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Abstract: The importance of the study of revolutions and the impact they have had on the evolution and dynamics of 

international relations, from its theoretical and conceptual aspect and its significance for the system of international relations, is 

explained. It is argued that the concept of Revolution has been approached with relative systematization by social theory and 

that there are different visions of the term, according to different ideological, classist and historical interpretations. It is also 

analyzed from the thinking logic of the different classical schools of International Relations Theory. The author considers that, 

one hundred years after the October Revolution, it is of vital importance for peoples, in an era characterized by the systemic 

crisis of the contemporary capitalist economy, which generates serious global problems: climate crises, food crises and 

political crises. With the multiple crises that humanity is going through, the international scenario could be marked by new 

revolutionary processes that Lenin called the weakest links in the imperialist chain. The specific characteristics of these 

changes could contribute qualitatively new elements for the construction of a pluripolar international system, as an alternative 

to the multipolar recomposition of international relations on the initiative of the United States and the European Union, powers 

interested in achieving a world balance of power, which serves to perpetuate the domination over the weakest states of the 

system and the practice of a coordinated policy towards the containment or regression of the global revolutionary phenomenon.  
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1. Introduction 

In an interesting reflection entitled "Mubarak's luck is 

cast" Fidel Castro Ruz, the leader of the Cuban Revolution, 

analyzed that the world was facing simultaneously and for 

the first time three problems: climate crises, food crises and 

political crises [1]. But a little earlier, referring to "The 

serious food crisis," he wondered: "Will the United States be 

able to stop the revolutionary wave that is shaking the Third 

World? [2]. 

Rationality indicates that in these global conditions of 

climate crises, food crises and political crises, the United 

States would not have many possibilities or capacity to resist 

or stop a permanent revolutionary wave that shakes the Third 

World. Its powerful nuclear weapons, its satellites and its 

media power would be impotent and useless in the face of the 

revolutionary fervor of the peoples, regardless of the colors 

of their revolutions and the content of their demands. 

At the beginning of the 21st century, the United States also 

found it complex to contain the collapse of its empire, the 

cause, as the first imperialist power, of catastrophic wars for 

humanity and, of course, of the three essential problems 

mentioned by Fidel in his reflection. 

Faced with the thrust of a world revolutionary situation 

unleashed by the global crisis of capitalism, revolution, and 

its impact on the transformation of international relations, 

takes on vital importance for the peoples. It is hoped that the 

new revolutionary processes that emerge throughout the 21st 

century will contribute to the radical change of current 

international relations, still under the control of a handful of 

powers that self-proclaim the International Community to 

keep the countries of the South in check, be it through the 
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control of capital, the UN Security Council or with media or 

military power. 

2. Importance of Studying the 

Revolution 

Hence the importance of studying the Revolution, from its 

theoretical and conceptual point of view and its significance 

for transforming international relations more than ever. The 

concept of revolution has been approached with relative 

systematization by social theory and there are different 

visions of the term, according to different ideological, classist 

and historical interpretations. 

From antiquity theorists of politics were interested in the 

problems associated with the cyclical change of power, the 

individual and collective efforts to overthrow a government 

by means of violence, as well as in the understanding of the 

moral and economic justifications of the revolution. 

Revolutionary sentiments within a state were usually 

attributed to a discrepancy between the wishes of the people 

and their perceptible situation, a divergence that gave rise to 

a certain political disagreement about the basis on which 

society should be organized and function. 

Contemporary political theory was responsible for 

distinguishing between genuine revolutions and other 

phenomena that were often called by the same name, for 

example: coups d'état of a military nature or supported by 

the military, the illegal prolongation of the period of 

government of a leader or president, and other relatively 

sudden acts of seizure of power by small groups of high-

level individuals; various forms of popular, peasant, urban, 

religious revolts or rebellions and even the processes of 

political disintegration or rupture, known in their various 

forms: state, regional, colonial, ethnic or religious. 

However, none of these phenomena has a necessary or 

obligatory direct relationship with the real revolutionary 

change in society. 

In the twentieth century bourgeois theoretical approaches 

to international politics analyzed revolution as a form of 

violent conflict in international relations. The school of 

political realism emphasized that revolutions are part of the 

conflictive dynamics of states and the inevitable struggle for 

power among the main protagonists of international politics. 

The obviously realistic vision of Mark N. Hagopian 

defined revolution as a prolonged crisis in one or more of the 

traditional stratification systems (class, social condition, 

power) of a political community. It involves a deliberate and 

elite-led action to abolish or rebuild one or more of these 

systems through an intensification of political power and 

recourse to violence. [3] 

In the same vein, for Crane Brinton and other pre-World 

War II theorists, revolutions took place when the gap 

between distributed political power and distributed social 

power within a society became intolerable. [4] 

In such circumstances, the social classes that are 

experiencing some of the benefits of progress wish to 

develop more rapidly than through the possibilities granted 

by the system, and thus feel frustrated and paralyzed. 

Discontent over the distribution of economic results, social 

prestige and political power spreads, traditional values are 

openly questioned and a new social myth challenges the old 

one. Intellectuals become alienated from political life and 

gradually move from new criticisms to withdrawing loyalty 

to the political system. The ruling elites begin to lose 

confidence in themselves, in their beliefs and in their ability 

to direct and solve social problems; the old elites become too 

rigid to attract the emerging elites in their ranks and 

accelerate polarization. 

Revolution also occurs when there is a profound 

contradiction between those who want to achieve rapid 

change and those who are opposed to change. According to 

some authors, the breaking point is reached when the 

instruments of social control fall, especially the army and the 

police, establishing alliances with the unhappy elements; or 

the government, in office, proves inept at using those 

instruments of social control. [5] 

For their part, liberal or institutionalist approaches also 

perceive in revolutions events of a violent nature that disrupt 

the gradual and orderly evolution of society. These notions, 

guided by the theories of functionalism, were preeminent in 

the work of the American sociologist Talcott Parsons, who 

emphasized the need for consensus and equilibrium in 

society, observing in the conflict something rather abnormal, 

which breaks precisely with the social order. Parsons was 

more interested in the social order than in social change, in 

social statics than in the dynamics of processes, because for 

his school, conflict generates disturbing and dysfunctional 

consequences for society. [6] 

In Europe, another aspect of this current, which tried to 

reconcile the study of equilibrium and social consensus with 

conflict, had a marked influence through the work of 

sociologists Max Weber, Ralf Dahrendorf [7] and Emile 

Durkheim. [8] Even with its recognised theoretical 

contributions on collective behaviour, social beliefs, political 

leadership and integration processes, functionalist thought 

was not characterised by its revolutionary character, but by 

its pragmatic aims aimed at solving society's immediate 

problems, in order to achieve the preservation of the 

capitalist social order. [9] 

In one way or another, most sociologists influenced by 

Karl Marx's ideas have considered that conflict can serve 

positive or progressive social ends. The revolutionary 

conflict has been catalogued as a useful means for the 

resolution of disputes within a society and between nation-

states on the international stage. Thus, many political 

scientists of this time accept conflict as a central explanatory 

category for the analysis of social change or progress, 

starting from a complete theorization of society in its aspects 

of continuity and change, which analyzes in class and 

economic conditioning the basis of all social contradiction 

and of the world revolutionary conflict. [10] 
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3. The Fundamental Scientific 

Conception on the Social Revolution 

This fundamental scientific conception on the social 

revolution is exposed in the work of Marx, Engels and Lenin. 

[8] A fundamental premise of Marxism has been that the 

sharpening of the contradictions of capitalism creates the 

conditions for the revolution that will defeat it and opens the 

way to a more just and solidary society, for which the 

abolition of private property was an essential objective, 

attending to the proposal contained in The Manifesto of the 

Communist Party. [11] 

By analysing the situation of international relations in the 

mid-19th century, Marx and Engels diagnosed that the 

revolution would be led by the proletariat of the 

industrialised countries of Europe and, years later, Engels 

foresaw how the development of Western Europe operated 

against the violent struggle and in favour of parliamentary 

action by the working class. Later, Lenin led the Bolshevik 

Party to break "the weakest link in the imperialist chain", 

with the idea that it would be a contribution to the world 

revolution that would have its center in Germany, according 

to the logic of Marx's thought [12] 

Social revolutions are determined by the objective laws of 

social development and, in contemporary times, have their 

origin in the economic, social and political contradictions of 

the capitalist system. Lenin was convinced that "revolutions 

are not made by commission, they cannot be made to 

coincide with this or that moment, but they mature in the 

process of historical development and explode in a moment 

conditioned by internal and external causes". [13] 

In this way, the Leninist interpretation of revolutions 

indicates that, from the nineteenth century until today, Marx's 

philosophy constitutes a valid general theory to study the 

revolutionary movement of societies through the use of a 

certain number of specific instruments, categories or basic 

variables, among which are fundamental the concepts of 

mode of production and class struggle between exploited and 

exploiters. Marx's influence transcended far beyond the 

theoreticians or historians who interpreted the national and 

international spheres inspired by his ideas, since his work 

offers an integral and coherent methodological vision for the 

analysis of the dynamics of social processes in the epoch of 

the capitalist mode of production. 

Curiously, the British Marxist historian Eric Hobsbawm 

[14] pointed out that the globalized capitalist world that 

emerged in the nineties of the twentieth century resulted, in 

many ways, enigmatically similar to the one that Marx had 

predicted in 1848 in The Communist Manifesto, but now, 

without a doubt, with more complexity due to the conflicts 

and global problems derived from the interaction of multiple 

phenomena of an economic, financial, military, technological 

and transnational nature accumulated by the capitalist system 

that generates them without a real perspective or possibility 

of solution. For that reason the importance of going to Marx 

and the just praise to his inevitable return in the current 

international conjuncture. [15] 

The conditions that are source of the potential human 

conflict, that is to say the socioeconomic problems, the 

violent and aggressive impulses originated from the 

frustration when measuring the concrete against the ideal, the 

withdrawal and the alienation of the existing social 

structures, plus other similar factors in the epoch of Marx, are 

becoming more common on a planetary scale. 

In almost every latitude of the world system, due to the 

expansive influence of information and communication 

technologies, the gap between the expected fulfillment oires) 

is widening among many nations, peoples and individuals, 

especially in the Third World: the Middle East, Asia, Africa 

and Latin America, regional scenarios in which the process of 

social, economic and political development is seldom able to 

provide satisfaction at the increasing rate of peoples' 

aspirations. As a whole, in therein almost every latitude of 

the world system, due to the expansive influence of 

information and communication technologies, the gap 

between the expected fulfilment of needs and the concrete 

consummation of needs (aspirations or desires) is widening 

among many nations, peoples and individuals, especially in 

the Third World: the Middle East, Asia, Africa and Latin 

America, regional scenarios in which the process of social, 

economic and political development is seldom able to 

provide satisfaction at the increasing rate of peoples' 

aspirations. As a whole, in these geographical regions (with 

two thirds of humanity in underdevelopment, poverty and 

marginalization), inequality with respect to the developed 

North increases, as well as the real possibility of a 

revolutionary wave. 

4. Revolution in the World-system of the 

21st Century 

The current era offers a globalized capitalist system and 

impressive advances in scientific-technological renovation; 

the classist and economic problems synthesized in the North-

South conflict or contradiction occupy an outstanding plane 

in the dynamics of international relations. 

This conflict represents a tendency that increased after the 

disappearance of the East-West confrontation, which 

dominated the international context during the prolonged 

Cold War. The gap between rich and poor or between North 

and South tends to increase at an unprecedented rate, because 

the developed capitalist countries, where just over 20% of the 

world's population resides, appropriate or benefit from 80% 

of the planet's productive or natural wealth. In the last 

decades of the 20th century and in the first decade of the 

21st, neoliberal economic policies deepened the abyss and 

plunder that alienated underdeveloped countries from the 

central powers of world capitalism. 

Related to the North-South conflict, serious global 

problems appear, such as the exponential demographic 

growth in the third world regions and the scarcity of food, 

precisely when the planet enters a critical phase due to the 

exhaustion of non-renewable natural resources. In addition, 



140 Leyde Ernesto Rodríguez Hernández:  The International Relations Theory and Revolution: Epistemological  

Debates and Impacts on International Relations 

the ecological crisis due to the deterioration of the 

environment, the pollution of the seas, rivers, the reduction of 

forests, the affectation of the ozone layer in the upper 

atmosphere and the evidence of climate change with the 

gradual melting of the large masses of ice concentrated in the 

polar ice caps and the consequent global warming, which 

threatens a terrible catastrophe with unforeseeable 

consequences for the survival of the human species.  

These problems that afflict the planet are a direct 

consequence of unbridled exploitation and capitalist 

barbarism. The greatest responsibility for this state of affairs 

lies with the most developed countries in the system, which 

achieved high levels of economic expansion on the basis of a 

model of life and a highly consumerist and wasteful 

economy. 

Faced with the desolate panorama of the capitalist system, 

particularly its poor and underdeveloped periphery, social 

scientists return to Marx's thinking to adopt new 

socioeconomic models that make more efficient use of 

human and natural resources and contribute to conserving or 

renewing them with sustainable development policies for the 

benefit of humanity.  

Large popular sectors of the United States and the 

European Union suffer the economic inequalities and 

injustices of capitalist societies in the so-called technotronic 

or post-industrial phase, divided into antagonistic social 

classes. Even in the times of economic globalization, the 

process of capitalist development always produces perverse 

and asymmetrical effects in relation to the benefits obtained 

by peoples. The rupture or disconnection with the traditional 

mechanisms of capitalist domination plays a crucial role in 

the growth of the potential for revolutionary conflict 

engendered by the contradictions between rich and poor, or 

between a privileged minority and the majorities under the 

dictatorship of capital. 

Revolution will be inevitable in the world-system of the 

21st century, for throughout history class conflict has been 

the engine of social change. Revolutions are the only possible 

way to resolve the antagonistic contradiction between rich 

and poor within societies and in the transformation of 

international relations towards a truly democratic, just and 

human system. 

In Marxism and Lenin's ideas lies the theory and strategy 

of the revolution, because, as Che pointed out: "in short, we 

must bear in mind that imperialism is a world system, the last 

stage of capitalism, and that it must be defeated in a great 

world confrontation. The strategic aim of this struggle must 

be the destruction of imperialism [...] The fundamental 

element of this strategic aim will be, then, the real liberation 

of de peoples". In Che's thought only through revolution 

could a more solidary social order be reached, the abolition 

of capitalism and the formation of a "new man". [16] 

In light of current events in Venezuela, Bolivia, Ecuador, 

Nicaragua, El Salvador, and other Latin American countries, 

and even of the non-traditional transformative processes of 

the Latin American revolutionaries of the twentieth century, 

it could be said that the seizure of political power by the 

exploited does not necessarily entail violence or 

revolutionary war. Marx was aware of the role of violence in 

history, but considered it less important than the 

contradictions inherent in the old society for the achievement 

of the ultimate end of the proletarians and exploited: the 

defeat of capitalism. 

The German philosopher foresaw a series of increasingly 

intense clashes between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie 

(exploited and exploiters) until the eruption of a revolution 

that would eventually lead to the overthrow of the 

bourgeoisie and the building of a socialist society. With its 

own dynamics and specificity, in different regions and 

countries of the international system, the inevitable collision 

between antagonistic social classes would be a variable of 

change and human emancipation in the 21st century. 

5. Interesting Results 

Marxist theorists have not offered a comprehensive and 

systematic study of the impact of revolutions on the system 

of international relations of this era. Some political scientists 

agree that the modern world-system has been shaped largely 

by revolutions, conflicts and wars. [17] 

The last four centuries were marked by great and historic 

revolutions of a bourgeois, socialist and/or national liberation 

character. For Marxist theorists, revolutions are the 

locomotives of history because they accelerate the processes 

of development and human progress. Since the 17th century 

revolutions have made important contributions to the 

development of modernity. Not only have they promoted 

political and social transformations within nations, but also 

the very dynamics of international relations. 

The current international system is the result of the 

geographical expansion and complexity of the system of 

states that emerged in Europe in the seventeenth century, 

after a long historical process initiated, approximately, in the 

fourteenth and fifteenth centuries and that would convulse 

that continent. 

In short, the international system is a consequence of the 

emergence of capitalism, which established new political 

structures and created modern national-territorial states, 

which concretized in practice the political aspirations of the 

intellectuals of the Renaissance and of the ascending 

bourgeoisie as the ruling class. The seventeenth, eighteenth 

and nineteenth centuries were the scene of the expansion of 

that system to encompass the five continents. 

The triumphant European capitalism, with more 

consolidated technology, science and political institutions 

submitted to its colonial domination the territories 

"discovered" and conquered by the force of arms in America, 

Asia and Africa. The historical revolutions that impacted 

those centuries and influenced the evolution and 

conformation of a system of international relations were the 

following: 

- 17th century: Dutch and English revolutions. 

- In the 17th century: North American, French, Haitian 

revolutions and their aftermath in the independence 
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revolutions in Latin America at the beginning of the 19th 

century. 

- 19th century: European revolutions of 1848 [18] and the 

Paris Commune in 1871. [19] 

The expansion of capitalism created the world market and 

brought together the most distant regions of the planet on the 

basis of the most brutal exploitation, looting, genocide of 

indigenous populations and the imposition of European 

culture. In this historical period, new States emerged on the 

subjugated continents, with the consent of Europe or for the 

struggle of the peoples for their independence. The inclusion 

of the American republics in the European international 

system, which extended their recognition of their rights, was 

the first major expansion of the system which, until the 

beginning of the 20th century, would maintain its hegemonic 

centre in the dominant bourgeois Europe.  

At the end of the 19th century, in the midst of the 

development of monopoly capitalism in its imperialist phase, 

two new powers, one in America (the United States) and the 

other in Asia (Japan), challenged Europe's international 

supremacy. The international system at the dawn of the 20th 

century began to become global and the hegemonic center 

began a shift to other continents. 

In this context, the revolution that took place in Russia on 

October 25, 1917, according to the Julian calendar 

(November 7 in the Gregorian calendar), distinguished from 

other revolutions by its world character, was the most 

important political event of the twentieth century: it 

represented a radical turn in the history of humanity, a turn 

from the old capitalist system to socialism; it was the first 

time that the proletariat triumphed and seized power. This 

elevated to the scale of fundamental objective not that one 

form of exploitation replaced another or that one group of 

exploiters replaced another group of exploiters, but the 

suppression of all kinds of exploitation of man by man, the 

suppression of each and every exploiting group, the 

organization of a new society, of socialist society without 

classes. The Great Socialist Revolution of October opened 

for humanity a new era of possibilities towards the 

construction of socialism. 

Its impact was palpable both in America and in Europe. 

Although the revolution did not expand socialism as an 

immediate effect, it gave other troubled Third World 

countries an example to follow. In order to understand the 

evolution of international relations in the 20th and 21st 

centuries, it is essential to analyze how the October 

Revolution contributed to national liberation and the 

construction of popular democracies of other peoples, such as 

Cuba, China, Vietnam or Guyana. The heroic days of 

October - as described by the North American journalist John 

Reed - shook the world. [20] No later fact has been able to 

diminish the prowess of the Russian Bolsheviks, who knew 

how to combine the highest European political intellectuality 

with the revolutionary spirit of the Russian working class and 

the struggle of the peasants for land and their rights. Those 

actions constituted an imperishable example in the dispute of 

the peoples for the conquest of freedom. 

Because of the transcendence of the revolutions that shook 

the world -the October Revolution or Soviet Revolution in 

1917, the Chinese Revolution in 1949 and the Cuban 

Revolution in 1959, among others of national liberation in 

the Third World- the 20th century inaugurated a new era in 

international politics. The powerful anti-colonialist and anti-

imperialist movement that developed, particularly after 1945, 

dealt the final blow to the old colonial system of the main 

capitalist metropolises. This historic process led to the 

formation of new independent states on almost every 

continent, mainly in the Third World. For the first time in the 

history of international relations, the international system 

reached an effectively global or planetary dimension. 

Revolutions have an immediate influence beyond the 

national borders of states, introducing historical leaps and 

social upheavals that determine or condition the foreign 

policy of countries through a kinematics of continuity and 

change, which affects the global scope of international 

relations and contributes to the evolution and formation of 

the international system. Today it is a system made up of 

more than 190 interacting States, to which is added a 

multiplicity of transnational entities, not directly State, with 

political influence, in some cases greater than the individual 

foreign policy of many States. 

The international system remained basically heterogeneous 

despite the collapse or strategic renunciation of the Soviet 

Union and the European socialist bloc, which determined the 

end of the East-West confrontation and a conjunctural change 

in the correlation of forces, in favour of the capitalist system 

and the United States intoxicated in its unipolar leadership. 

These abrupt modifications of the world geostrategic map 

placed the capitalist economic-social formation in an 

unquestionable supremacy during a certain historical period.  

However, the international system continues in an era of 

transition from capitalism to socialism, since in it there still 

coexist, in a dilemma of cooperation and hostility, capitalist, 

imperialist, socialist, developed and underdeveloped states, 

with regimes of various kinds: reactionary and revolutionary. 

It should be noted that, since the appearance of the capitalist 

market that gave rise to imperialism, the dynamics of 

international politics ceased to develop only among states, 

since internationalist solidarity among peoples, societies and 

dissimilar social sectors, fighting for a better and possible 

world, has begun to overflow national frameworks to become 

an essential force in the revolutionary transformation of 

international relations. At the same time, these facts are 

intertwined from the confrontation of the capitalist 

transnationals independent of their States.  

6. Conclusion 

With the multiple crises that humanity is going through, 

the international scenario could be marked by new 

revolutionary processes that Lenin called the weakest links in 

the imperialist chain. The specific characteristics of these 

changes could contribute qualitatively new elements for the 

construction of a pluripolar international system, as an 



142 Leyde Ernesto Rodríguez Hernández:  The International Relations Theory and Revolution: Epistemological  

Debates and Impacts on International Relations 

alternative to the multipolar recomposition of international 

relations on the initiative of the United States and the 

European Union, powers interested in achieving a world 

balance of power, which serves to perpetuate the domination 

over the weakest states of the system and the practice of a 

coordinated policy towards the containment or regression of 

the global revolutionary phenomenon. [21] 

In this scenario, the revolutions in Cuba, Venezuela, 

Ecuador [22] and Bolivia represent the agreement of an 

advance of the South American pole towards the construction 

of poles of plural power and ideals. These diverse but deeply 

anti-imperialist revolutions favor a genuine process of 

construction of socialism in the 21st century, when 

imperialism still presupposes the antechamber of social 

revolution, as Lenin warned in 1917. But now in a more 

globalized proportion of the North-South conflict in 

international relations.  

The military intervention in Libya, the growing military 

interventionism in Syria and the threats against Iran have 

been part of the opportunist responses of the United States 

and the European Union to the collapse of their system of 

domination and plunder in North Africa and the Middle East, 

as genuinely popular movements emerged in Tunisia, Egypt 

and other countries. All this was also interrelated with the 

strategy of the imperialist powers to seize large reserves of 

oil, water and confiscate financial assets in times of serious 

economic and social crisis of the capitalist system. The most 

recent examples of popular insurrections in Tunisia and 

Egypt testify to the rebellion of the peoples against capitalist 

domination. And it is only an advance, or an advance, 

whatever you want to call it. [23] 
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