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Question 1 – Describe the three major approaches to international relations, and outline their assumptions about the nature of international order, the main actors in the international system, and the prospects for long-term stability. Which of these approaches is more accurate in explaining the relationship between the great powers in the post-Cold War era? Offer at least two empirical examples to support your answer.

In international relations it is important to understand the major approaches to international relations, and to outline their assumptions about the nature of international order.  It is also important to understand which of these approaches is more accurate in explaining the relationship between the great powers in the post-Cold War era.  By having an understanding of the different approaches of international relations it will allow one to have a much better understanding of the field of political science as a whole.    


When looking at international relations there are three major approaches that need to be looked at which are realism, liberalism, and socialism.  It is important for one to understand what each one of these approaches are and then describe the relationship between the great powers in the post-Cold War era.  The first approach that needs to be looked at is that of realism.  Realism is basically the thought that anarchy and chaos is what dominated the nature within the international community (Waltz, 1993, p. 47).  When looking at the realism point of view it is the thought that the main actors within the international relations systems are nations and that they will act in their own best interest (Waltz, 1993, p. 48).  A great way to explain a time when realism took place was right after World War II.  During this time, it was the Cold War with the United States and the Soviet Union in a struggle with one another for power.  Both were working to be the best country and they were at chaos with the other in trying to be the best country and most powerful.    


Another approach that needs to be looked at is socialism.  Socialism is the thought that there is going to be conflict and dominant interest of social class’s dominance, such as rich vs poor.  In this approach the actors that are involved are nation-state, non-state actors and economic and social classes. 


The last approach that needs to be looked at is that of liberalism.  This is the thought process in which countries around the world work best when they are working together to solve each other’s issues that they are facing.  The actors in this approach is nation-states and non-state actors such as the United Nations and the European Union.  In this approach the interactions between the actors are competitive but they are indeed cooperative within economic and diplomatic issues.  The liberalism approach can be seen by looking at how the countries around the world turn to the United Nations for help in resolving issues such as security, peace, or health issues.  The liberalism approach is one in which international organizations are created in order to help “achieve the limited purpose of maintaining regional order (Jones & Smith, 2007, p. 149).


It is also important to look at stability when looking at the three approaches.  When looking at international relations it can be concluded that the one that will allow the most stability is the liberalism approach.  The reason is because this approach is the one in which countries are working together to achieve or address concerns.  The reason why realism is not chosen is because one can just look at how the Soviet Union and the United States were always competing with one another to be the stronger country.  It was leading to conflict between the two countries.  Then the socialism approach is based upon conflict between the different classes thus meaning that the most stable one is indeed the liberalism approach.      


When looking at these approaches it is hard to pick just one approach about being the most accurate because all three can be seen when looking at international relations.  For example, one can look at the conflict that is taking place in Syria and Russia getting involved and even Russia in regards to Crimea and see the realism approach.  Hashem (2015) noted that if Russia is successful in helping win the war in Syria “then they are going to have decision-making power in Syria and other issues in the Middle East” (para. 11).  When looking at Russia and the issue involving Ukraine and Crimea one can see that Russia is trying to get back to being great again and getting this territory could possibly help in that pursuit. 


Then when looking at liberalism this can be seen throughout the international relations as well.  Just look at the different organizations that have been created such as the United Nations, European Union, and many other organizations.  These organizations are in place to help address issues involving peace, economic issues, security issues, and many other topics.  In other words, it is being argued that multiple approaches can be seen in explaining the relationships between the great powers in the post-Cold War era.  The reason is because the liberalism approach and realism approach can been seen in many different cases in international relations.  It really depends on what the issue is within international relations on how it will be addressed within the international relations.                       
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Question 2 – The post-WW II era has seen the rise of a number of regional integration projects, such as the European Union, ASEAN (Association of Southeast Asian Nations), NAFTA, and others. Which systemic theory of international politics best explains these regional integration efforts? Use at least two examples of regional economic integration to support your answer.

When looking at international relations one needs to look at the rise in the number of regional integration projects such as the European Union, Association of Southeast Asian Nations, and many others.  It is important to understand what systemic theory of international politics best explains these regional integration efforts that are taking place.  


There are two different theories that can be looked at to try and explain these regional integration efforts.  The two theories are the realist theory and the liberal theory.  The realist theory is basically the thought that the countries that are around the world work best when there is chaos of war happening.  Just by looking at this meaning of realist theory one can clearly see that this would not be the correct theory.  With that said the systemic theory of international politics that best explains these regional integration efforts would have to be the liberal theory. The liberal theory is the thought that countries around the world work best when they are working together to solve each other’s issues that they are facing.  The way that this can be concluded is by looking at the Association of Southeast Asian Nations because this organization is actually an organization that was “created to achieve the limited purpose of maintaining regional order (Jones & Smith, 2007, p. 149).       


The reason why the liberal theory is the correct theory to use under the regional integration efforts is by looking at both the Association of Southeast Asian Nations and the European Union.  The Association of Southeast Asian Nations has “played a diplomatic role in the resolution of the Indochina conflict” (Jones & Smith, 2007, p. 148).  Thus meaning that since these member countries are working together to keep peace and stability within the region it shows that the countries have found that working together allows them to work better together.  This strategy falls right into line with the liberal theory.  The other regional integration effort that can be looked at is the European Union.  The European Union “is a unique economic and political partnership between 28 European countries” and the purpose of the organization is to help keep peace, and promote economic stability, and address problems that they are all facing among the members (European Union, 2015, para. 1).  In other words, since the members of the European Union are working together to resolve issues that they are facing then it shows that it would fall within the liberal theory.  


In international relations it is important to look at many different topics and one of those topics is to understand the regional integration efforts around the world.  By looking at these efforts one can see that it would mean that it would fall within the liberal theory because the members of the organizations are working together to resolve issues, keep safety, and peace.  By understanding what theory the regional integration efforts fall into it allows one to get a much better understanding of international relations.   
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Question 3 – Are international institutions merely reflective of the international balance of power, or do they independently shape the interactions between states? Explain your answer by using the United Nations as an example.

In international relations it is important to look at and study international institutions.  When looking at international institutions it is Important for one to understand if they are merely reflective of the international balance of power, or do they independently shape the interactions between states.  By looking at the United Nations one can see that international institutions are merely reflective of the international balance of power.  


The reason why international institutions are merely reflective of the international balance of power is due to the fact of how international institutions are created.  With that said it is very important to note that international institutions have a big part within international relations because “states use formal international organizations to manage both their everyday interactions and more dramatic episodes, including international conflict” (Abbott & Snida, 1993, p. 3).  By understanding the role of international institutions one can then look to see why they are reflective of the international balance of power.  


When looking at the United Nations one can simply look at the Security Council of the organization to see that it is merely reflective of the international balance of power. The reason is because the Security Council has five countries that hold permanent memberships and have the right to veto any sanctions it does not agree with.  The five members that hold the veto power are China, France, Russia, Great Britain, and the United States.  As a result of this it means that these countries can easily do things that other countries can't do because they don't have to worry about sanctions being placed against them.  For example, when the United States went to war in Iraq, the United Nations could have tried to place sanctions on America.  However, the United States could easily veto them and the sanctions would not be put into place.  Then one can also look at Russia and see how they have annexed Crimea and see that the United Nations has not placed any sanctions on Russia as a result of the annexation.  The reason is because Russia can just simply veto the sanctions since it has the veto power.  By understanding this one can see that international institutions are just reflective of the balance of power.  The reason is because the five strongest countries in the world hold veto power on the United Nations and can keep other countries from banding together and trying to place sanctions on them via the United Nations.  


On the other hand had the United Nations had the power to go to any state and tell them that if they did something such as trying to annex something, or going to war without the full support of the organization would mean that international institutions would independently shape the interactions between states.  However, since this is not the case and there are certain states that have veto power then it means that international institutions are merely a reflection of international of power.    


In international relations there are many different topics that need to be looked at and studied.  When looking at the many different topics one that needs to be looked at is international institutions and if they are merely reflective of the international balance of power, or do they independently shape the interactions between the many different states.  By looking at the United Nations one can clearly see that international institutions are indeed merely reflective of the international balance of power.             
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Question 4 – Does the process of globalization promote international conflict or cooperation? Explain your answer using at least two phenomena commonly associated with process of globalization.

In international relations a topic that is important to look at and study is that of globalization.  When looking at globalization it is important to understand if it promotes international conflict or cooperation.  After looking into globalization one can clearly see that it promotes international cooperation.  


The way to show how globalization promotes international cooperation is by understanding the concept of globalization.  Globalization is the process in which nations integrate activities such as free trade, communication, and sharing ideas and information without barriers by the different states (Smith, 2011).  With that said it is important to note that globalization is not a new concept.  It has been around for a very long time and will continue to be around for the near future.  “Over the past five centuries, technological change has progressively reduced the barriers to international integration” (Wolf, 2001, p. 179).  


The reason why globalization promotes cooperation is by looking at the argument that globalization leads to the demise of the nation-state.  The way that looking at this argument and showing that it is not true helps one clearly see that globalization is one that is involved on cooperation and not conflict.  One can just look at history and see that globalization has not led to conflict but cooperation among the different nations in the world.  One can just look at the many different states that have been formed including the United States.  Had globalization led to the erosion of states then one could argue that the United States would still be a colony of the British government.  However, that is clearly not the case and there have also been other countries that have been formed over the past fifty years.  In other words, one can argue that since there have been countries formed during globalization taking place then it is because it leads to more cooperation taking place.  If conflict was taking place one can conclude that there would be a reduction in the amount of states that there are in the world.  However, this is not the case.  


Another way to point out that globalization leads to cooperation is that states that are active with globalization “implicitly accept constraints on their own actions” (Wolf, 2001, p. 189).  In other words, globalization actually leads to different countries being necessary in the international scene.  The reason why this shows that globalization is more centered around cooperation is that it shows that many different countries have to work together in order to get the items that they are wanting.  With that said Wolf (2001) pointed out that “the ability of a society to take advantage of the opportunities offered by international economic integration depends on the quality of public goods” (p. 189).  In other words, countries have to work with one another in order to take advantage of opportunities that are being offered.  Wolf (2001) also noted that in states “normally defines their identity in order of keeping the people's sense of security” (p. 190).  This shows that countries have their own identity.  If the countries did not have their own identity then it could possibly lead to conflict.  However, this does not take place.  Another point that Wolf (2001) made is that “international governance rests on the ability of individual states to provide and guarantee stability” (p. 190).  


By looking at all of the information about globalization one can see that it does indeed lead to more cooperation between the many different countries.  If conflict is taking place then it would mean that countries are not trading with one another.  A way to prove this point is by looking at Russia and members of the European Union.  Once Russia annexed Crimea the European Union imposed a good bit of sanctions against Russia (European Union, 2015, para. 1).  As a result of these sanctions a lot of trading that was taking place between member states of the European Union and Russia is not taking place as part of the sanctions (European Union, 2015, para. 1).  Thus showing that when conflict does take place then it can limit trading which is effecting globalization.  


In international relations one subject that needs to be looked at is globalization.  The question can be asked if globalization leads to conflict or cooperation.  When looking at globalization it is very important to understand that it leads to cooperation among the many different countries around the world.  By looking at Russia and the history of the world one can see that globalization promotes international cooperation.         
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