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Abstract:  

International Relations Science has been developed to find an answer to the order puz-

zle. The most important subject of processing theories of this field of study is providing 

an order paradigm between actors of the international system area. This paper aims at 

determining theories of international relations pertaining to order issue in the post-cold 

war international system. It seems that the field of international relations is confronted 

with too many paradigms for an explanation of its subject (order) because of the evolu-

tion of its functional framework i.e. international system. Therefore, in reply to reasons 

of disorders and order issues, some important strategies like balance-driven order, insti-

tution-based order, idea-based order, and justice-based order are presented, all of which 

are described. By the end, it has been tried to present appropriate paradigm indices of 

order in the current international system. 

 

Keywords: International System, World System, Balance-Driven Order, Institution-Based 

Order, Idea-Based Order, Justice-Based Order 

Introduction 

In the researches on politics and international 

relations, the order has been and also is one 

of the  oldest and the most controversial sub-

ject. The problem of political order inside the 

societies, at least in theory, is solved some-

how. Although the indisputable fact that there 

are several and different actors, together with 

the undoubted reality of action and reaction 

between the actors in the international area, 

has brought up the international order as one 

of the main worries of the international rela-

tions theories. Therefore, the subject of  in-

ternational relations theory, solving or orga-

nizing international relations are under the 

light of order problem. Then all responses of 

international relations theories are seeking a 

solution for the order problem. International 

order is governing of arrangements among 

states in order to meet the current demand of 

order in the main emphasized areas. In other 

words, international order is a paradigm of 

international activities which protects the 

main targets of the States’ society. In defini-

tion of international order, generic sense of 

this concept is observed opposing politicians’ 
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– like the U.S.A. presidents- use of this con-

cept. They use this concept toward explaining 

some policies which are circulated by them. 

Also, some researchers use the concept to 

describe the special foreign policy of some 

governmental politicians. Although interna-

tional order isn’t a one-dimension phenome-

non, any approach of arrangements among 

states mightn’t be defined as international 
order and the matter is based on the present 

demand of order in the following main areas:  

- Political-Military Balancing of 

Power;   

- The Efficiency of International In-

stitutions in governing global af-

fairs (Governance-orientation);  

- Increase in ideas’ portion in mak-

ing anti-anarchic culture; 

- The Effort of Economical Forces of 

World Capitalism Toward Social 

Welfare and Development of all 

Countries;   

Because of evolution in the functional 

framework i.e. international system, the “In-

ternational Relations” field of study encoun-

ters a great number of paradigms to explain 

its subject i.e. order and its organizing part. 

International Relations theories in response to 

disorder reasons and order problems have 

presented the following strategies:  realists, 

who are known as the main minds of interna-

tional relations, have presented their response 

in one concept of “Balance”. Realists believe 
that order in the international system will 

occur through balancing (in its different 

forms; power balancing, hard balancing, soft 

balancing, threat balancing, etc.). The rela-

tion between “Balance and Order” will be 
considered in the next parts titled “Balance-

Based Order”. Liberalists are focused on 
“Organizations” in the presentation of the 
strategy for establishing the international or-

der. Liberalists believe that we may achieve 

the international order through a special type 

of official or non-official international or 

domestic organizations. Organizations that 

may replace combat to achieve power by en-

couraging cooperation based behavior.  Also 

the relation between “Organizations and Or-

der” will be brought up titled “Institution-

Based Order”. Constructionists, depending 
upon “Ideas” in explaining the order prob-

lem, rely on the social aspect of the order and 

it’s creating fact. From constructionists’ 
viewpoint, the international system is a 

community in which the States’ loyalty to 
norms and common rules in different areas is 

the main term of their participation in this 

system. For this reason, they put spiritual 

power at the same level of importance of ma-

terial power in International Relations. The 

relation between “Ideas and Order” forms a 
topic that will be considered under the title of 

“Idea-Based Order”. The International politi-
cal economy approach is based on the matter 

that the world’s economy and international 
political system may not be analyzed sepa-

rately. Therefore, they bring up the concept 

of “Justice” in their analysis of order, in ex-

plaining the order problem from the triple 

strategy of international political economy. 

For this reason, we select this concept to ex-

plain the viewpoint of different strategies of 

international political economy and consider 

it under title of “Justice-Based Order”s With 
this introduction, we analyze the four above 

mentioned pictures of the order problem in 

the international system in the next part and 

at the end appropriate paradigm indices of 

explaining the order problem in the interna-

tional system.  

 

Balance-Based Order            

From the viewpoint of realists about interna-

tional relations, the power balance is the 

main basis of inter-countries relations and the 
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most basic policy rule. In international poli-

cy, the power balance is considered as an 

intermediate way between international order 

and disorder. The determinant principle of 

balance-based policy is the priority claimed 

by power relations between territory States. 

Balance function depends on politicians’ art 
so that other political considerations could be 

pursuant to power considerations at all times. 

One principle has been considered as a pre-

vailing method of protecting order in the 

anarchic world from the 17
th
 century and re-

nascence up to now. This principle is called 

“Balance of Power”. Therefore, the impor-

tance of balance manifests itself in thinking 

about international order in the form of sev-

eral thought and action aspects of interna-

tional relations in the past 200 years. Neo-

realist believe that international anarchic sta-

tus causes protest of other countries against 

an autocrat. As weak countries may not be 

assured that more powerful countries don’t 
use their higher capabilities in an unpleasant 

manner, so they try to find ways to constrain 

the powerful countries’ function and this aim 
will be achieved through the improvement of 

military capabilities and establishment of 

defensive unions. Sometimes the allies start 

war to displace the power balance for them-

selves (Walt, 2003, p.190). The traditional 

theory of power balance encountered with 

some criticisms among them this concept is 

confusing from the viewpoint of semantics 

and “it is uncertain and undetermined be-

cause there is no reliable way to measure, 

evaluate, and compare the power; it is unreal 

because the States try to compensate their 

uncertainty by targeting superiority (Dough-

erty & Pfaltzgraff, 1997, p.70). In other 

words, ambiguity of power balance is re-

sulted from the fact that we don’t know 
which affairs establish the balance. When 

there is power balance, how the power is di-

vided between States. This theory defines 

international system actors as solid units and 

the balancing States may not be considered 

separately. The received criticism about the 

traditional theory of power balance caused 

some scientists of international relations like 

Stephen Walt to reproduce the theory of 

power balance in the international relations 

titled “Threat Balance”. He believes that the 

States not only establish power balance to 

confront with power but also to confront with 

an evident threat. Therefore “Balance of 
Threat” is brought up instead of the theory of 
power balance (Rengger, 2007, p.105). Ste-

phen Walt acknowledging desirability of 

theory of power balance in the current inter-

national system, believes that threats which 

result to establish balance and union between 

two parties should be considered sufficiently. 

Walt believes that these threats follow Ag-

gregate Power, Proximity, Offensive Capa-

bility, and Offensive Intentions (Walt, 2003, 

p.200). Although its inability to distinct be-

tween power and threat is the main weak 

point of this theory. On the other hand, 

theory of threat balance is more useful in the 

international multi-polar system than a one-

polar world. Because the more the power is 

centralized in the international system, the 

more risk of threat estimation might be based 

on the competent State thorough assessment 

of that State capability. One-polarity of the 

international system will cause to lack of dis-

tinction between threat balance and power 

balance (Vasquez and Elman, 2003, p. 16).     

Some scientists of international relations 

like Robert Pape, T.V. Paul, etc. reproduced 

the theory of power balance in international 

relations titled “Soft Balancing”. These 
thinkers called the traditional theory of power 

balance as “Hard Balancing”. The difference 
between these two definitions goes back to 

the use of military forces in the establishment 
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of the balance – in hard balancing- and a lake 

of its use in soft balancing and taking modern 

strategies in the establishment of the balance. 

Hard balancing forms when weak States get 

the result that they should confront with 

power and influence of a powerful State. In 

their opinion, the cost of permitting a predo-

minant power to continue its policies is more 

than the cost of resisting its unacceptable 

dominance (Pape, 2005, p. 36).  

Indirect and non-military efforts to de-

crease in the superior power’s capabilities 
and increasing its own power to mitigate do-

minance of the predominant power are called 

Soft Balancing. According to Pape, neutraliz-

ing function of the conducting State, without 

direct combat, is the aim of soft balancing. 

The criterion of soft balancing success is not 

only laying a policy aside by the superpower 

but also the presence of more States in the 

balancing confederation against the super-

power will be a good criterion (Paul, 2005, p. 

37). 

In other words, although soft balancing 

will not be able to prevent access to the he-

gemonic power to its special military targets 

in a short time, it may increase its cost in us-

ing its power and also it may decrease the 

number of probable countries to cooperate 

with the hegemony in future. Soft balancing 

tries to cause difficulty for the conducting 

State or its confederation and takes action 

through increasing expenses of protecting the 

present status by Territorial Denial, Entan-

gling Diplomacy, Economic Strengthening, 

Signals of Resolve to Balance (Pape, 2005, p. 

36-37). 

Hedley Bull underlines three functions in 

relation to power balance functions pertain-

ing to the international order: A- Presence of 

general power balance throughout the inter-

national system may help to prevent the sys-

tem transformation into a worldwide emperor 

through the dominance of power over the 

others. So long as this balance continues, 

none of the superpowers will be able to es-

tablish a worldwide government by relying 

on force. B- Presence of local power balance 

helps to protect the independency of the 

States located in the special regions against 

absorbing a local superior power or going 

under its dominance. C- Everywhere there 

are both general and local balances of power, 

there is an appropriate condition for taking 

action by other organizations' international 

order (like diplomacy, war, international law, 

superpowers management) depends on which 

(Bull, 2001, p.94). 

Waltz underlining States and superpowers 

as the main actors in the field of international 

order and security introduces power balance 

as a factor of stabilizing international order 

which, as mentioned above, is resulted from 

an anarchic international system. Waltz be-

lieves that probably bipolar systems suffer 

from less disorder and outstanding wars than 

multi-polar systems (Waltz, 1979, p. 118-

127). An abstract of balance-based order 

from the viewpoint of realists is presented in 

the table1.  
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Table 1. 

Particulars of balance-based order 

Reasons  

of Disorder   

Structure of  Interna-

tional System 

Actors of Interna-

tional System  

Process of Interna-

tional System 

Nature of Inter-

national System 

Lack of Power 

Balance  

State-Orientation 

with unequal distri-

bution of power be-

tween the States. 

Non-governmental 

actors are the States’ 
representatives.  

States with unequal 

capabilities but 

equal duties.  

playing with a sum 

of zero  and struc-

ture determination in 

anarchic conditions  

Protection of 

power balance 

for existence 

and security   

Source: (Rezaei, 2009, p.94) 

 

Institution-Based Order 

Liberal thoughts in international relations 

went up in the period between two worldwide 

wars and in the works of idealists who be-

lieved that war is an unnecessary and old me-

thod of solving differences between States. 

Finally, liberal theory of institutionalism fo-

cused on theories of regional convergence 

was brought up after the second worldwide 

war. The theory of regional convergence in-

cluded functionalism, neo-functionalism, 

communication and counter-dependency. The 

above-mentioned theories helped liberalism 

to reproduce itself as a challenge against real-

ism thoughts especially in the middle of 

1980
th
. From that time up to now, new theo-

ries have manifested in international relations 

literature including the theory of international 

regimens and theory of neo-liberal institutio-

nalism or neo-liberalism (Deutsch, Keohane, 

Nay, and others, 1996).  

From liberalists’ viewpoint, international 
institutions as one of the most important ac-

tors in the field of international order are im-

portant like States. These theoreticians be-

lieved that international institutions may have 

an important effect on the cooperation beha-

vior of countries and international order. They 

acknowledging the independent identity of in-

ternational institutions in the international poli-

cy believe that international institutions, 

 

independent of power sources and countries 

preferences, determine international results 

and countries’ behavior (Dehghani-
Firoozabadi, 1998, p.575). Robert Keohane 

believes that “liberalism emphasizes the role 

of institutions established by humans to ef-

fect mass decision making of people. Liberal-

ism pays more attention to the importance of 

changing political approaches than simple 

and unchangeable structures and believes that 

at least daily progress in the institutions re-

lated to human affairs changes according to 

human actions and changes of expectations 

and approaches resulting from this state may 

have deep effects on the behavior of States” 
(Keohane, 1989, p. 10-11).  

Liberalists propounded the theory of in-

ternational regimens according to the role of 

international institutions in the international 

order. In fact, from liberalists’ viewpoint, 
“the international regimens are a continuation 
of a discussion of liberal and neoliberal insti-

tutionalism. This analysis roots from conver-

gence, counter-dependency and functional-

ism”. (Asgarkhani, 2004, p.72) Regimens are 
comprehensible concepts in all issues pro-

pounded in the international system and act 

as useful tools to establish cooperation be-

tween States. Nowadays, regimens help to set 

international relations in many activity areas. 

For this reason, the regimens have various 
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thematic activities like security, environmen-

tal, communication and telecommunication, 

human rights, economical, etc. areas. Estab-

lishment of the regimens is necessary be-

cause always there is a risk of neutralizing 

cooperation-based strategies by competitive 

strategies in the international anarchic sys-

tem. Therefore, they aim at preventing com-

petitive strategies that in other cases they are 

considered as an intellectual response in an 

anarchic system (Little, 2004, p.706). The 

idea of Global Governance, toward liberal-

ists’ theorizing in relation to international 
institutions and their place in the internation-

al order, not more than one decade turned 

into one of the essential subjects in the study 

of international relations especially after the 

cold war. The word “Global Governance” 
synchronized with allaying cold war was 

propounded according to globalization learn-

ing and organized liberalism. From a politics 

viewpoint, global governance shows the or-

ganization of international politics area 

through more social and unanimity ways, 

contrary to the cold war in which competition 

of two superpowers shadowed on the world-

wide institutions and they were governed by 

specialism and hierarchal order (Barnett, 

Smith and Duvall, 2005). 

This concept has been considered from 3 

aspects by thinkers: first, global governance 

as a phenomenon; from this aspect, global 

governance supervises on mass actions to-

ward developing international institutions 

and norms which test in combat with reasons 

and inappropriate consequences of national 

and ultra-national issues. Second, global go-

vernance as a project; from this aspect, global 

governance is brought up as the growth of 

worldwide order (liberal). These thinkers be-

lieve that the management of special issues of 

the world should be looked for in a structure 

wider than global order. Third, global gover-

nance as a global viewpoint; from this aspect, 

global governance is brought up as a new 

analytical attitude (Boli and Tomas, 1999). 

Robert Keohane believes that A- Global 

Governance might be considered as interna-

tional organizations’ activity like the United 
Nations (the UN) or international financial 

organizations. B- Global governance might 

be a background for worldwide governance. 

C- Global governance is an intellectual para-

digm that implicitly emphasizes institutional 

decisions for globalization management 

(Keohane, 2001, p.3). From liberal thoughts’ 
aspect, order roots not only from power bal-

ance but also from interactions between a lot 

of layers of governing arrangements, i.e. 

agreed on rules and norms, institutional regu-

lations and also international regimens (Gha-

vam, 2005, p.243). International regimens 

after establishment of cooperation help to the 

system’s order and stability. In other words, 
in the international system, international re-

gimens are considered as main systems of 

controlling order. These regimens manifest 

themselves in different thematic areas and 

locations of the international system (Ghase-

mi, 2005, p.139). “International institutions, 
as regimens, rules, agreements, or organiza-

tions help to provide necessary conditions of 

cooperation. Institutions with rules that ex-

plain what is breaching a relation help to 

each State’s�to have confidence in that it 
won’t be exploited and would gain an appro-

priate response to its cooperative movement. 

The institutions by establishing official me-

chanisms for supervision and control, em-

powers the States to inform of the other 

States’ affairs and strengthen this confidence 
that breach of promise won’t be hidden by 
this way cooperative action will result in a 

cooperative action. By formalizing these rela-

tions, the institutions help to mitigate the rate 

of underestimating future results for each State 
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and strengthen expectation of each State per-

taining to the continuation of the relation in 

future”. (Hopf, 2007, p.471) A summary of  

viewpoints of liberalists in the form of institu-

tion-based order is presented in table 2.  

 

 

Table 2. 

Particulars of institution-based order 

Reasons of  

Disorder   

Structure of  Inter-

national System 

Actors of Interna-

tional System  

Process of Interna-

tional System 

Nature of Interna-

tional System 

Pursuing egoistic 

personal interests 

by States and lack 

of cooperation    

Multi-axial with 

equal distribution 

of power among 

States and some of 

non-governmental 

actors   

International insti-

tutions and regi-

mens along with 

the States  

playing with a 

variable sum and 

structure determi-

nation in complex-

ity conditions  

development of 

cooperation in 

order to provide 

more welfare  

 Source: (Rezaei, 2009, p.114) 

Idea-Based Order 

From the viewpoint of constitutionalists, con-

trary to views of realists, we don’t counter 
with similar units in the level of international 

order. We may observe different spectra of 

States in the current international order. Ad-

vanced liberal States like West Europe, North 

America, and East Asia, post-colonial States 

in the south like Africa south of Sahara and 

countries located between these two extremi-

ties like Russia, China, India, Brazil, etc. are 

located in pre-modern, modern and post-

modern conditions, so they are not similar 

units. Therefore we should provide the possi-

bility of promotion of a liberal and law-based 

international system along with advanced 

liberal States. The mentioned approach “ap-

proaches to liberalism because of paying at-

tention to the role and effect of values and 

norms on the behavior of States and ap-

proaches to the English School because of 

believing in a type of international communi-

ty” (Clarck, 2007, p.90). This approach em-

phasis equally on material and ideational 

elements of the international reality chal-

lenges fixed essence and nature of govern-

mental identity and believes that change and 

transformation are ordinary properties of in-

ternational politics and State and internation-

al system have a relationship based on mutual 

compatibility. From this aspect, ideational 

structures and factors including common 

trusts, beliefs, and values system have a po-

werful effect on political and social function 

in step with material structures and factors 

(Ibid, p.359). Constitutionalists believe that 

“power, finally, was understood as military 
capability and interests were understood as 

intention toward power, security or 

wealth…but power and interests, and some-

times even institutions, were considered as 

material factors by neo-realism theories. 

Whereas we should also mention to the forth 

factor titled “Ideas” (Wendt, 2006, p.135). 
On this basis, constitutionalism engages in 

consideration of this question that how ideas 

play a role in the development of those ma-

terial factors. The developmental role of 

ideas in material factors is an important issue 

that is mainly ignored by international rela-

tions. “Meaning of power and content of in-

terests are mainly according to ideas. There-

fore, it is only after detecting and identifying 

mental conditions of possibility of explana-

tions based on power and interests that we 

may assess real effects of material factors” 
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(Ibid, p.140). Wendt’s constitutionalism 
doesn’t ignore material forces, in spite of 
showing effort to denaturalize social types” 
(Moshirzadeh, 2004, p.122). Constitutional-

ism considers the scope of ideas or ideational 

systems as a basis for analyzing the interna-

tional system which may be generally consi-

dered as general global values, lack of which 

weakens order and even promotes values that 

may be resulted to disorder and hostility. 

They believe that if we are interested in the 

manner of a system composed of several 

States, we should consider the States’ identity 
certain, because system-based theory may not 

turn the State to the problem as this work will 

change the subject and the issue will change 

from a theory about State to the State theory. 

As actors have different identities and theses 

identities indicate several interests, it is im-

possible to predetermine equal interests to all 

States from outside because power is materi-

al, ideational and conversational at the same 

time. Anarchy results in the problem of order 

which is a distinct and important problem for 

international politics. This anarchy may have 

three structures in macro-level which de-

pends on the type of roles governing the sys-

tem: friendship, hostility and competition 

which result to Hobbesian, Lockean and Kan-

tian’s structures respectively, because they 
are based on the other’s representations 
which state itself is defined on that basis 

(Wendt, 2005, p.380). Constitutionalists be-

lieve that Anarchy may have at least 3 dis-

tinct cultures (Hobbesian, Lockean and Kan-

tian) which are based on different relations of 

the roles (friendship, hostility and competi-

tion). These structures and roles manifest in 

representations of the States from themselves 

and the others, but in macro-level theses 

structures and roles obtain logics and atti-

tudes which remain during the time. In the 

field of internalization of common cultures 

by the States, cultural features reproduced by 

force usually show the least stability and those 

reproduced legally are the most stable features. 

The high rate of death in Hobbesian culture 

creates motivation for establishing Lockean’s 
culture and in turn, a continuation of coarseness 

creates a motivation to move toward Kantian’s 
culture. Based on this view, order necessarily 

doesn’t root from power balance or internation-

al institutions, but roots from internal values 

and principles of the international community 

of the States. A summary of the Idea-Based 

Order is presented in table 3.  

 

Table 3. 

 Particulars of Idea-Based Order 

Reasons of 

Disorder 

Structure of  Interna-

tional System 

Actors of International 

System 

Process of Interna-

tional System 

Nature of Interna-

tional System 

Lack of 

Governance 

of Kan-

tian’s Cul-

ture 

Paying attention to 

Material and Idea-

tional Structures in 

the International Sys-

tem, and Strengthen-

ing Structure and the 

Functionary 

Emphasizing on Govern-

mental Actors because of 

their historical importance 

not their inherent impor-

tance, also there is theo-

retical possibility of ab-

sorbing non-governmental 

actors 

Presence of 3 types of 

Anarchy Structures; 

Hobbesian Structure 

(hostility), Lockean’s 
Structure(competition) 

and Kantian’s struc-

ture (Friendship) 

Interests of the Ac-

tors are born by their 

identity and are 

learned in the process 

of interaction. Com-

mon cognitive struc-

tures as material re-

sources provide ne-

cessary meaning for 

the action. 

Source: (Rezaei, 2009, p.94) 
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Justice-Based Order 

International political economics is the junc-

tion point of economics and politics or the 

State and market. If economics follows capi-

tal, capital pursues power and these two ele-

ments interact with each other in a compli-

cated network. According to triple approach-

es of international political economics, capi-

talism acts through both the States and 

beyond States and for this reason, it is consi-

dered as one of the main elements of chang-

ing their identity and also establishing order 

or disorder in the international system. There-

fore, the current coordination between inter-

ests of the State and capitalism should be 

considered in the complicated form of their 

mutual interests in the order problem of the 

international system. This process, now titled 

“Economics Globalization”, plays an impor-

tant role in the development of the capitalism 

system in the worldwide scope. Regardless 

this process does change the States’ act or 
not, all the mentioned approaches believe that 

this process is the origin of some evolutions 

in the level of the international system, inter-

nationalization of economical life along with 

localization of political life is only one of 

which (Hathneh, 2005, p.10). There are three 

main approaches in order to consider and 

explain the relation of the State and market or 

politics and economics, in the international 

political economics, researchers of this field 

tend to one of which. These three approaches 

include: Realistic viewpoints in the interna-

tional political economics, Liberalistic view-

points in the international political econom-

ics, and Marxist viewpoints in the interna-

tional political economics. A summary of 

triple approaches viewpoint in the interna-

tional political economy is presented in 

table 4.  

 

 

Table 4. 

Comparison of triple approaches of international political economics 

The approaches 
Realistic internation-

al political economic 

Liberalistic international 

political economic 

Marxist international 

political economic 

relation between politics 

and economics  

Politics is determi-

nant factor  

Economics is indepen-

dent  

Economics is determinant factor 

Main actors/level of Analy-

sis  

the States  Private companies and 

entities  

Strata  

Nature of Economical Rela-

tions  

Conflictive/ Playing 

with sum of zero  

based on coopera-

tion/paying with positive 

sum  

Conflictive/ Playing with sum of 

zero  

Economical Targets  Power of the State  maximizing individu-

al/social welfare  

Interests of Strata  

Factor of Globalization  Politics  communication  Capitalism Economics  

Nature of Globalization  Globalization 

doesn’t prevent the 
States to achieve 

political power. Glo-

balization is go-

verned by the States.  

Globalization mitigates 

power of the States for 

ultra- and infra-national 

institutions and entities. 

Globalization is dominat-

ed by ultra-national 

forces.  

Globalization increases power of 

central States and decreases 

power of local States. Globaliza-

tion serves Capitalism system.   

Source: (Jackson and Sorenson, 2004, p 231-241) 
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In the international political economy, in 

response to what does establish a global or-

der, the main supposition of political econo-

mists is that a market predetermines a type of 

order for its own action; concepts including 

both force and control based on two parties’ 
consent. The idea of Hegemonic Stability 

was considered as the basis of order but now 

it is doubted and recently there are several 

possible post-hegemonic scenarios in the cur-

rent literature of international political eco-

nomics, explanation of which is based on the 

continuation of two opposed models of a 

global order which manifest in the form of 

globalization processes: global mutual de-

pendency and a dispersed world, a process 

which is named by James Rosenau as Frag-

mentegration. The balance between function-

al and territorial principles seems to be the 

main subject in these scenarios, i.e. global 

mutual economical dependency between non-

territorial economical actors in the totally 

globalized world, against mercantilist politi-

cization and localization of global econom-

ics. On this basis, the future global order will 

form by the way which solves the conflict 

between these two principles. But the ques-

tion is that if globalization of economics will 

result to more welfare in the world or results 

in increase in inequality in the international 

system? We can reply that although there are 

pros and cons for the process of globalization 

of economics, those States that may provide 

infrastructures of absorbing capital to devel-

opment will be successful in this process and 

vice versa, those who may not equip them

selves by these infrastructures will be re-

mained in the margin. Donny Rodrik believes 

that “those communities will benefit from 
integration into the global economy which 

has internal institutions, manage and control 

conflicts resulted from economical mutual 

dependency (Rodrick, 1997, p. 8).  

Although the State show difference of 

opinion in relation to international system 

rights to determine issues related to internal 

legitimacy, all of them are unanimous in the 

matter that an international order which ac-

cepts apartheid in one of its constituents 

doesn’t deserve to recognize itself legally. 
Justice-based order believes that order may 

be strengthened by the establishment of jus-

tice between western and non-western pow-

ers but provided that there is a general 

agreement especially between superpowers 

about the most appropriate forms of change. 

On the basis of Justice-based order, although 

somehow there is an international order 

which reflects the interests of developing 

countries, we need more changes before ex-

plaining the legitimacy of international order 

before most of the world’s people. Such legi-

timacy depends on more absorption of non-

western elements into international law and 

encourage radical redistribution of the 

world’s wealth. Therefore, although influ-

ence areas of superpowers have helped to the 

order up to now, they were unjust because 

they failed to meet claims related to the right 

of people of developing countries to deter-

mine their own fates.  
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Table 5. 

Particulars of Justice-based order 

Reasons of Dis-

order and war 

Structure of  Inter-

national System 

Actors of Interna-

tional System 

Process of Inter-

national System 

Nature of Inter-

national System 

under-

development, po-

verty and unjust 

relations 

Global Capitalism 

System-based struc-

ture 

ultra-national com-

panies and global 

capitalism stratum 

and the States 

representing them 

International un-

just relations be-

tween rich and 

poor, or between 

center, semi-

margin and mar-

gin 

maximal profit-

eering 

Source: (Rezaei, 2009, p.141) 

 

Conclusion  

Explanation of different theories of interna-

tional relations related to the problem of or-

der leads us to the point that the order de-

pends on the States more than non-

governmental actors and people. However, it 

doesn’t deny the position of non-

governmental actors in the problem of order 

in the international system. In consideration 

of different theories of international relations, 

it is clear that there are criticisms against any 

one of these theories. Realists believe that in 

the balance-based order, the government 

States are similar units, but this understand-

ing is based on the perception of international 

structure in which relative capabilities are the 

only variables; this intuition is misleading. 

We may observe different spectra of the 

States in the current international order. Ad-

vanced liberal States like West Europe, North 

America and East Asia, post-colonial States 

in the south like most of African States or 

countries located between these two extremi-

ties like Russia, China, India, Brazil, etc. are 

located in pre-modern, modern and post-

modern conditions, so they are not similar 

units. Liberalists, in the institution-based or-

der, believe that if participant States don’t 
observe internal institutions and rules, their 

commitment toward international institutions 

and rules will be provisional and arising from 

expenses of violations. Therefore, decreasing 

the power of these institutions reflects a vi-

olation of their rules and regulations and their 

fainting in the international system. Constitu-

tionalists, in the idea-based order, believe 

that this order is based on liberal values, 

democratic partnership, clarity, and responsi-

bility which show a weak application in non-

liberal States. The theoreticians of interna-

tional political economy, in the justice-based 

order, believe that this order is based on free-

market forces and it hardly provides total 

analysis if the States participating in the order 

don’t establish a free market in their internal 
economy scope. 

Therefore, governing of arrangements 

among states leads up toward this point that 

international order may not be constrained by 

power balance, institutions and affairs ar-

rangement network, global capitalism eco-

nomical paradigm or more or less conflictive 

complex of ideas and considerable aspects of 

all 4 theories should be considered in a com-

prehensive analysis of international order. 

However, the question is how we can present 

a general comprehension of the four theories? 

It is worthy to mention some notes in this 

regard: A- Neither the States’ system nor 
human communities, but the international 

order phenomenon is emphasized by interna-

tional relations. B- International order isn’t a 
one-dimensional phenomenon, but any type 
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of governing arrangements among states 

shouldn’t be considered as the international 
order. This issue depends on the current de-

mand of order in the main quadruple areas. 

C- International order shouldn’t be consi-

dered certain because the order is an unstable 

outcome which may be weakened by appear-

ing offensive powers, but it may be changed 

to meet the current demands. D- Establish-

ment of a stable order beside leading powers, 

superpower candidates and advanced liberal 

States, depends on paying attention to main 

requests of weak and developing States. E- In 

the explanation of international order pheno-

menon, comparison with the interior isn’t 
correct because the governing States may 

form the international order regardless a su-

perior power (the main character of internal 

order). Anarchy and its relation with order 

and the possibility of cooperation between 

actors in the international order are the most 

pivotal subjects in the international life and 

theory of international relations. In my opi-

nion, although anarchy should be the starting 

point in explanation of an appropriate para-

digm of international order, this point should 

be acknowledged that attachment and loyalty 

to the human community have branded the 

State and international relations by its civili-

zation mark. Anarchy doesn’t mean a lack of 
order but it means lack of government and 

dominant power. Therefore, order might oc-

cur in anarchic conditions. Deliberating about 

the following points may help us to present 

an appropriate paradigm of order in the post-

cold war international system:  

 

The 1
st
 Point:  

The first point is that there is a radical prob-

lem in this relationship and it is so long as the 

framework of viewpoints and paradigms dif-

ferent from the order is denied by the interna-

tional order, there may be a firm basis for 

legal coarseness, power, dominance, and fi-

nally disorder, whenever viewpoints and pa-

radigms different from the order is accepted, 

in addition to a deconstruction of this struc-

ture, we may hope to replace order in the cur-

rent international system.  

 

The 2
nd

 point:  

The role and position of international institu-

tions in the international system should be 

emphasized more. Also, all countries should 

try to follow up on their issues according to 

the mentioned institutions. For this reason, 

the UN should try to establish positive peace 

more than negative peace, i.e. the roots and 

origins of resorting to force and war should 

be considered in addition to constraining re-

sorting force and it should try to remove 

them by the participation of all countries.  

 

The 3
rd

 point:  

The mere emphasize on the role and position 

of superpowers in the international order and 

the role of material power in the international 

order, don’t give us an appropriate compre-

hension of order. We should underline the 

role of ideational forces in the international 

order like constitutionalists and involve de-

veloping countries in the international order 

like international political economics ap-

proaches. However, we should believe in dis-

tinct between supply and demand of the order 

among different countries.  

 

The 4
th
 point:  

Finally, the mere emphasis on a special as-

pect of the international order may not be 

effective. The international order is based on 

emphasis on the quadruple areas:  

- Establishment of the political-

military balance of power   

- The efficiency of international in-

stitutions in governing global af-
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fairs’ arrangement (Governance-

orientation)  

- Increase of ideas portion in making 

anti-anarchic culture; 

- The effort of economic forces of 

the world capitalism toward social 

welfare and just development of all 

countries.   
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