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introduction

Molavi (Rumi), the great Persian mystic poet, in one of his famous
poems says:“0’ brother, ‘thought’ is the whole of you, flesh and
kones, the rest of you!”

In this verse, Molavi distinguishes between two main aspect.
of human beings and suggests that the fundamental essence o*
existence is “thought”, i.e., “idea”. This important idea is now
backing the mainstream of the social sciences an huma itie..
But, there is a basic question as to which part betwe. n the two
aspects of mankind plays a more important /ole .~ hi. world
life. This is the main issue in understandii - the( vid :st area of
human life

From the dawn of “Internatiina’ Relations” as an
independent field of study ir. 19:9 1 the United Kingdom,
there have been some basic de. 3 “2.2nd arguments forming
the mainstream thinking in this 7 ~ld. Some textbooks and
coursebooks have mentinne. thri2 and sometimes four main
debates in international r lau> s theories so far.

According te one ot ('« most common classifications, the
first debate arose uatw =en the classical idealists, described by
E. H. Carr as W ia.isms, and the classical realists proposed by
theoreticians, Juch os E. H. Carr'. The second debate, which
was mcere 1. ev.- dological, emerged between behaviorism and
traditionan_~ . In this debate, the domination of realism and
their scientific methods, notably quantitative methods, found
their way into the mainstream of the study of international
relations. The next debate, however, being about the essence
of international relations, was between realism and liberalism
on the one hand, and some critical theories taken from
Marxism on the other, Of course, according to another
classification, the third debate occurred merely between
realism and liberalism to explain the main subject of
international relations. Finally, there is another important
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debate, as Darryl Jarvis points out, which is more
epistemological and lies between theories like post-modernism
and scientific tendencies and objectivist trends, such as realism

and Iii:naralis.m.1

These classifications help us understand different ways of
thinking and also improve our ability to analyze different areas
of human life. It happens sometimes that in these
understandings, we ignore important aspects of these theories.
There are some common specifications between conteding
theories which are hidden in this sort of classification, vhi > we
can find a different flow and specification beyona these
classifications. One shall take into considaratis. . that.in the
above classifications, the main important  riten. are the
essence as well as the main goal and corCon ¢ fucernational
relations, but in the new view, the.ma.\ .on. .eration is the
nature of human phenomenon. There. xre, >.nis book, | would
like to elaborate on one of tke u :porunt hidden flows of
international relations theorirs.

Alexander Wendt has :lre ady recognized and posed a very
important distinction in hi. “Social Theory of International
Politics” in this regarc  In his aescription of four sociologies of
international relati iz Clendt writes:

“In pract'-e, s. cigl vieorists cluster into two views, materialist and
idealist. Lot cknowledge a rofe for ideas but they disagree
gbou® hov deep these effects go. Materialists believe the most
J wdaental fact about society is the nature and organization of
soial jurces.... Idealists believe the mast fundamentaf fact obout

soc. oty is the nature and structure of social consciolsness. »
Besides, Yale Ferguson reveals that:

“Alexander Wendt maintains that constructivists like himself share
with various critical theorists two basic claims: that fundamental
mental structures of international politics are social rather than
strictly material.. and that these structures shape octors’
identities and interests, rather than just behavior... by contrast to
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Neo-realists who emphasize ‘the distribution of materiai

" 3
capacities.””

As Ferguson and Wendt emphasize, this division between
ideationalism and materialism is a new well-known
classification in the field of international theory. Based upon
this classification, | would like to elaborate that there is an
interesting flow from materialism to ideationalism for
understanding international relations. | would also likeoto
explain the core idea here. My argument concerns the

theoreticians of social and international re'atic... whn
eventually have concentrated on the crucial role ¢.” ideas and
immaterialist aspects of human life, partizaisrly o the

international arena. Some theoreticians like £aron . “idavsky,
Gunnar Grendstad and Per Selle have call 4 this new
generation ‘post-materialism’,

“Postmaterialism, as Inglehart onc ives 1, s g new value system
that has gained importance in W ‘ern .ndustrial countries since
the Second World War, It r flects the post-war generations’ move
away from materialist. va. tes, Csuch os political order and
ecanomic stability, ond  ow.* s postmaterialist values, such as

political participatio. s a.. 7 nore say in government decisions. A

I will try 20 ancwer a specific question in this essay. Of
course, | woulun't tollow such a normative view and wouldn't
defend.a sp=2aic system of values against another. But, | think
they have . 1 discovered a sort of change in the theory and
thinking of political life. The main question | am going to
discuss here is as follows:

“Is there any essential change in the new theoretical generation of
understanding international relations compared with the classical
approaches? If yes, what would be the main factor of this change
in the area of thought?”

The hypothesis formulated to address this research
question would be: “There is a flow from materialism toward
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ideationalism in understanding international relations.
Materialism is a common base of the classical generation of
international relations theories, and in the new generation, a
sort of ideationalism is a common characteristic among
different theories of international relations.”

By ‘new’, in my question, | mean the different and
innovative generation, not just the latest theoreticians, and by
flow, | mean a sort of gradual change in the readings of
international relations. To begin with, | need to_defire the
main concepts in my question and the hypothesis. Frst f all,
by materialism | mean the emphasis on the material as ecy of
human behaviors and world life, that is, the poiire of human
being and the organizations of social forc . “A. least five
material factors recur in materialist s ouro (1) human
nature (2} natural resources (3} geugrapl (4] forces of

production and (5) forces of destruciion 5, as Wendt points
out. Additionally, economic a'iliti_s anua bases both at the
internal and international k've, mili ary capabilities, and the
scale of population are fa *0 < that shall be added to the above
factors. With these indical. -s, we may find the operational
definition of materiai sm as “the way of thinking which in its
comprehension o. 1« national relations takes these factors
into account.” Zacandly, ideationalism may be defined as
taking a s;'wcia notice of the element of ‘idea’ in the human
life ancicoc oty 4s well as understanding human behaviors in
hiswort d-lne hrough exchange of ideas.

\ty e of ‘ideationalism’ instead of idealism is because
idehi'm has a particular normative meaning for some
approaches of international relations theories. Some of the
most famous thinkers make use of this expression for a kind of
utopian seeking for unavailable desires while forgetting the
real factors in the real world. Wendt defines idealism as
follows:

“Sometimes the structure of sociol consciousness is shared among
actors in the form of norms, rules, or institution; sometimes it is
not. Either way, social structure can matter in various ways: by
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constituting identities and interests, by helping actors find
common solutions to problems, by definition and interests, by

constituting threats and so on”é.

However, there are some other indicators, such as cuiture,
discourses, and any outcomes out of the inter-subjectivity and
interaction between mentalities that | may add. Furthermore,
the classical trend in the theories of international relations
would mean that the main founders of this discipline in “he
twentieth century, including theories of realism, eithe.
traditional realism or neo-realism, liberalism -in 2. ntieth
century, and Marxismaccept the critical theoric  suc as
Frankfort school. Finally, | have chosen some *.i0~rew ians as
the leading samples for these trends: E.H. Curr ~iid Hans
Morgenthau for traditional realism, Kenné«. Wa >>‘and Robert
Gilpin for neo-realism, Joseph Nye 2ia “obo . Kechane for
liberalism, and Lenin for Marxism. Fc “ne | ew generation of *
international relations theorie. . in luding the English School,
Critical Theory, Constructivism, o d Cultural Studies, | have
chosen Martin Wight, Fdley bull, and some current
theoreticians of the Eng .- $hool such as Alexander Wendt,
Friedrich Kratochwil .:eg.n habemas, and Robert Cox as the
leading examples of ti is ge..eration.

Here, | mav sel..cu it 2 library approach for the research as |
intend to wor. o1 mu ncepts rather than tangible realities which
can be muaurod by statistical methods. Because of the new
interpre aticn o1 the changing flow of mainstream in this field,
| will express my idea with the help of various examples from
the thinkers of each trend of theory. My main data will be
derived from the texts of these theoreticians. In short, | would
like to first suggest that the idealist trend was dominant on
international relations thought for its founders, and until the
rise of the new realist flow in the 20™ century, materialist
approaches were in the margin of thinking.

But now, however, we can consider a new return to a sort
of idealism in understanding international relations. At this
point, | have to elucidate and stress that matetialism does not
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mean the ignorance of the role of ideas and the elimination of
cultural and normative factors in the understanding and
analysis of international relations. On the other hand,
ideationalism does not mean that materialistic factors are not
important in international phenomena. Both approaches
denote the significant role of ideas as well as material
elements. But the issue is the priority, significance and
essentiality of the elements. Undoubtedly, there is an
interaction between these two categories; however, the
question is which one has a fundamental role in huma linc
Theories of international relations are not just somne
statements and explanations of the real m=teri.; vorld: to me,
they are a crucial part and discursive manifesc tion f historical
political life. As R. B. ). Walker poirs ouw, “heories of
international relations are moreirtereicdn, ‘as aspects of
contemporary world politics that nee ' to . ~’explained than as
explanations of contemporary v orli pou s, As such, they may
be read as a characteristic ¢isc. “rse of the modern state and
as a constitutive practicc.wose erfects can be traced in the
remotest interstices of eve day 1ife.”7 For this reason, the
study of internation:! relations theories will help us to

comprehend discursie aspects of changes in international
relations.
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