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Exam tips


Advice on key points in the text to help you learn and recall content, avoid pitfalls, and polish your exam technique in order to boost your grade.


[image: ]












[image: ]


Knowledge check answers




	
1  Turn to the back of the book for the Knowledge check answers.
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Knowledge check


Rapid-fire questions throughout the Content Guidance section to check your understanding.
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Summaries




	
•  Each core topic is rounded off by a bullet-list summary for quick-check reference of what you need to know.
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Exam-style questions
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Commentary on the questions


Tips on what you need to do to gain full marks.
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Sample student answers


Practise the questions, then look at the student answers that follow.
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Commentary on sample student answers


Read the comments showing how many marks each answer would be awarded in the exam and exactly where marks are gained or lost.
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About this book





The aim of this Student Guide is to prepare you for Edexcel Politics A-level Paper 3, Global politics. This paper comprises a third of the Politics A-level, and all of the topics covered in this guide could be examined in the exam. It is therefore vital that you are familiar and confident with all the material.


The Content Guidance section covers all six topics of the Edexcel A-level specification’s Global Politics component:




	
•  Theories of global politics


	
•  The state and globalisation


	
•  Global governance: political and economic


	
•  Global governance: human rights and environmental


	
•  Power and developments


	
•  Regionalism and the European Union





You should use the Content Guidance to ensure you are familiar with all the key concepts and terms, statistics, issues and arguments. It is also important that you learn a range of relevant examples so that you can quote them in your answers. This will demonstrate that you possess a really detailed understanding of the material and will provide your answers with real conviction. Throughout this section there is a series of Knowledge checks, which you should use to ensure that you fully understand a topic before moving on to the next one. The answers to these Knowledge checks can be found at the end of the guide. The advice in the Exam tips boxes is designed to help you avoid significant common errors made by students, as well as guiding you towards good practice. In order to enjoy and achieve highly in global politics it is important to understand how the different parts of the specification connect together. Synoptic links are provided throughout the book to help you to do this.


The Questions & Answers section is an opportunity to develop your exam technique so that you become conversant with the sorts of exam skills the examiners will reward.


This guide does not provide a full range of examples or go into full detail, so you should use it alongside other resources, such as your class notes, the Global Politics for A-level textbook by Robert Murphy, John Jefferies and Josie Gadsby, and articles in Politics Review (both published by Hodder Education). You should also use a variety of websites — such as those of the BBC, Al Jazeera, Politico, CNN and The Guardian — in order to keep up to date with current news. Global politics is a constantly evolving subject and the more knowledgeable you are about contemporary developments in international relations, the more you will enjoy the subject and the more confident your writing will become.












Content Guidance







Theories of global politics




Main ideas of realism


Realism is a political philosophy that attempts to explain how global politics can best be understood. According to classical realism, human beings — and consequently nation states — are motivated by a desire for power and security. Niccolò Machiavelli in The Prince (1513) declared that humans are ‘insatiable, arrogant, crafty and shifting, and above all malignant, iniquitous, violent and savage’. The realist thinker Hans Morgenthau accepted this, pessimistically stating that ‘the social world is but a projection of human nature on to the collective plane’.
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Realism According to realism, nation states play the dominant role in international politics and make decisions based on maximisation of their power and security. States thus exist in a ‘self-help environment’ and so are guided by pragmatic considerations of self-interest.
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Structural or neo-realists further argue that since nation states are the principal actors in international relations and their primary motivation is self-interest, global politics is necessarily anarchic. As a result of this states compete for influence, thus creating inherent instability within the system. Morality and ideology therefore play no part in power politics. As the Victorian prime minister Lord Palmerston put it, ‘We have no eternal allies, and we have no perpetual enemies. Our interests are eternal and perpetual, and those interests it is our duty to follow.’




States as key actors in global politics and the balance of power (state sovereignty)


The realist approach to global politics is highly practical. As the key actors in global politics, nation states do not act out of an altruistic desire to make the world a better place. Instead, they seek to establish a balance of power that works in their favour and ensures their security.




	
•  Defensive realists, such as Kenneth Waltz, emphasise that nation states are most influenced by the need for security. Nation states therefore are ‘security maximisers’.


	
•  Offensive realists, such as John Mearsheimer, argue that nation states are more predatory and, as power maximisers, seek influence as well as security.





Since nation states are the dominant force in global politics, they cannot appeal to any higher authority to protect their interests. As John Mearsheimer puts it, there is no ‘night watchman’. This means that in a potentially hostile world order, nation states need to achieve a balance of power that protects their interests and independence. A balance of power can thus establish a stable equilibrium that reduces the potential for conflict.
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Knowledge check 1


What are the main principles of the realist approach to global politics?
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International anarchy and its implications


Since there is no superior authority to which nation states are equally accountable, a state of international anarchy exists. This does not mean that there is complete confusion, nor that what Thomas Hobbes referred to in Leviathan (1651) as a state of nature exists. What it does mean is that there is no supranational authority that can enforce a global rule of law. Nation states are therefore responsible for their own interests, so they exist in a self-help environment in which their security depends upon their military power and the alliances they make. Statecraft is thus the way in which nation states achieve the best possible outcome for themselves in a hostile environment in which there are no rules.






[image: ]


International anarchy means that there is no supranational authority that can impose rules on nation states. Since international relations are, therefore, conducted without enforceable laws, states can act according to their own interests, creating a state of international anarchy.
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The inevitability of war


According to realism, conflict is inherent in international relations. This is because:




	
•  Nation states seek power, influence and security. According to Hans Morgenthau, ‘the struggle for power is universal in time and space’.


	
•  Since nation states continually seek to advance their own interests, instability and uncertainty are inherent within the global system since no state can know for certain the intentions of another state.


	
•  States cooperate only when it is in their national interest to do so.


	
•  There is no authority greater than the nation state that can compel obedience to a global rule of law.
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Synoptic link


The way in which President Trump dramatically increased the military spending of the United States in response to the emergence of China as a potential global competitor demonstrates a realist use of hard power in international relations (see page 53).
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The security dilemma


The way in which nation states seek to protect and advance their interests creates a security dilemma. This is because, by trying to achieve a favourable balance of power, a nation state will make other nation states feel vulnerable, so that they also have to increase their power in order to protect their security. The concept of the security dilemma thus challenges the theory that a balance of power maintains peace, since by trying to increase their security nation states may actually make themselves more vulnerable by encouraging a volatile and unstable struggle for power. For example, historians suggest that the outbreak of the First World War (1914–18) was due to the extent to which the European great powers concentrated on military build-ups and alliance building, creating self-defeating suspicion, fear and resentment.
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Security dilemma By building up their military and diplomatic influence in order to create a balance of power in their favour, nation states provoke other nation states to build up their own military forces to protect themselves. Consequently, this actually undermines their security by leading to an arms race.
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Knowledge check 2


What is the connection between realism and (core) conservative philosophy?
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Main ideas of liberalism


Liberalism rejects what it sees as the unnecessary pessimism of realism. According to liberalism, human beings and nation states are not simply motivated by the desire for power and security. Instead, nation states can work together in harmony in order to achieve a collective good. Liberals agree that the international system is anarchic. They argue, however, that nation states appreciate that by cooperating with each other they can all achieve relative gains, so that international relations are not zero-sum. Conflict is therefore not inherent within the system.


According to liberalism, states are also not the only key players in global politics. Instead they share power with intergovernmental organisations and non-governmental organisations, so that international relations are more than simply the way in which nation states react to each other. The way, too, in which the interests of nation states and non-state actors can often be the same creates a world of complex interdependence in which cooperation, rather than conflict, provides the default position for global relations. Liberals thus favour free trade because of the way in which it encourages closer understanding and cooperation between nation states. As the Liberal politician Richard Cobden put it in 1843, ‘Free trade! What is it? Why, breaking down the barriers that separate nations.’





The significance of morality and optimism in human nature


Liberalism is based upon an optimistic view of human nature. Whereas realists work from the premise that human beings are selfish and self-serving, liberals emphasise our capacity for cooperation and mutual interdependence. Their view of human nature thus derives significantly more from John Locke than it does from Thomas Hobbes. Since human beings can work together in shared enterprises and construct societies based upon the protection of their members, so nation states can cooperate in order to achieve the common good. Moral considerations, therefore, can also motivate the behaviour of states, rather than solely pragmatic considerations of self-gain.
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Exam tip


This section introduces a lot of precise terms, such as ‘security dilemma’, ‘balance of power’ and ‘complex interdependence’. Use this sort of precise terminology in your work, because it will provide your writing with greater conviction.
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The possibility of harmony and balance


According to the philosopher Immanuel Kant, it is possible to achieve a harmony of interests within a nation state through representative institutions and the rule of law. ‘Perpetual peace’ between states can also be achieved, if:




	
•  all states protect the rights of their citizens


	
•  states work together to achieve a collective good


	
•  the rights of citizens everywhere are universally respected





Liberals thus argue that it is possible to achieve harmony and balance both within nation states and in global relations if nation states obey Kant’s principles. This has recently been called the democratic peace theory, whereby nation states — which base themselves on the rule of law rather than on an egotistical desire for self-gain — make the rational decision that they will benefit more through cooperation than through conflict.
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Knowledge check 3


What are the main principles of the liberal approach to global politics?
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Complex interdependence


Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye argue that global relations have been transformed by the ever-closer connectivity between nation states and societies. This is due to the complex interdependence that is established between states through economic globalisation and through shared responses to collective dilemmas such as climate change, terrorism and rogue states. Multiple channels of communication between states through transnational organisations, intergovernmental organisations and non-governmental organisations further establish the conditions for a more collective response to international relations. According to this theory, the realist approach to global politics — which emphasises the power-maximisation and security interests of one state — is rendered obsolete by the shared interests of states becoming so connected and overlapping.
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Complex interdependence A liberal concept that suggests the fortunes of nation states are inextricably connected through multiple channels, encouraging cooperation rather than conflict.
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Impact and growth of international organisations


Since the end of the Second World War, the impact of international organisations in determining global policy has dramatically increased. Significant non-state actors include intergovernmental organisations (IGOs), non-governmental organisations (NGOs) and transnational corporations (TNCs), all of which play an increasingly important role in international relations.
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Knowledge check 4


What is the significance of collective dilemmas in global politics?
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IGOs are institutions within which nation states can cooperate in order to achieve mutually beneficial outcomes. Such organisations include:




	
•  United Nations (UN): the world’s most advanced organ of intergovernmental cooperation, which carries out a wide variety of judicial, security and development roles.


	
•  Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD): the 37 high-income democracies in the OECD regularly consult together.


	
•  G7 (G8 until Russia was suspended because of its annexation of Crimea in 2014) and G20: they convene to discuss a collective response to global challenges. The G7 comprises the biggest economies in the Global North and the G20 the biggest economies in the developing and developed world.


	
•  Regional organisations: these include the European Union (EU), in which supranational elements of governance have been most highly developed, as well as others in which sovereignty has been less deeply pooled, such as the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN).


	
•  Interpol: the 190 nation states that are members of the International Police Organization share intelligence and resources in order to better combat international crime, drug-trafficking and terrorism.





NGOs are not-for-profit organisations that seek to influence the actions of nation states through soft power persuasion. They are widely consulted by governments and IGOs and so have become ‘stakeholders’ in global dialogue. They include:




	
•  Greenpeace: a global pressure group that lobbies governments and IGOs to protect the environment


	
•  Médecins Sans Frontières: a humanitarian group that provides medical help in conflict zones around the world.





TNCs are powerful businesses that have economic interests in many different countries and whose management possesses a regional or global outlook. In a globalised world, the economic decisions that TNCs make will have huge consequences for nation states and so they are increasingly significant players in international decision making. For instance:




	
•  In 2020 Google announced that it was investing $10 billion in India, which will provide a massive boost to the country’s economy at a time of global recession.


	
•  Negotiations on whether Apple will transfer iPhone production from China to India (2020) will have a significant impact on both economies.










Likelihood of global governance


All of these non-state actors demonstrate the way in which states can work with and through other organisations. However, the effectiveness of global governance is undermined by the way in which, in most cases, nation states retain the dominant role in decision making:




	
•  On the UN Security Council, the permanent five possess the veto on security issues, illustrating the way in which powerful nation states exercise a dominant role in decision making.


	
•  The UN’s commitment to ‘Responsibility to Protect’ (2005) has proved a dead letter in conflicts such as the Syrian civil war, since the Security Council and other key players, such as Turkey and Iran, cannot agree to a concerted approach.


	
•  Both the International Court of Justice (World Court) and International Criminal Court rely on the cooperation of nation states if their judgments are to be accepted and enforced.


	
•  The proposals that are made at meetings of the G7 and G20 are only declarations of intent and have no enforcement power.


	
•  Most regional organisations have comparatively little supranational authority over their members. Even the most advanced form of regionalism, the EU, possesses a mechanism — Article 50 of the Lisbon Treaty — whereby a member state may leave the organisation.
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Global governance The way in which nation states work together and with non-state actors in IGOs to resolve collective dilemmas.
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Synoptic link


One of the greatest challenges to the establishment of a global response to collective dilemmas is that nation states often prefer their national interests to those of the wider global community. This self-interest helps to explain the way in which the tragedy of the commons thesis limits collective action on climate change (see page 49).


[image: ]
















Divisions between realism and liberalism




Human nature and power


Realism and liberalism fundamentally differ in their views on human nature and power.


According to realists, human beings are primarily motivated by self-centred desires. Nation states, consequently, are also seen as being driven by selfish desires and, in global relations, as always seeking to maximise their own power and security. As a result of this, international politics is anarchic as all states seek what is in their own best interests.


Liberals argue that realism is overly negative in its assessment of human nature and what motivates the actions of nation states. According to liberalism, cooperation is as inherent in human nature as conflict and so states also can be prepared to work together in order to achieve common ends.







Order and security and the likelihood of conflict


The liberal emphasis on complex interdependence and a shared response to collective dilemmas through IGOs thus suggests that states are not simply out to maximise their security and influence, as realists have argued. Instead, states can cooperate in order to resolve collective dilemmas. Liberals thus emphasise that global politics does not simply have to be seen as a game of ‘winners and losers’ and that nation states can collectively win if they are prepared to work together.


Realists respond that, since nation states exist within an anarchic structure of global politics, they cannot rely upon an ‘international emergency call’ to get them out of trouble. They therefore rely upon their power and influence in order to achieve their desired outcomes. Since all states prioritise the interests of their citizens, agreements and alliances between states will always be shifting and temporary.






[image: ]


Knowledge check 5


Provide examples of attempts to develop global governance and explain why it is so difficult to achieve.
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Impact of international organisations and the significance of states


The prospect of enhanced global cooperation has been advanced by the rise of IGOs. These have often played an important role in achieving a regional or global response to collective dilemmas:




	
•  In 2009, the G20 agreed not to respond to the global economic crisis by imposing tariffs on foreign goods since this would negatively impact the global community.


	
•  At the Paris Climate Change Conference (2015), the UN achieved a global consensus on the importance of nation states working together to limit their carbon emissions in order to limit climate change.


	
•  Regional organisations have, to a greater or lesser extent, pooled the sovereignty of their members. The EU, for example, has a common citizenship and a single currency (Maastricht Treaty 1993) and a legal identity (Lisbon Treaty 2009), meaning it can negotiate on equal terms with nation states.


	
•  All 47 members of the European Council have accepted the principles of the European Convention on Human Rights, which is adjudicated by the European Court of Human Rights in Strasbourg.





The centrality of states in international relations remains the bedrock of global politics, however. Therefore, although nation states may cooperate with other nation states through IGOs when it suits them, when their interests are threatened they will often prefer unilateral to collective action:




	
•  In 2014, Russia annexed Crimea in defiance of international condemnation, including its suspension from the G8.


	
•  In 2016, when a UN international tribunal declared that China’s construction of artificial reefs in the Spratly Islands was against international maritime law, China ignored the court.


	
•  In 2017, President Trump announced that the United States was withdrawing from the Paris Climate Change Agreement since the treaty was ‘an agreement that disadvantages the United States to the exclusive benefit of other countries’.


	
•  In 2020, from the outbreak of the Covid-19 pandemic to the time of writing, there was little international cooperation as nation states developed their own strategies to combat the disease. For example, in defiance of the principles of the Schengen Agreement (free movement of goods and people) member states of the EU unilaterally closed their borders when the outbreak began.













Main ideas of the anarchical society and society of states theory


The realist and liberal approaches to international relations can seem to be, unhelpfully, diametrically opposed. In The Anarchical Society (1977), Hedley Bull attempted to reconcile these two viewpoints by suggesting a global framework based upon a society of states. Bull’s interpretation of global relations does not seek the liberal goal of greater global governance as a morally good outcome. Equally, though, it challenges the realist scepticism about regional and global cooperation. Instead, Bull argues that states can build up trust with other states and establish powerful norms of reciprocal behaviour based upon mutually beneficial outcomes. This does not amount to global governance, since states remain the key decision-makers and continue to be motivated by self-interest. Nevertheless, it accepts that the more that states adopt a collective approach to problem resolution, the less anarchic international relations become. In short, it is possible to create a relatively harmonious society based on state self-interest. Such an interpretation of international relations thus owes more to Locke’s belief that humans are rational and cooperative than to Hobbes’ view that humans are selfish and power-seeking.
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Society of states The concepts of the anarchical society and society of states recognise the realist emphasis on the self-interest of nation states, while acknowledging that the interplay between states is governed by certain mutually advantageous rules and conventions that promote stability rather than anarchy.
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It was this sort of approach that was adopted at the Congress of Vienna (1814–15) when the great European powers decided that they would each maximise their own security by establishing agreed rules of international behaviour. More recently, the veteran American diplomat Richard Haass in A World in Disarray (2017) has argued for a renewed appreciation of the advantages of a society of states approach to international relations as a way of restoring greater global community and cooperation.
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Exam tip


Throughout your course, keep a record of new developments in global politics and decide whether each represents a liberal or realist approach to international relations. This will ensure that your writing is always refreshingly up to date.
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To what extent do realism and liberalism explain post-2000 developments in global politics?


Whether global politics has become more interdependent in order to resolve collective dilemmas or has reverted to a more realist assessment of immediate national advantage is controversial. Table 1 illustrates how both interpretations can be justified by events since 2000.


Table 1 Liberal and realist approaches to global politics since 2000








	Examples of liberalism

	Examples of realism










	UN Millennium Goals (2000–15) and Sustainable Development Goals (2015–30).

	2014: Russian annexation of Crimea.






	2002: establishment of the International Criminal Court.

	Burundi (2017) and the Philippines (2019) withdraw from the International Criminal Court.






	2005: UN World Summit endorsed ‘Responsibility to Protect’.

	Lack of a global consensus on how to resolve the Syrian civil war (2011–): Russia, Turkey and Iran placing their geo-strategic interests first in the conflict.






	2009: Lisbon Treaty further developed the supranational elements of the EU.

	2020: China’s decision to enforce a new security law increasing its power over the Hong Kong government in defiance of international condemnation.






	2011: UN Resolution 1973 authorised military action to stop Libyan government attacks on its citizens.

	2021: NATO summit warned that China presents a ‘systematic challenge’ to members’ interests.






	2015: Climate Change Agreement signed in Paris as a result of a global consensus.

	2021: The Biden administration withdrew its forces from Afghanistan to focus on more pressing security concerns elsewhere.






	2021: the Biden administration re-joined the Paris Agreement and reaffirmed US commitment to climate change leadership.

	2021: AUKUS (Australia, UK, US) was established to increase the security interests of its member states.






	2021: 136 nation states agreed to enforce a 15% minimum rate of corporate tax to ensure MNC pay a fair burden of taxation.

	2021: Soon after unprecedented numbers of Chinese military planes flew into Taiwan’s air defence zone, President Xi Jinping stated that the reunification of Taiwan and China ‘must be fulfilled’.
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Summary


When you have completed this topic you should have a thorough knowledge of the following information and issues:




	
•  The liberal interpretation of international relations.



	
•  The realist interpretation of international relations.



	
•  Why realists believe that global politics tends towards conflict.



	
•  The meaning and significance of complex interdependence.



	
•  Examples of the ways in which non-state actors have advanced global governance.



	
•  The factors that obstruct the further development of global governance.



	
•  Examples of cooperation and conflict in international relations.



	
•  The significance of the ‘society of states’ thesis.



	
•  Post-2000 examples of realism and liberalism in international relations.






In addition, you should have gathered appropriate information to help you answer the following wide-ranging questions:




	
1  Examine why realism and liberalism interpret international relations in such different ways.



	
2  Evaluate the extent to which global governance is successful.



	
3  Examine the ways in which global relations tend either towards a realist or a liberal model.



	
4  Evaluate the extent to which contemporary global politics is anarchic.
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The state and globalisation




Characteristics of a nation state and of national sovereignty




Nation state — a political community bound together by citizenship and nationality


The concept of a nation state as a shared community bound together by nationality and citizenship has developed since the sixteenth century. William Shakespeare was acutely aware of a sense of collective history and shared cultural values that defined what it meant to be English. In Henry V, for example, Agincourt is portrayed as a national triumph against overwhelming odds — ‘We few, we happy few, we band of brothers’ — and in Richard II John of Gaunt refers to England as ‘This happy breed of men, this little world, This precious stone set in a silver sea’. During the nineteenth century, a sense of shared national heritage helped to provoke the 1848 revolutions, and the Prussian chancellor Otto von Bismarck cleverly exploited nationalism in order to achieve the unification of Germany (1871).
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Nation state A sovereign body, the citizens of which share a recognisably homogenous culture, language and ancestry.
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At the Treaty of Versailles (1919), US President Woodrow Wilson further developed the concept of a nation state. According to the principle of ‘self-determination’, viable nation states shared a common ethnic heritage — a concept that led to the dismantling of the Austro-Hungarian Empire and its replacement with more ethnically homogenous states, such as Poland, Hungary and Austria. Following the end of the Second World War, nationalist movements from Africa to the Far East challenged European empires, leading to decolonisation. In 1991 when the Soviet Union collapsed, its 15 constituent parts — such as Russia, Georgia, Ukraine and the Baltic states — became independent nation states based upon shared national characteristics.


The principle that nation states share collective values and ethnicity and a desire for nationhood continues to be highly significant in international relations:




	
•  The Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) demands the right, as representatives of a distinct ethnic and political group, to statehood.


	
•  Kurdish separatists in Turkey, Iraq, Syria, Iran and Armenia all claim the right to be part of a Kurdish state.










National sovereignty — the state’s absolute power over citizens and subjects


A nation state possesses sovereignty over everything that occurs within its borders. This principle underpins the realist approach to international relations whereby nation states, whatever their size and strength, possess equal ‘external sovereignty’. As a result of this, no state can legitimately interfere within the borders of another state.
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Sovereignty The principle of unlimited authority. It is the key characteristic of a nation state and means that no other institution can arbitrarily impose its will on a sovereign state.
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The principle of equal sovereignty was first recognised by the Peace of Westphalia (1648), which ended the Thirty Years’ War. This established the principle that rival Catholic and Protestant states could not use religion as a justification to intervene in other states, so developing the concept of inviolable borders. Article 2 of Chapter I of the UN Charter (1945) provides a modern interpretation of this, stating that ‘The Organization is based on the principle of the sovereign equality of all its Members.’
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Synoptic link


Westphalian principles of state sovereignty make it very difficult to enforce an international standard of human rights since nation states are often unwilling to accept the intrusion of supranational judicial bodies in their domestic affairs. This significantly undermines the effectiveness of institutions that enforce international law, such as the International Court of Justice and the International Criminal Court (see pages 38–42).
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Knowledge check 6


What is the nation state and why is it important in global politics?
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The process of globalisation


Globalisation is the means by which a multi-layered web of complex interdependence is established that challenges the primacy of the nation state as the main organ of decision making. There are many factors driving globalisation, including economics, finance, politics, technology and culture.
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Globalisation The process by which the world becomes more closely linked, challenging the autonomy of nation states and creating greater connectivity between states and their citizens.
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Economic globalisation


Since the end of the Cold War in 1991, economic globalisation has transformed the international economy. Often referred to as the Washington Consensus, economic globalisation encourages the spread of free-market neo-classical economic theory across the world. The Bretton Woods Institutions (the World Bank, International Monetary Fund and World Trade Organization) have all encouraged nation states to open up their markets to foreign trade, so ‘flattening out’ (Thomas Friedman) the global economy. As a result of this, the economies of nation states have become so closely connected through trade that a globalised economy has been created, which limits the choice of nation states if they are to attract foreign trade and investment. High tariffs and excessively high corporate taxes would, for example, be likely to deter foreign capital and business, so the free market has become the default position for both developed and developing states.
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Economic globalisation The process by which the economies of nation states across the world become more closely connected through free trade. This principle is also referred to as the ‘Washington Consensus’.
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Financial globalisation


The growing influence of global financial markets, encouraged by instantaneous internet communication, means that a nation state cannot insulate itself from the movement of global capital — unless it fully divorces itself from the international economy, as North Korea has done. In 2008, the bankruptcy of the American investment bank Lehman Brothers led to stock markets across the globe plummeting, leading to a dramatic reduction in global trade. For example, from 2008–09 German exports declined by 25% and the UK’s chancellor of the exchequer, Alistair Darling, even admitted that the financial crisis brought the UK banking system to ‘within hours’ of collapse.







Political globalisation


As a result of political globalisation, the centrality of the state in decision making has been challenged by the growing influence of non-state actors. These new ‘stakeholders’ in international dialogue, debate and decision making complement and even challenge the traditionally dominant influence of nation states. For example, NGOs such as Greenpeace now contribute to the global debate, and decisions that influence the nation state are often now taken through IGOs such as the UN, World Bank, International Monetary Fund (IMF) and World Trade Organization (WTO). Regional organisations, such as the EU, have further dispersed power away from nation states through the pooling of sovereignty.
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Political globalisation Refers to the way in which nation states cooperate with other nation states and non-state actors in multilateral policy making. Decisions are therefore made in a polycentric manner rather than simply by nation states acting alone.


Non-state actors Organisations that play a significant role in international relations. They include IGOs, TNCs, NGOs, global terrorist and crime networks, and religious movements.
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Internet (technology)


The internet advances financial, economic and political globalisation. This is because capital can now instantly pass between states, making borders less important. In addition to this, the instantaneous exchange of information has created the potential for a genuinely global debate, making it much more difficult for a nation state to control the development of the political agenda and the information that its citizens receive. The internet also provides the opportunity for people across the world to take collective action. For example, there have been Extinction Rebellion demonstrations across the world and the murder of the black American George Floyd in 2020 led to global anti-racism protests.


More negatively, the internet enables crime syndicates to operate globally. The scope of sex trafficking has, for example, been dramatically extended by the potential for online grooming. There are also widespread concerns that hackers can manipulate the opinions of people and that the integrity of elections can be undermined by internet fraud.
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Synoptic link


The internet provides a constant opportunity for nation states and non-state actors to exert their soft power influence by establishing a favourable narrative. It can also significantly reduce soft power influence, as the United States experienced when images of torture at Abu Ghraib prison in Iraq (2004) were globally broadcast (see page 58).
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Cultural globalisation


As a result of the free flow of information, a more culturally homogenised global culture has been created. The advance of cultural globalisation has meant that those things that make cultures unique become less significant than those things that encourage uniformity. For example, 50% of internet traffic is now in English and an Americanised world culture has increasingly focused on materialistic fulfilment and global brand recognition. Benjamin Barber has referred to this as a ‘McWorld’, indicating the way in which cultural differences are flattened out, so creating a much more culturally uniform global society. A growing number of companies possess global recognition, such as Coca-Cola, Apple and Disney, demonstrating the way in which the consumer choices people make all over the world are influenced by the same brands. This has contributed to what has been called a monoculture, in which the homogenisation of once-diverse cultures and identities creates a striking uniformity of cultural experience anywhere in the world.
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Cultural globalisation The process by which what makes the culture of a nation state unique is challenged by the rise of a homogenised global culture, in which the cultural similarities between people across the world become more notable than the differences.


Homogenisation and monoculture These terms are similar to cultural globalisation and indicate a flattening out of the cultural differences between nation states. They are closely associated with materialism and consumerism (‘Coca-Colanisation’) suggesting a bland global cultural uniformity.
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Knowledge check 7


In what ways is cultural globalisation controversial?
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What has been the impact of globalisation on the state system?




Widening and deepening interconnectedness and interdependence




No man is an island,


Entire of itself,


Every man is a piece of the continent,


A part of the main.





John Donne (1572–1631)




In the globalised world that is ours, maybe we are moving towards a global village, but that global village brings in a lot of different people, a lot of different ideas, lots of different backgrounds, lots of different aspirations.





Marshall McLuhan (1911–80), War and Peace in the Global Village (1968)


These two sentiments provide a good way of understanding the impact of globalisation on the state system. Nation states cannot escape being closely connected economically, politically and culturally with each other. The ways in which nation states trade together, share instantaneous communications and cooperate through IGOs increasingly encourages global interdependence. The way, too, in which collective dilemmas such as climate change and terrorism cannot be resolved by nation states acting alone further encourages greater interdependence and interconnectedness. People all over the world can also instantaneously communicate with each other, as well as following the same celebrities, watching the same YouTube clips and buying the same brand products. Together, these all combine to challenge the borders and barriers that had hitherto made nation states the main influence in global politics.
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Interconnectedness relates to the way in which globalisation has created many more economic, political, cultural and structural connections between nation states, so making independent action by the nation state more difficult to achieve. This is sometimes referred to as the cobweb model of global relations, since nation states are now so inter-reliant on each other.
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The ways in which the development of international law challenges state control over citizens


In global politics, the state has traditionally determined the nature and extent of its citizens’ civil liberties. Westphalian principles of non-interventionism have also enshrined the principle that there can be no legal justification to intervene in the internal affairs of a state.
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Westphalian principles refer to the concept developed by the Peace of Westphalia (1648) that states are sovereign in their domestic affairs. This means that attempts by other states to intervene within a sovereign state are illegal.
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According to liberals, however, the global community of nations should be guided by a universal standard of human rights. This has been encapsulated in core documents such as the United Nations Declaration of Human Rights (1948) and the European Declaration of Human Rights (1950), both of which possess considerable moral authority. A growing number of supranational judicial bodies have also been established to represent a global standard of international law:




	
•  The International Court of Justice (or World Court) (1946) sits permanently at The Hague and was established to settle disputes between nation states and to provide advisory opinions on international disputes.


	
•  The European Court of Human Rights (1959) sits in Strasbourg and rules on cases involving the European Convention on Human Rights.


	
•  UN war crimes tribunals have been set up on an ad hoc basis. They have aimed to bring justice for victims of war crimes and human rights abuses committed in the former Yugoslavia, Cambodia, Rwanda and Sierra Leone.


	
•  The International Criminal Court was established in 2002 as a permanent body to try individuals (including heads of state) accused of war crimes or crimes against humanity.
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International law refers to the legal rules and accepted standards of behaviour which nation states accept and which determine how they react to each other according to accepted global norms of conduct.
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In addition to these tribunals and courts, NGOs such as Human Rights Watch have increased global awareness of human rights abuses. Advances in technology, such as photographing and filming on mobile phones, have further ensured that human rights abuses can be instantly publicised to a global audience. A dramatic example of this was in 2020 when the murder of George Floyd in police custody provoked a global outcry against racism.







Humanitarian and forcible intervention


When the Cold War ended, there was a rise in humanitarian/forcible interventions within sovereign states if their governments were abusing, or could no longer protect the human rights of, their citizens.


These interventions included:




	
•  safe havens in Iraq (1991)


	
•  Kosovo (1999)


	
•  Sierra Leone (2000)


	
•  East Timor (2000)


	
•  Libya (2011)


	
•  Côte d’Ivoire (2011)





In 2005, at its World Summit, the UN published ‘Responsibility to Protect’, which recognised the principle that if a national government could no longer protect its citizens, the international community had the responsibility or duty to intervene on a moral imperative.







The differences between the realist and liberal approaches to globalisation


Liberals are optimistic about globalisation. Because of their focus on international cooperation, liberals see globalisation as a way of furthering the interconnectedness between peoples and nation states, so breaking down barriers and encouraging global responses to collective dilemmas. According to the Dell theory of conflict resolution, by dramatically increasing global trade, economic globalisation reduces the chance of conflict. This is because, if all nation states are incorporated in the same international supply chain, war would inevitably lead to mutually assured economic destruction. This would mean it is not in the interests of any government to provoke conflict. Political globalisation further encourages dialogue between states and non-state actors over shared dilemmas, such as global terrorism and climate change.


Realists are globalisation sceptics since they believe that the state is, and should remain, the main influence in international relations. Since nation states act according to the best interests of their citizens, liberal attempts to encourage globalisation lack legitimacy and are potentially destabilising. As a result of this, realists are generally less ideologically committed to global free trade than liberals are, since they argue that the nation state should play a more positive role in developing national economic strategies, and they doubt that all states benefit equally from economic globalisation. Realists are also sceptical about the extent to which liberal cooperation works in an anarchic world system. According to realism, Westphalian principles of state sovereignty provide the foundations for global stability. Therefore, liberal support for the UN, human rights law and regional integration will, at best, be ineffective and, at worst, encourage instability.
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Knowledge check 8


Explain why realists and liberals view globalisation so differently.
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The debate between hyper-globalisers, globalisation sceptics and transformationalists




Hyper-globalisers


According to hyper-globalisers, globalisation has created a profound readjustment of global power that is challenging the centrality of the nation state. This is being achieved through free trade, instantaneous global communication and capital investment, the impact of influential non-state actors and the development of a more global culture. The growing need to resolve ‘collective dilemmas’ through international cooperation has also challenged state egoism as the main driver of policy. As a result, hyper-globalisers argue that an increasingly ‘borderless’ and ‘post-sovereign state’ world is being created. Nation states cannot insulate themselves from what is happening in the rest of the world and so a more interconnected global society and economy is continually being advanced. US academic Philip Bobbitt therefore suggests that the nation state has been ‘hollowed out’, creating a greater emphasis on global governance, which might eventually lead to some sort of world government.
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Global governance refers to the way in which nation states no longer possess autonomy in decision making and instead make collective decisions with other nation states and non-state actors through a variety of multilateral channels.


World government refers to the establishment of one sovereign and supranational body to which all the peoples and institutions across the world would be accountable. A world government would thus represent a world state and would possess supreme law-making powers.
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