Preface to The Future of Power, by Joseph S. Nye, 2011 (xii – xiii)
What is the trajectory of American power?
Many think that China will replace the US as the world’s leading superpower.

[image: image1.png]How can we know if they are correct or not? That question has
fascinated me for two decades, and this book is the culmination of
my exploring the sources and trajectory of American power. To an-
swer the question, we need to understand better what we mean
when we speak of power and how it is changing under the condi-
tions of a burgeoning revolution in information technology and
globalization in the twenty-first century. We also need to avoid cer-
tain pitfalls.

First, we must beware of misleading metaphors of organic decline.
Nations are not like humans with predictable life spans. For exam-
ple, after Britain lost its American colonies at the end of the eigh-
teenth century, Horace Walpole lamented Britain’s reduction to “as
insignificant a country as Denmark or Sardinia.” He failed to foresee
that the Industrial Revolution would give Britain a second century
of even greater ascendency. Rome remained dominant for more than
three centuries after the apogee of Roman power. Even then, Rome

id not succumb to the rise of another state, but died a death of a
thousand cuts inflicted by various barbarian tribes. Indeed, for all
the fashionable predictions of China, India, or Brazil surpassing the
United States in the next decades, the greater threats may come
from modern barbarians and nonstate actors. Moreover, as we shall
see, the classical transition of power among great states may be less
of a problem than the rise of nonstate actors. In an information-




    [image: image2.png]based world of cyberinsecurity, power diffusion may be a greater
threat than power transition

At an even more basic level, what will it mean to wield power in
the global information age of the twenty-first century? A second
pitfall is to confuse power with the resources that states possess and
to limit our focus solely to states. What resources will produce
power? In the sixteenth century, control of colonies and gold bul-
lion gave Spain the edge; in the seventeenth, the Netherlands prof-
ited from trade and finance; in the eighteenth, France gained from
its larger population and armies; and in the nineteenth, Britain’s
power rested on the nation’s primacy in the Industrial Revolution
and on its navy. Conventional wisdom has always held that the state
with the largest military prevails, but in an information age it may
be the state (or nonstates) with the best story that wins.!” As we
shall see in Chapter 5, the Information Revolution and globalization
are providing new power resources for nonstate actors. On Septem-
ber 11, 2001, a nonstate actor killed more people in New York than
the state of Japan did at Pearl Harbor in 1941. This can be called
the privatization of war. Today, it is far from clear how we measure
a balance of power, much less how we develop successful strategies
to survive in this new world. Most current projections of a shift in
the global balance of power are based primarily on one factor—
projections of growth in the gross national product of different
countries. These projections ignore the other dimensions of power
discussed in this book, not to mention the difficulties of combining
the different dimensions into successful strategies.




Chapter 5 of The Future of Power, by Joseph S. Nye, 2011 (p. 120-121)
What is the consequence of the increase in the number of actors (individuals + private organizations like corporations, NGOs, terrorists…) involved in world politics

[image: image3.png]Many of these new transnational actors claim to act as a “global
conscience” sepresenting broad publicinterests beyond the purview
of individual states. Though they are not democratically clected,
these actors sometimes help develop new normes by directly pressing
governments and business leaders to change policies and by indi-
rectly altering public perceptions of legitimacy and what govern-
‘ments and firms should be doing In terms of power resources, these
sroups rarely possess much hard power, but the Information Rev-
olution has greatly enhanced their soft power. They can mount
‘naming and shaming’” campaigns against corporate brands or gov-
emments relatively easily.

Not only i there a great increase in the number of transnational
actors, but there has also been a change in type. Earler transnational
flows were heavily controlled by large formally organized structures,
such as multinational corporations or the Catholic Church, that
could profit from economies of scale. Such organizations remain
important, but the lower costs of communication in the Internet
era have opened the field to loosely structured network organiza-
tions with lttle headquarters staff and even to individuals. Terrorist
groups have often had a transnational dimension, but now the In-
formation Revolution has made Al Queda into a loose network that
spans the globe with its franchise.
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[image: image4.png]The current generation of violent Islamist extremists may extol
a seventh-century ideal for Islam, but they are very adept at using
the twenty-first-century Internet. Terrorism, like theater, is a com-
petition for audience. Shocking events are designed to capture at-
tention, polarize, and provoke overseactions from their targets. In
2004, a shocking video of Al Qaeds operative Abu Musab ol Zar-
qawi decapitating an American in Iraq was downloaded millions of
times on the Internet and stimulated copycat beheadings by other
sroups.

One of the hardest things o terrorists to do i to arganize trust-
worthy cells across borders that cannot be taken down by intelli-
gence and police agencies. By moving from the physical sanctuaries
of the 19905 to the virtual sanctuaries of the Internet, the terrorists
reduce their risk. No longer does recruiting occur only in physical
Tocations such as mosques and jails. Instead, alienated individuals
in solated national niches can also make contact with a new virtual
community of fellow believers around the world. Such Websites
not only recruit; they also train. They include detailed instructions
on how to make bombs, how to cross borders, how to plant and ex-
plode devices to kill soldiers and civilians. And experts use chat
rooms and message boards to answer trainces’ questions. Plans and
instructions are then sent through coded messages. Of course, such
Websites can be monitored by governments. Some sites are shut
down, whercas others are left open so that they can be monitored '
But the cat-and-mouse game between state agencies and transna-
tional terrorists is a close one.

Terroriss are only the most dramatic of the many new transna-
tional actors. Even large countries with impressive hard power,
such as the United States, find themselves sharing the stage with
new actors and having more trouble controlling their borders. Cy-
berspace will not replace geographical space and will not abolish





[image: image5.png]state sovereignty, but like the town markets in feudal times, it will
coexist and greatly complicate what it means to be a sovercign state
ora powerful country in the twenty-first century




