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Liberal Internationalism Neo-Liberal Internationalism [response to globalisation] 
Key Philosophers: John Locke, 
Rousseau, Immanuel Kant, and 
Bentham  

Kant's Perpetual Peace Thesis: 
Democracies Don't fight.  

Need to make a federation of 
Republics "Kant) 

Francis Fukuyama: Stated Liberal Capitalism is the end of 
ideological development: Best ideology the world has ever 
got. Post Cold-War triumph.  
 
Anti thesis: Clash of Civilisations Samuel Hunttington 

International World Court/Legal 
Instituions (Bentham).  

 

The strand in liberal thinking which 
holds that the natural order has 
been corrupted by undemocratic 
state leaders and out-dated policies 
such as the balance of power. 
Prescriptively, liberal 
internationalists believe that contact 
between the peoples of the world, 
through commerce or travel, will 
facilitate a more pacific form of 
international relations.  
 

The research agenda of neo-liberal international-ism is 
dominated by the debate about liberal states: how far the 
liberal zone of peace extends, why relations within it are 
peaceful, and what pattern is likely to evolve in relations 
between liberal states and authoritarian regimes? Crucially, in 
the post-cold war era, neo-liberal internationalists have lent 
their voices in support of Western (particularly American) 
attempts to use the levers of foreign policy to put pressure on 
authoritarian states to liberalize.  
 

The Invisible Hand by Adam Smith: 
The Laizze Fair Economy : leave alone 
economy 
 
The State should not interfere in the 
relations of people.  

The promotion of 'Democratic/Capitalistic and liberal 
model to the parts of the world where it is not practiced.  

 Promotion of Liberal Model by Economy or by war. World 
Bank gives you money but asks you to bring democratic 
reforms in return. Also this approach has been criticised 
because many states are in huge debt and have to cut down 
free education or healthcare in order to return money with 
interest rates.  
 
Look at the indicators: 
http://info.worldbank.org/governance/wgi/index.aspx#home  
 
You will find elements of 'Democracy' -  

  
 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Idealism Neo-Idealism[response to globalisation] 
Although there are important continuities 
between liberal internationalism and ideal-
ism, such as the belief in the power of 
world public opinion to tame the interests 
of states, idealism is distinct in that it 
believes in the importance of constructing 
an international order. For Idealists, as 
opposed to internationalists, the freedom of 
states is part of the problem of 
international relations and not part of the 
solution. Two requirements follow from 
their diagnosis. The first is the need for 
explicitly normative thinking: how to 
promote peace and build a better world. 
Second, states must be part of an 
international organization, and be bound 
by its rules and norms.  
 
Central to LGHDOLVP�was the formation of 
an international organization to facilitate 
peaceful change, disarmament, arbitration, 
and (where necessary) enforcement. The 
League of Nations was founded in 1920 but 
its collective security system failed to 
prevent the descent into world war in the 
1930s. The victor states in the wartime 
affiance against Nazi Germany pushed for 
a new international institution to represent 

Neo-idealists have responded to globalization by 
calling for a double democratization of both 
international institutions and domestic state 
structures. Radical neo-idealism is critical of 
mainstream liberalism's devotion to 'globalization 
from above' which marginalizes the possibility 
change from below through the practices of globs 
civil society.  
 
Focus on civil society 
 
The opinion of common people 
 
Human Rights 
 
Democratic way at U.N [Consideration of the 
weak states in decision making]. 
 
 
 
Recommendations by the Neo-Idealists: 
The creation of regional parliaments and the 
extension of the authority of such regional bodies 
(like the European Union) which are already in 
existence.  
 



the society of states and resist aggression. 
The United Nations Charter was signed in 
June 1945 by fifty states in San Francisco. 
It represented a departure from the League 
in two important respects. Membership 
was near universal, and the great powers 
were able to prevent any enforcement 
action from taking place which might be 
contrary to their interests.  
 
Summary: Placed the basis of the U.N  
Promoted the idea of 'collective security'-
although at the time of League it failed 
 
Introduced the right to self-determination 
– colonies can be independent from their 
Imperial Powers. E.g: the independence of 
India and Pak: self determination  

 

Second, human rights conventions must be 
entrenched in national parliaments and monitored 
by a new Inter-national Court of Human Rights.  
 
 
 

  
  
  
  

 

 

 

 

 

Liberal Instituionalism Neo-Liberal Instituionalism  
Liberal institutionalism: The third figure in the 
pattern of Liberalism. In the 1940s, liberal 
institutionalists turned to international 
institutions to carry out a number of functions 
the state could not perform. This was the 
catalyst for integration theory in Europe and 
pluralism in the United States. By the early 
1970s, pluralism had mounted a significant 
challenge to realism. It focused on new actors 
(transnational corporations, non-governmental 
organizations) and new patterns of interaction 
(interdependence, integration).  
 
 
A higher need for 'International Organisation'. 
 

The most conventional of all contemporary 
liberalisms is neo-liberal institutionalism. At the 
centre of their research programme is how to 
initiate and maintain co-operation under condition 
of anarchy. This task is facilitated by the creation 
of regimes. Notice that neo- liberal institutionalist 
share with realists the assumption that states are 
the most significant actors, and that the 
international environment is anarchic. Their 
account diverge, however, on the prospects for 
achieving sustained patterns of co-operation under 
anarchy.  
 
 
Recognising the importance of State: but also 
believing in cooperation.  
 



This approach learns from the Failure of the 
League and Focus on the UN.  

In economic terms: The state involvement is 
important e.g tax collection, protection of 
corporate laws / making new courts. After the 
globalisation and increase trade: China has also 
improved their corporate court system so that 
the international businesses feel secure. Will 
you ever feel secure to invest if you know the 
country is instable or anarchic? 

  
  
  
  
  

 

 

Countries where there is peace: Latin America- they are not fighting eachother.  

 

Google: Southern Cone 

NAFTA 

ASEAN: These states are also forming good alliance and are considered as 'Secuirty Community'- no 
likelyhood of War 

European Union: also see the case study I sent last time. You will realise the ideal model of liebralism 
integrated in the idea of EU. However, the question is will EU remain Liberal even if there is a threat? 
It might go for Defensive realism 

 

There are no right or wrong answers: the IR is like this: complex. 

There can be one state having different dimensions and you might be able to see the forces of 
libralism working together with Realism. It is your analytical skills to evaluate whats going on.  

 

The states keep on spending a lot of GDP on Military – check the average spending of GDPS 
http://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NE.CON.GOVT.ZS  


