
should be considered alongside John Hobson’s

Eurocentric Conception of World Politics1 in terms of

importance on this topic. As the subtitle states, the text

focuses on non-Western considerations of imperialism,

colonialism and global modernity. This is conducted

through a range of essays that analyse the processes of

colonial conditions, cultural contexts and the possibil-

ities for moving beyond Western constructs of the

nation state.

In substantive form, the book takes the following

path. Initially, Shilliam provides an excellent opening

essay highlighting the inadequacy of Western thought

through the primacy of its epistemological preferences,

which are tied to colonial/imperial experiences. He also

calls on us to re-orient towards the non-West, which

the rest of the text does with great efficacy. The

opening section attempts to overcome the fact that

although the ‘colonial condition has been more the

normal than exceptional historical path to modernity’

(p. 4), there has been limited engagement with such a

condition on its own terms. To assist in overcoming

such a lacuna, there are essays on Cuban colonial

modernity (Chapter 3), the thought and practice of

anti-racism and emancipation through several thinkers

(Chapter 4), and questions about the ‘Jewish Colony’

(Chapter 5). The second section moves to explore

various cultural contexts, with a focus on Islamic demo-

cratic participation and political thought (Chapters 6

and 7, respectively), Japanese humanism (Chapter 8)

and contemporary Chinese International Relations

theory (Chapter 9). The third section moves beyond the

confines of nation state constructs to consider cosmo-

politanism in the Francophone Caribbean (Chapter 10),

the ethical modernity of Jawaharlal Nehru (Chapter 11)

and radical anti-colonial thought in Africa (Chapter 12).

The text is rounded off with some ‘untimely reflections’

(Chapter 13) on how the non-Western world has not

succumbed to the process of global modernity tout court,
but may provide the foundations upon which to

re-invigorate the field of IR through differentiated

understanding of such a historical process.

This edited text offers a vital intervention into the

process of thinking beyond the confines of Western

academia and its dominant epistemology. Any student

of IR who does not take such texts to offer a

thoroughgoing reflection not only of the non-Western

terrain but also of our own practices within the West

will be left intellectually and culturally poorer for it.

Note
1 Hobson, J. (2012) The Eurocentric Conception of World Poli-

tics: Western International Theory, 1760–2010. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Jamie Jordan
(University of Nottingham)

Who Wins? Predicting Strategic Success and

Failure in Armed Conflict by Patricia L. Sullivan.

Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012. 177pp.,

£17.99, ISBN 978 0 19 987835 2

This short book is an ambitious attempt to tackle some

of the big questions in the field of international secu-

rity. Why do great powers lose wars against much

weaker opponents? Under what conditions can actors

employ military force to achieve their political objec-

tives? Why do actors decide to go to war and what

determines their ability to prevail? Patricia Sullivan’s

general response to these questions is that strategic

success in war – the attainment of political rather than

military objectives – necessitates that an actor’s goals,

available means and strategic approach be aligned.

While this insight is not novel, she offers a predictive

model that combines a typology of war aims (based on

how dependent they are on target compliance) and

military strategies (punishment or denial in nature)

with measures of destructive capacity and cost toler-

ance to explain when states are likely to achieve their

political objectives through military force.

Sullivan statistically tests the model using two large-N

datasets: the Correlates of War Project’s Militarized

Interstate Dispute and her own Military Intervention by

Powerful States. She finds, inter alia, that the balance of

military capabilities between the belligerents is a critical

determinant of war outcomes only when the objects at

stake can be seized and held with physical force alone,

while tolerance for costs is more significant when the war

aims require a change in target behaviour. In essence, the

more compliance-dependent a political objective, the

more difficult it is to translate it into operational military

objectives and to establish a clear link between destructive

capacity and the desired end state.

Overall, the model is logically consistent and has a

stronger predictive power than its rival theories.

However, primary reliance on comparative statistical

approaches does not give us much analytical purchase

when we seek to explain individual cases, especially in
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the absence of specific causal mechanisms linking the

belligerents’ different military and political objectives

to different pre-war assessments, destructive capacities,

cost tolerance and their evolving strategic choices and

different war outcomes. There are also some measure-

ment and conceptual labelling problems – e.g. desig-

nating war aims based on the methods to acquire them,

or the conflation between the different levels of strat-

egy and levels of goals.

The book nevertheless offers a solid, precise and

original theoretical model worthy of further develop-

ment and discussion by scholars of international secu-

rity. Future research could extend its logic, formulate

specific causal mechanisms and tackle the different pro-

cesses related to the belligerents’ goal formation and

their change or evolution during war.

Evan A. Laksmana
(Syracuse University)

War, Clausewitz and the Trinity by Thomas

Waldman. Farnham: Ashgate, 2013. 203pp., £55.00,

ISBN 978 1 4094 5139 6

Carl von Clausewitz’s On War requires a patient

reader. It is disjointed, unfinished, conceptually out-

dated and even contradictory at times. But it remains

the single most important book in the study of war,

and this is not only because of its penetrating and

sobering insights on the nature and character of war

and warfare, but also because of its capacity to deter-

mine dichotomist paths of understanding conflict as a

socio-political phenomenon. However, much of the

ink with which Clausewitz has been written about

draws deceptive and theoretically void hagiographies

that either mislead ‘or do not fully convey the com-

plexity of his arguments’ (p. 1). Thomas Waldman’s

new book, War, Clausewitz and the Trinity, challenges

this pattern of thinking and articulates an intellectually

refreshing and novel understanding of the core

elements of Clausewitz’s theory of war: the trinity.

Analysing the interplay of passion, chance and

policy, Waldman maps the Clausewitzian mind pri-

marily not as an author, but as a careful and avid

reader. As a modern lector belli, Waldman departs from

existing Clausewitzian thinking by clarifying that ‘the

trinity is a framework that is intended to convey dyna-

mism, flexibility, change and complexity’ (p. 185).

Elsewhere, the author emphasises that it is fundamental

to understand the idea of trinity as encompassing not

the people, the commander and the government, but

rather a triptych of tendencies that has ‘been variously

condensed into short-hand versions such as “violence,

chance and politics”, “hostility, change and purpose”

or even “irrational, non-rational and rational factors” ’

(p. 6). Moreover, as ‘the idea of change is thus integral

to the concept’ (p. 56) of war, Waldman sets his study

of the three tendencies in the debate surrounding the

contemporary relevance of Clausewitz. With Enlight-

ened rationality, and while stressing the importance of

Clausewitz’s work for the current security environ-

ment, Waldman proposes the less radical approach of

integrating the arguments as opposed to deepening the

academic schism.

Against this background, Waldman deconstructs the

trinity by making use of a methodology that remains

consistent throughout the entire book. The analysis of

the trinity is clear and comprehensive, and captures the

theoretical complexity of passion, chance and policy.

For example, Waldman masterfully examines the role

of chance and observes the process through which

Clausewitz integrated it into the analysis of war by

developing its military explanatory capacity. Further-

more, the comparison of war with a chameleon, ‘fric-

tion’, the role of the context, as well as the idea of the

‘fog of war’ are Clausewitzian concepts that are also

examined in this book, which is a truly ground-

breaking study of strategic thinking.

Vladimir Rauta
(University of Nottingham)

Humanitarian Intervention by Thomas G. Weiss.

Cambridge: Polity Press, second edition, 2012. 226pp.,

£14.99, ISBN 978 0 7456 5981 7

Humanitarian Intervention – now updated and expanded

in this second edition – analyses the concept of the

‘Responsibility to Protect’ (R2P). Thomas Weiss’ aim

is to understand whether we are witnessing a new

normative era as well as the emergence of more inci-

sive practices of humanitarian intervention that stress

the responsibility of every state to diminish the suffer-

ing of human beings. First, Weiss presents his concep-

tual building blocks: (1) the notion of humanitarian

intervention itself; (2) the principles of state sover-

eignty and non-intervention defining the Westphalian

order; (3) respect for human rights; and (4) the nature
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