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Contemporary “globalization” has been multidimensional (e.g., economic, 
cultural, demographic, military, environmental) and has coexisted with national, 
regional, and local patterns. 
 “Governance” connotes influence or control over a range of issues or over 
particular issues. 
 By any measure then, governance involves a host of actors at many different 
overlapping and interacting “levels” in the global system—not just states and 
certainly not only at the “world” level. So governance involves states but also 
international organizations, less formal “regimes,” local jurisdictions of states (e.g., in 
the U.S., Texas and Virginia), TNCs, NGOs, tribes, families, religious entities, and so 
on. Viewed in that perspective, even a hyperpower/ empire/ superpower only “rules” 
at most some of what happens in the global system. 

Models of governance at the global level: the United Nations and various other 
functional organizations (e.g., World Bank, IMF, WHO, WTO)—also hyperpower/ 
empire/ superpower. Current U.S. unilateralism contrasts with earlier and to some 
extent continuing trends of neoliberal globalization and post-Cold War multilateral 
ethos of peacekeeping, human rights, and environment. Nevertheless, many critics of 
“globalization” continue to equate globilization with Americanization, which 
exacerbates “clashes of civilizations” and anti-globalization generally. 

On the one hand, we are increasingly aware that the nation-state as a model 
can no longer effectively address problems that are cross-boundary and even global in 
scope. On the other hand, the United States and a few other secondary-capacity 
“major powers” are resisting what many consider ought to be a new world order or 
are seeking to shape that order in accordance with their narrow conceptions of 
“national interest.” 

Be that as it may, by no measure is the global system “anarchic,” except in the 
sense that there is no world government. It is “ordered” at many different levels.  
 
The questions are:  
 
How effective and “just” are prevailing patterns of global governance?  
If to some extent they are inadequate and/or unjust, how best to reform them? 
Specifically, how best to respond to U.S. militant unilateralism: condemnation, 
acquiescence and cooperation, and/or regional countervailing institution-
building and initiatives?  
How best to revitalize global governance in terms of international organizations: 
overcome issues of bureaucratic inefficiency, lack of transparency, democratic 
deficit, and the like?    
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