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Class on Realism and International Political Economy

Session 1

2 May 2005

The Study of International Political Economy

A.  Situating International Relations in political science

B.  Key subfields/questions of International Relations

· General:  what are the causes of war, and what are the conditions for peace?

· Security Studies:  how do particular wars come about?

· IPE:

· what are the sources of economic openness and closure?

· what are the consequences of economic openness for world politics?

· the relationship between the IPE questions and the general peace/war question in IR—can economic integration promote peace or war?

C. Basic elements of research and “theory” of international relations

· Identification of a good research question

· Identification of a “law-like” regularity

· Development of an explanation for the regularity:  mechanisms

· Development/implementation of tests of empirical expectations coming out of the theory

D.  Discussion Questions

· What “question” or “empirical puzzle” most interests you in the field of international relations?

· What questions are not being asked in the field of international relations that you think ought to be asked?

· In your experience to date in the field of international relations, what is the most persuasive theoretical argument you’ve encountered (in terms of identification of a law-like empirical regularity and provision of an explanation for it)?

· What is the best theory you’ve encountered in any of your fields of study?  Why is it the best?  If it’s better than anything you’ve read in IR, why do you reach that comparative assessment?
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Realist International Theory

Overview and Theory of Cooperation in the International Political Economy
A.  Background:  Writers

· Early:  Thucydides,  Machiavelli, Hobbes, Rousseau

· Contemporary:  E.H. Carr, Hans Morgenthau, Kenneth Waltz, Robert Gilpin, Stephen Kraser
B. Main Elements of Realist International Theory

1.  Assumptions
· The main actors in world politics:  states 
· Decision mode of states:  unitary-rational actors
· Key context in which states find themselves:  anarchy
2.  Propositions--general

· About the preferences of states:

· Anarchy and the concern about security
· Anarchy and the concern about independence
· Hence, states are defensive positionalists
· About the strategies of states:

· Balancing over bandwagoning (alliances)
· Search for self-help capacity
· Mechanisms that bring about systemic effects:
· Selection effects:  from Waltz to Feaver
· Emulation/socialization
3.  Specific Propositions about IPE

· Systemic-level constraints on state cooperation in economic matters

· Fear of dependency

· Fear of relative gains:  a second look at PD

· Bases for cooperation
· Hegemony (Gilpin and Krasner in reply to the liberal institutionalists)

· Balancing:  the economics of alliances, amity, and trade (Pollins, Gowa/Mansfield; Skalnes)
D. Discussion Questions
· What is “hegemony” in international political economy?  

· How should we measure hegemony?  Can we?

· Are we living in a hegemonic era?
· Hegemony, for realist theory, is a necessary condition for international economic openness.  Have we had periods of such openness in international history without hegemony?
· “International anarchy” is a constant feature of the international system, according to Waltz.  Is building a theory of international relations around a constant a good or bad thing?
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Realist International Theory:

Standard Criticisms, Responses, and Continuing Concerns

A.  Standard General Criticisms and Realist Replies

1.  The Issue of International Change


Criticism

· The issue of change 

· For example, in his critique of Waltz's Theory of International Politics, John Ruggie argues that Waltz fails to tackle the key question of how the modern inter-state system evolved out of feudalism. 


Responses

· First:  the relative importance of change versus continuity in world politics

· Second:  realist interest in the subject of change

2.  The Issue of Unit-Level Variables 


Criticism 

· Realism does not take into account the impact of domestic factors (political, economic, and social processes) on the foreign behavior of states.


Responses

· Realists pay sufficient attention to domestic forces in world affairs.  

· Realists argue that domestic structures are shaped by international conditions

B.  Realist International Theory:  Continuing Concerns

1.  Realism and the positing of empirical expectations

· Probabilistic versus absolutist expectations

· Behavior versus the consequences of Behavior

2. Realism and State Preferences for Power


· A theoretical problem for realism can be phrased as a question:  does the co-location of states in an anarchical political environment typically lead "normal" states to be security or power maximizers, and is there an observable difference between the two goals?  

3. Realism and International Institutions

· Even if the liberal institutional perspective is incorrect, and international institutions do not have a systematic impact on state preferences and behavior, realism may still want to study international institutions.    

· This is because states often seem to have a preference to construct and work through international institutions.  

· What’s at stake:  the rationality assumption.

4. Realism and Interaction Effects Involving Domestic Institutions

· The Puzzle of Democratic War Winning and Trouble Attraction

5.  Realism and the Democratic Peace

C.  Discussion Questions
· How important is the balancing proposition to realist theory?

· How important is the international institutions proposition to realist theory?

· What do you think are realism’s greatest three weaknesses?

· Can those weaknesses be corrected?
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Alternative to Realism:  International Commercial Liberalism
A.  Introduction

Background Writers

· Early:  Adam Smith, Immanuel Kant, Norman Angell
· Contemporary:   Bruce Russett, Robert Keohane, John Ruggie
Key theses of the “Liberal” theory of international relations

· Democratic peace thesis

· Trade, foreign investment, and peace

· International institutions and peace

B.   Commercial Liberalism:  Trade, Investment, and Peace

The interdependence thesis

· Expectation:  the more two countries trade, or become involved in FDI, the less likely they will fight

How is interdependence supposed to pacify nations?  Mechanisms.

· Russett and Oneal and the “weak-link” thesis regarding trade.

· Rosecrance and the virtualization regarding FDI

Critical engagement by Realists and Realist-Consistent scholars
· The Waltz critique:  interdependence before 1914

· The Pollins/Gowa and Mansfield/Skalnes findings:  politics determines trade
C.  Discussion Questions

· In order for the interdependence-conflict thesis to be correct, what must we assume about trade ties between countries?


· What must we assume about national economies?

· What must we assume about the goals of leaders?

· What must we think about the rationality of leaders?

· What must we assume about the domestic politics of states?

· What must we assume in order that the “weak-link” approach in Russett and Oneal to be correct?
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6 May 2005

A.  Variants of Institutional Liberal Institutionalism

      Neofunctionalism and regional economic integration

· Setting:  the functionalist critique of the League of Nations 
· David Mitrany’s functionalist critique of the League of Nations
· Success of Europe in constructing ECSC and EEC
· Main elements of the neofunctional argument about the EU
· Actors?
· Preferences of the actors
· Mode of decision-making:  
--splitting the difference 


--institutional expansionism—the spillover

Mechanisms:  Industrialism and the welfare state
      International Regime theory
· Setting:  the 1970s and 1980s, and the resilience of the global economy in the face of the oil shocks

· Elements

· Definition:  regimes as institutions and rules (example:  GATT/WTO)

· Significance:  institutional regimes as institutional solutions to the problems of the Prisoners’ Dilemma (Keohane, Stein)

B.  Replies by Realists
· On the nature of the problem of international cooperation—relative gains problem

· On the conditions for European cooperation—U.S. link to European cooperation.
D.  Discussion Questions

· What is the role of domestic politics in bringing about cooperation and peace in neofunctionalism?  In neoliberal institutionalism?  

· What role does rationality play in liberal theory theories?  Are liberal arguments that role persuasive?
· Do you like one of these theories more than you do realism?  If so, why?  If not, why not?
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Alternative to Realism:  Domestic Structuralism
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1.   Why study domestic institutions?  The problem of empirical anomalies for realism.

· The democratic peace finding

· The Papayoanou finding:  Britain and Germany prior to WWI
· Helen Milner and the resilience of the global economy of the 1970s and 1980s

2.  Why pressure for protectionism:  Hecksher-Ohlin and Stoper-Samuelson theorems

· Hecksher-Ohlin theorem on the bases of trade

· Example:  Brazil and shoes; the United States and computers

· Stolper-Samuelson theorem regarding the consequences of trade for income gains and losses

· Example, U.S. workers and capital owners.

3. From an interest in protectionism to actual policy:  endogenous tariff theory (Magee and Young early 1980s)

· Magee and Young provide a model of how such harmed groups respond:  they enter the political system with the resources available to them (financial and voting numbers) and exchange those resources for protectionist policies offered by political parties and individual politicians.  

4.  Domestic counter-pressures in favor of openness

· The relative importance of affected groups  Three of the key messages of Helen Milner's work, are that:

· multinationalized business groups have disproportionate influence in trade policy formation; 

· their international exposure makes them especially interested in limiting protection; and 

· in the advanced countries this has in fact been a force for openness and against protection.  

· The importance of ideas.  Judith Goldstein points out that protection presents itself as a more workable policy option in some areas as opposed to others.  

· Example:  the New Deal era

· The importance of policy institutions:  

· Example:  Steve Krasner and Congressional-Executive relations in the United States

· Moreover, Bailey, Goldstein, and Weingast show that policy institutions are dynamic:  for example, the congress, with presidential leadership, changed the rules in the 1930s to make it easier for the US to lower tariff rates; this in turn increased the level of trade and brought into being, to a greater degree, vested interests in favor of trade, who in turn pressed for greater openness.

5. Discussion Questions
· In the U.S. today, domestic structuralism has superseded realism as the basis for theorizing about international relations, both in security studies and in international political economy.  Why did that happen?
· Given the utility of focusing on domestic structures, can we largely and safely ignore international-systemic conditions when we study international politics?
· What research question would you most like to pursue that comes out of the domestic institutionalist research program?
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1.  Background

· Centrality of power-transition theory to the realist tradition:  a return to Thucydides and his ideas about the sources of the Peloponnesian war.

· Organski’s work has been central to this thesis; his work has spawned almost 50 years of work; for example, the Lemke and Werner essay.

· Contemporary relevance:  China.

· It should be noted that Organski did not see himself as a realist, but his work certainly shares much in common with it insofar as he locates the causes of war in the interaction between state power and the absence of effective international government.  His arguments also resonate with the hegemonic leadership/stability line of realist scholarship.
2.  The Organski Thesis

· Prospects for peace are highest when there is an imbalance of power, a hegemon that essentially maintains order.

· Hegemony can be undermined if a secondary state rises in power, challenges the leading state, and brings about war.

3.  Assumptions and Propositions
· Power= f (population, political efficiency, and industry)

· Not all states experience industrialization at the same pace; some do so sooner than later.

· Early industrializers, in particular Britain during the 18th century, established the international order in such a way as to enjoy disproportionate benefits.  The US came to be a special beneficiary of the system.

· However, during the 19th century, Japan and especially Germany came to be major industrialized states.

· They experienced dissatisfaction and a determination to change the status quo.

· Britain and the US resisted

· This helped to bring on the wars of the first half of the 20th century.

4.  Mechanisms
· The mechanism determining the international order:  power.

· The mechanism bringing about power shifts:  industrialization

· On the preference on the part of the rising power for change:  dissatisfaction PLUS increased confidence

5.  The Critical Question of Dissatisfaction, and the American- British anomaly
· For Organski, industrialization by itself creates domestic stresses, which state elites may try to manage by foreign successes.

· In addition, Organski assumes that the international order is rigid, and biased in its benefits, thus producing dissatisfaction in newly powerful rising states:

“nations that are powerful and dissatisfied are usually nations that have grown to full power after the existing international order was already established and the benefits already allocated” (328).

So, “A rapid rise in power thus produces dissatisfaction in itself” (328).

· Organski knows he has a problem:  why didn’t the US use force to overturn the British world order at the outset of the 20th century?  

· His answer is that the US “accepted” the UK (and to some degree French) world order.

· Moreover, the US rise to power was so rapid and so complete that Britain was compelled to acknowledge it as a major power.

6. Discussion Questions

· Is a balance or an imbalance of power more desirable in promoting world peace?
· According to Organski and the power-transition school, a rising power, which by definition must be benefiting disproportionately from the existing international since under whose auspices it is gaining in relative capabilities, will become dissatisfied with that order.  Does that make sense?
· What must we assume about the preferences of national leaders if power-transition is to be considered a plausible account of international politics?
· If an imbalance of power is best for peace, would it be good if there were a continental European hegemon?  Why or why not?
· Are we seeing a power transition in Asia?  In Europe?  In the world?
· If “Europe” integrates it will surpass the US in power; will that prompt a rivalry or a war between them?  Why or why not?
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1. The Issue

· A critical foreign policy challenge facing the United States and its European allies over the coming decades is to develop an effective response to the emergence of an increasingly powerful China.  

· The United States is pursuing a strategy of  “engagement” of China.  This strategy has two components: first, incorporation of China into important regional and multilateral international regimes in political, economic, and security affairs; and second, enmeshment of China in a dense web of international commercial and financial relationships.   

· The U.S. immediate goal in pursuing economic engagement of China is to provide China with greater incentives to have peaceful relations with America and its friends.  At the same time, the United States hopes that economic engagement will, over the medium term, increase the chances that China will become democratic and, by consequence, more peaceful in its behavior abroad.

· The question is, is engagement working?  Or will, as anticipated by power-transition theory, China become a systemic challenger to the US in the years ahead?

2. U.S. Strategy

· American leaders believe that economic engagement will foster a more China that is more peaceful abroad and more democratic at home.  

· n May 2001, and in the framework of pressing for freer trade with China, President Bush argued that:

Open trade is a force for freedom in China, a force for stability in Asia, and a force for prosperity in the United States. And this is not just my personal view; the institutions and individuals in China who are the least friendly to freedom are often the least friendly to trade. The institutions and individuals most sympathetic to freedom are often the most friendly to trade. They know what I know: Free trade supports and sustains freedom in all its forms. Free trade has expanded the portion of China's economy that is independent of the state. Free trade has swelled the ranks of independent businessmen. Free trade has introduced new technologies that offer Chinese people access to uncensored information and democratic ideas. When we open trade, we open minds. We trade with China because trade is good policy for our economy, because trade is good policy for democracy, and because trade is good policy for our national security.
 

Chinese Response


Development and Economic Integration

· On modernization:  Chinese GDP per capita has increased from about $130 in 1975 to about $940 in 2002 (expressed in 1995 constant dollars).
  

· Much of this growth has been due to the domestic market reforms initiated by the Chinese government in 1978.  However, international economic integration also has played a key role.  That integration, in turn, has been dramatic:  

· China's trade (exports plus imports) has grown from about 8.5% of the value of Chinese GDP in 1975 to about 52% of GDP in 2002.  

· FDI grew from less than 2% of Gross Fixed Capital formation in the 1980s to about 11% during the 1990s.


Use of Military Force

· An initial analysis of quantitative evidence indicates that China has not become less willing in recent years to the employment of threats or actual use of force in its foreign relations.  
· The evidence comes from the Militarized International Disputes (MIDs) data set, which is a key product of the Correlates of War (COW project) that originated at the University of Michigan and is now maintained at the Pennsylvania State University.  The MIDs data set records defines a “militarized incident” as “a single military action involving an explicit threat, display, or use of force by one system member state towards another system member state."

· Exhibit 1 presents an overview of the number of militarized disputes that China, as well as the United States and the USSR/Russia, initiated from the 1950s to the early years of the current decade.
· Compared to the 1970s and 1980s, from 1990 to 2001, when the United States sought most explicitly to deepen economic ties with China as a way of pacifying that country, China displayed a more rather than a less pronounced tendency to initiate militarized international disputes.
 

Defense Spending
· See Exhibit 2

· While many countries have cut back on military spending, both in absolute terms and relative to national economic activity, in the wake of the end of the Cold War, China has maintained and even somewhat its defense spending relative to national economic resources, even as those national resources have grown dramatically.   

· This point is highlighted in Exhibit 2, where it may be observed that China's military spending has actually increased military spending as a percentage of its Gross Domestic Product (GDP) between the mid-1980s and the first years of the current decade, while British, Russian military, and U.S. spending all have declined relative to their respective GDPs during this period, and that by Japan has remained constant.  (U.S. spending relative to GDP has gone up in very recent years.)

Democratization
· China's international economic integration and rapid economic growth do not appear to be prompting democratic development in that country.   What has occurred instead is a juxtaposition of rapid Chinese economic integration with the world and growth at home on the one hand, and authoritarian regime durability on the other.  

· This can be observed in Exhibit 4, which presents data on Chinese economic change and political inertia between 1975 and 2002.  

· As can be observed in the exhibit, Chinese GDP per capita has increased from about $130 in 1975 to about $940 in 2002 (expressed in 1995 constant dollars).
  Much of this growth has been due to the domestic market reforms initiated by the Chinese government in 1978.  However, international economic integration also has played a key role.  That integration, in turn, has been dramatic:  as can be observed in the exhibit, China's trade (exports plus imports) has grown from about 8.5% of the value of Chinese GDP in 1975 to about 52% of GDP in 2002.  

· In contrast, data presented in the exhibit from two different sources indicate there has been little change in the Chinese political system during the past quarter-century.   The first source is the non-governmental organization, Freedom House.
  In the Freedom House scoring system, a full-fledged democracy, such as Britain, is given a score of one in respect to both political and civil rights; a highly authoritarian state is given a score of seven on either or both of those scales.  As can be observed in the exhibit, according to Freedom House, between 1975 and 2002, China experienced no improvement in regard to its political rights scale and had moved by only one point, from a seven to a six, on its civil rights scale.   

· The second source is the Polity IV data set, which was constructed and is maintained by a research team at the University of Maryland and is widely used in studies in both international relations and comparative government.
  In the Polity data set, countries can vary in their overall balance between authoritarianism and democracy from -10 (fully authoritarian, no democratic features) to +10 (fully democratic; no authoritarian features).  Using this scheme, China was assigned an -8 summary score in 1975, and a -7 in 2002, again suggesting very little movement toward democracy by China even as it has entered the world economy and has been growing at one of fastest rates in world history.

· It should be noted that there are signs of democracy in the Chinese countryside, including elections for local officials.
  Yet, it is difficult to ascribe these moves toward Chinese popular political participation to the U.S. strategy of engagement, for they are taking place in the parts of the country that are the least developed and least connected to the world economy.  Moreover, it is true that individual Chinese persons have more access to a wider range of information in the cities, and can, in private conversations, express a wider range of views, including those that are critical of the CCP regime.  However, organized political opposition to the CCP is still ruthlessly suppressed.

Discussion Questions

· Which theory of international relations provides us the greatest leverage in estimating the likely behavior of China in the years ahead as it attains greater and greater levels of economic development and wealth?  
· Why would you choose that theory over alternatives to it?

· Is the U.S. strategy of economic engagement working?  Why or why not?

· Given what we know from studies of international relations, is the United States and China going to fight a hegemonic war during the next 20 years?  Why or why not?

· What will Japan do as China becomes more powerful?
· Why is China increasing its commitment of national economic resources to military capabilities?

· Why is economic engagement, and in particular the global economic integration and domestic growth that it is fostering in China, not being translated into less reliance by China on the use of military force to advance its national interests?  

· Why is economic engagement not producing a more democratic China?  What sort of political system does it appear to be helping to foster in that country?  

· Which country is gaining more from economic engagement in terms of enhanced military power, China or the United States?

· What, if anything, can the United States do to increase the chances that its strategy of economic engagement will have a bigger positive effect on the foreign policy behavior of China and the prospects for democracy in that country?
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1.  Significance of the Question
· The manner in which European institutionalized cooperation started, developed, and is likely to continue:  all of these matters are contested by realists on the one hand and their competitors (especially liberal institutionalists) on the other.

· There is also the question of whether Europe is on a cooperative path that is auto-generating by virtue of unique national and regional circumstances.

· There is also the question of where is Europe going:  could it become a single, powerful state?  If so, what would that superstate look like?

2.  Scholarly Debates
· Early liberal institutionalists writing on the ECSC and EEC, in particular Ernst Haas, acknowledged the role of power-political or strategic calculations.

· More recently, Andrew Moravscik has denied that such calculations influenced the leader most often thought to be so motivated when crafting his country’s European policy, namely, Charles DeGaulle, during the late-1950s and early 1960s.

· Instead, he argues that DeGaulle was motivated by the kinds of factors emphasized by the domesticists, namely, protection and promotion of national producers.

· On the other hand, scholars such as Morgenthau, Waltz, Joseph Joffe, Robert Lieshout, and others have argued that European integration is deeply embedded in power politics.

3. Possible signs of influence by power-politics
· Precondition for European cooperation--the resolution of the German problem:  the alleviation of French concerns about Germany in the late 1940s and early 1950s by way of an Anglo-American security guarantee (this is emphasized by Joseph Joffe).  

· This period is not covered by Moravcsik—an example of left-truncation of data analysis.

· The subsequent development of the EU:  

The Single Market Program of 1985-86

· John Zysman has argued that the Europeans were motivated in part to complete the single market in order to compete with the United States.  This may also be true of today’s Lisbon Agenda.

Movement from EMS to EMU

· This is clearly the biggest development in Europe in decades, perhaps since the Common Market agreement in 1957.

· There is a puzzle:  the EMS was improving its performance, not deteriorating, in the late 1980s.

· This is a problem for neofunctionalism:  it is supposed to be good but inadequate performance that sparks a search for a new institutional solution.

· Yet, even without the neofunctional spark, European countries moved toward a single currency. 

· Possible explanation:  the problem of German Bundesbank power in the EMS, and Franco-Italian dissatisfaction.

· Perhaps relative position is becoming less salient:  the new voting formula in the proposed European constitution gives Germany a slight edge.

3.  Discussion Questions

· Which account--that by the neofunctionalists, the domestic institutionalists, or the realists--best accounts for Italy’s long-standing commitment to Europe?
· Did Europe “need” the United States to become more integrated?  

· Given what we learn from the different theories of international cooperation, will progress in European integration in the future continue to be linked to the preferences and actions of the United States?  
· Is that future linkage, or lack of it, a good or bad thing?
· Does Europe need the EU to remain at peace?  Why or why not?
· Can the European experience be replicated elsewhere?  Can realist theory help us answer that question?
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1.  The Issue

· The U.S. and Western (and, since the early 1990s, the Eastern and Central) European countries have forged numerous strong political, military, and economic ties.

· The US and its allies developed and deepened these ties because of the external threat of the USSR, and the determination by leaders on both sides to construct a Europe in which a Franco-German war would not again occur.

· These ties bound the US and European allies during difficult times:  Hungary in 1956; the numerous Berlin crises of the 1950s and into the early 1960s; the Cuban missile crisis of 1962; the disagreements about détente and the Vietnam War and the deployment of Pershings and cruise missiles in the early 1980s.

· There were also serious economic tensions between the United States over trade and money in the 1970s and into the 1980s.

· Yet, the West remained intact, and survived the Cold War.  By the late-1990s, in fact, NATO was expanding its membership to Eastern and Central Europe.

· But will NATO, and the broader transatlantic relationship, remain robust in the years ahead?  Or will America and the European countries drift apart, even perhaps become rivals?

· And, can realist theory shed light on these questions?

2. Realist Pessimism about the Transatlantic Future
· For Waltz, the transatlantic relationship was founded on the need on the part of the US and the West Europeans to balance against the USSR.  In the early 1990s he argued that since the stimulus was no longer operational, NATO’s days were numbered.  

· In 2000 he replied to the continuing existence and indeed expansion of NATO by arguing that while its original purpose had dissipated, it had a new one, namely, to be an instrument of US power.

· Waltz still believed though that there were serious grounds to be worried about the future of NATO, pointing out that it was possible that, eventually, the European Union would stand up to the US as the latter inevitably misused its predominance in world politics.

· Another realist-inspired pessimistic analysis:  Robert Kagan and the split in U.S. and European norms about foreign policy as a function of differentials in their capabilities.

3.  The Tension between Systemic and Regional Balancing
      Modest Systemic-level Balancing

· There may be two very different kinds of balancing impulses that are being unleashed in world affairs in the wake of the collapse of the USSR.

· On the one hand, that collapse left the US as the only state that unambiguously could project significant amounts of military power in every part of the world.  (It may not be certain that the USSR could ever do so, but 1989-1991 made that question moot).  Thus, in the face of US global power, there might be some “push-back,” at the international level, although it is very hard to think of many instances of this.  Perhaps the Chinese-Russian détente in recent years can be attributed in part to a preference on their part to check the US.  There are also interesting contacts now between Iran and India and Iran and China.  There is also the question of European-Chinese arms sales.

· However, to date, there is no coalition formation activity against the US that approaches what occurred, for example, against the Charles V and Philip II, or Louis XIV, Wilhelm II, or Hitler.
· Why?  The US is not acting against the interests of the major powers today in anything like the way the aforementioned acted against their neighbors—here, Steve Walt’s balance of threat theory may be helpful.

The Continued (Increased) Salience of Regional Politics
· Following the analysis in 1999 by Samuel Huntington, with the end of the Cold War we may have entered an era not of multipolarity, or of unipolarity, but of uni-multipolarity, in which there is a single state with global reach, but numerous regional states that can aspire to local hegemony.  

· In the face of these local potential hegemons, states in a number of regions may be looking to the US as a convenient counter-weight.  

· Within Europe, numerous countries may see the US still as a helpful counterweight to Germany, or perhaps a German-French axis.

· Within Asia, many countries probably see the US as a vitally important counter to China or perhaps Japan, let alone North Korea.

· Within the Middle East, Iran may prompt regional states to tolerate US presence.

· So long then as regional politics involve competition and rivalry, balancing against the US might be low.

4.  Discussion Questions

· Does NATO have a future?
· Would Italy benefit from a Europe without NATO?  
· What, in your view, are the most important questions to be addressed in the field of international relations during the next twenty years?  Should those questions center on Asia, Europe, the Middle East, or some other area?
· Will realist international theory be important twenty or fifty years from now?  What might make it less important?  More important?
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�Freedom House defines political rights as “the right of all adults to vote and compete for public office, and for elected representatives to have a decisive vote on public policies,” and “Civil liberties include the freedoms to develop views, institutions, and personal autonomy apart from the state.”  See Freedom House, “Survey Methodology,” at http://www.freedomhouse.org/research/freeworld/2000/methodology.htm.





�For a description of the methodology employed in the coding of regimes in the Polity IV data set, see Monty G. Marshall and Keith Jaggers, “Polity IV Project:Political Regime Characteristics and Transitions, 1800-2002,” at http://www.cidcm.umd.edu/inscr/polity.


 


� See Tianjian Shi, "Village Committee Elections in China:  Institutionalist Tactics for Democracy, World Politics 51 (April 1999), pp. 385-412; and Kevin J. O'Brien, "Villagers, Elections, and Citizenship in Contemporary China," Modern China 27 (October 2001), pp. 407-435.





