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In the face of a globalized world characterized by practices of de-territorialisation,
shifting spaces of political authority, and increasing uncertainty about what is
foreign and what is domestic, foreign policy appears to be an anachronistic and
almost old-fashioned concept which fails to capture the dynamics of contemporary
international relations. A similar problem exists with diplomacy, if viewed
exclusively as an interstate or intergovernmental affair, or as only concerned with the
“foreign” and not also with the “domestic” as well as with varying degrees of
otherness. Used almost interchangeably in some scholarly quarters, the terms foreign
policy and diplomacy are problematized in more critical and sociological approaches,
mostly viewed as distinct or co-constitutive, and sometimes even as antithetical
concepts. This makes it even more necessary to examine current shifts in the theory
and practice of foreign policy and diplomacy together rather than separately.
Work done in diplomatic studies in the last couple of decades or so has challenged
the idea of diplomacy as the special preserve of the state (e.g. Der Derian 1987,
Constantinou 1996, Sharp 1999, Cooper and Hocking 2000, Riordan 2003, Pigman
2011). The so-called English School of International Relations studied diplomacy as a
key institution of the “international society” of states (Bull 1977, Watson 1982) but it
was not until recently that the practice of diplomacy within the “world society” of
groups, movements and individuals was more comprehensively investigated
(Neumann 2003, Constantinou 2006, Sharp 2009). Moreover, some scholars viewed
diplomacy as quite distinct from foreign policy (e.g. Nicolson 1963; cf. Kissinger
1994) yet the normative and ethical implications of this distinction were not fully
explored before the advent of critical diplomatic theory, and its focus on notions of
“diplomatic culture” (Wiseman 2005), bureaucratic routine (Neumann 2005 ),
diplomatic flexibility (Copeland, 2009) “diplomatic thinking” (Sharp 2009) and
“sustainable diplomacy” (Wellman 2004, Constantinou and Der Derian 2010). Within
critical diplomatic studies, interesting works have looked at emerging trends and
new practices, such as the political economy (Lee and Hudson, 2004) and
anthropological dimensions of diplomacy (Neumann, forthcoming), the privatization
of diplomacy (Hocking 2004), sub-state diplomacy (Cornago 2010), the new public
diplomacy (Mellisen 2005), the transformation of EU diplomatic practice (Batora
2005), and the impact of NGOs and celebrity diplomacy (Betsill and Corell 2008,
Cooper 2007). To that extent, there currently exists a challenge and a need to bring
these studies together in order to understand and explain changes in contemporary
diplomatic practice.
The analysis of foreign policy – tellingly identified by many “Foreign Policy
Analysis“ (or: FPA) scholars as a “subfield” of International Relations with a distinct
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approach (Hudson 2005) – has struggled to prove its scientific credentials in the
mainstream of academic scholarship ever since the behavioural revolution had
succeeded in establishing a certain understanding of what “theory“ ought to look
like (Wæver 2007; Hellmann 2009). As a result the disciplinary study of foreign
policy has largely remained fixated on how to manage a multitude of variables for
the sake of “building theory“ (as defined by positivists). The historicity of foreign
policy as a contingent political practice has largely remained outside the scope.
Recent attempts at broadening our conceptions of what it may mean to
“theorize“foreign policy (Hellmann/Jørgensen, forthcoming) have sketched new
paths for linking an appreciation of the historicity and complexity of social action
with the needs of theory building.
A similar trend can be observed with regard to the connection between diplomacy
and foreign policy. In IR discourse this link has traditionally been conceptualized as
a rather simple “objective vs. tool” relationship, in which diplomacy represents
merely a “lesser tool of foreign policy” (James 1993), a medium for communicating
and negotiating much more fundamental – and usually objective, i.e. given and
natural – foreign policy interests. Classical accounts of Foreign Policy usually
attribute and restrict this practice to the “main actors” of the system and bearers of
sovereignty – nation states – which in this view aim to defend their internal
“national” interests vis-à-vis an “external” environment. It therefore should not come
as a surprise that foreign policy appeared to be anachronistic in a world of
increasingly uncertain distinctions of “home” and “abroad” (Hill 2010) - especially in
Europe (White 1999) - and a (correspondently hypothesized) decreasing relevance of
the state. Yet this view has been recently challenged by more sociologically and
anthropologically inspired/orientated approaches to foreign policy which emphasize
its quality as a (socio-)political practice and thereby point to its social function in
boundary construction and maintenance (Campbell 1992; Doty 1993; Hill 2003), as
well as its relevance under conditions of globalization. Thus, “foreign” policy has not
seized to exist, but – rather to the contrary - has even gained in relevance. Following
this reading, (socio-)political practices of border maintenance always entail the
production of a specific notion of “foreignness” and “we-ness” which needs to be
socially actualized in order to be effectual. For this reason it appears to be a
promising undertaking to analyze historical as well as current transformations of
foreign policy by examining those agents who are assigned the duty of conducting
foreign relations and who routinely enact the notions of “we-ness” and foreignness
in their daily business(es) – the diplomats. Bringing together scholars from the fields
of foreign policy and diplomatic analysis therefore seems to be a promising way of
contributing to the understanding and explanation of changes in contemporary
international relations as a whole.
This proposed workshop seeks to link the study and practice of foreign policy and
diplomacy with changes and transformations taking place in global politics. To do
so, firstly, the diachronic or conceptual history dimension needs to be addressed,
specifically by examining a set of issues relating to the evolution of “foreign policy”
and “diplomacy” as distinct and historically contingent practices that had to respond
2

to and were shaped by major political transformations. Secondly, going beyond a
systemic understanding of foreign policy and a merely interpersonal understanding
of diplomacy, we want to emphasize a broader conceptualization of practices in the
way they can affect the constitution and transformation of notions of political
subjectivity, sovereignty, national identity, mediation and international order.
Thirdly, we want to examine the extent to which the combination of new
technologies, actors and networks impacts on both the objectives, methods and
practices of foreign policy and diplomacy, and indeed how new forms of
interrelatedness and interconnection reconfigure regional and global power
relationships.
In order to open up and systemize this broad field of study our interest is theoretical
as well as empirical. Among others, relevant questions to be addressed in this context
might include: What are the potential benefits and costs of focusing on foreign policy
and diplomacy as historically contingent practices (rather than as ahistoric practices
which merely need to be approached analytically)? What does it mean to conceive
both foreign policy and diplomacy as political practices transcending what is usually
(if misleadingly) called the “Westphalian” state system? What follows from that for
foreign policy and diplomatic analyses? Through which engagements and discursive
practices are foreign policy and diplomatic actors constituted in relation to particular
socio-political environments? How does foreign policy/diplomatic culture evolve
and change? To what extent can the practices of foreign policy and diplomacy
themselves be considered as dynamic factors in the constitution and transformation
of international relations and notions of international order? If we allow for such
effects, how might we gauge the transformative causal powers of foreign policy and
diplomacy- and where would we look in actually trying to locate them? Does
“paradiplomacy” offer opportunities for the transformation of diplomatic relations or
is it merely a subcontracting and normalization of state practice? Might this practice
be an example of how foreign policy actors constitute themselves, that is, how they
come to be acceptable “players” in the first place? How are we to understand new
developments, like the European Neighborhood Policy, European External Action
Service, “transformational diplomacy” or “smart power”? Do these developments
represent genuinely new forms of conducting foreign relations? If so, how far do
claims to foreign policy and diplomatic transformation hide new ideological biases
and new forms of power and hegemony? How can we account for the relationship
between globalization and the (continued or even heightened) relevance of practices
of foreign policy and diplomacy? To what extent and how does globalization
constitute a challenge to (prevailing routine) practices of foreign policy and
diplomacy and what would be particularly telling events in this respect?
These questions are merely suggestive for the papers and contributions invited for
the proposed workshop. However, they underline that the workshop is supposed to
take a fresh look at where we stand (and where we might head) in IR in the fields of
diplomacy and foreign policy analysis. In short, we want to try to combine historical
depth with current innovations in practice as well as issues of topical significance,
but also to examine what relevant insights different theoretical approaches can bring
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to the study of the current transformation of foreign policy and diplomacy.
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