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The world plays host to enduring conflict between nations around the globe. In order to suppress anarchy and prevent it escalating into conflict, there has to be some kind of global governance and means to maintain order. However, large, independent states with different ideologies and statecraft make this governance a problem. The advance of globalisation in the last fifty years has made possible and necessary a greater degree of international order. This is because in Hobbesian terms, the closer people are together, the greater contact and potential for friction and rivalry.
  In response to this there has been a proliferation in the creation of international organisations becoming increasingly widespread and influential in international society.  Some would argue that the strength and power of these international organisations has become great enough to maintain order among international society. By examining what international order and the role of international organisations in maintaining this in international society, this essay will examine to what extent this assertion is true.
For the purposes of this essay, a broad interpretation of the term international organisations will be used and understood to include intergovernmental organizations such as the United Nations, and nongovernmental organizations such as the International Committee of the Red Cross and Greenpeace. International organisations can be defined as “…formal institutional structures transcending national boundaries which are created by multilateral agreements among nation-states”

This essay will accept Bull’s assertion that there is an international order inasmuch as “…modern states have formed and continue to from, not only a system of states but also an international society.”
  The concept of international society is based largely on English School theory which suggests a state-centric approach to the study of international relations. The English School suggests that rather than the existence of a simple international system there is in fact an international society where states accept at least limited responsibility towards one another and the society as a whole and thus, international order exists.
In order to understand what order in world politics really means, Bull first examines what he understood as order in social life.  Bull asserts that the reason that people seek order is because it reduces the unpredictability of life. Bull suggests that the basic goals of societies are to ensure that they are secure from violence, that agreements will be honoured and that their possession of property is secure. These basic values of human life can are known as life, truth and property.

In order to understand how order can be maintained, it is important to understand what the goals and objectives of international order might be. This will enable an examination of whether or not international organisations are effectively maintaining order. According to Bull, the main objective of international society is to promote and preserve the international order.  He defines this order as “a pattern or disposition of international activity that sustains those goals of the society of states that are elementary, primary or universal.” 

Bull suggests the goals of international order are preservation of states, external sovereignty, peace and the limitation of violence.  Although this is obviously by no means an exhaustive list of objectives, it will provide a means of measuring order.  Bull suggests the first goal of international order is preservation of the system and society of states itself; ensuring states remain maintain their existence. Secondly, the recognition by other states of independence from outside authority. Thirdly, peace; not meant to mean universal or permanent peace but rather a sense of normality about not being at war with other member states of the international society. Fourthly, the mutual acceptance of sovereignty; accepting each other’s spheres of jurisdiction. 
By examining the role of some international organisations, it will become apparent what their role in international society is and to what extent their existence maintains world order. Plano and Riggs suggest “…the major purpose of international organisation is the prevention of war, or, viewed affirmatively, the maintenance of peace and security.”

Until the twentieth century, war was regarded in the western state system as a matter of concern only to the states so engaged. The entire body of neutrality law was erected on the supposition that other sates were not interested and could remain aloof. With the growth of interdependence in economic and social matters the concepts of national individuality and isolation slowly began to be supplemented with the idea of community. This idea of community spawned international organisations which engender the sense of global community and responsibility.
The first truly international organization for maintaining an international peace in the twentieth century was the League of Nations.  Although before, there were organisations such as the 

Concert of Europe, they were more Eurocentric than international. The League of Nations was established in 1919 after the First World War as part of the Treaty of Versailles “to promote international cooperation and to achieve peace and security.”
  Although the League of Nations failed in its objectives to maintain peace, it was the beginnings of the concept of maintaining global peace which was soon followed by its successor, the United Nations.

The United Nations is probably the best known international organisation for maintaining peace in international society.  The United Nations officially came into existence on 24 October 1945, when the Charter was ratified by China, France, the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom, the United States and by a majority of other signatories.
  . The United Nations was designed to "maintain international peace and security" and "to ensure, by the acceptance of principles and the institution of methods, that armed force shall not be used, save in the common interest".

Although the concept of peacekeeping is not specifically mentioned in the Charter of the United Nations, this role has become important in maintaining international order. It evolved as a pragmatic solution in the early years of the Organization when it became apparent that some of the Charter provisions relating to the maintenance of international peace and security could not be implemented as envisaged. United Nations peacekeeping operations may be required to: “Deploy to prevent the outbreak of conflict or the spill-over of conflict across borders; Stabilize conflict situations after a ceasefire to create an environment for the parties to reach a lasting peace agreement; Assist in implementing comprehensive peace agreements; Lead states or territories through a transition to stable government based on democratic principles, good governance and economic development.”
 
Similarly, to the UN, The North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) is an international organization for defence collaboration established in 1949. The core provision of the treaty is Article V, which states: “The Parties agree that an armed attack against one or more of them in Europe or North America shall be considered an attack against them all and consequently they agree that, if such an armed attack occurs, each of them, in exercise of the right of individual or collective self-defence… such action as it deems necessary, including the use of armed force, to restore and maintain the security of the North Atlantic area.”
  The fact that this force was not used until September 12, 2001 in response to the September 11, 2001 Terrorist Attack suggests that NATO serves its purpose in maintaining international order; as a deterrent to potential threats.
The African Union was officially launched in Durban, South Africa, on 9 July 2002 to replace the Organisation of African Unity. Its structure is based loosely on that of the European Union. The African Union upholds the sovereign equality and independence of its 53 member states and aims to promote peace, security and solidarity on the African continent. The Peace and Security Council The council will have fifteen members responsible for monitoring and intervening in conflicts. In its Constitutive Act, the African Union sets a clear objective to “defend the sovereignty, territorial integrity and independence of its Member States; promote peace, security, and stability on the continent.”

These are just three examples of international organisations who maintain international order.

Obviously, there are many international organisations whose explicit purpose is not to maintain peace. However, the intensification of international relations and the continued strengthening of relations could, to some extent, be regarded as being effective in maintaining order. Take for example, the International Red Cross or Amnesty International. Although their mandate is not specifically to maintain order and they have no direct connection with states, they do have influence on them. They can exert pressure, and create embarrassment through the media to force through changes in policy as well as petitioning and lobbying.  
Although it has been shown that international order can be maintained to some extent through international organisations, it would be naïve to believe this was the only arbiter of international order. International law and diplomacy are two other mediums through which order is maintained in international society.

Although International Law is contravened and indeed ignored by many states, it serves as an important role to states as a framework dictating acceptable behaviour within international society. The most universally accepted set of rules about the conduct of nations during war is the UN charter and the Declaration of Human Rights which again highlights the importance of international organisations.
  However, the successes and failures of international law are similar to that on a domestic level; some nations will obey through a sense of morally responsibility whilst others disregard it without thinking about the repercussions. It appears that international law is unable to maintain international order completely, but can keep nations more in order than they would be without any law.  Nevertheless, as it is in their interests, most states do in fact obey international law.
According to Wight, “Diplomacy is the system and the art of communication between powers.”
 Diplomacy involves the task of persuading other nations to do, or not to do what you want them to, as negotiating skills are central to the act of diplomacy itself. Diplomacy is a key process of communication and negotiation in world politics. States use diplomacy as a foreign policy weapon to facilitate and mend relations with other states. With its historic roots and successes in the ancient world, diplomacy developed in the 15th Century with the establishment of embassies. However, the failure of diplomacy to prevent two world wars calls its effectiveness into question. It could be said that the secretive diplomacy of the First World War was replaced by international organisations such as the League of Nations. Although diplomacy still has an important role to play in international order, I would suggest that international organisations have largely taken over this role and diplomacy sits under the umbrella or international organisations.

Without a doubt, international order is not solely maintained through international organisations. Indeed there is doubt whether international order exists at all; states frequently break the ‘rules’ of law. However, international organisations play a key role in providing a tangible force to maintain order. Although even the most powerful of organisations such as the UN are sometimes undermined, they are by no means powerless and wield perhaps the most power in international society. While no one would deny the importance of diplomacy and law, it is international organisations which bring them into being and sustain them. As the international system is not governed by any real and tangible global governance, compliance with laws is voluntary and largely unenforceable.  Attempts to make the international system less anarchic by providing some laws and groundwork for relations between states will only ever be successful  if a way is found of enforcing the laws  that are made.  Until then, the utopia of international order remains a distant dream. 
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