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The notion of “world order” refers to the activities and relationships between the world’s 
states, and other international and non- government organisations. It encompasses the 
level of international peace and security, and the way states cooperate to achieve these 
objectives. However, the means of achieving world order today is complicated by the 
changing nature of conflict, where acts of terrorism, internal conflict and communal 
violence based on religious/ethnic tensions have superseded conventional and civil warfare 
of the 20th century. This requires states to devise new strategies to protect their citizens 
from abuses. However, adopting new defence practices have caused states, particularly 
those that wield greater economic and political power, to violate human rights, abuse state 
sovereignty and therefore perpetrate conflict themselves.  
 
In examining the repercussions of increased terrorism, the Bush Doctrine, the Syrian Civil 
War and North Korea, it can be ascertained that the changing nature of conflict continually 
demands new responses from the international community in order to achieve long sought-
after, albeit difficult objective of “world order”.  
 
Controlling Idea 1 (Increased terrorism) 
 
Terrorism, referring to action intended to cause death or physical injury to civilians and to 
cause terror, with the intent of coercing a government or other body to meet certain 
demands, has become a global phenomenon since the September 11 attacks (9/11) on the 
United States (USA), and is evidence for the changing nature of conflict. 9/11 comprised of 
attacks on the symbols of US economic and military strength, the World Trade Centre and 
the Pentagon respectively, and caused unprecedented complexities for world order. Unlike 
conventional warfare of the 20th century where countries declared war on other states, the 
perpetrator of 9/11, al-Qaeda, was not a sovereign state. Led by Osama bin Laden, al-Qaeda 
was (and still remains) an extreme fundamentalist Islamic group that aimed to drive 
American influence out of Muslim countries. Thus, this complicated the notion of conflict, 
since for the first time, “there was no hostile nation to accuse or target”, and an ‘ideology’, 
as opposed to a state or individual, was declared responsible for a major terrorist attack. As 
such, then-President George W. Bush did not consider 9/11 a ‘crime’ to be resolved by 
police authority, and instead declared ‘War on Terror’ on the perpetrators. This catalysed a 
distinct shift in the nature of world order, since “the 19th and 20th century concept of 
national sovereignty had become outmoded” and the USA sought other means to retaliate 
and protect its citizens. The USA’s subsequent invasion of Afghanistan (2001) to eliminate 
terrorist bases was considered a legitimate form of self-defence despite the concept of state 
sovereignty, granted under Article 51 of the UN Charter. The emergence of terrorism since 
9/11 has also resulted in attacks on major cities such as London, Paris, Brussels and Sydney, 
thereby demonstrating a greater need for defence mechanisms in response to the changing 
nature of conflict, from conventional warfare. Yet, the fact that perpetrators terrorist 
attacks are predominantly groups and ideologies renders it particularly challenging for 
nations to retaliate.   
 
Controlling Idea 2 (Bush Doctrine) 
 
While the US invasion of Afghanistan was considered an appropriate, legitimate response 
toward 9/11 and future terrorist activity, USA’s implementation of the controversial Bush 
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Doctrine marked another challenge for achieving world order, through its reinterpretation 
of self-defence. An aspect of the US National Security Strategy (2002), the Bush Doctrine 
encompasses the use of “pre-emptive strikes” as a defence against an immediate threat to 
US security, even prior to another state’s attack. The Doctrine was used by the US to 
conduct a pre-emptive strike against Saddam Hussein in the 2003 Invasion of Iraq 
(Operation Iraqi Freedom), following Iraq’s continued breach of the UNSC’s Resolution, 
which required it to cooperate with UN weapons inspectors – a mission for “world peace 
and world order”. While the US attempted to justify its strategic invasion as “self-defence” 
under Article 51 of the UN Charter, then-UN Secretary General Kofi Annan declared that the 
US’s invasion did not comply with the sentiments of the UN Charter and constituted an 
illegal use of force. The Bush Doctrine thereby demonstrates an inherent challenge to 
achieving world order amidst the changing nature of conflict, since the US’s attempt to 
protect its citizens from attack merely abuses the notion of state sovereignty. Further, the 
imminent nature of terrorist attacks has prompted the US’s willingness to unilaterally 
pursue its military interests, yet the propensity for such actions to manifest in greater 
conflict renders policies like the Bush Doctrine controversial means for achieving world 
order. Therefore the changing nature of conflict as demonstrated through increased 
terrorism has resulted in challenges for nations to achieve world order.  
 
Controlling Idea 3 (Syria) 
 
The Syrian Civil War, described as “the deadliest conflict the 21st century has witnessed so 
far” is another prominent example of how the rapidly changing nature of conflict is 
complicating means to achieve world order and peace.  
 
The Syrian authority’s complicity in the Syrian Crisis impedes any progress of achieving 
world order since it is the whole government, not just rogue individuals, who are endorsing 
the crimes. While the Syrian government denied responsibility for the extensive use of 
chemical weapons in 2013, killing hundreds of Damascus residents, President Assad agreed 
to remove and destroy Syria’s chemical weapon arsenal after facing prospect of US military 
intervention. Despite this, investigators found evidence of the use of toxic chemicals 
“systematically and repeatedly” in conflict zones. Thus, the Assad government’s direct 
complicity in the Crisis renders it a complex agitator of world order.  
 
The profound humanitarian impacts of the Syrian Crisis further contribute to the difficulty in 
achieving world order. With 6.5 million people internally displaced, the desire for 
consequent refugees to seek safety in European countries has sowed political divisions due 
to the disproportionate burdens face by some, e.g. Germany and Hungary. Attempts by 
humanitarian agencies to assist Syrian civilians have also been hampered by the warring 
parties, who deny the agencies access to the country’s most vulnerable.   
 
The fact that Syria has not signed the Rome Statute means it is extremely for the ICC to 
prosecute perpetrators of the Syrian conflict, and even if the UN Security Council issued a 
warrant to arrest specific individuals, Russia would exercise its veto power and prevent 
action from being taken.  
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Thus while continued violation of international law and human rights in Syria heightens the 
need for global intervention, Assad’s capitulation in the political turmoil demonstrates the 
severe and rapidly progressing nature of this conflict renders it virtually impossible for world 
order to be achieved in the interim.  
 
Controlling Idea 4 (North Korea) 
 
Lastly, it must be acknowledged that the global desire to achieve “world order” is not only 
hampered by the changing nature of conflict evident in mass atrocities and ongoing crises, 
but also by single sovereign states threatening potential future conflicts. North Korea 
remains a significant, well-armed threat to world order due to it threatening acts of 
aggression and its development of nuclear weapons. While North Korea frequently 
contravenes international law, its ability to use state sovereignty as an excuse for impunity 
renders the rest of the global community almost powerless in imposing UN Security Council 
sanctions against it. Such is exemplified in its recent threat to launch a “super-almighty pre-
emptive strike” and reduce the “US mainland to ashes”, according to the SMH (April 2017). 
US Vice President Mike Pence has also repeatedly said that the world’s “era of strategic 
patience” with North Korea was over, and while this sentiment is widely echoed by other 
states, the nature of conflict that is North Korea continues to complicate the pursuit of 
world order.  
 


