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Throughout the last century, much has been madsterhational organisation by
students of international relatidn®©riginally alerted by hostilities that eventually
culminated in World War |, many students of intdioraal relations have exhibited
a pragmatic liberal persuasion and an ‘internatiomad’?>. They have analysed,
and advocated, organised cooperation in the Leafjudations (LoN) and the
International Labour Organisation (ILO) as the ajppiate strategy to cope with
threats to peace and problems induced by growirtgrdapendence. The
intensification of political and socio-economic s@$ around the globe has only
confirmed internationalists about their purposer. they have become ever more
enthusiastic about the United Nations Organisa(ioNO), the World Trade
Organisation (WTO), the European Union (EU), ther/@ank System (WB),
and the International Monetary Fund (IMF) etc. lgeiharbingers of peace,
progress, and, respectively, social justice. Basedvhat they have meant that
international organisations are and do, libera¢rmationalists have assumed an
active stance to strengthen their performancetatiaius making the world a better
place. Their enthusiasm has even led them to bemo®ew intellectual approach
to international relations and organisation. Inirttlepinion, studying international
relations and organisations only through textboeksl from within academic
institutions has proven inadequate. They now maintaat “[elven when the
relevance of international affairs to everyday Igerecognized intellectually, it is
difficult to give the student a sense of howeelsto be a decision-maker at the
national and international level.Many internationalists have deplored what they
see as a gap between the academic study of interaktelations and the active
participation in the fora of international orgarnisas. They thus deem it important
to change the way students are being familiarisgll iternational relations and
organisations. They endorse what they perceive dpaeadigmatic shift’ in
international relations teaching, namely the usesiofulations and case studies,
which arguably help teachers move both the worldhtgfrnational relations and the
settings of various international organisations yafvam textbooks and lecture to
where the action is. And indeed, since the dayswitheas at first popularised by

! As a gerund, the concept international organisatiefers to specific institutional
activities. Employed in this sense, the term difflom international organisation as a noun, which
implies that there is some thing-like entity ouerda Throughout this article, | use both terms and
discriminate in this fashion.

2 For coinage of this phrase, see Nicholas M. Bullkg International Mind: An Argument
for the Judicial Settlement of International DispsNew York: Scribner’s, 1912).

3 Daniel Mclntosh, “The Uses and Limits of the Moddited Nations in an International
Relations ClassroomInternational Studies Perspectivéol. 2 (2001), 269-280, 269.



“[...] university students in the northeastern pafttioe USA [...]", the new
technique of simulation has been embraced by moderaore internationalists
around the world.

The UN attracts between three and four thousandests each year to
assemble at its headquarters and to simulateriheriworkings of its orgars’ln
addition, there are meanwhile far more than a rechdilodel UN Conferences in
many countries around the world. The total numbestadents gathering at these
conferences in order to simulate the proceedinglseotUN Security Council and/or
the UN General Assembly amounts to approximately lmmndred thousafdNot
included in this figure are many students who agplyain for a seat at the
delegations. The same thing goes on in and ardumdEU and, respectively, the
WTO. The number of students who simulate the Eakiget comparatively small,
though it is to be expected that the current nunabe200 simulators will double
and triple any time soon. This observation appieeshe WTO as well. In all of
these cases, students who think they already héaie sense of what international
organisations are undertake to know better what Hwtually do by simulating
negotiation procedures in mock plenary and/or cdiemisettings. The net gain in
realism allegedly consists in that student pardiotip gain some first-hand
experience in the art of international diplomacy amtergouvernemental decision-
making. It is through simulation that students preably learn what it ‘feels’ like
being a delegate to the UN General Assembly, othto EU’s Parliament or
Councif, and what is at stake for them as official paptgits in a WTO
Ministerial Conference

This kind of experience with simulated negotiataord voting procedures
is probably exhilarating for all those involved. d\ih do not doubt that there are
participants who are very serious about their uafterg. | firmly believe that
there are students who harbour the best intentidren they apply for a seat at
some student delegation. Yet, | think there aredg@asons to pause and reflect
about the real motivation of the average studemd, what he/she actually ‘feels’
and ‘experiences’ at such occasions. For | suspest the average student
participant seeks participation in a mock plenand/ar committee session
primarily for its making an eye-catching mark onr/his resume. The average
participant may well experience his/her participatas a vital step on the way
towards peace, progress, and social justice. Buatierage participant sure feels in
a much more immediate sense that his/her delegiignmimarily there to win
many awards, not to speak of the feel that pagt@p in a mock plenary and/or
committee session is a good step on his/her eradisagreer as a professional
functionary. What the average student participaetscalmost certainly not feel and

4 James P. Muldoon, “The Model United Nations Reeitit Simulation and Gamingvol.
26 (1995), pp. 27-36, at p. 28.

° See http://iwww.nmun.org/discover/demographics.htm.

% See http://www.amun.org/experience.php.

7 See http://www.aegee.rwth-aachen.de/meu/indexighp?

8 See http://iwww.model-wto.org/general_informatiagmh



experience is how organised cooperation (not onithin the conference settings
of multilateral diplomacy actually operates, nospeak of what it actually does. It
is for this reason that | deem it sensible to pondeat liberal internationalists,

based on their impressionistic ‘feels’ and ‘expeties’, increasingly tend to make
of international organisation/s and the broadertexdnof international relations.

And | do not only mean students when they simuladé¢éso mean academics when
they write this cosmos.

My preliminary conclusion is that what student aratademic
internationalists tend to make of their preferréjeot domain, what meaning they
ascribe to international organisation/s in the eghtof international relations,
seems generally very nice and appealing. Yet theages of the real seem
completely out of synch with views and perceptiansong contemporaries who
observe this object domain in their capacity agiceli observes and from a
standpoint in history that, as such, lies outsidedamp of liberal internationalism.
This article is an attempt to understand the ionalist project from such a
critical standpoint and to ascertain why its megnimaking activities seem so
strange for critical observers that are otherwigepathetic with its overall
purpose to make the world a better place.

The overarching premise that underlies and guides atiempt at
understanding liberal internationalism has purpesiweaningful action, whether
individual or collective action, whether action &dhat simulating the real or
action aimed at representation, as a practiceishatade possible by forces that
emanate from a socio-cultural context. As | wilbgh the value and principle of
‘professionalism’ is a particularly influential ¢utal force in this regard. So my
argument is eventually that the meaning-making vaes of liberal
internationalism are increasingly governed by &ucal of professionalism. The
logic through which this culture operates may brewnscribed as follows: ideas,
norms, and values of a larger societal formationstitute a cultural code that
impregnates agents and the societal activitieshitlwthey are engaged. Societal
activities are based on meaningful interactiong thitheir being composed of
linguistic and symbolic acts. Said cultural codenifests itself as a ‘web of
significance®, a discursive formation. Agents are entangleduithsa web, which
affects not only what linguistic and symbolic resms they avail themselves of,
but also what purposes they define for themsebued where and how they engage
in signifying practices so as to make their actsmeehensible to their interaction
partner®. It is in this context that the institutional dingon of said formation
needs to be taken into account as well. For inflakideas, norms, and values of
the cultural code are channelled through institgiat various levels of society,

9 Clifford Geertz,The Interpretation of Cultures: Selected Ess@ysw York: Basic Books,
1973), at p. 5.

1 This may be dubbed the psychological dimensiorusfure which manifests itself in
specific attitudes, values, and practical disposdi that agents acquire through participation in
discourse/s. Cf. Mark H. Ross, “Culture and IdentityGomparative Political Analysis”, in: M. I.
Lichbach & A. S ZuckermarComparative Politics: Rationality, Culture, and Stiue (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1997), pp. 42-80, esf7/ 1.



encompassing class, law, education, disciplines prafessions as well as
interpersonal relations within the farlity Culture operates through such
institutions as it predicates societal activitiesmeeds and focal points that pertain
to these institutions, but that also cohere withag]l norms, and values that are
embodied in the larger discursive formation. Thgesrds who partake in signifying
practices within specific institutions orient theshaes at focal or reference points
that are shared by interaction partners and thed Eaem to employ distinct
conceptual categories so as to throw light upotiquéar objects, and to make up
realisable social worlds. The purposes that thessuymi thereby are considered
natural at this level. Yet, said focal points andpwses also cohere with ideas,
norms, and values of the cultural code, the diseeir§ormation, in which
institutions are always embedded. So the adherdntse internationalist project
encounter particular reference points qua beingggaants in a discursive process
that is inextricably linked with the institutionabntext in which they are situatéd
Said discourse, plus the institutional context tuch it is tied, are engulfed by a
larger discursive formation and embody ideas, nprarsd values, such as
professionalism, that prevail therein.

I unfold my argument in the following steps: | firsketch the project of
student internationalists and spell out what meganirey ascribe to international
organisation/s when they simulate the inner workiafydiplomatic settings. | then
try to establish why more and more students semsth value in getting inside
what they take to be the ‘real’. This leads meragé the internationalist project of
students back to the meaning-making activitiescatlamic internationalists. For it
iIs them, and their discursive products, that previde very context in which
students evolve the perception of internationalorgation being comprised by an
architecture in which thing-like entities called ganisations perform pre-
formulated functions that can be explored throughukation. The final step
consists in an attempt at contextualising the nmgamaking activities of student
and academic internationalists with a view to tha&lug and principle of
professionalism that motivates them to represelt wWorld of international
relations and organisation in a specific fashi@né not in another.

11 This may be termed the sociological dimensionufuce that is embodied in political,
economic, legal, familial and still other institrtis that constrain and direct attitudes, ideas, and
practical inclinations of those who partake in disse/s. Cf. Norman Fairclougbiscourse and
Social Chang¢Cambridge: Polity, 1992), at p. 64.

12| entertain here what has become a commonsensstadding of ‘discourse’, one that
is in vital respects similar to the one Michel Fault has outlined in “The Discourse on Language”,
appended té\rchaelogy of Knowledgdrans. A.M. Sheridan Smith (New York: Panthed®7Q), pp.
215-237, andPower/KnowledgéNew York: Pantheon, 1980). The writings of asat&s within the
Ideology and Discourse Analysis Programme in thpdbenent of Government at the University of
Essex, such as those of David Howarth and Yanmigr&takis, “Introducing Discourse Theory and
Political Analysis”, in: D. Howarth, A.J. Norval &. Stavrakakis (eds.)Discourse Theory and
Political Analysis: Identities, Hegemonies, and i8b€hange(Manchester: Manchester University
Press, 2000), pp. 1-23, have made good use ofdhisept in the study of political phenomena.



Mikein Wonderland

The staff and student participants who annuallyhgatat Model International
Organisation Conferences place great value in sitimg what they take to be the
inner workings of international organisations. Thegm to believe that seeing the
world from inside the conference room bears out hestual diplomats and
delegates behave in problem-oriented discussioostgiressing issues. Together
with many academic internationalists who profes&heorise’ about international
organisations but who see themselves as pragmatidepn-solvers just the same,
they perceive the procedural frameworks of intéomal organisations as
instrumental for the handling of urgent problemsaim efficient, effective, and
legitimate fashion. Aimed at doing good throughwety partaking in the making
of international order, they define themselves asgmatic functionaries who
govern the world through rational means. What igiad here, membership in this
circle of like-minded fellow§ fosters typical and fairly predictable communioati
habits that allow for meaningful exchange amonglestii internationalists and that
discursively constitute the object domain of intgfonal organisation, at this
aggregate level, in a particular fashion. Consilderfollowing interview with Mike
Reed whom | regard as a typical student delegate Mational Model United
Nations Conference:

“...]
Why did you participate in the model UN?

I’'m soon to be finished my Bachelor's degree inititall Science at the University
of Victoria. International relations has been ansigant area of study in my
undergrad education, so to actually put my knowdetigo practice at the Model
United Nations Conference in New York seemed likgreat opportunity. | have
known about the UN Club at UVic for a few years ndwt | hadn't joined in
previous years because | thought it would be towe tconsuming with all the
planning, fundraising, and studying that is reqiiileading up to the conference. |
went for it this year because | realized it wouldrby last chance to do it before |
graduated and the experience would significantignomy eyes wider than what |
was learning in the classroom.

What interests you most about international diployva

The notion of peace. International diplomacy igehte provide a safe world and to
prevent violence and injustice. With 193 sovereigtates on the planet,

13| infer the similarity of outlook in factual andrmative respects from a survey of twenty
letters of motivation that German student intewvalists have attached to their applications feeat
at a delegation to the National Model United Nagi®moject in New York in 2008.



international diplomacy is absolutely crucial tolghl stability and maximization
of peace.

What are some challenges you found when particigadti the model UN?

The international system is extremely complex. Eastintry in the UN tries to
push their own agenda, while simultaneously futtfgl their commitment to peace
and cooperation. What is difficult about internatibdiplomacy is getting all the
dynamics to align. UVic was representing the Rejpulifl Korea (South Korea) at
NMUN this year and my particular role was a delegatto the UN in the
Conference on Disarmament. To give you an examipteeochallenges | faced in
my conference, | was trying to persuade the UnBéates of America to work
multilaterally and cooperatively, rather than aggreely sanctioning nuclear
capable countries like North Korea. Inside the ecerice room there were other
difficulties, like students who were taking the giation a little bit too seriously,
causing emotional tension at times. Particularly tlelegates representing both
Israel and Syria were at each other’s throats, hvmede it difficult to get through
the voting process and pass our resolutions. Ihceas are not getting along, it can
be devastating to the development of resolutions.

Any amazing moments you had down in New York tteaed your perspective or
expanded your mind?

| felt the most inspired during the opening andsklg ceremonies of the

conference, which took place inside the UN headgqumar Some of the speakers
were high profile individuals from the UN talking tis students about our future
and our responsibility to play a role as individutdward a more peaceful world. |

was sitting in the same room where major decisgeismade that have enormous
impacts on our world. For the first time | couldegbat | had the opportunity and
capability to contribute to a better worltf.”

The goings-on in the mock conference session amdtident delegate’s
sense of mission are both premised on the sincant tw make the world a better
place. Bequeathed with a sense of dignity and denfie, the average student
delegate deems his task to assume responsibilitgamtribute his share to a more
peaceful world. From the perspective of the stugkamticipant, actively partaking
in multilateral diplomacy may help to prevent viobe and injustice. For
diplomacy within the conference room serves glabability and the maximisation
of peace. Yet, while busying himself with making tivorld a better place through
conference diplomacy, the average student delégdtea distinct sense separated
from both the objects he apprehends and from tmeegts within which he is

14 http://www.bravenewtraveler.com/2007/04/10/lessivom-the-united-nations-an-
interview-with-mike-reed/



apprehending them. He discusses issues concefoingxample, ‘disarmament’ in
a normative and problem-oriented fashion. But whidng this, he seems entirely
liberated from the very forces that usually meddl¢he real-world situation of an
official meeting. Neither does he sense any stéstuthat usually come with
allegiances, rivalries, and competing appraisalaceming possible solutions
amongst other represented countries. Nor doesdogmese himself as an active
participant in a more encompassing process of atilog life and death. From the
perspective of the student delegate, the issuelBetalealt with require some
willingness on all sides to get along peacefulhyobserve diplomatic etiquette, and
to not hamper the voting process so that a resolutan be passed. By seeing
himself and his peers largely unconstrained ofdsrihat diplomats and delegates
face in the institutional settings of internatiomayanisations, the typical student
internationalist undertakes to solve problems thhouational argumentation.
Sublimating himself over emotional troubles that aften linked with questions
regarding the assignment of deprivation undoubtédly the advantage that the
student delegate is able to retain his dignified-iseage and confident sense of
mission. Indeed, from the perspective of the studetegate, engaging his likes in
rational discussions and to solve the most critisalies through consensus is
greatly facilitated if he and other student delegato not let them getting disturbed
by outbursts of ‘emotional tension’.

The average student delegate clings to the bélafite is free to define his
goals in a relatively autonomous fashion and tacym® rational solutions to pre-
formulated ends. This image of himself allows thteiinationalist-as-delegate to
choose whatever position and strategy he/she dapprepriate vis-a-vis both the
concrete issue at stake and possible courses iohaat the field of multilateral
diplomacy. When the internationalist-as-delegateersndiplomacy as a field of
positions, he/she encounters facts, theories, jdeastrategies as ready-made
things whose value — or lack thereof — lies inrtipeopositional content. Reducing
complicated factual issues that form part of com@ead protracted problems in
real world settings to stabilised propositional nier serves the student
internationalist in two ways: he/she is able tcetéthe objects and events to which
statements refer as ready-made patterned wholdshafshe is in a position to
subjugate these objects to a regime of rationalradn The various instances in
the field of international organisation, such asebucratic procedures, delegates,
and problems they deal with are thus availableetodproduced in a curtailed and
miniaturized form so that they can be more eagilgaged by mind and botfy

15 Cf. Laura Zanotti, “Governmentalizing the Post—C@ldr International Regime: The UN
Debate on Democratization and Good Governanki&rnatives Vol. 30 (2005), pp. 461-487, at p.
478 who asserts that modes of governance favouyehtbrnationalists rhetorically “[...] foster
standardized systems of control, monitoring medrasj and governing from a distance by
international organizations.”

6 | mean here shortcuts such as ,P5’ and ,SC’ in’ ‘this; ‘Coreper’ and ‘Ecofin’ in ‘the’
EU; or ‘NACC’ and ‘P4P’ in ‘the’ NATO (at the beginmj of the 1990s). The great appal of such
shortcuts is not only that they allow for a morficégnt exchange about relevant items among interns



The mock conference situation becomes not onlylaai as ‘the’ GA, ‘the’ SC,
and ‘the’ UN, but as a more intricate system inchimultilateral diplomacy works
like a soberly fine-tuned and tightly regulated htism towards preferred states
like ‘stability’ and ‘peace’ of the ‘internationalystem’. Simplified representations
of this sort are then amenable to be controlledirapsferring them from one
context to another, say from the issue area ofustyt to the one of ‘trade’ and
then maybe to ‘development’.

The problem with this position is that the studéeliegate is able to retain
this wonderful vision about making the world a betplace only to the extent to
which he imagines himself as participant in a rativerealistic situation. To be
sure, the problem is not that the student delegatiks and acts on decidedly
normative premises. For any well meaning intermatiist like myself, aspiring to
peace, progress, and social justice is a fully eetsble stance. Yet what is
inherently problematic about the liberal simulatimoject is the almost total lack
of awareness on the side of the average studeegatel about what the narrow
conference setting of an international organisaaotually stands for. What the
student delegate fails to understand is that thye s@me rhetoric that he encounters
within a conference setting, and that he deemseduidb bring about peace,
progress, and social justice, is tailored to thefe@nce setting that he simulates.
What goes on in this conference setting, howewerpnly a tiny fracture of
multilateral diplomacy, which is highly complex, etionally laden, and
vigorously contested inasmuch agsitthe pattern by which the distribution and
institutional allocation of life and death is ratadised and ultimately legitimated.
By leaving completely out of consideration that tiéicial rhetoric of peace,
progress, and social justice is actually tied &difntional structures and processes
in and through which it attains a meaning that pec#ic for this official and
hermetically shielded context, the typical studéelegate fails to understand that
he tends above all else to project his own famdastage of what multilateral
diplomacy is about in this rhetotic The typical student delegate deems peace,
progress, and social justice popular currents déinatonly a few steps away. For
diplomats and delegates in the real world, howetrmre is more often than not
barely a minimum of consensus about what peacegrgss, and social justice
might actually mean in the state of crisis that h&some such a pervasive
condition of modern international relations.

What is relevant for the purposes of this artiddhie fact that, however
much the average student delegate may think of diinas an individual that
chooses in a rational fashion what he deems ugaftihe establishment of peace,

to the respective setting; they also convey a sehsgembership to an exclusive circle of competent
professionals.

17 cf. Jacques Fomerand, “Recent UN Textbooks: Suggsstirom an Old-Fashioned
Practitioner”,Global GovernanceVol. 8 (2002), pp. 383-403, at p. 392: “Notwithstling the verbal
niceties of multilateral diplomacy, the struggle fiower within the UN for control of its agenda is
what fuels the system. The means vary with one&tijpa in the international pecking order. [...]
Multilateralism at the UN is fed by the dynamicsusfequal power relationships that determine who
gets what and how as well as who will be treated ssbject or an object of international relatibns.



progress, and social justice, he shares in a digpoand exhibits a cognition that
is characteristic of a great many student inteonatists who have by and large the
same rosy image of international relations and misgaion. Their collectively
shared sense and cognition motivates them to fgstace, progress, and social
justice through diplomatic conventions that thegrdeoperative in the real world.
And it is the very same collectively shared semgka@gnition which leads them to
think that they share in the same outlook as realdvdiplomats. They do not
reckon with the fact that their perspective is emausly different from the one of
the practitioner. Their pragmatic liberal take bimgs leads many of them to view
the world as a coherent whole that looks more ss llne same from whatever
viewpoint. And they seem convinced that urgent-vealld phenomena are most
appropriately re-presented by recourse to con@apiscategories that form part of
the vocabulary that diplomats and delegates usdficial settings. What many
student internationalists fail to recognise is tinat idiom they avail themselves of
when they enter the conference room is at this vegment pressed into the
service of their own normative belief. They concely categorise every instance
of international organisation as an elementary parta web of systematic
relationships that has instrumental value for th@irament of pre-formulated
normative ends that are ultimately their own. Ustierding the instrumental value
of international organisations and to be in contnagr their applications yields of
course desirable, and reliable, products. Butitieges and ideas upon which they
rest are not so much grounded in the real worlthigrnational relations as they
are grounded in the normative desire of privilegééestern students to
internationalise the bureaucracy of public admiaigin that they have learned to
see as a practical and a-political solution fomgwuaaginable social problem.
Many student internationalists tend to think ofrtiselves as very liberal,
given that they are very peace-oriented, very @msgjve, and very pro-justice. Yet,
student internationalists end up approaching thecoldomain of international
relations and organisation in a rather conservdsshion. My own exposure to the
inner life of organisations together with my teahiexperience over the last
couple years have fed my impression that studemto@ average not inherently
suspicious vis-a-vis the institutional architectofeinternational organisation and
do not favour radical change. They know about dtanfailures on a global scale
but draw no connection between problems and itistits. They fervently support
the operation of existing procedures as the bestnméo arrest the political that
they think looms under the surface of nationalreges threatening the order in-
place. In their view, international organisationsmdtion as mechanisms that
establish peace, progress, and social justice ghraational problem-oriented
discussions. Participation in the diplomatic fuact of international organisations
is tantamount to promoting noble purposes. My pabierte is thatbecausethey
identify so enthusiastically with what they pereeias the good work of
professionals within international organisationad ébecause they subscribe to
goals that they deem transparent and sought fodiplpmats and delegates,
internationalists understand themselves not aseadél alone critical, observers of



international relations and organisation. They khiof themselves as loyal

supporters of what they deem well-meaning actijtiand celebrate, at times
enthusiastically, the machinery of existing inteim@al organisations as arenas in
which these activities are presumably at home.

It may of course be objected that student inteonafists are a quite
heterogeneous group, if only because they are framy different countries. It
may thus be deemed unlikely that they all share shme sense, the same
cognition, and the same conservative approach. thiglis certainly true to a
certain extent. Yet, student internationalists atbthe globe are increasingly alike
in that they grow out of, and then into, very samikettings. They thus come to
share very similar cognitive categories and wayshafiking that narrow their
perspective on abstract and formal entities, treiné their preoccupations with
distinct purposes, and that define their approacbne that is liberal and pragmatic
in a very peculiar sense. They converge aroundi@nedist apprehension of things
and deem it possible to realise states of peaogrgss, and social justice that they
have had the opportunity to know from their own exgnce in sheltered
environments. The phenomena that many studentnatienalists perceive as
pertinent to the field of international relationsdaorganisation come in distinct
object-forms such as constitutional documents, mggaommittees, conferences,
programs, resolutions, decisions, missions, mangorcompliance, sanctions etc.
which are held against problems such as genocileicecleansing, human rights
violations and what have you. Insofar as studemérmationalists deal with
phenomena that lend themselves to be representedssass, negotiations,
decisions, resolutions, and outcomes, the relewhj@ct domain of international
relations and organisation attains a formal ontpltbgat accords with the view of
government residing in public administration, amdeynance operating as neutral
machine-like mechanism. Problems are cast as thteahormatively warranted
and institutionally sanctioned purposes. By orgagisheir doing under the same
epistemic principles, the same factual considematiand the same normative goals
that they think correspond with those of the orgediworld community at large,
internationalists may differ as far as their gepgieal location is concerned. Yet
they nevertheless form a quite homogenous groupeg@ards the ontology they
presuppose and what it takes to be making the veoplekter place.

A very critical aspect of the problem lies in tloedes that constitute and
reproduce this homogeneity. At issue is the inlésibollege, or network, of
academic internationalists that shapes the cognéthd sense-making activities of
many student internationalists. Available courskaby and textual products are
very similar as far as referential objects andrtimerrelations are concerned. They
exhibit patterns, which impose cognitive constinthat many student
internationalists do not interrogate, out of ignm® or mere lack of time. Many
student internationalists come to accept the domiinanceptions of social reality
and buy into prevailing frames that lead them tcribe meaning to international
relations and organisation in a particular fashioahall now point out that and

10



how this network of academic internationalism omgaas a system of social
inscriptiort®.

Academic Internationalism: the Fabric of (Conservative) Cognitive Frames

Academic internationalists all over the world arasyp with communicating
conceptual notions and producing texts that arenlyaiesponsible for the
perception that student internationalists bringhe object domain of international
relations and organisation. Said texts and courpbss the many research
programmes at graduate and postgraduate levelstittha a dense ‘web of
significance’ in and through which student interoialists are endowed with
cognitive frames that spur their meaning-makingvas. It will turn out highly
suggestive to look more closely upon some knotsfaaodl points that academic
internationalists fix through their activities, atitht exert such a strong formative
influence upon students. My focus is upon the cpnzé notions of ‘agency’,
‘mission’/'mandate’, and ‘performance’ of internatal organisations to which
academic internationalists have attached charattefigurative understandings.

The Concept of Agency

The perhaps most important discursive move on te te conceive international
organisation as an entity in its own right is triatite agency to ‘it’, i.e. to first
talk and write some ‘it’ into existence with thelfn@f a noun, and to then make
this very same ‘it’ active for analytical purpos@svital step on the way is to come
up with a category of actor, like the concept ofiemive actor, which can be
perceived as bounded and unified. In many writioyacademic internationalists,
said ‘it’ stands for a thing-like entity that hasnse sort of corporate personality
and that serves the purpose that agency can bieexbto it. This move is pretty
widespread in the network of academic internatistsal Consider the following
statement in a known introductory textbook to wiatcalled ‘international
organization’: “Thus the United Nations, the WoBdnk, the European Union and
NATO are international organizations because thap €¢unction as or like
collective actors. In their instrumental capacityternational organizations
function as quasi-actors [sic!], often at the bidgdof their most powerful member
states.*® The mechanism in and through which internationrghnisations come

18 The notion that the network of internationalistpemtes as an institution that
contextualises and socialises students of intematirelations and organisation resonates with the
views of Peter L. Berger & Thomas Luckmarihe Social Construction of Realiffilew York:
Doubleday, 1966), at p. 59-61, on the one hand,kartl E. Weick,Sensemaking in Organizations
(Thousand Oaks: Sage, 1995), at p. 9-11, on ther.oth

19 volker Rittberger & Bernhard Zanglnternational Organization: Polity, Politics and
Policies (Houndmills: Palgrave, 2006), at p. 7. In the saram, cf. Margaret P. Karns & Karen A.
Mingst, International Organizations: The Politics and Preses of Global GovernangBoulder:
Lynne Rienner, 2004), at p. 17: “In considering thignificance of 1GOs in shaping global
governance, we focus not on the structural atteuand programs but on the organizations as
actors.”
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into existence as actors that are endowed witledipacity to function as agents in
their own behalf is often named ‘delegatfnThe EU, for instance, is portrayed
by internationalists as an actor that has agendhdaextent to which states have
granted it the competence to decide on certain ensatin a more or less
autonomous fashiéh The same goes for ‘the’ WTO and/or ‘the’ IKIFTo be
sure, liberal internationalists have exhibited manel more sophistication as they
have differentiated between large collective actlike the UN or the EU, and the
special organisations or organs of which they amposed. The latter putatively
have agency, too, an interesting question pertginm the leeway that these
organisations and organs have within the respestygtem, and vis-a-vis states.
Internationalists have thus conceived the UN Higim@iissioner for Refugees, or
the UN Conference on Trade and Development, agsgetheir own right. They
have also depicted the European Commission and&®rEuropean Parliament
and/or the European Court of Justice as agents thetlcapacity to fulfil certain
functions within, and sometimes even beyond, tingeaof competencies that has
been granted to them by states through deledatidihe councils, panels, and
commissions in the WTO, by contrast, are agentshich states have been much
more reluctant to delegate far-reaching powers. fany, the typical reason
underlying such a granting of power through deliegafrom states, in their
capacity as principals, to organisations, in thepacity as agents, lies in the
envisaged effects that the latter produce so &enefit the formér. In this view,
international organisations function as instrumeotstheir principals once they,
and their organs, have been instituted as agents.

2 Delegation is a figurative understanding that mftmplies what has been dubbed a
‘principal-agent-relationship’ between states asgypals and organisations as agents. This concept
and figurative understanding is particularly popumong adherents to rationalist theories of
international organisation. Cf. Roland Vaubel, “Pifiat-agent Problems in International
Organizations”Review of International Organizationgol. 1 (2006), pp. 125-138.

2L Cf. Fabio FranchinoThe Powers of the Union: Delegation in the EOambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2007).

22 Cf. Darren Hawkins, David A. Lake, Daniel L. Nels@ Michael Tierney (eds.),
Delegation and Agency in International OrganizasofCambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2006), especially the contributions of Lisa A. Marand Erica R. Gould to the IMF, and the
contribution of Andrew P. Cortell & Susan Petersothe WTO.

2 |gnaz Seidl-Hohenveldern, “The Attitude of Statesvards the Proliferation of
International Organizations”, in: N.M. Blokker & H.GSchermers (eds.)Proliferation of
International Organizations: Legal Issuébhe Hague: Kluwer, 2001), pp. 51-64, at p. 55.

24 Cf. the contributions to Mathias Konig-Archibugi(s New Modes of Governance in the
Global System: Exploring Publicness, Delegation,d amclusiveness(Basingstoke: Palgrave
Macmillan, 2006); cf. Carl-Fredrik Bergstror@omitology: Delegation of Powers in the European
Union and the Committee Systé@xford: Oxford University Press, 2005); and cfaid A. Pollack,
The Engines of European Integration: Delegationeigy, and Agenda Setting in the EOxford:
Oxford University Press, 2003), at p. 75-82, fdf.a] brief historical survey [which] demonstrates
that questions of delegation and discretion werefact, explicit and central to the motivations of
member governments in creating the basic institstiaf the ECSC and its successors.”

% This is obviously the so-called ‘functional’ expkion of delegation. Cf. Robert O.
Keohane,After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the Wdrlalitical Economy(Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1984), at p. 80.
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Other internationalists have deviated from thigoratlist conception of
agency as they have pointed out that internationgdnisations are not so much
directed by principals, as they evolve their oweferences and stratedizDue to
their alleged nature as bureaucratic complexesrnational organisations such as
the UN, for instance, are composed of various speorganisations and
administrative-executive units that formulate thewn agendas and devise
strategies how to realise them. They act themselsqwincipals vis-a-vis stafés
In this view, international organisations are nothsuch agents that act on behalf
of principals, they are rather agents that worlklat states insofar as they change
their preferences or influence their strategiesairecursive manner as it were.
Irrespective of their affiliation with this or thaamp, internationalists do generally
show some caution in that they are hesitant tor&@sneagency in too general a
fashion. Some take into consideration that it nnattevhat international
organisations are actually concerned with. It Hasstbeen asked whether, for
example, the United Nations is an important or nmaigactor as regards the
management of more specific issues in the fieldimérnational peace and
security®, or what specific international organisations awplish in distinct issue
areas, ranging from peace and security over ecanassues to social and
humanitarian activiti€d Yet, the important point here is that academic
internationalists tend to champion some notiomtdrnational organisations being
agents, either in that they infer agency from thecfions that international
organisations fulfil for states, in that they infagency from a constructive role of
international organisations as more or less autousnactors, and/or in that they
bear in mind the specificity of the issue area mol they are involved as actors.

2 Cf. Michael N. Barnett & Martha Finnemore, “The Rio§, Power, and Pathologies of
International Organizationslnternational OrganizationVol. 53 (1999), pp. 699-732, at p. 707. “IOs
can become autonomous sites of authority, indeperidem the state ‘principals’ who may have
created them, because of power flowing from attle@s sources: (1) the legitimacy of the rational-
legal authority they embody, and (2) control owechical expertise and information. [...] Since
rational-legal authority and control over expertee part of what defines and constitutes any
bureaucracy (a bureaucracy would not be a bureayevithout them), the autonomy that flows from
them is best understood as a constitutive effatteféect of the way bureaucracy is constituted,
which, in turn, makes possible (and in that sereseses) other processes and effects in global
politics.”

27 Cf. Martha Finnemore, “International Organizati@msl Teachers of Norms: The United
Nations Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Orgation and Science Policy’International
Organization Vol. 47 (1994), pp. 565-598, for an explicatidrhow bureaucratic organs may act as
‘norm teachers’ vis-a-vis states; and cf. Michael Barnett & Martha FinnemoreRules for the
World: International Organization in Global Politic(Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 2004), and
especially pp. 121-155 with an explication of hdve tUN-Secretariat operated in an autonomous
fashion vis-a-vis the UN-Security Council as it (fjiirected the Peacekeeping forces in Rwanda in
1994, and as it withheld information from the Ségu€ouncil’'s Permanent Members.

2 Cf. Keith Krause, “Facing the Challenge of Small Arithe UN and Global Security
Governance”, in: Richard M. Price & Mark W. Zach&he United Nations and Global Security
(Houndmills: Palgrave Macmillan, 2004), pp. 21-38.

2 Cf. the contributions to Diehl, op. cit., pp. 16664
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The Concept of Mission/Mandate

For internationalists, international organisatiomise typically created through
signature and ratification of constitutional documse such as covenants and
charter®. International organisations are thus grounded raional-legal
arrangements that define the overall ‘mission’ #rat ascribe certain powers that
are suited for the realisation of this mission. Taeticular purposes for which a
specific international organisation has been ctkaamd/or the specific ends for
which governments take recourse to it as an agantallegedly be inferred from a
look at said constitutional documetitsWhat is thus hypostatised by academic
internationalists is that organisations are intduand maintained by their
sponsors so as to instantiate specific states fafrgf as they are described in
official texts. In the case of the EU, for instanfe..] the 1957 EEC Treaty was
the founding ‘constitutional document’ of the Eueap Community, and has since
been amended numerous times, most notably in taregnark treaties: the 1986
Single European Act (SEA), the 1992 Maastricht fyem European Union, and
the 1997 Treaty of Amsterdan®” The basic objectives, as they have been
formulated in what may be seen as the ‘Preambleh&o EEC Treaty, are the
promotion of peace, economic and social prograss linerty through (economic)
integration. These goals, in turn, are to be redliirough intergouvernemental
cooperation and the delegation of decision-makiogegrs to what are nowadays
known as the Commission and the Council of Mingstér the case of the UN, the
primary purpose of this organisation, as set outtsnCharter, has been the
maintenance of international peace and sectritther goals such as criminal
justice, democracy, human rights, or economic aethsprogress being secondary
to, and dependent for their realisation on, thismary purpose. When
internationalists give meaning to the WTO, theyenfpoint out that it came into
existence as an organisation with the agreemealifing the so-called Uruguay
Round, which was signed in Marrakesh in 1994 amdeguently approved by the
legislatures of most member countffeThe WTO, as an agent in its own right,
replaced the multilateral trading regime of the GAM 1995 by writing forth the
regime’s basic purposes, such as raising livingndateds, ensuring full
employment, increasing real income and effectivated, and assuring the full
use of the resources of the world by expandingpttegluction and exchange of

%0 Cf. Rittberger & Zangl, op. cit., at p. 63: “In geak international organizations are set
up by a treaty between three or more states. Sweliids are frequently negotiated at diplomatic
conferences before being signed and the ratifieah ugpproval by the competent organs of each
signatory state.” Cf. Niels M. Blokker, “Proliferati of International Organizations: An Exploratory
Introduction”, in: Blokker & Schermers, op. citp.pl-49, at p. 12.

31 Cf. Robert W. Gregg & Michael Barkun (edsJpited Nations System and its Functions:
Select Reading@rinceton: Van Nostrand, 1968), at p. 5-6.

32 Cf. Pollack, op. cit., at p. 83.

33 Cf. Nigel D. White, The United Nations System: Toward International ideBoulder:
Lynne Rienner, 2002), at p. 12-13 and pp. 139-172.

34 Cf. Elaine Hartwick & Richard Peet, “NeoliberalismdaNature: The Case of the WTO”,
Annals of the American Academy of Political & Sb8eaience590 (2003), pp. 188-211, at p. 192.
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goods through reducing tariffs and other barriersrade. As an international
organisation, it exists now primarily “[...] for thpurpose of liberalizing trade
across national boundariés”and to therewith promote economic and social
progress.

Again, my point here is that the missions and mtsliternationalists
deem relevant as guideposts for international asgéions circumscribe states of
affairs that are all but secretive, inherently ddse, and very appealing.
Internationalists, that is, are by and large agteatithe covenants and charters by
which international organisations are founded defipals such as peace, progress,
and/or social justice that are inherently stabllely known, and not subject to
controversy. Their founders, and probably the iitaals of the world at large, can
thus be deemed loyal supporters of these goals.mbans that, by virtue of their
mandates, as they have been formulated in offigghl texts, international
organisations pursue goals that are not only ti@esp as regards their original
meaning but highly desirable and legitimate in ahdhemselves. As a matter of
those purposes and principles laid down at theuwndations, international
organisations are thus not to be seen as agentsptinaue partisan political
objectives. Precisely because their performancpréslicated upon transparent,
desirable, and inclusive normative ends, studeptsnl to see international
organisations as the portents in and through wthehsectarian impulses of the
political may be arrested, perhaps even overcomeahe daily procurement of
peace, progress, and social justice. The extewhtoh academic internationalists
belabour the notion that international organisaigursue highly desirable and
legitimate ends correlates with the extent to whtbls idealised image of
international relations and organisation is helbématural and self-evident among
students.

The Concept of Performance

Another focal point pertains to the extent to whiakernational organisations,
conceived as agents, succeed or fail in realidie@ putative goals. At issue is the
notion of ‘performance, which is often tied to beioaral categories such as
coordination, deliberation, negotiation, decisidmplementation, compliance,
mediation, administration, sanction and so on. Gnt&nationalists have learned
to conceive international organisations as agehs®me sort, the most interesting
question for them is what they actually do, meanifgt typical steps they take to
realise widely known pre-formulated ends. It so esrthat many internationalists
tend to focus upon decisions that they associatie glarification, coordination,

and/or prescribing functions of international ongations®. Another widespread

35 |hi
Ibid.
36 cf. Darryl Robinson, “Defining ‘Crimes Against Humgniat the Rome Conference”,
American Journal of International Lawol. 93 (1999), pp. 43-57; cf. Kenneth W. Abb&tDuncan
Snidal, “Why States Act through Formal Internatio@aganizations”, in: Paul F. Diehl (edJhe
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tendency among internationalists is to conceiveibdgdtion, information
transmission, and decision-making activities, saythe UN-Security Council as
the most typical responses to threats to world @ead security. Internationalists
also ponder the performance of the UN in the vergales of crisis. Some
investigate whether and to what extent long sugkgsstruments such as UN-
peacekeeping are all of a sudden decried as otghnfreypocrisy?. Others seek to
uncover new trends in dealing with such crisis sdaidentify moves that lend
themselves to being subsumed under new referentéams®. Many
internationalists seem persuaded that the instrtsmen the UN and other
organisations are still ‘better’, and in any cas@earsufficient, than measures taken
by individual state¥. The same goes for the presumed sufficiency oftsfon the
part of the EU, the IMF, and the G8 to coordin&e increase of participation in
the world economy, or to orchestrate assistanceigslin the name of economic
and social progreSs Combining analysis with recommendations, many
internationalists derive policy-oriented proposdtem their inquiry of the
performance of international organisations, say W&, for what they deem
(more) adequate operative st€ps

An issue that has recently gained a particular esaé among
internationalists is the ability of internationabanisations to meet new challenges
in what is depicted as an efficient, effective, dgitimate mannét. This has led
many internationalists to shift their attention tee ability of international
organisations to effectuate improvements in thein @rgans and mechanisms. In
the case of the UN, for instance, internationalstge been interested in the extent
to which the organisation is actually able to fuffinctions necessary for the
maintenance of peace and security in the new millen. They thus ask for
instruments that the UN may avail itself of to aim&lte its implementation
functiond”®. As regards the EU, internationalists have quemi@donly the kind of
reforms the EU should undertake and whether thdficeuto attain greater

Politics of Global Governance: International Orgaations in an Interdependent Wor(Boulder:
Lynne Rienner, 2001), pp. 9-43, at p. 18.

37 cf. Alexander Thompson, “Coercion through 10s: Tleeuity Council and the Logic of
Information Transmission”|nternational OrganizationVol. 60 (2006), pp. 1-34, emphasising the
‘neutrality’ of 10s as a crucial enabling conditidar their serving as informative agents of the
international community at p. 7.

% Cf. Michael Lipson, “Peacekeeping: Organized Hyj®y&”, European Journal of
International RelationsVol. 13 (2007), pp. 5-34.

39 Cf. Michael Barnett, Hunjoon Kim, Madalene O’DoninglLaura Sitea, “Peacebuilding:
What Is in a Name?'Global GovernanceVol. 13 (2007), pp. 35-58.

40 Cf. Greg Mills, “Better with the UN? Searching foedte and Governance in Iraq”,
Global GovernanceVol. 10 (2004), 281-288.

41 Cf. Aaron Segal, “Managing the World Economyhternational Political Science
Review Vol. 11 (1990), pp. 361-369, at p. 366.

42 Cf. David Dode & John Murray, “The Evolving Intetitmal Monetary Order and the
Need for an Evolving IMF”Global GovernanceVol. 12 (2006), pp. 361-372, pointing at p. 365 o
‘new’ suitable strategies of “[...]surveillance, lénd, representation, and governance.”

43 Cf. Karns & Mingst, op. cit., at pp. 514-520.

4 Cf. C.S.R. Murthy, “New Phase in UN Reforms: Estalsisht of the Peacebuilding
Commission and Human Rights Counciliternational Studiesvol. 44 (2007), pp. 39-56.
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effectiveness, transparency, and accountabilitgy thave also asked for the
impetus lying underneath the reform proposals amiicg the EU’s orgarfs and
procedure€. With respect to the WTO, internationalists aslethier the envisaged
reform measures succeed to streamline the orgami%satdecision-making
procedures so that its primary purposes of soaia@l economic progress may
further be enhanced through procedures that condginsiderations of democratic
legitimacy with those of operative efficierféy Internationalists championing a
more analytic and explanatory research interedt seéind out why international
organisations decide to undergo protracted reforatgsses to begin with; the
prevailing opinion, namely that the states who ftrah these organisations are
typically the main driving forces behind these rafe as they exert pressure from
outside, is more and more faced with a rival hypsih that stresses endogenous
forced®,

Taken together, internationalists entertain aeparof classificatory moves
to represent the performance of international asgdions in a fashion that coheres
with their understanding of international organas as agents realising
normative ends. The writings of internationalistsggest that international
organisations engage in activities that may noagibe entirely sufficient for the
establishment of pace, progress, and social jusie¢ they seem nevertheless
agreed that they are designed to serve the ovémgrgoal to bring order to a
world that is deficient in this precise regard. Twnt here is that these and some
other focal points, concepts, and figurative uni@dedings impose constraints upon
the meaning-making activities of student internaicsts in that they frame their
imagination of what issues are to be judged intergsand relevant for the
purposes of theorising and research. This can &spgd with a view to what said
focal points, concepts, and figurative understagglinule out systematically.

% n this regard, cf. Michelle Cini, Reforming the Bpean Commission: Discourse,
Culture and Planned Change, in: M.O. Hosli, A. vaemen & M. Widgren|nstitutional Challenges
in the European UnioifLondon: Routledge, 2002), pp. 1-21, placing muaigit upon the gradual
evolution of a ‘new governance discourse’ withie U at large;

4 Annick Laruelle, “The EU Decision-Making ProcedsireSome Insight from Non-
Cooperative Game Theory”, in: ibid., pp. 89-112, Bagising the importance of how decision-
making procedures within the EU are designed andthdr the Council of Ministers and/or the
European Parliament may thus avail themselveseopdssibility to perform as veto-players.

47 See generally Andreas R. Ziegler & Yves Bonzon, “HowReform WTO Decision-
making? An Analysis of the Current Functioning of tlrganization from the Perspectives of
Efficiency and Legitimacy’NCCR Trade Working PapeNo. 2007/23 (2007).

8 Unpersuaded by principal-agent theories that mtiebntrol measures that states apply to
organisations, Catherine Weaver & Ralf J. Leiterf@ur Poverty is a World Full of Dreams:
Reforming the World Bank'Global GovernanceVol. 11 (2005), pp. 369-388, explain reformshe t
World Bank with reference to its ‘organizational toué’ and path-dependent effects; in a similar
vein, Sylvia Ostry, “The World Trading System: lretFog of Uncertainty’Review of International
Organizations Vol. 1 (2006), 139-152, emphasises that and hoimtended consequences which
made themselves felt during the Uruguay Round clthrthe system in such a fashion that
governments had to ponder questions as to how #ak wxecutive and legislative functions of the
WTO could be strengthened.
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The Conceptual Void

Ponder the conjecture that thereaistually not much to be enthusiastic about
international relations and organisation. Let ke tafficial rhetoric as just that. Let
us then say that there has of late been no patlkinge achievement, no
noteworthy success, no reliable solution which banattributed to international
organisations as agents. Let us assert that tinggioin within ‘the’ UN, ‘the’ EU,
‘the’ WTO, ‘the’ WB, ‘the’ IMF and so on reveal ermmoous difficulties that these
international organisations naturally have in reieg issues they are often
expected to successfully deal with. Let us furtheintain that ‘the’ UN has
‘normally’ been sidestepped by the great powersitinations that they considered
vital to them; that ‘the’ EU has at no point in thiy been rooted in a loyal
European constituency, but that it has instead bmmfronted with growing
popular dissatisfaction about its exaggerated esiphgoon the liberalisation of the
common market, the democratic deficit of its dexismaking procedures, and the
premature promotion of a constitutional project tthaobody wants and
understands; and that negotiations in ‘the’ WTOehast been smoothly operating
catalysts of economic progress and social jusbogéthat they have increasingly
been deadlocked because they have intensifiedctile sf deprivation in the so-
called ‘South’. These organisations, plus ‘the’ \d@Bd ‘the’ IMF, have actually
had enormous difficulties to act on their own bé&ftal evolve procedures and push
agendas in the name of peace, progress, and guslige, to effectuate the very
outcomes for which they had originally been inséith Liberal internationalists,
students and academics alike, have been sileritez® tmore deeply rooted issues.
Their faithful and pragmatic stance vis-a-vis intronal organisations has led
them to deny fundamental defects and how they Haseome manifest in
systematic failures of organisations. At the vesyne time when journalists and
free-lancers made names for themselves with shgclgtories about the
involvement of international organisations in thggmvation of crisé§
internationalists have preferred to view internadio organisations in a more
positive light®.

This claim may seem somewhat exaggerated. It magob@atered that,
however well the conceptual void describes the imgamaking activities ofome
internationalists, it is not applicable to the dgreejority of internationalists. The
latter, it could be maintained, differ in outlookdaargumentative style. Compared

4% Weaving her accounts of how international orgaitisa failed to prevent mass killings
at various occasions in a story of US-Foreign Rolif. Susan PoweA Problem from Hell: America
and the Age of GenocidfNew York: Basic Books, 2002); reconstructing thehistory that
eventually culminated in the Rwanda genocide by dimgda particular light on activities of ‘the’
WB, ‘the’ IMF and ‘the’ UN and some its special onggations, cf. Linda MelvernConspiracy to
Murder: The Rwandan Genocideondon: Verso, 2004); and cf. Adam LebG@gmplicity with Evil:
United Nations in the Age of Modern Genodftlew Haven: Yale University Press, 2006).

%0 As a typical example, cf. Dirk Forman & Dirk Sega&New Coalitions for Global
Governance: The Changing Dynamics of Multilateralis@lobal GovernanceVol. 12 (2006), pp.
205-225.
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with the overtly principled and dogmatic internatdism of some, it may be
argued, the great bulk of liberal internationalisas overall been more reasonable,
more reflective, more serious, and more balanckd.majority usually recognise a
disjunction between the ideal and the real, whizimes to the fore whenever they
point at shortcomings of international organisagiomternationalists, it may be
further stressed, are actually relentlessly clitafatheir study objects in that they
lament deficiencies in agency, purpose, and pedooa of international
organisations. Admittedly, there are internatiostali who recognise said
disjunction, openly or tacitly. A fair number oftémnationalists have overall been
sensitive to imperfections as regards autonomycieficy, effectiveness and/or
legitimacy on the side of international organisastd So in a sense, the
aforementioned objection is on target. There derdil internationalists who are
reasonable, reflective, serious, and balanced en #stimations. And some are
even critical. However, the objection fails to renkwith the fact that criticism of
international organisations is generally modest ssusually tailored to, and put in
the service of, loyal support for these very santernational organisatiotfs This

is so in two interrelated respects.

Criticism is usually annexed to some larger schiglgsoject, say rational
or sociological institutionalism, for instance. #cademics tackle normative
questions at all, they are more often than not diatdhe maintenance, perfection,
or reform of international organisations, conceiasdentities in their own right.

% Interrogating legitimacy and effectiveness of th in the area of administration, cf.
David Harlan, “Legitimacy and Effectiveness in Imational Administration” Global Governance
Vol. 10 (2004), 15-19; criticising the effectivesesf UN-peacemaking in post-Cold War conflict
situations, cf. Christopher Clapham, “Rwanda: Theilfaf Peacemaking”Journal of Peace
ResearchVol. 35 (1998), pp. 193-210, and Mats Berdal, “Teited Nations, Peacebuilding, and
the Genocide in RwandaGlobal GovernanceVol. 11 (2005), pp. 115-130; criticising the retof
the UN in providing humanitarian assistance, cthdias J. Stockton, “The Failure of International
Humanitarian Action in AfghanistanGlobal GovernanceVol. 8 (2002), pp. 265-271; pointing at
rather severe setbacks in the WTO's trade negmtisticf. Rorden Wilkinson, “Crisis in Cancun”,
Global GovernanceVol. 10 (2004), pp. 149-155; pointing at the camsences for countries in the
‘South’, cf. Erfried Adam, “The WTO and the Crisi$ blultilateralism: A Look at the Present
Situation”, FES Briefing PapefOctober 2004) and, by the same author, “Suspersfighe World
Trade Round — Multilateralism, Global Governancel Brevelopment Policy in CrisisEES Briefing
Paper  (October 2006), either paper can be found at  /hitpw.fes-
geneva.org/publicationsFrame.htm. Interrogatingetifiectiveness of international organisations more
generally, cf. Barnett & Finnemore, “The Politicsower, and Pathologies of International
Organizations”, op. cit.; pondering legitimacy, déan-Marc Coicaud, “Reflections on International
Organisations and International Legitimacy: ConatsiPathologies, and Possibilitiekiternational
Social Science JournaVol. 53, No. 170 (2001), pp. 523-536.

52 For two examples that affirm the rule, cf. Edwa¥géwman, A Crisis of Global
Institutions? Multilateralism and International Seity (London: Routledge, 2007), and cf. Geoff
Simons,UN Malaise: Power, Problems and Realpoligtoundmills: Macmillan, 1995). Both authors
conclude their at times relentlessly critical, faating and highly perceptive treatises with well-
meaning suggestions for reform. For an exceptian ¢onfirms the rule, see Hartwick & Peet, op.
cit., who conclude their article on the WTO, a0, with the call for ‘radical political actionhat
combines two types of counterforce: “[...] the thauds of protestors willing to face systematic
violence by the police and military protecting #dsting global order and the hundreds of research
institutions [sic!] and nongovernmental organizatialedicated to uncovering the sophisticated lies
that global governance organizations persist imtgls.”
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And those internationalists who eventually acknalgke that international
organisations may not exactly fit the ideal repnésiions they give of themselves
usually arrive at a rehabilitative view. They ewaily put reason, reflection,
seriousness, and differentiation in the serviceebfbilitation. Most importantly,
their criticism is beholden to a project of reh#iion for the existing architecture
of international organisation. Liberal internatibsiz admit some disjunction
between the self-image of international organisation the one hand, and what
they are and actually do on the other. They neeis point out that, in a
foreseeable time, the international organisatiothefr choosing can be perfected
and used to legitimately regulate, efficiently arig®, and effectively administrate
the realm of international relations out there. tBig, internationalists play down
the various patterns of impairment, subversiorglotail, coercion, wheedling and
other ‘political’ activities that are integral tohe practice of international
organisatiof?, and that critical observers have every reasdretsceptical abotft
Yet their faithful rehabilitative stance leaves other choice. Too frank an
admission that institutional mechanisms of inteomatl organisations are deeply
involved in generating problems all over would gate them to the margins of the
field. They thus prefer to add another analytic &nal piece that adumbrates
agency, mission, and/or performance of internationganisations as entities. So
what many liberal internationalists habitually ckeoto do, for career-oriented
considerations, is to deny the very possibilityt i@ procedures and mechanisms
of international organisations as entities areazsentially different from the very
milieu that they are supposed to regulate and ddtrate. In their view, a
scheduled, transparent, and procedurally fine-tunatlilateralism as it is tied to
rational-legal bureaucracy is, in principle, theéoeorder and regulate a power-
driven, egotistic, and arbitrary unilateralism offettered predatory. To downplay,
disguise, or categorically rule out that the pcéitihas actually full control over the
institutional architecture of international orgaatiens is one way in which liberal
criticism is in the service of international orgsetions.

The other sort of criticism is usually rooted in &firmative stance of the
existing setup. Internationalists who admit thastxg international organisations
may not (yet) be perfectly suited to order and tatguthe predatory world out there
are nevertheless convinced that the machinerytefriational organisations may
be trusted to effectuate peace, progress, andldasiice, if not for this, then
maybe for the next generation. It is in any casettwehile to sustain faith in its

53 Cf. The Road to Europé2003), a movie sponsored and made possible by Fog
Rasmussen, Danish Prime Minister and then Presufethte European Council. The pictures show
negotiations between Rasmussen and officials astitlyze name of the EU Presidency, heads of state
of EU members, and government representatives lahBpthe Czech Republic, and Hungary. What
can above all else be grasped with a view at tigetiaions in very exclusive settings is a greatlde
of cynicism on all sides that is impossible to rcgived as having anything to do with peace,
progress, and social justice.

5 Cf. Brian Urquhart in a conversation with Harry Igler titled: “The United Nations
After 9/11”, at October'd, 2004, to be found at: http://www.uctv.tv/sear@ails.asp?show|D=8870.
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eventual operatioR Faithful academic internationalists endorse theua
operation of existing international organisatiomgcisely because it is not perfect
yet. Their move is as much denial as it is affiiovat\What is perhaps most crucial
in this context, this affirmation of what liberahtérnationalists recognise as
international organisation amounts to a stanceishadt only immune to criticism,
but that is downright conservative. Liberal intdioaalists champion at times a
very pressing and urgent tone. They search fdathies with the potential to make
for another resolution or directive. They are vagil about what goes on in the
conference settings of existing international orgations. But this urgency only
masks the solipsism and conservatism of their iattiand argumentative
enterprise.

Consider the many lamentations, championed by septatives of
underdeveloped countries in Latin America and Afrior decades, about the
performance of ‘the’ UN as a system that constardfyroduces, and intensifies,
the stratification of the gloB®& consider the death of half a million Iraqi chédras
a ‘sorry but necessary’ by-product of the UN-sujssd sanctions of Irdf
consider the use of depleted uranium weapons by MAdrces during the hotly
contested war in Koso% consider the ‘cash for access’-agreements, reggadti
between the European Commission and various We#taff coastal states, that
favour above all else the interests of the Europesineries lobby and are
detrimental for people and environment in the Wassican coastal regiofi;, or
consider the collapse of numerous large economiet as the ones in Mexico and
Argentina, after attempts by ‘the’ WB and ‘the’ IMB structurally adjust and
remodel them in the fashion of the crisis-riddeagetint economies in the
Western/ised world. The discourse of liberal inégionalism is unable to open
conceptual space by which it would become possibleactually understand
phenomena and recognise the structural link betwsenvasive political and
socioeconomic disasters on the one hand and thstingxi architecture of
international organisations on the other. If viewesm the perspective of liberal
internationalists, it always seems urgent, inel@alsometimes even appealing,
when they declare that occasional disruptions amessary steps on the way to

%5 Cf. Oran Young/nternational Governance: Protecting the Environména Stateless
Society(lthaca: Cornell, 1994), concluding his chaptergbwbal environmental governance through
international organisations, at p. 182, with thatesnent that “[...] there is room for cautious
optimism among students of international environtaleaffairs.”

%6 Cf. Joao Augusto de Araujo Castro, “The United Nati@nd the Freezing of the
International Power Structurdhternational OrganizationVol. 26 (1972), pp. 158-168.

57 Cf. Paying the Price: Killing the Children of Ira(P000), a documentary filmed by John
Pilger that aims at illustrating that and how theaions on Iraq, imposed by ‘the’ UN and enforced
by the forces of the US and Great Britain, have siead millions of people, mostly civilians, and
especially children.

%8 The former Finnish environment minister, Pekka ikiat, allegedly declared in his
capacity as head of a UN-sponsored mission to Kmgbat “[...] NATO disclosed having used
31000 rounds of depleted uranium ammunition dusimige 100 missions throughout Kosovo by U.S.
A-10 aircraft.” To be found at www.planetark.orgéago/dailynewsstory.cfm?newsid=6078.

%9 Cf. Milan linyckyj, “The Legality and Sustainabiliof European Union Fisheries Policy
in West Africa”,MIT International ReviewVol. 1 (2007), 32-41.
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peace, progress, and social justice. Yet the viings liberal internationalists
perceive as urgent, inevitable, and even appeadiegm utterly implausible,
conservative, and ultimately dangerous from a aaiti perspective that is
sympathetic with those who actually bear the consaces.

The thing is, of course, that the project of libénéernational organisation
does not aspire to be appealing to those who #&¢tsaffer deprivation. Liberal
internationalists are interested primarily, if retclusively, in that their project
finds approval by those who preside over the agstisetup. Liberal
internationalists try to see the world from the saperspective as those who run
the institutions. This has the effect that theteinationalism reproduces itself as
the very discourse in and through which the arclstef international organisation
represent themselves as benevolent guardians ofld worder. Liberal
internationalism is itself a performative enterprés it aspires to be the very idiom
in and through which official functionaries represéhe operation, performance,
reproduction, and proliferation of their bureauitrgiractices. There is thus no
point at lamenting about some mismatch betweerethstances of the real world
that its adherents do not perceive and the wodérsrthat they actually write and
talk into existence. Liberal internationalism iseththeory and practice of
international organisation, a discourse that presithe vocabulary by which the
powers-that-be normalise and aestheticise theirilglising life and death. It is in
this capacity that the discursive paradigm of Ebenternationalism functions as
the dominant meaning-making mechanism that falescéte cognitive frames in
and through which students make sense of intemmatielations and organisation.

The last section is devoted to bear out some emgbbnditions that | think
are responsible for the fact that internationaleghproach international relations
and organisation in the fashion that | have justdked. My focus is directed at the
formative context of internationalism, a settingeowvhich their worldview
assumes them to be in full control — even thougheixactly the other way round.

A Critique of Liberal Internationalism

Liberal internationalism and its project of intetipaal organisation is a culturally
specific phenomenon that has to be understood s Sihe decisive question
concerns the elements that make for the culture eundhich liberal
internationalists represent the architecture ofrimtional organisation(s) in the
way they do. The first point of relevance in thegard is that the great majority of
nowadays internationalists were born in upper gmukumiddle class segments of
Western/ised countries. They have witnessed aiwelat peaceful period of
enormous wealth creation and have enjoyed accessutoerous economic,
symbolic, and intellectual resources. Having otlisewproceeded through a series
of very similar stations, from infancy to primargh®ol and the institutions of
secondary and postsecondary education, nowadammationalists are convinced
that the world they are confronted with is replith opportunities, and that there
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is no reason to be fundamentally opposed to anythifihis is coupled with a can-
do belief among the average internationalist tharye problem can be solved by
recourse to expert knowledge and coordinated disemaactivities. By virtue of
their similar familial and class backgrounds, lddeinternationalists take the
institutional setting for granted, share some peetion for personal achievement,
and come to place much value in the liberal artd professionally relevant
knowledge as it is provided by disciplines such law, political science,
journalism, economics, or management. Being radbtiyprivileged members of
what they have known as peaceful and progressivietss that have undergone
secularisation and ‘scientizatiGh’ internationalists see themselves as rational
beings that have grown out of religious superstgjoand that are free to realise
themselves in societies in which there are equpbpnities. Their similar class
backgrounds infuse them from an early stage wigtirdit ideas, norms, values,
and principles that amount to a cultural code thambodied in the conventional
convictions prevailing in those institutions to whithey turn as a matter of course.
One element of said code is of foremost importandhis context. This is
the value and epistemic principle of ‘professiosmal, which has come to operate
as a fundamental orientation point and backgroumwdition in the meaning-
making activities of liberal internationalists. Algmportant, though somewhat less
so, are values such as success, property, weatthpraductioff. What renders the
value and epistemic principle of professionalismrgtuential among members of
the more privileged strata in Western/ised soeiseits strong foothold in the
schools and academic institutions to which its memakurn for self-realisation.
For this principle precludes that teachers andesitgddefine themselves and what
they want in a manner that is not ipso facto infleed by all sorts of professional
consideratiorf8. Once they have entered the stage of secondargastéecondary

50 cf. David Brooks, “The Organization KidThe Atlantic Monthly(April 2001), pp. 40-
54,

®1 According to Drori & Meyer, op. cit., at p. 60,cientization’ means that professional
practices and everyday life are penetrated by “prifciples of universal order (universality, scsipt
and proaction (constituted actorhood). Scientimatibrough these cultural features, acts to restate
authority in terms of rationalization and empoweesdorhood. Scientized authority is anchored in
institutionalized myths of scientific knowledge aimdthe stature of experts who create and possess
this knowledge. Thus, scientized authority is mexpansive than most traditional forms of political
and economic control. Science has many propertiesinmon with religion, and can easily be seen
as a rationalistic form of religion in the age wfgdern) globalisation.”

%2 Cf. Frank FischerTechnocracy and the Politics of Experti@éewbury Park: Sage,
1990), at p. 104.

% The most important question under a professiopiateme is, of course: ‘for what career-
relevant purpose should this or that sort of tHiegengaged and appropriated intellectually?’. The
underlying assumption here is that curricula, ogpeeneated by specific focal or reference points tha
may be associated with ‘professionalism’, functiordelimit the range of possibilities for studetus
develop identities and to imagine desirable antisadzle states of affairs. In a very similar veif,
Gero LenhardtSchule und birokratische Rationalitgfrankfurt: Suhrkamp, 1984), at p. 170. My
claim here is that ‘professionalism’ has not ongctime a central epistemic and ordering principle
with regard to academic administration in a procablsense, though | fully agree on this with
William L. Waugh, “Issues in University Governanddore ‘Professional’ and Less Academic”,
Annals of the American Academy of Political and i@o&cience No. 585 (2003), pp. 84-96,
especially pp. 89-94. It has become the foremostciple as far as academic administration is
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education, students appropriate assumptions teapaaticularly vital with respect
to the internationalist project: the supremacy dfatvgoes as ‘empirical’ and at
times even technical knowledge, comprised of shitstand formal concepts; and
the association of functional expertise with thadiress to assume responsibility
in the sense of exercising leadership and (pafstital policy-making. Precisely
because it enjoys such a strong foothold in in#itg of higher education to which
access is restricted, the value and epistemic iptenof professionalism engenders
an attitude among those who do get access that aheysupposed to exercise
leadership and to entertain specific performanth&s sense is often buttressed by
mechanisms of gratification that reinforce not otfigir sense of excellence and
leadershif, but that translate into an affirmative attitudes-&-vis existing
institutions and governance processes that arellygu@dicated on rationalist
epistemologies. Inasmuch as professionalism spurs the self-ifieation among
students as practical problem-solvers who are tsuras responsibility as
functionaries within the existing setup, it supglie pivotal formative impulse on
the meaning-making activities of coming internasilsts.

The overarching importance of professionalism asiltural force can be
grasped with a view to the mechanisms behind dgrsmtation. Consider the fact
that institutions of postsecondary education haeenbfirmly tied to other
influential arenas of socio-cultural hemispherehef Western/ised world, namely
the big corporations on the one hand, and the waiureaucratic agencies of the
state on the oth® As guardians of a specific socioeconomic fahrzporate and
state institutions work towards the maintenancethef status quo. They have
elaborated a unique system of interrelated spaegsite all geared to the contours
of a society that presumably thrives on techni&édl-sased production processes
that are rationally designed and competently mathadgembers of the more
privileged and educated strata come to staff tleegd in which professional
functionaries either preside over, or actively pket in, high-level processes of
administration and/or management. These processeth@mselves embedded in
functional spaces that comprise the urban cityhassite where vital economic and
administrative functions are coordinatedx more or less visible system of social
stratification with a large enough force of whited blue-collar workers; a private
sphere sustained by civil rights; a system of ganand higher education that

concerned in a substantive sense, i.e. with regandhat is being taught and discussed in class:
empirical knowledge that is seemingly relevant apglicable for circumscribed job profiles within
existing institutions.

54 Think only of the various foundations and institns in nearly all Western/ised countries
that offer coming ‘leaders’ financial support forteérnships and research projects, usually on the
premise that they commit themselves to the philbgaf the lending institution.

5 Cf. Fischer, op. cit., at p. 106.

5 Cf. Klaus Tiirk, Die Organisation der Welt: Herrschaft durch Orgaation in der
modernen Gesellschgfdpladen: Westdeutscher Verlag, 1994), at p. 222-22

67 According to Michel Foucault, ,Lecture from Janwatl, 1978“ in: M. Foucault,
Sicherheit, Territorium, Bevdlkerung. Geschichter dBouvernementalitdt Bd. I(Frankfurt:
Suhrkamp, 2006), pp. 13-51, at p. 36, the urbangaitned importance as a locus at which to organise
exchange relations between urban and rural areaslbas to plan and regulate economic growth.
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serves to normalise and disseminate the valuetheofupper and upper-middle
classes; and a web of institutions for scientifisgarch and development whose
primary aim is to yield findings that can be em@dyto enhance efficiency and
effectiveness of the system as it stands. The gi@géersities, which reside in the
latter two spaces, are obviously of critical impoxte. They administrate not only
the various institutions of post-secondary ingtitug, they also provide the
infrastructure within which corporations and thatstare able to run educational
programs that make the value and principle of msifgalism operative as an
identity-shaping force across the board of estalisknowledge domaiffs

That is, corporations and state institutions hawenfl ways to play on the
universities so as to mould a practical, technalalgiand for that matter uncritical,
mindset amongst students. Due to the influencedtad institutions and business
corporations increasingly exert on the great usities®, higher education in the
Western/ised world has come to be seen as preparfati the jo)’, not only in
physics and engineering, but also — and all theersor— in management and public
administration. Academic researchers in whatevescipline’ seek integration in
groups, or networks, that dedicate themselves ¢ogineration of findings in
answer to concerns about efficiency, effectivenass, legitimacy of the existing
setup. “The home of science and the professiorfadds, the university is the
source of technocracy’s own reproduction. In regesalrs, moreover, universities
have become top-heavy with technocratic trainingpgmms, particularly
attributable to the growth of management educatlargely occurring at the
expense of the nontechnocratic liberal arts, tectatally oriented programs have
generated tensions that today run throughout usityepolitics.”* A technocratic
outlook fuels the professional orientation of stutdeand teachers. It thus operates
as a psycho-cultural element that renders the coraigout one’s own career the
most fundamental disposition.

% Cf. Sheila Slaughter & Gary Rhoades;ademic Capitalism and the New Economy:
Markets, States, and Higher Educati@8altimore: Johns Hopkins, 2004), at p. 2: “Whendstuts
graduate, colleges and universities present theemgoyers as output/product, a contribution to the
new economy, and simultaneously define studentdwamni and potential donors. Student identities
are flexible, defined and redefined by institutibmaarket behaviours.” Elaborating on this
observation with regard to liberal arts educatiorthe US, at p. 205: “Even within small, private,
liberal arts colleges in the United States, therevidence of a programmatic push toward the mivat
marketplace, particularly in less prestigious aele In these institutions, which advertise an
emphasis on liberal arts, the national patterrhi last two decades has been of growth in degree
programs connected to employment in general anishésssin particular.”

% To be sure, Stanley AronowitThe Knowledge Factory: Dismantling the Corporate
University and Creating True Higher LearniiBoston: Beacon, 2000), has pointed out, at p.Heg, t
the “[...] university-corporate complex by 1900 [...Jawin full bloom.” Yet, as Matthew Ruben,
“Penn and Inc.: Incorporating the University of Rsylvania”, in: G.D. White & F.C. Hauck (eds.),
Campus Inc(Amherst: Prometheus, 2000), pp. 194-217, at f, h@s elaborated, the new thing is
that “[...] modern research universities are not $ympecoming more influenced or ‘tainted’ by
corporations [... they] are becoming for-profit corgiions themselves.”

® This break has aroused many sentiments in Germamgre the university has
traditionally been considered as a place wherelliggat young people were to be given the
opportunity to actually study for maturation ancuccter building.

" Fischer, op. cit., at p. 39.
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The institutionally sanctioned reproduction of alely shared professional
mindset began after the end of World War Il andngdi more and more
momentum. Influential segments in Western indulstrécieties lobbied
successfully for elevating empirical and problerieoted over more fundamental
and theoretical knowledge. The epithet ‘sciencednee widely seen as a label for
applying rather than developing ideas, of knowirgvh not asking why. Not
enough, accompanying this shift from basic to agflie knowledge was the
strategy of collectivising research. It was alreaglyident in the 1950s that
“[almong Americans there is today a widespread wdion that science has
evolved to a point where the lone man engaged mddmental inquiry is
anachronistic, if not fundamental inquiry itseif. This conviction has solidified in
the Western/ised world at large, spurring numerausatives to transform
educational institutions at secondary and postrsday level into professional
schools that disseminate practical and job-relegéils rather than fundamental
theoretical knowleddé Social scientific knowledge, in particular, hasme to be
seen as a reservoir of formal theorems and tedhfacenulas that may be
translated into methodically designed inquiries stworks of researchers in
highly funded ‘centres of excellence’ that devdtemselves to the solution of
problems functionaries — and not necessarily rebeas — define for them. As a
result, what is deemed valuable and useful knovdexdimes more and more from
practitioners and officials who are trusted as espthat know what is topical in
respective setting$

My point here is that internationalists have appeipd worldviews,
images, figures, themes, argumentative styles,candepts qua being interns to a
discursive process that has been located in pkatimstitutional spaces. The value
and principle of professionalism has supplied theith basic assumptions and
overall focal points. They have thus adopted thddveew of functional elites that
there is an international and/or global systemtbate which is amenable to be
moulded through institutions and to be brought ni¢sirable states-of-affairs. The
perception that the attainment of such goals isasionally hampered by the
recurrence of problems does not lead internatistsato ponder whether existing
institutions are somehow involved in generatingséh@roblems to begin with.
Identifying with the problem-orientation of functiaries that staff these
institutions, internationalists are convinced thdiat is needed is more efficient
and effective involvement of these very same iastihs. This is hardly surprising

2 william H. Whyte, The Organization Mar(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania
Press, 2002 [1956]), at p. 206.

™ For an explication — and endorsement — of how thésmsformation is currently
effectuated in Germany, cf. Reinhard Bader & Klausedein, ,Professionalisierung fir
Berufsbhildung sichern und erweiterije Berufsbildende Schylgol. 56 (2004), pp. 9-16.

4 Cf. Hans-Jochen BraunBrivate Hochschulen in Deutschland: Eine Bestanttstume
(Berlin, 2003) who points out that alone in Germahgre has been a remarkable increase of private
universities such as the Hertie School of Goverrtm#re International University Bremen, the
Bucerius Law School in Hamburg, the Internationalvdrsity in Bruchsal, or the Munich Business
School, where practitioners endow students withcigfised and highly functional administrative,
management, and/or legal skills.
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since they see no value in systematic and theateknowledge about the
genealogy of international organisation writ ldfge

Conclusion

The great majority of internationalists, studentsl aacademics alike, end up
simulating and representing a ‘reality’ that theavé learned to celebrate because
of their having been socialised in Western/isedirggt and with the value and
principle of professionalism. In my opinion, thialwe and principle makes for a
dangerous focal point. | am thus deeply suspicamsit claims who assert that and
how simulation and analysis of functional perforices of professionals bear out
findings that international organisations are int@ot pillars in global governance.
This claim, together with the argument that intéoral organisations are entities
that are worth being felt and experienced in magkesettings of simulation
conferences, makes sense only within the horizdibbefal internationalism. To be
sure, what | find disquieting about the predomimaand increasing popularity of
liberal internationalism is not so much that it 98 difficult to accept. My
commitment to intellectual pluralism has so far keat effectively against the
rejection of opinions for the reason that theydifierent from my own. It is rather
the awful gnawing thought that meaning-making atéis, which | think amount to
denial, rehabilitation, affirmation, and celebratigis-a-vis the goings-on in the
existing setup of international organisation, révedack of serious ambition for
the realization of peace, progress, and sociatpudt is a pity that a rather shallow
internationalist persuasion has become so widedpr@@ong students and
academics alike. In my eyes, more and more studtarhationalists rush too early
and uncritically into simulation. They are thusosgly enticed to pragmatically
subordinate their ability to engage in substantiveught to the employment of
artificial skills and niceties. They are led to atlan their curious stance as to how
things actually operate and to endorse the aesshefi an idealised image of
international organisations and their activitie®, the contours of which academic
internationalists and their meaning-making actgtbear the main responsibility.
Given that truly worrisome activities performed rfrowithin international
organisation/s are normalised and rationalisedhia way, it is high time for
everyone involved in nowadays internationalism tonder what the social
significance of simulating and celebrating the @i rhetoric of professionals
actually is.

S Cf. Steward A. CleggModern Organizations: Organization Studies in thesfhodern
World (London: Sage, 1990), at p. 13, who perceivesrketiis image “[...] the assumption that
most of us, most of the time, are engaged in aoith a practical interest in what one may be
tempted to term a postulate of pragmatic utilitaisen.”.
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