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Peculiarities of the Concepts of International and World Order Interpretation
in Modern International Relations

The article is dedicated to the important scientific problem — the interpretation of the concepts of
international and world order. Particular attention is paid to the conceptual approaches in the studying
of the concepts of world and international order and legitimacy, as main condition for their formation.
It is emphasized that international order is viable only if it is accepted voluntarily if not by all, but at
least by the majority of international actors. It is studied that the concept of “world order” reflects the
growing awareness of the common responsibility of people and nations for the state of our planet.
Approaches to the world order formation and development in the XXI century are analyzed, the
ideological sphere of the new world order, which is seen in globalization processes in the world, the
concentration of world capital, the formation of special public opinion through the media. The authors
consider the issue of a just and democratic world order, in this context, a special resolution of the UN
General Assembly ‘“Promoting Democracy and a Fair International Order” is mentioned. The article
considers the concept of the famous American political scientist S. Hoffman, who proposes to
distinguish between an international order that can exist without a world order and a world order that
cannot be established without an international order. The types of international order are studied, in
particular: competitive order, coordination order, subordination order, hegemonic order, imperial
order, condominium order. The authors note the position of the American researcher and politician H.
Kissinger, who argues that every world order is an expression of the desire for permanence, stability,
foreign policy balance. However, all the elements that make it up are constantly changing, and this has
the effect of reducing the duration of international systems. The article also considers the ideas of the
collective world order of the American political scientist Z. Brzezinski. The authors highlight the
views of the Club of Rome on the formation of international and world order.

Key words: order, international order, world order, formation of international order, international
actor, democratic world order, coordination order.

KonuenrtyajabHi migxoam moa0 nopiBHsJILHOIO aHAJI3Y Mi’KHAPOIHOTO
Ta CBITOBOI0 MOPSAAKY B Cy4YaCHUX Mi’KHAPOJIHUX BiTHOCMHAX

CraTTs IpUCBSIYCHA BXKIHMBIA HAyKOBiM mpoOieMi — TIIyMadeHHIO TIOHATh Cy4acHOTO MiKHapO/I-
HOTO 1 CBiTOBOro mopsiaky. OcoOMuBy yBary HpUAIEHO KOHIENTYAIbHHM IMiAXO0JaM HOCIHiHKSHHS
MOHATH CBITOBOIO Ta MIKHAPOJHOIO TMOPSAKY 1 JETITUMHOCTI, IK OCHOBHIA YMOBI iX (opMyBaHHS.
HaromnormmeHo, mo MixkHapoIHUH TOPSAIOK € )KUTTE3AATHUM 32 YMOBH, KOy Oyne 10OpOBUTEHO M-
HSATHH SKIIO HE BCiMa, TO, MPUHAWMHI, OUTBIIICTIO MiXKHapoAHUX akTopiB. [lokazaHo, IO MOHATTS
«CBITOBUH TOPSAAOK» BiIOOpaXkae 3pOCTar0oue YCBIAOMIICHHS CIIJIBHOI BIiJIOBIIAJIBHOCTI JIIOJCH i
HapOJiB 3a CTaH HAol TUIaHeTH. BUCBITIEHO MiIXOM 10 CTAHOBJICHHS Ta PO3BUTKY CBITOBOTO IIO-
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paaky y XXI cT. Ta mocnmimKeHO iaeonoridyny chepy HOBOTO CBITOBOTO MOPSIIKY, SIKY BOAyaroThb y
CBITOBHX TJIOOANBHHUX TpoIecax, KOHIEHTpAIlil CBITOBUX KamiTamuiB, (OopMyBaHHI OCOOIHBOI TpoO-
MaJIChKOi TyMKH 3a JOIMOMOTOI0 3ac00iB MacoBoi iH(opmarii . 3BepHYTO yBary Ha mpobiemy cripa-
BEJTUBOTO Ta JAEMOKPATHYHOTO CBITOBOT'O MOPSAKY Yy KOHTEKCTI crieniaibHoi pe3omouii ['enepanpHol
Acamb6iiei OOH «CripustHHS 1eMOKpartii 1 cripaBeyTMBOMY MiXKHapOZHOMY HopsiaKy». OcobnmBa yBa-
ra 3BepTaeThCs Ha KOHIICTIIIIIO BiJoMOro amepukanchkoro noiitonora C. Xodhdmana, skuii mpornoHye
PO3PI3HITH MIXXHAPOIHUH TOPSIOK, 0 MOXE ICHYBaTH 0€3 HasBHOCTI CBITOBOTO MOPSIIKY, 1 CBITOBUI
TIOPSZIOK, SIKM HE MOXKE OyTH BCTaHOBJICHHH 0e3 MiXKHapOTHOTO TOPSAKY. JlOCHiIKylOThCS THITH
MDKHApOIHOTO TOPSAAKY: KOHKYPEHTHHH TOPSIOK, MOPSIOK KOOpAWHAIIi, TMOPSIOK CyOOpAHMHAII,
rereMOHIaTbHUN MOPSAAOK, IMIEPCHKHIA MOPSAA0K, MOPSIIOK KOHAOMiHIyMy. BinzHaueHo mo3utiro ame-
pukancbkoro gociigauka I'. Kiccinmkepa, sSIKuil CTBepIKY€, O KOXKHUN CBITOBUH MOPSIIOK € BUPa3-
HUKOM TIParHeHHS JI0 TOCTIMHOCTI, CTaOiIbHOCTI, 30BHINTHBOIIONITHYHOTO OalaHCYBaHHS, OJHAK BCi
€JIeMEHTH, 10 Horo (hOPMYIOTh, MOCTIHHO 3MIHIOIOTBCS, a 1€ BIUIMBAE HA CKOPOYEHHS TPUBAIOCTI
MDKHapOJHUX CUCTEM. Y CTaTTi MPOaHaIi30BaHO iJiel KOJEKTUBHOTO CBITOBOTO MOPSAKY aMepUKaHCh-
Koro moJitosora 3. bxe3iHChKOTo 1 BUCBITIICHO TOTIISAN MPEACTaBHUKIB PrMcbKoro kiryOy Ha nmuTaH-
Hs (OpPMYBaHHS MIXKHAPOIHOTO Ta CBITOBOTO MOPSIIIKY.

Knwuoei cnoea: nopsiok, CBITOBHIA MOPSI0K, MIXKHAPOTHHIA MOPSIOK, TIOPUAHUI CBITOBHIA MOpSI-
JIOK, HOBUH MI>XHAPOAHUHN MOPSAOK.

Formulation of the research problem and its significance.

In the modern world, along with existing states, the new sovereign states with their own values and
needs, which they can not satisfy without interacting with other states, constantly continue to appear.
Significant increase in the number of actors of international relations causes them to be interested in
ensuring that their interaction is not destructive and subversive. That is why in the international
system, which they create by a fact of their existence, actions, ties and influences, often there is a need
for normalization of the states’ actions in the external environment. While investigating in the field of
international cooperation, domestic and foreign researchers most often use the terms of the world
order, international order and global order. It should be emphasized that in the conceptual context, the
problem of world and international order is not sufficient and requires further research.

Authors of the article aimed to analyze the conceptual approaches to the interpretation of the
concepts of world and international order in the works of domestic and foreign researchers, to show
their identity and differences. The article outlines a number of tasks, namely to determine the main
conceptual approaches to the interpretation of the concepts of “international order” and “world order”;
to distinguish between the interpretation of the concepts in the works of domestic and foreign
researchers; to indicate common and distinctive features between both; to identify the main factors
that affect the studied phenomena.

Recent researches and publications overview. The terms “international order” and “world order”
were introduced to the scientific language at the turn of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. This
was related to the title of the book by a member of the Fabian Society, H. Wales, who advocated an
approach to political action based on the need for its rational planning®. The problem of forming a
“new world order” began to be actively studied in scientific environment only after the Kuwait crisis
of 1990-1991 and the collapse of the Soviet Union® In the theory of international relations, the
concept of “world order” reflects the growing awareness of the joint responsibility of people and
nations for the condition of our planet®. Most researchers of international relations note that modern
international or world order began to be formed at the end of the Cold War and the collapse of the
Soviet Union. For several decades after the Second World War, the world order was mainly
considered as a horizontal time cut of international relations, an objectively specified condition that
was established through the ratio of potentials of the largest states®. In addition to the above mentioned

3 Maxuin, 1. and Makminan, A. pex., 2006. Koporkuii Oxcdopachkuii nosituunuii ciosauk. Kuis: OcHosH, c.
715-716.

4 Kommens, O. and Kicinsosa, 3., 2009. HoBuii MixHapoaAHU# IOPAIOK: CTPYKTYPHI XapaKTEPUCTUKH Ta 0COOIHM-
BoCTi popmyBanHsl. [lorimuuni npodremu mixchapoonux eionocumn, 87(2), c. 12.

® Byuun, M., TetbMmanuyk, M., lnbaunpka, V. and Kyuma, JI., 2010. Ocnosu meopii misichapoonux eionocur.
JIbBiB: AKajeMist CyXOIyTHHX BIHCBHK, . 241-242,

& Apon, P., 2000. Mup i eitina mixc nayismu; nep. 3 ¢p.. Kuis: MII IOnisepc.
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scientists, issues of “international” and “world” order were studied by H. Kissinger, Z. Brzezinski,
H. Bull, S. Hoffman, G. Ikenberry, M. Heidegger, S. Shergin and others.

Main part. Today there is a large number of theories devoted to the formation and development of
the world order of the 21st century. The most famous among them are neo-realism, neoliberalism,
transnationalism, constructivism, postmodernism, neoconservatism, etc. Most of them argue that a
new reality changed the system of international relations based on the principles of balance of powers
and confrontation of two superpowers. In this case, the role and importance of geopolitical
confrontation increases, as the force factor that forms and modifies the modern world order and acts as
an integral part of social relations and interactions’. In the formation of a new global order, many
events are determined with the participation of influential groups of international state figures,
bankers, large businessmen, media — magnates and other persons affecting the policy of individual
countries. The ideological side of the new world order lays in the world globalization processes, the
concentration of world capital, the formation of a special public opinion through the media.

The basis of the new world order are the goals and principles of the United Nations Charter. It
should be emphasized that they are often not fulfilled and even ignored, the evidence of this is shown
through the numerous violations of international law, human rights, domination of power factors in
international relations (annexation of Crimea and occupation of Donbas by the Russian Federation,
etc.). In this context, it is necessary to indicate a special resolution of the UN General Assembly
“Promoting democracy and fair international order”. It states that “everyone has the right to
democratic and equitable international order”. To fulfil this, it is necessary to include both politics and
global instruments to enhance the role of international institutions and mechanisms in the global
economy that meet the needs of countries. It is in this one of the manifestations of just and democratic
world order®.

In this regard, it is necessary to note the position of the famous American researcher and politician
H. Kissinger, who argues that every world order is an desired expression of permanence, stability,
foreign policy balance. However, all elements that form it are constantly changing, and this affects the
reduction of the length of international systems®. The world order in this sense, as H. Kissinger
emphasizes, must be built and not imposed. The duration and sustainability of any system of world
order will depend on whether it is perceived fair not only by the leaders of states, but also by citizens.
It should reflect two truths: 1) order without freedom in the end creates its own opposite; 2) freedom is
impossible to be provided and hold without a framework that retains peaceful existence. The order and
freedom, which are sometimes referred to as opposite poles, should be understood as interdependent.
In this context, H. Kissinger highlights three levels of order: 1) “World Order” — the concept relating
to the nature of fair agreements and distribution of power for the whole world; 2) “International order”
— the practical application of this concept on a large part of the globe is enough to influence the global
balance of forces; 3) “Regional order” — applies to a certain geographic area. Each of these systems is
based on two components: legitimacy — a set of generally accepted rules that determine the limits of
permissible actions; balance of forces — forces for restraint in case of violation of the rules, prevents
the conquest of one political unit of all other™.

The famous American political scientist Z. Brzezinski developed the idea of collective world order,
the creation of “Community of Developed Countries” under the ideological and political leadership of
the United States*. Within the framework of a number of researchers established in the 60's and 80’s
of the twentieth century. Abstract models of world order embodied the basic universal values: peace,
welfare, social and political stability, self-realization of personality, etc.?. However, the modern
vision of the world order and the nature of international relations comes from the fact that the
geopolitical space is not much divided between the major states with the spheres of their influence, but

" Xaiigerrep, M., 2003. Bpems u 6otmue: Cmamou u svicmynienus. Mocksa: ®ommo, c. 258.

8 NoxymenTu 55 cecii OOH. 2000. Pezonoyus OOH 55/107. [online] Available at: <http://http: // daccess — ods.
un. org /TMT/ 5306985. 97431183> [Accessed 10 August 2021].

% Kuccengxep, I'., 2003. Hoebuii muposoii nopaook. Punocogpus nonumuxu. 4th ed. Kuis: 3nanns Ykpainu, c.
29-80; Kuccenmxep, I'., 1997. Juniomamus. Mocksa: Jlagomup, c. 734.

10 Kiccinmxep, I'., 2018. Csimosuii nopsiook. Po3dymu npo xapaxmep nayiii 6 icmopuunomy xonmexcmi. Kuis:
Hamr ¢opmar, c. 12-13.

11 Bikesincekui, 3., 2000. Benuka waxisnuys. JIbeiB—IBano-®pankiserk: Jlines-HB, c. 24-29.

2 Ileprin, C., 1997. CiToBHil HOPANOK: KOHUENLI i peanbHicTs. [lonimuxa i uac, 1, c. 16.
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rather between the internal lines of the tension between the stability zone, where the law and
international law are dominated by the human rights, and the sphere of uncertainty, characterized by
disdain to the law, numerous local conflicts — to all of the security, stability and development of
human civilization threats.

Significant contribution to the development of concepts and models of the world order was
introduced by the scholars of the Club of Rome, who are the founders of the world futurological
thought. The Club of Rome was established on the initiative of A. Peccei and A. King in 1968. In the
framework of the world order, the Club members developed a strategy of “global equilibrium”, and
subsequently arose the theory of Mesarovic and E. Pestel — the formation of a new economic order.
Within these studies, possible ways of restructuring of international economic order were
substantiated. These studies take into account the current trends in human development, qualitative
and quantitative indicators of the world economy and aim to develop methods of overcoming the
negative phenomena of the global economy. Ukrainian political scientist S. Shergin pays attention to
the delineation and ratio of the concepts of international and world order. He believes that the nucleus
of the world order is international order, but these concepts should not be identified and absolutized®2.

Today, humanity is facing the challenge of hybrid wars, which give rise to the new hybrid world
order formation. Ukrainian researchers emphasize that the starting point for the formation of a hybrid
world order was the aggression of the Russian Federation against Ukraine. In the XXI century
aggression is manifested not only in context of hostilities. Kremlin does not plan to destroy millions of
people, as the bloody dictators did, but aims to redraw the political map of the continent, to bring the
format of international relations closer to the bipolar world**. In the new conditions the authority of the
Russian Federation set such goals: 1) from the geostrategic point of view — to destroy the existing
world order of domination of Western countries on the world stage, to regain the status of “great
power”; 2) from the geohistorical point of view — to return the world to the reality in the middle of the
twentieth century, to the period of rhetoric of classical political realism (“zones of influence”,
“struggle of systems”, “balance of power and balance of interests”)*. According to the authors of the
article, the new hybrid world order that is being formed is a new reality that cannot be extrapolated to
the realities of the past era.

The famous American political scientist and sociologist F. Fukuyama draws attention to the fact
that the process of destruction of the existing world order and the issues that arise differ depending on
the region. In Eurasia, he notes, two large and centralized authoritarian states, Russia and China, again
demonstrate the determination to make territorial claims, ignoring the interests of the neighbours® . In
this context, another well-known American political scientist S. Huntington emphasizes that the
difference between democracies and dictatorships is less important than between those countries
where political life is built on consensus, unity, legitimacy, organization, efficiency and stability, and
the countries that lack these characteristics!’. New realities that arise in the process of forming a
hybrid world order create conditions for strong refusals of the usual typical decisions in the field of
international relations and respond adequately to hybrid challenges.

The order’s concept and phenomenon is the characteristic which is imminent to society and reflects
a certain level of organization in the community, its orderliness. This characteristic is acquired, and
not predetermined. Social order is a certain organization of society, its regulation based on certain
norms and general values. The concept of “international order” was firstly mentioned by the US
President George H. W. Bush as a special kind of public order and relates to the global social
community — the world community, formed by a set of different social entities (actors) acting and
interacting on the world arena. This community is regulated by certain state-legal, international, moral
norms and general national, cultural, moral and ethical values. Often international order is considered
as a set of legal norms, identifying it with the legal order, legitimacy that is not entirely correct from

13 Bebuk, B., lleprin, C. and Jertaposa, JI., 2003. Cyvacua anobanicmuxa: npogioui xonyenyii i modepua
npaxmuxa. KuiB: YHiBepcuteT «YKpainay, c. 93.

14 Marna, €., 2017. Ii6puona azpecia Pocii: ypoxu ona €sponu. Kuis: KATTAMAP, c. 10.

15 Topbynin, B., 2017. Ceimosa zibpudnua sitina: ykpaincekuii pponm. Xapkis: oo, c. 7-9.

16 ®ykysama, ®., 2019. Honimuunuii nopadok i norimuunuil 3anenad. Bio npomucnosoi pesontoyii do ano-
banizayii oemoxpamii; nep. 3 anen. Kuis: Ham ¢opwmar, c. 542.

17 Tanrinrron, C., 2020. IToniTH4HMii TOPSAAOK y MiHJIMBHX CyCIIbCTBax; nep. 3 anri. Kuis: Ham ¢opmar,
c. 20.
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the conceptual-categorical point of view. Certain researchers associate international order with the
preservation of stability, a certain status quo in the relations between the states. However, the vast
majority of scholars use the term “international order” in the meaning which covers the entire system
of international relations and determines the behaviour of world policy entities?®.

Thus, “international order” is such an organization of international and interstate relations, which is
opposite to anarchy and provides the existence of joint institutions, norms and values that create
conditions for the existence, security and development of states, their interaction on the international
arena'®. In this sense, the concept of “world order” is also used. But those who use the term “world
order”, as evidenced by practice, mean the “international order”. An important condition for the
formation of “international order” is its legitimacy. It is viable only if it is voluntarily accepted by, at
least, the majority of international actors, or imposed to the world community by actors that dictate
their rules of the world?°. According to researchers, our era is an epoch of transition from an
international order based on the sovereignty of the nations which reflects their needs in existence, to
the global order regulated by institutions, in favour of which all the participants in international
relations voluntarily alienate ever-increasing part of their sovereignty in order to protect fundamental
interests of mankind — survival and well-being?.

Famous American political scientist S. Hoffman offers to distinguish international order that may
exist without the existence of a world order, and a world order that cannot be established without
international order. According to the researcher, the international order as more or less orderly system
of international relations existed always at all stages of the history of international relations, and the
world order is only formed?. Thus, the world order is such an order of the world that provides the
basic needs of state nations, regional associations, as well as all other legitimate international
organizations and institutions that are capable of creating and maintaining their existence and
development. The content of the world order is formed by the fundamental needs of mankind, as
survival, welfare, justice, while international order reflects the needs of states in providing their
sovereignty. It can be argued that the international and world order, having common roots, strengthen
and cement the human community into a single whole.

According to the criteria for organizing the interaction between international actors and the goals
they pursue, researchers distinguish several types of international order:

1) a competitive order with the dominance of the international actors own interests;

2) the order of coordination, which provides for the creation of a balance of forces between the
interests of international actors;

3) the order of subordination, the formation of which indicates the development of international
relations in the direction of subordination of interests of individual actors to the interests of the
international community;

4) hegemonial order, which provides for an undeniable advantage of one of the international actors;

5) the imperial order formed within the hegemonial one and meaning the power of one force over
the united territories;

6) the order of the condominium, characterized by power equilibrium of two superpowers,
interacting, creating stable international systems?,

Researchers claim that it is especially important that in all measurements of the international order
the force, first of all the military force, was the main means of its support at various stages of
international relations development, due to which international interactions are stabilized or
destabilized.

The concept of the classics of the modern school of international relations H. Bull is fundamental
in the study of world and international phenomena. He was one of the first scholars paying attention to
the globalization in international order, when the state should get rid of its selfish national interests for

18 Manscekuit, M., 2011. Teopis miscnapoonux sionocun. Kuis: 3nanns, c. 352.

B Tersmanuyk, M., Jlopomt, JI., 3noposera, M. and Isaceuko, O., 2015. Ocrosu meopii MixcHapoOHux 6i0HOCUH.
JIpBiB: BugaBuuitso JIbBiBChKa mMOMITEXHIKA, ¢. 191.

2 I'pomsiko, A., 2005. Muposoii nopsdox unu 6esnopsadox. Mocksa: Uucturyt Adpuxu (PAH), c. 106.

2 [Ipirankos, I1., 2004. Teopus mexcoynapoouwix omuowenuii. Mocksa: Tapnapuku, c. 41-42.

22 Byuun, M., Tetbmanuyk, M., Inbrunpka, Y. and Kyuma, JI., 2010. Ocroeu meopii Mischapoonux 6i0HoOCUH.
JIbBiB: AKazeMist CyXOIyTHHX BIHCBK, C. 165.

3 lenenes, M., 2004. Teopis miscnapoonux eionocun. Kuis: Buma mxona, c. 417.
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the general good, forced to build a relations with consideration of the other members of the
international community interests®*. The scholar argues that the relations between dozens of
sovereigns have an anarchic nature, and the international procedure is possible if international
relations are built not on the principles of the world community (with the sovereignties’ conflict of
interests), but according to the model of world society, in which constructive interaction prevails over
destructive confrontation. Under the “world order” H. Bull understands those samples of human
activity aimed at supporting the elementary or primary objectives of the social life of all mankind,
whose purpose should be the order of general well-being, and this will distinguish the “international”
and “world” order concepts 2° .

In the study of the ratio of both concepts it is important to pay attention to the work of the
American political scientist J. Eikenberry, one of the leading researchers of the world political order.
In his writings, the scientist argues that the central problem of international relations is the problem of
order, how it has been built and how it is restored after destruction. He believes that the notion of
order should be considered to a greater extent as a decision procedure than as a situation procedure.
That is, the concept of international order includes not only a component of the hierarchy (which
provides order), but also the rules according to which this order is carried out. In this case, the scholar
notes that in the analysis of the concept of international order, attention should be paid to the following
aspects:

1) the presence of a hierarchy in the system of international order;

2) a set of rules and principles of international actors behaviour;

3) decision-making system in context of international cooperation;

4) the mechanism of representing the interests of the lower members in the hierarchy;

5) a set of sanctions in case of international order violation;

6) methods and forms of support for international order?,

Conclusions. Taking into account all previously reflected information, it can be stated: first,
nowadays there is no unambiguous understanding and clear distinction between the interpretation of
the concepts of “international” and “world” order in the works of both Ukrainian and foreign
researchers; secondly, this situation exists due to the fact that today the international system is in
turbulence, when the world order formed after the Second World War had collapsed, and the new one,
due to the complexity of transformation processes is only at the initial stage of its formation; thirdly,
the study of conceptual approaches to the world and international order interpretation suggests that the
“international order” is a state of the international relations system, which is determined by the
structure of the international system over time and determines the relationship of power /
subordination between elements of this system (subjects) and makes the relations more established and
orderly; fourth, the world order is a system that must ensure the support and implementation of the
primary goals of human social (political) existence, the general order of the system.
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