar system than the East-West axis of conflictthe events, the
“Group of 77” less developed states came to makeest demands for
a “New International Economic Order,” using theirde numbers in the
United Nations General Assembly to push through Ghdrter on
Economic Right and Duties of States” and other messdesigned to
give them more economic and political clout. Thiaswto continue to
fester and remain a major source of tension inrtteznational system.
Besides, other issues such as ecology, trade, antew's right, started
competing for attention in the international syste®uch issues have
nothing to do with East-West or North-South dimensito them. They
are global issues that involve all states. Everbtitde line between the
East-West became less cut-clear, as the two goangled in
collaborations over issues as seen in the provisfocheap loans and
technology to Moscow for construction natural gasefnes linking
Siberia and Western Europe. Again, intra-West shigsbover trade
agreement came to overshadow East-West conflicts.

By 1989, there was attenuation in the ideologictieences and rival
alliances in the blocs as states in East bloc efithe bloc and even
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applied for entry into the European Community whigh first was

regarded as western affairs. More to that, the &ogovernment
abandoned the Warsaw Pact and expressed her tedme part of a

“‘common European bloc.” These were obvious indicetifor lost of

will to continue with strident East-West rivalry.nd sooner than later,
the events described in this section came togédhgut a closure on the
postwar international system.

4.0 CONCLUSION

The Cold War ended suddenly and surprisingly. Aaggeopolitical and
ideological struggle between the United States thed Soviet Union
ceased. One historical era was closed and anogieered. But it was an
historical turning point unlike others in the pabBhe old bipolar order
collapsed peacefully without war between the gpsavers. Moreover,
unlike past postwar moments, the global system -atofeast the
dominant core of that system led by the United €Stat was not
overturned. Quite the contrary, the world that theted States and its
allies created after World War Il remained intahe end of the Cold
War simply consolidated and expanded that ordee $hbviet bloc —
estranged from the West for half a century — cekapand began a slow
process of integration into that order. As suchk, eénd of the Cold War
was not the beginning of a New World Order, but thst in the
completion of an old one. But if the end of the €C¥Var began as a
consolidation of the US-led postwar order, deepet more profound
shifts — not immediately apparent — were also setmiotion. The
globalisation of the world economy and the growmmarket orientation
of the developing world were forces for change. Tiadure of the
“security problem” in the global system also chahge

5.0 SUMMARY

The World War 1l of 1945, during which the atomiorbbs were

dropped by the United States in the towns of Himmshand Nagasaki,
ushered in another face in the history of politasaong nations. It
marked a decisive shift in the global system. Aftee war, only two

great world powers remained: the United StatesthadSoviet Union.

The global system was regarded as bipolar becéassystem centred
on two superpowers. The United States and the Sblnen (USSR)

came to be generally regarded as the two supergpwed confronted
each other in the Cold War. France and Britain wewe categorised
under the term “superpower.” Rather, they were e¢dgas “second tier
powers,” because they suffered Economic setbacks eesult of the

World War Il. Germany and Japan who suffered nmjitdefeat, and

China who had not yet developed industrial wiserewegarded as the
Bottom tier of states.
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The international system witnessed novel alignmeanfiguration,

making the world extremely polarised. The worldnegsed the East-
West conflict and the Cold War which was organidedween the
competing ideologies cum superpowers.

In the midst of all these alliances countries I¥egoslavia, India and
Egypt remained neutral. To this effect, as everd& their course, even
though power distribution never changed, the aligntpatterns among
states gave rise to another form of polarisatiomcwicould be dubbed
as “tri-polarity.”

Other issues, as time went on, came to bring aisidh of power and
the disintegration of alliances in the system asduitimate collapse.
By 1956, the USSR called for of the mutual “peatefoexistence”
between superpowers. It became obvious that rappmoent between
the blocs could be attained as nations were growuge and less
concerned with military aggression in world poktidt was rather the
economic strength of USSR and USA that gave thein superiority in
the world system. Oil also became a major instrunrebargains in the
international arena.

The collapse of the postwar international systemmabe imminent in
the late 1970s when the superpower status of USAUSBSR became
tarnished. These were obvious indications for tafswill to continue
with strident East-West rivalry. And sooner or tatee events described
in this section came together to put a closure ba postwar
international system.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Write short notes on:
(@) Bipolarity in the postwar international system
(b) The concept superpowers in the postwar intenmal
system.

2. Explain the concept of “nonalignment” in the spear
international system.

3. What were the major factors that led to thelapsie of the
postwar international system?
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The international system has undergone unfamiliar @difficult straits.
It has passed through three stages and it is mortoganother. As we
have seen in the preceding sections, the historyhefinternational
system seem to be constantly in transition influxiolding one critical
moment to another to provide the watershed to ntagkbreak from one
era to another. Just as 1945 was such a momerdamvalso agree that
1989 which saw an end to the Cold War is anotheririg point in the
development of the system, ushering in the posd Ghr era. As a
sequel, the 1990s became a period for scholarsgage their mind with
analyses as regard lessons that could be leammt thhe Cold War era
and what could be in the offing for the “New Wo@dder.”

The question here is whether the contemporary sysiél experience
more transformation that will take the world baokthe old structures
that characterised the system between 1648 and d948ether we are
in an era that will bring a profound transformatiarthe very fabric of
the Westphalian state system itself? In this uni#, shall attempt an
overview of the system, identifying the major fastéor its emergence.
In addition, we shall try to identify features bktpreceding era that are
persisting through it, as well the features that might say are new
developments in the system.
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20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o identify the conditions that had led to the emeogemf the
contemporary international system

o explain the distribution of power and wealth in ttentemporary
international system

o explain the interdependence among states in theGmd War

international system.
3.0 MAINCONTENT

3.1 Emergence of the Contemporary International System

The emergence of the post Cold-War internationatesy has been
facilitated by so many factors or events, which way not be able to
treat them here exhaustively. Nevertheless, wd sleak a few of them,
not in the order of their importance, but rathewtthey readily come to
our mind. These factors and issues include theagsdl of the Berlin
Wall, the disintegration of the USSR in 1989, teenification of two

Germany; the disintegration of Czechoslovakia irtteo and of

Yugoslavia into five new states.

To start with, the disintegration of USSR who wassidered as one of
the pole leaders of the Cold War era came withranas changes in the
system in which we had been living since 1945. dtilapse was not a
spontaneous process, but rather a conscious éfjothe Communist
Party and government apparatchiks to dismantle dbentry. The
collapse was also ascribed as the struggle betthee@ommunists and
the Democrats. The process of the disintegratiok face against the
backdrop of complete public apathy.

One fundamental thing is that the disintegratios tlae impetus of
determining the character and tone of the inteonatisystem in various
ways. One impact of the collapse is the seriousuetsiring of Eurasia
axis and increase in the number of states in teesyas a result of the
appearance of 15 new states out of the former Sdyreon. The
declarations of 15 new sovereignty and independehdee states in the
former Republic was significant as all the formezpublics, including
Russia, required foreign recognition of their 1®@tders, as well as the
legitimacy of their leaders. All of these statestamtly announced their
intention to develop a partnership with the Unit8thtes who was
leading the West pole.
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Closely linked to the above is that the world hagpegienced an

expansion in the geopolitical sphere of the Weke previous Eastern
European states which were not considered patieiest have now,
not only begun to be considered so, but also maltiinstitutionalised

themselves as parts of Western alliances. They beseme members of
the European Union and NATO.

Again, if we look at the main geopolitical conseques of the collapse
of the Soviet Union, the first thing we should n@tehat the previous
world that was divided between blocs became almanst The borders
that were previously impassable became passab&ewbhnld became a
single informational, economic and political systenBipolar
confrontation became a thing of the past. Consdfyyeéhere emerged a
uni-polar period in global politics. The United & became the sole
superpower in the world which, in principle, thadutd resolve any
problems as it saw fit. This period withessed ashese in America’s
presence in the world and not only in the regiori®ene the Soviet
Union ceased to exist, like in Eastern Europe daddrmer republics of
the Soviet Union, but as well as other regions ssthe globe.

In another dimension, the collapse of the Berlinll\Was also attracted
with much attention because of its significancéhm Cold War era. The
Berlin Wall which separated the two Germany wassatered to be the
symbol of Cold War era. The fall of the Berlin Wahd the unification
of the Eastern and Western Germany in 1989 providedther

watershed in the East-West relations. The fall lné Wall was a
declaration of détente in the NATO Alliance and ‘¥&aw Pact
adversary. It brought an alteration in the orderprgnciples of the

international system in the Cold-War era. Besidssyeral other
alterations of same magnitude such as the disiiegr of

Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia occurred. All theuéss enumerated
here combined to create a new world arrangemerdhade rightly refer

to as another phase in the sociopolitical and emonorder we are now
living with.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Highlight the factors that led to the emergencethed contemporary
international system.

3.2 Distribution of Power
One the major features of the post Cold War intnal system that
represented a clear break from the patterns thétcharacterised the

postwar system is the distribution of power. Theg¥slav crisis
presented a situation in which it became diffidoltstill talk of power
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ranking among nations. This is because in the afise crisis, neither
the USA nor USSR could marshal their powers tolvesthe crisis. If
USSR would be said to be a house in shambles, U8# also facing
the decline of her hegemony due to the cost oftamli spending on
peace operations worldwide. So, it will be rightday that both the
superpowers were into economic quagmire.

Nevertheless, it will also be appropriate to sthtg the position of the
USA in the hierarchy of States in the post Cold-Wea appears to be
superior to the status it enjoyed during the ColdrWhis is premised
on the fact that her major rival in that era, US8B, disorganised. As
such, the latter could not pose any challenge édi8A of been a clear
hegemon. Some analysts, based on this, have seemtdrnational
system to be uni-polar, with the USA been capaloley certain extent,
in dealing with threats to international systenotigh its own unilateral
action. For example, the United States has visghlyanced its influence
in the Middle East since the end of the Cold Wahe Tinvasion of
Kuwait by Iraq in August 1990 and the following &dlrisis, in a way,
created an opportunity for the Unites States ta@se its hegemonic
power in the Middle East. In the following years,the absence of a
counter-power, the influence of the United Stanesdased further. With
the military operation to Afghanistan and the ingasof Iraq after the
September 11, 2001 attacks, the United Statesrs & perpetuating its
dominance in the region.

In addition, power has become diffused as a grdufess developed
countries like Qatar and the United Arab Emirateerethough, they do
not possess nuclear arsenal, were able to expieit bil production
capacity to assert their position in the internadiosystem. These are
countries that, in the past, were regarded as™tamg “statelets.” What
is striking about power in the contemporary sysigmmat countries find
themselves in possession of nonmilitary resourhes in the past did
not translate directly into power. Today, such nomany resources can
provide considerable leverage in world politics.eT¢tontemporary era
seemed to mark an acceleration of a process whemlgidnal military
resources are eclipsed by non-military resourced si$ oil and food,
while the value of military resources is being gasingly devalued.

Moreover, several other states were also ableitoth@ “nuclear club,”
which had hitherto consisted of USA and USSR and dé their allies
only. On the one hand there were few of USA allies China, France
and Britain. On the other hand, there was USSRfawdof her allies
like Ukraine and Kazakhstan. Other non-alignedestdike India, Iran,
Irag and Pakistan also joined the group of natisngossession of
nuclear weapons. Besides, one can still talk ofdtid powers” like
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Brazil Argentina, Indonesia and several othersayiplg a preponderant
role in the international system.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

How has the distribution of power in the post C@ldr deviated from
the Cold War era?

3.3 Distribution of Wealth

The contemporary international system is not otigtied in terms of
power distribution but also in terms wealth. Itgsite explicit that the
wide ‘rich-poor’ gap between developed and develgpiations during
the post-World War Il era has become exacerbatdaeipost-Cold War
era. The technologically advanced nations are useuwpnology to
advance their economies while the nations that tachnologically
backward are become more marginalised in the gjsem.

The world of this era is highly stratified into seal classifications:
backward states include a variety of states suchllabe states on the
African continent that have not developed the tebtiyy to enhance
their development. There exist also less develgpaids which include
the newly rich OPEC nations like Saudi Arabia whe still in many

ways economically underdeveloped and politicalggfte. We can also
mention the newly industrialised nations who arsoaleferred to as
“upper middle-income” and in some cases as “higioine.” In this

group, we have nations such as Brazil, Mexico aodtls Korea. The
developed countries themselves range from the yigbleloped and
wealthiest market economies such as USA, Japamastl members of
the European Union to the less wealthy economieBastern Europe
currently seeking to make a difficult transitiororn the Communist
system to the market-oriented, capitalist economy.

The real economic difference among nations, to #fisct, is shown
more in areas like standard of living, infant mbtyarate, short life

expectancy as well as even distribution of weaitthsocieties. The
industrialised nations tend to have high standdrtvimg, low infant

mortality rate and longer life expectancy than tleveloping nations.
Regardless of these indices, it is quite clear that contemporary
international system is divided into “haves” an@vk-nots” or the rich
and the poor.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What is the nature of the distribution of wealthtive contemporary
international system?
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3.4 Polarity in the Contemporary I nternational System

In the section on the Cold War era, we have seem ¢tmmplex the
world became polarised. However, as the Cold Wanendown, the
East-West axis of the polarisation started expennsome level of
détente and rapprochement among the principal acbthe conflict.
With détente at the end of Cold War all the sentiteerevulsions and
the rivalries had, in the words of Pearson and Bester (1997), have
squeezed into a Pandora’s Box. The end of the @fd has come to
set free the tension that was inherent in it tcagd explode elsewhere.
Again, the collapse of the Berlin wall, to somegrsfied the end of
history rivalry in the international system, leayicapitalism to triumph
completely over communism. This means that a restion of the East-
West confrontation is unlikely to occur again ie thternational system.
This disintegration provided the fact that one supewer is left
standing up in the world, at moment which is theAUShe international
system of 21st century can be seen as a single potea hegemonic
consequence does not follow this situation yet.

However, it is still possible to believe that thend could be polarised
in a similar manner, as the so called Pandora’s Boxld actually
explode in the same international system. Thiga#sticularly, in the
situation where there still exist some orthodox Xf&r regimes in
countries like Cuba and elsewhere. China alsociafly, remains a
communist state. Even the capitalist reforms in tbemer Soviet
Republic are yet to prove successful. In additiansome states of the
Eastern Europe, the former communist party hasimedapowers
through popular elections. The case of the disnategn of Yugoslavia
is an illustration. The crisis of Yugoslavia whibas been between the
Moslem and the Serb-Croat, is a conflict that destrated that the
polarisation tendencies of the Cold War era candpdaced by a far
more complex alignment pattern, with many sourdeth® conflict and
cross-cutting cleavages found in the post-Cold iWarnational system.
In another dimension, even though the East-Westlicomight have
disappeared, the world in the post-Cold War eraitaessing another
era of a clash of civilisations based on competaljural values. The
central focus of the clash in the world as we aensin the real sense, is
between the West and several Islamic states iMttldle East axis. The
Islamic group, through the 2001 terrorist attackmiast the World
Trade Centre, can be seen as an opposing pole.nideais the present
polarisation is between Islam as opposed to Canggi and the Eastern
civilisation as opposed to Western civilisation. ijaof the Islamic
militants are strongly committed to the direct o$eiolence in pursuing
their mission.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

To what extent is the post Cold War era witnessigclash of
civilisation?

3.5 Interdependence in the Contemporary International
System

We must start our discussion here with the conctfglobalisation.” In
lucid term “globalisation” refers to the emergerafean international
network that has resulted in increased interdepm®l@mong nation
across the world, through a rapid increase in ebosder movement of
goods, services, technology. Globalisation, a phemmn in the post-
Cold War era, can be identified as major issue tied accelerated
interdependence among states in the internatigsé® in the past few
decades. Almost all aspects of the modern socig Ibeen influenced
by it in some way. Baylis, John and Smith, Stevé0@) see
globalisation as intensifying cross-border inteamw and
interdependence between countries, bringing abajdmehanges in the
international system. Borders are increasinglyniglinto irrelevance as
even the most isolated states are not so isolatguare.

Various Intergovernmental Organisations (IGOs) halaged important

roles in the process of globalisation, which hasturn, increased the
patterns of interdependence among countries. Befbee age of

globalisation, states were only looking at the nm&tional system

through their national interests. They were conegrmore with their

own safety than global security and were lookingviays to deal with

problems at a domestic rather than internationadlleNowadays, since
the issues and difficulties which states have te fare becoming more
global than national, states are no longer ablpratect their citizens

and deal with problems by their own means, unlbsyg take collective

action together, counting on one another. To tlfece non-states
actors, especially the IGOs are in the forefront.j@ning these, states
give up some of their sovereignty to a body goverbg the collective

will and decisions of its member-states.

It is not only the IGOs with individual states agmbers which has
increased the interdependence of among statesrgénernmental
Organisations (IGOs) from different countries haeel a similar impact
on states over the course of interdependence. [ranof such trans-
border connections organs include the Assemblywbgean Regions
or the European Union’s Committee of the Regiorss brganisation
has since been influencing the respective countfetheir member-
regions. In this way, states have also become indeedependent, not
specifically by their own actions, but due to theanstituent regions
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forming part of such regional organisations. Eveorandirectly, states
have become more interdependent through the opesingational
borders and the implementation of free-trade. Reig@ctor institutions
are another development which has been enhanciegcamnectedness
of states in the modern international system. Bodlke the
International Federation of Stock Exchange havéhleyr decisions and
actions taken concerning issues such as credis 1@te food prices
significantly influenced many countries all ovee thvorld and the global
economy as a whole.

One more important factor which has been of catdimgortance in
augmenting the interdependence of states is thenfd national capital
markets and the emergence of an integrated glot@hoeny. Since
states now no longer have sole control over themnemies, they rely
and depend on the collective governance of bodiesthe International
Monetary Fund (IMF) or the World Bank in order tegulate the
international financial market.

Overall, interdependence has changed the intematiosystem

significantly, making states to be far more depehd®a one another and
interconnected. The world is not a place of marfiedint and separate
countries anymore, but these states form almostemiy on many

different levels. Isolated problems do not arisgnaore and thus the
solutions for these have to be found in collectaction rather than
individual responses. And by doing so, this hasuiemeously brought
states closer together and made them more depeowieatch other.

40 CONCLUSION

The post Cold War international system has beerkedaby a seeming
contradiction: on the one hand, fragmentation; lo& dther, growing
globalisation. On the level of the relations amstages, the new system
is based on major power cooperation. The internatisystem contains
at least five major powers poles — the United Stakurope, Russia,
Japan, and China. There appears to be no seri@leraer to these
powers. That means the world politics in the nedure will largely be
shaped by the above-mentioned major powers. Anmoagr powers,
the United States will continue to be the greakegiemonic power in
the short run, but its military and economic poweitl gradually
decline. In the long run, some growing states tggrations will likely
to get close to the United States’ power. Hence jniternational system
will possibly gain a multipolar character in thetute, though it may
take some decades to reach that point.
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50 SUMMARY

The emergence of the post Cold-War internationattesy has been
facilitated by so many factors or events includthg collapse of the
Berlin Wall and the disintegration of the USSR ir98%; the
disintegration of Czechoslovakia into two and ofgéslavia into five
new states. Distribution of power among nationghi@ contemporary
international system occurred in a manner thatffcdt to still talk of
power ranking among nations. Nevertheless, it aldb be appropriate
to state that the position of the USA in the hielngrof States in the post
Cold-War era appears to be superior to the statesjoyed during the
Cold-War. In addition, power has become diffusedaagroup of less
developed countries like Qatar and the United Atabirate were able to
exploit their oil production capacity to assert ithposition in the
international system. Moreover, several other sthte/e also joined the
“nuclear club.” The contemporary international systis not only
stratified in terms of power distribution but aisaerms of wealth.

Although, the Cold War wane down, the East-Wests aaf the

polarisation started experiencing some level of ekt and

rapprochement among the principal actors of thdélicanHowever, it is

still possible to believe that the world could balgpised in a similar
manner. The world in the post-Cold War era is vagieg another era of
clash of civilisations based on competing cultwalues. The central
focus of the clash in the world appears to be betwihe West and
several Islamic states in the Middle East axis.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What are major factors that have led to the ememef the
post-Cold War international system?

2. Discuss the distribution of power and wealth in fest-Cold
War international system.

3. To what extent is it correct to refer to the poshldC War
international system as an era of interdependence.
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MODULE 3 FEATURES OF THE INTERNATIONAL

SYSTEM
Unit 1 The Actors in the International System
Unit 2 Anarchy in the International System
Unit 3 Interest and the Use of Power in the miional System
Unit 4 Polarity in the International System

UNIT 1 THE ACTORS IN THE INTERNATIONAL
SYSTEM

CONTENTS

1.0 Introduction
2.0 Objectives
3.0 Main Content
3.1 The State Actors
3.1.2 How States work in the International System
3.2  The non-State Actors
3.2.1 The Inter-Governmental Organisations
3.2.2 The Non-Governmental Organisations
3.2.3 The Multinational Corporations and Transnalo
Corporations
3.2.4 The Cross-National Organisations
4.0 Conclusion
5.0 Summary
6.0  Tutor-Marked Assignment
7.0 References/Further Reading

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The issue of actors in the international systereistral to a nuanced
understanding of the characteristics of the sys#&mactor is anyone
who may play a role within a given social systendividuals are the
primary actors within all human societies. Some Moargue that
individuals are the only actors. Ultimately, allcdgons are made by
individuals. But, human beings belong to socialugp® and they form
various kinds of associations. Social groupings arghnised groups
have leaders who speak for the group. These leddaes more power
and influence than do the ordinary members of tlhegor association.
What we call the state or the nation-state is aptexnorganisation; and,
an international system made up of states is evere momplex. An
international actor refers to any social structwbich is able to act and
influence the global or international system.

In the past nation-states were considered the @udtors in the
international system. In the present dispensatiohaveryone agrees
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with this premise, as there is growing evidencet teab-states,
transnational actors and other forces are becomingreasingly,
important in determining the course of action ie thternational system,
and in many cases challenging the cohesivenessetiectiveness of
national governments. However, it is abundantlyacckhat nation-states
appear unlikely to surrender their preeminent pmsitin the
international system. In this unit we shall exanma#ion-states and non-
state actors’ behaviours as they help shape temational system.

20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o identify the actors in the international system
o define state as an actor in international system
J enumerate the non-state actors in the internatsyséem.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT
3.1 StateActors

3.1.1 Understanding State Actors

In our daily conversations we use the terms “natidstate,” and
“country” interchangeably to refer to those enstthat are distinguished
by thick boundary lines on the world map. We midigve been
interchanging these terms because we believe ttegyamonyms. But
technically speaking, these terms are not synonyfrechnically
speaking, a “state” refers to a legal-politicaligntThe term “nation”
refers to a cultural or social entity and “countrgfers to a geographical
entity. In defining a “state” and “nation,” the tigtion is not merely
technical as it has real importance for studentstefnational relations.
When we say that a “state” refers to a legal-pmitientity, we mean an
entity that has a sovereign government exercisingesne authority
over a relatively fixed population within well-de@&d territorial
boundaries and acknowledging no higher authoritysida those
boundaries (Pearson and Rochester, 1997). This resgaty is
expressed in their ability to exercise preemineont®| over their
people and policies within their territorial bounéa. The sovereignty
encourages a state to feel free to exercise coonmlits people without
interference from external forces such as otheesta

There are several territorial units consideredtaies. Such entities have
international legal status which enables them tereimto treaties, join

intergovernmental organisations such as the UrniMatdons, and can

also exchange ambassadors, as well as engage @ar official
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international transactions. In international lawstate is regarded as a
legal person, with the capacity to sue and be sued.

Actually, it is “states” that are the main referengoints we see on a
world map. Suffice to add that, some states sudhead&)nited States of
America, Japan, Britain, Nigeria are obviously walbwn, other states
like Palau and Nauru are not well known. No mattemw tiny or
inconspicuous a state may be, its sovereignty givésrmal equality
with other states in the world.

A “nation,” on its part, is conceptually and legatlifferent from a state.
When one talks of a “nation” we are referring tawtural or social
entity, made of a group of people having some sehshared historical
experiences which are rooted in a common languethejcity or other
cultural characteristics, as well as shared idgntfihe term “nation” is
the human aspect of a country. A nation may carstipart of a state.
For example, Tivs, Hausas, Yorubas or Igbos cansst distinctive
nations within the state called Nigeria. The temmatfon” can also be
coterminous with state such as the United Statée. Society of the
United States of America, actually, is made of maayionality groups
like the Irish-Americans, the Polish-Americans aseveral others.
However, over time, these groups have become dasaahiinto one
American society and have come to identify thenmesels “Americans.”
A “nation” may also spill over several states assge the Palestinians
in the state of Israel, the state of Lebanon, taee of Jordan and several
other states. The Palestinians in Israel do notlsmmselves as Israelis;
the Palestinians in Jordan do not see themselvésrdanians neither do
those in Lebanon consider themselves as Lebanesiar$y/, the Kurds
in Iran and Iraq states do not identify themselagdranians or Iraqis.
The situation in the cases cited here is that ts&ses are plagued by
culturally diverse populations who, from time tané, have been
agitating to break away and form their independstadtehood. In
contrast, there are also cases of one-ness ofthte™ and “nation” such
as in France and Switzerland. France has varioogpgrand political
cleavages accompanied by many violent vociferowasrgls, among her
people, over political institutions of the statestythey generally regard
themselves as one - Frenchmen. They do not thirdeoéding to form
another state.

In the seventeenth and eighteenth century, it Wwasstate that created
the one-ness of the nation. That is to say thaag the state that had the
central political authority and forged a sense ational identity among
a group of people who happened to find themselw@sgl within the
same geographical boundaries, but never thougttarhselves as one
people such as “French” or “English.” This was iantast in the
nineteenth and twentieth century where nationstedestates. That is, a
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group of people sharing common linguistic and otbektural bonds
eventually united into a single state. The loosafederation of the
German-speaking territories forming Germany in 187@vides a good
example. Another good example is the various hasipeaking
territories who came together to form lItaly.

The pattern after World War Il was similar to theecf seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries where many of the societiéfrica and Asia that
gained independence from colonial powers by 194&aine states.
These states have boundaries that do not corresfworahy natural
cultural groupings but, rather, artificial mapmakimhese states had to
face the task of getting divers and often histdigdaostile tribal units to
identify with the new state in which there weraiated.

In the face of the foregoing one may have to asatw'nation-state” as
a term connotes. Pearson and Dorchester (1997kiexbat the term
“nation-state” does not add any other meaning ® tgrm “state”.
Rather, the term “nation-state” is used by scholkasssynonym of
“state.” Its usage connotes the fact that overythags there has been the
persistent impulse to achieve congruence betweste sind national
boundaries so as to make “state” and “nation” meaa thing in the
minds of people.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Differentiate between a state and a nation.
3.1.2 How StatesWork in the I nternational System

One of the most common images of the internatisgsiem is that it is
a system in which each state has the attributegeafons. As such,
during the classical international system, whatiestalo and the relation
among them used to be the focus of attention ircudsing the
international system. A state is usually controllgda government in
which people do assume authoritative positions actdlegally on its
behalf. The people of a state define who has aiiive status to act on
behalf of the state. The authority of a state Hahands of the leader —
president or monarch - who can, according to hisiekiic status and
power, and by international law, speak and writenpse and threaten,
and make or break commitments on behalf of higstat

Apart from that, each state has a complex of aittetewho are the aids
of the leader. They act in its behalf. They includiglomats and
statesmen, trade and custom officials, soldiergjslative leaders,
cabinet members, and prime ministers. In the nafe ctate the
complex authorities formulate policies and pregemther countries as
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though it were the general will of the state. Iisteffect, all states are
organisations led by the elite who influence itslgpforeign policies to
achieve these goals, and an establishment to latecthese policies.

States enter into a system of international ryvescedures, and norms
governing the behaviour between officials reprasgndifferent states.
They do structure and frame people's behavioury Tine meaningful,
causal understanding to diverse human behaviouds samplify our
apperception of them. Similarly, states enter iré@aties and make war.
Thus, a violent clash between several thousand aneBamansky (or
Chenpao) Island on the River Ussuri in March 1569 9becomes
understandable as a border clash between SovieChimgkse frontier
guards, as a manifestation of the Sino-Soviet anfl

3.2 Non-State Actors

Traditionally, international politics focuses onateonship among states
in the system. However, since the end of the Warlt 11, other forces

have become influential in the international ardhase are called non-
state actors. Non-state actors have become imptayers, with key

roles in the ordering of events in the internatlastem. Some of the
non-state actors are created by states, while someege autonomously.
They include the intergovernmental organisatioms,ton-governmental
organisations, the multinational corporations ameneindividuals. The

proliferation of the non-state actors has greathntabuted to the

complexities of the international system. Non-stattors have been
linking people across international borders in getg of ways such as
occupation, religion, personal and many otherseissin this manner,

states interactions in the international arenararenore just bilateral

ones in which states deal with each other on acorene basis. Instead,
many issues are dealt with on multilateral basierédver, states are no
more the primary channels for international intéoaxs. Individuals and

groups often bypass states’ apparatus to work @atth other. There are
different types of non-states actors, four of whacé discussed here.

3.2.1 Inter-Governmental Organisations (IGOs)

Intergovernmental organisations (IGOs) are inteonal actors with
only states as their members, and the decisionfagadathority lies with
the member-states. They are supranational, instades give up their
sovereignty when they consent to abide by any aggaethey enter into
by joining the organisation. Moreover, intergoveamtal organisations
transcend state borders and can have a major iropdtte government
and transnational actors within states. As a reswolvertime,
intergovernmental organisations can develop indé@enpower bases
and identities separate from those of the founditades. 1GOs include
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bodies such as the United Nations, regional orgéiniss such as the
European Union and ECOWAS. Other functional orgatioss include
the North American Free Trade Association (NAFTA)e General
Agreement on Trade and Tariffs (GATT) or the Wordnk and the
International Monetary Fund (IMF). These are IGOsazrned basically
with the area of trade and economy.

IGOs do not replacement for government, as thepatagovern. They
try to contend with and help to administer compieterrelations and
global economic, political and social challenges fabyitating
cooperation with other actors, particularly goveemtn To this end, their
work extends beyond the traditional boundaries olvegnmental
sovereignty. IGOs do not only bring opportunities their member
states but also exert influence and impose limitsm@mbers’ policies
and the way in which those policies are made.

Even though, abiding to the commitments of an gdeernmental
organisation by member states is based on voliytaompliance,
intergovernmental organisation has the habit of ermdtional
cooperation. States become socialised through aegavolvement in
multilateral relationship and policy coordinatioAdditionally, states
may come to feel that they want to maintain a rafoon of law-abiding
behaviour in the international realm. Finally, detre groups that
support the principles and norms of the intergoremtal organisation
that they work with may reinforce the custom of pexation.

IGOs as instrument of creating and sustaining mnakonal
interdependence and cooperation have made the warlate
interconnected. To this effect, government of mastates and societies
are discovering that many problems and issues teekd addressed and
redressed on the global and regional level, ratiem on national level.
Thus, states have increasingly sought to work ginol@GOs to achieve
cooperation on a variety of issues.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Do you consider IGOs as a replacement of statesittdive reasons.

3.2.2 Non-Governmental Organisations (NGOS)

Non-governmental organisations have a history datiack to at least
1839. According to Richard (2007), they were impottin the anti-
slavery movement and the movement for women'saydfrand reached
a peak at the time of the World Disarmament Comieze However, the
phrase "non-governmental organisation” only cante opular use
with the establishment of the United Nations Orgation in 1945,
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(Vakil, 1997). NGOs are difficult to define and s$afy. Apart from that
the term non-governmental organisations is not gsedistently.

According to the UN, any kind of private organisati that is
independent from government control can be termed ren-
governmental organisation, provided it is not feoffy, non-criminal
and not simply an opposition political party. Irstaict sense, the term
refers to organisations that are not a part of vegonent and are not
conventional for-profit businesses. In cases incWwNGOs are funded
totally or partially by governments, the non-goveantal organisation
maintains its non-governmental status by excludiggvernment
representatives from membership in the organisationthe United
States, non-governmental organisations are tygicalionprofit
organisations. The term is usually applied onlyotganisations that
pursue wider social aims that have political aspeetit are not openly
political organisations such as political parties.

One characteristic these diverse organisationsesisathat their non-
profit status means they are not hindered by deont financial

objectives. Accordingly, they are able to devotentselves to issues
which occur across longer time horizons, such awaté change,
malaria prevention or a global ban on landminesarfgrom non-

governmental organisations, there are many altemair overlapping
terms in use, including: third sector organisati@sO), non-profit

organisation (NPO), voluntary organisation (VO),vilci society

organisation (CSO), grassroots organisation (GOgiat movement
organisation (SMO), private voluntary organisati@?vVO), self-help

organisation (SHO) and non-state actors (NSAS).

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

List 10 types of NGOs.

3.2.3 The Multinational Corporations (MNCS) and
Transnational Corporations (TNCS)

Another group of non-state actors in the intermaticsystem is called
multinational corporations (MNCs). A corporationccarding to
Christopher (2013), is regarded as multinationaénvt is registered in
more than one country or has operations in more thrae country.
Usually, it is a large corporation which both prods and sells goods or
services in various countries. It can also be reteto as an international
corporation.  Traditionally, MNCs are companies hwi particular
national-home base followed by subsidiaries all rotree world. A
transnational corporation (TNC) differs from a iteshal multinational
corporation in that it does not identify itself tvibne national home.
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TNCs spread out their operations in many countsiestaining high
levels of local responsiveness. An example of a TislGlestlé, which
employs senior executives in many countries andamnake decisions
from a global perspective rather than from oneredised headquarter.
MNCs and TNCs are global actors directed by se#rests to execute
commercial activities for profit in more than onguatry. It is estimated
that the MNCs and TNCs control two third of the ldotrade. MNCs
and TNCs, in the present dispensation of techncédgadvancement,
have taken advantage of technology, especially he #&rea of
communication, to become truly global in nature.thVa corporate
headquarter, sometimes, in one single country, tieaye been able to
spread their tentacles all over the world. Produncof their goods and
services does not need to be done at the headguaftie organisation.
Much of the impact of the activities of MNCs and @#lare felt in the
area of international commerce. With enormous \kedlteir impact on
the global economy is immense. They have becomigumsnts of
modernisation, fast spreading new goods and sanaceoss the globe.
In addition, they are involved in the establishmehhospitals, schools
and other valuable infrastructures in the develpgountries.

3.2.4 The Cross-National Organisations

There is the non-state group, which is involvedhternational relations
or whose organisation is cross-national. Here, Wkehan mind
multinational corporations (having foreign subsiia), companies with
foreign investments, religious organisations like tCatholic Church,
associations like the International Political Scessociation, political
groups like the Palestine Liberation Organisatemd terrorists like the
Che Guevera Internationalist Brigade. Like statgsups are integrated
authoritative structures and legal status. They hee a legal identity
within domestic law (as does the corporation orrchy or within
domestic law be extralegal (as the Palestine Ltlmrarganisation), or
illegal (as are terrorist organisations). In anyesaeach group has
internal law or norms which establish its hierarcagd command
structure, and specify who can legally (by grouw)laepresent and
commit the group in international relations. Thensaanalysis of the
state as an actor applies to this group: the astadngroup-authorities
form a pattern within a direction given by the guohierarchy and
policies.

40 CONCLUSION

In spite of the existence of the non-state actits,state still provides
coherence to the complex international system, limcinternational
law takes precedence over (and can command) &t otiganisations, at
least within its boundaries. Indeed, for totalmari states, the
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international relations of all their groups and jplecare integrated into
state policy and rigidly controlled, including thetions of their citizens
representing international organisations. Suffecadd that, while these
other actors can be very important in the inteomati system, much of
their impact still lies in how much they affect thehaviour of nation-
state. As such, in the final analysis it all itsi@l the nation-state that
steer the international system.

50 SUMMARY

An international actor refers to any social struetwhich is able to act
and influence the global or international system.the past, nation-
states were considered the only actors in thenatemal system. In the
present dispensation, not everyone agrees withptieiiise, as there is
growing evidence that sub-states, transnationaraand other forces
are becoming, increasingly important in determirtimg course of action
in the international system, and in many cases lagihg the
cohesiveness and effectiveness of national govertsme

One of the most common images of the internatisgalem is that it is
a system in which each state has the attributgserdons. A state is a
society controlled by a government in which people assume
authoritative positions and act legally on its Behghey do enter into a
system of international rules, procedures, and soguaverning the

behaviour between officials representing differstates. Traditionally,

international politics focuses on relationship agatates in the system.
However, since the end of World War IlI, other fardeave become
influential in the international arena. These amfled non-state actors.
They include intergovernmental organisations, nowegnmental

organisations, multinational corporations and ewedividuals. The

proliferation of non-state actors has greatly dboted to the

complexities of the international system.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Explain who an actor in the international systs.

2. Define “nation-states” as actors in the intéoreal system.

3 Write short notes on (a) inter-governmentalaorgations (b)
non-governmental organisations (c) the transnationad
multinational corporations
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

A meaningful discussion about the nature of thermdtional system
needs to proceed from the concept of anarchy asindafmental
condition of the international system. It is a fanental fact that the
international system is a collection of independeation-states who
seems to be law onto itself. A states’ behavioupunsuing its interests
and relations with other states respectively is twhralerlie the notion
that the international system is ruled by anardtys simply means that
there is no hierarchical global authority which castablish and
maintain regulations to create order in internaloaffairs. Thus, the
anarchical condition exist because sovereign stetélse most important
player in world politics are autonomous and indelggt, hence, in
international political arena each state presumalilypehave based on
its whims and caprices. In this unit we shall tfiegstempt an explanation
of the notion of anarchy in the international systby exploring the
origin of the term. Second, we shall discuss thsichdheoretical
assumptions or schools of thought about the anmmakchiature of
international system

20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o define what anarchy as a concept in internatioystesn
o explain why the international system is said t@barchical
o explain the basic schools of thought as regard aharchical

condition of the international system.
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3.0 MAINCONTENT

3.1.1 What isAnarchy?

Literally the word “anarchy”, according fthe Internet Encyclopedia of
International Relationsmeans "without a leader." The word combines
the Greek prefix "an-" meaning without, with thedéaEuropean root
arkh meaning "begin" or "take the lead". It is adapfesin the ancient
Greek @vapyio-anarchia) meaning "absence of a leader”. In common
usage “anarchy” has come to signify both the absef@ ruler and the
disorder that is bound up with the absence of arriilhe Cambridge
English Dictionarydefines anarchy, as “a situation in which theraas
organisation and control, especially in society ause there is no
effective government.” In an anarchical system, blasic motive of
states behaviour is survival. In order to survistates need to
accumulate power in terms of actual power (militsirgngth).

The term anarchy can have different meanings. Hewave will only
focus on one definition. Anarchy in the contextthé international
system implies there are no higher authorities, l@@whuse nation states
are considered by many as the primary actors arnational relations,
an anarchical world would be one where there ishigher authority
than that of the state (Bull, 1995). The statetsxas a full sovereign of
its people and territory, and which enjoys thenudtie power of being
completely self-determined. By taking into accoWhltz’s structure of
the international system, there are three elem#rds define it; its
“ordering principle,” “the character of the unitf#fiat compose it, and
“the distribution of capabilities” between thesatsinFor the neorealist,
two of these elements never change. Neorealism idarss the
international system to be permanently anarchiabse of the absence
of a superior authority, and believes that all thets, or states, are
“functionally alike” (Elman in Williams, 2008: 18).

To some extent, states retain the same rightgrtheipal one being the
right to do as they wish because no institutionthascapacity or power
to control their actions. Therefore, no order imbbshed in this system
because all actors can do whatever they want, Beaaathing prevents
them. Nonetheless, even though states have the igginte it does not
mean they have the same capabilities. The disioibbudf power in the

international system is far from a “perfect equiliin” (Walzer, 2006:

77). Distinct states have different powers, anddigaificance of these
powers shift from one to another. Capabilities mo¢ constant in the
system, only the gains and “losses of power” dvil)i States exist in a
hostile global environment because nothing willdein the possible
aggression of a powerful state, and the future stlage is never certain
as its power can wane.
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In a nut shell one can say in the field of inteloal studies anarchy is
the concept that the world system is leaderlessre@dy, there is no
universal sovereign or worldwide government. Tharehical condition,

thus, exist because sovereign states as the maeirtent player in

world politics are autonomous and independent. Thusnternational

politics, each state presumably will behave basedsinterests. States
behaviour in pursuing their own interests and thelations to other
states respectively shape international politics.

Anarchy is widely accepted as the starting point dtudies on the
international system. While some political scidstisise the term
"anarchy" to signify a world in chaos, in disorder,in conflict, others

view it simply as a reflection of the order of tikernational system —
independent states with no central authority alibeen. The concept of
anarchy is the foundation for realist school ofutlet in the field of

international relations. This makes it imperatige ds to re-examine this
school of thought in our effort to explicate theasrhical nature of
international system.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What do you understand as anarchy in the intemaitigystem?
3.1.2 Supportive Schools of Thought about Anarchy

The realist school of thought asserts that statestlae main power
players in international politics. Realists resp@aadhe anarchic world
system by assuming a "self-help” doctrine whichsprgs states as
entities that believe they can rely on no one élsethemselves for
security (Elman, 2008: 15-27). The basic motiva state’s behaviour is
survival, which is seen in terms of competition,ldmog that the

increased security of one state will necessarigdI¢éo a decrease in
security of others. Thus, states are forced toteotly take into account
that others might have more power than them orpéaening to gain

more power and are so forced to do the same.b¢lisved that this is
the basis of anarchy in the system.

According to the classic realist thinker Niccolo dhavelli, the desire
for more power in the international system is rdatethe flawed nature
of humanity, which extends itself into the polifioaorld, and leads
states to continuously struggle to increase thapabilities. Another
traditional realist thinker, Hans Morgenthau, cladn“international
politics is struggle for power” elaborating thahétstruggle for power is
universal in time and space” (Morgenthau, 19785%-The kernel of
the realist belief is the conviction that power o defined in military
terms. It asserts that stronger military power welhd states to their
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ultimate goal of being hegemony. This means intesnal anarchy is
born out of competition and conflict among statesl anhibits their
willingness to cooperate even when they share cammterests. Thus,
realists see no reason to believe that stateswartreist each other, and
must rely on themselves (the self-help doctrinejh@ anarchic world
system. In a nut shell, realism view states rutimiess as a consequence
of the prevalent power struggle in internationasteyn. Within this
condition, the daily life in international systemalways characterise by
competition among states with the possibility of wathe background.
While classical realists such as Machiavelli andrdmthau attributed
power politics as the cause of anarchy, neorearsighasise anarchy as
the cause of the competition in the internatioyatesm. This idea was
first advanced by Kenneth Waltz, in his neoreabst, Man, the State
and War and expanded on in higheory of International PoliticsFor
Waltz, the absence of a higher authority than statehe international
system is the basis of anarchy. This means thesstan only rely on
themselves for their own survival, requiring vigit® and constant
preparation for conflict. IrMan, the State, and WaWaltz describes
anarchy as a condition of possibility or a “pernvis’s cause of war. He
argues that it is anarchy that breads wars bectdugse is nothing to
prevent them (Waltz, 1954).

Similarly, American political scientist, John Herzargues that

international anarchy assures the centrality of dtreggle for power

even in the absence of aggression or similar factde emphasises that
a state’s interests and actions are determinetidyanarchical structure
of the international system itself (Donnelly, 20Q@). This shows that

the anarchical international system dictates stat@sit security as their
main interest because other states tend to lookgportunities to take

advantage of each other by any means, includiniganyilforce.

3.1.3 Anarchy in theInternational System

Realism in its entire ramification has establislieat the international
system is anarchic, and the self-interested ssathe starting point for
discussing the characteristics of the internati@ysktem. This position
has presented a gloomy picture of the system, with hope for

entrenching order in the system. However, unlikalisen, liberalist

school of thought argues that the anarchy in thermational system can
be regulated. It maintains that institutions can used to mitigate
anarchy’s constraining effects on interstate coa@n. This is where
the two schools of thought diverge.

While liberalist acknowledges that the internatiosystem is anarchic,
it contends that this anarchy can be regulated watious tools. Most
importantly: liberal democratisation, liberal ecamo interdependence

85



INR 251 EVOLUTION OF MODERN INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM

and liberal institutionalism (Dunne, 1997:150). Tesic liberal goal is
a completely interdependent world. Liberalist thingk asserts that the
existence and spread of free trade reduces thihbloel of conflict, as

“economically interdependent states are reluctaeicome involved in
militarised disputes out of fear that conflict digts trade and foreign
investment and thus induces costs on the oppohénighermore, they

contend that it is not in any country’s interesigtmto war with a state
with which its private economic agents maintaineatensive exchange
of goods and capital (Russett, 2000).

Thus, for liberals, there is hope for world peagereunder anarchy, if
states seek common ground, forming alliances arstitutions for
policing the world powers. Realists tend to beliévat power is gained
through war or the threat of military action, arsbert that due to this
power-grabbing system, there is no such thing asnta alliances or
peace. Liberal thought however, attributes more ggo¥o common
institutions than to states, and takes into accthenindividual attributes
that states possess, allowing for the idea ofrigssilliances based on
common beliefs and ideas. Rather than focusingysole the military
survival of states, liberals believe that commaeas&ican lead states into
interdependence, and so remove allies as threatsot@reignty.
Liberalism emphasises that the real power for statemes from
mutually held ideas like religion, language, ecoresnand political
systems that will lead states to form alliances abhdcome
interdependent.

Neoliberalism, the process of implementing libesalis political

ideology, also seeks to counter the neorealistncthat institutions are
unable to "mitigate anarchy's constraining effeds inter-state
cooperation”. Rather, it argues that even in andma system of states,
cooperation can emerge through the building of sorregimes, and
institutions. Neoliberal thought contends that theaportance and
effect” of the anarchic nature of the internatiorsgistem has been
exaggerated, and asserts that nation-states arat lelast should be,
concerned first and foremost with absolute gairteerathan relative
gains to other nation-states.

For example, realists and neorealists assume thatrity is a
competitive and relative concept, whereby the “g#iisecurity for any
one state means the loss of security for anothéowever, neoliberals
argue that states should recognise that securitybeacooperative or
collective, whereby states can increase their ggonithout decreasing
the security of others, or recognising that theusgcof other states can
in fact be valuable to themselves. Therefore, whdéh neoliberal and
neorealist theories consider the state and itgeste as the central
subject of analysis, the neoliberal argument isusecd on what it
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perceives as the neorealists' underestimation ef varieties of
cooperative behaviour possible within a decentdlisnternational
system.

The question that comes to mind is, why does wir astcur if the
international system promotes cooperation betweéates with the aim
of ultimately creating peace? There are many arsviert we will only
focus on a few. First, it could be a problem redate the economy and
how it is managed at the national level. Liberakpecially advocates of
commercial liberalism, will argue that by liberahig trade, conflicts are
less likely to happen, as it offers a “degree aineenic freedom” that
cannot be neglected, because if governments arentmived in the
“economic sphere,” then conflicts will emerge ire tholitical sphere
(Navari, 2008). Second, it can also be that int&wnal institutions are
quite liberal and they are the ones promoting peadence, in
correlation with the democratic peace theory, nbarél states will
more likely “distrust non-liberal states.” Wars accbecause, for
instance, a liberal state will try to free anottstate from a non-
democratic regime (ibid, 36-38). Third, it can begued that
globalisation is an integrated process of our weylstem today, but this
increased interconnectedness brings many probleatsmake it very
vulnerable to war and coercion (Ibid, 36). Therefowe can see that
even a system that tries to enhance cooperatiop@ack is not without
defaults that can cause wars.

4.0 CONCLUSION

Scholars generally agree that the internationaksyss anarchic, in the
sense that there is no overarching power to comation states and
their actions. Yet, this anarchical feature canrdduced by increased
cooperation between states, and the establishmenhternational

organisations. However, anarchy is not the onlyseanf war. In being
part of a structure, the nation state does notyréalve a choice when it
comes to war, and war is just another tragic outcoiglobal politics.

Nonetheless, states are rational actors in intemaltrelations, so their
interests greatly influence their behaviour. Ifte¢éago to war it is
because they strive for power, are self-interested| pay particular
importance to their security. Finally, because &t tcreation of
supranational organisations that aim to promote@dy strengthening
cooperation between states, new causes of war bhppeared. The
spread of capitalism and liberalism has encouragetts to free other
states, and the development of new global processash as

globalisation, have increased links between indiald, which has
increased the risks of conflict through arms tafierrorism amongst
others. As the global system evolves, the causessdeell, and current
states now face new important issues.
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50 SUMMARY

In common usage, “anarchy” has come to signify lbthabsence of a
ruler and the disorder that is bound up with theealse of a ruler. When
applied to the international system, “anarchy” imeplthere are no
higher authorities, and because nation statesargidered by many as
primary actors in international relations, an aharal world would be

one where there is no higher authority than thahefstate. Anarchy is
widely accepted as the starting point for schobkhought bordering on
the international system.

The classical realists maintain that internaticar@rchy is born out of
competition and conflict among states and inhibsir willingness to
cooperate even when they share common interestss, Téalists see no
reason to believe that states can ever trust etheln, and must rely on
themselves (the self-help doctrine) in the anarehacld system. On
their part, neorealists emphasise anarchy as tieeoaf competition in
the international system. The absence of a highigmoaty than states in
the international system is the basis of anarcliys Teans that states
can only rely on themselves for their own survivaluiring vigilance
and constant preparation for conflict. Yet, therdttist school of thought
argues that the anarchy in the international systeambe regulated. It
maintains that institutions can be used to mitigatarchy’s constraining
effects on interstate cooperation.

Lastly, neoliberalism contends that institution® able to mitigate
anarchy's constraining effects on inter-state craimn. Neoliberalism

argues that even in an anarchic system of statepetation can emerge
through the building of norms, regimes, and instns.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Discuss the term anarchy as applied to thenat®nal system.

2. Discuss the major schools of in unraveling tmure and
character of the anarchical state in the internatisystem.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The concept of national interest as a major dismum understanding
the international system is stressed by the reatibbol of thought,
which looks at nation-state as the major actorsmt@rnational politics.

In this vein, most explanations about the systegirbaith the notion

that nation-states have basic, fundamental in®rdstt underlie their
behaviour. These interests are often referred tthasonal interests.”
What exactly are those interests and how are thefgrihined are
matters of considerable controversy. In this umé,shall focus on what
national interest entails and how it affects theawsour of nation-states
in the international system.

20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of the unit you should be able to:

. define “national interest”

o discuss the basic assumptions of various schodtsoofyht about
national interest

o explain the concept and attributes of power in ititernational
system.

3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 What is National Interest?

National interest has been defined in various wayseveral scholars in
the field of International Relations. According Marchall (1994),
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“interest” refers to whatever contributes to thengral well-being or
fulfillment of the aspirations of an individual. ®mas Hobbes on the
other hand, equates interest with self-preservatiwhich is the
underlying motivation of all human actions in reaship with other
human beings. When linked to states’ actions, natianterest is a
state’s action in relation to other states wheseéks to gain advantage
or benefits to itself.

The national interest, often referred to by thenEheexpression raison
d'Etat (reason of the state), is a country's gaat ambitions whether
economic, military, or cultural. The practice ofrpuance of national
interest was first seen as being employed by Frander the direction
of its Chief Minister Cardinal Richelieu in the “ifty Years' War”
when it intervened on the Protestant side, deggitmvn Catholicism, to
block the increasing power of the Holy Roman Empefd Richelieu's
prompting, Jean de Silhon defended the conceptadan of state as a
mean between what conscience permits and affagsiree (Thuau,
1966). The notion of national interest soon camddminate European
politics that became fiercely competitive over tiext centuries. The
first thinker of the realist school to advocate tbe primacy of the
national interest is usually considered to be Nicddachiavelli. Today,
the concept of national interest has become an ritapio one in
international relations where its pursuit is therfdation of the realist
school.

In its barest meaning, “national interest” is madlgoals and ambitions
states seek to pursue, achieve and protect in these of their

interaction in the international system. The indéreould be expressed
in economic, military, or cultural terms. One othtbing we need to

mention is that all states have core or vital e$&s. The most readily
seen and agreed upon are the basic survival itdeoésa state, which
are composed of protection of its territory, it®pke and its sovereignty.
The behaviour of actors in the international systenrooted in the

pursuit, protection and promotion of its interexb. if one can accurately
identify the interest of an actor in the systeme amould be able to
understand better the behaviour of such an acssa-vis other actors in
the system. Historical evidence has shown thaestanhd their people
have willingly risk much, including death and destion in order to

protect and promote their interests. It is gengradreed that a nation’s
foreign policy geared towards pursuing the natiomaérest is the

foundation of the realist school of internationalations states now
openly embark on wars purely out of national iestras the

justification of the aggression against a felloatstin the international
system. To engage in a war rulers need to judtéy taggression action
in this context.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is national interest?
3.2 Schools of Thought about National Interest

Despite it wide range of usage in internationalatiehs, different
scholars have various perception of the concephaifonal interest
based on their understanding of the subject malttex.contention lies in
determining what actually constitutes a state’somal interest and who
determines the national interest of a state. tisatleadership or citizens
of a state that determine it? Hans Morgenthau (L%®&es that the
national interest of a nation lies in the aim afiaion-state to promote
its image, prestige and respect at home and abfaaindra, cited in
Ake (1982), has identified what constitutes natiantgerest to include:
national security, political independence, and itaial integrity,
promotion of economic well-being of the nation amdrld peace. The
kernel of the above perception is the ardent ddsireations to secure
and maintain political independence, and securetdatsitory from
incursion by other nations. Viewed from this pergpe, national
interest encompasses the various strategies entployestates in their
interaction in the international arena in order eosure their self-
preservation. This emphasises quite clearly theathto a nation within
the international system. It also highlights defagdts interests within
the anarchic international system where dangersraband the interests
of the nation are always at risk.

Suffice to add that, the onus of formatting andtedhng the national

interest of a state lies with the leadership ofdtade while the citizens
are directly affected either positively or negalyvby the derivable of

national interest. Other writers concede that matiointerest is

subjectively interpreted by the government of tlag.dn this version,

national interest is similar to the politician'®tbrical usage of the term,
or say, the national interest is merely what thditip@an says the

national interest is.

Furthermore, national interest, whether aspirati@mraoperational, is
divided into core/vital and peripheral/non-vitaterests. Core or vital
interests constitute the things which a countryiling to defend, such
as territory, ideology (religious, political, econiz), and its citizens.
Peripheral or non-vital are interests which a steewilling to

compromise. For example, in the German annexafitimeoSudetenland
in 1938 (a part of Czechoslovakia) under the Munifgreement,
Czechoslovakia was willing to relinquish territamnich was considered
ethnically German in order to preserve its owngntg and sovereignty.
In addition, sometimes, two or more states can hbgesame national
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interest. For example, two states might both wantoster peace and
economic trade. And states with diametrically oppgsnational
interests might try to resolve their differencesotlgh negotiation or
even war.

3.3 TheAttributesof Power in the International System

Most interactions in the international system amditipal and have

ramifications for politics; hence all definition$ politics revolve around

power. Thus, it is not surprising that power hasobee prominent in

discussions about interactions among states innteenational system

from Thucydides to the present day. The long hystir discussions

about the role of power in politics, however, hast mproduced

agreement on the definition and nature of powemsH®orgenthau

(1967) suggests that the concept of political pguoses one of the most
difficult and controversial problems in internatédrstudies. Kenneth N.
Waltz (1986) notes that while power is the key @pidn international

studies, its proper definition remains a mattecaitroversy.

There is, however, a general consensus among schofanternational
studies on the necessity to address the role ofepaw the politics
among nations in the international system. The @osiss starts from
distinguishing the various attributes of power sashpower as control,
power as influence, power as coercion, power dsente, power as
force, and so on. It is possible to identify a caonnelement underlying
the various attributes of power. Robert, H. Dafl5§7) suggests that one
basic notion that runs through all the attributepawer is the ability to
cause an effect: that is to say the ability of ‘t@"cause “B” to do what
ordinarily “B” would not do. In the same vein, AildowWolfers (1962),
contends that power is the ability to move othermake them do what
one desires, as well as restraining others fromglaihat one does not
want them to do through the use of threat or ihfiic of deprivation.
Hans Morgenthau sums it up as the ability to cdntine mind and
actions and others.

In the anarchical international system, states @aly maintain their

interest through the acquisition and use of poweressence, it is by
force that a state can get its wishes to prevapide the antagonism
from other nations. The assumption is that survigathe principal

interest of every state in the situation where riest menacing threat
every state faces is foreign invasion and occupdiia stronger state.
In such situations, states are well informed th& only through power
that they can defend themselves and hope to surVhe anarchy of the
international system requires that states congtamsure that they have
sufficient power to defend themselves and advaheanrtaterial interest
necessary for their survival. In other words, sa#s rational actors
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would maximise the chances of their continued eris¢ by constantly
calculating the power available at their disposaince no state knows
the quantity of power at the disposal of a fellaates, as well as what
the fellow state intends to do with such power sTikithe basic assertion
of the realist school of thought which views theemational arena as a
dangerous and an uncertain place to exist in.

Thus, discussions about the character of the iatemmal system have
overriding emphasis on anarchy and the use of poWes conduct of
politics in the international system becomes orffeative when it is

backed up by the use of power or threat of it with@monsideration to the
question of right or justice. It presupposes a asitun in which,

irrespective of the right or wrong of a case, aamatmay obtain what it
wants and other nations may just have to accept thiey must. This
explicitly defines the actions of the United Stadé#\merica in the Gulf
crisis in 1990 to 1991. The United States got whatanted and Iraq
had to accept what it must.

The power of nation-states can be measured frof@rdift perspectives.
John Stroessinger (1962), in his worlkhye might of nations: World
Politics in Our Time suggests that power of nations can be measured or
evaluated in subtle psychological effects appraadhn relational terms.
Based on this relation, power exists between orimmand another
when the two are knitted together in an unequalmaanFor, example,
in the relationship between Nigeria and Niger Rdipubis obvious that
given the large population of Nigeria, the sizéhef army and the better
economy when put side by side with Niger Repuldlibédcomes clear
that the relationship between the two is markedubgqualled power
situation.

From the psychological point of view, a nation’swas status may
depend, on a considerable manner, on what othdonsatin the
international system feel about her power or whiahsa nation projects
about its power in the international system. Irs tbase, Nigeria can be
seen as a regional power in the West African sgiBre or cannot be
ignored in the affairs of the continent of Africaince it has always put
herself in forefront of African affairs. It can bargued from the
psychological perspective that every nation is ymme=d to be powerful.
The real difference in the powers of nations lreshie degree of power
exercised by one nation in relation to other.

To sum it up, it is imperative to point out thattissue of power
expressed in terms of military power in the intéio@al system has
been overemphasised by scholars in the field efrmattional relations.
Consequently, the role of nonmilitary forms of peowsich as the
economic statecraft has been grossly underestimltedinstructive to
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note that there are a lot of powers at the dispo$ahctors in the
international system that have nothing to do wdfcé, yet, they bring
considerable rewards in the pursuance of natiomésgo the so-called
anarchical international system.

4.0 CONCLUSION

The existence of many states in the internatioyatesn portends a
permanent struggle for the maintenance of politicedependence,
territorial integrity, economic interest, nationalestige, as well as the
promotion of world peace. States, like, individuadppear naturally
selfish because their inherent desire to pursudr theerest in
competition with other states. The efforts towatls achievement of
national interest over the years have made thenatienal system an
arena of survival struggles. This call for conceértefforts by the
leadership of various nation-states to make dawssibat would enhance
their interest in the system. National intereseréfiore, becomes a
conflicting issue because some interests are rtaalic for the nation
but personal or self-centred. Especially, whereavadnsultations or due
considerations are not made to determine meaningtutome or
prospects for enhanced development and improvedlstandard.

However, in spite of the embedded conflict surrongdhe concept of
national interest, the fact still remains that raditions, irrespective of
their geographical locations, size or populatiorgeconomic status,
ideological orientation or culture, have some foofminterests or the
other that are coined as national interest.

Power on the other hand is a determinant in theyaurce of national
interest. In the event where there is shift of eagid on the aspect of
military force as the key element of power, with rencfocus on
economic and social issues, all nations of the dvaill have to develop
their economies to properly integrate themselvesha international
system as a measure of survival in the system.

50 SUMMARY

In this unit, we have seen that national interes$ been defined in
various ways by several scholars in the field ¢¢nnational relations. In
its barest meaning, “national interest” is madegoéls and ambitions
states seek to pursue, achieve and protect in these of their

interaction in the international system. The indéreould be expressed
in economic, military, or cultural terms. One othtbing we need to

mention is that all states have core or vital e$&s. The most readily
seen and agreed upon are the basic survival itdeoésa state, which
are composed of protection of its territory, it®pke and its sovereignty.
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The behaviour of actors in the international systenrooted in the
pursuit, protection and promotion of its interest.

Historical evidence has shown that states and pgesiple have willingly

risk much, including death and destruction in orderprotect and

promote their interests. The onus of formulatind aantrolling national

interest of a state lies with the leadership ofdtade while the citizens
of the state are directly affected either posiyiver negatively by

national interest. Other writers concede that matiointerest is

subjectively interpreted by the government of thg.dAs regard power,
all definitions of politics revolve around powemhds, it is not surprising
that power has become prominent in discussions talmeractions

among states in the international system from THig®s to the present
day.

There is a need, at this juncture, to add thatsthige of power expressed
in terms of military power in the international s8y® has been
overemphasised by scholars in the field of inteomai relations.
Consequently, the role of non-military forms of mowsuch as the
economic statecraft has been grossly underestimateereas there are
a lot of such powers that have nothing to with éobit yet, they bring
considerable rewards in the pursuance of natiomaésgo the so called
anarchical international system.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Define the term “national interest.”
2. Explain the concept of “power” and its basitilatites.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Polarity in international studies refers to thetmlisition of power

among nations within the international system.el$atibes the nature of
the international system at any given period ogtifAolarity also refers
to the number of blocs of states that exert powethe international

system. The type of international system at anyemiperiod of the

world history is completely dependent on the distiion of power and

the influence of states in a region or internatignarhere are three
types of systems: unipolarity, bipolarity, and npdtarity. The type of

system is completely dependent on the distributtdnpower and

influence of states in a region or world. We skalldy the three types of
polarity in this unit.

20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o explain what is meant by in the international syste

o enumerate the various forms of polarity that theermational
system can assume

o explain what is meant as a hegemony in the intiemmait system

J identify the type of polarity that can be foundtie international
system.
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3.0 MAINCONTENT

3.1 TheMultipolar System

Multipolarity in international politics describelset distribution of power

in which more than two nation-states have nearlyab@mounts of

military, cultural, and economic influence in theond system. This

system tends to have many shifting alliances wri#g of two things

happen. Either a balance of power is struck, anthereside wants to
attack the other, or one side will attack the othecause it either fears
the potential of the new alliance, or it feels thatan defeat the other
side. One of the major implications of an interoasl system with a
multipolar system is that international decision# wften be made for

strategic reasons to maintain a balance of powsrerathan out of

ideological or historical reasons. The '‘ConcerEofope,' a period from
after the Napoleonic Wars to the Crimean War, wasegample of

peaceful multipolarity. The international systenthe era of World War

I, World War Il and the Thirty Years War are alsgamples of

multipolarity.

In addition, multipolarity can be used to descrithee relationship
between the three Great Powers of the Cold WarP#wples Republic
of China, the Soviet Union and the United Statd® period of the Cold
War also witnessed the Sino-Soviet split and endi¢hl the fall of the
Berlin Wallin 1989. The Cold War era also had thenPAligned
Movement as another power. It is for this reas@t tinée can argue that
the depiction of the Cold War as a pure bipolaneysinstead of a
multipolar system is a simplification of the actualich more complex
situation. The international system in nineteentntaery can be
described as multipolar, with power being sharedragna number of
influential actors.

Today, to buttress the claim that the world haslesesically multipolar,
even during the Cold War era there were two masumptions. One
camp holds that the USA and USSR in the Cold Warewm fact,

superpowers but argues that due to the complex oaaion
interdependencies on the international scale amatbation of a global
village, the concept of one or more states gaiemgugh power to claim
superpower status is unrealistic. The rival viewhat throughout the
Cold War, neither the USA nor the USSR were supeeps, but were
actually dependent on the smaller states in thgheres of influence.
While the US has a great deal of economic cloutlaslinfluenced the
culture of many nations, their dependency on fareigvestors and
reliance on foreign trade created a mutual econodependency
between the developed and developing nations.
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According to those who believe the world is multgro this

interdependency means that the US cannot be callgerpower as it
is not self-sufficient and relies on the global coumity to sustain its
people's quality of life. These interdependencidso aapply to

diplomacy. Considering the complex state of worfthies and the
military might of some developing nations, it hascbme increasingly
difficult to engage in foreign policy if it is nasupported by other
nations. The diplomatic and economic factors thiad bthe global

village together have created a state in which aon or union can
dominate the others.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What are the distinctive features of multipolarity?

3.2 TheBi-Polar System

Bipolarity in international politics describes tHistribution of power in
which two states have the majority of economic,itamy, and cultural
influence internationally or regionally. The two jmra powers
dominating the system either stay alone or areelesadf the opposing
coalitions and maintain spheres of influence. Baneple, in the Cold
War, most Western and democratic states wouldufader the influence
of the USA, while most Communist states would tedtler the influence
of the USSR. After this, the two powers will noritgaihaneuver for the
support of the unclaimed areas. The dichotomy batwénited States
and the Soviet Union during the peak of the Coldr;Véad the Great
Britain and France during the colonial era are gdas of bi-polar
system.

The bipolar system can be said to extend to mudetasystems, such
as alliances or organisations, which would not baswmered nation-
states, but would still have power concentratetivo primary groups.

In both World Wars, much of the world, and espégidurope, the

United States and Japan had been divided into éspective spheres -
one case being the Axis and Allies of World Wa(1939-1945) - and
the division of power between the Central Powerd Allied Powers

during World War | (1914-1918).

In the bipolar system, alliances tend to be lommidoased on relatively
permanent, not shifting, interests and states donmmave from one
alliance to another just to outbalance the powehefother alliance. The
relations within alliances are hierarchical butréhés often also the
tension. Bipolar system collapses because of onghef following

reasons: either other states arise from the depeeden one of the
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superpowers and multipolar system is created or @héwvo poles
collapses which often leads to creation of unipseletem.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What do you understand as bipolarity?

The Uni-Polar System

Unipolarity in international politics describes tbestribution of power
in which there is one state with most of the cualtueconomic, and
military influence. This is also called a hegemamyhyperpower. In the
unipolar system, the world is dominated by one racand the
relationships are hierarchical. Although one stata hegemon, it does
not mean that it has absolute control over evemgthPower of the
hegemon still remains relative and its economiclitipal or social
power does not transform into the ability to cohtai parts of the
world, as was seen in the case of the Viethamaamteraq war.

There are certain characteristics that are endemacunipolar system.
Nuno P. Monteiro, an Assistant Professor of Pda@litiScience at Yale
University, argues that, first, a unipolarity is iaterstate system and not
an empire. Monteiro (2011) who cites Robert Jervis Columbia
University to support his claim, argues that “ungsiy implies the
existence of many juridically equal non-states, sibrimg that an empire
denies” (Jervis, 2009: 188-231). Monteiro illusésatthis point further
through Daniel Nexon and Thomas Wright, who sthtg tin empires,
inter-societal divide-and-rule practices replaceernstate balance-of-
power dynamics (Nexon, and Wright 2007: 253-271).

Second, Unipolarity is anarchical. Anarchy reséitsn the incomplete
power preponderance of the unipole. Citing Kennatdltz, Monteiro
(2011), argues that a great power cannot “exertositipe control
everywhere in the world” (Waltz, 1964: 881-909) efdfore, relatively
weaker countries have the freedom to pursue popogferences
independent of the unipole. The power projectiamitation of the
unipole is a distinguishing characteristic betweanipolar and
hegemonic systems. And thirdly, unipolar systemsspes only one
great power and face no competition. If a competémerges, the
international system is no longer unipolar. Kenn&thltz maintains that
the United States is the only “pole” to possesgaglinterests.

William Wohlforth (2012), believes unipolarity isepceful because it
“favours the absence of war among great powerscangparatively low
levels of competition for prestige or security faro reasons: first, the
leading state’s power advantage removes the proladeinegemonic
rivalry from world politics, and reduces the satienand stakes of
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balance of power politics among the major statékis idea is based on
hegemonic stability theory and balance of powelnomhe Hegemonic
stability theory stipulates that “powerful statester international orders
that are stable until differential growth in powmoduces a dissatisfied
state with the capability to challenge the dominstate for leadership.
The clearer and larger the concentration of powethe leading state,
the more peaceful the international order assatiatgh it will be."
Balance of power theory stipulates that as longthes international
system remains unipolar, balance of power theoryates peace.
“Therefore one pole is best, and security competimmong the great
powers should be minimal.” Unipolarity generatew fimcentives for
security and prestige competition among great psw@&¥ohlforth,
2012:5-23).

The problem with a unipolar system is that theee @ways states that
do not accept the hegemon and will challenge hian.ifstance, since
the end of the Cold War, some theorists have usederm hegemon to
describe the United States. However, other retlestrists such as John
Mearsheimer argue that the United States is n&dlzagjhegemon, since
it cannot impose dominance over the whole world badause in the
modern world states depend on foreign investosgurees from other
countries, foreign trade and this creates an ecanarterdependency

between states. Also other states like Japan araClind the European
Union are more and more considered to be emergipgrpowers. In

addition, many states do not accept the Americagetmeny and this

causes the conflicts and hostility between them@8é. For example,

Russia as a former superpower does not like tha tdat the USA

should be the only superpower. Also France and th@enEU have been
challenging the USA power for many decades. Malgiostates do not
even like the fact that the USA intervenes in mgiopal issues.

Nevertheless, the fact remains that the post-Colar Witernational
system is unipolar, with USA as the hegemon forotesr reasons. First,
the United States’ defense spending is “close tlh &f all global
military expenditures. Second, it has a blue-wai@ry superior to all
others combined. Third, it has a chance at a sjemdtclear first strike
over its erstwhile foe, Russia. Fourth, it has &wnee research and
development budget that is 80 percent of the wéénse expenditures
of its most obvious future competitor, China. Lastt has unmatched
global power-projection capabilities” (Monteiro, 220 9-40).

The United States is the only country in the e&lst century that
possesses the ability to project military power anglobal scale,
providing full command of the global commons. Witto viable
challenger on the horizon in the short term, theresu distribution of
power overwhelmingly favours the United States, imgkihe world
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order it set out to construct in 1945 more rob®t, even if it is
opposed that the USA is not a whole world hegembrhas been
conveniently acting as one. The question that resnéor scholars of
international studies is how long this “unipolar mment” will last?

4.0 CONCLUSION

At the moment scholars of international relationsgtapple with the
guestion of the kind of polarity will follow aftehe US dominance. Will
the international system evolve into a universgletyf system where
there is no state or group of states that dominateét would be a
system that is not a hierarchical order, wherestalles work together to
maintain a balance of power and security for evedyb For now, it can
right be said that this kind of system is neverissmyed because there
would always be, either one or more states thatrame powerful than
the others and the less powerful would either eoate or compete with
the more powerful ones.

Again, the world is ever changing and it has nowodpee common

knowledge that the great story of our time is thewgh of countries

like, Brazil, Russia, India, China, South Africa RECS) and many
others that are being perceived as having the patef reshaping the
world. Globalisation might have been on the agefmaa number of

years but it is only in the last few decades thahds become so
apparent. The major challenge of our time is, thusisk ourselves what
does it mean to effectively live in a truly globala without the

dominance of the USA as the hegemon. From the db@kents, there is
the obvious indication that for many years to cothe,US will remain

the largest single aggregation of power. It wiBoaremain a major
source of culture, information and innovation. Aetsame time it is a
dawning reality that US primacy is meanwhile bethgllenged in other
realms, such as military effectiveness and diplgm¥i¢e should look at

this emerging scenario with some optimism, in teesg that, although
non-polarity might prove to be difficult and danges, encouraging a
greater degree of global integration will help patenstability.

50 SUMMARY

Polarity in international studies is a descriptioihthe distribution of
power among nations within the international systéhis describes the
nature of the international system at any givenogeof time. There are
three types of systems: Multipolarity, bipolaritgnd unipolarity.
Multipolarity describes a distribution of powerwhich more than two
nation-states have nearly equal amounts of militaryltural, and
economic influence in the world system. The intéomal system in

102



INR 251 MODULE 3

nineteenth century can be described as multipel#th power being
shared among number of influential actors.

Bipolarity describes the distribution of power irhish two states have
the majority of economic, military, and culturaflirence internationally
or regionally. The two major powers dominating Hystem either stay
alone or are leaders of the opposing coalitionsraathtain spheres of
influence.

Lastly, unipolarity in international politics deslmes a distribution of

power in which there is one state with most of ¢héural, economic,

and military influence. This is also called a hegesnor hyperpower. In
the unipolar system, the world is dominated by @wtor and the

relationships are hierarchical. Although one sistehegemon, it does it
mean that it has absolute control over everythagyver of the hegemon
still remains relative and its economic, politicalsocial power does not
transform into the ability to control all parts thie world. Problem with

the unipolar system is that there are always sthgtsdo not accept the
hegemon and will challenge him. Nevertheless, #ite femains that the
post-Cold War international system is unipolar,hmMibe USA as the
hegemon. So, even if it is opposed that the USAoisa whole world

hegemon, it has been conveniently acting as one.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What is polarity?

2. Write short notes on the following:
(@)  Multipolarity
(b)  Bipolarity
()  Unipolarity.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Globalisation has been a major topic in the studylnternational

Relations for the past few decades. Almost all etspaf the modern day
society have been influenced by it in some wayhas$ brought about

major change in the international system. Globatisaallows us to
comprehend the change of relationships betweenmithdil states from a
more or less side by side existence towards theegration in an
international system in which they are more depehd® each other
like never before, and where events happeningdritbieir territory are

far more likely to have an effect on them than tieyuld have had a

about century ago. In this Unit we will discuse ttifferent ways in
which states have become more dependent on eaehn attud how
globalisation has brought about this change inritexnational system.
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20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o define the concept of globalisation

. explain how globalisation has impacted on the mdgonal
system

. critic globalisation as it affects the developirggians.

3.0 MAINCONTENT

3.1 What isGlobalisation?

According to theOnline Etymology Dictionary the term “globalisation”

is derived from the wordlobalise, which refers to the emergence of an
international network of social and economic systeAccording to the
Oxford English Dictionary Online, one of the earliest known usages of
the term as a noun was in a 1930 publication edtifTowards New
Education, where the concept denoted a holistic view of huma
experience in education. By the 1960s, this conbegame a vogue
term among economists and other social scientistaen reached the
mainstream press in the last half of the 1980sceSits inception, the
concept of globalisation has inspired competing initlgdns and
interpretations, due to its complexity. Researcbjqguts, articles, and
discussions have been written on the subject, fogu®n varied
implications and repercussions in ordering the @oth 2000, the
International Monetary Fund (IMF) identified fouradic aspects of
globalisation: trade and transactions; capital iamdstment movements;
migration and movement of people; and the dissetmima of
knowledge.

Roland Robertson, a professor of Sociology at Usitae of Aberdeen,
an early writer in the field, defined globalisation 1992 as the
compression of the world and the intensificationih& consciousness of
the world as a whole (Robertson, 1992). Sociolsdiartin Alborow and
Elizabeth King define globalisation as “... all eoprocesses by which
the peoples of the world are incorporated intorglsi world society”
(Albrow, and King 1990: 8). InThe Consequences of Modernity,
Anthony Giddens uses the following definition: “@Gkdisation can thus
be defined as the intensification of worldwide sbcelations which link
distant localities in such a way that local happgsiare shaped by
events occurring many miles away and vice versaldéns, 1991: 64).
Economist Takis Fotopoulos defined "economic glsiagibn" as the
opening and deregulation of commodity, capital Efwbur markets that
led toward present neoliberal globalisation. He duséolitical
globalisation” to refer to the emergence of a tnatisnal elite and a
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phasing out of the nation-state. "Cultural glokslsn”, he contended,
refers to the worldwide homogenisation of cultus®me of his other
usages included "ideological globalisation”, “teclogical
globalisation" and "social globalisation" (Fotopasil 2001: 7).

For our working definition in this unit, globalisan can be said to refer
to the process of international integration aridmogn the interchange of
world views, products, ideas, and other aspectulvfire. It can also be
taken to refer to those spatial-temporal procesgeshange which
underpin a transformation in the organisation ofmbhn affairs by
linking together and expanding human activity asrasgions and
continents. Advances in transportation and telecamaoations
infrastructure, including the rise of the telegragoid its posterity the
Internet, are major factors in globalisation, geatiag further
interdependence of economic and cultural activities

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
In your words, define globalisation.
3.2 TheMajor Aspectsof Globalisation

There are distinct aspects of globalisation thatyeed to know in order
to have a deeper understanding of this course fdureof these include
economic globalisation, global health global natwavironment and
global workforce.

3.2.1 Economic Globalisation

Economic globalisation is defined as the increasiagonomic
interdependence of national economies across thiel Wwoough a rapid
increase in cross-border movement of goods, serw@dnology and
capital. The growth of international trade is adamental component of
economic globalisation. With improvements in trasrsgtion and
communication, international businesses have growepidly.
International business arrangements have led to féhmation of
multinational corporations (MNCs), companies thavén a worldwide
approach to markets and production or one withaters in more than
one country. In addition, establishment of freelérareas has become an
essential feature of modern governments to handiteqential trading
arrangements with foreign and multinational ernditi€hese include free
ports endowed with favourable customs regulatiofsee-trade
agreements have established among states the aiomrof tariffs and
import quotas. With such agreements, people are fa&e to move
between the countries; as such agreements ardyuagabmpanied by
open border policy. The European Union, for examaleonfederation
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of 27 member states, provides both a free trade amd an open border
policy.

3.2.2 Global Health

Global health is the health of populations in abglocontext that
transcends the perspectives and concerns of individations. Health
problems that transcend national borders or hagllaal political and
economic impact are emphasised. Global health éas defined as 'the
area of study, research and practice that plagesrty on improving
health and achieving equity in health for all peoploridwide' (Koplan,
2009: 373). Thus, global health is about worldwidgrovement of
health, reduction of disparities, and protectioaiasgt global threats that
disregard national borders. The application of ¢hpsnciples to the
domain of mental health is called Global Mental iHeg@Patel V, 2010:
303). The major international agency for healththie World Health
Organisation (WHO). Other important agencies witipact on global
health activities include The United Nations Intional Children
Education Fund (UNICEF), World Food Programme (WFBited
Nations University International Institute for GhlbHealth, and the
World Bank. A major initiative for improved globhkalth is the United
Nations Millennium Declaration and the globally erskd Millennium
Development Goals.

According to Daulaire (1999), international traves helped to spread
some of the deadliest infectious diseases. Moderades of
transportation allow more people and products &ver around the
world at a faster pace, but they also open the agiswto the
transcontinental movement of infectious diseasdovec One example
of this occurring is the HIV/AIDS. Another is theh@gas disease. Due
to immigration, approximately 500,000 people in theited States are
believed to be infected with Chagas disease. Ir62@te tuberculosis
(TB) rate among foreign-born persons in the Ung¢ates was 9.5 times
that of US - born persons. Starting in Asia, thadRl Death killed at
least one-third of Europe's population in the lédntury. Even worse
devastation was inflicted on the American supelicent by European
arrivals. About ninety percent of the populatiorighee civilisations of
the "New World" such as the Aztec, Maya, and Incarenkilled by
small pox brought by European colonisers.

3.2.3 Global Natural Environment

The natural environment, according to Johnsah, al. (1997),
encompasses all living and non-living things ocagrrnaturally on
Earth or some region thereof. It is an environnteat encompasses the
interaction of all living species. The natural e@owiment is contrasted
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with the built environment, which comprises theasrand components
that are strongly influenced by humans. It is difft to find absolutely
natural environments; it is common that the nahesé varies in a
continuum, from ideally one hundred percent naturadne extreme to
zero percent natural in the other. More preciselg,can consider the
different aspects or components of an environmeut see that their
degree of naturalness is not uniform but, instélaeke exists a coupled
human-environment system. Human challenges to tlaural
environment, such as climate change, cross-boundater and air
pollution, over-fishing of the ocean, and the sdre&invasive species
require at least transnational and, often, globhlt®ns. Since factories
in developing countries increased global output arderienced less
environmental regulation, globally there have bsebstantial increases
in pollution and its impact on water resources. mbghern hemisphere
has been the leading producer of carbon monoxidesaffur oxides.
Global traffic, production, and consumption arestag increased global
levels of air pollutants.

The time between distances is shrinking betweentireamts and
countries due to globalisation, causing developaryl developed
countries to find new ways to solve problems onlab@ rather than
regional scale. Agencies like the United Nationgehaow become the
global regulators of pollution. Action has beeneakby the United
Nations to monitor and reduce atmospheric pollgtémtough the Kyoto
Protocol, the UN Clean Air Initiative, and studiesair pollution and
public policy.

3.2.4 Global Workforce

Global workforce refers to the international labgqool of workers,

including those employed by multinational compangesl connected
through a global system of networking and produtionmigrant

workers, transient migrant workers, telecommutingrkers, and those
in contingent work and other precarious employmere global

workforce, or international labour pool, reflectsnaw international
division of labour that has been emerging sincel#te 1970s in the
wake of other forces of globalisation. Torres (2013aintains that as of
2012, the global labour pool consisted of approxatya 3 billion

workers, around 200 million unemployed. The globebnomic factors
driving the rise of MNCs — namely, cross-border sment of goods,
services, technology and capital — are changingsvediythinking about
labour and the structure of today's workforce. Witbts in the social
processes surrounding the shift to standardisatiah industrialisation,
post-industrial society in the Western world hasrbaccompanied by
industrialisation in other parts of the world, pautarly in Asia. As

industrialisation takes hold worldwide and moretatds move away
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from traditional practices in respect to work amathdur, the ways in
which employers think about and utilise labour @ranging.

The global workforce is competitive and has beescdeed as "a war
for talent." (Marin, Dalia and Theirry Verdier 201209-223). This
competitiveness is due, in part, to communicatitechnologies that
assist companies to attain multinational status.m@anication
technologies also allow companies to find workeithout limiting their
search locally, a process known as global labodbitrage. An example
of this war for talent is the phenomenon of foregxecutives appointed
into headquarters positions of local organisations.

Furthermore, many countries have some form of gueetker

programme with policies similar to those foundhe US that permit US
employers to sponsor non-US citizens as laboumrsaapproximately
three years, to be deported afterwards if they hanteyet obtained a
green card. As of 2009, over 1,000,000 guest werkesided in the
USA. The largest programme, the H-1B Visa, has @D workers and
the second-largest, the L-1 Visa, has 350,000. Mdhgr United States
visas exist for guest workers as well, including t-2A Visa, which

allows farmers to bring in an unlimited number gfrieultural guest
workers.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

To what extent is the global workforce a distinetiaspect of
globalisation?

3.3 Impact of Globalisation on the I nternational System

Globalisation has changed the international sysfeite significantly in
so far as it made states far more interdependehird@rconnected. The
world is not a place of many different and sepacatentries anymore,
but these states form almost one entity on manferéifit levels.
Problems do not arise isolated anymore and thusdhgions for these
now also have to be found in collective action eatthan individual
responses. Intergovernmental Organisations, prisattor bodies and
global financial institutions — the products of lggdisation — have taken
the leading role in trying to solve these globallpems and in creating a
global market and economy. And by doing so, theyeremultaneously
brought states closer together and more dependessich other.

A very important role in the process of globalisathas been played by
the various Intergovernmental Organisations (IG®d)ich gained
increasing significance through the process of glehtion. Before the
age of globalisation, states were looking to pramdtteir national
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interests. They were concerned more with their cafety than global
security and they were looking for ways to dealhwiroblems at a
domestic rather than international level. Nowadays;e the issues and
difficulties which states have to face are becommgre global than
national, states are no longer able to protect ttiezens and deal with
problems by their own means, unless they take colk= action together
with other states in IGOs. By joining these, staje® up some of their
sovereignty to a body governed by the collectivé and decisions of
its member-states. This joined sovereignty hademdted before and it
sometimes implies that states have to comply vinéhrhajority decision
and are thus affected by it, even though it migithave been the initial
desire of the individual state. Sometimes, theyeht sacrifice their
national interests in order to reach internatiorsther than national
aims. This demonstrates how member-states of thEON&re dependent
on each other and affected by what happens inttiexr member-states.

3.4 A Critiqueof Globalisation

Reactions to the processes contributing to glosiadis have varied
widely. Philosophical differences regarding thetsoand benefits of
globalisation have given rise to a broad-rangedeblogies and social
movements. Proponents of economic growth, expansemdl
development, in general, view globalisation asrdé# and necessary
to the well-being of human society. In general,pcoate businesses,
particularly in the area of finance, see globalsaas a positive force in
the world. Many economists cite statistics thatnsde support such
positive impact. In the words of Jeffrey Sachs,neenic liberals and
neoliberals generally argue that higher degregmlitical and economic
freedom in the form of free trade in the developeatld are ends in
themselves, producing higher levels of overall matevealth. Between
them, globalisation is seen as the beneficial spref liberty and
capitalism (Sachs, 2005).

Jagdish Bhagwati, a former adviser to the UN orbglisation, holds
that, although there are obvious problems with Igverapid
development, globalisation is a very positive foitzat lifts countries out
of poverty by causing a virtuous economic cycleoasded with faster
economic growth (Bhagwati, 2005). Economist Pauludfnan is
another staunch supporter of globalisation andtfisse with a record of
disagreeing with many critics of globalisation. Bgues that many of
who pick holes with globalisation lack a basic ustending of
comparative advantage and its importance in todegrid.

However, antagonists view globalisation as detrii@eto social well-

being on a global or local scale. This includeséhwho question either
the social or natural sustainability of long-ternmda continuous
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economic expansion; the social structural inequatdused by these
processes, and the colonial, imperialistic, or heg@c ethnocentrism,
cultural assimilation and cultural appropriationatthunderlie such
processes (Sen, 1970). Other critiques of glohalisagenerally stem
from discussions surrounding the impact of sucltgsees on the planet
as well as the human costs. They challenge dir¢ctitional metrics,
such as GDP, and a "multitude of interconnectedl fabnsequences
such as social disintegration, breakdown of denuycraore rapid and
extensive deterioration of the environment, theeagrof new diseases,
increasing poverty and alienation™" (Fritjof, 200@ich they claim are
the unintended consequences of globalisation.

Criticisms of globalisation have arisen from churgtoups, national
liberation factions, wunionists, intellectuals, sidi protectionists,
anarchists amongst others. Some critics argueglbailisation harms
the diversity of cultures. As a dominating courgrgulture is introduced
into a receiving country through globalisationc@in become a threat to
the diversity of local culture. Some argue thatbglsation may
ultimately lead to Westernisation or Americanisatmf culture, where
the dominating cultural concepts of economicallyd apolitically
powerful Western countries spread and cause harmcahcultures.

Other opponents of globalisation see the phenomasanpromotion of
corporatist interests (Lee, 2007). They also clémat the increasing
autonomy and strength of corporate entities shéq@epolitical policy of
countries. They advocate global institutions andics that they
believe better address the moral claims of poorwaorking classes as
well as environmental concerns. They also argue uheestricted free
trade benefits only those with more financial leggr (i.e. the rich) at
the expense of the poor. The anti-globalisatiorugsoare aware of the
unequal power and respect among nations in terrnrgerhational trade
between the developed and underdeveloped counfriee world. They
maintain that while it is true that free trade amages globalisation
among countries, some countries who advocate #rg phenomenon
turn to protect their economy.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

What are the arguments made for and against géatbialn?

40 CONCLUSION

Overall, this unit has demonstrated, that globabsahas changed the
international system quite significantly in so & it has made states far

more interdependent and interconnected. The warldot a place of
many different and separate countries anymore,tliege states form
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almost one entity on many different levels. Proldedo not arise
isolated anymore and thus the solutions for these also have to be
found in collective action rather than individualesponses.
Intergovernmental Organisations, private sector idsdand global
financial institutions — the products of globalisat— have taken the
leading role in trying to solve these global probdéeand in creating a
global market and economy. And by doing so, theyeremultaneously
brought states closer together and more dependezaich other.

50 SUMMARY

Globalisation refers to the process of internatiangegration arising
from the interchange of world views, products, gle@nd other aspects
of culture. Economic globalisation is the incregsireconomic
interdependence of national economies across thiel Wwoough a rapid
increase in cross-border movement of goods, serw@dnology and
capital. Global health on its part, refers to Healf populations in a
global context that transcends the perspectives eodcerns of
individual nations. Nowadays, a number of healtbbpgms transcend
national borders. Similarly, human challenges toe tmatural
environment, such as climate change, cross-boundater and air
pollution, over-fishing of the ocean, and the sgdre&invasive species
require at least transnational and, often, globhitens

The global workforce, or international labour poogflects a new
international division of labour that has been egmgy since the late
1970s in the wake of other forces of globalisatibime global workforce
Is competitive and has been described as "a warndent." Many
countries have some form of guest worker programme.

Globalisation has changed the international sysfeite significantly in

so far as it has made states far more interdepémaeninterconnected.
The world is not a place of many different and saf@ countries
anymore, but these states form almost one entitynany different

levels.

Arguments have been made for and against glohalsd®roponents of
economic growth, expansion and development, in mé&neview
globalising processes as desirable and necessatyetavell-being of
human society. However, antagonists view globajisprocesses as
detrimental to social well-being on a global ordbscale. This includes
those who question either the social or naturatasuebility of long-
term and continuous economic expansion, the sstiattural inequality
caused by these processes, and the colonial, iatiggd, or hegemonic
ethnocentrism, cultural assimilation and culturgprmpriation that
underlie such processes.
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6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. What is “globalisation?”
2. Discuss the major facets of life affected by gladaion.
3 What are the major strength and weaknesses glabah®
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The concept of collective has been credited witkertavg wars. As
globalisation took the central stage in the inteomal system as a result
of the ever increasing interaction and technoldgiadvancement,
collective security became a major world agend&andling existing
and future challenges to global peace and secarising from the
aggressive behaviour of nations towards one anotloglay, the system
of collective security approach in the world affaihas contributed
immensely to ensure international peace, secuntyjastice. Instances
where the United Nations has stood to defend cmssuch as South
Korea and Kuwait from aggression by North Korea almdq
respectively are indicators of this. It is, howeviue that collective
security also faces challenges when it comes tagfdication and the
perceptions around its application. The centrappse of this unit is to
provide an insight into understanding the concdptadlective peace,
dwelling on major assumptions about the concept, vwadl as
understanding the instruments for pursuing colMectpeace and the
challenges emanating thereof.
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20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o define collective security

o explain the major assumption of the notion of azliee peace in
the international system

o trace the evolution of collective security

o enumerate the challenges facing the applicatiorcalfective
peace.

3.0 MAINCONTENT

3.1 What isCollective Security?

Miller (1999) states that several factors have mheetask of defining
the concept of collective security difficult. Ths because the concept
has kept evolving, making its definition also tofhed and varied. He
adds that the difficulty in the definition has bee® more complicated
because of the existence of several organs opegratirthe system.
Miller maintains that some of the organs are esthbétl to protect their
member states from the attack of non-members. Tlaeserding to him
are collective defense organs. He cites NATO asxample.

In seeking to establish a conceptual clarificatiabout collective
security, Onyemaechi Eke maintains that collectsecurity is an
idealist thinking which hinges on the prevention hafstilities by the
formation of an overwhelming military force by meenkstates to deter
aggression or, by implication, to launch a reprigthck capable of
defeating the recalcitrant member (Eke, 2007). Adiog to him,

collective security connotes the institutionalisatiof a global police
force against the abuse of order and breaches,hwtan lead to
insecurity in the international system. It is amaagement in which
states cooperate to provide security for all by dlogon of all against
any state within the group which might challenge éxisting order by
using force.

Van Dyke (1957) sees collective security as a systewhich a number
of states are bound to engage in collective effortsbehalf of each
other’s individual security. Chaturvedi (2006), lective security is an
arrangement arrived at by some nations to protesit wital interest,
safety or integrity, against a probable threat enate over a particular
period, by means of combining their powers. Las8hwarzenberger
(1951), defines collective security as a machinnyjoint action in
order to prevent or counter any attack againsteernational order. The
term implies collective measures for dealing witteats to peace.
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From the definitions given by the mentioned sclglaollective security
in the international system can be seen as a plaméintaining peace
through an organisation of sovereign states, whosenbers pledge
themselves to defend each other against attackcdimeept is best seen
as security for individual nations through collgetimeans. That is to
say that by membership in an international orgdioisanade up of all
or most of the states of the world who have pledgedkfend each other
from attack.

Collective security, in another way, is the accepeaof the fact that war
is a reality as well as recognising the relevarfggowver in international
politics; its arrangement ensures that there shbalé measure to use
overwhelming force to frustrate any attempt by atgte to change the
status quo of the international system by use ofefoThe status quo
here implies the world order of independent soggrestates. This
contrasts with self-help strategies of engagingwar for purely
immediate national interest. The collective seguntganisation not
only gives cheaper security, but also may be thg practicable means
of security for smaller nations against more poulerthreatening
neighbours.

The term "collective security" has also been cigsl the guiding
principle for the establishment of the League ofidies and the United
Nations which sees aggression as a crime againstamty. By
employing a system of collective security, agg@ssar war would no
longer be the concern of any individual nation, Wwauld be the concern
of all nations. The United Nations hopes to dissuady member state
from acting in a manner likely to threaten peabeyeaby avoiding any
conflict.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
Define collective security.

3.2 The Major Principles and Assumptions of Collective
Security System

The system of collective security is believed to dfuecessful if the
following assumptions are realised. First, accaydio Palmer and
Perkings (2007), for a collective security to becassful it must be
strong enough to cope with aggression from any paweombination
of powers, and it must be invoked if and as aggvassccurs. Thus,
collective security involves the willingness to gppganctions as and
when necessary and even to go to war. Collecticairgg will never

work unless all the nations that take part in ite aprepared
simultaneously to threaten with sanctions and dbtfiif necessary, an
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aggressor. It must, therefore, be open to thosesstehich are willing to
accept this obligation in good faith.

Rourke and Boyer (1998) assert that collective sgcsystem is based
on four basic principles: first, all countries feveear the use of force
except in self-defense; second, all agree thateémandivisible, an
attack on one is an attack on all; third, all pkedg unite to halt an
aggression and restore peace; fourth, all agresufply whatever
material or personnel resources that are necessanrm a collective
security force associated with the United Nations some
Intergovernmental Organisations to defeat aggressud restore peace.
Thus, the basic idea behind collective securitytesyisis that an attack
on one is an attack on all. Any state contemplatggression would
face the sure prospect of struggle, not simply wiie prospective
victim, but with all other members of the systeniomvould make the
necessary sacrifice to save the state under attack.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What are the major assumptions of collective sgcgsistem?

3.3 The Evolution of Callective Security in the International
System

The concept of collective security as one of thesimpromising
approaches for peace and a valuable device for powe@agement on
an international scale has long history of develepinalbeit in different
forms. As such, it is not a new creation in thesinational system.
Cardinal Richelieu, as the chief advisor of thegkiand the prime
minister of France during the reign of Louis Xlproposed a scheme of
collective security in 1629. Later, it was his piples that were partially
reflected in the 1648 Peace of Westphalia. In tighteenth century
many other proposals were made for collective sgcarrangements,
especially in Europe.

In another dimension, the concept of a peacefulnsomity of nations
was outlined by Immanuel Kant in 1795 in his wé&sdtpetual Peace: A
Philosophical Sketch. Kant, specifically, outlined the idea of a leagie
nations that would control conflict and promote gedetween states.
He argues for the establishment of a peaceful wasldmunity not in a
sense that there be a global government but ifmdpe that each state
would declare itself as a free state that respéstscitizens and
welcomes foreign visitors as fellow rational beingss key argument is
that a union of free states would promote peacsdalety worldwide:
therefore, in his view, there can be a perpetuaceeshaped by the
international community rather than by a world goweent. Baha'u'llah
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(1817-1892), the founder of the Baha'i Faith, pieed collective
security as a means to establish world peace invhighgs during the
19th century.

The treaties of Westphalia that were signed in 1&4&nd the wars
among the European states were made in order tbtheerecurrence of
wars that were evident prior to the signing of theaties. Wars are
seldom simple affairs, but the Thirty Years' Wartled European states
were even more complex than most, prompting endkgw®larly
debates about its causes and the motives of ther mpegtagonists. In
1618, over half a century of festering religiougnaistic, and strategic
tensions erupted into civil war in the Holy Romamyitre, subsequently
engulfing the entire European continent in thirgags of exhausting and
utterly devastating warfare. The signing of theaties was an attempt to
stop future wars by proposing the recognition ofitigrial integrity and
sovereignty of states and equal recognition ogrefis.

The League of Nations that was established follgwime end of the
First World War (WWI) and the United Nations thaasvestablished at
the end of the Second World War (WWII) were bagjcaitended to

prevent subsequent wars in the world. At the twiligf the World War

I, many thought and hoped that the states of theédweould make the

League of Nations a collective security system thvauld maintain

international peace and security. They had the stwmeght and hope
after the World War Il as the United Nations watbbshed. Thus, the
treaties that were signed after the two major wasddls tried to come up
with permanent organs that were mandated to safégpeace and
security in the international system. The pringplgpon which these
organs were formed were that of collective security

3.4 TheReevance of the Collective Security System

In the international system, the United Nations hasome the major
custodian of international security, peace andilgtatof the world.
Based on the principle of collective security ire tivorld system the
United Nations has created the Security Councia &pecial organ to
conduct the policing of the entire world. The Sd&guorgan is duly
authorised in the UN Charter to deal with issuepedce and security.
For several years now, there is the collective tstdading that the
international community has the responsibility totpct where a state is
unable or unwilling to protect its citizens fromolations such as
genocide, ethnic cleansing, and several other sregainst humanity. It
is the responsibility to protect that gives crederio the Security
Council’'s intervention. As the principal collectivaecurity organ, the
Security Council bears the responsibility most esgly when the
intervention involves military actions.
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Similarly, regional and sub-regional arrangementshsas the efforts of
NATO, the African Union force and ECOMOG complemettte
international efforts of the Security Council. Teeggional efforts have
adopted the principle of collective security thatows for the
intervention in the internal affairs of their memiséates.

Since the end of World War I, there has been dirdea the number of
inter-state conflict, and it the exercise of thewpos vested in the
Security Council of the United Nations and othegioeal arrangements
that has contributed to this decline (Kupchan angbdban, 1995). In
this vein, the collective security paradigm hasngfarmed the
international system from its anarchic character atoplatform of
dialogue and negotiation of issues. The use ofteargcby the collective
security organs in pursuing their mandate againstadied rogue states
has characterised the working of security organs.

The Security Council was able to effectively samttiraq’'s aggressive
behaviour in the invasion of Kuwait and thereaftearticularly, under
the Bush regime the US government presented askatigainst Iraq as
a war that was justified by the Resolutions pasikgdthe Security

Council on Iraq. President Bush claimed that theteats of Resolution
678, 687 and 1441 (Mandel, 2004: 33) were sufficigrounds to

declare war on Iraq.

Again, following the September 11 terrorist attackthe United States,
the Security Council made it clear that it is highbainst terrorism and
is ready to use measures that would contain tleathrosed by terrorism
to global peace and security. The UN Security Coupassed two

unanimous Resolutions: Resolution 1368 and ResollitB73. The two
Resolutions condemned the terrorist attacks as ageltecognised the
right of states to self and collective defense.eBasn this the Bush
administration in the US declared war on terrorisalling for a crusade
against all that was deemed as terrorists, incudihQaeda, a group
identified as being responsible for the attack urithe leadership of
Osama Bin Ladin and the Taliban regime of Afghamsthich was

alleged, according to intelligence sources, to lgaven sanctuary to the
group. The US government justified their assaultAdghanistan as an
act of self-defense which was taken in accordande tlve spirit of the

Security Council to maintain international security

Libya was, first, sanctioned for her subversivévéies including its
alleged masterminding of the Lockerbie bombing @88, in which 270
people perished in an Aircraft. Again, on théhEébruary 2011, a week
after Gaddafi violently suppressed peaceful demmatish in the
opposition stronghold of Benghazi and vowed to lerihe rebellion that
was taking root in the East of Libya, the Unitedtiblas Security
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Council passed Resolution 1970, which condemnedebiene’s action
and called for an immediate end to civilian atta¢ksthermore, on 17th
March 2011, the Security Council adopted a secoesblution —
Resolution 1973 - in response to Libyan crisis. sTHResolution
authorised the imposition of no-fly zone over Libgad the use of “all
necessary measures” to protect Libyan civiliansnfi@addafi’'s regime.
The Resolution 1973 was later, to provide the figstiion for NATO’s
bombardment of Libya and the provision of militaagsistance to the
rebels which culminated in the ousting and exeoutad Colonel
Gaddafi.

Apart from the peace efforts expressed in militagtings, the world
collective security has been pursued through tlstrumental world
justice via in the International Criminal Court. &k has been several
attempts to ensure justice through the establishroénnternational
criminal tribunals as an independent entity forugimg) the retributions
of war criminals. In the case of the former Yugusla Rwanda, Sierra
Leone and Liberiad hoc tribunals were established with the support of
the Security Council with the responsibility forraes and ensuring that
the perpetrators are brought to justice. The SscuCiouncil also
referred the Darfur crisis in Sudan to the attenbbthe ICC prosecutor.
All these are indicative of the international deswof the collective
security system to safeguard peace and securitheofwvorld through
international justice.

3.5 TheChallengesof Collective Security System

3.5.1 TheThreat of Unilateral Actions by Powerful Nations

The collective security system has faced severallaiges in its effort
to achieve its mandate in the international syst®me of the major
challenges of collective security system is thedaasing tendency of
powerful states to resort to unilateral actionsisTil especially true of
the United States of America. First, the militargtian against
Afghanistan by the USA was not, in any way, autsedli by Security
Council. It was basically a unilateral decisiontba side of USA. At the
point the superpower was contemplating the attdodte were many
nations who cautioned her of the likely repercussiof such attack with
religious connotations may be taken as an attaclslam. This caution
was, however, ignored and USA went ahead to prosethe war in
Afghanistan.

Second, the military action in Iraq is also angthation of the unilateral
action on the side of USA. At the beginning of 2G88 United State
sought the support of the Security Council for easgon of Irag, but the
Council was not convinced that there were sufficiand reasonable
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grounds to authorise the USA and its allies to takétary actions
against Iraq. Despite the position of the Unitediddes, USA and her
allies went ahead and attacked Irag. In the resesethe attack on Iraq
can be said to be, in itself, an act of aggression.

In Libya, the intervention of the International @mal Court (ICC) in

the events of 2011 in the country has also beemedewith suspicion as
the Court had not previously intervened, in a samimanner, in
situations that were on going in Tunisia, Egypt &wtia. In addition,
the bombardment of Libya by NATO was also questib@asince no
such military actions were authorised by any of Resolutions of the
UN Security Council. As such it will be right toys¢hat the actions of
NATO were aimed at bringing down the regime of Gafdoh Libya. In

other words, such actions were illegal and at vaeawith the spirit of
UN Charter.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Identify three unilateral actions of the USA thatermines the spirit of
collective security?

3.5.2 Double Standards

Generally, international organisations such as Ulnéed Nations are
usually accused of double standards in the disehairgheir functions in
the international community. The double standardehévolves
favouring strong nations and disfavouring the weak different
situations. The best example to demonstrate thebldostandards
inherent in the collective security system is apiged in the
performances of the International Criminal Cou@)). For example,
the ICC has opened cases of abuse of human rightialence against
civilian populations perpetrated by insurgent gmup Democratic
Republic of Congo, Uganda, Sudan and the Centna¢af Republic. A
close observation has shown that the performantéseoCC to treat
cases in the mentioned countries are quite netgigithis is because the
ICC has not been able to compel any of the pengesraf the crimes to
appear before it. In addition, the indictment dels or perpetrators of
these crimes has made the situation to escalatheasebels have
intensified their attacks on civilians (Allen, 20a81). This raises doubt
in the performances of the ICC in the examplegicite

In the same vein, the same violence cited abové@ea committed in
other nations such as Palestine, Georgia, Colombth Syria, but the
ICC has turned a blind eye to these nations. Onethen ask why ICC
would be involved elsewhere, yet, shy away in amothgion where the
same crimes are committed. The only reliable exgilan is the one that
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underlies the idea of double standard by powerétionms. The fact is

that in many instances the ICC is only interestegbriosecuting cases
against countries that are unfriendly to the sygmevers, while ignoring

cases against the super powers and their allies.

3.5.3 Lack of the Real Sense of Oneness as an International
Community

In rhetoric, the world is professed to be one mdéonal community.
But this axiom is more of lip service as thereasreal sense of oneness
in the international system. There are many ingarnbat events in the
world pose a challenge to this cliché. We can adghe¢ there exist
divers interests in the international system. Somes, there is a point
of convergence among these divers interest, buithar times, such
interests are diametrically opposed and competénstgane another.
There are also obvious differences in the militamgyd economic
capabilities among nations in the international taasys As such,
differences in interests open the way to rivalrg @ominance among
nations. Furthermore, given the fact that natioagehno room about
morality or fairness in pursuance of their intesest becomes difficult
to address, practice or even enforce the spirdnginess among nations
with divers interests. It is based on this thatuh#&y of purpose among
nations as regard collective security becomes aumeisof debate
patterning to the “real collectivity” of nations.

4.0 CONCLUSION

In order to have a collective security system thduilt on effectiveness
and fairness, the Security Council of the Unitedtibdes needs to
undergo basic prerequisites restructuring that rhase all nations and
cultures of the world represented. For convenietee,percent of the
countries of each continent should have a se&eatduncil. Second, the
idea of a permanent seat and veto powers enjoyqubiwerful nations
should be completely abolished, while the countiregach continent
should rotate the seats available among themsdiassd on agreed
tenure regime as would be agreed. Third, thereldho& a stand by
institution that has all the facilities required teaintain international
peace and security. The human resources of thdlstgarce should be
contributed by the member states of the United dwati The organ
should also be led by a world acclaimed professson@ho are
international public servant of the United Natio8sich an arrangement,
it is likely, would enhance the common interesthaf entire world.
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50 SUMMARY

From the definitions given by scholars, collectigecurity in the
international system can be seen as a plan fortenaing peace through
the organisation of sovereign states, whose mengedge themselves
to defend each other against attack. The concejfiess seen as a
security for individual nations through collectimeeans. That is to say
that this entails membership in an internationghorsation made up of
all or most of the states of the world who havelgéd to defend each
other from attack.

Collective security connotes the institutionalisatiof a global police
force against the abuse of order and breaches,hwtan lead to
insecurity in the international system. We can arfiurther that it is an
arrangement in which states cooperate to providaergg for all by the
action of all against any state within the groupiahhmight challenge
the existing order by using force. Thus, colleceeurity that has been
cited as the guiding principle for the establishmehthe League of
Nations and the United Nations which sees aggressia crime against
humanity.

The concept of collective security as one of thestmpromising
approaches for peace and a valuable device for pova@agement on
an international scale has long history of develepinalbeit in different
forms. In the international system, the United biasi has become the
major custodian of international security, peace atability of the
world system. Based on the principle of collecteeurity in the world
system, the United Nations has created the Seddatyncil as a special
organ to conduct the policing of the entire wofdlffice to add that the
collective security system has faced several chgdie in its bit to
achieve its mandate in the international systeneyTihclude unilateral
actions, double standards and lack of the realeseh®neness among
states in the international system.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Define the concept of “collective security” sys.
2. What are the major chances of the “collecteeusity” system.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The definition of "terrorism" has generated greabate because of the
complexities involved in every attempt to concepsaaterm. This is
because in some cases, a group that is elsewlgaaleel as "freedom
fighters" by its supporters is considered as test®rby its opponents.
For example, the Irish Republican Army (IRA), cdllés members
"freedom fighters”, but the British government thenterrorist group.
Again, the concept is often employed by state atitbs to delegitimise
the opponents of that particular state’s autha;its® as to legitimise the
state's use of armed force against such opporencidentally, such use
of force by the state may also be described ade"s&rorism” by
opponents of the state. Thus, the entire usageheftérm has a
controversial history, with freedom fighters suchNelson Mandela at
one point was branded a terrorist. This put togethas greatly
compounded the difficulty of providing a precisdinigion of the term.
In this unit, we shall look at the various defioits and means attached
to the term, not with the aim of arriving at a psecdefinition, but
instead to gain a broader insight into what thenteonnotes in various
circumstances.
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20 OBJECTIVES

At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

o define terrorism
o enumerate the basic characteristics of terrorism
o explain some of the reasons for the prevalencerabiism in the

international system.
3.0 MAIN CONTENT

3.1 Etymology

To trace the etymology of the term “terrorism,” \wiall rely on the
Online Etymology Dictionary of 1979. According to this dictionary, the
word terrorism emanates from the French wtadorisme which, in
turn, according to Kim Campbell (2001) is derivedn the Latin verb
terreo meaning "l frighten". The term was employed in 1B& to
describe the panic and state of emergency in Ronmresponse to the
approach of warriors of the Cimbritribe. Subseqlyenihe Jacobins
employed the term when imposing a Reign of Terwotrdy the French
Revolution. They employed the term to describeciigally, state of
terrorism, as practiced by the French governmenhguhe 1793-1794.
After the Jacobins lost power, the word "terrorisBcame a term of
abuse. Initially, "terrorism” originally referrea tacts committed by a
government. Currently, it is, however, used to rate the killing of
innocent people for political purposes in such § asito create a media
spectacle (Mackey, 2009). Arnold (2011), maintaimet this meaning
can be traced back to Sergey Nechayev, who fouridedRussian
terrorist group called "People's Retribution" in6985ergey described
himself as a "terrorist." Today, out of all the hammacts that have
menaced mankind globally, terrorism can be couatethe major threat
to global peace, stability and security.

3.2 WhatisTerrorism?

As we have indicated in the introduction of thistuthe definition of
terrorism has generated several controversies. iShilecause various
governments and organisations offer different Iddigon; the
international community herself has never been dblecoined a
universally agreed, legally applied definition dfet concept. These
difficulties arise from the fact that the term ‘twism” is viewed from
various kaleidoscopic lenses. Angus Martyn (2002his address to the
Australian Parliament, titled “The Right of Selfd@ace under
International Law- the Response to the Terroristadits of 11
September” stated that the international commumaty never succeeded
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in developing an accepted comprehensive definibbterrorism. Even
during the United Nations attempts in the 1970s B9®Ds to define the
term failed because differences of opinion betweanous members
about the use of violence in the context of cotdliover national
liberation and self-determination.

These divergences have made it impossible for thigetd Nations to
conclude a Comprehensive Convention on Internatidearorism that

incorporates a single, all-encompassing, legalhdinig, criminal law

definition of terrorism. The international commuynihas adopted a
series of sectorial conventions that define andhioalise various types
of activities regarded as terrorist acts. Rathée tJnited Nations
General Assembly, since 1994 has repeatedly conel@rarrorist acts
using the following political description of terrem in its Resolution
49/60: "Criminal acts intended or calculated tovoile a state of terror
in the general public, a group of persons or paldic persons for
political purposes are in any circumstance unjiadtié, whatever the
considerations of a political, philosophical, idagital, racial, ethnic,
religious or any other nature that may be invokedjustify them"

(NUGA, 1994).

In November 2004, a United Nations Secretary Gémepert described
terrorism as any act "intended to cause death rausebodily harm to
civiians or non-combatants with the purpose ofimdating a
population or compelling a government or an inteamal organisation
to do or abstain from doing any act".

In addition, Bruce Hoffman (2006) has noted thatisit not only

individual agencies within the same governmentalaagtus that cannot
agree on a single definition of terrorism. Expeasd other long-
established scholars in the field are equally iatép of reaching a
consensus. In the first edition of his magistesalrvey, 'Political

Terrorism: A Research Guide,' Alex Schmid devotedremthan a

hundred pages to examining more than a hundreerdift definitions of
terrorism in an effort to discover a broadly acebp#, reasonably
comprehensive explication of the word. Four yeatsr| in a second
edition, Schimd was no closer to the goal of hissuconceding in the
first sentence of the revised volume that the $edoc an adequate
definition is still on.

In any case, Bruce Hoffman believes it is possibl@entify some key
characteristics of terrorism. He proposes thatibiindjuishing terrorists
from other types of criminals, and terrorism frother forms of crime,
we come to appreciate that terrorism is ineluctgddltical in aims and
motives; violent or, equally important, threatenslence; designed to
have far-reaching psychological repercussions heyive immediate
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victim or target; conducted by an organisation vathidentifiable chain
of command or conspiratorial cell structure whosembers wear no
uniform or identifying insignia; and perpetrated dgub-national group
or non-state entity (Hoffman, 2006: 41).

A definition proposed by Carsten Bockstette (20@8)George C.
Marshall Centre Occasional Paper Series entitled "Jihadist Terrorist
Use of Strategic Communication Management Techmsiuaderlines
the psychological and tactical aspects of terrorigtare terrorism is
defined as political violence in an asymmetricaiftiot that is designed
to induce terror and psychic fear (sometimes intigoate) through the
violent victimisation and destruction of noncomlmtatargets
(sometimes iconic symbols). Such acts are mearsetml a message
from an illicit clandestine organisation. The défon expatiates,
further, that the purpose of terrorism is to exptbe media in order to
achieve maximum attainable publicity as an ampidyforce multiplier
in order to influence the targeted audience(sydento reach short- and
midterm political goals and/or desired long-ternd states.

Walter Laqueur, of the Centre for Strategic anckrimational Studies,
noted that "the only general characteristic ofdesm generally agreed
upon is that terrorism involves violence and theedh of violence".

There are arguments that this criterion alone admg¢groduce a useful
definition, since, it includes many violent actst nsually considered
terrorism. Such acts include war, riot, organiseohe, or even a simple
assault. Yet, on one hand, property destructioh dbas not endanger
life is not usually considered a violent crime, laut the other hand,
Ronald Bailey (2009) states that some have destriproperty

destruction by the “Earth Liberation Front” and BarSchorn (2006)

has described property destruction by the “Anitibération Front” as

violence and acts of terrorism.

Khan, Ali (1987) in his work "A Theory of Internabal Terrorism"
published inSocial Science Research Network, maintains that among the
various definitions of terrorism, there are sevehat do not recognise
the possibility of legitimate use of violence byitans against an
invader in an occupied country. He states thatrodedinitions would
label as terrorist groups only the resistance margmthat oppose an
invader with violent acts that indiscriminatelyllok harm civilians and
non-combatants, thus making a distinction betwaariul and unlawful
use of violence. According to Ali Khan, such a idistion lies ultimately
in a political judgment.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Define terrorism in your words.
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3.3 Perspectiveson Terrorism

The terms "terrorism" and "terrorist" carry stroognnotations. In the
negative, these terms are often used as politela¢l$, to condemn
violence or the threat of violence by certain axt@s immoral,
indiscriminate, and unjustified or to condemn arnirensegment of a
population. Those labeled "terrorists" by their opents rarely identify
themselves as such, and typically use other temrterms specific to
their situation, such as separatist, freedom fightéberator,

revolutionary, vigilante, militant, paramilitary,ugrrilla, rebel, patriot,
or any similar-meaning word in other languages aualiures. Jihadi,
mujaheddin, and fedayeen are similar Arabic wortd&khave entered
the English lexicon. It is common for both parties a conflict to

describe each other as terrorists.

On the question of whether particular terroristsacguch as killing

civilians, can be justified as the lesser evil ipaaticular circumstance,
philosophers have expressed different views: wiaiteording to David

Rodin, utilitarian philosophers can (in theory) ceive of cases in
which the evil of terrorism is outweighed by theogowhich could not
be achieved in a less morally costly way, in peacthe "harmful effects
of undermining the convention of non-combatant imityis thought to

outweigh the goods that may be achieved by pasatiadts of terrorism"
(Rodin, (2006). Among the non-utilitarian philoseps, Peter Steinfels
(March 1, 2003), identifies Michael Walzer who agduthat terrorism
can be morally justified in only one specific casdjen a nation or
community faces the extreme threat of completerdetsbn and the

only way it can preserve itself is by intentionaltgrgeting non-

combatants, then it is morally entitled to do so.

Again, Bruce Hoffman, in his booKknside Terrorism offers an
explanation of why the terrterrorism has become distorted: On one
point, at least, everyone agreésrorism is a pejorative term. It is a
word with intrinsically negative connotations thegenerally applied to
one's enemies and opponents, or to those with wdrendisagrees and
would otherwise prefer to ignore. 'What is callesirarism," Brian
Jenkins has written, 'thus seems to depend on pogis of view. The
use of the term implies a moral judgment; and ik gmarty can
successfully attach the labéérrorist to its opponent, then it has
indirectly persuaded others to adopt its moral pewt." Hence, the
decision to call someone or label some organisagomrist becomes
almost unavoidably subjective, depending largely whether one
sympathises with or opposes the person/group/camseerned. If one
identifies with the victim of the violence, for axale, then the act is
terrorism. If, however, one identifies with the jpetrator, the violent act
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is regarded in a more sympathetic, if not posifwe at the worst, an
ambivalent) light; and it is not terrorism (HoffmakB98: 32).

The negative connotations of the word can be summnedn the
aphorism, "One man's terrorist is another man&difven fighter". This is
exemplified when a group using irregular militargtimods is an ally of
a state against a mutual enemy, but later fallswatiit the state and starts
to use those methods against its former ally. DrisC@lark (2007),
states that during World War Il, the Malayan Pe@pkenti-Japanese
Army was allied with the British, but during the Mgan Emergency,
members of its successor (the Malayan Races Libardtrmy), were
branded "terrorists" by the British. Ronald Reagerd others in the
American administration frequently called the Afgh®lujahideen as
"freedom fighters" during their war against the @oWnion, yet twenty
years later, when a new generation of Afghan mere\iighting against
what they perceived to be a regime installed bgifpr powers, their
attacks were labeled "terrorism" by George W. Bush.

In the same vein, a leading terrorism research&feBsor Martin
Rudner, director of the Canadian Centre of Intelice and Security
Studies at Ottawa's Carleton University, definesrrttrist acts" as
attacks against civilians for political or otheeadogical goals, and said
that some groups, when involved in a "liberatiotfiggle, have been
called "terrorists" by the Western governments @dia. Later, these
same persons, as leaders of the liberated naaoes;alled "statesmen"
by similar organisations. Two examples of this glmanon are the
Nobel Peace Prize laureates Menachem Begin andomNélsandela.
WikiLeaks whistle blower Julian Assange has bedleda "terrorist”
by Sarah Palin and Joe Biden.

Sometimes, states which are close allies, for reasb history, culture
and politics, can disagree over whether or not nemf a certain
organisation are terrorists. For instance, for mgaegrs, some branches
of the United States government refused to labeimbess of the
Provisional Irish Republican Army (IRA) as terrdsisvhile the IRA
was using methods against one of the United Stelesest allies (the
United Kingdom) which the UK branded as terroridfaor these and
other reasons, media outlets wishing to preservesptation for
impartiality try to be careful in their use of tterm.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

To what extent is the aphorism “one man’s terrogsanother man’s
freedom fighter” true?
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3.4 Characteristicsof Terrorism

There are basic characteristics that mark opemtioh terrorism.

Hoffman (2003) states that, first, terrorist atseke usually carried out
in such a way as to maximise the severity and lengt the

psychological impact. Each act of terrorism is arfprmance” devised
to have an impact on many large audiences. Sedendyrists also

attack national symbols, to show power and to giteta shake the
foundation of the country or society they are omgbs$o. This may
negatively affect a government, while increasing firestige of the
given terrorist organisation and/or ideology behiadterrorist act
(Juergensmeyer, 2000:125-135). Third, terroris$ &&tquently have a
political purpose. Their attacks are like letteiitimg or protesting,

which is used by activists when they believe thatother means will

cause the kind of change they desire. The chandesised so badly that
failure to achieve change is seen as a worse oettbhan the deaths of
civilians. Juergensmeyer (2000) explains that thi®ften where the
inter-relationship between terrorism and religioccuwrs. When a
political struggle is integrated into the framewaok a religious or

"cosmic" struggle, such as the control over an stneehomeland or
holy site such as Israel and Jerusalem, failinghi@ political goal

becomes equated with spiritual failure, which, tfee highly committed,

Is worse than their own death or the deaths ofaanbcivilians.

It is also important to note that in the thinkinfjJoergensmeyer, Very
often, the victims of terrorism are targeted nateaese they are threats,
but because they are specific symbols, tools, drimacorrupt beings
that tie into a specific view of the world that tegrorists possess. Their
suffering accomplishes the terrorists' goals dfilimgy fear, getting their
message out to an audience or otherwise satistii;mglemands of their
often radical religious and political agendas.

3.5 Reasonsfor Terrorist Acts
They are many reasons why people or groups engagerorism.
3.5.1 Political Motives

Liberation struggles, agitation for self-rule andtanomy, resistance
against imposition of a particular form of govermtesecession of a
territory to form a new sovereign state or becoae pf a different state
as well as opposition to a domestic governmenicoupying army have
been cited as some of the major reasons for wieigbrist acts can be
carried out. National liberation is historically ang the most potent
reasons that extremist groups turn to violence dioiexe their aims.
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There are many of these groups. They include th&, B¥e IRA, and the
PKK.

ETA stands for Euskadi Ta Askatasuna or Euskaldeimmi Basque
country. It spans the border between France andnSpahas an
autonomous culture and language, whose roots éisvée to extend to
the Paleolithic period. This area was relativelyf-geverning until
around the turn of the 19th century. ETA is an mifsg of the Basque
nationalist movement more broadly and, like the-wimhent nationalist
political parties, believes that the Basque ares@ndt nation and should
have a sovereign state identity or, at least, donaumous status. The
ETA (Basque) ETA wants an independent French statee Basque
region.

There is also the IRA- the Irish Republican ArmizeTemergence of the
Irish Republican Army has its roots in Ireland'd¢i2@entury quest for
national independence from Great Britain. In 18@ie Anglican

(English Protestant) United Kingdom of Great Bntanerged with

Roman Catholic Ireland. For the next hundred ye&atholic Irish

Nationalists opposed Protestant Irish Unionistse TRA began its
terrorist attacks on the British army and policéoiwing a summer of
violent rioting between Catholics and ProtestantdNorthern Ireland.
For the next generations, the IRA would carry ouimbings,

assassinations and other terrorist attacks agddnsish and Irish

Unionist targets.

The PKK(Partiya Karkeran Kurdistan) has assumed a numbeames
since its founding, but resumed using the name RKKpril, 2005. The
Kurds, who are not Turkish, found themselves, tteguage and their
culture marginalised or forcefully suppressed follogy Turkey's
establishment in 1924. As the largest minority urkey their earliest
objective, in the 1970s, was the creation of aepathdent home for the
Kurds. At first they envisioned to achieve this ailngh Marxist
revolution in Turkey.

In the early 20th century, terrorists justified leloce in the name of
anarchism, socialism and communism. Socialism wasoming a

dominant way for many people to explain the pdditiand economic
injustice they saw developing in capitalist soesgtiand for defining a
solution. Millions of people expressed their commant to a socialist
future without violence, but a small number of peom the world

thought violence was necessary.
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3.5.2 Economic Reasons

Gary Becker, a professor at the University of Chacd8usiness School,
has argued that there is a connection between lwealtl terrorism,
based on the observation that "nations or regibat dre experiencing
rapid growth appear to have lower incidences ofotesm." Becker

posits that political activism, including violenttevity, is less appealing
to individuals when their economic opportunitiepaxd. So, even if it
were the case that poverty does not directly céarserism, it could still

be true that economic growth reduces terrorismthiéamore, economic
deprivation of a population where there is domimaata territory and
its resources by a particular ethnic group creataditions for

misdistribution as well as spur terrorism.

3.5.3 Religious Fanatism

Religious terrorism is terrorism performed by greup individuals, the
motivation of which is typically rooted in faith-bad tenets. Peter Rose
(2003), in an article titled "Disciples of religisuerrorism share one
faith”, in Christian Science Monitor argued that terrorist acts throughout
the centuries have been performed on religiousrgtewith the hope to
either spread or enforce a system of belief, viaatpor opinion.
Religious terrorism does not in itself necessadigfine a specific
religious standpoint nor view, but instead usudlkfines an individual
or a group view or interpretation of that beliefs®m's teachings.
Jamaat al-Fugra is an Islamic terror organisatibwse goal, according
to the Centre for Peace and Security, is to “putglam through
violence.” Put simply, this group of radical Islaminen believes that
they are commanded by God to proliferate theigieh. Furthermore,
violence is the only acceptable way to deal wiffedng beliefs.

Al Shabaab is another radical Islamic group witbrggholds in Pakistan
and the United Kingdom. Various small scale bombidgve been
traced back to this group. Hamas is another Islagrocip operating in
Palestine, and they are responsible for hundredeaket and mortar
attacks on Israel. The Al-Qaeda operatives aredoasdakistani and
Saudi Arabia.

In Nigeria a famous Islamic fundamentalist by naiMehammed
Marwa, also known as Maitatsine, was at the heafhhis notoriety
during the 1970s and 1980s. Mohammed refused teveeMuhammad
was the Prophet and instigated riots in the couwtrich resulted in the
deaths of thousands of people. Some analysts vieko Blaram as an
extension of the Maitatsine riots. Boko Haram itselanother religious
terrorist group. The term "Boko Haram" comes frdme Hausa word
boko figuratively meaning "western education” (liteyalfalphabet",
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from English "book™) and the Arabic woltram figuratively meaning

"sin" (literally, "forbidden"). The name, looselyahslated from Hausa,
means "western education is forbidden"”. The graped this name by
its strong opposition to anything Western, whiclsees as corrupting
Muslims. In a 2009 BBC interview, Mohammed Yustuien leader of

the group, stated his belief that the fact of aesighl earth is contrary to
Islamic teaching and should be rejected, along Wahwinian evolution

and the fact of rain originating from water evapedaby the sun. Before
his death, Yusuf reiterated the group’s objectivehanging the current
education system and rejecting democracy. The g@\equency and
geographical range of attacks attributed to Bokoanahave led some
political and religious leaders in the north to @@nclusion that the
group has now expanded beyond its original religicomposition to

include not only Islamic militants, but criminaleehents and disgruntled
politicians as well. For instance, the Borno St&evernor Kashim

Shettima said of Boko Haram that it has becomeuacfrise that anyone
can buy into. The group has also forcibly convenmeh-Muslims to

Islam.

3.6 Perpetratorsof Terrorism

Terrorist attacks are manifest in various forms anel perpetrated by
various groups. To an extent, the form of the &tdetermines the type
of the perpetrator. The attacks are also driventh®y intention and
capacity of the perpetrator. In fact, in terroristng intention of the
terrorist is very fundamental to determining thpeyand perpetrator of
the act. Thus, individuals, groups and even govenis have been
found engaging in terrorist activities. Let us eiplbriefly the various
perpetrators of terrorism.

3.6.1 Individuals

In most cases, acts of terrorism are carried adividually. It takes an
individual to take the difficult decision of comitiitg a suicide bombing
or any other act of violence that terrorism becowmisile. Most local
and international terrorist acts start with one spar who will
subsequently become the leader when he is able &group. Even,
then, their activities are usually carried out bgividuals. Al-Qaeda, for
example started with Bin Laden to develop into augr The Lockerbie
bombing of December 1988 was committed by two iiddials. Ahmed
khalfanGhailani, a Tanzanian, was alleged to haagiedl out the
bombing of the US embassy in East Africa in 1998hkimmad Abdul
Mutallab was alone when he attempted the bombiregW$ Airplane in
2009. However, it is certain that the individualedonot operate in
isolation. He is usually connected to highly orgai hierarchical group
of individuals.
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3.6.2 Groups

This is what we also call organised terrorismelers to the increasing
capacity of global terrorists to acquire more merapegreater
geographic reach, wider influence and impacts. Aé€a, for example,
has its major goal to bring together other milisagroups under its
control. From Afghanistan the group has been ablacfjuire allies in
the Arabian Peninsula. With this network it becondifficult to
completely wipe out the group from the face of #ath. The most
common image of terrorism is that it is carried dut small and
secretive cells, highly motivated to serve a patéiccause and many of
the most deadly operations in recent times, sucth@sSeptember 11
attacks, the London underground bombing, and tig2 Znrli bombing
were planned and carried out by a close clique, pos®d of close
friends, family members and other strong socialvoeks. These groups
benefited from the free flow of information and iefnt
telecommunications to succeed where others haztifail

Boko Haram in Nigeria is a group which exerts ieflae in the
northeastern Nigerian states of Borno, AdamawauKagdBauchi, Yobe
and Kano.Al Jazeera news on 24 December 2011 affirmed that this
group is divided into three factions with a splmgroup known as
Ansaru. The group's main leader is Abubakar Shekauweapons
expert, second-in-command and arms manufactureMoeasodu Bama.
According to one US military commander, Boko Hanankely linked

to Al-Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb (AQIM), but teers no
documented evidence of material international stppmning between
them.

3.6.3 The State

State terrorism has been used to refer to terragst by governmental
agents or forces. This involves the use of stageurees employed by a
state's foreign policies, such as using its myiitardirectly perform acts
of terrorism. A professor of Political Science, K&zl Stohl in an article
titted "The Superpowers and International Terroitées the examples
that include Germany's bombing of London and the BfSmic
destruction of Hiroshima and Nagasaki during WaMdr II. He argues
that "the use of terror tactics is common in inéiomal relations and the
state has been and remains a more likely empldy&ermrism within
the international system than insurgents” (Stoli84). A state can
sponsor terrorism by funding or harboring a testororganisation.
Opinions as to which acts of violence by statessmbnof state-
sponsored terrorism vary widely. When states pmvidnding for
groups considered by some to be terrorist theyyracknowledge them
as such.
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SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

Give examples of the perpetrators of terrorism he international
system.

3.7 TheWar against Terrorism in theInternational System

In 1984, the Reagan Administration used the termar"vagainst
terrorism" as part of an effort to pass legislattbat was designed to
freeze assets of terrorist groups and marshaldrez$ of government
against them. Silver, Alexandra in an article ithetd "How America
Became a Surveillance State" quotes author ShamesHas asserting
that the use of this term by the Reagan administravas a reaction to
the 1983 Beirut barracks bombing. On 16 SeptemlBél2at Camp
David, President George W. Bush used the phnaseon terrorism in
an unscripted and controversial comment when, @ctien to 11
September 2001 bombing of the World Trade Centees&id, "This
crusade — this war on terrorism — is going to takehile, ..." (Kenneth,
2001).

Because the actions involved in the "war on tesrotiare diffuse, and
the criteria for inclusion are unclear, politicakbrist Richard Jackson
has argued that "the 'war on terrorism' therefisrgjmultaneously a set
of actual practices - wars, covert operations, agsnand institutions -
and an accompanying series of assumptions, bejieffications, and

narratives - it is an entire language or discourgeitkson, 2005: 8).
Critics of the term have argued that the term ienbased to justify

unilateral preventive war, human rights abuses athér violations of

international law (Borhan and Muhammad, 2008: 38333

Following the bombings of the US embassies in Keayd Tanzania,
the then US President Bill Clinton launched Operalnfinite Reach, a
bombing campaign in Sudan and Afghanistan agaargfets the US
asserted were associated with World Islamic FromtJihad Against
Jews and Crusaders (WIFJAJC). The AuthorisationJee of Military
Force against Terrorists or "AUMF" was made a lawSgptember 14,
2001, to authorise the use of United States Arma@dds against those
responsible for the attacks on September 11, 2@04uthorised the
President to use all necessary and appropriatee fagainst those
nations, organisations, or persons he determinasnpt, authorised,
committed, or aided the terrorist attacks that oszlion September 11,
2001, or harbored such organisations or persormdier to prevent any
future acts of international terrorism against thated States by such
nations, organisations or persons.
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Operation Active Endeavour, a naval operation ofTIiDA started in

October 2001 in response to the September 11 att#obperates in the
Mediterranean and is designed to prevent the moneofemilitants or

weapons of mass destruction and to enhance thetgeaushipping in

general. The operation has also assisted Greeteitwiprevention of
illegal immigration. In the same dimension, Operati Enduring

Freedom is the official name used by the Bush atnation for the

War in Afghanistan, together with three smalleritaily actions, under
the umbrella of the Global War on Terror. Thesebglooperations are
intended to seek out and destroy any al-Qaedaefiglur affiliates.

In October 2001, US forces (with UK and coalitioliea) invaded
Afghanistan to oust the Taliban regime. On 7 Oat@¥®1, the official
invasion began with British and US forces condurtinirstrike
campaigns over enemy targets. Kabul, the capitgl afi Afghanistan,
fell by mid-November. The remaining al-Qaeda andibBa remnants
fell back to the rugged mountains of eastern Afggtan, mainly Tora
Bora. In December, Coalition Forces (the US andaites) fought
within that region. It is believed that Osama biaden escaped into
Pakistan during the battle. In March 2002, the W8 ather NATO and
non-NATO forces launched Operation Anaconda witk tjpal of
destroying any remaining al-Qaeda and Taliban ®me¢he Shah-i-Kot
Valley and Arma Mountains of Afghanistan. The Tahtsuffered heavy
casualties and evacuated the region.

The Taliban regrouped in western Pakistan and bégamleash an
insurgent-style offensive against Coalition Forgesthe late 2002.
Throughout southern and eastern Afghanistan, gesi broke out
between the surging Taliban and Coalition Forcesali@on Forces

responded with a series of military offensives amdincrease in the
amount of troops in Afghanistan. In February 20C0alition Forces
launched Operation Moshtarak in southern Afghanistang with other
military offensives in the hopes that they wouldstdey the Taliban
insurgency once and for all. Presently, peace tatksalso underway
between Taliban affiliated fighters and Coalitioarées. The United
States and other NATO and non-NATO forces are planto withdraw

from Afghanistan by the end of 2014.

The United States has also conducted a serieslib&dmistrikes on al-
Qaeda militants in Yemen since the War on Terrgabe Yemen has a
weak central government and a powerful tribal systeat leaves large
lawless areas open for militant training and openat Al-Qaida has a
strong presence in the country. MacLeod Hugh istepuan The
Guardian, London 28 December 2009, as asserting that theiftd&n
effort to support Yemeni counter-terrorism efforti®s increased their
military aid package to Yemen from less than $11lioni in 2006 to
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more than $70 million in 2009, as well as providingto $121 million
for development over the next three years (Hugh920

In addition to military efforts abroad, in the afteath of 9/11 the Bush
Administration increased domestic efforts to preavésture attacks.
Various government bureaucracies which handledrgg@nd military

functions were reorganised. A new cabinet levelnagecalled the
United States Department of Homeland Security wasated in

November 2002 to lead and coordinate the largesgamisation of the
US federal government since the consolidation efaimed forces into
the Department of Defense.

The Justice Department launched the National SgculEntry-Exit
Registration System for certain male non-citizemshie US, requiring
them to register in person at offices of the immigm and
naturalisation service.

The USA PATRIOT Act of October 2001 dramaticallyduees

restrictions on law enforcement agencies' abibtysearch telephone, e
mail communications, medical, financial, and othrecords; eases
restrictions on foreign intelligence gathering witlthe United States;
expands the Secretary of the Treasury's authasitsegulate financial
transactions, particularly those involving foreigndividuals and

entities; and broadens the discretion of law emforent and

immigration authorities in detaining and deportimgnigrants suspected
of terrorism-related acts. The act also expandesl dkfinition of

terrorism to include domestic terrorism, thus egiteg the number of
activities to which the USA PATRIOT Act's expandad enforcement
powers could be applied. A new Terrorist Financacking Programme
monitored the movements of terrorists' financiadorgces. This was
discontinued after being revealed by The New Yonkés newspaper.
Telecommunication usage by known and suspectedrigs was

studied through the NSA electronic surveillancegpaonme. The Patriot
Act is still in effect.

4.0 CONCLUSION

Criticism against the War on Terror addresses #seies, morality,
efficiency, economics, and other questions surrowndhe global
response to terror made against the phrase itsgling it a misnomer.
The notion of a "war" against "terrorism™" has pnoveghly contentious,
with critics charging that it has been exploited pwrticipating
governments to pursue long-standing policy, myitaobjectives,
reduction of civil liberties, and infringement upman rights. It is
argued that the term war is not appropriate in ¢bistext (as in War on
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Drugs), since there is no identifiable enemy, drmat tt is unlikely that
international terrorism can be brought to an endnidigary means.

Other critics, such as Francis Fukuyama, note'teatorism" is not an
enemy, but a tactic; calling it a "war on terroohscures differences
between conflicts such as anti-occupation insugyamtd international
mujahideen. With a military presence in Iraq andji#enistan and its
associated collateral damage Williams (2003), naamst that this
increases resentment and terrorist threats agamat/est. There is also
a perceived US hypocrisy, media induced hysteridliais argues that
differences in foreign and security policy have dged America's
image in most of the world.

50 SUMMARY

The definition of "terrorism" has generated greabate because of the
complexities involved in every attempt to concepsagaterm. The entire
usage of the term has a controversial history, fWwebdom fighters such
as Nelson Mandela at one point was branded a igtrdhis has greatly
compounded the difficulty of providing a precisdinigion of the term.
Terrorism emanates from the French weéedorisme which, in turn,
according to Kim Campbell (2001) is derived frone thatin verbterres
meaning "l frighten." Various governments and orgations offer
different definitions of terrorism based on thescpliarity.

There are basic characteristics that mark terroriarst, terrorist attacks
are usually carried out in such a way as to maxnti®e severity and
length of the psychological impact. Each act ofrdesm is a
"performance” devised to have an impact on mangelaaudiences.
Second, terrorists also attack national symbolsshiow power and to
attempt to shake the foundation of the country aciety they are
opposed to. This may negatively affect a governmehtle increasing
the prestige of the given terrorist organisatiod/anideology behind a
terrorist act. Third, terrorist acts frequently baa political purpose.
Their attacks are like letter-writing or protestingthich is used by
activists when they believe that no other means aailise the kind of
change they desire.

There are various reasons for terrorist acts, windhude religious,

political and socio-political motives. Terroristtacare perpetrated by
individuals, groups and even a government or & stdte USA has been
the major crusader in the war against terrorismthi@ international

system.
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6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

Explain what you understand by the term “terrorism”

What are the basic characteristics of terrorism?

Discuss three reasons for acts of terrorism inititernational
system.

4. Who do you think are the major perpetrators ofoiesm?

wh =
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In thinking about the future of the internationgstem it is only wise to
think in terms of alternative world order models which mankind

would organise itself politically. Scholars haveebeengaged in
conceiving various models of alternative world ordes well as

choosing the best among these models (Pearson acitefer, 1998).
This is done in the hope that the direction thedmsr heading would
coincide with the direction of any of the conjeeirmodels. It is no
doubt that the future is difficult to predict besaumost of the times,
what comes to pass hardly coincides with what wehwi should be.
This is because human effort has a limit to whiatan alter the existing
course and shape the future. In this unit, we ghaimine a number of
alternative world models, assessing the likelihoofl the world

resembling any of these models in the future irsteomal system.

2.0 OBJECTIVES
At the end of this unit, you should be able to:

. explain what world government order models are
. define regionalism.
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3.0 MAINCONTENT

3.1 The Continuation of the Contemporary Nation-State
System

In this course work, we have spent our energy daegr the
contemporary international system. We have shovan ttre dominant
feature of the contemporary system is the prep@mer of nation-states
engaged in competitive relationship. We also ackadged that 1GOs
and several other non-state actors live side-bg-with the nation-states
in the conduct of world affairs. This calls ouregition to the chain of
relationship in which some issues such as the engnahich concerns
all the actors and military-security issues whicte dahe exclusive
concern of nation-states.

It might seem that events which occur in our cgntane fast changing
the system on a daily basis so it is impossibl¢htok that the future
international system would be one that resembleptkesent. However,
one possibility is that the world, in the futureaynstill look much as it
is today. It is possible that the present order mal last into the next
century, at least in its basic characteristics. tTimeans one would
expect that nation-states would still be the majgors in world politics,
even though technological development is contiguatidermining their
sovereignty. The relationship among the natiorestavould also be
either coloured by increased interdependence antioexy or reduced
interdependence and exacerbate tensions among them.

In addition, it is most likely that the world wouldontinue to be
overwhelmed by the social-economic, ideological apdlitical
dominance of the US-centred world in which the pea@s of an entirely
peaceful world order through the unipolarity dreaafisthe USA is
getting more and more deluding. The problem with whipolar system
is that there are always states that do not adbephegemon and will
challenge him. Thus, even if the USA is acclaime@d&egemon, it will
not be unanimously accepted by the entire world ilwdnnot impose
its dominance over the whole world. Again, the rin&ional system in
the future may continue to live with instability,ave and political
violence as well as acts of terrorism. To this éffeven the non-state
actors will unavoidably get drawn into crescendthefse crises.

This future system would correspond with the réahpproach to
understanding the international system with theceptualisation of the
international arena as a chain of forces that cay loe checked, rather,
by the well known mechanism of balance of powenttiee hegemony
of the USA and her allies. The implication her¢hiat the future world
order will witness power diffusion where the majeature will be that

141



INR 251 EVOLUTION OF MODERN INTERNATIONAL SYSTEM

of loose polar system characterised by emergencewfpower centres
from the erstwhile developing nations of Asia arfdaa. In fact critical
scholars like Chantal Mouffe (2007) and Danilo Zq@007) have
already argued separately time international political thought of Carl
Schmitt for a multi-polar world order in the context okthcritic of the
American uni-polar and imperial project.

3.2 Regionalism

Another possible world order in the future may téke form of regional

units which will be an alternative to the natioatst system. Countries
like Switzerland and Belgium developed regionalfederated forms of
government centuries ago to bring diverse grougstter to peacefully
form stable and effective societies that continaerdspect internal
linguistic and ethnic diversity. The Netherlandsablshed the world's
first federation by creating the United Provinceslb81 by signing of

the Oath of Abjuration. The United States establisthe world's second
federation with the replacement of the ArticlesGafnfederation by the
Federal Constitution of 1787, which has since bemnlated by dozens
of countries.

In this order, instead of having numerous natiates, the world may
be divided into five or six regions-state, or whady in other words be
regarded as continental-states. This means thelwanlild have entities
like the “United States of Europe,” “the United ®&of Africa,” and so
on. This prediction had greeted the creation offhepean Community
in the 1950s. At the creation of the EU many peqpkxicted that the
EU might become a model not only leading to the rgerece of United
States of Europe but may also serve as a moddira@tar integration
movements in other parts of the world. Europearobihias attempted to
unite a large group of widely diverse, formerly tiles nations spread
over a large geographical area. The EU's leadimyldellowed by the
African Union, the Association of Southeast AsiaatiNns and the
South American Community of Nations. These multoral
associations are at different stages of developmauit they are all
growing, both in coverage and in extent of economnt political
integration.

There is the strong belief that the regions of woed will learn from
their failures, improve on them and put up bettforts to achieve
regional integration. This has been witnessed i@ #bility of the
European region to save the EU from collapse. The¢deay has scored
significant expansion. Presently, regionalism hasome a significant
phenomenon in the international system, with reglioorganisations
growing far more rapidly than global organisatiofis.is, thus, not
inconceivable that in the future, because of musealrity concerns and
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economic interdependence, national units might meigo larger
regional socio-economic and political communities.

The argument regarding the possibility of regiogp@avernment is that it
would be a better world than the current one, witbre centralised
political system in which agreements would havé¢oreached among
only a few actors rather than many. So, it wouldbably be a more
manageable world in many respects. In additionh smovorld order
would be particularly effective in dealing with ems that are
regional rather than global in scope.

Others, however, have argued that the regionalvmitid just remain a
replica of the nation-state system, with the sano@pgnsity for conflict

and with far more complex military powers to exectlie pursuance of
their national interest. That means that in therkitsystem of regional
government conflicts which today are confined tocalised area on the
world map would be magnified to cover a larger aséghe globe. In

addition, as it is difficult for many national lezrd today to sustain
national unity and patriotism among their peoptsjalty to a regional

government would be even more difficult to maintain

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE
What is regionalism?
3.3 World Government

The world government is, yet, another possible rhodé the
international system in the future. The world gowveent would be a
political system in which one central set of ingitins would preside
over all human beings and political units in theridoSeveral variation
of this model have been contemplated. AccordingP&arson and
Dorchester (1998) the most ambitious proposal irst, fthe call for
nation-states surrendering total sovereignty to upresme global
authority that would rule directly over all citizeof the world. A second
model of the world government is the one desigriedgathe line of a
federated system. In this model, nation-states avahlare power and
authority with a central government. Under thissagement, the world
government would delegate specific powers in ceréaea. This would
resemble the model used by the founding fathetlefJSA in creating
their nation in 1787.

A third possible model would be that of a confetiera of nations.
Here, the central government would enjoy some degrk limited
powers and authority, but the major powers wouldrdtained by the
constituent nation-states. Still, Pearson and Destehr (1998) have
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outlined another model of the world government \whieould include
the creation of several separate global authontmesifferent functional
areas, along the lines of the International Seahétiority proposed by
the UNCLOS IlI.

Already, various model constitutions have beentddabver the years to
sketch out what the world government would looleJilespecial in the
area of separation of powers between the executieelegislative and
the judicially organ. Beres and Targ (1974) hawentdied the plan by
Clark and Sohn as the one most discussed in tloek World Peace
Peace through World La. In this plan, the remarkable point lies in the
formation of a permanent world police with a mongpon the
legitimate use of force.

With a highly empowered world police one can imagihat the world
government would maximise world peace. Under suchngement,
criminals who ferment trouble or commit crime inegpart of the world
and run to take refuge in another part of the wbdde no hiding place
again. International criminals in the world wouldvie escaped been
brought to justice because the world system doé¢shawve the police
with enough jurisdiction to chase them to theirduidt, especially when
the harboring country refuses to surrender suarnational criminals.

3.4 ThePolis Government

The term polis refers to the ancient Greek city-states, which were
composed of smaller human communities. They wertelike other
primordial ancient city-states like Tyre or Sidevhich were ruled by a
king or a small oligarchy, but rather a politicati¢y ruled by its body of
citizens. In the Sparta system, for example piies was established as a
network of villages. Regionalism and World govermmnmodels which
we have treated in the preceding sections are lasedntralised global
system. However, it is also possible to have aesyshodel that is based
on increased decentralisation like the Greek di#yes that were been
referred to as theolis. This would create a system which revolves
around smaller or fragmented units than the curnaion-states. The
world is made of thousands of ethnic groups, spegpkilifferent
languages. With the polis model, each of theseietgroups would
form its own state.

As unlikely as this model may seem, it gained sgneeind in the 1990s
with ethnic unrests in places like Rwanda, Angadlderia and Sierra
Leone as well as the breakups in Yugoslavia andU®8R. Pearson and
Dorchester (1998) state that such smaller unitshiriig based not on
common ethnicity but on special needs of the Ipoglulation. James N.
Rosenau (1995) in his article “Governance in thesiity-first Century”
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and Saskia Sassen (1991) in his wdrke Global City have observed
that activities of certain cities and “natural” eoonic zones can be best
described as subtle and nascent forms of trans@étsystem that are
outside nation-states’ sponsorship, but insteadn frather types of
actors. Examples of such include development asiltresf the
cooperation pact in 1988 Lyon in France, Milan falyl, Stuttgart in
Germany and Barcelona in Spain. This developmentiwhttracted
huge investment and enjoyed a prosperity that iscri®ed as a
resurrection of city-states actions is capablerahdforming Europe’s
political and economic landscape, diminishing thiduence of national
government and redrawing the continent’s map fanty-first century.
In a similar dimension, Seyom Brown has talked &beconomic
activities in which major sectors of the economyage in activities
beyond their national borders, with a high degreeoordination for the
advancement of the region which the sector hasdfaiself. He cites the
case of the economic activities linking parts oficinies clustered in the
San Diego and Tijuana, as well as the “growth gieh linking
Singapore and the nearby islands of Indonesia (Begoown, 1993:
154-155).

But as we have noted earlier, although, an inteynat system order
made up of sub-national local entities or transmeti micro-regions as
the dominant political units may seem conceivaiblappears it will not

work as a world government. As such, a world orgaahiin communes
seems utopian. And as a utopian model, one mayf aiskould be an

improvement of the existing system or an improveinwnany of the

alternative models mentioned here.

SELF-ASSESSMENT EXERCISE

To what extent is the likelihood of a return to thalis government
utopian as a model for future international system?

4.0 CONCLUSION

There is no doubt that technology is and will coné to change our
lives in many ways that will go far beyond what are witnessing in the
twenty-first century. With the improvement in thenhan conditions will
also come new, unforeseeable problems. So, whitkitly about the
future of the international system, anticipatingvri@oblems, we cannot
rule out the persistence of older, familiar probdeon the global agenda.
As we discuss alternative world order models, lbeain mind their
potential drawbacks, we must also be consciouleofdct that there are
no obvious solutions to human predicaments thatseaoh to be ideally
perfect and realistically attainable. It may betttiee present system,
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with some tinkering here and there, could be thst loé all possible
worlds.

50 SUMMARY

Scholars have conceived various models of altarmatiorld order as
well as how such models may, indeed, operate. @ssilglity is that
the world, in the future, may still look much assittoday. It is possible
that the present order may well last into the roxttury, at least in its
basic characteristics. That means one would exjhatt nation-states
would still be the major actors in world politicgven though
technological development is continually undermgniheir sovereignty.
Another possible world order in the future may téke form of regional
units which will be an alternative to the natioatst system. In this
order, instead of having the numerous nation-stitesworld may be
divided into five or six regions-state, or what mayother words be
regarded as continental-states.

Yet, another possible model of the internationaitesyn in the future is
the world government. The world government would aeolitical
system in which one central set of institutions idopreside over all
human beings and political units on the planet.etdwariation of this
model has been contemplated. It is also possibfave a system model
that is based on increased decentralisation likegareek city states that
were referred to as thmolis. This would create a system which revolves
around smaller or fragmented units than the cumation-states.

6.0 TUTOR-MARKED ASSIGNMENT

1. Discuss the alternative world models that you ¢amktof.
2. “The present world order might be the best systddstuss.
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