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WITHDRAWAL OF MILITARY FORCES WILL LEAD TO A PANOPTIC COOPERATIVE RELATIONSHIP WITH JAPAN THAT EXERCISES VIOLENT UNITED STATES POWER. THEIR AFFIRMATIVE FALLS INTO THE REPRESSIVE HYPOTHESIS THINKING THAT REDUCING PRESENCE HAS ANY EFFECT ON AMERICAN HEGEMONIC IMPERIALISM. 

MORGAREIDGE 2001 – PROF PHILOSOPHY LEWIS & CLARK COLLEGE

THE GLOBAL PANOPTICON, 2-26, http://www.lclark.edu/%7Eclayton/commentaries/global.html
As the world’s only remaining superpower, the United States is a super state. It does not directly govern the world, but it sure exercises hegemony over it. It establishes alliances and forms of cooperation wherever possible, and uses threats, intimidation and violence wherever it must. Its mission is to manage the process of globalization -- no small task. Globalization is an immense transformation, and it requires increasingly sophisticated forms of information and control. In the 1970s, the French philosopher Michele Foucault elaborated a conception of power/knowledge which I think helps us understand what current US foreign and military policies are about. One of the techniques of power/knowledge is the Panopticon, a design for prisons recommended by Jeremy Bentham in the mid 19th Century. According to this model, a guard tower stands in the center of a circular bank of cells many tiers high. The cells have windows on both sides -- on the side facing the guard tower and on the opposite side letting in light from outside. "All that is needed, then," writes Foucault, "is to place a supervisor in a central tower and to shut up in each cell a madman, a patient, a condemned man, a worker or a school boy." (200). "The cells are like so many cages, so many small theatres, in which each actor is alone, perfectly individualized and constantly visible." Hence the major effect of the Panopticon is "to induce in the inmate a state of consciousness and permanent visibility that assures the automatic functioning of power. So to arrange things that the surveillance is permanent in its effects, even if it is discontinuous in its actions; that the perfection of power should tend to render its actual exercise unnecessary…." (201) Although the panopticon was never actually constructed as a prison, this ideal of perfect information and control, or power/knowledge, showed up in a variety of schemes for public administration as early as the end of the 17th Century -- for example, in the control of a population facing an outbreak of plague. Foucault writes, "…[T]he image of the plague stands for all forms of confusion and disorder…" (199). The invisibility of the controlling authority in the Panopticon model is "a guarantee of order." If the inmates are convicts, there is no danger of a plot, an attempt at collective escape, the planning of new crimes for the future, bad reciprocal influences; if they are patients, there is no danger of contagion; if they are madmen there is no risk of their committing violence upon one another; if they are schoolchildren, there is no copying, no noise, no chatter, no waste of time; if they are workers, there are no disorders, no theft, no coalitions, none of those distractions that slow down the rate of work, make it less perfect or cause accidents.(201)

The Panopticon… must be understood as a generalizable model of functioning; a way of defining power relations in terms of…everyday life.… The Panopticon must not be understood as a dream building: it is the diagram of a mechanism of power reduced to its ideal form; it … [is] a pure architectural and optical system; it is in fact a figure of political technology that may and must be detached from any specific use." (205) So what is the plague, the disorder that the American super-state, the administrator and orchestrator of global order must contend with? One authoritative list of America's tasks in the world comes from Samuel Huntington writing in Foreign Affairs: In the past few years the United States has, among other things, attempted or been perceived as attempting more or less unilaterally to do the following: pressure other countries to adopt American values and practices regarding human rights and democracy; prevent other countries from acquiring military capabilities that could counter American conventional superiority; enforce American law extraterritorially in other societies; grade countries according to their adherence to American standards on human rights, drugs, terrorism, nuclear proliferation, and now religious freedom; apply sanctions against countries that do not meet American standards on these issues; promote American corporate interests under the slogans of free trade and open markets; shape World Bank and International Monetary Fund policies to serve those same corporate interests; intervene in local conflicts in which it has relatively little direct interest; bludgeon other counties to adopt economic policies and social policies that will benefit American economic interests; promote American arms sales abroad while attempting to prevent comparable sales by other countries; …expand NATO…; undertake military action against Iraq and later maintain harsh economic sanctions against the regime; and categorize certain countries as 'rogue states,' excluding them from global institutions because they refuse to kowtow to American wishes. The Panopticon in the 21st Century model, does not accomplish these goals perfectly and without violence. Thus, for example, what our President calls the "routine" bombing of Iraq, which the British prime minister Tony Blair recently acknowledged serves the need for the West to keep a tight grip on 'vital oil supplies." But this bombing is coordinated by intensive aerial surveillance of Iraq: again, power/knowledge at work. To go with the intense observation of the Panopticon, the superstate requires precise and immediate means of punishment and destruction. This is clearly what today's military planners have in mind, as is all too obvious in these recent remarks of George W. Bush. First, listen to how he identifies the dangers, the plagues that face us: The grave threat from nuclear, biological and chemical weapons has not gone away with the cold war, it has evolved into many separate threats, some of them harder to see and harder to answer, and the adversaries seeking these tools of terror are less predictable, more diverse. With shared intelligence and enforcement, we must confront the threats that come in a shipping container or in a suitcase. And here is his description of the kind of power needed to counter these threats. Notice how information is woven into this power. Power is increasingly defined not by size, but by mobility and swiftness. Advantage increasingly comes from information, such as the three-dimensional images of simulated battle that I have just seen. Safety is gained in stealth and forces projected on the long arc of precision-guided weapons. The best way to keep the peace is to redefine war on our terms.… On land, our heavy forces will be lighter. Our light forces will be more lethal. All will be easier to deploy and to sustain. In the air, we'll be able to strike across the world with pinpoint accuracy, using both aircraft and unmanned systems. On the oceans, we'll connect information and weapons in new ways, maximizing our ability to project power over land. In space, we'll protect our network of satellites, essential to the flow of our commerce and the defense of our common interests. This project of total remote control of nations and peoples is mind-boggling. It's the globalization of the Panopticon, the ideal of complete information coming into the center from every point on the globe, knowledge of the movements and intentions of every group and individual, together with the ability to punish or destroy at will whatever elements the superstate determines stand in the way of its objectives. The panoptical dream, taken to the global level, is to instill among all nations and peoples a sense that they are being watched by a supreme power, exactly like the biblical eye of God, with the power to punish instantaneously. Once achieved, this state of consciousness would mean that actual violence could be used very rarely -- just enough to keep the fear of it alive. What is more important is the constant consciousness of surveillance.
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THE AFF REPLACES MILITARY COERCION WITH NEOLIBERAL COLLECTIVE SUICIDE
SANTOS 2003 – DIRECTOR CENTER FOR SOCIAL STUDIES U COIMBRA

COLLECTIVE SUICIDE? BAD SUBJECTS, NO 63, http://eserver.org/bs/63/santos.html
According to Franz Hinkelammert, the West has repeatedly been under the illusion that it should try to save humanity by destroying part of it. This is a salvific and sacrificial destruction, committed in the name of the need to radically materialize all the possibilities opened up by a given social and political reality over which it is supposed to have total power. This is how it was in colonialism, with the genocide of indigenous peoples, and the African slaves. This is how it was in the period of imperialist struggles, which caused millions of deaths in two world wars and many other colonial wars. This is how it was under Stalinism, with the Gulag, and under Nazism, with the Holocaust. And now today, this is how it is in neoliberalism, with the collective sacrifice of the periphery and even the semiperiphery of the world system. With the war against Iraq, it is fitting to ask whether what is in progress is a new genocidal and sacrificial illusion, and what its scope might be. It is above all appropriate to ask if the new illusion will not herald the radicalization and the ultimate perversion of the Western illusion: destroying all of humanity in the illusion of saving it.

Sacrificial genocide arises from a totalitarian illusion manifested in the belief that there are no alternatives to the present-day reality, and that the problems and difficulties confronting it arise from failing to take its logic of development to ultimate consequences. If there is unemployment, hunger and death in the Third World, this is not the result of market failures; instead, it is the outcome of market laws not having been fully applied. If there is terrorism, this is not due to the violence of the conditions that generate it; it is due, rather, to the fact that total violence has not been employed to physically eradicate all terrorists and potential terrorists.

This political logic is based on the supposition of total power and knowledge, and on the radical rejection of alternatives; it is ultra-conservative in that it aims to reproduce infinitely the status quo. Inherent to it is the notion of the end of history. During the last hundred years, the West has experienced three versions of this logic, and, therefore, seen three versions of the end of history: Stalinism, with its logic of insuperable efficiency of the plan; Nazism, with its logic of racial superiority; and neoliberalism, with its logic of insuperable efficiency of the market. The first two periods involved the destruction of democracy. The last one trivializes democracy, disarming it in the face of social actors sufficiently powerful to be able to privatize the state and international institutions in their favor. I have described this situation as a combination of political democracy and social fascism. One current manifestation of this combination resides in the fact that intensely strong public opinion, worldwide, against the war is found to be incapable of halting the war machine set in motion by supposedly democratic rulers.

At all these moments, a death drive, a catastrophic heroism, predominates, the idea of a looming collective suicide, only preventable by the massive destruction of the other. Paradoxically, the broader the definition of the other and the efficacy of its destruction, the more likely collective suicide becomes. In its sacrificial genocide version, neoliberalism is a mixture of market radicalization, neoconservatism and Christian fundamentalism. Its death drive takes a number of forms, from the idea of "discardable populations", referring to citizens of the Third World not capable of being exploited as workers and consumers, to the concept of "collateral damage", to refer to the deaths, as a result of war, of thousands of innocent civilians. The last, catastrophic heroism, is quite clear on two facts: according to reliable calculations by the Non-Governmental Organization MEDACT, in London, between 48 and 260 thousand civilians will die during the war and in the three months after (this is without there being civil war or a nuclear attack); the war will cost 100 billion dollars, enough to pay the health costs of the world's poorest countries for four years.

Is it possible to fight this death drive? We must bear in mind that, historically, sacrificial destruction has always been linked to the economic pillage of natural resources and the labor force, to the imperial design of radically changing the terms of economic, social, political and cultural exchanges in the face of falling efficiency rates postulated by the maximalist logic of the totalitarian illusion in operation. It is as though hegemonic powers, both when they are on the rise and when they are in decline, repeatedly go through times of primitive accumulation, legitimizing the most shameful violence in the name of futures where, by definition, there is no room for what must be destroyed. In today's version, the period of primitive accumulation consists of combining neoliberal economic globalization with the globalization of war. The machine of democracy and liberty turns into a machine of horror and destruction.
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B – IMPACTS

MAINTAINENCE OF GLOBAL CIVIL PEACE IS A FRONT IN THE PERPETUAL WAR THAT STRUCTURES DOMINATING SOCIAL RELATIONS
FOUCAULT 1976 – PROF PHILOSOPHY COLLEGE DE FRANCE


POWER/KNOWLEDGE: SELECTED INTERVIEWS, ED. GORDON, PAGE 90-91

Then again, there is a second reply we might make: if power is properly speaking the way in which relations of forces are deployed and given concrete expression, rather than analysing it in terms of cession, contract or alienation, or functionally in terms of its maintenance of the relations of production, should we not analyse it primarily in terms of struggle, conflict and war? One would then confront the original hypothesis, according to which power is essentially repression, with a second hypothesis to the effect that power is war, a war continued by other means. This reversal of Clausewitz's assertion that war is politics continued by other means has -a triple significance: in the first place, it implies that the relations of power that function in a society such as ours essentially rest upon a definite relation of forces that is established at a determinate, historically specifiable mo​ment, in war and by war. Furthermore, if it is true that political power puts an end to war, that it installs, or tries to install, the reign of peace in civil society, this by no means implies that it suspends the effects of war or neutralises the disequilibrium revealed in the final battle. The role of political power, on this hypothesis, is perpetually to re​inscribe this relation through a form of unspoken warfare; to re-inscribe it in social institutions, in economic inequalities, in language, in the bodies themselves of each and everyone of us.

So this would be the first meaning to assign to the inversion of Clausewitz's aphorism that war is politics continued by other means. It consists in seeing politics as sanctioning and upholding the disequilibrium of forces that was displayed in war. But there is also something else that the inversion signifies, namely, that none of the political struggles, the conflicts waged over power, with power, for power, the alterations in the relations of forces, the favour​ing of certain tendencies, the reinforcements etc., etc., that come about within this `civil peace'-that none of these phenomena in a political system should be interpreted except as the continuation of war. They should, that is to say, be understood as episodes, factions and displacements in that same war. Even when one writes the history of peace and its institutions, it is always the history of this war that one is writing. The third, and final, meaning to be assigned to the inversion of Clausewitz's aphorism, is that the end result can only be the outcome of war, that is, of a contest of strength, to be decided in the last analyses by recourse to arms. The political battle would cease with this final battle. Only a final battle of that kind would put an end, once and for all, to the exercise of power as continual war.

BIOPOWER MAKES GLOBAL WAR AND GENOCIDAL DESTRUCTION INEVITABLE

FOUCAULT 1978 – PROF PHILOSOPHY COLLEGE DE FRANCE

HISTORY OF SEXUALITY, PAGE (  )

Yet wars were never as bloody as they have been since the nineteenth century, and all things being equal, never before did regimes visit such holocausts on their own populations.  But this formidable power of death – and this is perhaps what accounts for part of its force and the cynicism with which it has so greatly expanded its limits – now presents itself as the counterpart of a power that exerts a power that exerts a positive influence on life, subjecting it to precise controls and comprehensive regulations. Wars are no longer waged in the name of a sovereign who must be defended; they are waged on behalf of the existence of everyone; entire populations are mobilized for the purpose of wholesale slaughter in the name of life necessity: massacres have become vital.  It is as managers of life and survival, of bodies and the race, that so many regimes have been able to wage so many wars, causing so many to be killed.  And through a turn that closes the circle, as the technology of wars has caused them to tend increasingly toward all-out destruction, the decision that initiates them and the one that terminates them are in fact increasingly informed by the naked question of survival. The atomic situation is now at the end point of this process: the power to expose a whole population to death is the underside of the power to guarantee an individual’s continued existence. The principle underlying the tactics of battle – that one has to be capable of killing in order to go on living – has become the principle that defines the strategy of states.  But the existence in question is no longer the juridical existence of sovereignty; at stake is the biological existence of a population.  If genocide is indeed the dream of modern powers, this is not because of a recent return of the ancient right to kill; it is because power is situated and exercised at the level of life, the species, the race, and the large-scale phenomena of population.
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RESISTANCE TO NORMALIZING GLOBALISM WILL CAUSIVE LARGE SCALE NATIONAL CONFLICT ALONG XENOPHOBIC LINES

PETERSSON 2003 – ASSOCIATE PROF POLY SCI @ LUND U

COMBATING UNCERTAINTY COMBATING THE GLOBAL, IJPS, VOL 8 NO 1, AUTUMN/WINTER

Much current research tends to nurture the idea that the influence of nation states is overall on the wane, squeezed as they are between globalising influences and the concomitant greater assertiveness of local belongings. Ulrich Beck (2000: 14), for instance, argues that "globalization means one thing above all else: denationalisation". Basically, I concur with this analysis, provided that it is designed to point out a discernible, long-term trend. However, what seems to be overlooked in much of the literature and above all in the general public debate, is that we may well be talking of processes that could take several decades to complete. In this sense, there seems to be a lack of awareness that the sandwiched position of the nation-state might in the interim give rise to rather violent recoils, as national identities seek to assert themselves and stave off perceived dangers. Jan Aart Scholte (2000: 160) is certainly one of those who displays recognition of the processes that might occur in this context: "[N]ations have remained buoyant and show little sign of disappearing". What has happened, he concedes, is that the bond between state and nation has loosened up to a certain extent (Scholte, 2000: 164). The state has not "withered away" as predicted by Marxism in quite another context, but it has "withered somewhat" (Waters, 2001: 158).

 In discussing the effects of this process, Ole Waever and Morten Kelstrup (1993: 69-70) some years ago sketched a scenario where the national states are on their way out, but where national identities struggle to defend themselves from local, transnational and global pressures. As they (1993: 69-70) pointed out, "[l]eft behind we find nations with less states, cultures with less shell". This might add up to a situation where, for the first time in world history, national sentiments are widespread among sizable collectives of individuals, at the same time as there are dwindling numbers of territorial state frameworks to defend and promote them. Such a world would be volatile and unpredictable indeed, for we are here entering the realms of terra incognita.   

Before we pass into this unknown domain, however, one might well envisage that promoters and defenders of the national rally to defend their cherished values against the perceived onslaught of globalism and its representatives. In Giddens' (1999: 20-35) vocabulary, our times are fraught with risks of a never hitherto experienced magnitude and variety. Globalisation, being perceived as a cause as well as a symptom of many such risks, seems to have prompted nationalists all over the globe to take reactive measures. "The more that distance and borders have disintegrated, the more national differences have seemed precious", maintains Scholte (2000: 164). The globalising world, he goes on to argue, "has left some people feeling torn and lost" (Scholte, 2000: 226). The consequences of such feelings of loss are well worth delving into.  

Considerable attention has in recent years been awarded the so-called processes of glocalisation, whereby substantial effort has been spent analysing the global-local nexus (Robertson, 1992). My own preference is instead to study the somewhat neglected national-local nexus, where I assume national and local identity structures interact and reinforce each other. Together they combat the unknown, which one way or another is perceived as emanating from the global. I hold that there is a need to study these defensive mechanisms, as they might be expected to generate tensions and conflicts in the interaction between majority and minority groups. As Cris Shore (2000: 232) rightly admonishes, "[l]ike decapitating the mythical hydra, the break-up of old nation-states may simply replace them with a plethora of new nationalisms often more xenophobic and ethnically exclusivist than that from which they seceded".
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C – ALTERNATIVE 

QUESTIONING REPRESENTATIONS OF NATIONAL IDENTITY AND CONFLICT BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND JAPAN EXPOSES THE CONTESTED NATURE OF KNOWLEDGE AND POWER IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS

STERLING-FOLKER AND SHINKO 2005 – ASSOCIATE PROF IR AND POLY SCI UCONN 

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 646-649

Postmodern Recognition and Expressions of Doubt

From a postmodern perspective, power is already at play in the ways in which a realist analysis describes and discusses what it has supposedly objectively framed as a potentially dangerous flashpoint.'" But how can postmodernism maintain that power is implicit in the very act of describing the realist version of 'reality'? Can this exercise of power be drawn out and made visible? The key lies in explicating the postmodern claim that not only is IR a discursive process, but that it is 'a process of knowledge as power'.=" Starting from this perspective, power is understood in terms of its relational context. Power relations are made known where attempts are made to bring ambiguity under control, where a privileged interpretation emerges, or where conduct is disciplined and discourse limited." Thus when we choose to comprehend the world in a certain way, we thereby impose an order on it which must inevitably be held in place by power; a power which simultaneously produces us as 'knowers' of the world and disciplines us to know the world in accordance with an established mode of certitude.-'

Realism is the established mode of certitude through which we have come to know the international, and it centers on national security as power politics. According to Taiwan's 'Guidelines for National Unification' issued in 1991, for example, any timeframe for the unification of Taiwan and China must respect the rights and interests of the people in the Taiwan area, and protect their security and welfare.' Realism's national security power/knowledge grid establishes the order whereby security and welfare are conflated with the state and deployed to justify the use (or threat) of violence in order to maintain that discursive equation of state and security/welfare. It is this frame of sovereign certitude that a postmodern analysis seeks to disrupt.

It is not, as George suggests, that postmodenists are attempting to somehow move beyond power, but rather that they are attempting to shift the focus of the knowledge/power grid through which we repre​sent the world of IR.=' In order to radically question the singular, irre​ducible version of reality imposed on the world via realist politics, we need to look to the various marginal sites and be attentive to what Ashley refers to as the 'reality of human struggles to make life go on'.' We need to look at the various local sites where identity and territoriali​ty have been thrown into radical doubt. This recognition of radical doubt opens a space for individuals to question and resist those who would marshal the forces of violence in the name of territorial certi​tude. This recognition shifts us from relations of power that define security u1 terms of national security, to relations of power that exceed the limited purview of states.

MORE EV – RESIST PANOPTIC MANAGEMENT

MORGAREIDGE 2001 – PROF PHILOSOPHY LEWIS & CLARK COLLEGE

THE GLOBAL PANOPTICON, 2-26, http://www.lclark.edu/%7Eclayton/commentaries/global.html
Foucault's central lesson about techniques of power like the Panopticon is that they are not conscious and evil conspiracies. They are, instead, patterns or models of thought and action that grow up in the historical circumstances of exercising power, and today, those circumstances are the global imperatives of corporate penetration. The task of the revolutionary mole is to bring these patterns of power out into the open, to dig them out of the ground where they can be subjected to democratic discussion.

Foucault also tells us that where there is power, there is resistance; no form of power has ever been able to realize its dream of complete control. It is also the task of the revolutionary mole to organize that resistance, and to create cooperative images of the world order that can displace the corporate world order managed by the super-state.

FRAMEWORK – EDUCATION 

TURN – EDUCATION – CONVENTIONAL IR CAN’T GRASP NEW RELATIONS OF DIPLOMACY

DER DERIAN 1992 – PROF INT’L STUDIES @ BROWN

ANTIDIPLOMACY: SPIES TERROR SPEED AND WAR, PAGE 3-4

If this book attempts to open up a field known for its closure, it is so that we might better understand late modern challenges to traditional diplomatic practices, to which I have given the name antidiplomacy. A prior work of mine, On Diplomacy: A Genealogy of Western Estrangement, included a genealogy of the conflict between particularist states and universalist forces which gave rise to an earlier ideological form of antidiplomacy. With Hegel as my guide, I attempted to show how a universal alienation, when mediated through particular interests, produces new and often violently antithetical forms of diplomatic relations. In this book I argue that new technological practices and universal dangers, mediated by the particular interests of the national security state, have generated a new antidiplomacy. In short, what distinguishes late modern antidiplomacy from earlier forms is how it constitutes and mediates estrangement by new techniques of power and representations of danger. 

These new techniques of power are transparent and pervasive, more “real” in time than in space, and produced and sustained through the exchange of signs rather than goods. They have proven to be resistant if not invisible to traditional methods of analysis. They do not “fit” and therefore they elude the traditional and the re-formed delimitations of the International Relations field: the geopolitics of realism, the structural political economy of neorealism, the possessive institutionalism of neoliberalism. In contrast, I believe that poststructuralism can grasp – but never fully capture – the significance of these new forces for international relations. 

In this book I will examine three forces that stand out for their discursive power and shared problematic. Their discursive power is chronopolitical and technostrategic, and they have generated a late modern problematic for a system of states which increasingly seems resistant to comprehension by traditional styles and systems of thought. To clarify: they are “chronopolitical” in the sense that they elevate chronology over geography, pace of space in their political effects; they are “technostrategic” in that they use and are used by technology for the purpose of war; they have a discursive power in that they produce and are sustained by historically transient discourses which mediate our relations with empirical events; and the problematic is late (or  post-) modern because it defies the grand theories or definitive structures which impose rationalist identities or binary oppositions to explain international relations. Hence, a poststructuralist analysis is called for, to show us how these new technological and discursive practices, mediate and often dominate relations with other states, but also to tell us. about their relationship to ourselves; that is, how their power is manifested in the boundaries they establish for what can be said and who can say it with authority in international theory.

The three forces challenging traditional diplomacy that I will examine are spies (intelligence and surveillance), terror (global terrorism and the national security culture), and speed (the acceleration of pace in war and diplomacy'. The problematic they have generated can be simply put: the closer technology and scientific discourse brings us to the "other"- - that is, the more that the model is congruent with the reality, the image resembles the object, the medium becomes the real-time message - the less we see of ourselves in the other. Theoretical reflection loses out to techno-scientific reification.

FRAMEWORK – POWER

TURN – POWER THEORY

A – UNDERSTANDINGS OF POWER ARE CONTESTED

BERENSKOETTER AND WILLIAMS 2005 – PROF LONDON SCHOOL ECON AND PHILOSOPHY JHU 
EDITOR’S INTRODUCTION, MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE II 
As this brief overview shows, the articles collected in this issue not only offer a broad range of definitions of power, anchored in rich theoretical and empirical discussions, they also represent very different research 'traditions'. This made the editorial process both exciting and challenging, and we would like to thank all authors for their patience along the way. If anything, the contributions show that the study of power remains an intellectual battleground, that the question of how power should be defined and measured depends on where we look for it. In other words, the question 'what is power' is inevitably an ontological one whose answer is guided by theoretical and methodological choices. Yet, as Stefano Guzzini reminds us, these choices are not taken within a political vacuum but carry with them considerable responsibility by opening (and dosing) sites of action and, thus, potential for change.

B – NOT JUST GUNS AND MONEY

BERENSKOETTER AND WILLIAMS 2005 – PROF LONDON SCHOOL ECON AND PHILOSOPHY JHU 
EDITOR’S INTRODUCTION, MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE VI

At least within the English-speaking IR community, the term is still monopolized by the realist paradigm.' It features predominantly in discussions about merits and drawbacks of various forms of 'great power' polarity and produces statements like that of Niall Fergusori s, who recently repeated the familiar realist mantra that a world without a hegemon would be a dangerous one as it would mean "the end of power".' Another example would be Robert Kagan who, in his influential analysis of the transatlantic relationship, suggested that the lack of enthusiasm for military force among Europeans meant that the continent had moved "beyond power".' While there is nothing intellectually wrong with such views, at the very least they unnecessarily limit our understanding of the distribution of `power' in international politics by suggesting that military and economic capabilities count as the only resources, and states the only carriers, of power. After all, 'power' has meaning beyond realism.

FRAMEWORK – POWER

TURN – PRESSURE THEORY

A – POWER ANALYSIS IS MIRED IN PARTICULAR INTERESTS 

LUKES 2005 – PROF SOCIOLOGY NYU

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 477-478

The first is that the concept of power is primitive in the specific sense that its meaning cannot be elucidated by reference to other notions whose meaning is less controversial than its own. ('Truth' is another such primitive concept.) In particular, although, as 1 shall argue, the con​cept of power is intimately linked to the notion of 'interests', how 'inter​ests' are to be understood is certainly no less controversial than how 'power' is to be understood. The second reason is that the concept of power is essentially contested. By this I mean that when some judgment is made about the presence or absence of power or the extent of some agent's power, what counts as having or exercising power, as being more or less powerful or powerless, and so on, cannot be disconnected from various controversial assumptions, among them assumptions about what is important or significant. In other words, it cannot be discon​nected from what we commonly call the 'value assumptions' of the per​son making the judgment.

B – IMPACT – STRUCTURES THE NATURE OF OUR ACTIONS

LUKES 2005 – PROF SOCIOLOGY NYU

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 478

Moreover, thirdly; the contestedness of 'power' - the fact that what counts as power and being powerful is controversial - matters. For, as Stefano Guzziiu argues in his contribution to this issue, the concept of power has a performative role in our discourse, and, more particularly, in our political discourse: how we conceive of power makes a difference to how we think and act in general, and especially in political contexts. As Gu-r.zini puts it, 'what it does when it is used" can have significant con​sequences. For example, in the recent US election, the evidence suggests that many voters based their choice of the President u1 part on the basis of their judgments about two separable questions that were put to them: which of the candidates appeared to be the 'stronger' leader, and which would keep American 'strong'. Obviously enough, what'strong' means is inseparable from what'powerful' and thus 'power' mean. 

FRAMEWORK – IMPACT – COERCION 

FRAMEWORK – IMPACT – ULTIMATE COERCION

ZITO AND BARLOW 1994 – ASS’T PROF’S RELIGION AND CHINESE HISTORY COLUMBIA AND SFSU

BODY SUBJECT AND POWER IN CHINA, PAGE 2

If power resides in the processes of social construction, intrinsic to the creation of language, people, and things, then scholars who wish to un​derstand power and society cross-culturally must scrutinize sources in new ways. If we assume that power is embedded within social life and not outside it, merely waiting to be mobilized as violence or coercion, we must then recognize that fundamental modes of creating and ordering are implicated in social inequities and imbalances. We are forced to notice un​easily that the most powerful coercion of all lies with the innocuous constitution of reality, which helps people every day to forget the contin​gencv of their experience and to live life as necessity. 

FRAMEWORK – AT IGNORES REALITY 

FRAMEWORK – AT K IGNORES REALITY

TURN – THERE’S A DIFFERENCE BETWEEN DENYING ALL REALITY AND CRITICALLY EXPOSING MEANING. POST-STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS RECOGNIZES THE REPRESENTATIONAL FORCE OF IR THEORY  

DER DERIAN 1992 – PROF INT’L STUDIES @ BROWN

ANTIDIPLOMACY: SPIES TERROR SPEED AND WAR, PAGE 7-8

First, poststructuralism is not, as many critics have claimed, inherently anti-empirical. This book does in fact contain a "research program," but not one which assumes that the object of research is immaculately reproduced by the program. Poststructuralism differs from rationalist approaches in that it does not hold that international theorists mirror the reality of world politics through their intellectual analysis. Both use and are used by language: meaning endlessly differs and is deferred through the linguistic interaction of theorist and text. Rationalists cling to the faith that there is an object, a truth, a reality out there, that is waiting for the right method to come along and in the name of scientific progress make use of, make sense of, give order to it. Moreover, the realities of world politics increasingly are generated, mediated, simulated by technical means of production, further distancing and alienating them from some original, unproblematic meaning. It is this very hetero​logical nature of discourse that the traditional theories of IR, in a demonstrative, hegemonic act, always dream of fixing, reducing, subject​ing to a single, monological meaning.

This is not to reduce IR to a linguistic practice, nor to claim there is no truth, no values, no reality. Rather, it is to refute the claim that there is an external being, supreme epistemology, ultimate theory that can prove, adjudicate, confirm an existence independent of its representation. A poststructuralist approach proceeds by recognizing and investigating the interrelationship of power and representational practices that elevate one truth over another, that subject one identity to another, that make, in short, one discourse matter more than the next.. Such an investigation requires a semio-critical approach, one that might problematize and dismantle empirico-positivist categories by revealing their interdiscursive origins, logical inconsistencies and interpretive inadequacies.

LINK – BIOPOWER – KNOWLEDGE/POWER

TURN – KNOWLEDGE IS POWER

ZITO AND BARLOW 1994 – ASS’T PROF’S RELIGION AND CHINESE HISTORY COLUMBIA AND SFSU

BODY SUBJECT AND POWER IN CHINA, PAGE 6-7
Approaches to social life that emphasize its constructed nature open a field upon which people do more than contend for already available re​sources, symbolic or material. Instead they simultaneously create what they appropriate. In his famous formulation of power and knowledge, Foucault has redefined their relationship. Analysts must now confront their own role as historical actors shaping the very formations they "study." In our terms, we must confront our own common sense if we ever wish to fathom the common sense of others.
For Foucault, the matter is not so much knowledge of power. His inter​est lies in the fact that when people create knowledge they do it within con​ditions of existing power investments. He writes (Morris and Patton 1979): "Between each point of a social body, between a man and woman, in a family, between a teacher and pupil, between the one who knows and the one who doesn't, there pass relations of power which are not the pure and simple projection of a greater sovereign power over individuals."

Once society itself is understood as the never finished outcome of constant discursive negotiation and historical determination, analysts can glimpse power-as-relation. Marry of the chapters here detail conflicts over categorizing, classifying, conceptualizing, and ordering within Chinese societies. These relations structure and effect the commonsense orderliness that writers in this volume seek to uncover and analyze as systematic relations of domination.

LINK – BIOPOWER – JAPAN 

LINK – POWER IN THE ASIAN REGION AND JAPAN WORKS THROUGH A REGIME OF GOVERNMANTILITY ROOTED IN THE IMPERIALISM OF WESTERN DIPLOMACY

CALLAHAN 2004 – PROF IR AND DIRECTOR CENTRE FOR CHINESE STUDIES U DURHAM

CONTINGENT STATES: GREATER CHINA AND TRANSNATIONAL RELATIONS, PAGE XXV-XXVII

But, as Foucault affirms, concepts do not arise simply out of events such as battles or treaties, but out of "the reversal of a rela​tionship of forces, the usurpation of power, the appropriation of a vocabulary turned against those who had once used it" (Foucault iy84, 88; also see Cumings i999, ai). Nation-states and sovereign​ty emerged in East Asia as part of the reversals of imperialism from Chinese empire to Euro-American-Japanese empire. Theory did not emerge solely out of administrative imperialism: the spread of "civilization," the conceptual cultural imperialism of "diplomacy," the "family of nations," and now the "international community" (see Gong 1984; Keene Zoor). Thus both Shapiro and Walker not only deconstruct the state but push us to see how contingent states such as Greater China have emerged in relation to specific historical contradictions and reversals.

This critical view of international politics is aided by Foucault's concept of "governmentality," which expands the notion of power from juridical concepts of power that restrict action, to productive notions of power that are generated by social relationships. Rather than being state-centric and concerned with sovereignty, power in the "art of government" is more "pastoral" and multiple (Foucault ry8z, zy). This contingent power grows out of informal rela​tions. Comparing it with the unified power of Machiavelli's prince, Foucault argues that

the practices of government are, on the one hand, multifarious and concern many kinds of people: the head of a family, the superior of a convent, the teacher or tutor of a child or pupil; so that there are sev​eral forms of government among which the prince's relation to his state is only one particular mode; while on the other hand, all these other kinds of government are internal to the state or society.... Thus we find at once a plurality of forms of government and their immanence to the state; the multiplicity and immanence of these ac​tivities distinguishes them radically from the transcendent singulari​ty of Machiavclli's prince. (r99i, 91)

Rather than state and civil society being distinct, autonomous, and in opposition, the various forms of government interweave the state, economy, and society in patterns of power both isomorphic and holographic. Whereas juridical sovereignty is discontinuous in that it tries to draw a line between the power of the prince and any other form of power, the task of the art of government is to establish a continuity from governing the individual through governing the family to governing the state (Foucault iyyr, y-g2).

Thus, though it is common to frame "Communist China" and illiberal Southeast Asian regimes in terms of human rights viola​tions, this book will argue that power also works in productive and multiple ways in Greater China, and will show how the state, the family, and the market work through regimes of power/knowledge. Cultural governance and biopower regulate not just the individual but other spaces: kinship networks, public and private schools, the capitalist workplace, the nation-state, and transnational networks (see Ong ryy9).

LINK – WAR – TOPIC

LINK / IMPACT*** – DIPLOMATIC AND ECONOMIC PRACTICE FOR MAINTAINENCE OF CIVIL PEACE IS A FRONT IN THE PERPETUAL WAR THAT STRUCTURES SOCIAL RELATIONS OF POWER 

FOUCAULT 1976 – PROF PHILOSOPHY COLLEGE DE FRANCE


POWER/KNOWLEDGE: SELECTED INTERVIEWS, ED. GORDON, PAGE 90-91

Then again, there is a second reply we might make: if power is properly speaking the way in which relations of forces are deployed and given concrete expression, rather than analysing it in terms of cession, contract or alienation, or functionally in terms of its maintenance of the relations of production, should we not analyse it primarily in terms of struggle, conflict and war? One would then confront the original hypothesis, according to which power is essentially repression, with a second hypothesis to the effect that power is war, a war continued by other means. This reversal of Clausewitz's assertion that war is politics continued by other means has -a triple significance: in the first place, it implies that the relations of power that function in a society such as ours essentially rest upon a definite relation of forces that is established at a determinate, historically specifiable mo​ment, in war and by war. Furthermore, if it is true that political power puts an end to war, that it installs, or tries to install, the reign of peace in civil society, this by no means implies that it suspends the effects of war or neutralises the disequilibrium revealed in the final battle. The role of political power, on this hypothesis, is perpetually to re​inscribe this relation through a form of unspoken warfare; to re-inscribe it in social institutions, in economic inequalities, in language, in the bodies themselves of each and everyone of us.

So this would be the first meaning to assign to the inversion of Clausewitz's aphorism that war is politics continued by other means. It consists in seeing politics as sanctioning and upholding the disequilibrium of forces that was displayed in war. But there is also something else that the inversion signifies, namely, that none of the political struggles, the conflicts waged over power, with power, for power, the alterations in the relations of forces, the favour​ing of certain tendencies, the reinforcements etc., etc., that come about within this `civil peace'-that none of these phenomena in a political system should be interpreted except as the continuation of war. They should, that is to say, be understood as episodes, factions and displacements in that same war. Even when one writes the history of peace and its institutions, it is always the history of this war that one is writing. The third, and final, meaning to be assigned to the inversion of Clausewitz's aphorism, is that the end result can only be the outcome of war, that is, of a contest of strength, to be decided in the last analyses by recourse to arms. The political battle would cease with this final battle. Only a final battle of that kind would put an end, once and for all, to the exercise of power as continual war.

LINK – WAR – DIPLOMACY 

LINK – PEACEFUL RESOLUTION OF DISPUTES RESULTS FROM SOCIETY’S PURE WAR ORIENTATION

REID 2003 – PROF POLY SCI U LONDON

FOUCAULT ON CLAUSEWITZ, ALTERNATIVES VOL 28, PAGE 15-16

What is it, we might ask in turn, that Foucault sees in war to suggest that this modern form of power, which he calls biopower, derives frorn it? What is it about relationalitv, since that would appear to be the key concept in differentiating biopower from sov​ereign power, that Foucault sees as defining the "general form of war": Paul V'irilio's work emerges as a direct response to these questions.o3 Virilio argues that the essence of war resides not in the actual conduct. of war, but in its preparation. the preparation of societies for war requires the construction of logistical infrastruc​tures of relations for the exchange of information and communica​tion in anticipation of the event of war. The degree to which a soci​ety refines its infocommunication infrastructure expresses, Virilio argues, its actual foundation on a principle of the preparation for war. Hence, Virilio interprets the heavy reliance of contemporary Western societies on the economies of information and communi​cation as an expression of the extent to which the West continues to relate to this principle. Indeed. Virilio goes further than Foucault in arguing that war is not only fundamental to modern Western soci​eties, but "is the fundamental concept of our civilisation."6 

Foucault and Virilio confer on the relational properties of war. For Virilio the foundation of Western societies upon war has forged the degrees of social integration and unification that have led to the attainment of a state of social homogeneity that is com​monly explained as "globalization." According to Virilio, war forges a radical social relationality• underpinned by principles of logisti​cal utility in the name of war preparation. The level of pacification achieved throughout the West is but an expression of the extent to which this system of social organization, deriving from war, has been refined. In fact, he argues, it is representative of neither a state of peace nor war, as such, but what he calls Pure War. Pure War "is the military procedure itself, in its ordinary durability . . . in short, the dissolution of the state of war and the military's infil​tration into the movements of dailv life" 

LINK – WAR – SPEED

LINK – SPEED IS PURE WAR

DER DERIAN 1992 – PROF INT’L STUDIES @ BROWN

ANTIDIPLOMACY: SPIES TERROR SPEED AND WAR, PAGE 131-133

In a word, Virilio's project is to politicize speed. The politics and power of wealth, war and media have been studied but not their political relationship to speed. In the sub-field of international political economy steps have been taken to understand the relation of national wealth to violence, empire, and military power. There has not, however, been serious consideration of Political power in relation to the speed of svstems of weapons, communications, decision-making. Virilio is con​cerned about the issue, because he believes a revolution has taken place in the regulation of speed. He outlined this argument in an interview with Sylvere Lotringer:

Up until the nineteenth century, society was founded on the brake. Means of furthering speed were very scant. You had ships, but sailing ships evolved very little between Antiquity and Napoleon's time. The only machine ~to use speed with any sophistication was the optical telegraph, then the electric telegraph. In general, up until the nineteenth century there was no production of speed. They could produce brakes by means of ramparts, the law, rules, interdictions, etc. . . . Then, suddenly, there's the great revolution that others have called the Industrial Revolution or the Transpor​tation Revolution. i call it a dromocratic: revolution because what was  invented was ... a means of fabricating speed with the steam engine, then the combustion engine. And so they can pass from the age of brakes to the age of the accelerator. In other words, power will he invested in acceleration itself."

In Speed and Pulitics Virilio presents the hypothesis that the great revolution of the industrial age was not national but, as he describes it, "dromocratic" in character, in the sense of a kinetic energy of machines and rnasses taking hold in the cities. Cities, as disorganized flows of population and capital, or sites of "habitable circulation," begin to challenge the military and political hegemony of the static absolutist state. 12 He sifts through political and strategic theory to provide an intellectual basis for his claims, from the writings of Machiavelli and Montesquieu (who declared somewhat prematurely that "With the in​vention of gunpowder, the impregnable place ceased to exist") to the military thinkers of the nineteenth century trying to cope with techno​logical innovation, like Colonel Delair ("The art of defense must con​stantly be in transformation; it is not exempt from the general law of this world: stasis is death") and General de Villemoisy ("Out of 300 seiges conducted by the Europeans since the beginning of this century, there have only been about ten in which the fortification fell first")."

Virilio is preoccupied with the violence of speed, and running through his various works is the political theme that speed, as Sun Tzu noted many centuries ago, is the essence of war. It is speed that transforms the hand into a fist, or as Napoleon applied the concept to military strategy, force is what seperates mass from power."" But speed coupled with the other technological changes has even further altered the battlefield: Space is no longer in geography - it's in electronics. Unity is in the terminals. It's in the instantaneous time of command posts, multi-national headquarters, control towers, etc. ... There is a movement from geo- to chrono-politics: the distribution of territory becomes the distribution of time. The distribution of territory is outmoded, minimal."

A radical claim, one that Virilio believes to be supported by the equally radical transformation of our visual representation of war. Virilio uses the language and experience of military phenomena to show how the violence of speed, coupled with the other technological innovations, has altered the representation of war - the face of battle itself - as well as the war of representations that goes on in advanced industrial societies. The victim of this "pure war" is reality, or rather any given reality. All realities are generated, mediated, simulated by technological means of reproduction; hence, "truth" becomes an instrument and product of perception. His last three books, Guerre et Cinema, La Alachine de vision, and L'inertie polaire make up a trilogy on the logistics of perception, which he interprets as increasingly replacing antiquated phenomenologies of reality."

LINK – IR – COLD WAR MINDSET

TURN – COLD WAR MENTALITY

ZITO AND BARLOW 1994 – ASS’T PROF’S RELIGION AND CHINESE HISTORY COLUMBIA AND SFSU

BODY SUBJECT AND POWER IN CHINA, PAGE 3-4

The influence of the Cold War upon our field cannot be overstated. The specific version for China studies of what has come to be called the self/other problem was communist world versus free world. China was a country of "blue ants;" barely human, utterly different from Western democratic society. Or else China held out hope for a utopian egalitarian alternative to a corrupt bourgeois American society. Such thinking rein​states what has come to be criticized by Derrida and others as an "essen​tializing binary"-an opposition that brings into being two things whose interdependence is then disguised by their seeming substantiality. Self/ other, man/woman, and nature/culture are classic examples.2

In a sense, the times determine how we think. Cold War polities nur​tured the sorts of binary divisions that we subject to criticism in this book. We realize we are not performing the first critique of such oppositions. Founders and contributors to the Bulletin of' Concerned Asian Scholars courageously interrogated many of these attitudes in the context of the Vietnam War.3 That the institutional and conceptual centers of the field have not changed as much as any of us might have hoped suggest that many of the ideological underpinnings of the Cold War years persist.

The diplomatic offensive of the Cold War is over, and its closure removes that overarching structuring binary for China studies, commu​nism versus free world. Increased diplomatic, economic, and cultural tics now exist not only between China and the United States, but betwcen China and the rest of Asia. Scholars move freely between China, Hong Kong, and Taiwan, to say nothing of intra-Asian.scholarly exchanges with Japan and Korea. However, the ideological offensive of the Cold War still requires dismantling. Having been deeply implicated in that war of ideas, our field is a necessary site of struggle.

The sclf/other problem undergirds this persisting ideology. Our Cold War commonsense versions of human life and history have often relegated others to being instances of diversity or, worse, obstructed evolutionary stages or partial norms, precluded by the terms of their secondariness from unfolding naturally. 4 The expansion of commodification underlying capi​tal and the collapse of monolithic Cold War ideological polarization open new spaces for contention within Asia. To unravel our Cold War common​sense assumptions, scholars of Asia might begin by reading critiques from the margins (such as those by Gayatri Spivak mid Snrart Hall), which may help shift our own ideologized blinders.


LINK – IR – FOREIGN POLICY 

AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY PERFORMATIVELY ENACTS THE LIMITS OF IDENTITY

CALLAHAN 2004 – PROF IR AND DIRECTOR CENTRE FOR CHINESE STUDIES U DURHAM

CONTINGENT STATES: GREATER CHINA AND TRANSNATIONAL RELATIONS, PAGE 26

To understand peace/war relations and other sites of violence we need to consider how the relations of civilization/barbarian, self/Other, and inside/outside are negotiated. Although such divi​sions may seem obvious, the struggle over "One China" shows that such distinctions are not clear in China (Yates z997). In Writing Security, Campbell shows how encounters with Otherness have defined "dangers" in United States foreign policy. In this way he opens up a new terrain for study: "Foreign policy shifts from a con​cern of relations between states that take place across ahistorical, frozen, pregiven boundaries, to a concern with the establishment of boundaries that constitute, at one and the same time, the `state' and `the international system"' (Campbell z998a, 6z). Thus, he ar​gues that there are two senses of "foreign policy." On the one hand, foreign policy refers to all practices of differentiation between self and Other; this practice of foreign policy is divorced from the state and applies to encounters with Otherness in sociologicial sites such as ethnicity, race, class, gender, region, and sexuality. On the other hand, foreign policy (in the second sense, which Campbell capital​izes as Foreign Policy) is a performance by the state that serves to re​produce the construction of identity made possible by the first mode of foreign policy (Campbell 1998a, 68-70). Foreign Policy's job, then, is to guard the borders inscribed by foreign policy. Foreign policy, in both senses, is about frontiers of identity and territory.
LINK – IR – OTHER

LINK – REPRESENTATIONS OF THE OTHER IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS
DIEZ 2005 – PROF POLY SCI U BIRMINGHAM (UK)

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 628-629

It is helpful to summarise some of the strategies of constructing 'self' and 'other' in international politics in order to trace them in articulations of normative power Europe:

• Representation of the other as an existential threat ('securitisation ). This practice has been highlighted and analysed by the Copenhagen School of security studies.," In their work, issues are turned into a security threat through a speech act of securitisation; i.e., the representation of that issue as an existential threat, legitimising extraordinary measures (classically: war), but also constructing a particular subject as the threatened 'referent object' at the same time.

• Representation of the other as inferior. In this weaker version of 'othering', the self is simply constructed as superior to the other. In practices of Orientalism, for instance, the other becomes the exotic; as such the other is feted, but at the same time looked down upon."` To the extent that the other is seen as undermining the standards of the self, this strategy approximates the first one.

• Representation of the other as violating universal principles. This is a stronger variation of the second strategy. Here, however, the standards of the self are not simply seen as superior, but of universal validity, with the consequence that the other should be convinced or otherwise brought to accept the principles of the self."

LINK – IR – DIPLOMACY 

TURN – ANTI-DIPLOMACY

A – TEXTUALIZATION OF REALITY IS FUNDAMENTAL TO THE INTERNATIONAL ORDER

DER DERIAN 1992 – PROF INT’L STUDIES @ BROWN

ANTIDIPLOMACY: SPIES TERROR SPEED AND WAR, PAGE 2
This book, then, should be read first as a symptomology, or, as it once was known in medicine and now is in literary theory, as a semiology of International Relations: of how it makes order out of disordcr by the establishment of signifying boundaries (geographical, conceptual, epistemological) between the inside and outside of the cave, the Consti​tution of essentialist identities (the state, democracy, research programs) like beef, and the construction of binary differences (war/peace, realism/ idealism, us/them) between dog and non-dog. I argue in this book that in world politics it is increasingly not what is inside or outside the cave that really matters: it is the map of the borders - the textualization of reality - that has come to matter most. Drawn to keep at bay what Nietzsche called the "breath of empty space," these textual borders have taken on more substance as the immateriality of late modernity spreads.' Not substantial enough, I am afraid: for the dog, this book brings no thing; worse, it brings news of the nothingness that lurks outside its sovereign cave.

B – DIPLOMACY IS A DISCOURSE OF DANGER AND SURVEILLANCE

DER DERIAN 1992 – PROF INT’L STUDIES @ BROWN

ANTIDIPLOMACY: SPIES TERROR SPEED AND WAR, PAGE VII-VIII

What preoccupies in the international order are the great spectacles and instant banalization of security and terror, surveillance and speed, simulation and war. Textually represented and globally conveyed by the media, they have come to pervade everydav life. Yet they never went to make it into the protected realm of international theory. This is a first attempt to do so, by applying a poststructuralist approach to a late modern condition of international relations which I call an antidiplomacy. "Antidiplomacy" represents a challenge to traditional diplomatic prac​tices, a new discursive formation of statehood based on a techno​strategic triad of surveillance, terror, and speed, and paradoxically, the possibility for a radical transformation of the states-system. Through a critical reading of antidiplomacy, this book seeks to identify new global dangers and opportunities that have emerged from the rise and fall of a bipolar empire of estrangement. It signals the loss of one mimetic other, and asks whether antidiplomacy will continue as war by an admixture of new otherness in a unipolar order - or as peace by the mediation of difference in an international society.

LINK – IR – POWER / THREAT

LINK – THREAT / POWER 

LUKES 2005 – PROF SOCIOLOGY NYU

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 478-479

To see why and in what ways 'power' is essentially contested, it is helpful to recall John Lacke's very general definition of power. To have power, he wrote, is to be 'able to make, or able to receive, any change'-. Even that, however, is not general enough, for it excludes the power to resist change in face of a changing environment. So let us say; extending Locke's definition, that having power is being able to make or to receive any change, or to resist 'it. Though extremely general, tl-ds has several specific implications. It implies that power identifies a capacity: power is a potentiality, not an actuality - indeed a potentiality that may never be actualised. As Anthony Kenny observes, failure to see this has fre​quently led to 'two different forms of reductionism, often combined and often confused, depending on whether the attempt was to reduce a power to its exercise or to its vehicle'.'

Among present-day social scientists, the 'exercise fallacy' has been committed by those for whom power can only mean the causing of an observable sequence of events. This has led behavioural political scien​tists to equate power with success in decision-making. To be powerful is to win: to prevail over others in conflict situations. But such victories can be very misleading as to where power really lies. Raymond Aron was rightly critical of 'the kind of sociology that prides itself on being strict​ly empirical and operational' and that 'questions the utility of the term "power" to the extent that it designates a potential that is never made manifest except through acts (decisions)'.` The 'vehicle fallacy' is com​mitted by those tempted by the idea that power must mean whatever goes into operation when power is activated. This idea has led sociolo​gists and strategy analysts, for example, to equate power with power resources; the former equating it with wealth and status, the latter with militarily forces and weaponry. But having the means of power is not the same as being powerful. As both Prance and the United States discov​ered in Vietnam, having military superiority is not the same as having power. In short, observing the exercise of power can give evidence of its possession and counting power resources can be a clue to its distribu​tion, but power is a capacity, and neither the exercise nor the vehicle of that capacity.

LINK – IR – GLOBAL CIVIL SOCIETY 

LINK – AMERICAN PRESSURE PRODUCES A GLOBAL CIVIL SOCIETY DOMINATED BY THE DISCOURSES OF IMPERIALISM
LIPSCHUTZ 2005 – PROF POLITICS USCSC

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 748-749

I argue, in other words, that GCS manifests in two forms: a moral and an ethical or, alternatively, through markets mid politics. In this I draw on Hegel's distinction between moral and ethical behaviour; the former having to do with individual conscience, the latter with the foundations of political comlnunit<T (in Ids terms, the State).` There is no global State, of course, but to a growing degree, the global political economy constitutes a singular transnational capitalist social formation that resembles, more and more, a state-in-formation. Inasmuch as its regulatory elements largely reflect the post-World War II preferences and practices of an increasingly​ imperial United States, this state-in-formation remains quite underdeveloped by comparison with its market elements. In light of the growing global role of US military and market discipline in keeping order, we might even call it an emerging 'watchman' state.' To put the point another was; following Empire, this entity is bound together through an integrated global network of accumulation and exchange, but the governmentality through which it is managed emanates from the center and is struggling to gain full domination through military means." Thus emerging global unit is, moreover, a single capitalist forrmitivn, in which new property rights and rules of the political economy are being created through a system of national and international institutions dominated by the American executive and legislative branches, and through which 'imperial' law comes to trump international law.

Within this arrangement, GCS is generated through productive power - in a sense, it is willed into existence - as particular agents in command of certain discursive resources seek to impose limits on the autonomy of market-based actors in the face of a very weak global ethical and normative regulatory structure. As explained later in this article, most of these agents pursue their goals through institutions - that is, through the rules and authority of national and transnational agencies and association - and attempt to induce change in the moral behaviour of state- and market-based actors. Some agents - especially those commonly described as 'social movements' - work through productive power in an effort to transform the ethical bases of political action and thereby to reconstruct the structural principles governing both domestic and global political economy.

MORE EV – US LED GLOBAL CIVIL SOCIETY COMMODIFIES LIFE IN THE NAME OF NEOLIBERALISM

LIPSCHUTZ 2005 – PROF POLITICS USCSC

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 753-754

What is this 'Civil Society?'

My argument here is that global civil society is a foundational element of an emergent, globalised, neo-liberal system organised around individualism, private property; and exchange. The United States has taken on the dominant role in structuring this political economy under which capitalism can maximise its global accumulation possibilities. While a great deal of contemporary research on the activities of GCS focus on its human rights advocacy against an overweening state, we must not ignore the comparably predatory nature of an unregulated market, in which the agents of capital are only too eager to commodify the body and human labour in search of profits.' Civil society becomes an arena of social struggle over this tendency as well, as certain fractions of the bourgeoisie seek to avoid impoverishment by market forces via action through both state and market." What we see here, however, is a dialectic rather than causality: while civil society cannot exist absent a liberal system, a liberal system also cannot exist if civil society is absent. They are mutually constitutive, having come into existence through an historical materialist process that, today, continues to generate states, markets, and civil societies.

LINK – IR – SOUTH CHINA SEA

LINK – SOUTH CHINA SEA 

CALLAHAN 2004 – PROF IR AND DIRECTOR CENTRE FOR CHINESE STUDIES U DURHAM

CONTINGENT STATES: GREATER CHINA AND TRANSNATIONAL RELATIONS, PAGE 71-74 
In addition to the track-one diplomacy of ASEAN and ARF meet​ings, dispute resolution activities are taking place at the South China Sea Informal Working Group workshops organized annually by Indo​nesia and Canada (South China Sea Informal Working Group Zoot). This track-two diplomacy has been hailed as a significant new devel​opment not just because it integrates China into multilateral forums (Lee Lai To t999, 59ff; Austin 1998, 304), but because it also is part of the construction of a new sense of "international society" in Asia and beyond. The disputes that are "located at the junction of outer fringes of China and Southeast Asia" are "a catalyst for initiating fun​damental changes in existing patterns of state interaction" (Odgaard 20o2, io, 3; Odgaard 2003, zi).

But while joining the regional structures, attending the confer​ences, writing white papers, developing a cadre of international law experts, making encouraging statements on general issues, and even signing on to a Code of Conduct, Beijing has resisted multi​lateral solutions to the South China Sea disputes. After eight years of track-two diplomacy, the Indonesian workshops leader was less optimistic about their influence, because China had shown itself "unwilling to agree to concrete moves" (in Stenseth 1999, 13; Lee Lai To i999, 80). China has encouraged the ambiguity of the South China Sea Informal Working Group; it has realized that, once it specifies its claim, it will have to defend it in the context of inter​national law, and that a claim to most of the South China Sea as historic waters would be very difficult to defend (Valencia 1995, i3). Even the Code of Conduct does not promote multilateral reso​lution (see Odgaard zoo3, zz); China still prefers to deal with rival claimants on a bilateral basis. Although Beijing has offered joint development of resources to rival claimants at various times, closer examination shows that joint development is always under Beijing's leadership. One scholar in Beijing compared "joint development" in the South China Sea to a "joint venture" corporation in Beijing: while economic investment and profits are shared, the corporation is still under Chinese sovereign jurisdiction (Interviews 1999).

China further formalized its claim in February 1992, when the National People's Congress passed the "Law of the People's Republic of China on its Territorial Waters and Contiguous Areas." This ac​tion disturbed the region because it unilaterally made a legal claim for ownership not just of the islands in the South China Sea but also for Taiwan, the Diaoyu Islands, Penghu Islands, Dongsha Islands, and "other islands that belong to the PRC" ("Law on Territorial Waters" BBC/SWB 28 November i99z, Wh-2). But even this ag​gressive unilateral action is still phrased in the familiar language of state sovereignty: the law is "to enable the PRC to exercise its sovereignty over its territorial waters and its rights to exercise con​trol over their adjacent areas, and to safeguard state security as well as its maritime rights and interests" ("Law on Territorial Waters" BBC/SWB 28 November 1992, W/T-z). The right to defend this sovereignty through military action is included in this law. Once again, both sympathetic and critical readings of China's diplomacy in the South China Sea reaffirm that China is being converted to the Westphalian notion of the sovereignty of nation-states.

To put it another way, Chinese actions in the South China Sea are quite predictable. China is involved in the age-old process of "writing security" (Campbell 7yg8a). Through its military and dip​lomatic narratives, China-like the other states in the dispute-is creating a problem in the South China Sea to craft and manage bor​ders that otherwise do not make sense.

Although the South China Sea is commonly seen as one of the main "security problems" in East Asia, in fact there is little ac​tual conflict there. As in the Kasmiri conflict between India and Pakistan, where the greatest casualties are to altitude sickness and frostbite (Krishna 1996, zoo-ZOi), in the South China Sea soldiers do not fight each other so much as storms and sunstroke. As the newspaper articles tell us, the main enemy in the South China Sea is the sea itself: "In October 1993, Typhoon No. Zo hit the main pillbox. High waves rolled over the rooftop of the three-story-high building. Erected structures and equipment lying on an area of 60o square meters of the construction site were swept away" (Hu Zhanfan rgg4, m). When the sea does not get you, the sun will: "[W]e heard of instances of asphalt felt melting and thermome​ters bursting under the scorching sun of the Nansha islands" (Hu Zhanfan 1994, 11; Whiting 1998, z99). The "Nansha Spirit" de​scribes enduring the hardship of the weather conditions, rather than surviving the horrors of battle. Hence equipment upgrading concen​trates on stronger air conditioners and better fresh water supplies, rather than on bigger guns (Ling Xingzheng 1998; Zheng Degang 1999; Austin i998, 3r2). Indeed, although the South China Sea dis​putes are a hot topic in English-language security studies journals, the Chinese press, and popular histories, they are not a common item in Chinese security studies journals (Stenseth 1999, 36). The White Paper on China's National Defense Zoo2 declares, "The situation in the South China Sea area has been basically stable, as the relevant countries have signed the Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea."

LINK – IR – SOUTH CHINA SEA

In other words, there is no "there" there: in addition to a lack of military conflict, there is no substantial territory to defend, fisheries are depleted, and there is little sign of the promised petrochemical riches. National maritime territory has to be created to manufacture threats to national security that are tied to writing the security of the newly discovered ancient "sacred territory." It is the conceptu​alization of "security" itself, which creates the subjectivity of the state, that has made "a relatively peaceful area into one of serious security concerns" (Zha, Daojiong zooi, 34). As Walker puts it, "the subject of security is the subject of security" (Walker Ty97, 78; Campbell r9y8a, i9g).

The South China Sea disputes thus show how the primary pur​pose of state security is not to secure a particular nation-state, but to secure the limitation of politics to the spatio-temporal demarca​tions of state sovereignty that limit identity to citizenship. The very active project of transforming China from a continental power to a maritime power serves as a cogent example of security not defend​ing us so much as "tell[ing] us who we must be" (Walker 1997, 7i-72; Campbell z998a, i99). To rethink security-and to rethink the "problem" and "solution" of the Spratly Islands disputes-we have to "rethink the character and location of the political" by asking who or what is to be secured, and under what conditions? (Walker i997,ti9).

While most reconsiderations of critical security studies stop here by questioning the subject of security, I will engage in both criticism and recovery. In the next section we move from the South China Sea disputes as an "empirical problem" of how to fairly divide up the goods, to see the disputes as a conceptual problem of how to write security and sovereignty in different ways. Rather than simply move beyond the state for new post-state concepts of security, we see how modern state subjectivity uses historical trajectories to respond to pressures: we look, rather than to the nation-state of the PRC, to the civilization-state of Greater China.

IMPACT – VALUE TO LIFE

TURN – DEVALUATIONorient
A – GLOBALIZING TRADE FLOWS COMMODIFY CULTURAL LIFE

WANG 2000 – PROF COMP LIT HONG KONG U 

POSTMODERNISM AND CHINA, ED. DIRLIK AND ZHANG, PAGE 97-98

To anticipate my discussion of multiculturalism in Hong Kong, I shall ar​gue that, through the elimination or attenuation of traditional values (and through the removal of Marxism as the ideology of the former socialist states), global capitalism has achieved a "depoliticization" of the world (with the active participation of such former socialist states as China, which have given up their "socialist" politics and become increasingly incorporated into the global market) and in so doing created the possibility for different racial and ethnic populations to coexist peacefully, within the framework of capital​ism. When the CEOs of multinational corporations brag of themselves as the "peacemongers" of the twentieth century, they are not just cracking jokes about capitalism. The flow of capital across the boundaries of the nation​ states has created a "global factory" without geographical ties, along with a global "consumption community"-'a bond transcending race, geography, and tradition based on eating, drinking, smoking, wearing, and driving iden​tical things." 23 To be sure, the members of the "planetary petty bourgeoi​sie" z4 who constitute the population of this global consumption commu​nity are always quite limited in number. The expansion of global capitalism "did not homogenize the world but, rather, created two new worlds of de​velopment and underdevelopment. 1121 Yet this division of the world has not prevented global capitalism from achieving what E1rif Dirlik calls "ideologi​cal homogenization"-a process through which "nations of the Second and Third Worlds alike assimilated the spatial and temporal assumptions of capi​talism that were built into the very notion of development." 26 The introduc​tion of Western consumer goods into non-Western countries has eroded tra​ditional lifestyles along with the passions to defend them. Moreover, a similar process has taken place across the ideological divide between socialism and capitalism, resulting in the dissolution of the socialist ideology and the ab​sorption of the former socialist states-including those that still call them​selves socialist-into the orbit of the capitalist market order. Tom Friedman, a journalist for the New York Times, reports after his trip to the McDonald's headquarters in Chicago that there has never been a war between two coun​tries that have McDonald's restaurants. Though presented in a jovial manner, Friedman's "golden arches" theory has indeed revealed something important about the trend of the world. The golden arches of McDonald's, which are a sign of the economic and cultural expansion of global capitalism, have be​come paradoxically the index of political and ideological toleration of the host countries, a toleration that is based on the attenuation of the indigenous cul​tures, on the conversion of the passions for the ideal of socialism into the zeal for economic development within the framework of capitalism. In proportion to the degree of their assimilation into the global market, people of different racial and ethnic origins have scaled down the importance of their indigenous cultures (while rejecting socialist ideology, if they live in the former socialist states) and become more tolerant of the West and of each other. Different cultures do not therefore disappear, but are appropriated by the capitalist market as the means of capital's self-proliferation. To create the "world customer" for their products, multinational corporations cannot simply substitute the Western industrial civilization for the indigenous cul​tures. They have to make good use of the indigenous cultures so as to tai​lor their products to people of different habits and tastes. In fact, as Dirlik has noted, "multiculturalism" originates not so much from the "deconstruc​tion" of Eurocentrism launched by the academic Left as from the economic imperative of multinational corporations: Transnationalism, and the management of transnational production, were very much in evidence in management studies by the late seven​ties. Managing Cultural Differences was the revealing title of a management text published in 1979, that addressed questions of "multiculturalism" or "polyculturalisrn" that managers faced with regard to organizational behavior, production and marketing in an age of multinationalism. The text argued for a new kind of training for managers that would enable them to operate more effectively in this new situation that demanded cultural flexibility. Such training would not only minimize the effects of "cultural shack" as they moved from one cultural realm to another, but would also prepare them for the newly required tasks of creating a "corporate culture" that was to be constituted "synergistically" out of a multiplicity of cultures?' Having thus become the focus of the global market, however, cultural dif​ferences do not flourish but disappear into their own simulacra. The global market can allow different cultures to exist within its own framework only to the extent that these cultures no longer constitute substantive differences. The indigenous "gods" are welcome on the market only insofar as they no longer have the power to conjure up a whole train of traditions and customs that are fundamentally at odds with the economic imperative of profit maxi​mization. Max Weber once lamented that the care for economic profit, which should have been the empty vessel for the expression of the Protestant ethic, had been unfortunately reified into the "iron cage" of industrial capitalism. The indigenous gods share the same fate with the Protestant ethic, albeit in an inverted fashion. Traditions are now the empty vessels for the expression of multinational capital. It is the self-proliferation of capital that provides the possibility for the survival of traditions, not the other way round.

B – ZERO POINT 

DILLON 1999 – PROF POLITICS AND IR @ LANCASTER

POLITICAL THEORY VOL 27 NO 2

The subject was never a firm foundation of justice, much less a hospitable vehicle for the reception of the call of another Justice. It was never in posession of that self-posession which was supposed to secure the certainty of itself, of a self-posesssion that would enable it ultimately to adjudicate everything. The very indexicality required of sovereign subjectivity gave rise rather to a commensurability much more amenable to the expendability required of the political and material economies of mass societies than it did to the singular, invaluable, uniquenss of the self. The value of the subject became the standard unit of currency for the political arithmetic of states. They trade in it still to devestating global effect. The technologisation of the political has become manifest and global. HE CONTINUES… Economies of evaluation necessarily require calculability. Thus no valuation without mensuration without indexation. Once rendered calculable, however, units of account are necessarily submissible not only to valuation, but also, of course, to devaluation. Devalution, logically, can extend to the point of counting as nothing. Hence, no mensuration without demunsaration either. There is nothing abstract about this: the declension of economies of value leads to the zero point of the holocaust. However liberating and emancipating systems of value rights may claim to be, for example, they run the risk of counting our the invaluable. Counted out, the invaluable then loses its purchase on life. Herewith the necessity of championing the invaluable itself. For we must never forget that, “we are always dealing with whatever exceeds measure.”

IMPACT – VALUE TO LIFE

MORE EV – PURE WAR COMMODIFIES LIFE

REID 2003 – PROF POLY SCI U LONDON

FOUCAULT ON CLAUSEWITZ, ALTERNATIVES VOL 28, PAGE 23-24

For Paul Virilio, the relation of war to power is apparent most forcefully in what he identifies as the military technologization of society. For him, the purpose of all forms of technology can be located in the ubiquitous will to increase the logistical efficiency of society. This aspect of the relation between war and power cor​rupts, according to Virilio, the essential values of the human dis​position, turning all human beings into nodes within the logistical networks of war preparation. Virilio’s work represents possibly the most faithful extension of Foucault's views on the relation between war and power. However, both have been heavily criticized for overemphasizing the extent to which the strategy of power pacifies societv and for failing to provide any explication of a counterstrat​egy through which resistance to this condition can take place.

IMPACT – IR – IDENTITY 

IMPACT – IDENTITY WARS

MATTERN 2005 – ASSISTANT PROF IR LEHIGH

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 611-612

Finally, thinking about soft power through a sociolinguistic lens has some striking normative implications. Understood through the conventional lens, soft power has appeared as an alternative to the raw power polities that so frequently characterise world politics. It has thus been embraced by ethically-minded scholars and policymakers. But the realisation that soft power is not so soft encourages some critical rethinking about its ethical value. Where soft power is indebted to representational force it promulgates a form of power politics that operates on the level of subjectivity. It promotes a 'power politics of identity' in which domination is played out through the representations that narrate 'reality. In my opinion a power politics of identity, however unappealing, is normatively more appealing than the power politics of war, empire, and physical conquest. But even so, one must still question the moral logic of representational force. Given that soft power may, in the end, not be all that soft, it is worth considering the ethical dimensions and dilemmas that arise when using it as 'a means to success in world politics'.

IMPACT – IMPERIALISM – WAR

INSTITUTIONALIZES REGIMES OF GLOBAL IMPERIALISM AND WORLD WARFARE 

CHATTERJEE 2005 – VISITING PROF ANTHROPOLOGY @ COMLUMBIA

EMPIRE AND NATION REVISITED, INTER-ASIA CULTURAL STUDIES, VOL. 6 NO. 4

Empire is immanent in the modern nation 

It is true that the era of globalization has  seen the undermining of national sovereignty in crucial areas of foreign trade,

property and contract laws and technologies of governance. There is overwhelming pressure towards uniformity of regulations

and procedures in these areas, overseen, needless to say, by the major economic powers through new international economic

institutions. Can one presume a convergence of interests and a consensus of views among those powers? Or could there be

competition and conflict in a situation where international interventions of various kinds on the lesser powers are both common

and legitimate? One significant line of potential conflict has already emerged: that between the dollar and the euro economic

regions. A second zone of potential conflict is over the control of strategic resources such as oil. A third may be emerging over

the spectacular surge of the Chinese economy that could soon make it a potential global rival of the Western powers. These

were the kinds of competitive metropolitan interests that had led to imperialist annexations and conflicts in the nineteenth

century. That was the first period of capitalist globalization that ultimately led to World War I. Are we seeing a similar attempt now to stake out territories of exclusive control and spheres of influence? Is this the hidden significance of the differences among the major powers over the Anglo-American occupation of Iraq? Can this be the reason why the US political establishment has

veered from the multilateral, globalizing, neo-liberalism of the Clinton period to the unilateral, ultra-nationalist, neo-conservatism of the Bush regime (Harvey 2003)?2 
IMPACT – PRIORITIZING THE WELL-BEING OF HUMANKIND

WARDAYA 2005 – PROF HISTORY @ SANATA DHARMA U 

GLOBAL SOLIDARITY AGAINST UNILATERALISM, INTER-ASIA CULTURAL STUDIES, VOL 6 NO 4

When, in 1955, President Sukarno delivered his opening speech at the Bandung Conference, he might not have realized that

his concerns would remain true and relevant 50 years later. Today, the well-being of humankind has not always become the

primary consideration in global affairs. The common welfare of the human race still continues to be subjugated by the desire of ‘controlling the world’ among leaders who are in places of high military and economic power. Only the common international struggle for the democratization of international relations will help build a world where the well-being of humankind will become the primary consideration in international affairs.
IMPACT – SANTOS 

NEOLIBERALISM MAKES EXTINCTION INEVITABLE

SANTOS 2003 – DIRECTOR CENTER FOR SOCIAL STUDIES U COIMBRA

COLLECTIVE SUICIDE? BAD SUBJECTS, NO 63, http://eserver.org/bs/63/santos.html
According to Franz Hinkelammert, the West has repeatedly been under the illusion that it should try to save humanity by destroying part of it. This is a salvific and sacrificial destruction, committed in the name of the need to radically materialize all the possibilities opened up by a given social and political reality over which it is supposed to have total power. This is how it was in colonialism, with the genocide of indigenous peoples, and the African slaves. This is how it was in the period of imperialist struggles, which caused millions of deaths in two world wars and many other colonial wars. This is how it was under Stalinism, with the Gulag, and under Nazism, with the Holocaust. And now today, this is how it is in neoliberalism, with the collective sacrifice of the periphery and even the semiperiphery of the world system. With the war against Iraq, it is fitting to ask whether what is in progress is a new genocidal and sacrificial illusion, and what its scope might be. It is above all appropriate to ask if the new illusion will not herald the radicalization and the ultimate perversion of the Western illusion: destroying all of humanity in the illusion of saving it.

Sacrificial genocide arises from a totalitarian illusion manifested in the belief that there are no alternatives to the present-day reality, and that the problems and difficulties confronting it arise from failing to take its logic of development to ultimate consequences. If there is unemployment, hunger and death in the Third World, this is not the result of market failures; instead, it is the outcome of market laws not having been fully applied. If there is terrorism, this is not due to the violence of the conditions that generate it; it is due, rather, to the fact that total violence has not been employed to physically eradicate all terrorists and potential terrorists.

This political logic is based on the supposition of total power and knowledge, and on the radical rejection of alternatives; it is ultra-conservative in that it aims to reproduce infinitely the status quo. Inherent to it is the notion of the end of history. During the last hundred years, the West has experienced three versions of this logic, and, therefore, seen three versions of the end of history: Stalinism, with its logic of insuperable efficiency of the plan; Nazism, with its logic of racial superiority; and neoliberalism, with its logic of insuperable efficiency of the market. The first two periods involved the destruction of democracy. The last one trivializes democracy, disarming it in the face of social actors sufficiently powerful to be able to privatize the state and international institutions in their favor. I have described this situation as a combination of political democracy and social fascism. One current manifestation of this combination resides in the fact that intensely strong public opinion, worldwide, against the war is found to be incapable of halting the war machine set in motion by supposedly democratic rulers.

At all these moments, a death drive, a catastrophic heroism, predominates, the idea of a looming collective suicide, only preventable by the massive destruction of the other. Paradoxically, the broader the definition of the other and the efficacy of its destruction, the more likely collective suicide becomes. In its sacrificial genocide version, neoliberalism is a mixture of market radicalization, neoconservatism and Christian fundamentalism. Its death drive takes a number of forms, from the idea of "discardable populations", referring to citizens of the Third World not capable of being exploited as workers and consumers, to the concept of "collateral damage", to refer to the deaths, as a result of war, of thousands of innocent civilians. The last, catastrophic heroism, is quite clear on two facts: according to reliable calculations by the Non-Governmental Organization MEDACT, in London, between 48 and 260 thousand civilians will die during the war and in the three months after (this is without there being civil war or a nuclear attack); the war will cost 100 billion dollars, enough to pay the health costs of the world's poorest countries for four years.

Is it possible to fight this death drive? We must bear in mind that, historically, sacrificial destruction has always been linked to the economic pillage of natural resources and the labor force, to the imperial design of radically changing the terms of economic, social, political and cultural exchanges in the face of falling efficiency rates postulated by the maximalist logic of the totalitarian illusion in operation. It is as though hegemonic powers, both when they are on the rise and when they are in decline, repeatedly go through times of primitive accumulation, legitimizing the most shameful violence in the name of futures where, by definition, there is no room for what must be destroyed. In today's version, the period of primitive accumulation consists of combining neoliberal economic globalization with the globalization of war. The machine of democracy and liberty turns into a machine of horror and destruction.

IMPACT – GLOBALIZATION – CLASS / RACISM

IMPACT – GLOBALISATION IS BURNING – CREATES VIOLENT AND RACIST CLASS SEGMENTATION

PETERSSON 2003 – ASSOCIATE PROF POLY SCI @ LUND U

COMBATING UNCERTAINTY COMBATING THE GLOBAL, IJPS, VOL 8 NO 1, AUTUMN/WINTER

Class-segmentation further complicates the picture (Erlingson, 2001: 142-143). Arguably, national elite groups stand to gain the most from globalisation. They are in a position to enjoy to the fullest the new possibilities offered by rapid mobility, instantaneous communication, and truly global networks and flows. Hence they become ever less willing to associate their fate with that which takes place within the narrow confines of state borders. They shred their previous nationally based loyalties and fend for themselves; a process which Reich (1992) has labelled "secession of the rich". The less well-to-do classes are left behind and are prone to feel it. They do not really have the choice of slipping anchor and leaving the national behind. Instead, it might be a natural reaction for them to more strongly assert the national belonging, and thus assemble closer together with compatriots in defence of the national and its symbols (cf. Bloom, 1990). There is surely a danger associated with this class-segmentation. Embittered feelings of defence not only make for more ardent nationalist argumentation, but xenophobic views are also more likely to find fertile soils among those groups in society who in their daily lives have the least contact with collectives that are labelled outsiders and strangers (Hartmann et al., 1974; Van Dijk, 1987). As an added complication, relatively low levels of education are often regarded as factors affecting the susceptibility to accept prejudice at face value (Wigerfelt and Wigerfelt, 2000).

  All in all, globalising influences on a world previously defined securely in territorial terms have already fostered considerable insecurity among many (Scholte, 2000: 227), and there are few signs that the picture will brighten in the near future. "The challenge for social research is to examine the intricate interplay of globality and territoriality", argues Scholte (2000: 60). It is my contention that it is recoils to the defence of the national against perceived Others and Strangers that is one of the most burning issues to be studied in this regard. 

ALTERNATIVE – BIOPOWER – DOUBT***

ALT – DOUBT ALLOWS TRANSGRESSION OF POWER/KNOWLEDGE FORMATIONS

STERLING-FOLKER AND SHINKO 2005 – ASSOCIATE PROF IR AND POLY SCI UCONN 

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 655 

Difference and Ambiguity as Postmodern Political Resources 

The realist insistence that power is something that has a specific location and can be possessed is precisely the problem from a postmodern perspective. Postmodern power is not rooted in material capabilities, in access to institutional assets, nor in expressions of violent governmental force, it is rooted in doubt, uncertainty and vulnerability. In opposition to the centrality of order and unity in a realist analysis, the role of uncertainty and doubt are crucial to 'postmodern power.
Power constrains and limits, but it can also be said to constitute and produce certain modes of subjectivity. Where knowledge is expressed as certitude and order, as in the modern concept of sover​eignty; power functions to produce docile and disciplined subjects. Knowledge claims imbued with doubt spawn resistant subjects because uncertainty and multiplicity encourage 'the undecidability of being and the proliferation of meaning as effective techniques of power'.' For Foucault there can be no exercise of power without resistance because power operates within a relational web ~ If there were no possibility for resistance then a totalitarian order would emerge which would foreclose all possibilities for active, political resistance and all possibility for polit​ical relationships. Hence power functions to produce subjects who are free to create themselves. Doubt gives those confronted with knowledge claims pause to rethink their presumptions, assumptions and conclu​sions. Such a pause opens the space to think things anew and it also pro​vides a space for a multiplicity of views to emerge. Together, doubt and multiplicity operate as political resources to resist and transgress current modes of subjectivity.

ALTERNATIVE – BIOPOWER – DIFFERENCE***

ALT – DIFFERENCE – THE POWER OF OUR ALTERNATIVE LIES IN CRITICAL THINKING

STERLING-FOLKER AND SHINKO 2005 – ASSOCIATE PROF IR AND POLY SCI UCONN 

MILLENNIUM, VOL 33 NO 3, PAGE 655-656

The postmodern conceptualisation of power ultimately relies upon the ability of individual thought to 'present it [power] to oneself as an object of thought and question it as to its meaning, its conditions, and its goals.'  Thought is capable of creating a critical space between itself and external events, and this is the space where postmodern power becomes visible. This power is a power immanent only in the present and in the possibility inherent in the exercise of self-creative freedom. Power is productive in the immanently local moment wherein the individual exercises their capacity for critical thought, and they are empowered to challenge power's disciplinary order because they too can access power's productive capability." Thus the expression of difference opens the space wherein the individual can confront the existing web of power relations with an expression of that which it (the existing set of power relations) has yet to know; yet to discipline within its established set of practices. Proliferating sites of difference are the immanent conditions of possibility for expressions of freedom and self-making.

ALTERNATIVE – SANTOS 

Your ballot generates an appeal for the respect for life.  This commitment to justice can reverse the techniques of total control and violence

Boaventura de Sousa Santos, social theorist, the director of the Center for Social Studies at the University of Coimbra, 2003
“Collective Suicide?” Bad Subjects Issue 63, April, http://eserver.org/bs/63/santos.html.  Original in Portuguese, Translation by Jean Burrows

Is it possible to fight this death drive? We must bear in mind that, historically, sacrificial destruction has always been linked to the economic pillage of natural resources and the labor force, to the imperial design of radically changing the terms of economic, social, political and cultural exchanges in the face of falling efficiency rates postulated by the maximalist logic of the totalitarian illusion in operation. It is as though hegemonic powers, both when they are on the rise and when they are in decline, repeatedly go through times of primitive accumulation, legitimizing the most shameful violence in the name of futures where, by definition, there is no room for what must be destroyed. In today's version, the period of primitive accumulation consists of combining neoliberal economic globalization with the globalization of war. The machine of democracy and liberty turns into a machine of horror and destruction.

In opposition to this, there is the ongoing movement of globalization from below, the global struggle for social justice, led by social movements and NGOs, of which the World Social Forum (WSF) has been an eloquent manifestation. The WSF has been a remarkable affirmation of life, in its widest and most inclusive sense, embracing human beings and nature. What challenges does it face before the increasingly intimate interpenetration of the globalization of the economy and that of war?

I am convinced that this new situation forces the globalization from below to re-think itself, and to reshape its priorities. It is well-known that the WSF, at its second meeting, in 2002, identified the relationship between economic neoliberalism and imperial warmongering, which is why it organized the World Peace Forum, the second edition of which took place in 2003. But this is not enough. A strategic shift is required. Social movements, no matter what their spheres of struggle, must give priority to the fight for peace, as a necessary condition for the success of all the other struggles. This means that they must be in the frontline of the fight for peace, and not simply leave this space to be occupied solely by peace movements. All the movements against neoliberal globalization are, from now on, peace movements. We are now in the midst of the fourth world war (the third being the Cold War) and the spiral of war will go on and on. The principle of non-violence that is contained in the WSF Charter of Principles must no longer be a demand made on the movements; now it must be a global demand made by the movements. This emphasis is necessary so that, in current circumstances, the celebration of life can be set against this vertiginous collective suicide. The peace to be fought for is not a mere absence of war or of terrorism. It is rather a peace based upon the elimination of the conditions that foster war and terrorism: global injustice, social exclusion, cultural and political discrimination and oppression and imperialist greed.

A new, cosmopolitan humanism can be built above and beyond Western illuminist abstractions, a humanism of real people based on the concrete resistance to the actual human suffering imposed by the real axis of evil: neoliberalism plus war.

ALTERNATIVE – AT K CAN’T AFFIRM ANYTHING

AT K ONLY NEGATIVE

CRITIQUE OF TOTALIST THEORY CAN BE CONSTRUCTIVE AS WELL AS NEGATIVE

DER DERIAN 1992 – PROF INT’L STUDIES @ BROWN

ANTIDIPLOMACY: SPIES TERROR SPEED AND WAR, PAGE 7-8

But more is needed. Poststructuralism is not simply a negative critique – although it has, by its more modish uses, been confused as such. In most cases – and certainly in the case of Foucault – it clears but does not destroy or deny the existence of the ground for a constructive theory. Even in the more radical applications of deconstruction it takes aim at totalist, transcendentalist, closed theory - not all theory. Lending critical support to an essay by Richard Ashley, the political theorist William Connnollv outlines the features of a constructive theory in poststructuralism:

One might seek, not to impose one reading on the field of discourse, but to elaborate a general reading that can contend with others by broadening the established terms of debates; not to create a transformation of international life grounded in a universal project, but to contribute to a general perspective that might support recon​stitution of aspects of international life; not to root a theory in a transcendental ground, but to problematize the grounding any theory presupposes while it works out the implications of a par​ticular set of themes; not merely to invert hierarchies in other theories (a useful task), hut to construct alternative hierarchies that support modifications in relations between identify and difference. 
2NC – AT PERMUTATION 

TURN – LATENT ORIENTALISM CO-OPTS THE PERM. 

OLMSTED 2005 – ASSISTANT AG US MICRONESIA JD UCLA

ARE THINGS FALLING APART, 27 LOY. L.A. INT’L & COMP. L. REV. 401

Viewed as a book about cultural domination, Orientalism presents a narrative that is remarkably similar to Foucault's genealogy of the soul with Orientalism playing a role similar to the disciplinary technologies in furthering the subjugation of the "other." Like the modern disciplines in Discipline and Punish,  [*425]  Orientalism is not a specific institution (although it too can manifest itself institutionally); rather, it is a family of ideas. 127 In addition, Said views culture as Foucault perceives power: its durability and persistence rests in its ability to produce rather than inhibit. 128

Moreover, just as the disciplines permeate society, Orientalism is both a subtle and refractive "distribution of geopolitical awareness into ascetic, scholarly, economic, sociological, historical, and philological texts" as well as an "elaboration not only of a basic geographical distinction ... but a whole series of "interests' which ... it not only creates but also maintains." 129 Furthermore, Said shows how Orientalism, like the disciplines, obtains its durability and strength not through governmental coercion, but through the consent of civil society. 130 In fact, Said defines "culture" as "an environment, process, and hegemony in which individuals (in their private circumstances) and their works are embedded, as well as overseen at the top by a superstructure and at the base by a whole series of methodological attitudes." 131

Another important parallel between Said and Foucault's theses is that Orientalism, like the disciplinary technologies, provides a capacity for domination "within a purportedly liberal culture, one full of concern for its vaunted norms of catholicity, plurality, and open-mindedness." 132 In fact, in some ways,  [*426]  Orientalism offers a more insightful explanation for this paradox. In the third chapter, Said draws a distinction between "manifest' and "latent' Orientalism. The former is the "various stated views about Oriental society, languages, literatures, history, sociology, and so forth" that account for any changes that occur in knowledge of the Orient. 133 Latent Orientalism, on the other hand, is "an almost unconscious (and untouchable) positivity" that provides the "doctrinal - or doxological - manifestation of an Orient." 134 Rather than staking its existence upon openness and mutual understanding, latent Orientalism provides a stable consistency through the perpetuation of four dogmas: that there exists an absolute difference between the rational, developed West and the aberrant, undeveloped Orient; that abstractions about the Orient say more than its modern realities; that the Orient is eternal, monolithic and incapable of defining itself; and that the Orient is something to be feared or controlled. 135 It is in this way, Said argues, that Orientalism has persevered through revolutions, wars, and decolonization. 136

This distinction between manifest and latent Orientalism explains how imperialism coexisted alongside Enlightenment ideals of emancipation and equality. To Said, the differences of opinion that the nineteenth century writers had about the Orient were superficial; underneath they all adhered to "the separateness of the Orient, its eccentricity, its backwardness, its silent indifference, its feminine penetrability, its supine malleability." 137 Moreover, these writers believed the Orient solicited the West for attention, reconstruction, and redemption. Thus, scholars such as Francois Chateaubriand and John Westlake argued not only that the Orientals require conquering, but that it was not really conquest at all, but liberation. 138 By way of literary example, in Culture and Imperialism Said describes how Marlow, the narrator in Joseph Conrad's Heart of Darkness, contrasts the ancient Romans with their modern imperialist counterparts in Europe.  [*427]  While the Romans conquered though brute force, Europeans were "saved" by their "devotion to efficiency" and "redeemed" by their "unselfish belief in the idea." 139 What is interesting about this comparison is that it melds Enlightenment values (the idea) with economic (efficiency) and religious (salvation, devotion) practices. The modern European imperialist is saved from the ugliness of conquest both because the native and the imperialist are equally ringed by the efficiency of colonial administration, and because conquest is the means through which natives may be freed from their primitive existence. 140 As one commentator suggests, "the crudeness and raw brutality of imperial practice are antiseptically transfigured into an economy of values; the power of technological efficiency begets profit, induces enjoyment, and confers rectitude." 141 Hence, Marlow's comparison recalls the humanist reformers in Discipline and Punish who, while speaking in liberal terms (e.g., that punishment must be equitable and humane), were motivated by a combination of utilitarianism (i.e., punishment must be economical) and evangelicalism (i.e., punishment must cure the soul). 142

A number of critics find Said's distinction between manifest and latent Orientalism troubling. 143 Ahmad accuses Said of refusing to accept the consequences of Foucault's genealogical approach, noting that "for the idea that there could be a discourse ... spanning both the pre-capitalist and the capitalist periods is not only an un-Marxist but also a radically un-Foucaultian idea." 144 This criticism, however, misinterprets Discipline and Punish. Foucault does not argue that the desire to control bodies originated in the disciplinary technologies of the post-Enlightenment period, but rather he views these technologies as a "technical mutation" of earlier forms of punishment. 145 What interests Foucault is how the modern disciplines developed a more economical, covert, and powerful art of achieving subjugation. 146  [*428]  Said likewise shows how modern Orientalism accommodated the new imperialism by developing more efficient and effective means of exerting cultural domination over the non-West. 147 It did so in the same manner as the disciplines, through temporal and spatial techniques as discussed in the next section. 148

2NC – AT PERMUTATION 

TURN – CUTTING EDGE CRITICISM

A – PERMUTATION MUTES INTELLECTUAL INTERROGATION 

BILGIN 2005 – PROF IR BIKENT UNIVERSITY 

REGIONAL SECURITY IN THE MIDDLE EAST A CRITICAL PERSPECTIVE, PAGE 203

Overall, Part II sought to advance the aims of the book by presenting a critique of post-Cold War security thinking and practices. This was attempted by drawing the contours of post-Cold War debates on Security Studies and offering a critique from a critical perspective. Taking 'rethinking security' seriously requires not only broadening security, but also considering the practical implications of adopting a broader security agenda. One problem with simply broadening the security agenda from a statist perspective without re-conceptualising agency and practice is that these new issues are approached not from the perspective of individuals or social groups but from that of states, and are addressed through traditional practices. The Gulf states' approach to the issue of labour migration was identified as an example of adopting a broader security agenda from a statist perspective. The European Union's approach to security in the Euro-Med Region was criticised for broadening security but not from the perspective of regional actors.

B – IMPACT – WMD USE AND EXTINCTION. 

DER DERIAN 1998 – RESEARCH PROF IR BROWN

ON SECURITY, http://www.ciaonet.org/book/lipschutz/lipschutz12.html
No other concept in international relations packs the metaphysical punch, nor commands the disciplinary power of "security." In its name, peoples have alienated their fears, rights and powers to gods, emperors, and most recently, sovereign states, all to protect themselves from the vicissitudes of nature--as well as from other gods, emperors, and sovereign states. In its name, weapons of mass destruction have been developed which have transfigured national interest into a security dilemma based on a suicide pact. And, less often noted in international relations, in its name billions have been made and millions killed while scientific knowledge has been furthered and intellectual dissent muted.
2NC – AT REALISM  

Their realist conception of international guarantees extinction as it fails to encompass the reality of the political subject of violence. Our critique turns all their practicality claims. 
David Campbell\Michael Dillon, “The end of philosophy and the end of international relations,” The Political Subject of Violence, 1993, pp. 17-18

To broach this task anew, however, we have briefly to re-visit again an aspect of the early formation of the terminus in which we are located. Should the old objection be advanced that a return to the ethical represents a retreat from the hard violent choices entailed in the political, the reply before we proceed should be brief and 'hard-nosed' enough to match any realist. Violence may be the ultima ratio of politics, but it has never been the only ratio; and in a life that now has to be lived with a proliferating array of devices capable of threatening lethal global consequences it simply cannot be allowed to enjoy the practical, intellectual and moral licence once extended to it in our political discourses. Neither is there anything in the history of the technology of political violence to warrant the claim that the political rationalisation of violence diminishes its sway. Monopolistic control and attempted rational deployment of the legitimate use of force by modern political authorities has helped bring human being to the threshold of planetary survival. The technology of modernity's political settlement realises its end in the real prospect ultimately not only of genocidal but also of species extinction. Human perdurance cannot afford the cost of the politics of political and ethical forgetting charged by the technologising of the political as violence. Realist and neo-realist answers not only fail intellectually - in a way that would not matter very much if they did not so impoverish our political imagination - they fail most because they are not good enough practically to match our circumstances. It is not a matter of getting knowledge 'to represent reality truly' (we shall see later how modern reality has become a function of its technologies of representation), but of acquiring 'habits of action for coping with reality';" a reality which always exceeds the realist representation of it, and whose unprecedented finitudes now define the horizon of life in novel ways.

VOTE NEGATIVE – THE ALTERNATIVE CAN BYPASS REALIST DICHOTAMIES AND RE-INVENT UNDERSTANDINGS IN IR

BILGIN 2001 – PROF IR BIKENT

ALTERNATIVE FUTURE FOR THE MIDDLE EAST, FUTURES, NO 33
Critical approaches to international relations seek to bypass these unhelpful dichotomies

of pessimism/optimism and realism/idealism by pointing to the constitutive

role theories play. From a critical perspective, ‘theories do not simply explain or

predict’, as Steve Smith has maintained. ‘They tell us what possibilities exist for

human action and intervention; they define not merely our explanatory possibilities

but also our ethical and political horizons’ [3]. This is not to say that theories ‘create’

the world in a philosophical sense of the term, but that theories help to organise

knowledge, which, in turn, informs, enables, privileges and legitimises certain practices

whilst inhibiting or marginalising others. In other words, critical approaches to

international relations view the future of world politics as open, for they believe, in

Ken Booth’s words, that “social inventions like international relations cannot be

uninvented overnight, but they can be reinvented, over time” [4].

2NC – AT REALISM  

Realist theories of international relations obscure the violence of universalizing norms of civilization in order to guarantee the preservation of inter-state anarchy

David Campbell\Michael Dillon, “The end of philosophy and the end of international relations,” The Political Subject of Violence, 1993, pp. 42-3

Above all, however, it is contemporary international relations that regularly insists upon this resolution. And it is there that strategies for defending it are persistently elaborated:

The overriding characteristic of claims about political realism in international relations since mid-century, in fact, has been the transformation of historicist claims about contingency in time into structuralist claims about anarchies in space; anarchies, moreover, that have attracted the fiercest rage for epistemological order in the name of empirical social science.

We can consequently reconfigure international relations, with Walker, as a site for repeating the formula that attempts to resolve characteristically modern spatio-temporal political and ethical contradictions in largely spatial terms. It thereby serves, also, as modernity's safe-depository of political thinking. Just to emphasise the point made at the beginning of this Introduction, this is what we mean by the end of international relations. The limit of its thinking; the aim of its thinking; the realisation or fulfilment of its thinking; and the vantage point from which, on its limit, we can see it as an edifying problematisation of political modernity, aspiring to represent its truth while complicit in its production of the real through a persistent defence of its reality principle:

While theories of international relations address themselves explicitly to the extremes of violence on the colliding edges of modem states, they shy away from the violence immanent in a civilization that requires the violent edges of modern states to guarantee claims to goodness, truth and beauty within. In effect, international relations is the place to which the violence of modernity may be legitimately deferred ... Everyone else can then ignore the constitutive place of violence in the construction of universalizing ambition, unless universalizing ambition runs up against the presence of other universalizing ambitions, and war once again reveals the double standards inherent in universalizing ambition.

The charge here, effectively, is that international relations is little more than a cheer-leader for modernity, when the task is to figure-out not whether one says yes or no to our modern condition, as if we had any choice in the matter of already being modern, but how to bear the inescapable fate of modernity in ways that do not condemn us to the self-immolation threatened either by its facile affirmation or rejection.

In the event, the possibility of common humanity gave way in political modernity, and continues to give way, before the demands of a citizenship which is the affirmation of 'inclusive identities within particular states' that continue to make universalist claims to truth and the good. 'For all that modernity has come to be understood as an obsession with universal reason', Walker concludes for us, 'it is an obsession informed by a priori admissions that we are not after all, human, at least politically'. For that reason we return to the question of the ethical in a postface.

AFF – REPS / EPIST

ESTABLISHING MEANINGFUL NATURE OF EVENTS IS VITAL TO STOP IMPERIALISM AND WARFARE – EXCLUSIVE DISCOURSIVE FOCUS REPRODUCES VIOLENCE
ROTTER  2000 – PROFESSOR HISTORY COLGATE U

ORIENTALISM AND US DIPLOMATIC HISTORY, OCTOBER, VOL 105 NO 4 

For diplomatic historians, the link between cause and effect is crucial, and this constitutes another area of disagreement with Said. In a perceptive 1995 Diplomatic History essay, Melvyn P. Leffler complained that "the post-modernist emphasis on culture, language, and rhetoric often diverts attention from questions of causation and agency." The problem with discourse theory specifically "is that although we might learn that seemingly unconnected phenomena are related in some diffuse ways, Twe do not necessarily get much insight into how relatively important these relationships are to one another." And Leffler quotes Patrick O'Brien: "'Foucault's study of culture is a history with beginnings but no causes.'" Leffler does not mention Said, but insofar as Said employs Foucauldian analysis in his work, the criticism could apply to him as well.13 
14

If most historians continue to believe that establishing the cause of things is a meaningful part of their enterprise, even more insistently do diplomatic historians hold to this principle. That is because so much is at stake: most scholars of U.S. foreign policy are interested in expansionism, imperialism, and ultimately war. Given the field of analysis, the dismissal of cause seems irresponsible, for people should try to understand what causes imperialism and war, and where power has such solemn consequences it seems trivial to equate it with knowledge. Power, say diplomatic historians, is economic and military superiority, not narrative authority. Imperialism is not just an attitude. War is not preeminently a discourse. 

PERMUTAITON NET BENEFIT – ONLY THE AFF CAN ACKNOLWEDGE THE MULTIPLICITY OF PERSPECTIVES ABSENT DUALISM

MCALISTER 2001 – PROFESSOR AMERICAN STUDIES GEORGE WASHINGTON U

EPIC ENCOUNTERS, http://ark.cdlib.org/ark:/13030/kt3290180q/ 

First, I have suggested that Orientalism is not the best model for understanding U.S. representations of the Middle East in the post-World War II period. Orientalism posited “two unequal halves, occident and orient.” Orientalist logics divided the world along a binary: East and West, “us” and elsewhere. Orientalism has certainly been an important part of how the Middle East was represented in the United States, especially in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, and it may once again become dominant. But in the last fifty years, the meanings of the Middle East in the United States have been far more mobile, flexible, and rich than the Orientalism binary would allow. Appropriation, affiliation, and distinction were all evoked by an evolving set of uneven relationships.
AFF – REALISM

REALISM HELPFUL TO DESCRIBE ASIA -- 

IKENBERRY AND MASTANDUNO 2003 – PROF GEOPOLITICS @ GEORGETOWN AND PROF GOVERNMENT @ DARTMOUTH
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS THEORY AND THE ASIA PACIFIC, PAGE 19

The chapters that follow also suggest that the more intense engagement of I R theorists and Asian area specialists will bring benefits to both. The focus on re​lations among Japan, China, and the United States, for example, generates for Christensen a more complicated appreciation of the security dilemma, and for Kang a conception of order not typically found in mainstream interna​tional relations theory. The benefits flow from theory to Asian practice as well: Jolmston's reliance on socialization theory yields new insights about Chinese be​havior, Kirshner's use of a realist framework anticipates novel patterns of regional economic cooperation and conflict, and Nau's combination of realism and constructivism suggests an alternative conception of the prospects for stability among the major Asian powers. Arguments in these and other chapters indicate that "Western" theoretical frameworks have much to say about international re​lations in Asia
but also that variables such as power as hegemony international regimes, interdependence, and identity must be sufficiently context sensitive in order to capture the complexity of those relations.

MORE EV – AT K OF WESTERN IR IN ASIA
IKENBERRY AND MASTANDUNO 2003 – PROF GEOPOLITICS @ GEORGETOWN AND PROF GOVERNMENT @ DARTMOUTH
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS THEORY AND THE ASIA PACIFIC, PAGE 421-422

First, "Western" theoretical frameworks have much to say about interna​tional relations in the Asia-Pacific. There may have been a time when political relations among Asians were truly distinctive, and David Kang's paper points provocatively to that possibility. But over the course of the last century the nation-states of the Asia-Pacific have been integrated into the larger interna​tional system, and have taken on the behavioral norms and attributes associated with that system. Variables and concepts that are the everyday currency of inter​national relations theory-e.g., hegemony, the distribution of power, interna​tional regimes, and political identity-are as relevant in the Asia-Pacific context as anywhere else.
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