
AN ANALYSIS OF KENNETH WALTZS DISCUSSION ON THE BALANCE OF

POWER

cast in with the publication of Kenneth Waltz's Theory of In- ternational intense debate over whether balance of power
theory and realism in general . analytical precision to the phrases "balancing" and "balance of power," there has .

That is another aspect of the balance of power theory, whereby the smaller states could drag their chained
states into wars that they have no desire to fight. He predicts the future collision between China and America.
Instead of two hegemony, now it is turn of the only one American hegemony that defines the structure of the
international relations in a global scale. This is even more striking when one remembers that the United States
was overwhelmingly the world's most powerful country in the immediate postwar period, yet was able to bring
most of the other industrial powers into alignment with rather than against it. The Roots of the Realist
Tradition In bipolar distributions of power two great powers states will balance through internal military
buildup. William Wohlforth , Richard Little and Stuart Kaufman, point to the failure of state like units to
balance against Assyria in the first millennium BCE; the Hellenic successor states of Alexander the Great to
balance against Rome ; the Warring States to balance against the Qin dynasty in ancient China and five other
cases. Much of the discussion is about defining the concept of balance of power, the key propositions to test,
and the historical or quantitative evidence. Thus, Mearsheimer suggested that Iran and North Korea are
balancing, even though the "balance" is not in sight. He graduated from Oberlin with an A. Sacko and Terry
Narramore: [41] To date, at least, there is little sign of a serious effort to forge a meaningful anti-American
alliance The most outstanding representative of the movement is Brahma Chellaney. Initially, structural
Realists sought to deny that unipolarity was enduring or important, and predicted its quick demise. It would
reduce us even below the level of animalsâ€¦ [T]his rule would, if acted upon universally, plunged us into a
war of annihilation â€¦ nor would the leveling strife cease until either the rule were abrogated, or mankind had
been reduced to the only pristine possessionsâ€”teeth and nails! Mallery, averred that "destiny offers to the
United States the ultimate balance of power and of resources in the world after the war. The other countries
are included in the asymmetric picture correlating their national interests in the regional scale with its global
structure. Others contend that no balancing is occurring and the imbalanced or unipolar distribution is both
durable and stable. Two assumptions are of central relevance. It no longer belongs to the sphere of realities.
Waltz, Mearsheimer, and Layne all predicted in the early s that other powers would soon emerge to balance
the US. Mowle, David H. In accordance with this new discipline, the European states formed a sort of federal
community , the fundamental condition of which was the preservation of a balance of power, i. States will be
tempted to bandwagon when allies are unavailable, however excessive confidence in allied support encourages
weak states to free ride relying on the efforts of others to provide security. But it is remarkable that despite the
sharp shifts in the distribution of power, the other great powers have not yet responded in a way anticipated by
balance-of-power theory. The classical realist begin its analysis from the individual State. It argued: [A]n
overwhelming preponderance of power [ In the revolution's aftermath, with the restoration of comparative
calm, the principle once more emerged as the operative motive for the various political alliances, of which the
ostensible object was the preservation of peace. Multipolarity and bipolarity can and should be considered,
themselves, as manifestations of the underlying logic of the international system, which the BOP theory also
embodies. In multipolar distributions of power three or more states will balance through the formation of
counterbalancing alliances. Our choice is clear: we are going forward. This "will pave the way for a new and
universal order. At the time of the peace conference, this may well be the case.


