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Neo-Realism vs. Neo-Liberalism
The debate around neorealism and neoliberalism proponents has dominated the international relations field for many years. However, in the past recent decades, the discussion has revolved around China's rise and its potential impact on the United States' influence on world politics and economy. Even though they have been considered similar and common, the two schools of thought (neorealism and neoliberalism) also have some differences that will be further explored in this essay.
Neorealism perspective looks the world politics as a separate entity influenced by various external systems. According to Whyte (2012), this separation of states isolates one realm or factor from the other, enabling the theorists to determine each factor at the individual level. Neorealists emphasize the system's structure while analyzing the variations and their influence on each other and the entire system. The case of China and India's rise to become a self-sufficient economy has been associated with the interplay of different variables, including industrial development and policy changes in the two countries. In China's case, industrial development catapulted its economic growth. China became the primary source of labor when other countries in the world were looking for labor. China sought to maximize this opportunity and created cheap labor for its domestic companies while other companies in other states were struggling to find labor.
However, from a neorealist perspective, China's rise would pose a significant threat to the world's domineering countries like the United States. This could be an economical or security threat. From the economic perspective, the rise of China and India from a broken and poor state to self-sufficient and self-sustaining countries is an indication that the two countries will soon challenge the status quo in the world-dominating economies. However, with an enlarged economy and adequate resources, military expansion is only an automatic response. This, from a neorealist perspective, further increases the threat that China's and India's rise continues to pose to the domineering countries. The differences between China and the United States have already emerged, especially due to China's military expansion.
While neorealism emphasizes security measures, neoliberals focus on environmental and economic issues, especially on environmental issues. According to Cho and Hwang (2019), neoliberals believe that economic interconnectedness is critical in determining world politics. The dominant states determine the dominant actors in world politics at the end of the Second World War; United States, France, Germany, and United Kingdom have been among the dominant countries that dominate world politics. From a neoliberal perspective, a hierarchy exists in world politics, and force can be used as an effective instrument to sustain and maintain the status quo (Cho & Hwang, 2019). This has been depicted in world politics, especially in the last decades, where the dominant countries have been very vocal on how international politics takes shape. Whether it is issues involving the environment, economic development, and even politics, the above four countries have been at the forefront of making and implementing necessary changes to maintain world peace.
While globalization promotes economic activities and expands economies, it also poses a threat to world politics. From a neoliberal perspective, globalization represents interconnectedness and provides linkages that can help attain world peace. However, it also poses a threat to the existing status quo as other countries gain economic growth that enables them to compete with those that have dominated world politics for many years. From a neorealist perspective, this international cooperation and interconnectedness is a threat. The neorealist view is very pessimistic about the benefits or positive behavioral patterns associated with globalization. According to Whyte (2012), neorealist considers globalization and the rise of other economies a threat to world peace because as human nature, restless desire for power and self-interest is a feature that characterizes every state. After attaining the necessary resources, especially economic power, it is just a matter of time before moving across the borders. As such, neorealism proponents believe that cooperation becomes difficult to realize as a struggle for power may upset the status quo.
For neorealists, the balance of power is important in understanding world politics. For many decades, United States has been at the core of world politics because of its expansive economy. This has also given it a voice in every seat in international politics. However, one can only imagine what can happen if another economy would surpass the United States. Both neorealism and neoliberalism perspectives offer a unique angle to the anticipated impacts. As Whyte (2012) explains, states that feel insecure will always ask the same question; will they benefit from the changes? And who will gain more? According to Whyte (2012), these questions increase tension between states because every state becomes suspicious of the other, especially when they are competitive like China and United States. Each side looks at the other with suspicion because they cannot trust each other. Trust, from a neorealism perspective, is difficult to achieve and maintain. As the world continues to call for global cooperation, competitive countries are hesitant because of the suspicion that the other would overtake another, which creates a change in world politics's status quo.
While there are differences between these two theories, they both share one common reason: world politics is determined and influenced by gains and continuous struggles to advance those gains by each state. According to Whyte (2012), both neoliberals and neorealists are concerned about the states that benefit from world political changes, even though neoliberals are more concerned about how each state benefits overall other than personal benefits.
In conclusion, both neoliberalism and neorealism have expressed concerns about world politics and the effects of any change in world dominance. While the two theories focus on how the countries benefit, they also highlight the differences in how other countries respond to those changes. As discussed in this essay, neorealism is pessimistic about world cooperation while neoliberals show their optimism about international cooperation. The two theories provide a view that can help understand the current international politics, especially the role of China’s and India’s economic growth in the world politics. 
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