John Agnew GEOPOLITICS:

Global Geopolitics:


First World: US & Allies


Second World: USSR & Allies


Third World: Countries being vied for by the other two.

Cold War has geographical structure, competing for spheres of influence.

Post Cold-War Geopolitical Imaginations:

“New Nationalism”, the US turns it’s back on the rest of the world.

“New Internationalism” the post-Cold War, the US need the support, the burdens of the world. Win the “Peace War”

New Realism – Accept that the world is still irrevocably divided up territorially

New Unilateralism – The US is coercing the rest of the world, ignoring treaties, etc.

Three Scenarios for the future:

Globalization: The basic geography of world politics is changed. United States has created a somewhat global economy, starting in the 1970’s. We open our economy to the rest of the world. The globalization scenario rests on a new geo-economic world. “Market Access Regime”, idea that the whole world should be open for investment. Systematically responsible for reducing tariffs and barriers of trade, the World Trade Organization. 

Clash of cultures/civilization: Big conflict is no longer between states, but macro-cultures. Problem: Internal Rift

United States as a kind of Empire “Imperial”: – Most important state in the world, director of the world, “All Roads Lead to Washington”.  The death of the USSR has left a power vacuum, which the US can fill. Withdrawn from treaties. 3 elements:

Element 1: Military Predominance. Brings up problem of Imperial Overstretch.

Element 2: Economic. Open Economy, architect is the US, but free-enterprise imperial. Can’t do it, too strongly tied to the rest of the world.

Element 3: The US tried different strategies for different parts of the world. Consensus. The US gave up much. Such as the Marshal Plan to which the US invested heavily in post-WWII redevelopment.

New Geography of power is emerging that has deterritorialized, a network of geography of power, the centers of power are commercial, financial centers, NY, London, Tokyo. 

Dr. Agnew:

You mentioned spheres of influence and their effect on the first world/second world/third world during the Cold War. Do you think that the ideologies of these, and the spheres of influence to be changed, for example, virtual regimes taking over the role of the Second World, attempting to exert it’s influence over third world countries in the same way the USSR did? Taking into account the Al Queda/Taliban connection in Afghanistan. And maybe that it’s happening right now?

Agnew’s Aim:  To periodize geopolitical discourse WITHOUT implying that there is either a CYCLE or a complete homogeneity of geopolitical vision, in all places, at any given time.  

His Periods:

· Civilizational Geopolitics

· circa 1780- circa 1875

· Naturalized Geopolitics

· circa 1875 – circa 1947

· Ideological Geopolitics

· circa 1947 – circa 1990s

· “Global” Geopolitics ???

· 1990s - Present

Civilizational Geopolitics:

· Europe/America heir to classical civilizations of Greece, Rome, etc.

· Primitive peoples regarded as occupying an EARLIER stage, being like ancient peoples themselves

· They could be made to “catch up” – that would come later

· OR, if like an ancient civilization, they could become “extinct,” too, without moral conflict

· They could be the “Noble Savage” but also made to disappear, as ancient peoples have disappeared.

· Accounts for neo-classical aesthetic.

In Civilizational Geopolitics, the spread of European civilization to the rest of the world amounts to not so much reaching across space, but reaching across time. 

The Geopolitical Vision involved seeking a continuity between a classical “golden age” of civilization  and the Western present.   

Naturalized Geopolitics:

· Depended upon emergence of Darwinianism and the application of biological metaphors to the analysis of human and political interactions.  

“Rather than be a feature of civilization, geopolitics was now largely determined by the natural character of the states…” 

And this “natural character” could be understood scientifically.

Geopolitics as a natural science in this period had to do with studying the map, predicting where a state might attempt to gain power or territory based on what the state’s NEEDS were, as a natural organism. 

The scientific emphasis and predictability of such a model made Naturalized Geopolitics a sort of “crystal ball.”

Ideological Geopolitics:

Ideologies became synonymous with geographies.  

“Zones of control” with rigid division.  Ideological nature of the geopolitics REQUIRED that purity of ideology be maintained in each zone.  

Ideologies require language – we understand through language, as opposed to science or image. 

  Emphasis on language:  it was “lingua-cultural.”

