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Abstract:  Postmodernism and poststructuralism move from the phrase that history is narrative and 

narratives are texts or meaning is encoded in language. If life is a narration, it must have a 

language. If it has a language, then it can be deconstructed. These are the alternative 

explanations of the history. Language, as a means of communication, is a tool that social 

relations emerge and human interactions are supplied. As it plays a role of ‘bridge’ between 

thought and action, it reflects the world of conception and perception of humanbeing. 

Poststructuralist theory applies on some methods to understand and explain international 

relations. Deconstruction is the literary theory of poststructuralism, and the method of double 

reading presents a two-dimensional reading possibility to those concerned with it. As it offers 

a commentary on the dominant interpretation in the first reading, it pressures on the instable 

points in a text in the second reading. Poststructuralism sets linkages and relationships with 

some other disciplines, and thanks to these linkages and relations, it develops new aspects 

and horizons on the understanding and explaining of international relations.  
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Introduction 

This essay seeks to put a critical inquiry of poststructuralism in International Relations forward in 

order to understand international relations at the present times. The main purpose of the essay is 

to determine what poststructuralism is and to research what its merits and shortfalls in 

international relations are. The basic problématique of this Paper is to realize how 

poststructuralism influences on analyzing, understanding, and explaining of international relations 

and discover how functional and adequate poststructuralism is to understand and explain 

international relations. The article seeks to find an answer the questions about how 

poststructuralism does help or not for explaining and understanding international relations and 

how useful and beneficial poststructuralism is in the analysis of international relations. In the 

studies on international relations, it is observed many definitions and descriptions and met with 

lots of emphasizes on poststructuralism. Many international relations researchers and theorists 

discuss the subject through much point of views. While poststructuralism deals in many 

disciplinary studies, we take it only with its reflections on international relations to understand 

and explain due to the field of study of us.  

In the essay, the main subject observed on poststructuralism that it is not a freestanding 

discipline and occurs inside a large context of social thinking. Poststructuralism seeks to unsettle 

the things established, and by its own specific methods and ways, it tries to make re-reading on lot 

of things about the social life, the state, and international relations. Language as a means of 

communication is a tool that definite social relations emerge and humane interactions are 

provided. As it plays a ‘bridge’ role between thought and action, it reflects the humanity’s 

conception and perception world. The approach that comes with poststructuralism is that we 

should save from stable patterns and review our perception on language and discourse. In this 

context, we should review and reconsider this world and determine actions by the mentioned 

critical ways of poststructuralism. The methods of ‘deconstruction’ and ‘double reading’ bring a 

new reassessing possibility in (I)nternational (R)elations and enable that the things settled are 

solved. As it gives an opportunity to understand and explain international relations, differently 

and critically, by its special methods and ways, it causes to raise new horizons for researchers, 

observers, theorists, and others. Postmodernism and poststructuralism, as a point of starting point, 

move from the principle, “History is a narration and narratives are texts or the meaning is 

encoded in language”. Because the life itself is a narration, it should have a language. If it has a 

language, then it can be deconstructed. These are alternative explanations of history.  

In this article, in the first section, it is tried to draw on the relationship between 

poststructuralism and international relations and its aspects on understanding of international 

relations. In the second section, it is discussed the merits of poststructuralism. Finally, the 

shortfalls of poststructuralism are the content of the third section, and the essay ends with a 

conclusion including the main theme and the basic highlights of the study.  

 

Poststructuralism and International Relations 

In the disciplinary studies in International Relations on Poststructuralism, we witness to a great 

deal of definitions, descriptions, observations, and emphasizes on poststructuralism, and most of 

the researchers and theorists approach the issue with their various opinions and point of views. As 

poststructuralism deals in many disciplinary studies, we will focus solely on the reflections of 

poststructuralism on international relations to understand and explain it due to our field of study. 

Poststructuralism is a way of understanding and explaining international relations. By the tools 

and functions that it develops, it helps for realizing and (re)considering the realm of international 

relations. In this point, we meet about the language as the most effective means of 

poststructuralism. 

Etymologically, the concept of “poststructuralism” consists of the words of “post” and 

“structuralism”
1
. As “post” points out to “the being of later or after than something”, “structure” 

suggests “the way in which parts of something are related to each other what it’s organized and 
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arranged”, and structure is something consisting of several parts which here denotes the process 

of building. While “structuralism” as a concept refers to consider a text as a structure having 

meaning inside itself, poststructuralism refers to arrange and organize different parts of something 

(literary, language, society, etc.) into a post– or this time–system in which every parts related and 

connected with each (other).  

When it is taken a glance at the focus of poststructuralist perspectives, it’s seen that 

poststructuralists argue “references to natural necessity only reinforce the powers that be, and 

silence alternative voices. They have sought to unsettle those rules having become reified, such 

that they appear to be a part of the natural order. In so doing, they have emphasized 

interpretation”.
2
 What appearing as a reality represents one possible world while marginalizing 

alternative possibilities? “Poststructuralist challenge is directed at the theoretical and 

philosophical foundations of international relations as well as the traditional perspectives” ability 

to account for a transformation from a modernist to a postmodernist or post-sovereign world”.
3
 

“Poststructuralism advocates a position more differently than both the traditional realist and 

idealist perspectives in International Relations and offers some significant insights on the 

construction of the national-international dichotomy, the relationship between national identity 

and security politics, the discursive character of the concept of security, and the late-modernist 

transformation of security.
4
 It makes an important contribution to the debate on whether or how to 

expand the concept of security, and “poststructuralists are critics not only of power and nor even 

of knowledge as a form of power, but of the validity of knowledge and reality of self”.
5
 

We can see poststructuralism as a view “both a reaction against and an escape from 

Hegelian thought indeed in the specific French historical development. This ‘reaction’ or ‘escape’ 

from Hegelian thought, with Deleuzian terms, is “play of difference” against “labor of dialectic”.
6
 

Peters argues that “Deluze’s interpretation of Nietzsche and his Nietzschean critique of Hegel 

serves as a conceptual grounding for poststructuralism and that Deluze’s Nietzschean critique of 

the Hegelian dialectic should be more fully acknowledged as both the major keys to 

understanding French poststructuralism and a basis and starting point for an alternative radical 

theorizing”.
7
 According to Peters, “Poststructuralism never ‘liquidated’ the subject but rather 

rehabilitated, decentered, and repositioned it in all its historico-cultural complexity”.
8
 “A 

genealogy of poststructuralism which recognized it as a “movement of thought” that means 

crossed national boundaries, cultural traditions, and in the novel and unexpected ways, the North-

South configuration of rich and poor nations would need to come to terms with 

poststructuralism’s intercultural and international transmission, exchange, appropriation, and 

misappropriation. In these new contexts, as the question of poststructuralism that is “over” must 

be considered as an absurdity, the question of Nietzsche’s influence or legacy, as less important, 

perhaps”.
9
  

Poststructuralist theory moves from several methods for the understanding and explaining 

of international relations. These are deconstruction and double reading. “Deconstruction is the 

literary theory wing of poststructuralism, a roughly described anti-foundationalist intellectual 

movement that originated from France in 1960s”.
10

 Deconstruction unsettles the stable concepts, 

influences on these settled concepts, and discloses “parasitic relationships” between the opposed 

terms. “Smith translates the poststructural deconstruction of the subject as a method of “studying 

locality as a place where local struggles are, and the alternative discourses on the meanings of 

“global conditions” are played out”.
11

 We can realize that poststructuralism and deconstruction 

offer a method yielding an ethnographic public(iz)ation of multicultural subject identities. Double 

reading suggests an opportunity of two-dimensional reading to the ones concerned with itself. As 

it offers a commentary on the dominant interpretation in the first reading, it pressures on the 

points of instability in a text during the second reading.
12

  

These two methods, deconstruction and double reading, bring new reassessing possibility 

in international relations and enable that the things settled are solved, and moreover, they give an 

opportunity to understand and explain international relations differently and critically with its own 

specific methods and ways. “Despite Derrida, who is one of the founder theorist of 

poststructuralism, does not elaborate a single deconstructive method refusing programmatism in 
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favor of his own exemplary literary and cultural and philosophical readings, it is easy to see that 

this literary deconstruction challenges the traditional assumptions about how we read and write”.
13

 

He insists on that every text is undecidable and a contested terrain. “For Derrida, the 

deconstructive reading prises open inevitable and unavoidable gaps of meaning that readers fill 

with their own interpolative sense”.
14

 It is to make meaning solely by the reference to other 

meanings against which it takes on its own significance for him in the nature of language. 

Therefore, never can we establish stable meanings by attempting the correspondence between 

language and the world addressed by language. In this sense, poststructuralism helps writers and 

readers recognize their own literary involvements and investments in the text of science and calls 

into question a variety of literary norms of empirical science. However, “Derrida’s work and the 

poststructuralist movement with which it was associated had long been suspected of –perhaps 

unwittingly and unintentionally– promoting nihilism and authoritarianism”.
15

 “In this point, 

Derrida invites us to dwell at length on the more cynical view of the imperative to speak in 

another’s language”.
16

  

As an argument, it’s suggested that poststructuralism sets linkages and relationships with 

another disciplines and develops new aspects and horizons on the understanding and explaining of 

international relations thanks to these linkages and relations.
17

 The relationships between 

poststructuralism and postmodernism, poststructuralism and postcolonialism, poststructuralism 

and liberalism, poststructuralism and Marxism, and poststructuralism and politics/the being 

political are the key points to understand and explain international relations, and these bonds 

make poststructuralist approaches more functional. By the power that poststructuralism takes 

from these bonds, it enables to be perceived the basic elements of international relations and 

provides us for reconsidering and reassessing the settled ones. Here, one of these bonds is the link 

with postmodernism.  

In the first stage; “the relationship of poststructuralism and postmodernism”
18

 offers an 

“interdisciplinary structure”.
19

 Some scholars who are called as “poststructuralists” in different 

fields of social sciences such sociology,
20

 political science, and literature have an effect on the 

scholars of postmodernism and the theory of postmodernism. This interplay relationship 

contributes to the construction of postmodernist discourse. With regard to the postmodernist idea, 

it could not have been produced significant contributions to the international relations studies, and 

the postmodernist international relations could succeed a complex relation of analysis of power 

and knowledge at the global level, supplying a poststructural theory of change to international 

relations. The term of “poststructuralism” is often used side by side, even interchangeably with 

“postmodernism”. It is commonly believed in the postmodernist intellectual movement is inspired 

by the poststructuralism, which roughly refers to Derrida’s textualism and Foucault’s genealogy.
21

 

Essentially, postmodernism and poststructuralism, as a point of departure, set out from the criteria 

“History is a narration, and narratives are texts, or the meaning is encoded in the language. 

Because life is narrative, it must have the language. If it has the language, then it can be 

deconstructed. This line of reasoning bracketed alternative explanations of history, excluding 

them from consideration.
22

  

Secondly; “the debate surrounding the relationship between poststructuralism, 

postmodernism and post-colonialism (as “a child of postmodernism”) is highly charged and 

developed”.
23

 “Post-colonialism’s concerns about identity and disruptive effects of colonization 

enable us to understand the inspiration source of poststructuralist project”.
24

 Taking the dangers of 

engaging in the deconstructionist exercises without a postcolonial expose into account, we can 

think postcolonialism has a bond with deconstruction and poststructuralism. These links have the 

relations emerged from “a peculiar historical context”, in particular, “the French colonial 

experience in Algeria”.
25

 This situation shows the historical roots of poststructuralism go to 

French of 1968.  

Ahluwalia argues “If so-called ‘poststructuralism’ is the product of a single historical 

moment, then that moment is probably not May 1968 but rather the Algerian War of 

Independence”.
26

 “It is important therefore to examine the relationship that most French 

poststructuralists have had with colonial Africa and, in particular, Algeria”.
27

 Derrida, as a French 
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poststructuralist thinker, says himself is a “French Algerian” besides.
28

 The importance of Algeria 

lies on a crossroad and bridge of a great deal of civilizations and traditions. Algeria is present at a 

place where the civilizations of East and West juxtapose and many cultures and communities are 

integrated each other. By the decolonization process that is accepted as a starting point for the 

world, Algeria opened the doors of the discourse, way of action, and activity of poststructuralism.  

Thirdly; in the relationship between liberalism and poststructuralism, it’s accepted the 

existence of a question mark about whether poststructuralism is antithetical to liberalism or not. 

Friedman suggests some poststructuralist thinkers like Foucault “shares the hostility of many 

liberals to the state and other agents of modern power”.
29

 As to this thought, “poststructuralist 

liberalism is implausible”.
30

 Because the challenge posed by poststructuralism is epistemological 

and ontological, not political according to liberal critics. “It is a threat of relativism or nihilism to 

the individual and the truth as real entities”.
31

 However, while poststructuralist opinion is 

criticized with its relativistic and nihilistic structure, it leads an extremity and a linguistic 

complexity. In addition, the poststructuralist view is a threat to traditional values and professional 

standards because it makes the meaning destabilize.  

Fourthly; taking poststructuralism into consideration in context of its link with Marxism, 

we witness “poststructuralist thinkers like Lacan, Derrida, Foucault and Deleuze surpass Marxist 

thought. For these theorists, poststructuralism can be “characterized by three major intellectual 

themes: the exorbitation of language, the attenuation of truth and the randomization of history”.
32

 

“Poststructuralism strafed meaning, over-run truth, outflanked ethics and politics, and wiped out 

history”.
33

 That is, it has been unscathed by poststructuralism. “If then, poststructuralism can be 

understood to have displaced Althusserian Marxism; it is because poststructuralism breaks up the 

relationship of Marxism and the psychoanalysis, breaks with Marxism by pitting psycho-analysis 

against the totalization and teleology of a Marxism analysis”.
34

  

Finally; we should give attractions to the relationship of “the political”, “politics”, and 

“poststructuralism”. Between “the political” and “politics”, it’s accepted there is a distinction. 

This distinction is seen as a narrow or broader meaning of “the political”. As “politics” is a 

reference to elections, political parties, doings of governments and parliaments, the state 

apparatus, treaties, international agreements, diplomacy wars, some institutions and actions of 

statesmen and women, etc. “the political” has to do with the establishment of that very social 

order setting out a particular and defining other areas of social life as not politics. Poststructuralist 

approach, in this point of view, attempts to provide tools for rethinking its movement from 

“politics” to “the political”. Here, it appears that poststructuralism as a deconstructivist and 

psychoanalytic view entails the constitution of the subject, includes an inextricably link with the 

constitution of a particular social and symbolic order, and poses the questions of time, essence 

and language.
35

  

It will be true to mention about Walker’s opinions on international relations through a 

poststructuralist window as a consequent. Walker’s significant contributions to poststructuralist 

thought were on ethics in international relations. The basic question at Walker was about ethics in 

international relations to frame it, and he asked what ethical behavior in international relations 

was. According to Walker, “the literature has made ethics and ethical relations a central concern. 

However, the poststructuralist engagement with ethics is, in many ways, different from the 

literature of normative international relations radically”
36

.  

Walker suggests “relating to ethics in international relations, this has implied to question 

the ethical constitution of international relations as a realm where there is no place for morality 

making obvious that this is a historically contingent conception infused with politics”
37

. “For 

Walker, international relations theory does not help us to understand politics. International 

relations theory, as a historically contingent, limits to what we consider possible, and this limit 

makes us fail in understanding the contemporary world”.
38

 He assumes politics or international 

relations are separable from ethics because ethics is able to solve political and international 

relations problems and issues. In addition to this, he mentions the limits of political imaginations 
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and points out the principle of state sovereignty that was moved by this political imagination can 

be seen “the primary constitutive principle of modern political life”.  

 

Merits of Poststructuralism 

Poststructuralism has a functional structure to understand and explain international relations. The 

structure has both positive and negative ways, and while its positive way points at the merits of 

poststructuralism, its negative ways offer its shortfalls. It’s a key element and theory at the present 

times to comprehend international relations, international politics, and the world politics. As it 

carries some negative aspects for international relations, it can present positive contributions to 

international politics too. In particularly, with its critical sides, while it provides critical points of 

view and reviews for world politics and international relations, it enables the opportunity to 

reconsider the use of language and discourse in international politics. 

In the context, Fierke argues that “international relations are a “social” endeavor. 

Language is the central feature of our sociality and therefore, on some level, it must be taken 

seriously”.
39

 Because humanbeing becomes a social existence and entity, language is, naturally 

and synchronically, a part of this sociality. Language is a form of expressing of humanbeing as 

well as himself is a social unit. If language and humanbeing are a social factor, it is debated that 

there is an absolute relationship between language and human. Language helps us perceive the 

social world and enables to send messages to this social world. Moreover, people at the same time 

are an existence who thinks. From one point of view, if it is thought that thinking comes true by 

language, we will have to accept the relationship between language and thinking. In this way, we 

can reach possible correlations between language and thinking, and human being and sociality. 

Poststructuralism in this point helps us realize and notice the factor of language to comprehend 

international relations positively and plays a functional role as its one merit by its critical 

emphasizes on language. 

We see that poststructuralism as a merit plays a bridge role between cultures and peoples. 

When it is thought the functions of mass communication tools, transportations, and developments 

in the fields of technology, science and industry, poststructuralism provides intercultural 

communications by the power that it takes from postmodernism and carries cultures on other 

cultural climates too. By the way that it constitutes the cultural mobility, it puts new cultural and 

social forms and patterns instead of the settled, while poststructuralism coming with dictation 

destroys taboos. This situation synchronically leads some great developments from architecture to 

art, from literature to science are lived. Additionally, while this mentioned developments cause 

economical and financial vigor and liveliness, it provides the transferring of richness and wealth 

into new areas and regions by the lanes and lines that poststructuralist activities and actions occur.  

Globalization process is the most effectual element in this context. As the boons coming 

with globalization grant some functional tools and developments (like intercultural interactions, 

transportation and communication means, TVs, radios, internet and other networks, etc.) to 

poststructuralism, the interactions among peoples increase; new cultural forms spread on the 

Earth; trade and financial activities enliven; critical language and perspective improve (on the 

issues), and new reactions and expectations emerge. e.g., a Japan car that is bought gives a 

Japanese feeling. 

Poststructuralism has a two-dimensional structure. It firstly inclines towards the opposite 

side and then, returns towards itself. As the process of making a “neo” aims at “the being 

opposite” or “the other”, itself is exposed of such process. That is, while poststructuralism wants a 

reformation and transformation, itself lives a reformation and transformation. While it approaches 

the issues by a critical way, the things that itself brings are questioned by a critical manner. As 

poststructuralist view criticizes “the other”, at the same time it criticizes itself, “I” and “We”, too. 

In this point, we come face to face with the concept of “poststructback”. If it is recalled that 

poststructuralism means arranging and organizing different parts of the thing into a “post–” or this 

time-system in which every part is connected with the others, poststructuralism is everything that 
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is returned towards itself with its multiple dimensions and processes. During the time pointed (the 

centuries of XX and XXI), poststructuralism is at the lived process of poststructback. 

The concept of poststructback means “returning”, “structuring to backwards”, and 

“struckback to the main source”. It is the leading backwards and turning back of a poststructural 

movement or action towards itself. Here, Arab Spring or Arab revolutions, which was launched 

with Tunisia in 2010, carried on other Arabian or African countries like Egypt, Libya, Algeria, 

Bahrain, Jordan, Yemen and Syria,
40

 and spread into other regions like Nepal, Napoli, England, 

and United States by protests, governmental responses against the protests, political movements, 

changes of regime, and international and external responses and reactions, can be seen as a 

poststructuralist and “poststructbacking” movement. These movements basically aimed at 

changing and restructuring the established systems and structures in these countries by the 

powerful states of international relations as a poststructuralist action and activity and reached its 

basic purposes and intentions in some countries.  

An example of poststructuralist movement appeared in the USA long before Arab 

revolutions too. This movement had begun by the control of White Man as a rebellion against 

White Man and by the status quo in favor of Black Man. This movement of rebellion beginning as 

a “blackish movement” arrived at (North) Africa and Arabian geography and bronzed. In the 

beginning, while it took Arabians and Africans under its effect, it began to show its effects on 

Europeans and Americans afterwards, besides. While White Man hoped profits from these 

movements, it lived a boomerang effect and met with the conditions that it was not hoped and 

wished. Today, these poststructuralist white powers face with many problems and issues to the 

detriment of them. The unemployment and poverty that White Man lives at the moment, the loss 

of market share and influence over these countries, the narrowing of the trading volume in these 

countries, and the bad debts etc. are the impacts of this (poststructback) condition. Consequently, 

the young population heads towards rebellions, and the effects of economic crisis increase day by 

day, and the earth is dragged into a more chaotic and insecure position. We see this case in the 

rebellion movements in London in 2011, the demonstrations of “Occupy Wall Street”,
41

 the 15-M 

movement in Spanish, which emerged against the economy policies and the governmental public 

services, the situation of Greece that now lives, and the problems in the other European countries 

like France, Germany, Italy, and Portugal. Shortly, a poststructuralist movement, as seen above, 

has already transformed into a poststructback movement.  

According to Gadamer, “understanding international relations is, one might recognize, 

first of all an attempt to make sense of intercultural relations where language, social practice, and 

social meanings meet and challenge each other”.
42

 As a poststructuralist positive contribution in 

this manner, “it interrogates changing meanings, recognizing their ambiguities, and accepts that 

there may be no single “underlying truth” concealed behind them.
43

 In this interrogation, the 

concepts of “dialogue”, “horizon”, and “fusion of horizons” have significance.
44

 The truthiness, 

the role of language, the reflection on the research practice, and the positionality and personality 

of a researcher are the basic elements. As to poststructuralism, not any single truth, facticity, and 

reality are there. All of them should be reviewed and reconsidered. They may be false or wrong; 

maybe, true. In the matters, issues, realities, and events, we accept them as true and real, may be a 

mistake.  

Poststructuralism emphasizes “difference” as an important analysis unit and analytical 

tool. “It emphasizes difference both as an important focus of analysis meant to supplement IR’s 

refusal to engage its inherent hierarchies and marginalization, and as an analytical tool that 

investigates the violent dynamics of an international predicated upon exclusion and 

exploitation”.
45

 Poststructuralism presents a rejection of foundationalism and both the 

epistemological and ethical variety. It generally criticizes social constructivism not to question 

more directly the way structure and subjects are constituted, and its focus is on how the 

constitution of social subject is directly linked to the discursive founding of the social order.  

Poststructuralist theorists concentrate on power/knowledge relations and accuse 

critical/historical materialist approaches in international relations.
46

 In this context, 
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poststructuralism interrogates the constitution of structures and subjects and makes a connection 

between the subject and the discursive founding of social order. Emphasizing that power and 

knowledge have a reciprocally interaction and a linkage, it suggests the way of having power 

passes through having knowledge. Because, the powerful being is the being having knowledge in 

his palms. Shortly, we can say poststructuralism breaks new grounds with its discourse on power 

and knowledge.  

It needs to be pointed out a point; as poststructuralism is taken into account as “a genuine 

departure from the idealist-realist binary which rules international relations theory”,
47

 it seeks to 

inform the study of international relations with new moral, philosophical, and linguistic insights 

by the objective of displacing this binary perspective. By putting an emphasis on such 

traditionally “marginal”, or “absent”, instances as difference, representation, copy, mimicry, and 

alteration, poststructuralism aims at pursuing the project of reflexivity and awareness in 

international political terms (one which is grounded on a repudiation of the mutually exclusive 

categories of presence and absence, identity, and alterity).
48

 The poststructuralist view in 

international relations causes to emerge awareness and sees some issues like identity, difference, 

and alterity in the poststructuralist critical ways and methods. Because poststructuralism goes 

beyond the settled and leads to “re-” (re-think, re-consider, re-view…etc.), contributes to 

international relations positively. With its approaches on presence or absence, it adds a new 

perspective into the issue of ontology. It carries the problématique of ontology into new horizons 

and takes it beyond the familiar in this manner.  

Summarily, the basic merits of poststructuralism from which we benefit is that it enables 

us to realize and understand international relations with a more critical perspective and more 

question marks. While it contributes to us in terms of moral, philosophical, and linguistic 

perspectives, insights and departures to review, reassess, rethink, and reexplain issues and matters 

in the area of international relations, it facilitates to understand the world more easily. 

Poststructuralism provides we notice “differences” and “others”, interrogates the changing 

meanings, and accepts that there may be not any single truth concealed. Moreover, with its 

connecting and integrating ways, it sets bridges between cultures, communities, people(s), states, 

and civilizations and makes the world a more “global village”. The most important is that 

poststructuralism forms a new civilization and tradition. As a matter of the fact that, if these ways 

establishing and structuring of poststructuralism are not present, our world maybe be a clan one 

day. The world, thanks to poststructuralism, is rescued from a small clan by turning towards a 

global arena with its multi-cultures, communities, peoples, and states. “The social doing verbs at 

the population and social of the govern”.  

 

Shortfalls of Poststructuralism 

Poststructuralism, includes negative ways with its positive sides either. These ways reflect its 

shortfalls. Since it melts the entire solid and unsettles all the settled, it makes negative 

contributions to understand and explain international relations by its critical attributes and 

reviewer way, at the same time. What’s clear about Phillips
49

 that poststructuralism becomes a 

break with structuralist thought, not a development on structuralist thought but it has a complex 

link with structuralism. It appears that some of its main themes, connected to language and human 

subject, continue. “A key theme of poststructuralism has been to place questions over the extent 

to which language can mimetically represent social life and to force a greater attention to be paid 

to discursive processes by which, so-called, representations are established”.
50

  

Poststructuralism, as a philosophical term, “signifies a break with structuralism as a 

linguistic theory that challenges the direct correspondence between language and the real world, 

and instead sees meaning as arising within the human system of language and signification”.
51

 

Poststructuralism, which is considered as one of the critical theories together with postmodernism 

and feminism by “Frankfurt School that constitutes the basis of critical theory”,
52

 does not 

consider international relations as a “free-standing” discipline and tries to place international 

relations in a broader social thought context. However, its main purpose is to “unsettle established 
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categories and disconcert the reader”. While it seeks to unsettle things established, it tries to make 

a rereading on many things in social life and international relations by the methods and ways that 

itself develops. It appears that we can see that language, as an element to understand 

“relationships”, is the basic focus and the central characteristic of our sociality when looked at 

poststructuralism in the realm of language.  

Language, as a means of communication, is a tool by which social relations emerge and 

human interactions are supplied. As it plays a role of bridge between thinking and action, it 

reflects the conception and perception world of humanity. The approach coming with 

poststructuralism is that we should save from stable patterns and review our perception on 

language and discursive. We should review and reconsider the present world and the things inside 

it. Moreover, we should determine our actions according to the critical approach by 

poststructuralist critical ways. Such critical way will take us into new horizons to realize and 

comprehend international relations. 

Poststructuralism demands the restructuring of systems and dictates its own structure over 

them by the power of unsettling, establishing, and making something “re-”. While doing this, it 

uses language and method special to itself. In this process, while the dictating side enforces the 

other unsettled side to orient and accord itself into this new or neo system, the unsettled structure 

is obliged to embed into a post system. When we take the example of NATO into consideration, 

NATO thinks and plans for settling and establishing a world order according with its own aims 

and objectives. It declares its own intentions and programmes on the world by the meetings and 

summits, and its written official notifications,. e.g., NATO wants to establish some missile 

defense systems on definite points of the world. One of them is planned to set in Turkey. USA 

assesses that this defense system is a protection wall against threats that can possibly come from 

some countries (like Iran) despite the rejections from some countries (like Russia, China, and 

North Korea).  

“The threat from Iran’s short- and medium-range missiles was developing more rapidly 

than previously projected and that in the near-term, the greatest missile threats from Iran would be 

to U.S. allies and partners”.
53

 Despite the nuclear programme and other controversial issues of 

Iran in international relations, Turkey, which has significant economic, social, political, cultural 

and more importantly, historical bonds and relations, is the neighbor state to Iran, Between 

Turkey and Iran, it is unavoidable facticity that there are so strong trade and diplomatic linkages. 

However, because Turkey is one of the most important states in international politics and a crucial 

member of the international system and because of its bonds and commitments (by treatments, 

agreements, legal arrangements, membership for international organizations…etc.) with 

international political system, it remains under the pressure against this condition and conjuncture 

mentioned, willingly or unwillingly. In most times, it cannot be sure of what it should do and act 

indecisively against some critical situations. It is usually face to face with a dictation as is now in 

the defense system issue
54

. On the opposite of poststructuralist pressure, Turkey lives a break 

from the traditional approaches and goes away from its settled order politically, diplomatically, 

culturally and historically. In this situation, the use of language and the point of view on Turkey 

as a subject of international system done by this (poststructuralist) western are significantly 

effective. That is, the action done by the aim of protecting some countries unsettles the 

established and displaces the political and politics. 

In addition, poststructuralism makes important contributions to the debate on the 

problematization of sovereignty and otherness; it is “a search for thinking space within the 

modern categories of unity, identity and homogeneity; the search for a broader and more complex 

understanding of modern society which accounts for that which is left out– the “other”, the 

marginalized, the excluded”.
55

 Poststructuralism in international relations develops a different 

opinion about “other” and opens a various door to understand and explain international relations. 

When we consider that the states are still the main actor in international relations, we can see that 

the states ontologically position according to “other”. Poststructuralism, in this point, seeks to 

comprehend “other” and “otherness” in international relations and to determine a constant base 

and meaning for it. “Other” is in a place and position against “the Same Being”, “I” and “We”. 
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The reading of “otherness” presented by poststructuralism has a highly significant place in social 

sciences. While the reading gives a chance to reread, rethink and reconsider for many discussible 

issues about “other” and “I” in social sciences, it leads to review negatively the established 

perception of “otherness”. 

 With a bomb attack in Beirut in 1982, the President Bachir Gemayel and many people 

with him were killed. While Israel occupied Beirut after this event, it killed dozens of people 

within Sabra and Chatila camps. When asked whether Israel was innocent or responsible, Levinas, 

who is accepted among poststructuralist thinkers, says, “Because the Jews are concerned with the 

other, they are always responsible”.
56

 “The other” for Levinas is “neighbor who is not any 

necessary kin, but who can be. If you are for the other, you are for the neighbor. If your neighbor 

attacks another neighbor and treats him unjustly, who can you do?”
57

 Levinas asks.  

From the perspective of Campbell, this approach of Levinas keeps the Palestinians 

outside of the reach of those to whom “I” and “Same” is responsible. Above all, “the other” for 

Israel, since the history of foundation of Israel, has been the Palestinians, and Israeli politics has 

been shaped around encountering with the Palestine, “the other”. The right to be one of the 

Palestinians has not acknowledged by Israel neither as a “neighbor” nor a state and people. While 

the sovereignty of Palestine tries to be taken from their hands, their idea of founding unity and 

ideal of structuring a homogenous nation are ignored by both Israel and international community 

that consists of “re–” and “post–” structures. Moreover, for Israel and the others on the same line 

with it, Palestine should be “marginalized” and “excluded” from international system. Palestine is 

actually a reason of being for Israel. Israel, by its perspectives on the other, sees Palestine as an 

“enemy” and tries to place its existence on a stronger base. As for this means is to the Jewish 

“opposition” and “difference”. The historical background, cultural differences, religious structure, 

and points of world of Palestine and Israel are more effectual. In short, if there is “I”, it is natural 

to be “other”. This is not a problématique issue. The problem is in the unjustly, oppressively, 

tyrannically and cruelly application of otherness on “another” community, people, nation and 

state as seen in the disagreement and disaccord between Palestine and Israel.  

As the interpretative analytic, poststructuralism problematizes sovereignty in world 

politics as well as in the research practice itself. The interpretative analytic invites us to reconsider 

and destabilize not just the conceptual categories that international political economy deploys (the 

state, the firm, the financial system, the economic actor, capitalism), but also the way that 

knowledge is produced and legitimized in the disciplinary practice”.
58

  

It emphasizes on state sovereignty in international relations and argues the tension 

between international anarchy and international society. Debating arguable matters about state 

sovereignty, it expresses that many problems arise from interpretations of sovereignty and they 

stem from the institutionalization of structures that transcend state sovereignty and that a 

relationship exists between the principle of sovereignty and the claims of a society of states.
59

  

In a concrete way, states today are considered as the main actor of international relations, 

and relatively, they are the unique independent element inside and outside. While they keep on 

their passport and visa applications and while holding the power of legitimate use of force in their 

hands, the concept of state sovereignty is interrogated by such poststructuralist attempts and 

actions. Because, the poststructuralist approach claims that the boundaries of state may not 

become definite and absolute and that the claims of states which carry legitimate discourses and 

just claims according to them may not be an indefinite facticity. From this point, the contribution 

of poststructuralism into international relations appears as an interrogation and review of 

discourses and actions of the states in international relations. Besides, in order to not any absolute 

reality exists in terms of poststructuralism, the reality and the facticity that the states defend may 

not be real.  

In brief, when we ask what the basic dilemmas or shortfalls of poststructuralism are, we 

meet with a dichotomy. Poststructuralism is indeed an action heading towards an opposite target, 

and its main goal is to re- and post- structure this target. However, by the effects of some 

elements, poststructural actions turn backwards, towards itself, and this constitutes a dichotomy or 
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dilemma. That is, poststructural actions, as a boomerang, aim at the doers of this action a while 

later, and the makers of poststructural action meet with a poststructback effect. Today, Globalism, 

United Nations, Islamophobia, Dialogs between Religions, the exportation of Christian values 

into the rest of the world, the war with Salafi movement, Philistine problem, the wars in Iraq and 

Afghanistan, the struggle with Al-Qaida, China-Uighur crisis, Sudan issue, immigration 

movements, the actions of NATO, the activities of NAFTA et cetera… while these are the 

reflections of poststructural action in international relations and in the world, Arab Spring, Wall 

Street demonstrations, London rebellion movements, the economic depression and crisis in 

Europe and in the world at the present times, the public demonstrations against capitalism, the 

West and the effective international organizations (NATO, UN…), the Sunni-the Shi”a tensions 

etc. are emerging a reaction against the mentioned poststructural actions with its poststructback 

effect. Namely, poststructuralism is infelicitously hoisted with its petard.  

 

Conclusion 

With the study, it is tried to draw on the relationship of poststructuralism and international 

relations and its aspects on understanding of international relations and the merits of 

poststructuralism and the shortfalls of poststructuralism were discussed. It has been seen that 

poststructuralism sets links and relationships with other disciplines and develops new aspects and 

horizons on the understanding and explaining of international relations. Poststructuralism as a 

deconstructivist and psychoanalytic view
60

 entails the constitution of the subject, includes an 

inextricably link with the constitution of a particular social and symbolic order, and poses the 

questions for time, essence, and language.  

With regard to its merits, while providing a critical point of view and reviewing onto 

world politics and international relations, it enables opportunity to reconsider the use of language 

and discourse in international politics. Among language, thinking, human, and sociality, it reaches 

some evident links. As the boons coming with globalization grant some functional tools, 

interactions among peoples increase to poststructuralism, trade and financial activities enliven, 

and a critical language and perspective improve on that the issues and new reactions emerge.  

When we think poststructuralism in terms of its shortfalls, it presents a break with 

structuralist thought; not a development on structuralist thought, it is. However, it has a complex 

link with structuralism. Its main themes are connected to language and human subject, and its 

main purpose to unsettle established categories and disconcert the reader. While seeking to 

unsettle things established, it tries to make rereading many things in social life and international 

relations by methods and ways developed by itself. Poststructuralism demands for re-structuring 

of systems and dictates its own structure into them, unsettling the establishment and making 

something “re-”. While doing it, it uses a special language and method belonging to itself. In this 

point, the Western/Atlantic ally is seen as an example with its settling and establishing a world 

order in according with its own objectives.  

Poststructuralism contributes to the debate for the problematization of sovereignty and 

otherness, besides. It is a search for thinking unity, identity, and homogeneity for a broader and 

more complex understanding that is left out “the other”, “the marginalized”, and “the excluded”. 

If we take the instance of Palestine into consideration, we see that the right of being of the 

Palestinians is not accepted by Israel neither as a “neighbor” nor as a state. While the sovereignty 

of Palestine has been tried to take from their hands, their ideal of establishing a unity and 

homogenous nation have been ignored by both Israel and international community.  

In brief, poststructuralist theory presents a critical method to understand, interpret, and 

explain international relations, and it makes a positive support with its characteristics inside 

international relations itself. Poststructuralist contribution to the field of international relations is 

considerably significant. In this point, we see the debate occurs about whether a “real” or “true” 

poststructuralist stance exists or not.
61

 Poststructuralism, as a political theory,
62

 while directing its 

critiques on the mainstream international relations theories, takes critiques on itself too. Among 
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international relations researchers, not any entirety of theory and a constant base exist about what 

poststructuralism is in reality. Poststructuralism, however, continues to be effectual and 

incoherent theory of the discipline of international relations. 
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