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Q1. Analyze the contribution of Treaty of Westphalia in establishing peace in the world.  

Ans. The Treaty of Westphalia, composed of the Peace of Münster and the Peace of Osnabrück, was 

a series of agreements signed in 1648 that marked the end of the Thirty Years' War in the Holy 

Roman Empire and the Eighty Years' War between Spain and the Dutch Republic. This treaty is often 

considered a pivotal moment in the development of modern international relations and the 

establishment of a state-centric system that has shaped the principles of sovereignty and diplomacy. 

While the Treaty of Westphalia did contribute to establishing a certain degree of peace in the world, 

its impact has been complex and has evolved over time. Here are some key points about its 

contribution to world peace: 

1. Sovereignty and Territorial Integrity: 

The Treaty of Westphalia played a crucial role in establishing the principle of state sovereignty and 

territorial integrity. The treaty recognized the independence of individual states and their right to 

self-determination, free from external interference. This principle helped reduce the religious and 

political conflicts that had plagued Europe for decades. 

2. Balance of Power: 

The treaty contributed to the establishment of a balance of power system in Europe. The 

negotiations aimed to prevent any single state from becoming too dominant and to ensure stability 

by redistributing territories and power among the signatory states. This concept of balancing power 

among states has been a key element of international relations. 

3. Religious Tolerance: 

The Treaty of Westphalia contributed to religious tolerance by recognizing the right of rulers to 

determine the religion of their subjects. It helped put an end to the religious conflicts that had fueled 

the Thirty Years' War. This recognition of religious diversity and coexistence contributed to a more 

peaceful coexistence between different religious groups. 

4. Diplomatic Practices: 

The treaty established the norms of modern diplomatic practices, including the use of ambassadors, 

negotiations, and treaties. This formalized diplomatic process helped prevent conflicts from 

escalating into full-scale wars and provided mechanisms for resolving disputes through negotiations. 

5. Impact on International Law: 

The principles of state sovereignty and non-interference laid out in the Treaty of Westphalia have 

had a lasting impact on international law and the concept of state relations. These principles have 

been further developed and incorporated into international treaties and conventions. 

6. Limitations and Criticisms: 



 

 

While the Treaty of Westphalia contributed to reducing immediate conflicts in Europe, it did not 

eliminate power struggles, wars, and imperialism. Its focus on state sovereignty sometimes 

conflicted with the rights of individuals and minorities within states. 

7. Evolving Interpretations: 

The concept of Westphalian sovereignty has evolved over time. In the modern era, issues like human 

rights, global governance, and transnational challenges have challenged the strict interpretation of 

state sovereignty. 

In conclusion, the Treaty of Westphalia contributed to establishing peace in the world by codifying 

principles of state sovereignty, religious tolerance, and diplomatic practices. It helped end the 

religious conflicts and power struggles that had plagued Europe for years. While its impact has been 

significant in shaping modern international relations, it's important to recognize that peace is a 

complex and ongoing process that involves various factors beyond the treaty itself. 

 

 

Q2. Critically examine Kenneth Waltz’s structural realism. How does defensive realism of Waltz 

differ from the offensive realism of Mearsheimer? Discuss.  

Ans. Kenneth Waltz's structural realism, also known as neorealism, is a prominent theory in the field 

of international relations that focuses on the structural factors influencing states' behavior in the 

international system. Waltz's theory differs from classical realism by emphasizing the anarchic nature 

of the international system and the distribution of power among states as key determinants of their 

behavior. Defensive realism and offensive realism are two variants of Waltz's structural realism that 

offer distinct perspectives on states' security concerns and behavior. 

Kenneth Waltz's Structural Realism: 

Waltz's neorealism posits that the anarchic nature of the international system and the distribution of 

power shape states' behaviors. He argues that states primarily seek to ensure their survival in an 

environment of uncertainty and potential conflicts. Neorealism identifies two key factors that 

influence states' behavior: 

1. Distribution of Power: The balance of power among states determines their interactions. Waltz 

distinguishes between unipolar, bipolar, and multipolar systems, each of which has distinct 

stability characteristics. 

2. Internal Characteristics Irrelevant: Neorealism assumes that states' internal characteristics, such 

as their political ideologies or leadership, have limited influence on their behavior in comparison 

to the systemic structure. 

 

Defensive Realism (Waltz): 

Defensive realism, a perspective within Waltz's structural realism, argues that states are primarily 

concerned with their security and survival. States focus on maintaining a balance of power and 

avoiding confrontations that could jeopardize their security. Defensive realists suggest that states are 

cautious and seek to avoid aggressive actions that could lead to conflict. 

 



 

 

Offensive Realism (Mearsheimer): 

John Mearsheimer, an influential international relations scholar, offers a different interpretation 

within the framework of structural realism, known as offensive realism. Offensive realism argues that 

states have a more aggressive approach to maximize their power and security. Mearsheimer 

contends that states are driven by the logic of survival and aim to achieve hegemony to ensure their 

long-term security. 

 

Differences between Defensive and Offensive Realism: 

a. Security Concerns: 

Defensive Realism: Emphasizes states' security concerns and their cautious behavior to avoid 

conflicts that could jeopardize their survival. 

Offensive Realism: Focuses on states' pursuit of dominance and hegemony as a means of ensuring 

long-term security. 

b. Behavior and Ambitions: 

Defensive Realism: States are satisfied with a secure position in the international system and seek to 

maintain a balance of power. 

Offensive Realism: States are driven by ambitions to achieve and maintain dominance, even at the 

expense of other states. 

c. View of Human Nature: 

Defensive Realism: Assumes states are inherently cautious and prioritize survival. 

Offensive Realism: Does not rely on assumptions about states' inherent nature but rather focuses on 

the systemic pressures. 

In summary, Waltz's structural realism provides a framework for understanding states' behavior in 

the international system. Defensive realism, within this framework, emphasizes security and balance 

of power, while offensive realism emphasizes the pursuit of power and hegemony. These 

perspectives offer insights into states' differing motivations and strategies in the anarchic 

international environment. 

 

 

Q3. Critically analyze the World System Theory in International Relations. 

Ans. The World System Theory, developed by sociologist Immanuel Wallerstein, is a critical approach 

to understanding international relations and global economic dynamics. The theory proposes that 

the global system can be analyzed as a single, interconnected entity characterized by economic and 

political hierarchies. The World System Theory challenges traditional state-centric approaches and 

offers a unique perspective on the interactions between different regions and countries. Here's a 

critical analysis of the theory: 

1. Core-Periphery Model: 



 

 

The World System Theory introduces a core-periphery model, which divides the world into three 

categories: the core (developed countries with advanced economies), the semi-periphery (countries 

with intermediate development levels), and the periphery (less developed countries with weaker 

economies). Critics argue that this model oversimplifies the complexity of global economic relations 

and ignores the diversity of countries' economic structures within each category. 

2. Economic Determinism: 

The theory places significant emphasis on economic factors and capitalism as the driving forces 

behind global dynamics. Critics argue that while economic factors are important, they do not solely 

determine the course of international relations. Other factors such as culture, politics, and social 

dynamics also play crucial roles in shaping global interactions. 

3. Neglect of Agency: 

The World System Theory downplays the role of agency and autonomy of individual states and 

actors. Critics contend that states have varying degrees of agency and can shape their own destinies 

to some extent, challenging the deterministic view of the theory. 

4. Overemphasis on Exploitation: 

The theory emphasizes exploitation and unequal exchange between core and periphery countries. 

While economic disparities exist, critics argue that the theory may oversimplify the complex 

dynamics of global trade, development, and cooperation. Some countries in the periphery have 

managed to improve their economic conditions through strategic policies. 

5. Neglect of Non-Economic Factors: 

The World System Theory largely focuses on economic factors and may overlook other important 

dimensions of international relations such as culture, identity, and ideology. This narrow focus limits 

the theory's explanatory power in understanding multifaceted global interactions. 

6. Evolving Global Dynamics: 

The World System Theory was developed in the 1970s and may not fully account for changes and 

developments in the global system since then. The rise of new powers, technological advancements, 

and shifts in geopolitical dynamics challenge the theory's applicability to contemporary international 

relations. 

7. Lack of Prescription: 

Critics argue that the World System Theory primarily seeks to describe the existing global system 

without providing clear prescriptions for addressing its shortcomings. This limits its utility for 

policymakers seeking actionable solutions. 

In conclusion, the World System Theory offers a valuable perspective on global economic and 

political dynamics, emphasizing the interconnectedness of countries and regions. However, its 

deterministic view of economic factors, neglect of agency, and oversimplification of complex global 

interactions are points of criticism. While the theory provides insights into historical and structural 

patterns, it may not fully capture the nuanced and evolving nature of contemporary international 

relations. 

 



 

 

 

Q4. How did the Treaty of Versailles lead to the Second World War? Explain.  

Ans. The Treaty of Versailles, signed in 1919, marked the end of World War I and imposed significant 

terms and conditions on Germany and its allies. While it aimed to bring about lasting peace, the 

treaty's punitive measures and territorial adjustments contributed to creating a sense of injustice, 

humiliation, and economic hardships in Germany. These factors, along with other political and 

economic circumstances, played a role in creating the conditions that eventually led to the outbreak 

of the Second World War. Here's how the Treaty of Versailles contributed to the Second World 

War: 

1. Harsh Reparations: 

The treaty imposed heavy reparations on Germany, requiring it to pay substantial sums of money to 

the Allied powers as compensation for war damages. The economic burden of reparations led to 

severe financial difficulties in Germany, causing hyperinflation and economic instability. 

2. Territorial Losses: 

Germany was forced to cede territories to neighboring countries, resulting in loss of land, resources, 

and population. The annexation of territories such as the Sudetenland and Danzig created ethnic and 

nationalist tensions, which later played a role in justifying expansionist ambitions. 

3. War Guilt Clause: 

Article 231 of the treaty, known as the "war guilt clause," placed full blame for the war on Germany 

and its allies. This not only caused a sense of humiliation but also fueled nationalist sentiments and 

anti-treaty sentiments among the German population. 

4. Disarmament and Military Restrictions: 

The treaty imposed significant limitations on Germany's military capabilities, including the reduction 

of its army, navy, and air force. While intended to prevent future aggression, these restrictions were 

seen as unfair and contributed to military weaknesses that would later be exploited. 

5. Political Instability: 

The economic hardships and internal divisions exacerbated by the treaty's terms created political 

instability in Germany. This environment allowed extremist parties, such as the Nazi Party led by 

Adolf Hitler, to gain traction and exploit the public's grievances. 

6. Rise of Adolf Hitler and Nazi Party: 

The harsh conditions of the Treaty of Versailles provided a rallying point for nationalist and extremist 

groups in Germany. Adolf Hitler and the Nazi Party capitalized on popular discontent, promising to 

overturn the treaty's terms and restore Germany's power and prestige. 

7. Expansionist Ambitions: 

Hitler's expansionist ambitions aimed at reversing the territorial losses and achieving Lebensraum 

(living space) for the German people. This led to aggressive actions, including the annexation of 

Austria (Anschluss) and the occupation of Czechoslovakia, which heightened tensions in Europe. 



 

 

In conclusion, while the Treaty of Versailles was not the sole cause of the Second World War, it 

played a significant role in creating a volatile environment in Germany and Europe. The treaty's 

punitive measures, territorial adjustments, and economic hardships contributed to nationalist 

sentiments, political instability, and the rise of extremist ideologies. These factors, combined with 

other geopolitical developments and failures in diplomacy, eventually led to the outbreak of the 

Second World War in 1939. 

 

 

Q5. Give an account of all those factors that led to the end of Cold War. How did it create a new 

world order in international politics? Discuss.  

Ans. The end of the Cold War marked a significant shift in international politics, leading to the 

collapse of the bipolar world order characterized by the rivalry between the United States and the 

Soviet Union. Several interconnected factors contributed to the end of the Cold War and the 

emergence of a new world order: 

1. Economic Challenges in the Soviet Union: The Soviet Union faced severe economic challenges, 

including inefficiencies in central planning, a stagnant economy, and a growing burden of military 

spending. These economic strains weakened the Soviet state and its ability to compete globally. 

2. Reforms and Glasnost: Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev initiated political and economic reforms, 

known as perestroika and glasnost. These reforms aimed to address economic issues, increase 

transparency, and reduce censorship. However, they also led to unintended consequences, including 

demands for greater political freedom and autonomy in Eastern Europe. 

3. Eastern European Revolutions: Eastern European countries under Soviet influence experienced 

widespread discontent and demands for political reform. Mass protests, such as the Solidarity 

movement in Poland, contributed to the erosion of Soviet control in the region. The fall of the Berlin 

Wall in 1989 symbolized the end of the division between East and West. 

4. Leadership Changes: The Soviet Union witnessed a series of leadership changes that played a role 

in the shifting dynamics. The rise of reform-oriented leaders like Gorbachev and his willingness to 

engage in arms control negotiations with the United States signaled a departure from the 

confrontational approach of previous leaders. 

5. Arms Control Agreements: Negotiations between the United States and the Soviet Union, 

including the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaties (START), contributed to reducing the risk of a global 

nuclear conflict. These agreements eased tensions and paved the way for more open dialogue. 

6. Economic Interdependence: The growing interconnectedness of the global economy created 

incentives for peaceful cooperation rather than confrontation. Economic interdependence 

highlighted the potential benefits of cooperation and trade, reducing the rationale for a Cold War 

rivalry. 

7. Changing Ideological Landscape: The spread of democratic ideas and aspirations for political 

freedom in Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union challenged the dominance of the communist 

ideology. The decline of the ideological divide weakened the basis for Cold War conflict. 



 

 

8. Internal Pressures in the Soviet Union: Nationalist movements within various Soviet republics 

sought greater autonomy and independence. The failure of the August Coup in 1991, an attempt to 

restore hardline communist rule, further weakened the central authority of the Soviet government. 

9. Diplomacy and Summit Meetings: Diplomatic efforts, such as the series of summit meetings 

between Gorbachev and U.S. President Ronald Reagan, contributed to building trust and reducing 

tensions between the two superpowers. 

The end of the Cold War created a new world order characterized by several developments: 

1. Unipolarity: With the collapse of the Soviet Union, the United States emerged as the sole 

superpower, leading to a unipolar international system. This shift had profound implications for 

global politics and diplomacy. 

2. Spread of Democracy: The end of the Cold War facilitated the spread of democratic governance in 

many parts of the world, including Eastern Europe and parts of Africa and Asia. 

3. Rise of New Powers: The end of the Cold War created opportunities for emerging powers like 

China, India, and Brazil to assert their influence on the global stage. 

4. Integration and Globalization: The collapse of ideological barriers and the opening of new markets 

contributed to increased globalization and economic integration. 

5. Conflicts and Challenges: While the end of the Cold War brought positive changes, it also led to 

regional conflicts and challenges, particularly in areas where power vacuums emerged. 

In conclusion, the end of the Cold War was shaped by a combination of internal and external factors 

that contributed to the collapse of the bipolar world order. This transformation created a new world 

order marked by changing power dynamics, diplomatic opportunities, and challenges associated with 

a more interconnected and multipolar global system. 

 

 

Q6. Analyze the emergence of India and China as rising powers in global politics. Do you agree that 

emerging economies of China and India have great potential to challenge the unipolar world? 

Discuss. 

Ans. The emergence of India and China as rising powers in global politics has been a significant 

development in the 21st century. Both countries have experienced rapid economic growth, increased 

diplomatic influence, and expanded military capabilities. While they have the potential to challenge 

the unipolar world dominated by the United States, several factors need to be considered. 

Factors Contributing to the Emergence of India and China as Rising Powers: 

1. Economic Growth: India and China have sustained high economic growth rates for decades, 

making them major players in the global economy. China's manufacturing prowess and India's 

service sector strength have propelled their economies forward. 

2. Demographic Advantage: Both countries have large and youthful populations, providing a 

potential demographic dividend that can drive economic growth and innovation. 



 

 

3. Diplomatic Engagement: India and China have actively engaged in diplomatic initiatives, 

participating in regional organizations, forging partnerships, and promoting their interests on the 

global stage. 

4. Infrastructure Development: Investments in infrastructure, technology, and research have 

positioned both countries to compete and collaborate in various sectors, including 

telecommunications, space exploration, and renewable energy. 

5. Military Modernization: China and India have invested in modernizing their military capabilities, 

including the development of advanced weaponry, naval power, and cyber capabilities. 

6. Soft Power: India's cultural influence through Bollywood and yoga and China's Confucius Institutes 

and cultural exchange programs have enhanced their soft power globally. 

Challenges and Considerations: 

1. Unipolar vs. Multipolar World: While China and India are rising powers, it's important to note that 

a unipolar world dominated by the United States hasn't entirely shifted to a multipolar one. The 

United States still wields considerable influence in global affairs. 

2. Economic Disparities: Both India and China face significant economic disparities within their 

countries, which can impact their internal stability and international influence. 

3. Security Concerns: Territorial disputes and security concerns in their respective regions can limit 

their ability to fully challenge the existing global order. 

4. Different Approaches: China's state-led economic model and India's democratic approach to 

development lead to different implications for their rise as global powers. 

5. Domestic Priorities: Both countries need to address domestic challenges, such as poverty, 

inequality, and environmental issues, which can divert attention from global ambitions. 

6. Geopolitical Relations: Their relationships with other major powers, regional dynamics, and 

historical rivalries also influence their rise in global politics. 

 

Potential to Challenge Unipolarity: 

While China and India have made significant strides in challenging the unipolar world, challenges 

persist. Their economic size, demographic strength, and regional influence make them pivotal players 

in shaping the international landscape. However, the transition from unipolarity to a multipolar 

world is a complex process that depends on various economic, political, and security factors. 

In conclusion, the emergence of India and China as rising powers has reshaped global dynamics. 

Their economic growth, diplomatic engagement, and technological advancements position them to 

challenge the existing global order. However, the path to a multipolar world is nuanced and requires 

addressing domestic challenges, building cooperative relationships, and effectively managing their 

rise within the current international framework. 


