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ABSTRACT. The old international order
created under the auspices of American he-
gemony in the aftermath of World War 2
appears to be unravelling. In part, this is a
consequence of a redistribution of material
power in the international system as other
powers - especially China - seek to play a
more prominent role. In part, however, it is a
consequence of the actions of the Trump ad-
ministration and its privileging of America
first’. Consequently, urgent challenges such
as dealing with climate change, which seem
to necessitate international cooperation, are
likely to get worse and even more difficult
to address. This paper details and analyses
the range of ‘structural’ and agential forces
that have collectively shaped the contempo-
rary international order, but which are un-
der increasing stress. Some of these factors—
the relative of decline of the US, ‘the rise of
the rest’, the persistence of authoritarian-
ism—are familiar features of long-run his-
torical change. What makes them signifi-
cant in our time, I argue, is their potential
to impede much needed international coop-
eration to address unambiguously collective
challenges. Consequently, the new interna-
tional disorder, threatens nothing less than

the end of order of any sort—or any sort one
might want to live under, at least.

KEY WORDS: Trump administration, rise
of China, BRICS, international order, cli-
mate change, politics

No doubt every generation thinks its
moment in history is special. To be sure,
there are some periods in history that re-
ally do seem far more consequential than
others. Revolutions, especially those that
unfold rapidly and leave significant, un-
expected change in their wake illustrate
such possibilities. The French, American
and Russian revolutions are important ex-
amples of this possibility. We might also
add the industrial revolution to this list,
of course. Likewise, major wars that over-
turn the existing order and culminate in a
large-scale redistribution of power might
also lead those involved to think they were
living through something uniquely mo-
mentous. Possible historical examples of
such conflicts are depressingly numerous,
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but this does not make them any the less
significant, especially for their architects
and—even more importantly, perhaps—
their victims. In such a comparative con-
text are we in danger of taking ourselves,
and our collective problems rather too se-
riously?

Perhaps not. There are a number of fac-
tors that distinguish our time and might
justifiably lead us to suppose that we real-
ly are living through an unprecedentedly
momentous time in human history. I shall
detail some of the possible specifics of this
claim in what follows, but there is one con-
temporary issue above all others that gives
credibility and directly contributes to the
growing sense of disorder and un-govern-
ability that pervades international poli-
tics at the present juncture: climate change
[Steffen et al. 2019]. True, environmental
crises have been a feature of human devel-
opment for thousands of years from the
Romans to the Aztecs [Ponting 1991], but
what sets our own time apart is the global
nature of the crisis. No doubt some readers
will roll their eyes, but the evidence about
the impact of global warming in particular
is overwhelming, increasingly incontro-
vertible, and will continue to get worse in
the absence of effective action. The emer-
gence of the politics of the ‘Anthropocene’
make our age one like no other [Dryzeck,
Pickering 2019].

I am personally very skeptical about
our collective capacity to actually address
the challenge of climate change, which
means [ think that this unprecedented
problem is likely to exacerbate all of the
others that distinguish our times. Before
trying to say what this might mean, it is
important to spell out the range of ‘struc-
tural’ and agential forces that collective-
ly brought us to this point. Some of these
factors—the relative of decline of the US,
‘the rise of the rest, the persistence of au-
thoritarianism—are familiar features of
long-run historical change. What makes
them significant in our time, I shall ar-

gue, is their potential to impede much
needed international cooperation to ad-
dress unambiguously collective challeng-
es. At the risk of unforgivable but una-
voidable hyperbole, the new international
disorder, threatens nothing less than the
end of order of any sort—or any sort one
might want to live under, at least. As Ran-
dall Schweller [Schweller 2014, p. 10] ob-
serves, ‘There are many ways in which a
system can become disordered, messed
up, chaotic, and unpredictable. There are
very few ways that a system can exhibit
order, especially complex arrangements,
structures, and patterns designed to per-
form tasks’

In the context of conventional geopo-
litical analysis one factor stands out above
all others in explaining why so many think
we live in especially troubling times. For
half a century or so, the United States exer-
cised a hegemonic influence over much of
the world, either directly or through strat-
egies of containment, subterfuge and in-
fluence at a distance [Agnew 2005]. For
many observers, especially in the US it-
self, American power and influence was a
good thing, both from a geopolitical and
a geoeconomic perspective, and its de-
cline is unambiguously bad [Kagan 2018].
On the one hand, enlightened US foreign
and economic policy led to the resurrec-
tion of the capitalist economies of West-
ern Europe and (parts of) East Asia at a
time when their futures were far from as-
sured. On the other hand, American mili-
tary power sought to ‘contain’ the very re-
al challenge of the Soviet Union, which
emerged as the other, seemingly perma-
nent, element of a bipolar internation-
al order [Gaddis 1982]. Understandably
enough, perhaps, the merits and impact of
American primacy were seen very differ-
ently in Russia itself [Sakwa 2008].
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As we now know, of course, this appar-
ently immovable bipolar structure was an-
ything but, and disappeared virtually over-
night without a shot being fired. Those in-
volved might have been forgiven for think-
ing that they, too, were in the midst of an
unprecedented historical turning point—
and perhaps they were. At the very least,
the abrupt ending of the Cold War provid-
ed a telling indictment of the dominant in-
ternational relations paradigms that strug-
gled to account for, much less foresee, this
remarkable turn of events [Lebow 1994]. It
is no coincidence that new concepts have
emerged to try and capture the very dis-
tinctive, unpredictable, contingent and flu-
id nature of change in the contemporary
era [Seybert, Katzenstein 2018]. The Cold
War’s demise also provides a salutary re-
minder of the dangers of reading too much
into apparently unparalleled events. In-
deed, one of the most significant conse-
quences of the 1980s and early 1990s was
that it did not mark the ‘end of history,
as had been famously predicted [Fukuy-
ama 1992]. On the contrary, we have sub-
sequently had more history that we know
what to do with.

Yet even critics of the ‘world that
America made’ [Kagan 2012] would have
to concede that, if nothing else, the foreign
policies of the United States imparted a de-
gree of predictability to world affairs. The
American proclivity for interfering in the
domestic affairs of friend and (especially)
foe alike seemed to have a certain inevita-
bility to it, and one that was judged nec-
essary and valuable by some observers,
especially in the aftermath of the disap-
pearance of the Soviet Union [Krautham-
mer 1990-1991]. But even apologists for
American foreign policy would have to
concede that such policies could be tak-
en too far and produce all too predicta-
ble ‘blowback’ [Johnson 2000]. The quin-
tessential example of this possibility, of
course, was George W. Bush’s disastrous-
ly ill-judged decision to impose regime

change in Iraq. Although many of the cur-
rent criticisms of American policy are un-
derstandably directed at Donald Trump, it
is important to remember that Bush argu-
ably did more to undermine US primacy
than anyone else in history [Packer 2005].

Both America’s material and ideational
power were diminished as a consequence
of the invasion of Iraq. It is also impor-
tant to remember that the much-criticized
presidency of Barak Obama was ham-
strung from the outset by the need avert
a global economic crisis (a consequence
of Bush’s equally misjudged deregulation
of the financial sector), and the perceived
need to ‘do something’ about the Middle
East. Little wonder that a cerebral figure
such as Obama would think twice about
getting the US bogged down in yet anoth-
er Middle Eastern quagmire after the Bush
years [Dueck 2015]. Whatever one thinks
about the presidencies of Bush or Oba-
ma, however, there is little doubt that they
undercut any enthusiasm on the part of
the American people for the sorts of ‘for-
eign entanglements’ that have always been
viewed with caution in the US [Lake 1999].
This confluence of events set the stage for
the even more disruptive and unpredicted
presidency of Donald Trump.

Perhaps the most striking aspect of the
Trump era is that, all the rhetoric about
‘America first notwithstanding, Trump’s
administration has a remarkably narrow
conception of the ‘national interest. At
one level this provides a useful remind-
er that the so-called national interest is al-
ways a contested, socially constructed idea
that reflects the spirit and the leadership
of the times in any country [Finnemore
1996; Layne 2017]. At another level, how-
ever, Trump’s repudiation of America’s tra-
ditional international leadership role and
position as the notional foundation of the
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‘rules based international order’ (RBIO) is
a striking departure from US foreign poli-
cy practice in the period since the Second
World War. Even George Bush can be seen
as subscribing to a view of the US as play-
ing a distinctive historical role that was
simply unavailable to less powerful states;
for all the hubris and overreach that ac-
companied the US’s short-lived ‘unipolar
moment, in many ways it was entirely in
keeping with the behavior of other Ameri-
can administrations of the last half century
or so [Bacevich 2002]. It is not necessary to
think that American leadership has been
an unambiguously good thing or driven
by anything other than a perception of the
US’s national interest to recognize that the
Trump administration represents a radical
departure from postwar geopolitical poli-
cy [Beeson forthcoming].

Indeed, Trumps foreign policy is in
some ways reminiscent of the isolation-
ism of the period between the two World
Wars. What is different about the Trum-
pian approach, is that he is using inter-
national economic leverage to pursue na-
tional goals. The question is whether such
policies will contribute to similar strate-
gic and economic disorder, as the interna-
tional system has to cope with the fact that
‘under Donald Trump, the US has become
a rogue superpower, hostile, among many
other things, to the fundamental norms
of a trading system based on multilateral
agreement and binding rules’ [ Wolf 2019].
There are two consequences of the Trump
period that consequently merit particular
emphasis. First, the doubts that emerged
about the US’s ability and willingness to
play what was widely seen by many Amer-
ican commentators as an essential role as
systemic stabilizer and provider of vital
collective goods are more evident than ev-
er [Rachman 2018]. Whether the system
actually needs one state to single-hand-
edly provide such goods is another ques-
tion, but many American policymakers
have acted as if it did, and many analysts in

the US have assumed that it delivered key
benefits to the dominant power [Daalder,
Kagan 2016]. Plainly there is something in
such claims: the dollar’s role as the world’s
de facto reserve currency confers privileg-
es of seignorage that no other state enjoys
[Kirshner 2013]. Even more important-
ly, perhaps, the absence of rival ideologi-
cal competitors ought to reduce the trans-
action costs associated with hegemony. As
we shall see, such benefits are less clear in
an era of so-called rising powers.

This points to a second major conse-
quence of the Trump period: American re-
trenchment and ambivalence about its ac-
customed global role has encouraged oth-
er states to challenge American authority.
This is an especially significant develop-
ment in an era distinguished by a number
of other ambitious and assertive powers,
which invariably have radically different
views about the way the world should be
governed, and very different ideas about
their own place and status in such an or-
der [Beeson, Zeng 2018]. At the very least,
these competing, potentially incompatible
perspectives are adding to the sense of un-
certainty about the basic norms and prin-
ciples that many believe are necessary for
the conduct of effective commercial and
even strategic relations. Indeed, the under-
lying redistribution of material power re-
flects, and is actually reinforcing a process
of ideational contestation [Kupchan 2014].

This might be a problem at any time,
but during the Trump presidency it is a
major source of uncertainty and instabili-
ty. Trump’s ‘transactional’ approach to for-
eign and strategic policy is causing con-
sternation around the world, and not just
among putative foes such as China and
Russia [Beeson forthcoming]. On the con-
trary, former stalwart allies such as Can-
ada, Japan Australia and the states that
comprise the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization (NATO), have all been unset-
tled by Trump’s approach to internation-
al relations. As a result, the structures that
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provide the bedrock of the postwar inter-
national order are being eroded by Amer-
ican policy.

If the relative decline of the US as the
systemic stabilizer and hegemonic power is
the principal cause of international trans-
formation, it has been amplified and accel-
erated by the rise of competing powers that
would like to play a larger part in deter-
mining the shape and operation of the fu-
ture world order. The People’s Republic of
China (PRC) is the most consequential of
these and the following discussion focuses
primarily on the re-emergence of China as
a great power as a consequence. At the out-
set, however, it is important to recognize
that China is not alone, even if it is by far
the most influential of the new great pow-
ers. On the contrary, other major regional
powers are jostling for influence and even
attempting to coordinate their actions. The
most important and widely noted example
of the possibility has been the emergence
of the BRICS - Brazil, Russia, India, China
and South Africa. Before considering their
impact in any detail, however, it is impor-
tant to say something about China as that
has had by far the biggest impact on the
extant order thus far.

The re-emergence of China at the
center of regional relations is a remarka-
ble development, although not entirely
surprising given its historical importance
to East and Southeast Asia [Kang 2010].
What is more surprising is the speed with
which China has become a global influ-
ence of a sort that was simply impossible
in earlier periods. After all, China’s dy-
nastic decline and descent into civil war
was a symptom of European colonial ex-

pansion, itself an important expression of
nascent ‘globalization’ It is not necessary
to get bogged down in an exhaustive and
possibly inconclusive debates about the
nature of globalization to recognize that
the nineteenth century was also a time of
epochal change, but one which was noth-
ing like as ‘global’ or integrated as today’s
is, or perhaps was. It is, after all, the tak-
en-for-granted nature of global integra-
tion of a sort that was encouraged by US
hegemony in the period after the Second
World War that is under stress and threat-
ening to unravel today [Haas 2018].

Paradoxically enough, China is an ex-
pression of both the durability and per-
vasive influence of the old-US-centric or-
der, and the divisive, destabilizing poten-
tial of the new one that seems to be tak-
ing its place. On the one hand, the fact
that China’s incorporation into the glob-
al economic order that was essentially
‘made in America’ is conformation of just
how all-encompassing US influence actu-
ally was; China’s accession to the World
Trade Organization and its incorporation
into a global capitalist order dominated
by the US and its allies was, perhaps, the
quintessential expression of this possibility
[Fewsmith 2001]. In yet another paradox,
however, the US effectively helped accel-
erate China’s material transformation and
rise, undercutting American preeminence
and setting the scene for today’s trade wars
[Navarro 2018].

Equally importantly, the current he-
gemonic challenge and/or transition—if,
indeed, that is what it is [Beeson 2009]—
is unlikely to replace like with like, as it did
when the US replaced Britain as the domi-
nant power. On the contrary, not only does
China represent a very different vision of
economic and political order, but it is far
from clear whether it has the ability or the
desire to replace the US as the anchor of
the system and provider of supposedly es-
sential collective goods. To be sure, China’s
leaders occasionally complain about the



BEESON M. ORIGINS OF THE NEW INTERNATIONAL (DIS)ORDER

PP.94-108

dominance of the American dollar, for ex-
ample, and suggest that the reminbi ought
to play a more prominent role in the inter-
national system [Johnson 2018], but there
are important domestic constraints that
make any rapid transition in the interna-
tional monetary order unlikely [Vermeiren
2013]. The current trade dispute with the
US has also highlights the continuing
constraining impact of China’s structur-
al dependence on the US and the difficul-
ty the PRC faces in exercising its growing
geoeconomic leverage against what is still
the world’s largest economy [Bradsher, My-
ers 2018]. In other words, while China is
undoubtedly a much more consequential
economic actor than it once was, its lead-
ers are still struggling to know quite what
to do with it or how to exercise it most ef-
fectively.

Xi Jinping’s grandiose ambitions for ex-
panding China’s economic influence are an
important illustration of these contradic-
tions. While there is no doubt that the Belt
and Road Initiative (BRI) is the biggest
and most geopolitically consequential eco-
nomic development project since the US’s
post-war Marshall Plan [Beeson (1) 2018],
it is proving difficult to reap the potential
benefits its architects hoped to achieve; or
it is at this stage, at least. If realized, the
BRI has the potential to entrench China as
the regional, if not a global, center of eco-
nomic development: infrastructure expan-
sion that revolves around China and pro-
duction networks in which China is the
focus will consolidate the PRC’s place as
an economic hub and reinforce its grow-
ing geoeconomic leverage. And yet the
rollout of the BRI is generating a surpris-
ing degree of resistance and ill feeling to-
ward China by those concerned about be-
ing locked into a form of Chinese debt di-
plomacy that threatens the freedom of ac-
tion of client states [Anderlini 2018].

If exercising economic influence is
proving difficult for the PRC, efforts to
achieve strategic dominance are proving

even more fraught and contradictory. To
be sure, China has become more asser-
tive and has an ability to pursue improba-
ble-looking territorial claims that its weak-
er neighbors find hard to resist, especial-
ly when they are reinforced by econom-
ic inducements or threats. The most strik-
ing example of this possibility has been the
manner in which China has employed a
divide and rule strategy in Southeast Asia,
buying the support of the likes of Cambo-
dia and Laos, making the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) essen-
tially ineffective [Beeson 2015]. Skeptics
might argue ASEAN isn’t terribly effec-
tive at the best of times, but it is notewor-
thy that another important and supposed-
ly stabilizing piece of regional institution-
al architecture has been undermined, con-
tributing to the general shift to disorder
and flux. There are few signs that other ris-
ing powers are likely to halt this trend.

China is part of BRICS grouping which
many see as an exemplar of the evolv-
ing international order and an impor-
tant expression of the potential of new,
non-Western groupings to bring about
useful systemic change. While this may be
true in principle, in practice it is proving
more difficult to realize useful change. In-
deed, in many ways the BRICS highlight
the problems challenger states face in try-
ing to develop alternative institutions and
durable patterns of international coopera-
tion, especially when one of their number
exercises an outsize influence over their
internal and external relations. The real-
ity is that China is rather more than first
among equals: it single-handedly accounts
for significantly more economic output
than all the other members put together.
Likewise, it is by far the largest contribu-
tor to the BRICS bank, and a major diplo-
matic influence over BRIC activities. The
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fact that China has troubled historical re-
lations with Russia and India in particular
also makes agreement on common goals
and agendas inherently difficult [Bremmer
2017], although there are signs that Russia
and China are becoming closer as a con-
sequence of American belligerence [Grove,
Kantchev 2019].

Despite the fact that Russia appears
to have made a decisive turn eastwards
[Lukin 2018], it is not clear that China is
interested in sharing influence and pow-
er with other states in an equal manner.
It is revealing that the PRC has sought
to establish its own institutional order
alongside the BRICS [Beeson (1) 2019].
In other words, it is not necessarily just
the Americans that China seeks to insti-
tutionally outflank. Despite all of the pos-
itive rhetoric, therefore, China’s policies
are having ambivalent impacts. Much the
same might be said about China’s impact
in Europe.

In Europe’s case, of course, it was al-
ready suffering from its own troubles be-
fore China added a further divisive force
[Peel et al. 2019]. Much has been written
about the rise of populism in Europe, es-
pecially as a manifestation of growing un-
happiness about the effectiveness of Eu-
ropean cooperation [Judis 2016]. Brexit
is the most dramatic manifestation of this
possibility, but there is no doubt the Euro-
pean project has a number of unresolved
problems that do not bode well for either
the European Union in particular or for
the prospects of long-term institutional-
ized cooperation more generally. Impor-
tant as these problems are for Europeans
themselves, the long-term position and
prospects of the EU has a significance that
goes far beyond Europe and tells us some-
thing about both the origins and the pos-
sible persistence of the new disorder [Ritt-
berger, Blauberger 2018].

Whatever one may think about the
EU, its institutions, and the elites that de-
termine its actions it represents the most

enduring, powerful and effective example
of institutionalized cooperation that tran-
scends national borders that we have ever
seen. This is not to overlook its manifold
shortcomings of accountability, legitimacy
and effectiveness at times; yet the most re-
markable fact about the EU is that it ex-
ists at all. Moreover, there is little doubt
that it has contributed to the pacification
of most of Europe, not to mention dra-
matic improvements in the living stand-
ards of some of its lesser lights. These are
no small achievements. At a time when the
world has precious few examples of effec-
tive, much less ‘good’ governance at the
international level, the sub-optimal per-
formance—possibly even the demise—of
the EU is unfortunate to ay the least. An-
alysts of a realist persuasion may claim
that it was ever thus [Mearsheimer 2018],
but even if they are proved to be correct,
we can take little pleasure in the empiri-
cal confirmation of such a pessimistic pre-
diction. On the contrary, the demise or de-
cline of the EU will only contribute to the
perception that cooperation is increasing-
ly difficult, that our collective prospects are
bleak, and that increasing disorder is the
new normal [Luce 2017].

Such an outcome would be especial-
ly unfortunate, not to say potentially cata-
strophic, at a moment when we collectively
confront what is perhaps the greatest col-
lective challenge humanity has collectively
faced. Even some of the more modest and
measured predictions about the impact of
climate change are becoming increasingly
apocalyptic [National Security and the Ac-
celerating Risks of Climate Change 2014;
Kendra 2019]. Unfortunately, they are al-
so becoming increasingly credible. Our
capacity to act or even take such warnings
seriously in many cases does not match
the scale of the problems, however. In such
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circumstances, it is not fanciful or alarm-
ist to suggest that climate change is likely
to contribute to all of the other problems
we collectively confront and further un-
dermine people’s confidence political ac-
tion, whether it is democratic or autocratic
[Beeson (2) 2019].

I shall not try the reader’s patience by
exhaustively detailing all of the possible
well known impacts of climate from dete-
riorating agricultural productivity, ‘weath-
er events, (fresh) water shortages, rising
sea levels, environmental refugees and
much else. Suffice to say it is difficult to
think of an area of human (and animal) ac-
tivity that wont be adversely impacted by
a rapidly changing climate. While there is
understandably some doubt about the pre-
cise extent and timing of some of the im-
pacts, there is less doubt about the under-
lying science and its likely impacts [Cook et
al. 2016]. The only real question is whether
human beings have the capacity to mitigate
some of the effects, or whether the destabi-
lizing impacts of climate change will accu-
mulate and combine to undermine inter-
national order. The fact that many of the
world’s strategic thinkers and military es-
tablishments are actively work-shopping
the sort of worst case scenarios that have
long been understood to potentially flow
from climate change should tell us all we
need to know about the seriousness of the
problems [Mazo 2010].

And yet the leader of what is still the
most powerful nation on the planet is a
well-known climate change skeptic who
has appointed former coal industry lobby-
ists to head the Environmental Protection
Agency and who has withdrawn from the
latest attempt to encourage cooperative in-
ternational responses to global warming
[Plummer, Friedman 2018]. While the EU
has made an important contribution to cli-
mate change mitigation, it is currently so
preoccupied with its own survival that it
looks incapable of acting effectively, much
less providing much needed internation-

al leadership. Paradoxically enough, Chi-
na may provide an alternative model and
even source of leadership, but its own de-
velopmental imperatives mean its actions
are always likely to be constrained by the
need to keep economic expansion going at
all costs [Beeson (2) 2019]. Under such cir-
cumstances, it is difficult to be optimistic
about the prospects for effective coopera-
tion and a durable international order.

The new international order presents
us with something of a truism: in the ab-
sence of successful attempts to encourage
international cooperation, disorder is like-
ly to increase and may generate a self-sus-
taining momentum. While there may be
distinctive features of the current inter-
national disorder, history provides all too
many examples of the consequences of
destabilization. In the current period, it is
not just the risk of catastrophic conflict be-
tween nuclear powers that makes the dan-
gers of disorder especially acute. Even if
the world manages to avoid old-fashioned
and increasingly rare forms of inter-state
war, the material context in which inter-
national relations actually occurs is likely
to continue getting worse. The inescapable
reality is that climate change will continue
to undermine the very conditions in which
cooperation may actually be possible.

Perhaps the only optimistic reading
that is possible of the new international
disorder is that because of climate change
in particular, cooperation is an essential
precondition for human survival, or sur-
vival in something approaching a civi-
lized condition, at least. In other words,
there is a compelling reason to actually en-
courage international cooperation of a sort
that possibly hasn't existed before. Unfor-
tunately, that may not be enough to gal-
vanize political leaders into necessary ac-
tion. Politics of any sort invariably re-
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volves around national priorities and very
circumscribed visions of what is feasible
and appropriate in policy terms. Such an
approach may have been viable in less in-
terdependent times when forms of isola-
tion may have been feasible. Now such at-
titudes are not even theoretically possible.
Unless or until such attitudes change, na-
tionalism, populism and parochialism are
like to make growing disorder an unsus-
tainable reality.

Agnew J. (2005) Hegemony: The New
Shape of Global Power, Philadelphia: Tem-
ple University Press.

Anderlini J. (2018) China Is at Risk
of Becoming a Colonialist Power. Finan-
cial Times, September 19, 2018. Available
at: https://www.ft.com/content/186743b8-
bb25-11e8-94b2-17176{bf93f5, accessed
30.06.2019.

Bacevich A.J. (2002) American Empire:
The Realities and Consequences of US Di-
plomacy, Cambridge, Mass: Harvard Uni-
versity Press.

Beeson M. (2009) Hegemonic Transi-
tion in East Asia? The Dynamics of Chi-
nese and American Power. Review of Inter-
national Studies, vol. 35, no 1 pp. 95-112.
DOI: 10.1017/50260210509008341

Beeson M. (2015) Can ASEAN Cope
with China? Journal of Current South-
east Asian Affairs, vol. 35, no 1, pp. 5-28.
DOI:10.1177/186810341603500101

Beeson M. (1) (2018) Geoeconomics
with Chinese Characteristics: The BRI and
China’s Evolving Grand Strategy. Economic
and Political Studies, vol. 6, no 3, pp. 240-
256.D0I:10.1080/20954816.2018.1498988

Beeson M. (2) (2018) Coming to Terms
with the Authoritarian Alternative: The
Implications and Motivations of China’s
Environmental Policies. Asia & the Pacif-
ic Policy Studies, vol. 5, no 1, pp. 34-46.
DOI: 10.1002/app5.217

Beeson M. (1) (2019) Rethinking Glob-
al Governance, Basingstoke: Palgrave.

Beeson M. (2) (2019) Environmental
Populism: The Politics of Survival in the An-
thropocene, Basingstoke: Palgrave.

Beeson M. (forthcoming) Donald
Trump and post-Pivot Asia: The Implica-
tions of a “Transactional’ Approach to For-
eign Policy. Asian Studies Review.

Beeson M., Zeng J. (2018) The BRICS
and Global Governance: Chinas Con-
tradictory Role. Third World Quar-
terly, vol. 39, no 10, pp. 1962-1978.
DOI: 10.1080/01436597.2018.1438186

Bradsher K., Myers S.L. (2018) Trump’s
Trade War is Rattling China’s Leaders. The
New York Times, August 14, 2018. Available
at: https://www.nytimes.com/2018/08/14/
world/asia/china-trade-war-trump-xi-jin-
ping-.html, accessed 30.06.2019.

Bremmer 1. (2017) The Mixed For-
tunes of the BRICS Countries, in 5 Facts.
Time, September 1, 2017. Available at:
https://time.com/4923837/brics-sum-
mit-xiamen-mixed-fortunes/,  accessed
30.06.2019.

Cook J., Oreskes N., Doran PT., An-
deregg  WR., Verheggen B., Maibach
E.W,, Carlton ]S, Lewandowsky .,
Skuce A.G., Green S.A. (2016) Consen-
sus on Consensus: a Synthesis of Consen-
sus Estimates on Human-caused Glob-
al Warming. Environmental Research
Letters, vol. 11, no 4, pp. 1-7. Availa-
ble at: https://iopscience.iop.org/arti-
cle/10.1088/1748-9326/11/4/048002/me-
ta, accessed 30.06.2019.

Daalder I., Kagan R. (2016) The U.S.
Can’t Afford to End Its Global Leadership
Role. The Washington Post, April 22, 2016.
Available at: https://www.washingtonpost.
com/, accessed 30.06.2019.

Dryzek J.S., Pickering J. (2019) The Pol-
itics of the Anthropocene, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Dueck C. (2015) The Obama Doctrine:
American Grand Strategy Today, Oxford:
Oxford University Press.



BEESON M. ORIGINS OF THE NEW INTERNATIONAL (DIS)ORDER

PP.94-108

Fewsmith J. (2001) The Political and So-
cial Implications of China’s Accession to the
WTO. China Quarterly, vol. 167, pp. 573-
591. DOI: 10.1017/50009443901000328

Finnemore M. (1996) National Inter-
ests in International Society, Ithaca: Cor-
nell University Press.

Fukuyama E (1992) The End of Histo-
ry and the Last Man, New York: Free Press.

Gaddis J.L. (1982) Strategies of Con-
tainment: a Critical Appraisal of Postwar
American Security Policy, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Grove T, Kantchev G. (2019) Rus-
sia Rolls out Red Carpet for Xi Amid Ten-
sions with the West. Wall Street Journal, June
5, 2019. Available at: https://www.wsj.com/
articles/russia-rolls-out-red-carpet-for-xi-
amid-tensions-with-the-west-11559739869,
accessed 30.06.2019.

Haas R.N. (2018) Liberal World Or-
der, R.IP. Project Syndicate, March 21,
2018. Available at: https://www.pro-
ject-syndicate.org/commentary/end-of-
liberal-world-order-by-richard-n--haass-
2018-03%barrier=accesspaylog, accessed
30.06.2019.

Johnson K. (2018) Is the Trade War
About to Become a Currency War? For-
eign Policy, October 3, 2018. Available at:
https://foreignpolicy.com/2018/10/03/
us-china-trade-war-about-to-become-
currency-war-yuan-renminbi/, accessed
30.06.2019.

Judis J.B. (2016) The Populist Explo-
sion: How the Great Recession Transformed
American and European Politics, New
York: Columbia Global Reports.

Kagan R. (2012) The World America
Made, New York: Alfred A. Knopf.

Kagan R. (2018) The Jungle Grows
Back: American and Our Imperiled World,
New York: Knopf.

Kang D.C. (2010) East Asia before the
West: Five Centuries of Trade and Tribute,
New York: Columbia University Press.

Kendra P. (2019) Ocean Warming Is
Accelerating Faster Than Thought, New

Research Finds. The New York Times, Jan-
uary 10, 2019. Available at: https://www.
nytimes.com/2019/01/10/climate/ocean-
warming-climate-change.html, accessed
30.06.2019.

Kirshner J. (2013) Bringing Them All
Back Home? Dollar Diminution and U.S.
Power. The Washington Quarterly, vol. 36,
no 3, pp. 27-45. Available at: https://csis-
prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/leg-
acy_files/files/publication/TWQ_13Sum-
mer_Kirshner.pdf, accessed 30.06.2019.

Krauthammer C. (1990-1991) The Uni-
polar Moment. Foreign Affairs, vol. 70, no 1,
pp. 23-33. Available at: https://www.foreig-
naffairs.com/articles/1991-02-01/unipo-
lar-moment, accessed 30.06.2019.

Kupchan C.A. (2014) The Normative
Foundations of Hegemony and the Com-
ing Challenge to Pax Americana. Secu-
rity Studies, vol. 23, no 4, pp. 219-257.
DOI: 10.1080/09636412.2014.874205

Lake D.A. (1999) Entangling Relations:
Americas Foreign Policy and Its Century,
Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Layne C. (2017) The US Foreign
Policy Establishment and Grand Strat-
egy: How American Elites Obstruct
Strategic Adjustment. Internation-
al Politics, vol. 54, no 3, pp. 260-275.
DOI: 10.1057/s41311-017-0033-0

Lebow R.N. (1994) The Long Peace,
the End of the Cold War, and the Fail-
ure of Realism. International Organ-
ization, vol. 48, no 2, pp. 249-277.
DOI: 10.1017/50020818300028186

Luce E. (2017) The Retreat of Western
Liberalism, New York: Atlantic Monthly
Press.

Lukin A. (2018) China and Russia: The
New Rapprochement, Cambridge: Polity.

Mazo J. (2010) Climate Conflict: How
Global Warming Threatens Security and
What To Do About It, London: IISS.

Mearsheimer J.J. (2018) The Great De-
lusion: Liberal Dreams and Internation-
al Realities, New Haven: Yale University
Press.



OUTLINES OF GLOBAL TRANSFORMATIONS

VOLUME 12 - NUMBER 3 - 2019

National Security and the Accelerating
Risks of Climate Change (2014). CNA Mili-
tary Advisory Board, Alexandria, VA: CNA
Corporation. Available at: https://www.cna.
org/CNA_files/pdf/MAB_5-8-14.pdf, ac-
cessed 30.06.2019.

Navarro P. (2018) Donald Trump Is
Standing up for American Interests. Fi-
nancial Times, April 9, 2018.

Packer G. (2005) The Assassins Gate:
America in Iraq, New York: Farrar, Strauss
and Giroux.

Peel M., Hornby L. Sanderson R.
(2019) European Foreign Policy: a New
Realism on China. Financial Times, March
20, 2019.

Ponting C. (1991) A Green History of the
World: The Environment and the Collapse of
Great Civilizations, New York: Penguin.

Rachman G. (2018) America Rejects
the World It Made. Financial Times, Jan-
uary 29, 2018.

Rittberger B., Blauberger M. (2018) In-
troducing the Debate Section: The EU in
Crisis: EU Studies in Crisis? Journal of Eu-
ropean Public Policy, vol. 25, no 3, pp. 436-
439.D0I:10.1080/13501763.2017.1411384

Sakwa R. (2008) ‘New Cold War’
or Twenty years Crisis? Russia and

International  Politics.  Internation-
al Affairs, vol. 84, no 2, pp. 241-267.
DOI: 10.1111/j.1468-2346.2008.00702.x

Schweller R.L. (2014) Maxwell’s Demon
and the Golden Apple: Global Discord in the
New Millennium, Baltimore: JHU Press.

Seybert L.A., Katzenstein PJ. (2018)
Protean Power and Control Power: Con-
ceptual Analysis. Protean Power: Explor-
ing the Uncertain and Unexpected in World
Politics (eds. Seybert L.A., Katzenstein
PJ.), Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, pp. 3-26.

Steffen W., Rockstrom J., Richard-
son K., Lenton TM., Folke C., Liver-
man D., Schellnhuber H. (2018) Trajecto-
ries of the Earth System in the Anthropo-
cene. Proceedings of the National Academy
of Sciences, vol. 115, no 33, pp. 8252-8259.
DOI: 10.1073/pnas.1810141115

Vermeiren M. (2013) Foreign Ex-
change Accumulation and the Entrapment
of Chinese Monetary Power: Towards a
Balanced Growth Regime? New Politi-
cal Economy, vol. 18, no 5, pp. 680-714.
DOI: 10.1080/13563467.2013.736958

Wolf M. (2019) The US-China Conflict
Challenges the World. Financial Times,
May 21, 2019.



BMCOH M. MPOMCXOXAEHME HOBOTO MEXAYHAPOAHOTO (BEC)MOPAAKA C.94-108

DOI: 10.23932/2542-0240-2019-12-3-94-108

Mapk bBUCOH

npodeccop, International Politics in the School of Social Science

University of Western Australia, WA 6009, 35, Stirling Highway, MNepT, ABcTpanus
E-mail: mark.beeson@uwa.edu.au

ORCID: 0000-0002-8659-262X

LUNTUPOBAHMUE: Beeson M. (2019) Origins of the New International (Dis)order.
Outlines of Global Transformations: Politics, Economics, Law, vol. 12, no 3, pp. 94-108.
DOI: 10.23932/2542-0240-2019-12-3-94-108

Cratba noctynuna B pegakuuio 19.04.2019.

BJIATOAAPHOCTD: fl xoten 661 nobnarogapuyTh MaBHOMO pefakTopa »KypHana
«KOHTYpbI rnobanbHbIX TpaHChOPMaLUii» U PELLIeH3EHTOB 3a KX LieHHbIe 3aMmevaHnsa 1

npeanoXeHns.

AHHOTAIIMA. Cmapoui mexoyHapoo-
Hulil NOPSIO0K, CO30aHHbIE NO0 321001 ame-
puKxanckoti eecemoHuu nocse Bmopoii mu-
posoti 80tiHbL, noxoxce, pacnadaemcs. Om-
uacmu Mo ABNAEMCA CNe0Cmeuem nepe-
pachpedeneHUs MAMEPUATLHBIX CUTL 8 MedHc-
OyHapOOHOTi cucmeme, HO MAKIHe C6A3AHO U
co cmpemneHuem opyaux 0epias, 8 0cobeH-
nocmu Kumas, uepamv Gonee 3HA4UMYH0O
ponv. Omuacmuy 6 2mom nOBUHHLL Oeli-
cmeust aomunucmpavuu [l. Tpamna, npo-
sosenacusuieti npunyun «America First».
CnedosamenvHo, HeOMOKcHble NPoOreMbl,
maxkue kax 60pvba ¢ usmeHeHueM Kauma-
ma, Komopole, KAx NPeoCAasnAemcs, mpe-
6y10m mex0yHapooHoeo compyOHu4ecmsa,
seposmmo, 6yoym ycyeyOnsimvcs u cma-
Hym ewe Ooniee MmpyOHvIMU ONLsT perderus. B
0aHHoil cmamve nodpo6HO ONUCHIBAEICS U
AHATU3UPYemcs HAOOP CIPYKMYPHDBIX 7ie-
MEeHIMO8, KOmopble 8 COB0KYNHOCHU cop-
MUDPOBATIU COBPEMEHHDLTE MENOYHAPOOHDIIL
nops00K, HO KOMOpPble UCHbIMbLBAIOM 603-
pacmarowee  Hanpsenue. Hexomopuie
U3 IMux Paxmopos, maxue KaxK OMHOCU-
menvHoui ynadox CIIIA, «nodvem ocmans-

HbIX», COXPAHeHUe ABMoPUMapusmad, se-
TISOMCST 3HAKOMBIMU Yepmamu 00nzocpoU-
HbIX ucmopuueckux usmenenuii. Kax npeo-
CMABAISIEMCsT ABMOPY, 3HAMUMBIMU 8 Haude
8peMST UxX Oendem CKPLimuiii 8 HUX NOMeH-
UUAn CONPOMUBTIEHUST CONb HE00X00UMO-
MY MeHOYHAPOOHOMY COMPYOHUUECNBY, He-
00x00uMOMY 07151 perumenvHo20 npeodorie-
HUS KoneKmueHvIx npobnem. Hoewvuti mednc-
OyHapoOHwiTi becnopsidok Hecem 8 cebe puck
HPUOCAHOBKU Oelicmeus 06020 Nopso-
Ka Kax makoeozo — Unu no Kpatixeil mepe
mMo2o Nops0Kd, 8 KOMOPOM MONCHO ObLII0 ObL
Humo.
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