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A world in disarray

Read the passage of the world in disarray. In a new after-story for the paperback edition, Richard Haas looks at events over the past year (2017) and argues that the world is in more disarray than it was a year ago, in a small part because of the Trump administration's foreign policy. Read more about: U.S.
Foreign Policy International Relations World Order These are not ordinary times. It will not be business as usual in a world of disarray; as a consequence, it cannot be foreign policy as usual, writes Richard Haas, president of the Council on Foreign Relations, in his latest book The World in Disarray:
American Foreign Policy and the Crisis of the Old Order—a timely examination of the world, increasingly defined by disarray. In three parts, the book contemplates the history of the world order from the rise of the modern state system to the end of the Cold War; accounts for momentous shifts in the last
quarter of a century to shed light on the current state of affairs, and outlines concrete steps to address the many problems ahead. Haas argues that the fundamental elements of the world order, which have served the world well since World War II, are largely ply their course. The Middle East is unraveling.
Asia is threatened by the rise of China and reckless North Korea. Europe, for decades the most stabilized region in the world, is hitting the weight of prolonged low economic growth, anger over immigration, and rising populism and nationalism. He writes that the election of Donald Trump and the surprise
Brexit vote signal that many in modern democracies reject globalization and international participation, including borders open to trade and immigrants, as well as a willingness to maintain alliances and overseas commitments. Add to these concerns about the threat of terrorism, the spread of nuclear
weapons, climate change and cybersecurity, and it is painful to see that the twenty-first century will prove extremely difficult to manage, Haas says. He makes the case that the world needs a new operating system, which he calls World Order 2.0, reflecting the reality that power is widespread and that
borders count for less. One critical element of this adjustment will be the adoption of a new approach to sovereignty that covers its obligations and responsibilities, as well as its rights and protections. Haas also details how the United States should act toward China and Russia, as well as in Asia, Europe
and the Middle East. Finally, he argues that the United States should define national security more broadly by addressing what are commonly considered domestic issues- from dysfunctional policy to debt-setting, and coming to an agreement on the nature of the United States' relationship with the rest of
the world. Educators: Access learning notes for the world in disarray. More about: U.S. Foreign Policy United World Order of International Relations 什么是话题 ⽆论是⼀部作品♥⼀个⼈, 还是⼀件事.都往往可以衍⽣出许多不同的话题。 将这些话题细分出来,分别进⾏讨论,会有更多收获。 Valuable primaries
on foreign policy: primaries that concerned citizens of all political persuasions - not to mention the president and his advisers - could benefit from reading. -Michiko Kakutani, The New York TimesIt is necessary to read for the new American president and anyone who is concerned about the state of the
world and the prospect of things getting worse. Richard Haas has been taking the reader galloping for the past four centuries of history to explain how we got to where we are and then offers a shrewd and strategically coherent approach to problem solving and managing it in front of us.  Practical and
provocative: a book that sets the policy table. Robert M. Gates's views of Haas require the utmost respect because he understands that the primary requirement of stability is that great nations can deal with each other, and must use diplomacy, an art that recent British governments have almost
abandoned in favor of sound broadcasts, and that in America threatens to be moved by tweetocracy. He understands the limits of power, and the possible: terrorism must be contained, but cannot be eliminated. China and Russia should be given respect on the world stage, but the willingness to resist
their acts of aggression must be supported by robust Western armed forces. America must change its Middle East policy, but cannot unwittingly walk away from the region. If we had reason to assume that a new White House tenant was taking Haas's book to his bedside with us, the rest of us might sleep
a little easier in ours. ... - Sunday Times This is a thought-butting book that suggests that the new foreign policy 2.0 requires more global engagement. 'The Huffington Post's Richard Haas's World in Disarray is an important primaries on the chaotic landscape that Trump will inherit.' — New Republic In a
world where power has become decentralized and does not respect borders, we need an updated operating system that provides a new method of diplomacy. In this wise and historically grounded book, Richard Haas shows what we need to do at home and in our foreign policy to do the job. This is a
brilliant approach to a troubled world. Walter Isaacson With intellectual rigor and a confident sense of the realities of politics and culture, Richard Haas offers us an invaluable window into the world, as he puts it, in disarray. A wise and engaging voice, Haas is always worth listening to - now more than
ever. -John Meacham We live in an age when trends were once considered irreversible - globalization, unipolarity, even democracy - turned out not to be anymore. I don't know the best guide these shocks and to the new strategies they require than Richard Haas's World in Disarray. This is important for
those trying to understand the new key point we all inhabited.1  From the war through the World War, it is tempting to start this book with answers to the question of what is wrong with the world, why and what to do about it, if there is no other reason than there is no shortage of material to consider. But it
is better, and in fact it is necessary to take a step back, first to understand how we arrived where we are, and, secondly, to discern what is really new about this world and stuff. The best place to start is with the concept of the world order. For many reasons, the concept, from its modern creation nearly four
centuries ago to the present, is central to this book. Order is one of those terms that is used a lot, but like many popular terms, it is used differently by different people and can d tattoo as much as lighting. It is best to use and understand in a neutral, descriptive way, as a reflection of the nature of
international relations at any moment. This is a measure of the state of the world. It includes and reflects arrangements that promote peace and prosperity and freedom, as well as events that do not. In short, ordering is not the same as order ; on the contrary, the term order impearably also reflects the
degree of disorder that inevitably exists. You can have world orders that are anything but stable or desirable. This term is undergoing something of a revival. The world order, among other things, is the title of a recent book by Henry Kissinger.1 Kissinger, a prominent foreign policy practitioner of the
second half of the twentieth century, is also one of the most influential writers not only on the subject, but also on many aspects of diplomatic history and international relations. And for these and related reasons, I will return to it more than once in the course of this book. I want to start though, from another
academic, an Australian, Hadley Bull.I came to Hadley when I was a phD student at Oxford in the mid-1970s. We became friends and his thinking and writing came to have a big impact on me. Bull wrote in 1977 what I consider to be the most important modern book in international relations, the Anarchic
Society. Its subtitle, appropriately enough, is a study of the order in world politics.2Bull writes about international systems and international society. That's the difference with the difference. The international system is simply something that exists internationally, where there are no political solutions, in these
countries and other organizations together with different forces interact and influence each other. There is little or nothing in the way of choice or regulation or principles or rules. International society, by contrast, is something different from and much more than the system. What sets the system different
from society is that the latter reflects a degree of redemption on the part of participants, including acceptance on their part of restrictions on what is being sought, or confused as to how it should be sought or discouraged, or both. It is based on rules. These rules (or restrictions) are adopted by members of
society for the simple reason that they determine that this is their best (or least bad) course of action given the choices that are realistically available. Rules such as this can be enshrined in formal legal agreements or respected in the same way and informally. In the international sphere, the concept of



society, as Bull described, is of particular importance. First, the main citizens of this society are states, a word used interchangeably here and elsewhere on these and other pages with both nation states and countries. Second, the principle of sedimentation of this society is that the states and
governments and leaders who oversee them are essentially free to act as they wish within their borders. How these people come to occupy positions of power, whether it's birth, revolution, elections, or some other way, doesn't matter. Third, members of this international society respect and accept not only
this freedom of action on the part of others (in exchange for others in turn accepting that they can act as they wish within their borders), but also the existence of other members of this society. Therefore, states seek to avoid war among themselves. Not far off, one can describe this approach to
international relations as something living and living cross-border understanding. But history is always more than just a consensus narrative; it's also at least as much a narrative about disagreement and friction. The combination of success and failure, order and disarray, is central to Bull's work. As the
title of his book suggests, history at any moment or in any era is the result of the interaction of the forces of society and anarchy, order and disorder. It is the balance between them, between society and anarchy, that determines the dominant nature of any era. This is a useful concept of framing for
approaching and understanding the world. At any moment it provides a snapshot of where things are. And if enough shots are stored and understated together from days or months or years before, it provides a moving picture of trends. Before you go any further, it's important to make clear what it takes
for an order to be ordered. Here I want to go back to Henry Kissinger and to an early book of his, The World Restored.3 The book was published about sixty years ago and is based on Kissinger's doctoral studies, something that should probably give every graduate student more than a little pause.
Abundant in bright character It's a wonderfully written book that darts back and forth between a particular story and bigger lessons. Kissinger writes about the construction of a new international order, about a world that was largely resurrected after the revolution and napoleonic wars in the eighteenth and
early nineteenth centuries. This is the history of the international, that is, the European order, which was recognized at the Congress of Vienna—a gathering in 1814 and 1815, where, among others, the foreign ministers of Great Britain, France, Prussia, Russia, and Austria-Hungary met to shape the
future of Europe — and which survived for most of the nineteenth century. The Congress of Vienna deserves attention as an early example of efforts to promote peace and stability. The final product included any number of territorial arrangements, land swaps, recognition of legitimate rulers and more. It's
also noteworthy for what he didn't do. Although it helped strengthen Europe's peace for several decades, it was eventually abolished amid the emergence of revolutionary movements in or near several participants, changing the balance of power that reflected both the rise of Prussia (and subsequently
Germany) and the fading and eventual disappearance of several empires. This is worth highlighting as it is a reminder of how orders can come to an end and at the same time become disordered. It is useful to de-constrain the concept of order, to break it into the most necessary elements. One critical
element of the order is the notion of legitimacy defined by Kissinger, which means an international agreement on the nature of serviceable arrangements and on permissible foreign policy objectives and methods. Using legitimacy in such a fashion is a big idea because it doesn't just define the rules of
international relations—what to look for and how, and how these rules should be established and changed—but also reflects the extent of their acceptance by actors with real power. But just as important to this notion of order, just as important as this concept of legitimacy, was something much less
intellectual. Here I quote again: No order is safe without physical guarantees from aggression. Thus, Kissinger, writing sixty years ago about a completely different world, made it clear that order depended on both the rules and arrangements for the management of international relations and the balance of
power. Bull and Kissinger have a good common cause. Both were mostly concerned about the order between states, especially major powers of a certain era. The order reflects the extent to which those with considerable power accept existing arrangements or rules for conducting international relations,
as well as diplomatic mechanisms for establishing and changing these rules. It also reflects the ability of the same forces to meet the challenges of others who do not share The disorder, both Bull and Kissinger explain, reflects the ability of those unhappy with existing arrangements to change them,
including through the use of violence. This accent is hardly surprising. Ultimately, great rivalries, great competition for power and a great power conflict make up much of what we consider history. This was certainly the case for the twentieth century, which was defined by two world wars and a third that
mercifully remained largely cold. The order can be understood in this way, reflecting the efforts of states to prevent the use of military force to achieve foreign policy goals. This view is related to the fact that the order is respect for sovereignty, defined as allowing the member states (and the governments
and leaders responsible for them) to do as much as they like within their borders. This is roughly down to what is best understood as a classic look at order. The premise of this approach is that the main purpose of the foreign policy of any government should be to influence the foreign policy of other
governments, not on the nature of the society over which they preside. As will be discussed later, this definition of order is not universal; on the contrary, it is too much for those who do not accept existing borders and are not enough for those who are most worried about what is happening within borders
wherever they are drawn. The classic notion of order described above is usually related to the Treaty of Westphalia, a pact signed in 1648 that ended the thirty-year war, partly a religious, partly political struggle within and across borders that raged across much of Europe for three decades. The treaty was
something of a breakthrough, in that disorder and conflict, born of frequent interference inside the borders of neighbors, was the norm. The Westphalia order is based on the balance of power involving independent states that do not interfere in each other's domestic businesses. Historian Peter Wilson,
who has written one of the best books since the thirty years of war, said this: The meaning of Westphalia lies not in the number of conflicts it has tried to resolve, but in the methods and ideals it has applied . . . sovereign states that interact (formally) as equals within the general secularized legal framework
regardless of size, power or internal configuration. In all this there was a significant change in how the world operated. Secular sovereign states have become overvalued; empires based on religious identity no longer dominated. Size or power did not necessarily matter most because states (all of them
sovereign entities) had equal rights in principle, if not in practice. This approach to order may seem terribly narrow through the prism of the second 20th century, and in many ways it is. It was a huge breakthrough. Until then, there was little order in the world other than being imposed by the strongest
entity. War was a frequent phenomenon between this or this principality, state or empire. The idea of trying to start a world that was not, to use a modern parallel, unconditional interference in the internal affairs of others was a great promotion. And it helped set the stage for a significant period of relative
stability in Europe.As noted that the 19th-century Congress in the second decade was convened to come up with a post-Napoleonic diplomatic settlement.7 The leaders of the day were so traumatized by what had just happened that they operated on concepts of the Westphalia pattern. , resulting in a
Concert of Europe. The concert, as the word invented, was orchestrated by how international relations in Europe would be conducted given the mind-set of those who participated at the time, about how they would accept the current boundaries and mostly leave each other within their territories.8
According to one historian, the concert had a deeply conservative sense of mission. Based on respect for kings and hierarchy, she prioritized order over equality, stability over justice. It was hardly the only time in history when the great shock—in this case, the revolution in France and the fear it could
spread—changed collective behavior. And that's what happened. And for all the problems of the nineteenth century, it compares largely to the century that followed. Indeed, it was not until the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries that we witnessed the wholesale disruption of the Concert of Europe,
but with it the Westphalian order. (The mid-decent Crimean War between Russia and great Britain and France was a struggle more about who should control the territory of the fading Ottoman Empire than about anything fundamental).) What happened was two dramatic events. Firstly, there were new
nation states (the most remarkable Prussia, the forerunner of Germany), not wanting to accept the territorial and political status quo that developed. They rejected the legitimacy of existing international agreements. And they were strong enough to act. The balance of power no longer caused action and did
not deter them from acting. This last point speaks of the second development that so shaped the history of this period. Many of the entities that have dominated the world for centuries have been lavaitative and in some cases literally dispelled. This was true of Austria-Hungary, Russia (soon to be
devastated by the revolution) and the Ottoman Empire. The United States has been only decades out of civil war and has been focused on continental expansion and industrialization. Europe Far. All these changes gathered momentum in the second half of the nineteenth century and reached its climax,
when in the early twentieth century the world felt the grim consequences of wholesale breakdown of order. Some of this story can be explained beyond the ability of orders to endure in the absence of great diplomatic dexterity. The Congress of Vienna, which led to the post-Napoleonic settlement and later
to the concert of Europe, did not succeed in a minor part, as it involved persons of rare diplomatic skill. For this reason Castlereagh, Metternich and Talleyrand, respectively the ministers of Britain, Austria-Hungary and France, remain significant historical figures. It will take a moment for the optimist here
to point to the power of the human agency, the quality of diplomats, to influence the course of events. It was and remains true. One of the reasons why the Europe concert came off the venue and lasted as long as it did was the ability of some people involved in its creation. One factor, however, of
increasing the chances that the world order will survive is that it does not require talented statesmen whose supply is likely to be inadequate. It should be assumed that as often as not persons of mediocre or bad skills will enter positions of responsibility. When it comes to order, something reliable and
sustainable is better than dependence on diplomatic dexterity. Indeed, one explanation for why the order broke down in the early twentieth century is that Prussia, forged by the immensely talented Otto von Bismarck, was led by individuals who inherited a powerful state but not the wisdom to manage their
relationships with their neighbors.10 Dr. Richard Haas is president of the non-partisan Council on Foreign Relations. He served as senior Middle East adviser to President George H.W. Bush and director of policy planning staff under Secretary of State Colin Powell. Winner of the Nationals' Presidential
Medal, state Department Honors and Tipperary International Peace Prize, he is also the author or editor of twelve books on foreign policy and international relations. Dr. Haas lives in New York. York.
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