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As defined in our textbook, transnationalism, “builds incentives for cooperation,
enhances trust between nations, and promotes negotiation rather than military confrontation as a
means to resolve disputes between states” (124). Critics of transnationalism however, argue that
this system of interdependence amongst states leads to conflicts of interests as well as
unnecessary involvements in foreign affairs. Realists often emphasize this critique and I
definitely find it to be the most compelling. I feel that over time, liberals become advocates for
global interdependence rather than remaining neutral in terms of international affairs, as they
state in their theory. Creating a pool of connections through transnationalism can be harmful in
my opinion. I think that when you join forces with a multitude of nations, you become totally
interdependent which can eventually cause a nation’s demise, especially in terms of foreign
policy. I feel that when you have no one to rely on, you are more cautious of your decisions but
when you have the reassurance of several different nations; you are put in a position of ease,
which can be detrimental to your country’s position in the global market. To me, the less reliant
you are on other countries; the better off you’ll be in maintaining a strong position globally.
The critique of transnationalism that I find least compelling is the one put forth by classsystem theorists. Class-system theorists argue that this system of inter-dependence exploits and
takes advantage of less-developed countries. Though I do admit that having a large group of first
world countries working together, looks rather intimidating and suspicious, I do not believe that
it is made to put down third world countries. In fact, many transnational agencies, such as
various NGOs, have been working hard to eliminate violence and oppression by instilling
Human Rights Campaigns. Therefore, transnationalism can be beneficial to these countries.

