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In this aticle, Kenneth Waltz begins to define how polilecs s ondered as a system, composed of a
structare and i interacting wnits (pAY). However, he goes oa to stale, stroctuee is only useful in
definition if interactivity betwoen the units is completely ignored. bt their posilsons or relations Lo one
another ane concentrated on. We must ignore the personality, behavior, and imtcractivity betwoen the
aclors, and ofly book at thew relative posslwid within socsely. Doméibic politics and inbernatonal
politics are quale different from ome another, and their sinectures ane quite difforent as well.

The domestie political structure is defined by the principle of which il is ondered, the specificatbons of
its functions. amd the distibution of capabilibes (p.31). According to Walte, domestic palitical
structare is heararchic and centralized. By beirarchical, what he means is that there are certain “nibers”
(in the case of the United States, the President amd Congress) that pass legislateon onte the “neled”
(eitinensh. Also, it hobds that the UL%.. for example, is centralized in i all the states can ke their
oam laws, but the government in Washinglon, D.C. has the final wond. Sociely in the domestic sense is
orfered amd functional. However, just the opposite i tnse in the international poditical stncture. The
“govermmend” here is anarchic and decentralized, whach we sgree with. There are no “world rullers®
who paris absolute laws onlo the citizens of the world. Each statc has its owm laws and ideas on what it
wants io do. The world iz separale, in o sense chaofic, and becawse af the lack of am overall
povernment, anarchse.

To explain how intermational political structunes conse abowl even in their anarchic stale, a comparison
o the economy is brought up by Wadiz, p. 53. He argues that units’ owmn interests arc spositansous and
imdividual in origin. To increase their productivily, anis converge with others lke themselves, In the
real world, ths correspomds. to the [act thal some states bond with ethers for reasons like safety and
securily. They are looking out for their oun good by depending on another state,

Begasse stafes are the most important actors in ike world of politics. iniermational polstical sinsctures
are in berms of the stales. That is nol b a5y, however. thal this will never change. If individuals, for
example, became the most imp actors, inb 1 I political structure would be in terms of
e, Think ahowt this: our ecopomy is defined by the businesses that make it up. And what are
bisinesses? The modd important actors. Jusd like in mlemational politics, stales play the biggest roles
in trade, foreign policy, and foreign relalions, =0 intematkonal politics is in terms of the stales
Specifically, imlermnational politics s ke statesfunits following the same patlerns of actions.

In intermationalfanarches Forms, like usitsfstabes interact with one another, while in domesticheirarchic
forms, amlike umits’stabes imleracl. This is quite logkal. Within the ULS., many of the slales anc
isherently difTerend. Florida has the weather o grow caines (naits, Machigan is a prime soarce of fresh
waler, New York is an impanant trade arca, ete. All of these differemt states inberact with cne apolbeor
o sfisly as many needs as possible, all within one naticn, However, the LS, interacts most with
states like itself in terms of (be econoeny and stabslity, like Canada and Ewrope. We want to remain
stable by diversification within a state, and imieract with cther stable states such as ourselves.

But, pot all states are alile in their forms of government or sdeas on bow imermational politics should
be man. So how is world fighting kepi ai bay? Through the wse of power. The states with the mosi
power are those with the grealest capabilities. The entite structure of the political system can be
changed with changes in the capabilities of certain stales. Take our own country, the ULS. We have
maney, inielligence, military arms. and techmology- all ibe capabilities 1o lake over smaller nations,
solve problems, olc. Owr ability 1o accomplish so much is what gives us power, Fanhermorne, the oaly
way big things can be accomplished is by states with grand capshilities. This is ome of (ke major

The anarchic structure of world politics is a fundamental concept in
international relations that describes the nature of the global system. This
framework posits that the international arena operates in a state of anarchy,
meaning there is no overarching authority or global government to enforce
rules or maintain order among states. The implications of this structure are
profound, influencing the behavior of states, the nature of international
conflicts, and the dynamics of cooperation. In this article, we will explore
the concept of anarchy in world politics, its historical evolution, its
theoretical underpinnings, and its implications for state behavior and
international relations.



The Concept of Anarchy in World Politics

Anarchy in the context of international relations does not imply chaos or
disorder; rather, it signifies the absence of a central authority. States
operate in a self-help system where they prioritize their own survival and
interests. The following points elucidate the nature of anarchy in world
politics:

— Decentralization: Unlike domestic politics, where a central government
enforces laws and maintains order, the international system lacks a supreme
authority. Each state is sovereign and operates independently.

— Self-Help: In an anarchic system, states cannot rely on others for
security. They must depend on their own capabilities and resources to ensure
their survival.

— Power Competition: Anarchy fosters a competitive environment where states
strive to maximize their power and influence. This often leads to rivalries
and conflicts.



