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1. Only by reshaping the postwar settlement

can it be preserved
B B £ A A Rk A7

REZMEIMABNAFARETLS IR, RAAMEALERY -8R, hE. BE. BRAEHEXSR

SPARME MR iR, R LT K.

We have been well served by the panoply® of international
institutions created since the end of the second world war. The
multilateral® system has been decisive in limiting conflicts and in
spreading prosperity. For all the tyranny, poverty and casual
brutality still around us, the advance on to a global stage of the
rule of law has been history’s most powerful civilising force.

Casting® a glance at today’s politicians, it is impossible not to
admire the vision of the generation of postwar leaders who saw
well beyond the boundaries of narrow national interest. “The
Creation” eloquently® described by Dean Acheson, the former

US secretary of state, was not quite as neat and orderly as it seems

MR AR LAk BRI S E BRALE— HiE
BIMZERE., ERHEIPREELERL,
ZLhHIABEREENEHN., RERMNA
HMFELEH. #EMEBRIOERTR,
B &3k ING G &5 B & B A
;A

BF—RA RMOBIE KA, BATSHEHER K
DRk f — GBI W, f1H9ER Je Xk
KRBT PRbiE E KF R &, EEGTE
FHIKE - KB RMA LB RT “ 6]
it " (The Creation), BRE &k,



(= B BUA 205 3

in retrospect®. But these were political giants alongside today’s
pygmies.

Nations are more interdependent than ever. Even the US, the most
powerful the world has seen, has discovered, albeit® belatedly,
that hegemony® does not bestow® omnipotence®. I heard
Donald Rumsfeld remark the other day: “There is nothing
important in the world that we [the US] can do alone.” How
different things might have been if the US defence secretary had
shown such laudable realism a little earlier.

For all that, yesterday’s global architecture does not always fit
today’s world. In some instances, institutions created over the past
six decades have outlived their usefulness. Others have struggled
to adjust to the end of the cold war. Elsewhere, as we saw last
year in the failed attempt to secure radical® reform of the United

EH AE B2 EEAF, KRifiF45 IR
GLAHEE, RS BRIR S FRIE A,

A ER EM PR AR HE ki, BIfEE
HEURERAMERGEA (RERT
—d) WA RFREN . ALK, BT
REMY RS - REMS TR REER . AT (EE)
FEMR BRI DHA T4 KE.” mi
i% i 3 E B Rk BE R AR B X Rh A
FRERIBLE £, BB AR AR T,

REml, SHML2HKEUHAILESR
MAMR, EFEFRT, gEATEE
TR —HM B kI TRENEMR. 5
— e YA WSS R, LA RS A RS
It R, EEEEE, EmROAEFEK
A E R B K B4 Mok BRE B, B



4 i CERARY $EX

Nations, the interests of incumbents® seem to clash with those of
aspirants as the world’s rising powers challenge the old order.

For all its manifest® flaws — more often the fault of governments
than its bureaucracyO — the UN remains the essential source of
international legitimacy. There is much to be done to streamline
its myriad agencies and, vitally, to widen permanent membership
of the Security Council. It will take too long. But if the UN did
not exist we would have to invent it.

The same cannot be said of all the postwar institutions. Earlier
this week, Mervyn King, the governor of the Bank of England,
called for a radical overhaul of the International Monetary Fund,
one of the twin pillars of the Bretton Woods system. The IMF
was long seen as guardian of the global economic system.
Overall, though not invariably, its influence has been relatively
benign. Now it has been overtaken by events.

Its oversight of a fixed rate exchange rate system passed into
history with the advent of floating currencies. In an era of free

capital flows, the markets force miscreant® governments back

into line. Nor is there a place any longer for the big lending

TLRWFHHEESRE BT, R
B K B 22 0P 5 — .0 28 B R 1 F
PR T IRSE,

REBAEFEVNDNGRL (ESHRLE
ZFEBFRILE, A EFFHERES .
{BEE Ebn AW S ERIE, £ R
KBRS, ARy REE S EESE
EH X —X@EELE, SEREIRE
. xEERKKHNR ., BoREAER
FE, BINEESHER—-IREE,

e — it BT R R M. A R
B, BEE KT BRSBTS E bR S
ESHSAHTHRKE, EFREHEEH
AERMEODHRRERIRAEEZ— (B
—XEERMAERT), KHLk, B
ERBFERFZNFHIE. BEMS, BN
R —EML SR, RARMEG .
HECHRA LASHESNEREST.

e EELEERNEETEE, BETD
CRMBIRTET HE . EREH Rk
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programmes once used to advance IMF orthodoxies® in the
developing world. Yet the Fund, with its expensive bureaucracy

|

and a power structure decades out of date, plods'n along as if |

nothing much has changed. Mr King wants it redesigned (and, by
implication, greatly slimmed down®). Global markets, he says,
still need rules and the huge imbalances in the world economy
demand governments pay closer heed® to the wider impact of
national policies.

A more ruthless approach would close it down. The Fund’s
remaining functions could be largely transferred to forums such as
the World Bank and the Organisation for Economic Ceo-
operation and Development. If sentimentality demands the IMF
nameplate be preserved, it should be as the badge for a small
secretariat serving a new club to replace the present Group of
Eight nations.

The G8 was originally conceived as a forum for fireside chats
between leaders of big western democracies. It has been left
behind by political and economic change. This year its summit
will be chaired by Vladimir Putin. Needless to say, democracy
and the rule of law are not overly high on the Russian president’s
agenda.

True, Russia is still excluded when finance ministers of the other

seven nations meet to discuss the world economy and exchange

i
i
|

T, X I B — EuE E bR i AL AN
ATHRERERBRTE RN ELRG, %
AAMERERER G, KR HEHH
Skt T/L+4, RKifi'e ERWRY /T,
HRYUEFRAESRUE ., SREER
FERERIZ GHEORERKRE ).
Fom, ERTHMHATENN, w7
SIFME KL, DFREEERFE Y
EEERKBERMKEEZW.
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rates. But so too are China, India and the other rising economic
powers whose decisions are central to the overall stability of the
economic system. If a serious effort is to be made to tackle
economic imbalances these countries must have a seat at the
table.

Suggest this to policymakers and they will shake their heads. It is
all too difficult. The old powers will always refuse to give way to
the new—witness the deadlock® over expansion of the Security
Council. Better, the policymakers sigh, to make ad hoc®
adjustments to existing organisations and to build new, informal
groupings alongside them.

Things anyway, they will add, are not that bad. Negotiations with
Iran about its nuclear programme have seen India and Germany
join the five permanent Security Council members in an informal
group. NATO has extended its reach beyond Europe. And, for all
its present crisis of confidence, the European Union has expanded
eastwards.

All true. But the process of twisting and manipulating existing
institutions to changed circumstance has limits. Someone said to
me the other day that the US administration wants Nato to
abandon entirely its geographical remit and throw open its doors
to Japan, Australia and the like. As it happens, I can see a case for
a new, security-orientated organisation. But it would not be called
NATO.

Globalisation should be a friend to multilateralism.
Interdependence increases the value of the public goods that flow
from international institutions. But it does not always seem so.

Governments who see their authority under threat from the

BN I U S S R E o 4
EEFEE. R EINAR RS TR BN
R, XEEFLAERHELSE—F.

mRERREMXHES, BOSE AR
k. MBEMEERET. LHBERERS
EHRULBEHE S, ERERY ARE L
RERREFIE, REEFULLE, KiFE
AL E VAR Tk FR T AR, FE R
SRR IER A

e s, FHELIENAMEEBLNE .
S FH B RS W HE FB R, ENE
MEEMATRESAXEEEFER, —
BAKTIFEXA#E. LHNERERD
ZdH TR, REBR RE FERFGE
HEYL, HECLFRY .

XEEHE EX, BAREHRIAE LR
EF LR EAFREERFREN., SILKE
A B, ERBFELIEAOHZLEHFE
HRER FEE PR, W B A BRI FE M
FAMT. mRMEE, BEBHHEGSHE
—AMUE 2R AFAS . X NMEH
HAREMIEILS,

SRR R AL BE XK RRE. THK
i 1 EEE R A HRETE .
EOCPH ke Rk, mRBFERA, E
R HEE RO BDH RN 23 TR,
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erosion of national borders become more reluctant to cede® even
notional sovereigntyg to global organisations. Too often,
multilateralism is viewed, wrongly, as a zero-sum game in which

a gain for one player must imply losses for others.

Nor should we blithely assume that economic interdependence
has inoculated® the world against national rivalries. History
teaches us that economic self-interest is a feeble shield against
nationalist passions.

All these tensions are magnified® by the growing sense among
the world’s rising powers that the founders of the clubs—above
all, of course, the US—are intent on excluding them. Yet the
system will survive only if the outsiders, most obviously China
and India, but others too such as Brazil and South Africa, are
given an appropriate stake®. Power, if you like, in return for
allegiance. The way to safeguard the postwar settlement is to
reshape it fundamentally.

ENSE BE & TR R BT EbS B
Wd. BHELEEEBIRBBEETNI
o —HRFLEEREH MK ZH,

BN HiZERMIAA, B5F LHHE
fl R L6 5 e ER ML BRI, HE
HIFBEAN, 2F L AR RE B S
FREE, FIRPRIRIEL LHE.

URAS FRRY R RIE A4 R E, X RER
HOAlnmE (AREERER) A8 EE
EATHER SN . XFER K TH AT E
XEERBE. K, AFERMIABHT
EYMIR S, ARAREFTR, RUE
B R s N R EFIENRE, BEEFMEIES
EBIZEEN, ARk BBRER, R
REBHIE., F5P 8RR EE AR
FLEBX R,

[ #t:#:Philip Stephens (JEFIM - W% S50 CERANTIR Y BUGLTT L8 &, MANIFIR &, ¥ BUAHRIBCR S 1k 58 4K 2002
SERY WA - B 2 (David Watt Prize) ), 2006/02/23]
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#  BI% multi = many, much (3#89)
multilateral = multi (many) + later (side) + al (J& 1816 RR) = £ iy
multilingual = multi (many) + ling (language) + al (J¢ % id A R) = £ iBM

%3]0 multiply = multi (many) + ply (to fold. &&)
=(A) st (B) 7= (C) #k&

#  HI% post = after, behind (Z/5)
postwar = post (after) + war (}8 %) = & 51
postpone = post (after) + pone (to put) = i j5 (¥ fE/5 H)
%3]e postscript = post (after) + script (to write)
=(A) Fr# (B) /517 (C) fFig, ME

%  Hi% retro = backward (i£/589)
retrospect = retro (backward) + spect (to look) = [a] Jé

%@ retrogress = retro (backward) + gress (to walk)
=(A) =R1EA (B) i&ft (C) %iz

# W omni = all (£)

ommnipotent = omni (all) + potent (powerful) = 4 g8y
omniscient = omni (all) + scient (knowing) = £ &y, I¢ A Jil
#%3>]@______ omnivorous = omni (all) + vor (to eat) + ous (FF 2 imliFR2)

=(A) mettm (B) sxardkiy (C) Hakm

#% W% circum, circu = around, round about (%%, #=--- M)

circumstance = circum (around) + stan (to stand) + ce (£ iAiA ) = ¥ 1%; B
circulate = circul (around, circle) + ate (3 {717 B2) = i@

%> e circumspect = circum (around) + spect (to look)
=(A) AEM (B) mAM (C) HEM
%#3o circumcise = circum (around) + cise (to cut)

=(A) & (B) 7150 (C)

k ARMAIE14 ﬂ')
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Bl How different things might have been if the US defence secretary had |

i
shown such laudable realism a little earlier. 1

Ka@)h—2468, A& Adif s 36 54 K& M9, had shown (i2 % & X)
REFEFELMAEGME, & 4 how different ... 2 2 —~MNE U8, # 5 5 Hde

TF:
How different things might have been if the US defence secretary had

9 (BRY) FRAERIBEMD, had+pp it EEARARS L EETIOR BRI
shown such laudable realism a little earlier.

BAEAAXTIINEMESEARE: (Fie&kaT, BAHAKX)
O SHERTHERNRE KARXA
If + S + FhiFlfyat =5 (be zhinl—@Hwere) ..., S + (would, could, should,
might) + JFEzhid...
If I had money, I would buy you a diamond ring.
MR BAH R, BEEWERER., — FLERS, ML LEFMAS IR,
If I were a bird, I could fly.
MRABRERES, B CELER, - FXEERIRE, BT,
O 53X ELBERMEE HAKXA
f+S+hadpp GEEzmHiR) .- S+ (would, could, should, might) + have
p.p...
If I had studied hard, I would have passed the test last year.
MR RENE HABHIE, ZEFRARLT. - FX LREFEE HEH,
LA Bt .
@ SkskEXHERHEE HAXA
if + S + were to + JHRZhi7..., S + (would, could, should, might) + FE#zhid...
If the sun were to rise in the west tomorrow, my daughter would marry you.
MR KAPRITE LA R, R JURIERL IR, — FLEURKHMR AR T
REMTEL FHE , FRLA R L IR S AR,
© RTH—HTHEN, KoaxXHA
If + S + should + EF3)i7..., #ffE4g/ (shall, can, will, may) + [EF#hiF / (would,
could, should, might) + 7 5i7. ..
If you should have any questions, feel free to call us.
H—EEERE, ERe., ~ FLENEASER™, H5F —F0iE, HkaiE.
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BAA R a0 Bk, B4 TV Ahow S what £ 27, #FHVWU TH &
(FHEEHLT E2R):

@ What a handsome man he is! (4 24z % % 4549 § 3+ M)

@ How beautiful a lady she is! (4213 % £ T 45 % - f1)

|
|

E As we saw last year in the failed attempt to secure radical reform of the

United Nations, the interests of incumbents seem to clash with those
of aspirants as the world’s rising powers challenge the old order.

KGFRA—LE9, AEMAASH I F MR E, 4582 AT KL AN N KRE
A BY o A A S M e T
As we saw last vear in the failed attempt to secure radical reform of the

as SIS RFRRIRBND, BF 0@

United Nations, the interests of incumbents seem to clash with those of
9

aspirants as the world’s rising powers challenge the old order.
as BISRRNENRIENRD, B N 000HR"

ASTRE T3 AT E A KA A KEKRG I, LTI SFELATRE (4 “BH”
mAE). i (M ‘B — " BE) RiEF (K “BR” BE) FEARE
My, HEiE XKERKROERE,

If the UN did not exist, we would have to invent it.

AaAH—L4&4, T FATELLEFR AR AL HREKRSY, FHitdeT:

If the UN did not exist. we would have to invent it.
SR RERENS EX)




