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the peoples of the ‘periphery’. These peoples are now challenging western pre-eminence,
though in circumstances in which there is a high degree of ideological consensus around
‘capitalist governance’ as the best means by which to regulate societies. The world of
decentred globalism, Buzan and Lawson think, will be characterized not by the ideological
contests that scarred the short twentieth century, but by moderate ‘geoeconomic’ competition, moderate agreement on core international norms, and a tendency towards greater
regionalism rather than stronger global institutions. Power grabs by aspiring regional
hegemons, the waning of liberalism and the resurgence of religion may periodically disrupt
this world, as might unforeseen ‘wild cards’, but if major powers abandon hegemonic
projects, act responsibly, support regionalism and recognize common high and low security
threats, decentred globalism, they suggest, might just work to sustain a stable, peaceful and
prosperous international order.
Buzan and Lawson also offer some thoughts on how decentred globalism might best
be approached by scholars. International Relations (IR), they argue, needs to look beyond
the distributions of power towards what they call ‘modes of power’—those sets of ideas
and social technologies that generate power and shift its distribution in the dramatic way
that they did in the nineteenth century, as industrialization, rational statebuilding, and
progressivism boosted the power of western societies far beyond that of others. There are
implications here, Buzan and Lawson think, for how IR approaches security, globalization,
ideas and periodization. There are also lessons for scholars, they argue, in terms of how they
understand the discipline’s past, conceive its theories and relate it to other social sciences.
If the book has a flaw, it lies in this insistence on addressing the discipline—or, more
properly, the sub-discipline—of IR, to the effective exclusion of others. This is a book that
should be read by global historians, political scientists and historically concerned economists
and sociologists too, but they may find off-putting the insistence on spending time fighting
what might best be called intra-sub-disciplinary battles, especially in the early chapters and
the last one. This would be a shame, because the book has a great deal to contribute to those
other fields in addition to the fragmented one at which it is principally targeted. The global
transformation is one of the finest, most thought-provoking, and—it must be said—wellwritten historical sociological studies to have appeared in IR in the past decade.
Ian Hall, Griffith University, Australia
Quantum mind and social science: unifying physical and social ontology. By
Alexander Wendt. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 2015. 354pp. Index. £54.90.
isbn 978 1 107 08254 0. Available as e-book.
While written by one of the leading scholars in the field, at first glance this is not a book
about International Relations (IR). It certainly is a book about almost everything else,
including definitions of life, will, subjectivity and consciousness. Particularly, a quantumbased theory of the latter is a cornerstone of the book, as it is seen to provide nothing less
than a solution for—or better, to do away with—the ‘mind–body problem’ in philosophy
and beyond.
While this might sound strange to most students of International Relations, there are
good reasons why they should read Quantum mind and social science. In addition, and contrary
to first impressions, the book’s basic question is quite simple: given that even social scientists agree that the social world cannot somehow ‘escape’ the physical world and its laws,
and given that physicists have agreed, for a long time, that the world is not made up of
material ‘things’ such as ‘particles’, but, at its quantum mechanical base, needs to be seen as
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made up of wave functions, what does it mean to think about the social world in terms of
quantum theory? The book is based on this question and on the rejection of one orthodox
assumption in physics, namely that quantum theory appropriately describes reality on the
sub-atomic scale but quantum effects ‘wash out’ beyond that, giving way to a world that is
‘classical’—and in which the laws of Newton and Einstein prevail.
In rejecting this orthodoxy, and in thinking about the social world in terms of quantum
theory, Alexander Wendt is not alone. In fact, in an extremely demanding intellectual
journey, he enlists the help of an enormous body of literature and many—often thus
far unrelated—debates across a wide range of disciplines to make his point. The highly
complex arguments made during this journey are almost impossible to summarize briefly,
but they build on the claim that the brain and mind can sustain quantum coherence at the
macro level. Put in very simple terms and building on the basic insights and experiments
of quantum theory: while on the sub-atomic level there are only wave functions and as the
collapse of the wave function—and the appearance of light as particle—occurs only when
the wave function is measured, Wendt claims that the brain and mind function in a similar
way, for which he enlists versions of quantum brain theory and panpsychism. This leads
him to a ‘quantum model of man’ (man as a ‘walking wave function’). ‘Cognition’, ‘will’
and ‘experience’ are given a quantum theory reading, leading to arguments about ‘will’
being inherently free, and particularly the ‘experience’ of time being something that does
not happen in an absolute, linear way (in fact, within limits, the past is actually changed
over and over again).
The social ontology that emerges from this is a holism of a world in which basically
everything is connected. However, physical connection is not material connection (indeed,
the whole point is that while everything is physical, not everything is material); it is not
local connection; and it is not diachronic, but synchronic connection—all this in ‘quantum
states’ of coherent wave functions, in the realm of possibility and probability, before the
collapse into actuality. In this world of sociological vitalism, there is direct perception
between minds, and language serves a function like light.
The overall argumentative strategy of the book is to take specific quantum theoryrelated debates in turn, opt for one position in these debates and move on from there,
thus weaving together a highly coherent story. The shortcomings are obvious, in that at
every turn the adoption of a competing position in highly contentious but specialist debates
would have collapsed the book’s overall argument. However, Wendt is outspoken about
this, and the main aim of the book might not actually be to convince too many people
of this specific coherent story, but, at each and every argumentative turn, to reverse the
burden of proof and put it on positions that are orthodox and taken for granted, yet seem to
rest on dubious (materialist) assumptions (or on debates that have not made any real progress
for the last three hundred years or so).
The main weakness of this book comes at the end, in its first attempts to link quantum
man to quantum social world. Despite a highly insightful new reading of the agent–structure issue through the observation that parts and whole are co-emerging in a ‘flat ontology’,
the book here fails to connect to some of the debates that have, for quite a while, given
up parts/whole distinctions in the social sciences (and replaced them, most notably, with
system/environment distinctions). However, for Wendt, connecting his ‘quantum mind’
to the broader (macro-scale) social world is the exploratory part of the book and more a
preview of future work.
This book is ground-breaking and foundational. It makes for challenging, yet rewarding
reading, even for those who find themselves disagreeing with most of it in the end. Is it
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about IR? Certainly not in the sense of International Relations as more than a marginal
theme, used for illustrative purposes here and there. Nonetheless, this book will be of
interest to anybody studying IR, if that is a scientific endeavour, and given that truly basic
research such as Alexander Wendt’s book remains an indispensable part of every science.
Mathias Albert, Bielefeld University, Germany
Friendship and International Relations. Edited by Simon Koschut and Andrea
Oelsner. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. 2014. 216pp. Index. £65.00. isbn 978 1 13739
633 4. Available as e-book.
C. S. Lewis famously lamented in The four loves that ‘To the Ancients, Friendship seemed the
happiest and most fully human of all loves; the crown of life and the school of virtue. The
modern world, in comparison, ignores it’ (1960, p. 87). Recently, scholars have taken up
Lewis’s challenge, especially in the disciplines of history, philosophy and sociology. For the
field of International Relations (IR), editors Simon Koschut and Andrea Oelsner address
this lacuna. This work did not appear out of thin air. The authors who contributed to this
volume have all published on friendship before, and their collaborations have appeared in
other joint publications, for instance in two special issues of the Critical Review of International Social and Political Philosophy (1999, 2: 4 and 2007, 10: 2) and, in 2011, Andrea Oelsner
and Heather Devere edited a special issue of International Politics (48: 1), entitled similarly to
this book, Friendship in International Relations.
Koschut and Oelsner’s Friendship and International Relations comes with some expectations. It has to prove friendship is a subject belonging to the field of IR, and it has to set out
a clear research agenda. More so than the special journal issues, the individual contributions
must form a coherent and convincing whole. On all three accounts, Koschut and Oelsner,
and their contributors, do not disappoint.
The book consists of four parts. In the introduction (part one), Koschut and Oelsner set
out their ambitious goal to introduce friendship as a valid object of study within IR. The
aims of their book are twofold, to ‘demonstrate that friendship can be an agent of change
in international politics’ and ‘to present a diversity of perspectives on international friendship’ (p. 3). Their approach is holistic, though a few of the contributions seem partial to
constructivism and the Copenhagen School’s securitization theory. Koschut and Oelsner
define international friendship as ‘a bilateral relationship developing within a multimember
security community—it is akin to a “special relationship”’ (p. 15). The authors differentiate between strategic and normative international friendship, arguing that ‘international
friendship is a distinct type of interstate and international relationship, and that as such it
can contribute to capturing aspects of international politics that long have been ignored’
(pp. 13–14).
Their holistic approach is reflected in the structure of the book. Part two includes
four chapters on the conceptualization of friendship, while part three offers five different
empirical studies. Part two features chapters by Graham M. Smith (‘Friendship, state, and
nation’), Felix Berenskoetter (‘Friendship, security, and power’), Lucile Eznack and Simon
Koschut (‘The Sources of affect in interstate friendship’), and Evgeny Roshchin (‘Friendship and international order’). Although these authors all build on their previous work,
each of their contributions forms a natural whole in the volume and is in line with the aims
of the editors. The authors prove themselves intimately aware of the works of their fellow
friendship scholars. This part, then, offers IR scholars a variety of conceptual approaches
to the study of friendship.
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