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See synonyms for international relationsAs two or more states communicate with each other and each other, especially in the context of political, economic or cultural relations. these diplomatic missions seek to improve international relations International relations have become more complex and multidimensional. One area that conspicuously demonstrates
that all political solutions tend to create new political problems is international relations. A recent report has been remarkably silent on UK and international relations issues. After the war, international relations were a topic that we addressed. Leading international relations based on public perception is a recipe for disaster. It was a war that seriously
destabilizes international relations and burdens domestic political relations.'' We need to find a new kind of cooperation in international relations, something that we are missing now, he said. Security is, of course, one of the most fundamental values of international relations. There are glimpses of a government machine trying to keep up with the president's
vision of international relations.'' She went to the University of California, Los Angeles, where she graduated with a degree in international relations. International relations will be redirected here. For an academic journal, see International Relations (journal). International affairs will be redirected here. For an academic journal, see International Affairs (journal).
For more uses, see International Affairs (disambiguation page). See also: Global Policy Study of relations between two or more countries In 2012 only, the Palace of Nations hosted more than 10,000 intergovernmental meetings in Geneva, Switzerland. The city hosts the highest number of international organizations in the world. [1] The area of international
relations dates back to the days of the Greek historian Thucydides. Part of the series onPolitics Primary Topics Index political articles Sketch political politics By country Politics by division Political economy Political history Political history of the world Political philosophy Political systems Anarchy City-state Democracy Democracy Directory Federacy
Feudalism Meritocracy Monarchy Parliament Presidential Republic Semi-Parliamentary Semi-Presidential Theocracy Academic disciplines Political science (political scientists) International relations (theory) Comparative politics Public administration Bureaucracy (street-level) Adhocracy Politics Public policy (doctrine) Domestic and foreign policy Civil society
Public interest Government bodies Separation of powers Legislative Staff Executive Judicial Election Commission Related topics Sovereignty Theory of Political Behavior Political Psychology Biology and Political Orientation Political Organizations Foreign Election Intervention Subseries Election Systems Elections (vote) Federalism Form of Government
ideology Political Political Party Policy Portalvte International Relations (IR) or International Affairs (IA)-commonly referred to as International Studies (IS), Global Studies (GS), or Global Affairs (GA)–is a study of politics, economics, and law at a global level. Depending on the academic institution, this is either a field of political science, an interdisciplinary
academic field similar to global studies, or an independent academic discipline that examines social sciences and humanities in an international context. In all cases, international relations concern relations between political actors (policies), such as sovereign states, intergovernmental organisations (NGOs), international non-governmental organisations
(NGOs), other non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and multinational corporations (NGOs) and the wider world systems created by this interaction. International relations are an academic area and a public policy area, so they can be positive and prescriptive because they analyse and formulate the foreign policy of a given country. As a political activity,
international relations date back at least to the days of the Greek historian Thucydides (c. 460-395 BC), but in the early 20th century, the greek historian Thucydides (c. 460-395 BC) was the first to be dated. [Note 1] In practice, international relations and affairs form a separate academic programme or field away from political science, and the courses taught
there are very interdisciplinary. [2] For example, international relations were based on the areas of politics, economics, international law, communication studies, history, demographics, geography, sociology, anthropology, criminology and psychology. The scope of international relations includes issues such as globalisation, diplomatic relations, state
sovereignty, international security, ecological sustainability, nuclear proliferation, nationalism, economic development, global finance, terrorism and human rights. History See also: International Relations, 1648–1814; International relations of the superpowers (1814-1919); International relations (1919-39); Diplomatic history of The Second World War; and
Cold War Studies of international relations begin thousands of years ago; Barry Buzan and Richard Little consider the interaction of ancient Sumefish urban states, starting at 3500 BC, as the first fully fledged international system. [3] Official portraits of King Władysław IV dressed according to French, Spanish and Polish fashion reflect the complex policy of
the Polish-Lithuanian community during the thirty-year war The history of international relations generally returns to the WestPhalia peace of 1648, which is a stepping stone in the development of the modern state system. During the previous Middle Ages, the European organisation of political power was founded on a vaguely hierarchical religious order.
Contrary to popular belief, Westphalia still embodies layered systems of sovereignty, especially in the Holy Empire. [4] More than peace in Westphalia, it is assumed that the Utrecht Treaty of 1713 reflects the new norm that monarchs had no internal level playing field within the defined territory and no external superiors as the ultimate authority within the
sovereign boundaries of the territory. These principles are at the heart of modern international legal and political order. The period between roughly 1500 to 1789 saw the rise of independent, sovereign states and the institutionalization of diplomacy and the military. The French Revolution contributed to the idea that the citizens of a state, defined as a nation
that were sovereign, and not the monarch or noble class. A state in which a nation is sovereign would, unlike a monarchy or religious state, be called a nation state; the term Republic is increasingly becoming synonymous with it. An alternative model of nation-state was developed in response to the French republican concept of Germans and others who,
instead of citizens of sovereignty, held princes and nobility, but defined nation-statehood in an ethnic-linguistic point of view, establishing a rarely, if ever fulfilled ideal, that all people speaking one language should belong to only one state. The same claim to sovereignty was made for both forms of nation state. In today's Europe, few states are in line with the
definition of a nation state: many of them continue to have royal monarchs and almost none are ethnically homogeneous. The specific European system, which presupposes sovereign equality of states, has been exported to the Americas, Africa and Asia through colonialism and the norms of civilisation. The current international system was eventually
created by decolonisation during the Cold War. However, this is a little too simpled up. While the nation-state system is considered modern, many states have not incorporated the system and are named as pre-modern. In addition, a handful of states have moved beyond insisting on full sovereignty, and can be considered post-modern. The ability of the
current IR discourse to explain the relationships of these different types of states is questionable. The level of analysis is a way of looking at an international system that includes the individual level, the home State as a whole, the international level of transnational and intergovernmental affairs and the global level. What is explicitly recognized as the theory of
international relations has evolved only after 1. IR theory, however, has a long tradition of drawing on the work of other social sciences. The use of Capitalisation I and R in international relations aims to distinguish the academic discipline of international relations from the phenomenon of international relations. Many cite the Art of War Sun Tzu (6th century
BC), the Thucydides history of the Peloponnese War (5th century BC), Chanaky's Arthashastra (4th century BC), as inspiration for the theory of realists with Hobbes. and Machiavelli's Prince provides further processing. Similarly, liberalism is based on the work of Kant and Rousseau, with the work of the former often referred to as the first development of a
democratic peace theory. [5] Although contemporary human rights differ considerably from the kind of rights that natural law imagines, Francisco de Vitoria, Hugo Grotius and John Locke offered the first accounts of universal entitlement to certain rights on the basis of common humanity. In the 19th century, in addition to contemporary theories of liberal
internationalism, Marxism was the basis of international relations. Theory This section can be confusing or vague to readers. In particular, structure and categorization can be confusing. Please help us clarify the section. There could be a discussion about it on the discussion page. (March 2019) (Learn how and when to delete this message template) Main
article: Theory of international relations Normativity IR theory can be categorized on the basis of normtivity. In keeping with the IS-by issue, non-normative empirical theories seek to explain why certain events or trends exist in world politics (which is the world), while normative theory deals with events or trends that should exist (what the world should be) and
how to make ethical findings accordingly. [6] Smith, Baylis &amp; Owens (2008) is characterised by that the normative position is to make the world a better place, and that this theoretical worldview aims to do so by being aware of implicit assumptions and explicit assumptions that represent a non-repressive position and align or position normatively against
the womb of other key socio-political theories such as political liberalism, Marxism, political constructivism, political realism, political idealism and political globalisation. [7] Epistemology IR theories are also roughly divided into one of two epistemological camps: postivist and post-zitivist. Positivity theories aim to replicate the methods of natural sciences by
analyzing the impact of material forces. They usually focus on features of international relations, such as state interactions, the size of military forces and the balance of powers. Post-zitivist epistemology rejects the idea that the social world can be studied in an objective and valued way. It rejects the central ideas of neorealism/liberalism, such as the theory
of rational choice, on the grounds that the scientific method cannot be used in the social world and that IR science is not possible. [citation needed] The key difference between the two positions is that while positivity theories, such as neorealism, offer causal explanations (such as why and how power is exercised), post-zitivist theories instead focus on
constitutional issues, such as what is meant under power; what it does, how it is experienced and how it is reproduced. Post-positiveist theories often explicitly support a prescriptive approach to IR by Ethics. This is something that has often been ignored within traditional IR as positivity theories distinguish between facts and normative judgments or values. In
the late 1980s and 1990s, the debate between positivity and post-zitivists became the dominant debate and was described as the third major debate (Lapid 1989). Schools of Thought Realism Main Article: Realism (International Relations) Realism focuses on national security and power above all else. Early realists like ER Carr and Hans Morgenthau argued
that states are self-interested, power-seeking rational actors who seek to maximize their safety and chances of survival. [8] Cooperation between States is a way to maximise the security of each individual state (as opposed to idealistic reasons). Similarly, every act of war must be based on self-interest rather than idealism. Many realists saw The Second
World War as a sign of their theory. Realisticists argue that the need for survival requires state leaders to distance themselves from traditional morality. Realism has taught American leaders to focus on interests rather than ideology, seek peace through strength, and recognize that superpowers can coexist even if they have conflicting values and beliefs. [9]
The history of the Peloponnese War, written by Thucydides, is considered the basic text of a realistic school of political philosophy. [10] There is a debate about whether Thucydides himself was a realist; Ned Lebow argued that seeing Thucydides as a realist was a misinterpretation of a more complex political message in his work. [11] Among other things,
philosophers such as Machiavelli, Hobbes and Rousseau are considered to have contributed to realistic philosophy. [12] Although their work may be supported by realistic doctrine, they are unlikely to be classified as realistic in this sense. Political realism believes that politics, like society, is governed by objective laws with roots in human nature. In order to
improve society, it is first necessary to understand the laws by which society lives. The functioning of these laws is impermeable to our preferences, persons will challenge only at the risk of failure. Realism, believing, as it does in the objectivity of the laws of politics, must also believe in the possibility of developing a rational theory that reflects, as imperfectly
and unilaterally, these objective laws. He therefore also believes in the possibility of distinguishing in politics between truth and opinion – between what is true objectively and rationally, supported by evidence and illuminated by reason, and what is only subjective judgment, detached from the facts as they are and informed by prejudice and wishful thinking.
However, placing realism under positivity is far from seamless. EH Carr's What's History was a deliberate critique of positivity, and Hans Morgenthau's goal in Scientific Man vs Power Politics was to demolish them all that international policy/power policy can be studied scientifically. Morgenthau's belief in this regard is one of the reasons why he was
classified as a classical realist rather than a realist. The main theorists are E. H. Carr, Robert Gilpin, Charles P. Kindleberger, Stephen D. Krasner, Hans Morgenthau, Samuel P. Huntington, Kenneth Waltz, Stephen Walt and John Mearsheimer. Liberalism Main article: Liberalism (international relations) See also: Liberal internationalism Under liberalism,
individuals are essentially good and capable of meaningful cooperation to promote positive change. Liberalism views states, NGOs and intergovernmental organisations as key players in the international system. states have many interests and are not necessarily unitary and autonomous, even if they are sovereign. Liberal theory emphasises
interdependence between states, multinational corporations and international institutions. Theorists such as Hedley Bull have postulated an international society in which different actors communicate and recognise common rules, institutions and interests. Liberals also see the international system as anarchic because there is no single umbrella international
body and each individual state is left to act in its own interest. Liberalism has historically been rooted in the liberal philosophical traditions associated with Adam Smith and Immanuel Kant, which are dedicated to the fact that human nature is fundamentally good and that society can use individual self-interest to promote overall social care. Individuals form
groups and, later, states; member states generally cooperate and tend to comply with international standards. [13] The theory of liberal international relations arose after The Second World War in response to states' inability to control and limit war in their international relations. Early supporters include Woodrow Wilson and Norman Angell, who argued that
states were gaining cooperation from each other and that the war was so destructive that it was essentially unnecessary. [14] Liberalism was not recognised as a coherent theory as such until it was collectively and toufully called idealism by E.H. Carr. Hans Köchler has put forward a new version of idealism that focused on human rights as the basis for the
legitimacy of international law. The main theorists are Montesquieu, Immanuel Kant, Michael W. Doyle, Francis Fukuyama and Helen Milner. [15] Neoliberalism Main article: Neoliberalism (international relations) Further information: Complex interdependence Neoliberalism seeks to update liberalism by accepting the unrealistic assumption that states are key
players in international relations, but still insists that they are important in non-state actors and intergovernmental organisations. Proponents argue that states will cooperate regardless of relative profits, and therefore fear absolute gains. This also means that nations are, in principle, free to decide how to proceed without blocking any international
organisations' right to sovereignty. Neoliberal institutionalism, founded by Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye, highlights the important role of international institutions in maintaining an open global trade regime. Prominent neoliberal institutionalists are John Ikenberry, Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye. Regime theory The main article: Regime theory Regime
theory is derived from a liberal tradition that claims that international institutions or regimes influence the behaviour of states (or other international actors). It assumes that cooperation is possible in the anarchic system of states, in fact regimes are, by definition, cases of international cooperation. Although realism predicts that conflict should be the norm in
international relations, regime theorists argue that, despite anarchy, there is cooperation. They often mention, inter alia, cooperation in the areas of trade, human rights and collective security. These cases of cooperation are regimes. The most frequently cited definition of regimes comes from Stephen Krasner, who defines regimes as principles, standards,
rules and decision-making procedures around which the expectations of actors converge in a given area of the problem. [16] However, not all approaches to regime theory are liberal or neoliberal; Some realist scholars like Joseph Grieco have developed hybrid theories that take a realist based approach to this fundamentally liberal theory. (Realists don't say
that collaboration never happens, just that it's not the norm, it's the difference in degree). Post-zitivist/reflexivist theory Constructivism The main article: Constructivism (international relations) Social constructivism encomplies a wide range of theories that aim to address issues of ontology, such as structure-and-agency discussion, as well as issues of
epistemology, such as material/ideational debate, which relates to the relative role of material forces versus ideas. Constructivism is not an IR theory in the way of neo-realism, but is instead a social theory that is used to better explain the measures taken by states and other major actors, as well as the identities that guide those states and actors.
Constructivism in IR can be divided into what Ted Hopf (1998) calls conventional and critical constructivism. Common to all varieties of constructivism is the interest in the role that ideological forces play. The most famous constructivist scholar, Alexander Wendt, noted in a 1992 article in an international organization–and later in his 1999 book The Social
Theory of International Politics–that anarchy is what states make of it. By this he means that the anarchic structure that neo-Nazis claim is driven by state interaction is, in fact, a phenomenon that is socially constructed and reproduced by the states. For example, if the system is dominated by states that see anarchy as a life or death situation (which Wendt
terms Hobbesian anarchy), then the system will be characterized by If on the other hand anarchy is perceived as limited (Lockean anarchy), then a more peaceful system will exist. In this view, anarchy is made up of state interaction and not accepted as a natural and immutable characteristic of international life, as perceived by neo-Nazi IR scholars.
Prominent social constructivist IR scholars are Rawi Abdelal, Michael Barnett, Mark Blyth, Martha Finnemore, Ted Hopf, Kathryn Sikkink and Alexander Wendt. Marxism Marxist and neo-Marxist IR theories reject a realistic/liberal view of conflict or state cooperation; focuses instead on economic and material aspects. That's the assumption that the economy
trumps other concerns, allowing class increases as the focus of the study. Marxists see the international system as an integrated capitalist system in an effort to accumulate capital. Colonialism has thus brought resources of raw materials and captive markets to exports, while decolonisation has brought new opportunities in the form of dependency. An
important derivative of Marxist thinking is the critical theory of international relations, which is the application of critical theory to international relations. Early critical theorists were associated with the Frankfurt school, which followed Marx's concerns about conditions that allow social change and the establishment of rational institutions. Their emphasis on the
critical component of the theory was strongly derived from their attempt to transform the boundaries of positivity. Modern-day advocates like Andrew Linklater, Robert W. Cox and Ken Booth focus on the need for human emancipation from a nation-state. Therefore, it is critical of mainstream IR theories, which tend to be positivity and state centric. Further



associated with Marxist theories is the theory of addiction and the model of the underlying periphery, which claim that developed countries, in seeking power by appropriate developing states through international banking, security and trade agreements and trade unions at the formal level, through the interaction of political and financial advisers, missionaries,
humanitarian workers and MIPs at informal level with a view to integrating them into the capitalist system, strategically attracting undervalued natural resources and working hours, and promoting economic and political dependence. Marxist theories receive little attention in the United States. It is more common in some parts of Europe and is one of the most
important theoretical contributions of Latin American academia to the study of global networks. [citation needed] Feminism The main article: Feminism (international relations) Feminist IR takes into account the ways in which international policy influences and is influenced by both men and women, as well as how gender terms used in IR discipline (e.g. war,
security, etc.) are used. Feminist IR concerned not only the traditional focus of IR on states, wars, diplomacy and security, but also feminist IR they also stressed the importance of looking at how gender shapes the current global political economy. In this sense, there is no clear division between feminists working in IR and those working in the international
political economy (IPE). Since its inception, feminist IR has also theorist extensively about men, and especially masculinity. Many IR feminists argue that discipline is inherently masculine in nature. For example, in her article Sex and Death in the Rational World of Defense intellectuals Marks (1988), Carol Cohn argued that highly masulinized cultures within
the defense establishment contributed to the divorcing of war from human emotions. Feminist IR has appeared mostly since the late 1980s. The end of the Cold War and the reassessment of traditional IR theory in the 1990s and 1990s have been a major part of the world's history. Since feminist IR is associated widely with a critical project in IR, to a large
extent the most feminist scholarship has sought to challenge the policy of knowledge construction within discipline – often by adopting methodologies of deconstructionism associated with postmodernism/poststructuralism. However, the growing influence of feminist approaches and approaches aimed at women within international policy communities (such
as the World Bank and the UN) reflects more the liberal feminist emphasis on equal opportunities for women. Prominent scholars include Carol Cohn, Cynthia Enloe, Sara Ruddick, and J. Ann Tickner. Theory of International Society (English School) Main article: English School of International Relations Theory The International Society Theory, also called the
English School, focuses on the common norms and values of states and how they regulate international relations. Examples of such standards include diplomacy, order and international law. Unlike neo-realism, it is not necessarily a positivity. Theorists have focused mainly on humanitarian intervention and are divided between solidarity, who tend to defend
it more, and pluralists who place more value in order and sovereignty. Nicholas Wheeler is a prominent solidarityist, while Hedley Bull and Robert H. Jackson are perhaps the most famous pluralists. Post-structuralist theories Post-structuralist theories of international relations developed in the 1980s. Post-structuralism examines the deconstruction of concepts
that are traditionally not problematic in IR (such as power and agency) and examines how the construction of these concepts shapes international relations. Storytelling plays an important role in poststrustrustruming analysis; For example, feminist post-structural work has examined the role that women play in global society and how they are built in war as
innocents and civilians. (See also feminism in international relations.) Rosenberg article Why there is no international historical was a key text in the development of this area of international relations theory. Post-structuralism has also earned significant praise and criticism, with its critics arguing that post-structural research often does not solve the real
world's problems, which international relations studies are supposed to contribute to solving. Leadership theory The theory of leadership The theory of interest indicates that the driving force behind the conduct of the state is the interest groups under the state. Interest groups include, for example, political lobbyists, the military and the corporate sector. The
group's theory argues that although these interest groups form a state, they are also causal forces in the exercise of state power. Strategic perspective A strategic perspective is a theoretical approach that sees individuals as choosing their actions, taking into account the expected actions and responses of others with the intention of maximising their own
well-being. [18] Inherent bad faith model More information: Poor faith and inherent bad faith model inherent in bad faith information processing model is a theory in political psychology that was first thrown out by Ole Holsti to explain the relationship between John Foster Dulles' beliefs and his pattern of information processing. [19] It is the most studyed model
of your opponent. [20] The State is considered to be impeccablely hostile and contraindicated indicators are ignored. They are dismissed as propaganda tricks or signs of weakness. An example is John Foster Dulles' position on the Soviet Union or Israel's initial position on the Palestinian Liberation Organisation. [21] Levels of analysis Of the Concept of
Systemic Level International relations are often seen in terms of levels of analysis. System level concepts are those broad concepts that define and shape the international environment, characterized by anarchy. Focusing on the systemic level of international relations is often, but not always, the preferred method for neo-Nazis and other structural IR
analysts. Sovereignty Main Article: Westphalian Sovereignty Before the concepts of interdependence and dependence, international relations relies on the idea of sovereignty. Described in Jean Bodin's Six Community Books in 1576, three key points derived from the book describe sovereignty as a state, that sovereign power(s) have absolute power over
their territories, and that such power is limited only by the monarch's own obligations to other sovereigns and individuals. [22] Such a basis of sovereignty is indicated by the State's commitment to other sovereign, interdependence and dependence. While throughout world history there have been instances of groups lacking or losing sovereignty, such as
African nations before the decolonization or occupation of Iraq during the Iraq War, there is still a need for sovereignty when it comes to evaluating international relations. Power Article: Power (international relations) The concept of power in international relations can be described as the degree of resources, capabilities and influence in international affairs. It
is often divided into terms of hard power and soft power, a hard force that primarily concerns coercive force, such as the use of force, and soft power, which normally covers economics, diplomacy and cultural influence. However, there is no clear dividing line between the two forms of energy. The national interest of Perhaps the most important concept of
power and sovereignty is the national interest by the activities of the State in relation to other states, where it seeks to gain an advantage or advantages for itself. The national interest, whether aspirational or functional, is divided according to fundamental/vital and marginal/vital interests. Fundamental or vital interests are things that a country is willing to
defend or spread through conflicts, such as territory, ideology (religious, political, economic) or its citizens. Peripheral or not vital are the interests that the state is willing to compromise. For example, in the annexation of Sudetenland by Germany in 1938 (part of Czechoslovakia) under the Munich Agreement, Czechoslovakia was willing to renounce territory
that was considered ethnically German in order to maintain its own integrity and sovereignty. [23] Non-monopoly entities V 21. Rather, it is the presence of non-members of states acting autonomously to introduce unpredictable behaviour into the international system. Whether they are multinational corporations, liberation movements, NGOs or international
organisations, these entities have the potential to significantly influence the outcome of any international transaction. In addition, this includes an individual, because while an individual is what constitutes the states of a collective unit, the individual also has the potential to create unpredictable behaviour. Al-Qaeda, as an example of non-member states, has
had a significant impact on the way states (and non-member actors) conduct international affairs. [24] Power houses The existence of power blocks in international relations is an important factor related to polarity. During the Cold War, the reconciliation of several nations to one side or the other, based on ideological differences or national interests, became
an endemic sign of international relations. Unlike previous, short-lived blocs, Western and Soviet blocs have sought to spread their national ideological differences to other nations. Leaders such as U.S. President Harry S. Truman believed, according to Truman's doctrine, that democracy needed to be spread, while the Warsaw Pact sought to spread
communism as part of Soviet politics. After the Cold War and the dissolution of the ideologically homogeneous Eastern Bloc, they still led to others, such as the South-South cooperation movement. [25] Polarity Home Polarity (international relations) Polarity in international relations refers to the arrangement of power within the international system. The
concept emerged from bipolarity during the Cold War, with the international system dominated by conflict between two superpowers and retrospectively applied by theorists. However, the term bipolar was used mainly by Stalin, who said he saw the international system as bipolar with two contradictary moths and an ideology. As a result, the international
system can be described as multipolar before 1945, with power shared between the superpowers. The empire of the world in the 1910 collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 led to monopolarism, with the United States as the only superpower, though many refuse to acknowledge the reality. China's continued rapid economic growth—it became the second
largest economy in the world in a 2010-decent international position, and the power the Chinese government exerts over its people (consisting of the largest population in the world) has resulted in a debate about whether China is now a superpower or a possible candidate in the future. However, China's strategic forces, which are unable to project energy
outside their region and a nuclear arsenal of 250 warheads (compared to 7700 by the United States[26]), mean that monopolarity will persist in the policy-relevant future. Several theories of international relations draw on the idea of polarity. The balance of power was the prevailing concept in Europe before the First World War, as it was assumed that
balancing power would create stability and prevent war. The theory of the balance of power gained meaning again during the Cold War, is a central mechanism of Kenneth Waltz's neorealism. Here are developed concepts of balancing (growing in power to face another) and bandwagon (towed with another). Robert Gilpin's theory of hegemonic stability is
also based on the idea of polarity, namely the state of unipolarity. Hegemony is the preponderance of power at one pole in the international system, and the theory argues that it's a stable configuration because it gains mutually both the dominant force and the other in the international system. This runs counter to many unrealistic arguments, particularly by
Kenneth Waltz, which state that the end of the Cold War and the state of unipolarity is an unstable configuration that will inevitably change. The Gilpin case proved to be correct and Waltz's article entitled Stability of the Bipolar World [27] was followed in 1999 by William Wohlforth's article entitled Stability of the Unipolar World[28] Waltz's work may have been
expressed in the theory of the transition of power, stating that it is likely that great power would invade the hegemon after a certain period of time, leading to a great war. This suggests that while hegemony can control the occurrence of wars, it also leads to the creation of one. His main supporter, A.F. K. Organski, claimed this on the basis of previous wars
during British, Portuguese and Dutch hegemony. Interdependence Many argue that the current international system is characterised by increasing interdependence; responsibility and dependence on others. Proponents of this point to increasing globalization, especially with international economic interaction. The role of international institutions and the
widespread adoption of a number of operating principles in the international system reinforce the idea that relations are interdependence. The theory of the dependence of NATO's international security assistance forces in Afghanistan is the theory most commonly associated with Marxism, stating that a group of key states uses a set of weaker peripheries for
their prosperity. Different versions of the theory suggest that it is either a necessity (standard theory of addiction) or use the theory to draw attention to the need for change (Neo-Marxist). Systemic instruments of international relations Diplomacy is the practice of communication and negotiation between representatives of states. To some extent, all other
instruments of international relations can be seen as a failure of diplomacy. We bear in mind that the use of other instruments is part of the communication and negotiations associated with diplomacy. Sanctions, force and regulation of trade regulations, although usually not considered part of diplomacy, are in fact valuable instruments for leverage and
negotiation. Sanctions are usually the first option after the failure of diplomacy and are one of the main instruments used to enforce the Treaties. They may take the form of diplomatic or economic sanctions and may include the reduction of ties and the imposition of obstacles to communication or trade. War, the use of force, is often thought of as the ultimate
tool of international relations. The popular definition is that given to Carl von Clausewitz, with war being a continuation of politics by other means. There is a growing study of new wars involving actors other than states. The study of war in international relations is covered by disciplines of war studies and strategic studies. Mobilising international shame may
also be thought of as an instrument of international relations. It seeks to change the actions of states through naming and defamation at international level. This is mostly done by large human rights NGOs such as Amnesty International (for example, when they call Guantanamo Bay the Gulag),[29] or Human Rights Watch. An important use was the
procedure of the UN Commission on Human Rights 1235, which publicly exposes human rights violations by the State. The current UN Human Rights Council has not yet used this mechanism to allocate economic and/or diplomatic benefits, such as the Enlargement Policy of the European Union; candidate countries can only join if they meet the
Copenhagen criteria. The exchange of views, information, art, music and language between peoples through diplomacy has also been recognised by governments as an important tool in the development of international relations. [30] [31] [32] [33] Concepts at unit level in international relations As a level of analysis, the unit level is often referred to as the
state level because it finds its explanation at state level and not on the international system. Type of regime It is often assumed that the form of state government can dictate the way a state communicates with others in an international relationship. The theory of democratic peace is a theory that suggests that the nature of democracy means that democratic
countries will not go to war with each other. This is because democracies externalise their standards and go to war only for what reasons, and that democracy promotes mutual trust and respect. Communism justifies a world revolution that would similarly lead to peaceful coexistence based on a proletaic global society. Revisionism/status quo states can be
classified according to whether they accept the international status quo or are revisionist, i.e. they want change. Revisionist states seek to fundamentally change the rules and procedures of international relations and feel disadvantaged by the status quo. They see the international system as predominantly Western creation, which serves to reinforce
contemporary reality. Japan is an example of a state that has switched from a revisionist state to a state that is satisfied with the status quo, because the status quo is now beneficial to it. Religion Religion can affect the way a state acts within an international system, and different theoretical perspectives treat it in a slightly different way. One dramatic
example is the thirty-year war (1618-1648), which ravaged much of Europe, which was at least partly motivated by theological differences in Christianity. Religion is a guiding principle, especially for the Islamic State, while secularism sits at the other end of the spectrum, with the separation of state and religion being responsible for the theory of liberal
international relations. The attacks of the 11th China is reborn as a major international power is believed by some scholars to be shaped by Confucianism. [34] Individual or subunit concepts A level below unit (state) level can be useful both for explaining factors in international relations that other theories do not explain and for moving away from the
perspective of international relations aimed at the State. [35] Psychological factors in international relations – Understanding the state is not a black box, as realism suggests, and that there may be other influences on foreign policy decisions. Examining the role of personalities in the decision-making process may have some explanatory power as well as a
role of misunderstanding Prominent application of sub-unit level psychological factors in international relations is the concept of Groupthink, another is the tendency of politicians to think when it comes to analogies. Bureaucratic policy – focuses on the role of bureaucracy in decision-making and sees decisions as the result of bureaucratic struggles and
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