
INTERNATIONAL INTEGRATION

International integration is a financial concept in which countries have an ever greater number of financial transactions,
investments and.

They have agreed on joint action only in the face of obvious common military danger from one of their own
number. In making the decision to join the union they then expose themselves to the spill-over tendencies
implicit in the relations among interest groups, political parties, and civil servants, thus confirming and
accelerating the trend initiated by the original governmental decision to join. In the areas of trade, investment,
and the coordination of foreign economic policies, OECD provides the vehicle for North Atlantic integration,
a vehicle which has not acquired supranational features. Organizations grouping states with political systems,
political parties, interest groups, and social institutions which differ from member to member find it difficult
to make common policy on anything but the most trivial functional concerns Arab League , OAS, UN
Economic Commission for Europe. Less commonly, the functional emphasis is placed on joint defense,
military planning, and rearmament policies, sometimes through the creation of single commands and
procurement systems NATO, Western European Union , Warsaw Pact. Integration here, as elsewhere, is very
much a function of a sense of danger and common purpose triggered by the integration of rival regional blocs
in world politics. Demands and expectations for further centralized spheres of activity develop from
perceptions of inadequate performance on the part of existing institutions. The extent to which the actors
perceive the probable results of their demands on the over-all system is a crucial component of the concept.
Regional efforts at integration may proceed along a directly political front by seeking to work out joint foreign
policies for the associated states OAS, Council of Europe , Arab League , certain African groupings.
Economic unification among southeast Asian countries, following the same argument as Latin America, has
been delayed by territorial disputes. As the summary of the evolution of the concept and the process has
shown, the actual pattern of regional integration can be divided according to 1 the subject matter singled out
for joint action, 2 the nature of the participating states, and 3 the kind of central institutions which they set up.
This theme will now be illustrated. It suggests also that homogeneously distributed totaUtarian elites with a
sharp common purpose, or at least, elites agreeing internationally on some well-defined ideological program,
are equally equipped to advance integration. The positive spill-over concept summarizes adaptive tendencies
of extreme fragilityâ€”tendencies which have been reversed in many well-known historical situations.
Integration, therefore, proceeds on the basis of partial unions and federations among ideologically kindred
revolutionary regimes stressing similar programs of drastic economic and social modernization. This is as true
for the welfare-state-minded socialists as it is for free-trade-oriented liberals. Hence it can be concluded that
for organizations to expand their task they must first be based on specific expectations of the participating
elites. Hence, organizations grouping states of widely differing power and economic potential rarely provide
an ideal setting for the continuation of integration. Patterns of regional integration. The same is true of joint
antisubversion policies and the protection of human rights. Preview Unable to display preview. Both think
they stand to gain from the new dispensation. The same process also defeated the proposed federation of
Tanganyika, Kenya, and Uganda. Truly federal institutions existed for some purposes in east Africa and
functioned in the unsuccessful West Indian Federation until  The parties redefine their conflict and work out a
solution at a higher level, which almost invariably implies the expansion of the mandate or task of an
international or national governmental agency. Middle East Efforts to forge all-Arab unity on the basis of the
purely intergovernmental Arab League failed because of the irreconcilable aims of the nationally based
revolutionary and the traditional elites. Furthermore, rigid elite structures are unlikely to attain a sufficient
degree of instrumental receptivity to the aspirations of others. Hence, the usual conclusion older writers
developed was that the mere convergence of military and security aims was an insufficiently permanent
demand, preventing leagues and alliances from acquiring the constitutions necessary for integration and
therefore disappearing once an immediate military danger was averted. Members of closed elites are unlikely
to possess this kind of adaptive ability.


