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THECRI ES OF | NTERNATI ONAL PCLI TICS & THEORI ES OF US FOREI GN PQLI CY

. 14 GENERAL THEORI ES/ FAM LI ES OF THECRI ES RELEVANT TO US FORElI GN PCLI CY
A. Ofense-defense ("security dilemm") theory (Robert Jervis). This
theory has two variants:
1. Variant #1 (Threat variant): the greater the security threat

states face, the nore aggressive they becone. "States seek
security, and conflict because their efforts to secure
t hensel ves threaten others' security.” The search for security

causes wars; enpires and interventions; and arns races.
Corol lary: "war is nore |likely when conquest is easy, |less
i kely when conquest is hard.”
2. Variant #2 (Qpportunity variant): the nore easily states can
conquer, the nore aggressive they becone. "States seize what

their power allows; enpires grow and contract as the netropole's

power rises and falls."
B. Theories of Alliances (Kenneth Waltz, Stephen Valt).

1. "Balance of Threat" (vs. "bandwagoning"): "states align agai nst
the nost threatening power,"” with threat a function of strength,
aggressi veness, and proximty (vs. "states acconmpbdate to
threats").

2. "Birds of a Feather Fly Together" (vs. "Birds of a Feather Fly

Apart"): "Common ideology ---> alliance” vs. "Comon ideol ogy --

-> conflict for |eadership of the brotherhood."

C. Collective goods: the "tragedy of the commons” & the "free rider”
probl em (Garret Hardin, Mancur O son). "Collective goods are under -
provi ded; collective bads are over -provided."

D. Nationalism (Carleton Hayes, Louis Snyder): "Nationalism precludes

i nperialism and nationalismis omipresent and omni potent; hence the

age of enpires is over."
E. Marxist theories:

1. Rosa Luxenburg: "capitalist states seek enpires to serve as
mar kets for excess production, & thus cure depression.”
Explains U S. entry into WN?

2. Harry Magdoff: "capitalist states intervene abroad to protect
their multinational corporations." Explains the 1954 ClA-
sponsored coup in Guatemnal a?

F. Peaceful denocracies: "denocracies seldomfight each other; hence a

worl d of denocracies would be peaceful.” And a related idea ..
G Wnpy denocracies: "selfish denmocratic publics won't pay to maintain
adequate arned forces; liberal societies have no stomach for war's

injuries to individual rights."

H Dingbat denocracies (M chael Beschloss): "during political camnpaigns
U S. politicians pander to U S. voters by fram ng dangerous foreign
policy positions that they cannot abandon once in office. The
country is thereby led into folly."

I. Organization theory (Mrton Hal perin, Gaham Al lison, Aaron



W | davsky): "organi zati ons seek size, wealth, autonony, and

conservation of their "essence"” (i.e., no change in their mssion);

foll ow standard operati ng procedures; and cannot self-evaluate.™
J. Psychol ogi cal theories (Robert Jervis):

1. "Attribution theory"--states tend to attribute their own behavi or
to their circunstances, while attributing others' behavior to
their innate character. (Hence they see their own nasty conduct
as excused by necessity, while others' nasty conduct is
unprovoked and unjustified.)

2. Arelated syndronme: states tend to ascribe others' good behavi or
to their own efforts to make the other behave well; and to bl ane
ot hers' bad conduct on the other's innate character

3. Belief perseverance--states are slow to absorb new f acts &
realities that clash with their elite's existing beliefs.

4. States tend to exaggerate the shared character of information
hence they are often unaware when ot hers' perceptions diverge
fromtheir own.

5. States tend to exaggerate the centralized, disciplined, and
coordi nated character of others' behavior

K. "Spiral Mdel" vs. "Deterrence" (Robert Jervis):

1. Spiral nodel: "Wars arise when states punish others expecting
conpl i ance; but punishnment only provokes retaliation, sparking a
conflict-spiral."

2. Deterrence: "Wars arise when states appease aggressors; this |eads
t he aggressor to expect further appeasenent, and to ignore
war ni ngs when appeasenent ends."

L. Gender theories: "Men are nore aggressive than wonen; foreign policies
made by nen reflect male attributes.™

M Credibility theory ("deterrence theory" --Thomas Schelling): "the
credibility of conmtments is interconnected; the abandonnment of one
conm tment destroys the credibility of others.”

N. Dom no theory: "an aggressor's conquest of one state eases its
conquest of nearby states.™

1. 11 THEOR ES/ THECRY FAM LI ES OF AVERI CAN FOREI GN PCLI CY (& DERI VED
EXPLANATI ONS)

A. Security dilema/geopolitics: the waxing and wani ng of security
threats and mlitary opportunities explain past American conduct.

B. Alliance theories: American alliance-making has reflected (1) threat -
bal anci ng and/ or (2) making conmon cause with donestically simlar
power s.

C. Collective goods: in the past the USA free-rode when it could; it was
often free-ridden-upon; it now nust protect or |ose a "gl oba
commons. "

D. Msperceived structure: belief in false facts and theories have
fuel l ed Arerican m sperceptions of its environment.

1. Exaggerated security dilemma: the US exaggerated its insecurity
and responded to fal se threats.

2. Aliance theories: the US exaggerated bandwagoni ng tendenci es and
the tendency of birds of a feather to fly together; both
m sperceptions fuelled fal se fears.



3. Nationalism the US overl ooked its omni presence and omi pot ence.

4. Spiral vs. deterrence: the US m sapplied the prescriptions of each
nodel to situations governed by the other

5. Domino theory, Credibility theory: the US I ent these theories too
nmuch credence

E. Marxist theories: can they explain US behavior in 1898? In the Cold
War ?

F. O gani zational Process/Bureaucratic Politics: US foreign policy
reflects the interest and neuroses of the governnent's conponent
bureaucraci es, not the rational pursuit of national interest. The US
al so underestimates these dynamics in other countries.

G FEHite Qulture: the role of:

1. Prep school/big business culture in forei gn policymaking--
Princeton grads run US foreign policy ---> USFP favors US
busi ness, is cool toward denocracy overseas (note clash with
hypot hesi s H5.)
2. The national security establishment & the role of mlitary
wor | dvi ews.
Men & their testosterone ---> macho foreign policy.
Elite generational trauma (Roskin): "lsolationists and
i nterventionists each energe fromdi sasters caused by the
others' policies.” (Santayana corollary: "Those who renenber
the past are condemmed to make t he opposite m stake.")
5. Historical abuse: elites select and m sapply prom nent historical
anal ogi es.
6. Elite ignorance of world affairs, 1900-1970. The USA as i nnocent
abr oad.
7. "QGoupthink"--the suppression of internal dissent & policy
eval uati on.
H  Public Opinion, Popular Culture, I|deol ogy:

Pw

1. Policy overselling ---> policies develop lives of their own.
2. Public ignorance ---> policy blunders vs. Free narketpl ace of
ideas ---> public enlightenment ---> wise policies. Wich is

true? |Is the public ignorant or enlightened?
3. Academic irresponsibility, the cult of irrelevance prevalent in

acadene ---> public is ignorant. American acadene as cause of
public ignorance.

4. A mani pul ated press ---> tough questions aren't asked, key facts
omitted ---> public is ignorant. Govt. dom nion of press
coverage as cause of pub. ignorance.

5. US "liberal tradition" ---> US exports denocracy (note clash with

hypot hesis Gl.)
6. Racism---> US policies (fromH roshinma to Vietnam)
I. Lobbies, interests groups: foreign | obbies drive US foreign policy.
J. Psychol ogical theories: elites suffer Jervis' cognitive syndrones.
K. Technol ogi cal theories: the canctor der and CNN drive the US foreign
pol i cy agenda, e.g. by raising popular human rights concern, e.g. in
Somal i a and Bosni a today.



