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**Bureaucratic Politics and Foreign Policy: Navigating the Complex Web of
Decision-Making**

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy form a fascinating intersection that
shapes how nations interact on the global stage. While many people tend to
think of foreign policy as the product of presidents, prime ministers, or
diplomats alone, the reality is far more complex. Behind every major
international decision lies a tangle of bureaucratic interests, internal
power struggles, and institutional priorities that influence outcomes in
unexpected ways. Understanding the role of bureaucratic politics in foreign
policy allows us to grasp why governments sometimes make puzzling or
contradictory choices, even when national interests appear straightforward.

The Fundamentals of Bureaucratic Politics in
Foreign Policy

At its core, bureaucratic politics refers to the idea that government
decisions, including those about foreign policy, are not simply the result of
a single unified will. Instead, they emerge from competition and negotiation
among various agencies, departments, and officials, each with their own
agendas, perspectives, and institutional cultures.

This approach contrasts sharply with more traditional models like the
rational actor theory, which assumes that a government acts as a single,
coherent entity with clear objectives. Bureaucratic politics recognizes the
messy reality inside governments: different actors wield different levels of
power, have different information, and often prioritize their own agency’s
interests over that of the country as a whole.

How Bureaucratic Interests Shape Foreign Policy
Outcomes

Each government agency involved in foreign policy — whether the State
Department, Defense Department, intelligence agencies, or economic ministries
— has its own goals and areas of expertise. These competing interests can
lead to internal debates and policy compromises that shape the final course
of action.

For example, the military might push for a more aggressive stance in response
to a security threat, while diplomats may advocate for negotiation and



dialogue. Economic agencies may prioritize trade relations or sanctions
policy, influencing how foreign policy is conducted. Even within agencies,
individual bureaucrats’ personal beliefs and professional ambitions affect
the policy process.

Key Theories Explaining Bureaucratic Politics
in Foreign Policy

Several theoretical frameworks help explain how bureaucratic politics
operates within foreign policy decision-making. Each offers unique insights
into the interplay between institutional actors.

The Graham Allison Model: “Essence of Decision”

Political scientist Graham Allison’s work, particularly his analysis of the
Cuban Missile Crisis, popularized the bureaucratic politics model. Allison
argued that foreign policy decisions emerge from bargaining games among key
players within the government. Each actor’s power depends on their ability to
negotiate, form coalitions, and leverage their institutional position.

Rather than a strict hierarchy, decision-making resembles a chessboard where
each bureaucrat moves based on their own interests and calculations. This
approach shows why foreign policy can sometimes appear inconsistent:
different agencies may push for contradictory policies, leading to
compromises or stalemates.

Organizational Process Model

Another concept closely related to bureaucratic politics is the
organizational process model. This theory emphasizes that government agencies
rely on standard operating procedures (SOPs) and routines when responding to
foreign events. These SOPs can limit flexibility and lead to predictable,
sometimes suboptimal outcomes.

For instance, a military unit accustomed to a certain way of responding to
threats may resist new diplomatic initiatives that fall outside established
procedures. This rigidity can shape foreign policy in subtle but significant
ways.

Real-World Implications of Bureaucratic



Politics on Foreign Policy

Understanding bureaucratic politics is crucial for interpreting historical
and contemporary foreign policy decisions. It highlights why policies
sometimes seem to contradict stated national interests or why governments
struggle to coordinate a coherent approach.

The Impact on Crisis Management

During international crises, bureaucratic politics can either facilitate or
hinder swift and effective responses. Agencies may compete to assert control
over the situation, resulting in delays or conflicting messages. The Cuban
Missile Crisis is a classic example where intense bureaucratic negotiations
helped avert nuclear war, but also exposed how fragile decision-making can be
under pressure.

Influence on Diplomatic Negotiations

Foreign policy negotiations often involve multiple government actors with
different priorities. For example, trade negotiations might pit economic
interests against security concerns, requiring diplomats to balance competing
demands. Bureaucratic politics explains why some agreements take years to
finalize or why certain deals fall apart despite apparent mutual benefit.

Strategies for Navigating Bureaucratic Politics
in Foreign Policy

Given the complexities of bureaucratic politics, policymakers and analysts
have developed strategies to improve coordination and decision-making in
foreign affairs.

Building Interagency Coordination Mechanisms

One effective approach is establishing formal coordination bodies or
committees that bring together representatives from all relevant agencies.
These forums encourage information sharing, foster mutual understanding, and
reduce turf battles. Examples include national security councils or
interagency task forces that manage complex foreign policy challenges.



Enhancing Leadership and Clear Policy Direction

Strong leadership plays a vital role in managing bureaucratic politics.
Leaders who set clear priorities and actively mediate between agencies can
help align disparate interests toward a common goal. Transparent
communication and decisive action reduce ambiguity and prevent bureaucratic
infighting from derailing policy initiatives.

Encouraging Flexibility and Innovation

Agencies can benefit from revising rigid SOPs to allow for more adaptive
responses to changing global circumstances. Encouraging innovation within
bureaucracies helps break down institutional inertia and fosters creative
solutions to foreign policy problems.

The Role of Bureaucratic Politics in
Contemporary Foreign Policy Challenges

Today’'s geopolitical landscape, marked by rapid technological change, global
pandemics, and shifting alliances, underscores the ongoing relevance of
bureaucratic politics in shaping foreign policy.

Cybersecurity and Intelligence Coordination

The rise of cyber threats has forced governments to integrate intelligence
agencies, military cyber commands, and diplomatic entities in unprecedented
ways. Bureaucratic politics influences how these actors collaborate, share
information, and develop coherent cybersecurity strategies.

Climate Diplomacy and Interagency Dynamics

Addressing climate change on the international stage involves environmental
agencies, trade departments, energy ministries, and foreign affairs offices.
Each has different priorities and constituencies, making bureaucratic
politics a critical factor in crafting effective global climate policies.

Managing Great Power Competition

The renewed competition between global powers like the United States, China,
and Russia involves complex bureaucratic interactions. Military planners,



diplomats, economic strategists, and intelligence officials must constantly
negotiate their roles and influence policy direction, reflecting classic
bureaucratic politics dynamics.

Understanding Bureaucratic Politics for Better
Foreign Policy Analysis

For scholars, journalists, and policy enthusiasts, recognizing the influence
of bureaucratic politics offers a richer, more nuanced understanding of how
foreign policy decisions are made. It challenges simplistic narratives that
attribute actions solely to individual leaders or national interests,
revealing the institutional complexity behind global affairs.

By appreciating the interplay of bureaucratic interests, organizational
culture, and interagency competition, observers can better anticipate policy
shifts, identify potential obstacles, and suggest improvements for more
coherent and effective foreign policy management.

In sum, bureaucratic politics and foreign policy are deeply intertwined,
shaping the decisions that affect international relations every day. Peeling
back the layers of government bureaucracy uncovers the human and
institutional dynamics that drive the world’s most consequential diplomatic
moves.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is bureaucratic politics in the context of
foreign policy?

Bureaucratic politics refers to the process by which decisions in foreign
policy are influenced by the interests, perspectives, and conflicts among
various government agencies and bureaucracies rather than a single unified
national interest.

How does bureaucratic politics affect decision-
making in foreign policy?

Bureaucratic politics affects foreign policy decision-making by introducing
competing agendas and institutional priorities, which can lead to
compromises, delays, or policies that reflect internal power struggles rather
than coherent national strategies.



Who are the key actors in bureaucratic politics
influencing foreign policy?

Key actors include government departments such as the State Department,
Defense Department, intelligence agencies, and other bureaucratic entities,
each advocating for their interests and perspectives in shaping foreign
policy outcomes.

What role does organizational culture play in
bureaucratic politics and foreign policy?

Organizational culture shapes how agencies perceive threats, priorities, and
appropriate actions, thereby influencing their policy preferences and
bargaining behavior within the bureaucratic politics framework.

Can bureaucratic politics lead to suboptimal foreign
policy outcomes?

Yes, bureaucratic politics can lead to suboptimal outcomes when inter-agency
rivalry, miscommunication, or institutional biases result in inconsistent
policies or decisions that do not fully align with the country's strategic
interests.

Additional Resources

**Bureaucratic Politics and Foreign Policy: Navigating the Complex Interplay
of Agencies and Interests**

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy form a crucial area of study in
understanding how states formulate and implement their actions on the
international stage. Unlike traditional models that portray foreign policy as
a monolithic expression of national will, the bureaucratic politics
perspective reveals a more fragmented, contested, and nuanced process. This
approach highlights the role of competing agencies, individual actors within
bureaucracies, and institutional interests, all of which shape the outcomes
of diplomatic and strategic decisions. As global challenges become
increasingly intricate, analyzing the internal dynamics of bureaucracies
offers valuable insights into why states behave the way they do in world
affairs.

The Foundations of Bureaucratic Politics in
Foreign Policy

The bureaucratic politics model emerged prominently in the mid-20th century
as a response to rational actor models that assumed a unified, coherent



decision-making process within states. Scholars such as Graham Allison and
Morton Halperin pioneered this approach, particularly in their analysis of
the Cuban Missile Crisis. They argued that foreign policy decisions result
from bargaining, negotiation, and competition among various government
agencies, each with its own goals, perspectives, and resources.

At its core, bureaucratic politics recognizes that states are not unitary
actors. Instead, they are composed of multiple bureaucracies—departments of
defense, foreign affairs, intelligence agencies, economic ministries—each
advocating for policies that align with their institutional interests. This
plurality inevitably leads to conflicts, compromises, and sometimes
inconsistent policies, which are often obscured in official narratives.

Key Features of Bureaucratic Politics

Understanding bureaucratic politics in the context of foreign policy requires
attention to several defining characteristics:

* Fragmented Decision-Making: Unlike centralized models, decisions emerge
from a process of negotiation among competing agencies.

e Agency Interests: Departments seek to maximize their influence,
resources, and autonomy.

e Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs): Bureaucracies rely on established
routines and processes that shape their responses.

e Individual Actors: Key decision-makers within agencies bring personal
biases, experiences, and preferences to the table.

* Power Dynamics: The relative power and access of agencies determine
their ability to shape policy outcomes.

Bureaucratic Politics Impact on Foreign Policy
Formulation

The influence of bureaucratic politics on foreign policy is multifaceted,
affecting how states perceive threats, formulate strategies, and implement
decisions. This impact manifests in various ways:



Competing Interests and Policy Outcomes

Foreign policy decisions often reflect compromises between agencies with
divergent views. For instance, a defense ministry may push for a militarized
response to a security threat, whereas a foreign affairs department might
favor diplomatic engagement. These tensions can lead to mixed messages or
delayed responses, as seen in historical conflicts where inter-agency
rivalries complicated coherent action.

Institutional Inertia and Resistance to Change

Bureaucracies are known for their adherence to SOPs and resistance to rapid
change. This institutional inertia can hinder a state's ability to adapt
foreign policy quickly in response to emerging crises. For example,
intelligence agencies may be slow to revise threat assessments due to
entrenched analytical frameworks, impacting overall policy agility.

Policy Innovation and Bureaucratic Entrepreneurship

Conversely, individual actors within bureaucracies can act as entrepreneurs,
pushing innovative ideas that reshape foreign policy. These “policy
champions” leverage their expertise and networks to influence decision-
makers, demonstrating that bureaucratic politics is not solely about
obstruction but also about dynamic policy development.

Comparative Perspectives: Bureaucratic Politics
Across States

Bureaucratic politics does not operate uniformly across all governments.
Variations in political systems, institutional designs, and cultures
influence how bureaucratic dynamics unfold.

Democratic vs. Authoritarian Contexts

In democratic states, the multiplicity of actors and checks and balances
often amplify bureaucratic politics, with elected officials mediating between
agencies. Transparency and accountability mechanisms can both constrain and
empower bureaucracies, depending on the context. In authoritarian regimes,
decision-making may be more centralized, but bureaucratic rivalries still
exist, often hidden beneath a veneer of unified control.



Federal vs. Unitary Systems

Federal states, with multiple levels of government, experience an added layer
of bureaucratic complexity. Foreign policy may be shaped not only by national
agencies but also by regional actors with their own interests and capacities,
complicating coordination.

Advantages and Challenges of Bureaucratic
Politics 1n Foreign Policy

Acknowledging bureaucratic politics offers a realistic depiction of policy-
making, but it also brings certain benefits and drawbacks.

Advantages

e Diversity of Perspectives: Multiple agencies provide a range of
expertise and viewpoints, which can lead to more balanced decisions.

e Checks and Balances: Inter-agency competition can prevent rash or ill-
considered policies.

e Adaptability: Bureaucratic competition can foster innovation and policy
learning over time.

Challenges

e Policy Incoherence: Conflicting agency agendas may produce inconsistent
or contradictory policies.

e Delay and Inefficiency: Prolonged negotiations and rivalries can slow
decision-making, detrimental during crises.

e Suboptimal Outcomes: Agency self-interest might override national
interest, leading to compromised foreign policy effectiveness.



The Role of Bureaucratic Politics in
Contemporary Global Issues

In today’'s interconnected world, bureaucratic politics continues to shape
responses to complex foreign policy challenges such as climate change
diplomacy, counterterrorism, and great power competition.

Climate Change Negotiations

Multiple agencies—including environmental ministries, economic planners, and
foreign affairs departments—often have competing priorities. Bureaucratic
politics can complicate forming unified national positions at international
forums like the United Nations Climate Change Conferences (COPs).

Counterterrorism Strategies

Coordination among intelligence, defense, and law enforcement agencies is
critical. Bureaucratic rivalries can either enhance thorough intelligence
sharing or, conversely, obstruct effective collaboration, as seen in various
high-profile cases.

Great Power Rivalries

In managing relations with global powers, bureaucracies play a pivotal role
in balancing hard and soft power instruments. The interplay between military
planners, diplomats, and economic actors reflects entrenched bureaucratic
politics influencing strategic posture.

Conclusion: Navigating Complexity in
Bureaucratic Foreign Policy

Understanding bureaucratic politics and foreign policy is essential for
grasping the often messy and non-linear nature of state behavior in
international relations. The interplay of institutional interests, personal
ambitions, and procedural norms means that foreign policy cannot be reduced
to simple grand strategies. Instead, it emerges from a complex tapestry of
bureaucratic negotiations and power struggles. For policymakers, analysts,
and scholars, appreciating these internal dynamics is vital for crafting more
effective and coherent foreign policy in an increasingly complex global
environment.



Bureaucratic Politics And Foreign Policy

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Bureaucratic Politics and Foreign Policy
Morton H. Halperin, 2002-12-31 The first edition of Bureaucratic Politics and Foreign Policy is one
of the most successful Brookings titles of all time. Government agencies, departments, and
individuals all have certain interests to preserve and promote. Those priorities, and the conflicts
they sometimes spark, heavily influence the formulation and implementation of foreign policy. A
decision that looks like an orchestrated attempt to influence another country may in fact represent a
shaky compromise between rival elements within the U.S. government. The authors provide
numerous examples of bureaucratic maneuvering and reveal how they have influenced our
international relations.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: The "X" Factor in Foreign Policy Morton H.
Halperin, Arnold Kantor, 1975

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Bureaucratic Politics and Foreign Policy Morton H.
Halperin, Priscilla Clapp, 2007-02-01 The first edition of Bureaucratic Politics and Foreign Policy is
one of the most successful Brookings titles of all time. This thoroughly revised version updates that
classic analysis of the role played by the federal bureaucracy civilian career officials, political
appointees, and military officers and Congress in formulating U.S. national security policy,
illustrating how policy decisions are actually made. Government agencies, departments, and
individuals all have certain interests to preserve and promote. Those priorities, and the conflicts
they sometimes spark, heavily influence the formulation and implementation of foreign policy. A
decision that looks like an orchestrated attempt to influence another country may in fact represent a
shaky compromise between rival elements within the U.S. government. The authors provide
numerous examples of bureaucratic maneuvering and reveal how they have influenced our
international relations. The revised edition includes new examples of bureaucratic politics from the
past three decades, from Jimmy Carter's view of the State Department to conflicts between George
W. Bush and the bureaucracy regarding Iraq. The second edition also includes a new analysis of
Congress's role in the politics of foreign policymaking.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Congress and the Politics of U.S. Foreign Economic
Policy, 1929-1976 Robert A. Pastor, 1980 Based on the author's thesis, Harvard.Includes index.
Bibliography: p. 355-362.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Rethinking European Union Foreign Policy Ben
Tonra, Thomas Christiansen, 2004 This text reviews a variety of approaches to the study of the
European Union's foreign policy. Much analysis of EU foreign policy contains implicit theoretical
assumptions about the nature of the EU and its member states, their inter-relationships, the
international system in which they operate and the nature and direction of European integration. In
many instances such assumptions, given that they are not discussed openly, curtail rather than
facilitate debate. The purpose of this book is to open up this field of enquiry so that students,
observers and analysts of EU foreign policy can review a broad range of tools and theoretical
templates from which the development and the trajectory of the EU's foreign policy can be studied.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: US Foreign Policy and the Iran Hostage Crisis
David Patrick Houghton, 2001-05-21 Why did a handful of Iranian students seize the American
embassy in Tehran in November 1979? Why did most members of the US government initially
believe that the incident would be over quickly? Why did the Carter administration then decide to
launch a rescue mission, and why did it fail so spectacularly? US Foreign Policy and the Iran
Hostage Crisis examines these puzzles and others, using an analogical reasoning approach to
decision-making, a theoretical perspective which highlights the role played by historical analogies in
the genesis of foreign policy decisions. Using interviews with key decision-makers on both sides,
Houghton provides an analysis of one of the United States' greatest foreign policy disasters, the
events of which continue to poison relations between the two states. The book will be of interest to


https://santacruzdance.org/archive-th-198/bureaucratic-politics-and-foreign-policy.pdf

students and scholars of foreign policy analysis and international relations.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Explaining the History of American Foreign
Relations Michael J. Hogan, Thomas G. Paterson, 2004-01-19 Originally published in 1991,
Explaining the History of American Foreign Relations has become an indispensable volume not only
for teachers and students in international history and political science, but also for general readers
seeking an introduction to American diplomatic history. This collection of essays highlights a variety
of newer, innovative, and stimulating conceptual approaches and analytical methods used to study
the history of American foreign relations, including bureaucratic, dependency, and world systems
theories, corporatist and national security models, psychology, culture, and ideology. Along with
substantially revised essays from the first edition, this volume presents entirely new material on
postcolonial theory, borderlands history, modernization theory, gender, race, memory, cultural
transfer, and critical theory. The book seeks to define the study of American international history,
stimulate research in fresh directions, and encourage cross-disciplinary thinking, especially between
diplomatic history and other fields of American history, in an increasingly transnational, globalizing
world.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: American Defense Policy Peter L. Hays, Brenda ]J.
Vallance, Alan R. Van Tassell, 1997 defense policies, reviewing excerpts from key defense policy
statements and assessing the likely challenges for future policy makers.--Brent Scowcroft
International Affairs

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: The Politics of Policy Making in Defense and
Foreign Affairs Roger Hilsman, Laura Gaughran, Patricia A. Weitsman, 1993 Systematically
examining the different methods that both policy makers and scholars have used to analyze policy
making and events, this new edition uses each of these different methods to analyze specific case
studies. It applies the various models to seven cases: the Soviet deployment of nuclear missiles to
Cuba, the U.S. decision to bomb North Vietnam, Communist China's invitation to President Nixon to
visit, Nixon's acceptance of the invitation, Iran's taking of American hostages, the Iran-Contra affair,
and the Gulf war against Iraq. For professionals in the fields of policy making and international
relations.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: The Making of US Foreign Policy John Dumbrell,
1990 Examination of the aims, methods, and recently renewed emphasis of Soviet education on the
molding of model socialist citizens. A textbook for students of international relations, which provides
a British perspective on the relationship between the process and the substance of US foreign policy
since the mid-sixties. Dumbrell (social sciences, Manchester Polytechnic) draws on both original
case studies and the extensive secondary literature. Distributed by St. Martin's. Annotation
copyrighted by Book News, Inc., Portland, OR

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Theories and Approaches to International
Politics Patrick M. Morgan, 1987

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Routledge Handbook of American Foreign
Policy Steven W. Hook, Christopher M. Jones, 2012-04-23 The Routledge Handbook of American
Foreign Policy brings together leading experts in the field to examine current trends in the way
scholars study the history and theories of American conduct in the world, analysis of state and
non-state actors and their tools in conducting policy, and the dynamics of a variety of pressing
transnational challenges facing the United States.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Foreign Policy Analysis Klaus Brummer, Kai
Oppermann, 2024 Foreign Policy Analysis is the most systematic, thorough guide to core foreign
policy approaches, drawing insights from international relations and non-Western perspectives to
provide students with a full understanding of theory. Brummer and Opperman put theoretical
approaches front and centre without neglecting the righ connection with international relations
theories. This book challenges Western-centric perspectives on foreign policy analysis and reflects
the rise of non-Western scholarship in the field. This edition is available for students and institutions
to purchase in a variety of formats. The e-book offers a mobile experience and convenient access




along with functionality tools, navigation features, and links that offer extra learning support:
www.oxfordtextbooks.co.uk/ebooks.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: US Nuclear Weapons Policy After the Cold War
Nick Ritchie, 2008-08-08 This book offers an in-depth examination of America‘s nuclear weapons
policy since the end of the Cold War. Exploring nuclear forces structure, arms control, regional
planning and the weapons production complex, the volume identifies competing sets of ideas about
nuclear weapons and domestic political constraints on major shifts in policy. It provi

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Navies and Foreign Policy (Routledge Revivals)
Ken Booth, 2014-06-27 First published in 1977, this study offers a comprehensive, systematic and
integrated survey of the important relationship between navies and the making and execution of
foreign policy. Ken Booth explains the functions navies can perform in both war and peace, the
influence they have on particular situations, and how the relevant organisations can affect the
character of naval actions. Ultimately, navies are regarded as indispensable instruments of the state
by a number of countries, whilst all countries with a coast find some need to threaten a degree of
force at sea. This book provides students and academics with the intellectual framework with which
to assess the changing character of the navy.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Statecraft, Domestic Politics, And Foreign Policy
Making Alan C Lamborn, Stephen P Mumme, 2019-07-11 This book discusses the history of the El
Chamizal dispute, integrating theories of statecraft with the domestic environment for choice that is
built on an analysis of how key factions within policy coalitions react to the policy and political risks
attached to the different foreign policy options.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Research Methods in Politics and International
Relations Christopher Lamont, Mieczyslaw P. Boduszynski, 2024-12-04 The most practical guide to
conducting research in Politics and International Relations. This textbook sets out how to approach
every stage of your research project, from formulating a research question and research design, to
detailed guidance on using specific methods and writing up your paper. Packed with practical tips
throughout, this second edition: *Offers a troubleshooting feature to help you with the most common
blockages and questions at each stage of the process *Has unrivalled coverage, with brand-new
chapters on all the key methods used in Politics and IR, from discourse analysis and interviews to
descriptive and inferential statistics. *Engages with some of the most cutting-edge research with
examples spanning current issues from climate change to great power competition. *Helps you
engage with theory in your research project, with a standalone chapter mapping theoretical
perspectives and how to engage with theory successfully in your research. *Is immersed in practical
application with two Research in Practice features running throughout the book to show methods in
practice. Lamont and Boduszynski’s new book is eminently readable and designed for all students of
Politics and IR, whether on an introductory methods course or undertaking a research project.
Christopher Lamont is Dean of E-Track’s International Relations program and Vice Dean of the
Graduate School of International Relations at Tokyo International University in Japan. Mieczyslaw P.
Boduszynski is Associate Professor of Politics and International Relations at Pomona College in
California, USA.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: Positivist and Political-Economic Theories of
International Relations Amartya Mukhopadhyay, 2023-10-20 This book provides an introduction to
positivist-pluralist theories of international relations (IR) which emerged during the early-and
mid-1950s along with Marxist political economic and non-Marxist economic theories of IR. Positivist
and Political-Economic Theories of International Relations is an in-depth critical study of texts and
literature which highlight IR’s methodological pluralism even after it gained maturity. It examines
how pluralist political status quo and radical economic criticism coexist in discrete areas of the
discipline. Insights are provided into key positivist liberal-pluralist theories, namely decision-making
approaches, and theories of integration, regionalism, interdependence, and regime. It discusses the
four political economic and critical theories of Marxism, dependency, world systems, and
international political economy. The book, as an advanced supplementary reader, will be of great




interest to researchers and students of international relations, history, law, and the multidisciplinary
social scientific field of political economy.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: The SAGE Handbook of European Foreign Policy
Knud Erik Jorgensen, Aasne Kalland Aarstad, Edith Drieskens, Katie Laatikainen, Ben Tonra,
2015-04-30 During the last two decades the study of European foreign policy has experienced
remarkable growth, presumably reflecting a more significant international role of the European
Union. The Union has significantly expanded its policy portfolio and though empty symbolic politics
still exists, the Union’s international relations have become more substantial and its foreign policy
more focused. European foreign policy has become a dynamic policy area, being adapted to
changing challenges and environments, such as the Arab Spring, new emerging economies/powers;
the crisis of multilateralism and much more. The SAGE Handbook of European Foreign Policy,
Two-Volume set, is a major reference work for Foreign Policy Programmes around the world. The
Handbook is designed to be accessible to graduate and postgraduate students in a wide variety of
disciplines across the humanities and social sciences. Both volumes are structured to address areas
of critical concern to scholars at the cutting edge of all major dimensions of foreign policy. The
volumes are composed of original chapters written specifically to the following themes: - Research
traditions and historical experience - Theoretical perspectives - EU actors - State actors - Societal
actors - The politics of European foreign policy - Bilateral relations - Relations with multilateral
institutions - Individual policies - Transnational challenges The Handbook will be an essential
reference for both advanced students and scholars.

bureaucratic politics and foreign policy: US Nation-Building in Afghanistan Conor Keane,
2016-03-31 Why has the US so dramatically failed in Afghanistan since 2001? Dominant explanations
have ignored the bureaucratic divisions and personality conflicts inside the US state. This book
rectifies this weakness in commentary on Afghanistan by exploring the significant role of these
divisions in the US’s difficulties in the country that meant the battle was virtually lost before it even
began. The main objective of the book is to deepen readers understanding of the impact of
bureaucratic politics on nation-building in Afghanistan, focusing primarily on the Bush
Administration. It rejects the ‘rational actor’ model, according to which the US functions as a
coherent, monolithic agent. Instead, internal divisions within the foreign policy bureaucracy are
explored, to build up a picture of the internal tensions and contradictions that bedevilled US
nation-building efforts. The book also contributes to the vexed issue of whether or not the US should
engage in nation-building at all, and if so under what conditions.
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