What is critical theory? 

The central aim is to seek out the contradictions within the existing order, since it is from these contradictions that change could emerge. 

Critical theory is a family of theories that include postmodernists, constructivists, neo-Marxists, feminists, and others. What unites them is a concern with how world politics is “socially constructed (Wendt, 1995).” 

Critical theory’s two major claims are: 1/ structures of international politics are social rather than strictly material and 2/ these structures shape their identities and interests. 

The main question is how to bring about peace, and they aim to transform the international system into a “world society,” where states are guided by “norms of trust and sharing.” 

Their goal is to create peace system. Institutions are at the core of critical theory. They hope to create pluralistic security communities, where states behave according to the same norms or institutions that underpin collective security. 

States would define their interests in terms of the international community, where national interests are international interests. 

They want to create a world in which all states consider war an unacceptable practice. 

The key to achieving a postmodern international system is to alter state identity radically, or more specifically, to transform how states think about themselves and their relationship with other states.
Mearsheimer’s critiques of critical theory. 

It assumes that ideas and discourse are the driving forces that shape the world, although it recognizes that structural factors have some, albeit minor influence. 

Ideas matter so much because the world is socially constructed by individual human beings whose behavior is mediated by their thoughts.

Critical theorists do not believe that there is an objective world out there about which we can have knowledge. Where realists see a fixed and knowable world, critical theorists see the possibility of endless interpretations of the world before them. 

There are no constants, no fixed meanings, no secure grounds, no profound secrets, no final structures or limits of history – only interpretation. 

Critical theorists cannot make a clean distinction between subject and object. 

Mearsheimer frames the debate between realists and constructivists as the debate between a theory of war and a theory of peace. 

Critical theory provides few insights on why discourses rise and fall. 

It cannot serve as the basis for predicting which discourse will replace realism because the theory says little about the direction change takes.

