Lecture 8: The English School & Constructivism

The English School

· A number of key individuals who created the English School started their careers in the US in the 1940s/50s. What these scholars found the US was swept up in statistical analysis (behaviouralism). This methodology swept the US
· The early ES thinkers weren't fans of behavioralists approach, they were more traditional
· Many of these scholars went to the UK, joined up with academics and created the British Committee on the Theory of International Politics - It is simply referred to as the English School

A key characteristic: Blending Realism and Liberalism

· The ES tried to transcend the differences between realists and liberals –> sought to take the realist concepts like anarchy, Balance of Power, Power relations, etc, and combine them (ideally in efforts of improving upon existing liberal institutional organizations  i.e. court systems, international politics, and synthesize them with valuable realist ideologies with SOME of the optimism of the liberals. They wanted to build on international law, regimens, etc.)
·  They took the hard-citing of the realists and the optimism of the Liberals

2nd key characteristic - They spent a lot of time talking about International Society

· Realists tend to refer to the 'International System' (anarchic)
· Liberals talk about 'World Order'
· ES are in the middle, used the term 'International Society' 
· This International Society starts with 'enlightened self-interest'. This overtime can be so widespread that it becomes entrenched and extremely powerful

International Society 
· Operates as a sort  "member club" combined with sovereign states (for the most part) that share common interests
· Members receive protection, trade, and other perks from membership to this club
· Incredibly resilient – diplomats are sent to different countries, they receive diplomatic immunity etc. (Even in times of war such int'l systems stay intact)
· International postal service across borders
· Maintaining open and honest communication between leaders is in everybody's best interest--> shoot my messenger I'll shoot yours and nothing progresses, we only suffer consequences

· Being an ambassador used to be a lot more dangerous, however overtime rulers realized that killing ambassadors/diplomats was not a good idea since killing messengers makes diplomacy during wartime more difficult
· Despite the nastiness of conflict between Soviets and Germans, Japs and US, these two fighting groups protected each other’s ambassadors

3rd Key characteristics – Positivists, albeit with traditional methodology

· Believed that the study of IR can be divided between positivists and post-positivists
· Positivists (albeit with different methodology): believe that there are objectively knowable facts
· Positivists are further divided into behavioralists and traditionalists.
· Traditionalists entail realists (classics)/Neo-realists and Liberals - The English school also fits here
· Post-positivists: There are no objective facts, only subjective perceptions that produce means. Example: post-modernism

· Most scholars are positivists. Post-modernists use the post-positivist approach

English School believes in the Possibility of Chance

· ES believes in this possibility as opposed to the Realists who believe their theories are timeless
· Were more optimistic of change than realists, but claim to be less naive than the liberals

Famous Members:

Hedley Bull (1932-1985)

· He was an Australian, spent most of his career in British universities
· Considered one of the giants, or key creators of the English School
· He's best known for a book called 'The Anarchical Society' where he discussed why there was more structure and order in the international system than the realists believed, and how sovereign nations and societies arise despite the fact that the system is anarchic
· The possible source of this order might be the BOP, enlightened self-interest, diplomacy and law can create order. Says that even war can create order in the international stage (Diplomacy & law – Liberals)
· Fear of Cold War escalating kept some conflicts from occurring –> Hungary vs Croatians, during WW2 they fought on the same side. Greeks and Turk do not get along well with each other, and the Allies went to great lengths to prevent conflict between them (Balance of Power - Realists)
· Conflict can apparently create order on the international stage – point by Hedley Bull
· Global contest between U.S & allies, and Soviets & allies prevented the Yugoslavians from imploding into civil war by pushing their agendas back in fear of escalating the cold war. Instead, it waited until the 1990's after the cold war has dissipated 
· Hedley leads the methodological counterattack vs the behavioralists, wanted to explain why there were limits to what behaviouralism could tell us. A weakness of behavioralists is that there are things that cannot be operationalized
· ES said that things like justice also matter. Philosophical/moral/ethical questions are difficult for behavioralists to understand. For Bull, not everything worth studying could be plugged into a computer

Barry Buzan (B. 1946)

· What attracted him to the ES is that he was looking for an opportunity to study a range of topics broader than security and order on the international stage. Said that when studying how the world operates, security should be studied in terms other than military security
· He talked about the AIDS crisis and climate change, didn't want to be constrained by Realism
· Both talk about a future world government, said it was desirable and inevitable
· One school says that this future world government would either trump the national state/sovereignty, or maintain it
· Prioritizes the reconciliation of the two ideologies of the future of government
· Believes there isn't enough intellectual rigor in the English school of thought
· Buzan is a part of the ES but also criticizes it, says that ES has to precisely define key variables/term

Key Criticisms of ES

· ES has similar criticisms to realists/liberals
· Poorly operationalized variables, lack of a meta-theory (unlike the Marxists), too much focus on “high politics”
· Issues separated into important ones and non-important ones → high and low politics

Role of History?
· ES always uses historical examples in theories, but critics suggest that ES is not always consistent in the way it refers to history, sometimes uses history, uses to predit the future, explain the present. Does history progress in a continuous line? Or are there different paths to the same future? Or are there multiple paths to multiple futures?

Notes

· English School - Not as much anarchy as realist imply, however, there is also not as much possibility of world order as liberals suggest
 
· 3rd great debate --> I.R divided into 2 schools of thought --> Positivists vs Post-positivists 
· Behaviouralist: game theory









Final Grand IR Theory: Constructivism

Key Characteristics

Post-postivist approach

· Most constructivists fall under post-modern approach, cite the power of ideas
· Skepticism
· Challenge all claims to the truth, don't believe that true honesty exists
· 'Facts' are socially constructed -They don't exist on their own, they’re a product of the mind - The power of ideas drive the international system

Alexander Wendt
· Britain has close to 500 nukes in its arsenal, NK has maybe 5, and ye the US worries more about NK's weapons. The relationship between Britain and the US is such that the US worries more about NK since perceptions of relationships drive actions - Korea is much more of a threat because they are a volatile nation whose interests are not known to the U.S (not friends)
· The reality of the weapons does not shape American response, but instead perceptions do
· The reason ideas do not change very quickly is because they can create a feedback loop
· Ideas/perceptions of the realists are hard to change because they are very entrenched
· Constructivists don't give primacy to any level of analysis (as opposed to realists who focus on system-level). Constructivists believe all analysis can be important in different contexts –> instead the power of ideas and how they emerge matter
· His work more than any else's 'popularized' constructivism
· He started his career by criticizing the mainstream, believed realists and liberals shared erroneous assumptions. This creates a conceptual jail (realist thinking can trap and limit concepts/understandings).
· Said not only academics were trapped in this jail, but also the practitioners, and this jail had enormous implications.
· In his more recent writings, Wendt is trying to combine ideas from IR and physics → for instance, trying to implement quantum theory
· Heisenberg said one can either know the location or speed of an electron, but never both, and Wendt tries to adopt Heisenberg's Uncertainty Principle
· Heisenberg uncertainty principle: Atoms electron theories "either know the location, or speed of an electron, but by observing one you lose the other so you can never know both”
· Wendt waits to implement this uncertainty principle into theories of IR, wants to bring positivists and post-positivists together
· Based on the idea that we could recognize every sovereign nation as equal, constructivists believe that we could build a peaceful international system
· Little appreciation for levels of analysis, rather, power of idea and relations between leader is what determines peace on the int'l system
· Not only did they share theories and assumptions, they exchanged erroneous assumptions that led to a jailed way of thought about your opponents, opposites etc. Wendt wants to break down these erroneous assumptions
· I.e. Soviets vs U.S - Americans led to believe that Russia had more bombers than them, but because of "word on the block" per se, they were led to believe that they were inferior -> this creates real policies based on this presumption, even though they were far ahead on military tech.
· Alexander Wendt - attempt to incorporate physics into existing theories. Quantum theorists
· Heisenberg uncertainty principle: Atoms electron theories "either know the location, or speed of an electron, but by observing one you lose the other so you can never know both"

Critiques

1. Trying to separate them from post-modernists
· Both post-modernist? Both subject to the charge of relativism

[bookmark: _GoBack]2. People like Wendt are trying to bridge difference between positivists and post-positivists, positivists say that it cannot be done


