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(Levels of Analysis in the Study of International Relations)
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A group of psychologists recently met at a Fantasy University conference to explain
the behavior of an individual, specifically, a political science undergraduate. Some
psychologists put forth the argument that the undergraduate’s mental state is primarily
controlled by the chemical balance of the brain. Their explanations for the person’s
behavior were said to derive from the “ biochemical” level of analysis. Others
emphasized the person’s childhood experiences, emotional traumas, and personality

traits ; these doctors stressed the “personal” level of analysis to explain specific actions.

O ZHWH Ay - HE - Xfe—ERER XRS5 EPFRCE) AR L FT RS H AR E, 2005 4F
R, 55 244 T, :
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Levels of Analysis in the Study of International Relations

Finally, some of the psychologists concentrated on outside influences such as family,
workplace, community, or even the television programs watched. These specialists
examined the “ environmental” level of analysis to try to understand the person’s
behavior. The psychologists could not agree on the level at which the most powerful
influences were to be found, and as a result their recommendations for modifying the
person’s behavior differed. ©

M EBIBATATLAE ), M ABE — M AT RN ERRE RN, A A 51K
WMHE, A IMEREWEE , WA EARRE, SR M R AR, FHit
REGE AR REAE B EA R U TAELNER, FfEE,E
FETAVER—F R R ERAR, RITELAX 3 ZRAAE, ROITLAEBER
WER R RNBORAE E R ERAR: REREREH TR T ZERY
BRI, ERERKKNIRIIRE T ERSMET R? RITRWEBUT, BN
S BB AT BATREREMER , RSB AR 57

How can states and other actors existing within similar environments behave so
differently? Why do actors in different environments sometimes behave similarly? To
address such puzzles we need to describe what international systems look like, how they
change over time, and how they affect the behavior of the entities within them. We also
need to look at the internal, or domestic, makeup of states. Doing so helps us
understand puzzles about the different behaviors of states at different times or in different
circumstances—the conditions under which states will cooperate or coordinate their
actions with other international actors, and those under which conflicts will develop,
escalate, and even led to violence. We wish to understand what processes—cooperative
or conflictual; economic, diplomatic, or military—result in what patterns of outcomes.
We wish to understand the causes of the patterns we find. @

FHENERE R T B R IR 1 B 508 RSB w g, & 58 X 4343
P B R—E— AR R IR/ N S e R A HES A A ——RA
Rl KABAGTERA B T RAVEBIRFE S AR MR . W k5
BAT— L, Rl TAMER RO R A T A 4% Oy B 5 R BT 5B —
ML, BN B ST AL W AT AOR B E Y L Hik, #
AR 5H7 2 YA B T80 5 B AT AR 1] B R A 4 28 R A 1) BB, A1 4 26 280 1 ) S T B

® Steven L. Spiegel, Fred L. Wehling, World Politics in a New Era, 2™ edition, Harcourt Brace College
Publishers, 1999,p.542.

@ Bruce Russett, Harvey Starr and David Kinsella, World Politics: The Menu for Choice, Thomson
Wadsworth, 2006,p. 13.
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= _Z#rev/ER (The Levels of Analysis)

BRI & T IR EBR R R IR e M B R EBUAF R
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R R E R AR N EE %, TR T BRI EER X R
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TR AN B AT E sk, R X RN IR . AP ANE R LKA 2
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By, RK 20 42 90 EREEBERRXRFENGHEM , EHATE, HE, EWEKR
iy, RN IR SR TR KERE B - RRBERZBEMF(NBRER
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Analysts of global politics find it useful to categorize the many factors that affect
international relations according to the level at which they exert their influence. ! Factors

arising from the nature and structure of the world political system (such as the number

(@ Martin Hollis and Steve Smith, Explaining and Understanding International Relations, Oxford: Clarendon,
1990, p.8, Barry Buzan, The Level of Analysis Problem in International Relations Reconsidered, in Ken Booth and
Steve Smith, eds. , International Relations Theory Today, University Park: Pennsylvania State University Press,
1995, pp. 198 - 216.
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and relative strengthbof major powers) fall under the systemic level of analysis. These
influences are essentially external to the individual states within the international system
in that they are attributes of the system itself rather than of the units ( the states) within
the system. The unique characteristics of nation states that shape their foreign polices
(such as form of government, historical experience, and ideology ) fall into the domestic
level of analysis. Finally, the skills, beliefs, personalities, and idiosyncrasies of leaders
come into play at the individual level of analysis. @

REENAN '

EHRBEA R TR, BRITE S BRI R E NN, — NS SEB
TRRERMCHIEEAL, 510 £ % 25 E B AR 0 B8 BX A RS A
EZHERE AL A BRRE T B ARE? X NRRKLS
BRI E N AR 1422 905 AT T30 PR S 4 2 BIUBR R ok
(B0 KR Z AT H LR M HE TIR/R BT R 528+ & EHES FiEMY
) BB RAHXT LL, BB B 47) o

At the most disaggregated level of analysis we have individual decisionmakers. In
what ways—does the particular occupant of a major role in foreign policymaking differ
from other individuals who have held or might have held the position in the past?
Explanations at this level must relate differences in the characteristics of decisionmakers
to differences in the decisions they make—for example, what can be explained by
contrasting Truman’s or Gorbachev’s foreign policy inexperience with the foreign policy of
such experienced predecessors as Franklin Roosevelt or Leonid Brezhnev?

Sometimes we are not interested in the traits and experiences of great or dastardly
national leaders, but in the motivations of “typical” individuals faced with situations
that requires them to choose among alternative policies or courses of action. We may be
able to understand a great deal about foreign policy decisions or international events by
considering what any actor would do under a particular set of circumstances. Actors’
preferences—for example, whether the decisionmakers involved in trade negotiations are
more concerned with access to foreign markets or protection from foreign competition—
and not their personal characteristics or experiences per se, are important components of
some types of explanation at this level of analysis. @

M E R

ENEROEENBIRZ TN SULES BREA ML ERERE %

@ Steven L. Spiegel, Fred L. Wehling, World Politics in a New Era, p.542.
@ Bruce Russett, Harvey Starr and David Kinsella, World Politics: The Menu Jor Choice, pp. 15 -16.
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The structure of the government in which decisionmakers operate represents another

6

set of influences on decisions. A democratic system of government with frequent and
truly competitive elections will pose a different set of opportunities and constrains for .
decisionmakers than will an authoritarian government. In the formef, a leader generally
needs to build a wider set base of approval for chosen course of action, because the
leader is likely to be held accountable for those policies in elections held at regular,
specified intervals. In an authoritarian system, a leader can work from a narrower
political base to repress opposition, but the fear of a coup or revolt by one’s opponents is
always present.

Culture is another characteristic of society that may be relevant for understanding

some aspects of world politics. In 2001, the Bush administration justified its war against
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the Taliban in Afghanistan in part by drawing attention to the plight of Afghan women
and girls at the hands of the Ministry for the promotion of Virtue and Prevention of Vice.
Not only was the administration claiming that the Taliban was imposing social and
economic restrictions that were at odds with traditional Afghan culture, it was also
appealing to cultural sensitivities in the United States and in other countries where
women enjoy substantially equal rights as men. One suspects that at least some of the
public support for the U. S. war in Afghanistan would not have been forthcoming if not
for such cultural issues. @

EdfiR7 ¥

XEA A ERA R RGHTHERRE D EER, R H UFHE A
WS SLBR L, EFRIE R R R B % BB , SR X AN BRI i R T
FBR—1T R MR ERU T WFR", BREFALEXERRF A EN, &
ZEEMFESCHE, BN — AR IS B E BRX RS R R RE R SMER
BN, TIARERNHE RN R, ERZAHXHREEMERFRER S
HARR AL B, —~MHWMEEKELEANIR, 5— AN E AL ARA |
MEERM IR REEN T ERAHFAR . XHEXRETFRE 18
RREZA R BRRAER . PR SOK E f it R A 1R s B R X AR 4
FRIKREZ A 5 JLAN58 B 557 i 7 o7t e — o B A e e B s A LASR
KRBT B, TORAE R AN, B AR, B L ARFB MR, RE
LT S, AR EAERMR KRS BT TR SRR 5 i 4 b B3 o SR iy
FEHEMES, M ERHAT RN, — AR SRR BB S 8  fT
Rtk (B PR Wi B4t ) o

Whether it is being used to explain cooperation or conflict, one of the main
strengths of the international systemic level of analysis is that it is relatively parsimonious
(that is, brief and uncomplicated). Systemic theory rarely requires extensive studies of
a particular country, its political or economic system, or its leaders and decision-makers
in order to predict how a state will behave in the international system. Instead, to draw
their conclusions, systems theorists need only study about changes in a state’s position or
ranking in the international system and the existing distribution of power—thaf is, the
nature of the system itself. The predictions of systemic theory are also often compelling
and powérful. Structural realists, for example, are able to make broad and accurate

generalizations about state behavior, predictions that are borne out in the real world of

@® Bruce Russett, Harvey Starr and David Kinsella, World Politics: The Menu Jor Choice,pp. 17 —18.




