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Classical realism in the global governance is seen as the best and well established theoretical perspective in the global relations. Realism has now dominated the international relations to such extent that scholars and students seem to lose sight that classical realism is among the many perspectives (Ceylan, 2016). Realism has been argued to be more realistic as compared to other perspectives such as idealism. Many realists argue that realism is more accurate in the analysis of the international relations than any other perspective. They further claim that realism consists of unchanging laws that regulate the behavior of the states and individuals (Kalm, 2016). Global governance is based on the ideology of cooperation between national governments, civil societies and multilateral public bodies in order to achieve some accepted goals. Global governance has been providing the strategic direction and marshaling energies in order to address challenges in the global arena (Furlong & Marsh, 2010). For this to be effective there is need for inclusivity, dynamism and the ability to span sectoral and national interests and boundaries. Global governance should operate through democratic means as opposed to authoritative means. In additional it should operate more politically open as opposed to bureaucracy and less specialized as opposed to more integration.
Realism has been dominating the international Relations after the Second World War. Certain nations have been using classical realism such as Britain when in its relationship with European Union. Its exit depicts the role of classical realism in play since it exited in order to preserve its self interests. The ideas behind this theory have their roots from the traditional thought that dates back to the writing of Thucydides on the Peloponnesian wars that involved the Greek states of Sparta and Athens (Ceylan, 2016). Thucydides used these wars to show how logic of power in politics depicted the inter-state conflict and relations instead of action or cooperation that is guided by higher moral authority. It showed that the les powerful states just accepted what they were not able to do while the powerful nation just did what they were able to do. The Iraq war in 2003 in which U.S forces invaded the country without clear reasons is another example of classical realism in play. The thoughts of Machiavelli, a political thinker and an Italian philosopher in the sixteen century and the ideas of Thomas Hobbes who was an English philosopher invoked further the idea of realism in the global governance (Furlong & Marsh, 2010). Niccolo Machiavelli proposed a number of guides that political leaders could use to maximize their power and advised leaders to break any promises if there was interest of doing so therefore making some of the scholars of the day labeling him an immoral thinker. Hobbes evoked images that suggested influence of the religion and the need to discern some scientific laws that defines the social behavior of an individual and state. The arguments by Hobbes and Machiavelli tend to support the idea of realism (Peter, 2015).
Basic Tenets of Classical Realism in Global Governance
There exist some assumptions about classical realism. Some of the differences are intriguing while others are subtle. Realists are of the view that these assumptions are based on the observations about the world (Yee-Kuang & Ad'ha Aljunied, 2015). Realism holds the belief that states are the key actors in the international relations and that independence, sovereignty, and self control are the characteristics that should define a state. All states in the world are often motivated by national interests, security and power and that states are like men and behave in self-interested way (Kuang and Aljunied, 2015). The main problem in the world according to the ideology of realism is anarchy which depicts lack of sovereign authority in the global arena to make regulations on the inter-states relations. It is the aggressiveness of the nations and lack of government for the world that lead to conflicts and this is the ever reality that is present in the international relations. To maintain a semblance of peace, law and order, there have to be shifting of alliances that prevents any nation from becoming too powerful as this means threat to other nations (Krickovic, 2015).

International institutions have a major role to play in international relations but will only be effective if they are backed by an effective sanction or force. Further, realists argue that power is the key thing to understanding the motivation of a state and the international behavior. To the realists the main form of power is military power or the physical power (Schuet, 2010). Foregrounding these assumptions, classical realism can be argued to be an attempt to gain understanding of the world from a diplomat or statesman point of view that is under force to operate in a dangerous and uncertain world.

Strength and Weaknesses of Realism
While the ideology of realism may not have been a dominant perspective, historically it has been a dominant tradition in the international relations and this is perhaps the reason as to why it continues to be put into analysis by scholars through structuralism and liberalism. In the recent past realism has attracted wide criticism from feminists, Green theorists, social constructionists and postmodernists (Schuet, 2010). Some of these criticisms of neo-realism and realism are concerned with its ontological and epistemological underpinnings. Point to note is that realism disposes some strength and at the same time it has some weaknesses in the global governance.
Strengths

One of the strength of realism is that it is simple to understand unlike other models in global governance. The involvement of Britain in the European Union is an example of classical realism in play. Classical realism for example in this scenario depicts that Britain places its interests more than any anything. Realism emphasize the principle of power politics and most realists agree that great powers rise or fall ad that wars come and then end which is an important idea that should shape the relations among the states in additional to shaping the behavior of states (Onea, 2012). However, realists fail to accept the idea of real change and insist that the rules of the game cannot be changed. Therefore by failing to recognize real change, realism becomes inherently anti-innovative and conservative. This means that realism may end up being used to serve injustices on the basis that nothing can be done to make changes on the state of affairs (Kirshner, 2012). 
Though some critics of realism argue that realists ignore so a lot, this is not the case. Understanding the basic assumptions about realism and what it puts regard on, one can tell that it is able to address a wide of issues at hand. Realism one places emphasis on power such as military and state power which narrow down to national interests (Brown, 2012). It is a common misunderstanding that realism ignores certain issues such as conservation of environment, rape and torture. Point to note however that realism is concerned with power and nationalism which can only be achieved if these issues are dealt with. Therefore, realism has strength in laying emphasis on the need for nations to concentrate on power and a wide of other issues unlike international relations which is concerned with interactions between nations (Kirshner, 2012).
Weaknesses
Realism though being simplistic has some disadvantage arising from this simplistic nature. The simplistic nature of realism tends to be a weakness on the other hand as it tends to reduce the complex reality about the international relations to few general laws that are applicable over space and time (Krickovic, 2015).Since realism emphasizes centrality of states and also national interests it tends to encourage individuals to see the world in a narrow and ethnocentric manner which points out to its weaknesses (Brown, 2012).  
It ignores and downplays the extent to which nations have collective mutual agreements and interests. For example the failure of U.S. to sign the Ottawa treaty on the use of mines shows that nations only are concerned with their interests and ignores the collective mutual agreements. Further, it underestimates the cooperation scope and the concept of purposive change in the global governance. Another weakness is that it does not provide an explanation as to which decisions can be made by representatives of states but only the reason as to why they can be made (Peter, 2015). Therefore, people in a state will rationally make decisions and on the ground of national interests only. Realism also tends to stress the fact that states are the only player in the international relations and viewing non-state agencies such as multinational corporations as being part of state agency, it tends to not fully define a number of issues in the international relations.
Conclusion
Though the concept of realism tends to be too simple, it presents a gap for criticism. It has several shortcomings which have been reflected by certain events. The subsequent conflicts and war on terror and lack of willingness by America to listen seriously and sympathetically to making investigations on the human rights abuses allegations in Guantanamo Bay, for instance vindicate the propositions of realists. Various authors now are proposing modifications of realism in order to balance the existing differences within the broad idea of realism, Realists are now acknowledging the idea of a changing world and are becoming aware of gender issues, ecological issues and many other issues. Consequently and crucially, realism has become dominant in the global governance.
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