Workshop Title: Mapping Non-State actors in International Relations

Workshop conveners:
Marianna Charountaki, University of Lincoln (mcharountaki@lincoln.ac.uk)
Karen E. Smith, London School of Economics (k.e.smith@lse.ac.uk)
Globalization processes have empowered the role of non-state entities and is thus required a collective approach to problem resolution. Although the international relations system remains state-centric, entities of non-state status play a critical role as actors on their own right. Scholarly work on the role of non-state actors in international relations remains limited as they have been mainly perceived through the lenses of the state. Further, the attention has been mostly concentrated on the role of institutions. However, the notion of non-state actors refers to a continuum of different entities whose increasing importance in international relations necessitates closer examination.
Therefore, this workshop is open to papers that bringing in different case studies of non-state actors and create linkages to the IR discipline. In this sense, the workshop addresses the ontology of the traditional IR. The problematisation of different non-state actors aim to build a different perspective through the employ of a critical approach. 
	1.Theorising Non-State actors in International Relations 

Marianna Charountaki (mcharountaki@lincoln.ac.uk) 

This introductory paper attempts to make a theoretical contribution and frame the role of NSAs in International Relations (IR) discipline as an under examined subject-matter. The study situates its argument within the current debate of the increasing power of non-state actors in international relations and what this means for the theory. Building on previous work, it offers a conceptualisation of the non-state entities. The work attempts to create a typology (of kind and nature) of NSAs for three main reasons: a) high levels of their interaction in international relations dictate their theoretical understanding; b) the deficiency of the current literature in covering specific cases is evident and thus in need of analysis; and c) non-state actors constitute a challenge for IR as a discipline of inter-state relations. Even though different types of NSAs have been analysed separately, a frame that brings them together is lacking. Thus, this paper’s primary objective is to classify them as actors on their own right and justify their existence as intrinsic part of the international relations’ ontology.
2. The power of institutions in IR: the case of the Civil Society Organizations

Daniela Irrera, University of Catania (dirrera@unict.it)

This study aims at discussing the impact of institutions on International Relations, by shedding new light on the relationship with NGOs and IGOs and their effect on security and conflict management. Given the power of non-governmental organizations (in specific NGOs) on the transformation of the structure and processes of IR, the work attempts to understand both the international roles of the NGOs and the transformation they have brought into several sensitive policy fields. Therefore, knowledge about critical approaches to global security and crises management are of great importance. The participation to humanitarian intervention and peace operations represent a policy area in which such set of processes may be operationalized and tested.
3.The Impact of Militaries and Militant Groups on International Relations 

Sterling Jensen, National Defense College UAE (sterling.jensen@ndc.ac.ae) 
This paper proposes to discuss and analyze the impact of militaries, both state and non-state sponsored, on international relations. The chapter starts with where militaries and militant groups fit in prominent IR theories (assumptions of realists, liberals, constructivists) then provide case studies of how two militant groups have shaped international relations since 2014; namely ISIS and the Houthi (Ansar Allah) in Yemen. The case studies will compare how different theories of international relations would interpret the behavior of these two groups.

4.A power-based assessment of insurgency: Comparing theoretical frameworks on armed non-state political violence 

Vladimir Rauta, University of Reading (v.rauta@reading.ac.uk),  & Patrick Finnegan, St Andrew University (pf58@st-andrews.ac.uk) 

Civil wars have been the dominant form of political violence for decades. In this chapter, we offer a typology that captures the complexity of the political violence waged before, during, and after civil wars. Our criteria are been specified by an assessment of the dynamism characterising civil war environments. We distinguish between insurgency as a mode of warfare and insurgents as a characterisation of combatants in civil wars as a form of political violence. We focus on the issue of goals and its framing through the inherent asymmetry of power implied by the notion of ‘insurgency’. Using a series of case studies, we then discuss this in the context of a broad overview of three theoretical perspectives which have informed the debate on civil war in recent times: (1) insurgents as emblematic to new wars; (2) insurgents as terrorists in internal wars; and (3) insurgents as key to internationalised civil wars.
5.The powerful role of ethnic groups on International Relations 

Maria do Céu Pinto Arena, University of Minho (mceupinto@gmail.com)

The post-Cold War security agenda brought to the fore the field of nationalism and ethnic conflict. Since the end of the Cold War, ethnic conflicts have become the most prevalent type of violent conflict, from ethnic riots to civil wars to secessionism. A major reason for this has been the collapse of multi-ethnic federal state structures (Yugoslavia and the Soviet Union) and the disintegration of fragile political orders in parts of Africa or the Middle East. Scholars that investigate the “new” civil wars rooted in ethnic differences, have engaged in a debate that seeks to explain the cause of this phenomenon. Ethnic groups are of consequence to International Relations when ethnically framed politics fuels instability, violence, or war within and between states. Those conflicts are also particularly difficult to manage because their protagonists are mostly non-state actors: paramilitary groups, factions, dissident sub-clans, terrorists and warlords. Besides, almost every ethnic conflict has an external component, affecting international relations and foreign policy Thus, as Černy, scholars have focused on “the bogeyman of ethnic alliances forming against the status quo and ethnic minorities with irredentist aspirations acting as ‘fifth columns’ for the territorial ambitions of neighbouring states” (2014). Moving beyond this debate, this chapter aims to explain how ethnic solidarities have direct bearing on international relations because of irredentist dynamics, by the activities of the diasporas, by transnational economic, political, and criminal networks, and through the endeavours of international organisations.
 6. States-To-Be: A nuanced approach to IR
Marianna Charountaki, University of Lincoln (mcharountaki@lincoln.ac.uk)  & Radka Havlova, Cenvro Institute, Prague (havlovar@gmail.com)
This work aims to look at a specific type of non-state actors, the states-to-be. Following a thorough overview of the identification of such non-state actors, the study will examine two case studies of considerable importance for International Relations (IR). Both the KRI (Kurdistan Region of Iraq) as well as the PLO (Palestinian Liberation Organisation) have demonstrated a considerable impact on the formulation of states’ foreign policies. The case of the Middle Eastern region constitutes a valuable exemplar that can inform theory. With the aim to revisit the IR discipline this study questions its ontology and offers a new insight into the understanding of international relations.



	

	

	

	


