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Perhaps unsurprisingly for a collection of conversations, Power in the 21st
century is readable and engaging but lacks the depth and detail of Mann’s
monographs and John A Hall and Ralph Schroeder’s 2006 collection of responses
to Mann’s scholarship, An anatomy of power. Nonetheless, whilst not the essential
reading that those works represent, it may provide a useful map for students
embarking on a detailed study of Mann’s work and the neo-Weberian perspective
more generally. It should also, as is no doubt intended, whet appetites amongst
Mann’s existing partisans in international relations and other disciplines for the
long-awaited conclusion to his macrosociological trilogy.
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Pierre P Lizée, A whole new world: reinventing international studies for the post-
Western world, New York and London, Palgrave Macmillan, 2011, ISBN10
0230280390, ISBN13 9780230280397 (hbk), 264 pp

‘International studies is beset by an important problem: it is inherently Western-
centric’ (1). The opening statement of this study defines the complex problématique
that the author, Pierre Lizée, intends to resolve. Lizée, associate professor at the
Faculty of Social Sciences in Brock University (Canada), whose research interests
cover Asian studies, security theory and international law, argues that the
discipline of international studies is strongly tied to a canon of classic thinkers and
to a set of fundamental paradigms. The main argument of the book is that these
thinkers and paradigms are assumed to be universal, but are in fact essentially
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Western. Thus, more often than not, they fail to describe the political reality of the
non-Western world. This problem is particularly pertinent today, when the ’rise of
the rest’ (5) puts forward new international problems that the discipline is unable
to explain or resolve.

Analysing the main paradigms of international studies and the theories of
their intellectual founding fathers, Lizée purports to reveal their Western
limitations. Yet the well-known intellectual canon of international studies, in
which Lizée includes Thomas Hobbes, Niccolò Machiavelli, Immanuel Kant,
Adam Smith, Kenneth Waltz, Hans Morgenthau and Alexander Wendt, is not
irredeemable. For Lizée, we should continue reading the ’classics’ in order to
make sense of today’s world politics and in a certain sense to ’make world politics’
(220). However, we should read them in a new light, through a non-Western lens.
This is the complicated and intriguing challenge that inspires Lizée’s study.

The book is divided into three parts. The first looks at the three main
paradigms of international studies. According to Lizée, these are realism,
liberalism and constructivism, and each is represented by a select array of ’classic’
thinkers. Machiavelli, Morgenthau and EH Carr represent one strand of realist
thought focused on the role of violence in world politics. Hobbes and Waltz
represent another realist ‘fundamental series of tenets’ (28), which centre on the
state. Lizée explains liberalism through the thought of Kant and the neo-Kantians,
who promote the doctrine of democratic peace, and of Smith and his followers
today, who insist on the political importance of the market. The third paradigm
includes various critiques of the first two, which are implicit in neo-Marxism,
discourse theory and social constructivism.

For Lizée, all of these theories, advanced by Western thinkers, suffer from the
same problem: they transform a particular Western viewpoint into a universal
paradigm that can explain international politics across the globe. By constantly
employing the ‘language of universals’ (38), they pretend to be relevant to the
non-Western world as well. They assume that ‘politics are universally the same’,
whether they are based on ‘power’ and ‘violence’ for the realists or ‘rationality’
and ‘human nature’ (45) for the liberals. Furthermore, while constructivists
highlight the importance of particular conditions in determining political
behaviour, they are unable to go beyond the political categories defined by the
‘mainstream paradigms’ (76) of realism and liberalism.

The second and third parts of the book explore the limits of these intellectual
paradigms in explaining the non-Western world and seek to offer a way out of the
conundrum. Importantly, Lizée argues that we should not discard the established
intellectual canon but should rather loosen up its universalist aspiration. We need
to integrate diverse and complex conceptions of the state, power, violence and the
market. The historical and cultural experiences of the non-West should be taken
into account.

It is a pity that the promising proposal of the book, to release international
studies from its Western bias, is only partially fulfilled. While Lizée repeatedly
explains why the liberal and realist universalisms are inadequate to describe the
reality of the ’non-Western world’, he leaves many other issues unexplored.
Lizée’s concepts of the ’West’ and the ’non-Western world’ treat these
geographical, political and intellectual spaces as a-historical, uniform and
undifferentiated blocs. He thus perpetuates the logic of essentialism that his
argument purports to deconstruct. Moreover, even if we accept this vague geo-
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cultural divide, Lizée seems to take for granted that while the ’international
studies canon’ is inappropriate for the ’rest’, it is perfectly adequate for describing
the ’West’. However, his attack on the generalizing aspects of liberalism and
realism may suggest that this theoretical canon is irrelevant not only to the ’non-
West’, but to contemporary political reality as a whole. Finally, the book is
scattered with short examples of the incompatibility between non-Western reality
and Western theory, but does not point to any non-Western theory that may prove
an innovative addition to the current paradigms it seeks to preserve. As a whole,
this study points to interesting questions on the limits of international studies and
of political theory, which still await a novel and inspiring answer.
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Craig Campbell and Fredrik Logevall, America’s Cold War: the politics of insecurity,
Cambridge, Massachusetts, Belknap Press, 2009, ISBN10 0674035534, ISBN13
9780674035539 (hbk), 448 pp

The views of two prominent realists permeate this volume from beginning to end.
One is Kenneth Waltz, a quote from whom begins the book: ‘Absence of threat
permits policy to become capricious.’ The other, and the more prominent in the
text, is George Kennan, who inspired both authors so much with a speech back in
1984 that they eventually wrote this book. Of course, the structural realism of
Waltz and the classical realism of Kennan don’t really see eye to eye on key points
of international relations. Neither is it clear whether the Waltz quote is used as
critique or is itself critiqued. But resolving theoretical disputes is definitely not the
purpose of this very readable, if somewhat simplistic, chronicle of America’s Cold
War trials and tribulations.

The main pitch is straight from Kennan: from the early 1950s onwards, United
States (US) policy was consistently—one might say structurally, psychologically
even—distorted by domestic political and economic forces that desired a constant
existential threat. Containment of the Soviet Union had effectively been achieved
by 1949 and US superiority could have justified a de-escalation of the growing
East–West divide. Instead of a possible ‘general political settlement’ (3) to resolve
the loose ends of World War II, endless escalation and perpetual doomsday
scenarios were the outcome. Partisan politics, electioneering and the militariza-
tion of everyday life ensured that ‘dealing with the enemy’ was a decidedly
unwise thing to do.

This is a wholly US-centred book, as the authors unashamedly make very clear
in the introduction. Merging Waltz’s levels of analysis, it takes an ‘inter-mestic’
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