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m@gmggggem peace between democracies or between countries sharing a
characteristic closely associated with modern democracy—is about as close as politi-
cal scientists ever get to agreeing on anything. It seems that there is something about
the way democracies work, something within the mess that realists would stuff inside

the black box, that is having a clear and consistent influence on war and peace.

Unfortunately, this agreement over the presence of a democratic peace is not matched
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%MQW shared democracy creates peace IS not at all clear. Explanations from
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and other international corporations have been offered, but even after several hundred
research articles and several dozen books devoted to the subject, itis not clear exactly
what is happening. What is clear, however, is that W@M!gg ‘the. blﬁqcﬁ box
matters. If something as simple as the basic type of government can have sucha clear
effect, then other aspects of process and domestic politics must also be important to
the conduct of international politics.
Another important point is that the democratic peace is a specific area of research and

is not a theory of international politics. While some might plausibly argue that Foreign

Policy Analysis is.a theory. of international po!
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opening the black box of domestic politics and, perhaps more importantly, is one of the

best examples of research conducted from the liberal theoretical perspective. Liberalism is
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hegemon creates, andepaicesuuies it alow e eakloaiestald gece, |
modern world, these facilitating structures are everywhere; think of the Waorld Bank, the
post office, duty-free stores, and the international rug

by union. One of the first things
you might notice if you travel around the world is how much things are the same and
how easy it is to spend your money jus

t about anywhere. A great deal of this ease of
exchange is a result of the United States and, earlier, Britain Using thelr power to cre-
418 3nd sustain a structure,for. frade and, currency, exchange.

““\Aile there are examples of brute force being used, partic
the middle of the twentieth century, most of the structures you _Q;ngy,g_g‘_‘p_;r_,t of the
U.S. turn as hegemon _are__reasonébi"y'jvdmﬁt?:iry.,:,w..‘:§f',.§'ﬁe.a:§*t Monviolent., As far as we can
tell the United States has not yet sent the marines into any country to force them to
adopt the standards that allow computers to link to the Internet or make it possible to
place international phone calls, yet these standards are quite commen. Putting aside,
but not dismissing, the philosophical argument that the very existence of an interna-
tional hierarchy of dominance relationships preciudes anything being truly voluntary, we
can ask why any nation might choose to accept U.S.hegemony and its rules for trade.

Consider a Japanese car, built for the Japanese market. It can be sold, used in

Australia, then shipped to England when your band becomes famous and you move to

Liverpool. Why is this nossible? Because Japanese carmakers make most if not all of

their cars to meet U.S. safety standards. Why does this matter if we are not even talk-
ing about the United States in this example? Well, Australia, Great Britain, and most
other developed countries demand safety standards that roughly match those in the

United States. Why would they do that? Why would they not set their own standards?

It is simple, economics. The U.S. market for cars is huge, most manufacturers want to

ship their products to that huge market, and meeting the U.S. standards is required
before the product can be sold in Chicago. Since design is such a huge part of the cost
of a car, manufacturers use the same design for all or most of their cars, and build all
of their cars to meet U.S. standards.
Imagine you are a small country enacting car safety standards. For countries that
pan, adopting U.S. standards is an easy way to get the cheapest
ars. All the big car companies are already set

idea of economies of scale says it is easy and
few thousand extra of those same cars and

ship them to Bulgaria. Even if you have legal standards that are lower than the u.S.
standards, if you are a smaller country it would be so expensive to make any kind of
significant changes to the assembly of cars that it is unlikely to be worth any savings
that might be found in building down to your lower standards. Thus, except for expen-
sive and easily removed items such as air bags, you may as well just say, give us the
same standards as the United States. Lowering your standards is unlikely to get you

cheaper cars.

ularly in Latin America in

import cars from Ja
possible new cars for your insane taxi drivi
up to meet the U.S. standards. The whole
cheap for those companies to just build a
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terms of,a,challenger.taking on the hegem
of international trade, sort of like 2 ne

s

POLITICS IN
FICTION

While many students find Shakespeare’s play, The
Merchant of Venice to be shockingly antisemitic, when
forced to look past the Jewish moneylender’s demand
that a metaphor in the contract be taken literally so
that Antonio must surrender an actual pound of flesh
when he cannot repay his debt to Shylock, the money-
lender, what is most interesting is that the play is setin
Venice. Why Venice? In fact, if you ever visit Venice,
one of the first questions you might ask is, “Where is
the insect-infested-hostel-for-impoverished-college-
students?” Once you check in and iniroduce yourself
to your fifty-three thousand roommates, you might rea-
sonably ask, “Why is Venice even here?”

The answer to that second question, as well as the
explanation for why the play is called The Merchant of
Venice and not The Merchant of Manchester is sim-
ple—it comes down to international pofitics.

From a construction standpoint, a swampy, sinking
island out in the middle of a lagoon is a pretty lousy
place to build a city. In fact, the architectural history of
Venice is largely a story of abandoning lower floors,
filling them in, and building more on top as it all grad-
ually sinks. However, in terms of international politics,
that swampy bit of land is the perfect location, and it
allowed the tiny little city of Venice to dominate a large
portion of the world for generations.

First, the water surrounding the little group of
istands kept Venice secure against the armies of the
continent, Wealthy people who wanted to protect them-

- THE MERCHANT OF VENIGE

selves from looting and pillaging really liked the secu-
rity provided by that natural moat and they moved therg
in droves. Further, that moat made it easier for the

rulers of Venice to defy the latest Italian prince who had

assembled a powerful army and was trying to unify the

peninsula. It made it easier for Venice to keep consis- '

tent tax, trade, and banking rules that encouraged
wealth to migrate to and accumulate in Venice.

Second, Venice occupied a key location for trade,

Like Amsterdam, London, and New York in the centuries
to follow, Venice was in the perfect spot for getling
trade goods into and out of Europe. The ports and ware-
houses in this secure little city provided the perfe t
location for exchanging and transferring cargo betweer
ships plying the Mediterranean and also to shift cargos
from ocean trade routes to overland routes into Europe.
The result was a tiny city that dominated trade to
the point that it could set the world standard for con-
tracts, banking, and other laws related to comme
For fear of being shut out of this most important
ports, no trader would dare defy the laws of Venice.
the most profitable trade routes went through Venice,
all of the banks were in Venice, all of the contracts for
trade were registered in Venice, and the legal enfo
ment of those contracts was provided by Venice. T
because of the reality of international politics
trade, a sixteenth-century story ahout a moneyler
abusing the courts to inflict serious injury upon
had to be set in Venice.
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It's the Economy, Stupid: World Systems
Theory and Anti-Globalization Sentiment

Another alternative to the classic conceptualization of an anarchic, realist world is to
challenge all three assumptions—that unitary states are the primary actors, that the

International Politics
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See, we told you we would get back to Marx
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eral leaders., Would the leaders of Kuwait be back in power if
of the United States? More important than these direct action
talistic system keeps the periphery of the core and periphe
common economic misery. The core of the core prevents a revolt of its own workers
and prevents those workers from finding a reason to join with the periphery of the
periphery in changing the systemn by diverting a significant amount of wealth extracted
from the periphery states, fo the periphery of the core. As a result, the periphery of the
core has no interest in changing the system. They also benefit from the exploitation
of the periphery of the periphery. They do not share a common economic cause with
the downtrodden masses in less-developed countries. In short, the average person in
the United States, Europe, or any other developed capitalist country gets paid off with
wealth extracted from the less developed.

What's that, you say? You have not gotten your world systems periphery exploitation
check? Well, actually, you are wearing it. [nexpensive clothes are one particularly obyi-
ous way that the average person in a core country benefits from the economic exploita-
tion of the periphery. Heard about all of that protesting of Nike's Malaysian sweatshops?
Well the use of cheap foreign labor goes to more than just corporate profits. It also leads
to less expensive, much less expensive, shoes. Forget the super flashy basketball shoes

y get anywhere close to sweaty feet on a court; go into a discount
price on an average pair of shoes that a normal human would use
to play basketball. We can even be generous and avoid the really cheap stuff and only

look at the ones that are marked, say, fifty dollars a pair. What would it have cost to make
those in the United States or Europe? Well, find another store and see how much cash
it takes to buy a pair of Italian designer shoes. Even at a discount store an average pair
of ltalian-made shoes will cost at least twice what you lay out for the sneakers. The
biggest part of that difference is the cost of the labor. Shirts, pants, coats, even your
underwear, they are all far cheaper because they are made by the periphery workers of
the periphery states, Even if you do not find cash falling in your wallet, your dollar, yen,
pound, or euro buys far more stuff because of the exploitation of the periphery. If you
united with the periphery of the periphery and overthrew the global economic system,
you would also be giving up all that cheap stuff. We like our cheap stuff.

So you are kept happy and nonrevolutionary with your cheap stuff, and that bit of
insight is what separates Galtung and world systems theory from other Marxist or eco-
nomics-first theories of politics. Galtung not only explains why the system keeps poor
countries poor, he also demonstrates how the system is sustained and why it-does not
collapse. This is also what all the noise regarding anti-globalization is about. The anti-
globalization demonstrators who can think beyond the catchy slogans and actually
understand why they are harassing the G-8 meetings and smashing the windows of
Starbucks, are protesting against the fundamental unfairness of this global economic
Capitalist system. For wealthy countries, the infrastructura of the global system for trade

not for the direct actions
s is how the global capi-
ry states from sharing a
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acts much as the ownership of factories did for the early industrial capitalists Marx
wrote about. By controlling the World Bank, monetary exchange systems, and access
to sources of investment capital, developed nations force less developed nations to play
by unfair economic rules. Loans, development grants, foreign aid, and trade agree-
ments are all self-serving actions by the developed countries. These actions build eco-
nomic infrastructures not for local development, but to facilitate the exploitation by the
economies of core countries and they tie developed countries to debts that extract cap-
ital at an alarming rate through interest payments.

An entrepreneur in the Republic of the Congo has no realistic hope of becoming
the next Bill Gates. The infrastructure of the Congo will not provide him the education,
nor will it allow him to develop the products needed te bring wealth to the country. As
for computers or communications lines, even if you could get access to reliable elec-
tricity in the Congo it is almost impossible to buy a lightbulb. If Einstein’s smarter
brother was reincarnated in the Congo he would have to go to a developed country to
succeed in business. He would have to leave to even be educated enough to under-
stand what his less-gifted, crazy-haired brother said. Developed countries not only
keep the wealth flowing home, they keep the opportunities at home and extract every-
thing that less-developed countries would need for building an economy that does
anything more than service the dominant, wealthy parts of the world. The core even
extracts the people from the periphery. Mast of the foreign students you see on cam-
pus are the brightest and best their country has to offer. They represent the best
resource those countries might have for development, and most of those students will
stay in the United States or Europe to work. Except for money sent home to families,
those students will contribute to developed economies instead of their lesser-devel-
oped homelands; they will pay taxes, create businesses, and contribute to your stan-
dard of living instead of going home. In the Congo, there is very little work available
for molecular biologists. Thus, the Congo and all the other developing countries have
little hope of keeping their best and brightest at home to pull the country up econom-
ically. The unfairness of all this is what the anti-globalization demonstrators are really
protesting about.

Now we said that the anti-globalization crowd would be displeased with this section,
and here is the part they really will not like; there are two big problems inherent with
the politics and the reality behind all the anti-globalization protests and window smash-
ing. Pointing these things out never fails to really irritate a few people, but if we were
worried about upsetting people then it would be awfully hard to teach about politics.

The first problem is that not everything about globalization is bad and evil. That is
not to deny that there are truly wretched things that we can blame on the effects of
global capitalism, but if you look at all the ways capitalism has changed the world over
the last couple centuries, or even over the last half-century, there are several good
things. Better or worse are value judgments and they depend greatly on what you,.per-

@ (500)  International Politics

sonally, value, but there is enou
something you think is good.
You are in college, so ma

a—elafmost nonexistent prior to the Capitalist eco-
hmgful form for the vast Mmajority of the better-
ore democracies in the world and more people

that Starbucks wi in history. At the very least
Wi reasonablv;';:jaow’ you sh(IJuk.j look at both the good and the 'bzzf(z;? oyl
i Eliaring o me on .capftairsm. For the last half-century, the Unit dlngs.that e
publishing data on living conditions arounc} the w I Td ’;aiions e
orld. Even a cur-

ncmlcf revolution=now exist in some me.
lsfnfseflmg gender. There are currently m
IVing in democracies than ever before

in aTn informed and considered manner,

. .he‘second thing that will displease an anti
ion: What do you think You want? “

the side of the cow you stole and t

-globalization protestor
Stop globalization!: may be what

ied to the front door of the McD

is a simple ques-
You spray paint on
onald's;, but is that

Challenging The Realist Paradigm




Dude, Think about the Fish

can mirror the cav ; :
that internati Lp lism. Collapsing fish-
eries, d pollution, population pressures, and plagues
are all issues the world has seen before. The Roman Empire had serious problems with
airborne pollution from silver smelting. Historically, deforestation has repeatedly been
a problem for naval powers from the Greeks to the British, often sending them to far-
thest reaches of their trade networks for the timber needed for shipbuilding. Ancient
civilizations from Cambodia to Peru appear to have fallen victim to the cumulative
effects of intensive agriculture, causing regional, and possibly continenta! economic
and social collapses. Many of these transnational or regional catastrophes, however,
_ 1.an f com | resources left
little or no impression in written histories,an usually discov rchagolo-
gists digging in the dirt rather than historians n igh archives.
““Today! tHa"Strligale with the forces driving Us into the tragedy of the commons has
gone global and every year the number of ways that the feeble humans of planet Earth
face problems that threaten the global commons increases. From population pressures,
to collapsing ocean resources, to ozone depletion, to access to fresh water, to acid rain,
to disease control, to reality TV, a list of global tragedy-of-the-commons issues could
grow very long. The length of this list might reasonably be attributed to the forces of
globalization. With capitalist pressures becoming ever more universal, the number of
ways those economic dynamics drive people to overexploit common rescurces increase
and become all-inclusive. Further, the economic pressure driving overexploitation is
now relatively consistent around the world, driving everyone everywhere toward the
same tragedies and making it difficult for regional booms and busts to average out.
Fisheries have often been overexploited to the point of collapse. The: California an-
chovy fishery th a,tmﬁwol'ég_%g%&&wp&mﬁnmélﬂmﬂckr;m;mmmw, :
isﬁﬁwgﬁgéxample. Previously, however, an event like that was isolated and when the
fish were gone, the world's consumers could go elsewhere for another tin of salty pizza
toppings. The fishermen would abandon a commercially unworkable area and essen-
tially leave it to recover while they destroyed someplace else. Now, it is all happening
at once. The Canadian Atlantic cod fishery has already collapsed and the Icelandic,
North Sea (European), Alaskan, Japanese, Peruvian, and Antarctic fisheries are all
under intense commercial pressure. Globally, the levels of exploitation appear to be
well beyond what might be sustainable and if driven to collapse, there is nowhere else
to fish for something to go with your chips.

*Dbviously, this is 2 joke. There is nothing more horrific than reality TV and it should obviously be first on the list of things
that threaten the very existence of the human race.
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Constructivism
While it can be a challenge to get everyone to agree on a definition of
or even to agree on whether it qualifies as a theory of internatl
sonably be depicted in terms of its fundamen al claim that human beings construct the
reality around them—the reality upon which decisions and choices are ma e—throtgh
Janguage and munication. The conceptual framework used to describe something

urrent and future informaticn on the subject
AR O e ol S

is _interp,z%%\d':" j Iy, what 1s not communicated, drives politics
‘Because what we do not hear about, we cannot address. From this perspective,.inter-
national communication, both in terms of capabilities and.in terms of filters on the con-
{8Rt. becomes the critical consideration in the study of international relations. With all

e : - et B

of the technological,mmt in the recent and rapid advances in
communication technology, it should not be surprising that constructivism has gar-
nered a great deal of attention.

In the study of international politics, constructivism is certainly equal to or more sig-
nificant than many of the perspectives, issues, or ideas highlighted in this chapter, and
as a challenge to the realist perspectives, its claim is unquestionable. Arising out of
postmodern critiques directly attacking, if not assaulting realism as a theory* it has an
anti-realism pedigree that not even Marxism can match. It would appear that all the
factors have aligned for a big and flashy section on constructivism, parade and all.
However, in addition to the technical challenge of including a parade in a textbook,
there are several reasons for exercising caution in regard to constructivism. Three are

particularly troublesome:

1. As a theory, constructivismyis new, very new. It has been less than a decade since
it first began coalescing as any kind of coherent approach and there simply has
not been a lot of time for academic research to thoroughly sort out its strengths
and weaknesses. In contrast, realism, Marxism, and liberalism have all been
around longer than almost any of the professors currently studying them. There
has been plenty of time to sort through their implications and the limits of how
much they can explain in international relations.

studies on constructivism may
~RB e AR

2. The enhiusiasm inherent in many of the earliest
sessments of its scope and ap

have at: pplicability. The CN octis
b‘fiﬁj_giﬁy'_ﬁ?kamib’lé.:The moment it was suggested that the real-time global news
media was driving leaders into actions they would rather avoid, the idea was
touted as a revolution in the very nature of international politics even before any

{New York: Columbia University Press, 1986).
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*As an example see, Ashley, Richard C."The poverty of negrealism,’. in Neorealism and Its Critics, ed. Robert 0. Keohane
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CHAPTER SUMMARY

When we think about international relations, we most often think about war. Given the
ed with war, this is understandable. However, given

is rare. In fact, most of international politics con-
sting questicn is: why do wars happen? The ten-
ents flies in the face of reality. Wars are not

accidents; they are the result of conscious, rational action. Spurred by the horrors of
World War |, scholars were motivated to focus on peace. World events ultimately put a
damper on idealism, which led scholars to embrace realism as an explanation. Realism,
with its presumptions that one can explain international relations in terms of strategy,
rational action, and power in an anarchic environment, did not explain every war.
Scholars focusing on foreign policy analysis challenged liberalism’s presumptions that
the internal workings of governments do not matter. There has been a lot of attention
paid to the fact that democracies do not fight one another, although scholars do not
agree why this is. Other schools of thought have emerged to explain international rela-
tions. Among these, one focuses on the dominance of a nation, another focuses on the
global economy, and yet another focuses on the global dominance of one country.
Students should learn two very important lessons from this chapter. First; there is no
one simple theory that explains global interaction; international relations are complex
and. multifaceted. War, albeit attention grabbing, is only one part of this complex
labyrinth. Second, it will, from now on; be difficult to purchase a pair of sneakers with-
out your mind wandering off to consider cores and peripheries.

idealism / 282
realism / 279
world systems theory / 297

horrors, tension, and fear associat
the number of countries that exist, war
cerns cooperation. Thus, a truly intere
dency in fiction to explain wars as accid

STUDY QUESTIONS AND EXERCISES

1. This chapter discusses a number of theori
relations. Which of these theories do you be

situation? Why?

es that seek to explain international
lieve best explains the current world

International Politics

2. What are the three key assumptions that

tora e underlie the realist perspective on inte
r-

3. What are the flaws in the realist pers

spectives? pective? What are the flaws in the other p
er-

4. What prompted idealism?

5. Find an article or editorial that discuss

with the perspectin oy " es the issue of globalization. Do you agree

have selected? Why or why not?
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