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On Monday, 13 December 2021, Project One hosted its
seventy-fifth peace and human rights seminar in person.
Our guest speaker, Chung Yeongjin, has been helping Yao
City Council build a multicultural society as a civil servant
and teaches at Osaka Metropolitan University. He talked
about “the making/imagining of a people: the dynamics and

L I =]

diversity of the identity of the Korean people who have been
settled in Japan for generations”. First, he sketched his family
background and developed it into a history of migration and
economic and cultural relations between Cheju and Osaka,
followed by his decade-by-decade analysis of the changing
identity of the Korean people in Japan on account of the
shifting emphasis in the objectives of their social movements.
In conclusion, he contrasted what had changed and what had
not. Lively questions and answers followed. President Kato
turned out, and so did a dozen staff members. The account of a
witness of history like Chung Yeongjin makes a good appeal to
students.

On July 27, 2022, Professor James Bury gave an invited
speech from his office in Shumei University in Yachiyo, Chiba.
The Zoom platform was used to allow the presentation to be
seen by many people from Osaka, throughout Japan, and many
other places in the world. Osaka Jogakuin also provided a room
for teachers from the Osaka Jogakuin community to attend in a
shared room if they chose to. This type of arrangement is useful
for part time professors without an office at OJU or teachers
who wish to be in a shared space.

James Bury is an associate professor and researcher and has
taught colleges, and schools in England, Thailand, Vietnam,
and Japan. He has a PhD in Education and his research
interests include classroom language, developing students’
communicative confidence, and teaching English for specific
purposes.

The presentation explored how ten different discourse moves
affected student spoken output in English communication
classes in universities in Japan. The moves employed were
yes/no questions, display questions, referential questions,
imaginative questions, reflective statements, statements of
mind, declarative statements, statements of interest, speaker
referrals, and back-channeling. In the presentation he first
pointed out the different outcomes of using different discourse
moves. Secondly he reported on teacher perceptions of varied
discourse moves. Thirdly, he reviewed how to introduce varied
discourse moves. In this section he provided some feedback
on Osaka Jogakuin College and University first year English
materials in light of the research he reported here.

He began by pointing out that classroom interactions in
formal education contexts are often dominated by questions.
However, research has indicated that by using alternatives to
questions in their discourse moves, teachers can encourage
students to speak more. Professor Bury also argued that
students should be exposed to a variety of discourse move
types in order to make classroom interactions more authentic.
This is important as teachers need to encourage students to
communicate successfully in order to prepare them for real-
life communicative contexts, not just formulaic, test-like speech
patterns. In order to understand discourse moves he provided
examples of different types of discourse moves and their
relative effectiveness in eliciting speech. I will refer to two of
the ten different discourse moves that encompass the range

Discourse moves for
increased student output in
classroom interactions

of effectiveness in eliciting more
speech. The reflective statement
yielded the highest number of
words from the conversation |m=
partner. In a reflective statement
discourse move, the interlocutor |
restates what the other person
said. For example, one might
say “So you think Japanese food
is the best.” On the other end,
backchanneling yielded the lowest f
number of words. Examples of
backchanneling are simple verbal
gestures indicating that the partner is listening like “OK” or “uh
huh.” Reflective statements encouraged three times as many
words on average compared to backchanneling.

This research has indicated that the use of different teacher
discourse moves can affect the amount of oral output and
also the type of output that students produce. In other words,
the discourse moves employed by teachers can either aid or
hinder the length and quality of interaction. The pedagogical
implication of this is that teachers should try to regularly
expose students to the various different moves that they might
encounter in authentic, everyday interactions. Doing this
would provide students with the opportunity to improve their
communicative competence and increase their confidence
when responding to different discourse moves. As some of
the discourse moves employed in this research were regularly
misinterpreted or misunderstood by the students, it might
be beneficial for teachers to get further training in how to
effectively incorporate different moves into their classroom
discourse or practice using them more often with their
students. This could help improve the fluidity and authenticity
of their interactions and enable students to better recognize the
intention of the moves and respond to them appropriately.

The presentation lasted about one hour and was followed
by thirty minutes of questions, answers and lively discussion.
The presentation was recorded and will be made available for
viewing on the internet. The RIICC RoLL (Research on Language
Learning /Project 2) looks forward to continued presentations
throughout the school year on speaking, discussion, and other
topics related to language learning.

James Bury
Associate Professor
Faculty of Tourism and Business Management
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A Return to Anarchy in the International System

Introduction
Turning and turning in the widening gyre
The falcon cannot hear the falconer;
Things fall apart; the centre cannot hold,
Mere anarchy is loosed upon the world,
The blood-dimmed tide is loosed, and everywhere
The ceremony of innocence is drowned;
The best lack all conviction, while the worst
Are full of passionate intensity.”
— Poem by William Butler Yeats.

In recent years, the controversy related to whether the
international systems tend towards political hierarchy and power
imbalances or whether these systems tend to remain anarchic
because of balance-of-power has taken a new urgency. Political
analysts and experts in International Relations (IR) have started
to argue that due to the emergence of imperial and hegemonic
orders, the balance of power suffers all over the world. Based on
the extrapolation of current trends in the international economic
system, there is a danger of returning to anarchy or perhaps
toppling the current world order as seen with the February
invasion of Ukraine.

Ancient Anarchy

IR has gone through a variety of changes over the course
of modern history, and the time that we are witnessing is an
example of another paradigm shift. While politics seem distant
from business, how countries interact tends to have a profound
impact on decision-making as the changes affect how trade
moves. Understanding how things unfold has left academics and
politicians trying to explain the actions and reactions of countries.

As distinguished by Lechner (2017), the concept of anarchy
consists of three dimensions: i) disorder or chaos; ii) lack of
a common superior, iii) horizontal relation between sovereign
states or nominally equal entities. Disorder at the global level
and the absence of a world government often led to an anarchical
situation in different parts of the world. According to Waltz (2010),
the international systems were anarchic and decentralised, and
the absence of a government exercising a ruling power created
anarchy in the international systems.

Within the past several centuries, there are two major
competing themes that run through most IR theories: the realist
view vs. the liberal perspective. The realist perspective is that
states act in their own self-interest and are constantly in conflict
with others with a view to establishing hegemonic domination
(Nedal & Nexon, 2019). In the words of Kenneth Waltz, “it is
a power dynamic that puts competition amongst nations.” This
international system is therefore known as “anarchy” because
there is no overall policing of individual nations.

As argued by Grieco (1988), anarchy acted as the principal
force that used to shape the motives and actions of different
states. A ‘self-help system’ was created by the absence of an
international superordinate authority that could set the conditions
for the interacting states, which were often concerned with their
own survival. This resulted in the breakdown of international
order over time because of the ambitions between and among the
states and the imbalances of power (Kissinger, 2014). Similar to
a capitalistic marketplace that compels all sorts of companies to
adopt particular strategies, constant anarchy defined and limited
all possible affairs of states. In this way, anarchy turned out as
the precondition and a constitutional principle of international

relations (Plappert, 2007).

In the anarchical world, there was no higher authority than
the states themselves, which existed with complete authority
and sovereignty. According to neorealism, all the states are
functionally alike, and retain the right to do as they wish. The
reason is, no institution has the power or capacity to curb their
actions. As nothing prevents them to do whatever they want, no
order is established in this system, causing anarchy. In a hostile
global environment, it is also true that nothing can hinder the
possible aggression of a powerful state. At the same time, this
power can also wane, and hence the future of a state is always
uncertain (Griveaud, 2011).

Contrasting that, it is the globalist view that sees multinationals
who exert power over the international order that creates an
orderly system of organisation. Henry Kissinger called it the
‘new world order’ and meant globalisation along with greater
coordination among nations (Kissinger, 2014). A process of
political, social, and economic integration at the international
level has turned the world into a global village (Maghoori, 2019).

Advent of a Globalised World

Historically, both perspectives are through a Euro-centric view
that grew out of the wars after the breakdown of the Holy Roman
Empire. The first European international order started with the
treaty of Westphalia in the 1600’s and later redefined in the post-
Napoleon era in the early 1800’s. The peace that followed led to a
globalised world. It grew so thoroughly that there was a school of
thought that, by the early 20th century, there could never be major
wars again because of the interconnection of commerce and trade.
As claimed by Thomas Friedman, “No two countries that both
had McDonald’s had fought a war against each other since each
got its McDonald’s” (Friedman, 1999, p. 195).

These global dreams were based on the viewpoint of European
powers, of course, as they simply rewrote maps all over the
world. The last major division was the Berlin Conference of 1885
(scramble for Africa) — which was one more example of “might
is right” at the expense of people who had populated conquered
regions since time immemorial. However, those agreements were
shattered by the outbreak of WWI, with a profound impact on
international relations in the aftermath of that conflict. Following
WWII, the world tended to be divided into two parts of the Cold
War, with Asia suffering much of that fallout as America tried to
promote the liberal order while playing realism with the USSR,
with Vietnam and Korea being the most egregious examples.
Even though efforts were taken to establish an international order
through organisations like the United Nations, General Agreement
on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), World Bank, and the International
Monetary Fund (IMF), the cold war broke out, pitting the
democracy of the United States against the Soviet communism.
Both tried to achieve a dominant position in order to control
and lead the international order, and at the same time became
opponents in nuclear arms race with the end of destabilising the
world order (Kissinger, 2014).

However, the 1989 fall of the Soviet Union, the political
economist Francis Fukuyama proclaimed the triumph of the
liberal order over all other systems. His book ‘The End of History’
was a powerful polemic that kicked off the strongest case for a
globalised world made in the vision of the American perspective
of how the world order should be. This saw the dropping of
borders and pressures towards lower tariffs and free trade and the
strengthening of globalisation. Today, globalisation commonly
blends together with the concepts of neoliberalism, imperialism,
economic development, and financialisation (Perelman, 2015).

Cracks in the Global Economic System
The decade that followed witnessed the peace dividend after the
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cold war and an unprecedented growth of international trade and
a globalized interconnected economic system. The international
system was run and directed by the international bodies such as
the IMF, I0C and WTO that policed what might be thought of as
both civil and ‘criminal’ actions by states. During the expansion
into 196 states, those organizations together policed nations (as
with the Gulf War 1 and expelling Iraq from Kuwait).

The international cooperation and liberal order were severely
strained with the terrorist attacks in New York on 9/11, 2001.
While there were always cracks in the system, the attack exposed
problems that have since grown. This is shown with the closing of
borders and the lack of international leadership from the United
States as Russia and China move to fill in the gaps. The Chinese
have proven to be a difficult partner, as they continually turned
away some of the foreign workers and other agreements. The soft
loans that were given with the One Belt One Road initiative may
yet turn hard.

As argued by Blackwill and Wright (2020, p. iv), “Now,
however, against the backdrop of a retrenching United States, a
rising China, a resentful and assertive Russia, a nuclear North
Korea, and an ambitious Iran, not to mention a number of serious
global challenges, much of what had been assumed can no
longer be taken for granted. Both the balance of power and the
consensus at the heart of world orders has faded.” In fact, today,
the old order has given way to several orders, which in effect, is
anarchy or disorder. Today’s nations are no longer willing to meet
the same set of rules and work within the same set of constraints.
Rather, they want to choose their own path, ignoring the views
of others (Blackwill & Wright, 2020). While this had prevailed
between the world wars with the economic consequences of a
great depression, there is evidence that the world economy is once
again suffering.

Recent shocks have not been confined to political (the Ukraine
invasion), but health (coronavirus) and economic (inflation).
Brexit has considerably affected the entire world stability. In
particular, the sectors dependent on the cross-border trade and a
shift away from globalization. The coronavirus pandemic has also
hit the world economy hard which is likely to worsen with energy
prices rising at the same time.

In the past, it has also been observed that globalisation has
created homogeneity together with differentiation. Countries
like China have achieved significant levels of growth due to the
impact of globalisation, though the credit is often given to its
dysfunctional financialization. Globalisation has also resulted
in a shift of power relations, where multinational corporations
are exercising immense power which was unimaginable a few

decades ago. Simultaneously, the power of governments is
gradually getting restricted, to the point that many are considering
this situation similar to unchecked corporate anarchy (Perelman,
2015).

Conclusion

In the last decade, anarchy has been considered by many
researchers as the single most critical characteristics underlying
international relations. Due to the absence of an overarching
power to control the nation states and their activities, the
international system has become anarchic. Businesses around
the world, particularly in the UK, are also heavily suffering due
to this situation as supply chain issues create havoc. In fact,
anarchy in the international systems has presented challenges in
different parts of the world with energy and food crises risking
global famile. Therefore, governments need to come forward
and enhance their support for global cooperation with long-term
future goals to maintain stability in the international system. At
the same time, the establishment of international organisations
and increased cooperation between states can help solve problems
generated due to anarchy in the international systems.
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