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Second-Tier States' Response to Security Threat

Jo, Dong-Joon
Department of International Relations, University of Seoul

This paper reviews the policy recommendations which several international relations theories
provide to countries faced with security threats. Realism, which emphasizes the pacific effect of
parity, recommends balancing to countervail security threats; Liberalism, which assumes the
pacific effect of republic entity, economic exchange, and shared membership in international
organizations, leads to engagement policy; Power Preponderance Theory, which assumes the
pacific effect of power disparity, recommends bandwagoning, when the power gap is large.
Also, this paper presents a flow chart of the decision-making process in dealing with security
threats. (D Those who isolate themselves from threatening states may hide from security threats
or maintain a neutrality from threatening states; 2 those who accommodate demands from
threatening states may choose bandwagoning, specialization, or appeasement; 3 those who
engage with threatening states may opt for institutions, economic interdependence or socialization
to change the behavior of threatening states; @ those who rely upon international organization
or institutions where threatening states are not affiliated transcend their insecurity issues to
international society; (3 those who countervail security threats by defense pact or strong arms
race may choose between internal balancing and external balancing.

® Keywords

security threat, second-tier state, balance of power, bandwagoning,
engagement, appeasement
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