Q1. What is the Democratic Peace Thesis? How does it relate to other claims of liberals

The Democratic Peace thesis argues that liberal states will not go to war with each other; they have a separate peace. However, it is possible for these liberal states to go to war with authoritarian regimes or stateless people.

There are some liberal theories which relate to this. First of all, liberals believe in a peaceful economy. They believe in individuals being prosperous and sharing their goods peacefully.

Since many wars are started due to economic conflict, these liberal ways of thinking might be a prevention of war. Also, liberal states tend to be wealthy, therefore they have less to gain and more to lose, so war would not be in their favor. 

Another liberal theory argues that the people recognize the importance of peaceful exchange, therefore since the state is a democracy (liberal believes highly in democracy) then the state will adopt this peaceful attitude in order to be the collective will of the people. If liberal states all have this peaceful attitude, war is not likely. 

The key liberalist theory or principle is liberty of the individual. (A.D.)

Why this was the best answer even though it was not very well organized:

(a) She highlights three important premises of liberals: the centrality of the individual and of voluntary exchanges 

(b) She explains the Democratic Peace thesis in full: how they relate not only with liberal states, but also with the other types of states – non-liberal states and stateless peoples.

(c) She gives some arguments that may account for why liberal states do not go to war.

(d) She answered both parts of the question – on the DP thesis and its relation to the liberal theories of IR

Q2. Provide a liberal argument for intergovernmental organizations

Intergovernmental organizations are a thing that a liberal theorist would be in favor of. Two principles or liberal theory and examples of them are helpful to explain. 

A “world government” is one idea of liberal theory that many people would agree we are moving towards right now. A true world government would mean the end of sovereign states and true globalisation. The UN, while not a true “world government” looks like a step towards it.

Collective Security is the liberal answer to the Realist solution of security; the balance of power. Liberal theory is anti-balance of power. Collective Security would mean that aggression of a state against another would mean EVERY state would come to the aid of that state (the emphasis is the author’s). NATO, the last standing military alliance looks like an adolescent form of this. While technically not collective security because it excludes people from membership, the principle behind its formation is the same; collective security. (T.M)

These are just some examples of inter-governmental organizations that liberals would favor.

Why this was the best answer:

(1) He provided two theoretical approaches to inter-governmentalism – a world government and collective security;

(2) He backed these approaches with practical examples

(3) He also acknowledged and pointed out the shortcomings of these arrangements

