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[bookmark: _Toc63927427]Abstract
The act of people of two civilizations that relate to one another traveling to meet one another, negotiate, and come into terms about issues about them has been common. This has come to be called diplomacy. But what is Diplomacy? Can Diplomacy help to solve international conflicts and bring peace? To provide an answer to this question, the research reviewed Diplomacy in theory and practice. Old and contemporary evidence was probed. Such included literature, treaties, conventions, and case studies of salient areas of diplomatic coordination in the world from video documentaries. Diplomacy emerged as a field that is as old as human civilization even though its earliest forms can only be traced in Europe in the medieval era. For many years, the field has remained ununderstood with varied conceptualization in theory and practice. Also, the field proves to be evolving fast with humanity and this accounts for one of the reasons as to why its definition and conceptualization have been evolving. Scholars conceive diplomacy in three ways; traditional, nascent, and innovative. Even then, there is scarce evidence published by neutral people as most of the literature is associated with diplomats who conceptualize it based on their day-to-day interaction. This research thus invites more research into the issue from neutral scholars especially in history and political science. In an attempt to find how diplomacy has contributed to peacebuilding, this research also explored the origin of conflict and the evolution of the field ever since World War I to the present. Varied issues have emerged in the past and in the recent past where new ones will seemingly continue emerging making the field as yet take another turn.  Conflict resolution and conflict management were also critically examined and evidence-based practices reported.  Research also examined the global axis of diplomatic dominance and case studies of current and recent conflicts reported. At the end, the blend of diplomacy in critical IGOs that define global peacebuilding and diplomacy was examined.


[bookmark: _Toc63927428]Chapter One
[bookmark: _Toc63927429]INTRODUCTION
1.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927430]Defining Diplomacy
As the need to cooperate with states and international agents closely arose, “diplomacy” was born. This dates to about 2500 years in the history of human civilization (McGlinchey, S., 2017). Ever since diplomacy has been closely studied as people tried to make sense of what it is. This has continued for many years stretching into the present. With this, diplomacy has come to be understood as “many things,” George Kennan, an American diplomat conceived the field as, “The process of communication among governments” (Sempa, 2018; 179). Charles Calvos defined Diplomacy as, “the science of relationships between different countries resulting from mutual interests within the principles of international law” (Sempa, 2018; 180). McGlinchey (2017; 2) argues that diplomacy cannot not only be conceived as a relationship between a state and another but can also take the form of a state and a non-state agent in another country such as a Non-Governmental Organization (NGO). As yet, The Centre on Public Diplomacy at the University of South Carolina conceives diplomacy as, “a mechanism through which nations foster mutual trust and productive relationships building a secure global environment,” where diplomacy can take the form of a government and its people within a country’s borders.
Hart and Siniver were concerned about these varied definitions something that made the duo resort to research. They sampled out 198 diplomats and asked them what they conceived their field to be. The researchers then noted varied definitions but made a very important discovery, that the definition each diplomat gave was based on the area they served at. Diplomacy lacked a clear definition because it was defined by diplomats who were prone to being subjective to interacting in the field on their day-to-day operations. A concise definition based on theory and practice would be possible if political researchers and historians who are deemed to be neutral observers make their contribution (Hart and Siniver, 2020;7). Nevertheless, the definition of diplomacy by The Center on Public Diplomacy as a mechanism through which nations foster mutual trust and productive relationships building a secure global environment within and outside the state seems more comprehensive.
1.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927431]Nature, Purpose, and rationale
It is beginning to make sense that diplomacy is one of the tools of international relations. As such, it has often been confused with foreign relations. Based on empirical evidence, there ought not to be this confusion. Foreign policy refers to the goals pursued by a state for the benefit of the state based on geographical location, history, economics, and the distribution of international power. On the other hand, Diplomacy is the mechanism through which nations foster mutual trust and productive relationships building a secure global environment within and outside the state usually using peaceful means. Therefore, Diplomacy is one of the tools of foreign policy. The use of non-violence is what sets it apart. To execute diplomacy, people representing a state or a non-state are sent to the other entity that the sending party wants to create a mutual relationship with. Such people are called envoys. They will serve the sending state by communicating and negotiating on its behalf, gathering intelligence, managing its image, and implementing policy (Balzacq, Charillon, and Ramel, 2019).
The purpose of diplomacy is to strengthen the entity (state or organization) it serves relative to the other entity(s) by advancing the interests in its charge without evoking resentment. This is why non-violent means of arriving at a solution are used. The rationale is to build an international order that fosters the non-violent resolution of conflicts and continued cooperation amongst nations and states (Balzacq, Charillon, and Ramel, 2019). 
1.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927432]History of Diplomacy
As a field of practice, diplomacy is old with the earliest traces being spotted in Europe as early as the 16th Century. But how did Europe get here? Initially, Europe was ruled as one under the Roman Empire. Then came the East-West Schism in the 11th Century. During the reformation, divisions between state groups allied to Christendom within a state, and others looking abroad to state or more powerful religious groups became salient. This divided states on religious and political interests necessitating the need of states to negotiate and reach a consensus with other entities outside it for the stability of its governments. By the 20th Century, the European version of diplomatic relations had expanded throughout the world taking the form of summit meetings, international conferences, activities of supranational officials and sub-national agents, diplomacy by non-state agents, and international government officials (Balzacq, Charillon, and Ramel, 2019).  
Believing that international relations would continue developing and that the diplomatic intercourse of diplomats, their privileges, and immunity would foster friendly relationships between nations irrespective of their social and constitutional differences; the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations was enacted on April 18th, 1961 (United Nations., 2005; 2). So far, the convention has been adopted by 179 states of the world out of the possible 195 (UGWU, 2020). This translates to a 91.8% commitment by the world’s nations and brings home how diplomacy is considered important in the modern world.






[bookmark: _Toc63927433]Chapter Two
[bookmark: _Toc63927434]COMPONENTS OF DIPLOMACY AND HOW IT RELATES TO MODERN TIMES
2.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927435]The Components
Diplomacy can be conceived based on its components that include: the objectives, actors, and bargains.
2.1.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927436]The Objectives
The goal of a state or non-state entity that resorts to that party planning to meet another is what can be understood as the objective of diplomacy. The objectives of diplomacy can be varied ranging from; diplomacy designed to embarrass the other party, diplomacy designed to divide and weaken an enemy, or diplomacy to settle disputes amicably through mediation, arbitration, persuasion, or cooperation (Jones and Clark, 2018; 32). 
2.1.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927437]The Actors
The actors are the states engaged in peaceful negotiations. In the modern world, diplomacy has however shifted from being looked at through the lenses of a state. According to McGlinchey (2017; 2), diplomacy can take the form of a state and a non-state agent such as an NGO. Besides, according to the Center on Public Diplomacy at the University of South Carolina, diplomacy can involve the state and members of the public within its borders where the government wants to negotiate agreements with them fostering a mutual trust and productive relationships deemed to create a secure global environment (Jones and Clark, 2018; 32). 
2.1.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927438]Bargains
The bargains are the demands that one agent during a diplomatic relation presents to the other wanting them fulfilled so that a good relationship permeates. It could be that a country stops trespassing into the territories of another, that a country lower tariffs on goods it imports from another country, or demand to release nationals of the sending state held captives by the other agent. Bargains can also be called grievances (Jones and Clark, 2018; 32).
2.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927439]Diplomacy and the Modern World
The founding tenets of diplomacy may have remained, but there is a piece of mounting evidence that the field has changed over time ever since its birth in Europe in the 16th Century. In the first phase of this change, diplomacy saw the addition of track II diplomacy; Track II diplomacy is the contact of non-state actors in diplomatic engagements (Jones, 2015; 10). Trans-governmental diplomacy also emerged; here, government agencies other than the foreign ministry began to engage counterparts across state borders (Bakke and Waage, 2018; 546). 
Further, there has also been an outcropping of the so-called shuttle democracy. This is a type of democracy where a third party is used to engage two conflicting agents with the parties ever meeting one another. Rather, the third-party engages the two parties by conveying information back and forth (Bakke and Waage, 2018; 550). In the recent past stretching from the invention of the World Wide Web and the internet (beginning in 2000), another form of diplomacy is emerging; virtual diplomacy. Here parties do not meet. Rather, they engage one another through online platforms such as teleconferences or contact one another by phone or e-mail (SAEIDI, 2017). Another development that can be singled out in modern diplomacy is the fusion of state and private interests in state diplomacy. This means the form of diplomacy that a state takes in its internationally negotiated joint ventures, in trade promotion and the conclusion of bilateral agreements in the facilitating and protection of foreign investments (Barston, 2019).

[bookmark: _Toc63927440]Chapter Three
[bookmark: _Toc63927441]DYNAMICS OF THE ANTICIPATED DIPLOMATIC SOLUTION (S) AND OBJECTIVE(S) OF THE DIPLOMATIC SOLUTION (S).
3.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927442]Diplomacy: Solutions in the past and the present
Based on the reflected changes mention in chapter 2 above, it is stark that diplomacy has changed; diplomacy has widened its scope; today, there are more actors than used to be in the past, and diplomacy is involved in complex functions. Even then, dialogue, clear negotiations, compromise remain the way to achieving successful diplomatic outcomes (Mestre-Jorda, 2016; 340). As this is happening, diplomacy in modern times has leaped the classical theories that used to be present in the 17th Century. At that time, the focus on diplomacy was more on objective factors. As such, historians identify three diplomatic strategies used by diplomats in the Byzantine empire; causing division amongst the enemy barbarians, securing good relationships with frontier tribes using money and flattery, and encouraging the conversation between pagans and Christians (Mestre-Jorda, 2016; 341). These fixed strategies were also used by Emperor Justinian to expand the Roman empire (527 to 565). In modern times the focus is on the human factor; Every scenario is emerging to be different and settlement is achieved differently (Mestre-Jorda, 2016; 344). 
3.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927443]Dynamics of the Anticipated Diplomatic Solutions
3.2.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927444]The wane of Bilateral Diplomacy and emergence of Multilateral Diplomacy
In the past, there was less international cooperation such that problems that arose would be solved between two states. After World War II, there was a need to increase international cooperation and rebuild what had been destroyed during the War decades; World War I (WW I) and World War II calling for multi-diplomacy. This led to the establishment of the United Nations (UN) in 1945, the European Union (EU) and the North Atlantic Free Trade Area (NAFTA) both in 1994. Many International Governmental Organizations (IGOs) were also formed. IGOs represent the shared interest of states and so the need for multilateralism in diplomacy (Juergen, 2008; 333). 
3.2.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927445]A Complex World
Today, developments in technology have altered communication and contributed to the diffusion of power as well. This necessitated the change in the objective of diplomacy to Raison d’État (go beyond the justification of the state) leading to the engagement of non-state actors (Donaldson and Younane, 2018). These include private individuals and organizations as well as internal ethnic groups within a state’s boundaries. As such, Microsoft a United States (US) corporation has been focal at influencing international laws on cybercrime (Donaldson and Younane, 2018). Non-state armed groups have also become important partners in international dispute solutions an example being the Taliban group in Afghanistan and Iraq as features in the Bonn agreement of 2001 (Marques and Rognvik, S., 2020; 97). 
3.2.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927446]Technology and Diplomatic solutions
The end of WW II in 1945 ushered a period of massive development in science and technology. The invention of E-mail communication in 1971 and the invention of the first computer in 1975. In the years stretching from 1980-1990, the end of the cold war even made technological and scientific development increase in pace; in 1983, the World Wide Web was born, in 1992 the smartphone that was computer-enabled was born, and between 2000 and 2007 social media sites were also born (Kogan et al., 2018). This technological advancement would forever change how human beings interacted. On its part, diplomacy was touched. To gather intelligence necessary to arrive at diplomatic solutions, to even arrive at the solutions and implement them, it became unnecessary to travel far to meet the interested state or agent. It was possible to conduct engagements virtually hence the birth of Virtual diplomacy (SAEIDI, 2017). This form of diplomacy is cheaper to execute. 





















[bookmark: _Toc63927447]Chapter Four
[bookmark: _Toc63927448]METHODOLOGY
4.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927449]Methodology of This Study
In its attempt to help in the understanding of diplomacy both in theory and practice; this study sought to bring forth a wide array of information. Information was first probed from literature as revealed from published research papers. The method was chosen based on prior knowledge that it would help this study acquire a full understanding of diplomacy in theory and practice (Snyder, 2019; 333). Literature was able to get information on what has been published and how diplomacy and diplomatic related activities have been applied. Information was also sought from published documents such as treaties, charters, and conventions. Based on these sources of evidence, the literature review had a high content validity in describing theory and practice as pertains to the field of diplomacy. Review of research sources, conventions, treaties, and charters revealed to have been used by many researchers in the past who sought to critically evaluate an issue on theory and practice in the political domain (Snyder, 2019: 333; Gustafsson, J., 2017).
4.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927450]Perspectives of Diplomacy
The etymology of diplomacy has shown that the term was likely coined from an ancient Greek word diploun meaning two-fold. Initially, diplomas were special documents that were carried by religious leaders showing permission and so safe journey as they traversed territories. At the end of the 18th Century, a British parliamentarian, Edward Burke came to define diplomacy as any form of peaceful conduct between leaderships; kingdoms, or states. Thereafter, the meaning of diplomacy in theory and practice would change (Lohman, 2017; 3). As such, this research sought to understand the analytical approaches that can be used to conceptualize diplomacy.
4.2.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927451]The Traditional Perspective
Traditionally, diplomacy has been conceptualized as a narrow perspective that is state-centric. It only looks at the actions of authorized persons acting to manage cross-border activities. The said activities are short of violent actions and especially entailed amicable negotiations. This form of diplomacy was initially practiced by aristocrats in the early days when territories were ruled by kings and emperors. However, beginning from the 19th Century, diplomacy began premiering in the bourgeoisie class. To achieve success in diplomacy, diplomats were supposed to be people of unparalleled intellectual ability that would help them think critically and present the very best demands and in a convincing way for their country. For a long time, traditional diplomats credited themselves as the only real diplomats possessing diverse knowledge on the art of diplomacy and so used on several occasions by their states or kingdom (Lohman, 2017; 5). 
Diplomats’ practical wisdom left a springboard for the emerging field of international relations. Researchers in international relations composed a lot of writing chronicling the wisdom of veterans in the field and their achievements. Added to the fact that diplomats had the state authority to engage other entities, they were supposed to use non-violent means and desist from using propaganda. The field of diplomacy remained poorly theorized largely making it to be understood in the lenses of professionals who were in the field. Diplomacy thus determined its theorizing. After the cold war ended, the one-way interaction between practice and theory began to diminish as scholars from outside the discipline sought to make the field well understood in a world of growing international relations (Lohman, 2017; 5).
4.2.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927452]The Modern Perspective
Power politics could have benefited from the theoretical neglect of diplomacy in theory and practice. Beginning in 1980, a post-positivist group of scholars set out to uncover the powerful forces that had conceptualized diplomacy about the state centrist mantra. The beginning of a modern conceptualization of diplomacy in theory and practice had come. Thereafter, critical evaluation of diplomacy would see the interaction of scholars and practitioners. In the 1990s and the years afterward, the world was marked by a social and technological transformation that would yet again change the perspective of diplomacy. The social transformation was largely driven by the proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD), climate change, mass emigration, and immigration alongside extreme radicalization of people resulting in terrorism. Social and technological transformations changed the prerogative of diplomacy as a state-centric mediation and so a tool that would even be employed within transnational non-state actors. The new theorization of diplomacy has had many empirical and normative implications; diplomats are no longer what they were presumed to be and diplomacy has widened its scope (Lohman, 2017; 7). 












[bookmark: _Toc63927453]Chapter Five
[bookmark: _Toc63927454]CONFLICT RESOLUTION FIELD AND BACKGROUND
To be able to understand how diplomacy applies in various modern contexts, it would be prudent to reflect on the field of conflict resolution as it changed forming a background for diplomacy. 
5.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927455]The World Wars (1914-1945).
The War decades have been significant in shaping conflict and diplomacy. It will be noted that there was diplomacy even before WW1 began. However, the logic of peace and international cooperation was rooted in military strength. This led to the formation of military alliances in Europe namely; the triple alliance founded in 1882 (Austria-Hungary, Germany, and Italy) and the Entente Alliance (military cooperation between France, Britain, and Russia) founded in 1904. During the time, diplomatic demands for states were to maintain allies and prevent neutral points from becoming enemies because either way, nations stood to be conquered. The ideology of militarism thus radicalized nations making war inevitable. World War 1 broke out in 1914 (Paulsson, 2018;1).
After the war ended in 1918, the League of Nations (LON) was formed. This was the first IGO formed to promote cooperation amongst states and prevent a conflict. The LON came into effect on January 10th, 1920 following the Versailles Treaty that ended World War I in 1919. Article X of the League’s charter prevented the United States from joining the war remaining as a neutral party that would prevent any member of the league who was in the danger of being attacked by another (Paulsson, 2018;1). 
LON failed in its role to prevent another war causing WW II in 1939. This stemmed from several factors. Firstly, its structure had three principal organs; a secretariat, a council, and an assembly with numerous agencies and commissions. The authorization of any action needed a majority vote from the assembly and a unanimous vote by the council making it difficult. There was also an incomplete representation of the world nations with the US than being a neutral member of the league (Neu and Kriesberg, 2019). 
5.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927456]After World War II (1946-1969)
The ratification of the UN charter by 50 members at its formation most of them being the World’s largest nation shows a commitment by more people in the world to coexist peacefully and solve disputes amicably. Still, more diversity was brought in the global arena and conflicts would be easily solved amongst UN members by the UN organs of peace; the security Council. The US that had failed to join LON was among the founding Nations that established the UN (Paulsson, 2018; 1).
After WW II, many European and Asian powers continued to Visit the US including Japan that was an enemy to the US during WW II. Visits sought to broker aid for economic reestablishment and a show of gratitude for the help the US gave to European powers during the war and after. Also, there was a need to establish increased cooperation on matters of economic rebuilding (Kriesberg, 2009; 5). At the same time, the war ended with the United Soviet Socialist Republic (USSR) emerging as an antagonist of the US. In the East, USSR sought to grow its communist ideals and even encroach the Balkan countries. At the same time, European powers that had conquered Africa at the turn of the 20th Century began experiencing conflict. 
There was an imminent danger to world peace and cooperation. Europe began relinquishing its colonial territories and the UN worked to foster increased global cooperation on matters of peace (Neu and Kriesberg, 2019). 
5.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927457]Expansion and Institutionalization (1970-1989).
The relationship between USSR and the US began improving marking the beginning of the end of the cold war; early in the 1970s, there were increased diplomatic agreements especially concerning nuclear weapons something that saw arms control regulations passed. There was also an increased cultural exchange between the two (Kriesberg, 2009; 8).
Also, in the US and many independent states especially in Africa and Asia, there was markedly an increased agitation for human rights. Saliently standing were the civil rights movement in the US and the student protests against US involvement in the Vietnam war. The conflict was seen as a way to advance justice, equality and improve the human condition (Kriesberg, 2009; 6). During the same period, research and policy dialogue about conflict resolution also increased. Scholars like John W. Burton, Leonard Doob, Herbert C. Kelman, Edward E. Azar, and Ronald J. Fisher held conferences in the 1970s and 1980s discussing the conflict in North Ireland, Cyprus, and the Middle East. Research in colleges and universities, government agencies, IGOs, and NGOs also increased (Kriesberg, 2009; 7). In the new dispensation, Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) was embraced. Still, many NGOs and civil rights movements across the world were established. 
Steps were also taken to normalize the US-China relationship. This is marked by the Ping-Pong Diplomacy of 1971, Nixon’s visit to China in 1972, and Jimmy Carter's guarantee of China diplomatic recognition under One China policy in 1979 (Council on Foreign Relations). Markedly was the election of Mikhail Gorbachev to head the Soviet Union in 1985. Gorbachev adopted openness economic policies (Glasnost) and limited market incentives to Soviet citizens (perestroika ideals). He hoped this would spur the sluggish Soviet economy and increase freedom. In 1989, the Berlin wall fell, and the iron curtain shred. Nations that were initially communist began adopting Western ideals in Europe. The US thus took a center stage to shape international democracy with increased cooperation with nations that craved for its model (Kriesberg, 2009; 8). 
5.4. [bookmark: _Toc63927458]Diffusion and differentiation (1990-2008).
The end of the cold war in 1989 and the dissolution of the Soviet Union in 1991 gave the world a different structure regarding war and conflicts. Intensification of global communication and economic integration took a center space. By 1991, wars and conflicts across the world fell in quantity and magnitude. Due to technological development with a vast penetration of Internet of Things (IoT) devices, norms and practices of one region regarding peace and conflict resolution spread from one region to another. IOGs and governments that were poorly prepared to carry on diplomatic activities were also seen to rely heavily on NGOs that went to grow in number. One NGO that was important to international cooperation was the International Organization for Diplomatic Relations (IODR) established in 1993 in Valetta, Malta (Neu and Kriesberg, 2019). 
Besides, the period also saw the increased regional integration with the formation of NAFTA in 1992, the EU in 1993, and the Africa Union in 2002. Peace and diplomacy were pursued as an agenda inseparable from economic development. However, the peace and economic needs of various regions differed making institutions appear differentiated based on local needs. The looming peace here mentioned does not however mean that there were no conflicts in the world (Neu and Kriesberg, 2019).
On September 11 (9/11), 2001, the US was attacked by the Al-Qaeda militant group. Al-Qaeda had established during the Soviet-Afghan war 1979-1989 but the attack on America marked the height of its operations. Hiding on the façade of holy war in Islam, religious ideology began to earn a lot of attention to peace and conflicts. International cooperation in the anti-terror war widened beginning after the 9/11 attack. US drew allies like the United Kingdom (UK), Australia, Spain, and Poland deploying troops in Afghanistan, Iraq, and Iraq. Conflict also began being looked at from diverse perspectives as is the Conflict Transformation by Peaceful Means by Johan Galtung (Neu and Kriesberg, 2019). 
5.5. [bookmark: _Toc63927459]New Challenges (2009-Present).
After 2008, the world is currently faced with new challenges; terrorism was still existent and a global issue. Al Qaeda had fallen from the limelight and transformed itself into diverse militant operations that caused conflicts; it was called the Islamic state in the Middle East, Al-Shabaab in East Africa, Boko Haram in Western Africa among other names in many other areas. Radicalized government officials were also seen to finance terror groups causing conflicts across the world. Such is Iran’s proxy group spread across the Middle East; Hezbollah operating in Lebanon (van Hoogstraten, 2018; 142). Climate change has also been seen as a potential source of conflict as people fight for scarce resources. Technology is also being used for good and wrong purposes calling for diverse diplomacy (van Hoogstraten, 2018; 143). 
5.6. [bookmark: _Toc63927460]Conflict and Diplomacy: Selected Case Studies
5.6.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927461]France Diplomatic Relations with Africa
Although France relinquished its last colony in Africa, Algeria; back in 1962 (59 years ago), the ties it forged with Africa have remained. Algeria was not the last French African territory but rather, Djibouti (French Territory of the Afars and the Issas) that gained independence France in 1977. Unlike territories held by other European powers in colonial Africa that were granted full permission to control themselves; France refused to relinquish the financial freedom to many African countries in West Africa (Caspian Report, 2019).
As such, countries in both West Africa and Central Africa are supplied with French currency called the Communauté financière d'Afrique (CFA). In West Africa, the currency is called the CFA Franc West Africa (XOF) where it is used in 8 countries namely: Benin, Burkina Faso, Côte d'Ivoire, Guinea-Bissau, Mali, Niger, Senegal, and Togo. In Central Africa, the currency is called CFA franc Central Africa (XAF) used in 6 countries: Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Republic of the Congo, Equatorial Guinea, and Gabon. CFA is also printed under the supervision of the Central Bank of France. Still, France requires that the countries deposit 50% of their forex reserves with the French Ministry of Finance. France also extended loans to the African territories after independence through crude means that have kept the countries indebted to it (Caspian Report, 2019). 
Close diplomatic ties thus continue to exist between France and her former African territories. Former French president Jacques René Chirac noted that “a big part of the money in our banks comes precisely from the exploitation of the African continent.” Chirac went further to note that France would sink to a third world country if it abolished fully its territories. France’s aim is to secure trade and continue accessing raw material in the region. She is however losing grip as China and the US have more presence in the region and with falling French exports in the region (Caspian Report, 2019). 
To improve her diplomatic relationships with Africa, France should consider changing its economic policy in Africa. Africa has now changed from a territory dependent on the West to one that is a global actor itself. France needs to grant the West and Central Africa countries it patronizes their monetary independence. Also, closer ties can be deepened on matters of security with Africa where France can build Naval bases and army training grounds because of Africa’s diverse terrain. France can also cooperate with African states in matters of establishing manufacturing industries in the region instead of taking away raw materials from the region.
5.6.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927462]Taiwan diplomatic relations: china and USA
The Taiwan-China issue is among the hotly contested issues of the 21st Century. China claims that Taiwan is its territory and no global nation should establish diplomatic ties with it. On her part, Taiwan claims that it is a sovereign territory from China with legal rights to enter into diplomatic and international relations on her own. Caught in the tussle is the US but how did it get here?
Firstly, Taiwan broke from China during the Chinese Civil war, 1945-1949. After the war that ushered the Mao revolution taking effect in 1966. Since then, China emerged as not only a powerful global economic power but also a threat to global peace based on the fact that she was isolated from international relations. This stemmed from Mao’s undemocratic regime. Richard Nixon saw the grave danger. He expressed the need to open up China to the global arena. In 1969, the Soviets send troops to Taiwan to defend it against China. Nixon sends a clear message to the Soviets that any aggression against China would be responded to appropriately. The US followed to withdraw its troops from Taiwan against the 1954 U.S.-Taiwan Mutual Défense Treaty signed with Eisenhower’s administration when Nixon was his vice president. In 1972, the Shanghai Communique was signed with the US recognizing Taiwan as a China territory. It would continue for 36 years unbroken when in 2018, Donald Trump began to recognize Taiwan worsening further the China-US relations. China promised a raft of punitive measures. Joe Biden may revert to the one-China policy but the passage of time will tell (Aljaazera, English. 2021). 
To improve Taiwanese diplomatic ties with other global states, there is a need for international actors such as the UN to intervene and encourage a dialogue between China and Taiwan so that China grants Taiwan full independence to control herself. This will also end the stalemate that exists between China and other countries such as the US due to the latter acknowledging Taiwan as a state despite her challenged sovereignty. The move would also lead to Taiwan existing harmoniously with China as her neighbor and a diplomatic partner.
5.6.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927463]Russia diplomatic relations with the USA. 
Ever since the end of WW II, the US and Russia relations have been a mixture of cooperation and competition. After the War, the USSR sought to establish itself as a global power engaging the West in an arms race, ideological bids to dominate the world, and proxy wars. This came to be called the cold war. However, USSR collapsed in 1991 and the cold war ended. Russia emerged as the successor of the former USSR. At the time, the US sought to help Russia establish a stable institution and play a key role in global issues; US supported Russia join EU, deepened bilateral relationships and cooperation security matters. Thereafter, Russia was supposed to accept a global and domestic agenda largely dictated by the US. (Cuny, 2020).
The US relations took another turn when President Vladimir Putin came into power in 2000. Putin sought to make Russia emerge as a global power adopting traditional socialist ideals. His regime established an authoritarian rule domestically and thwarted US policy in the global arena. In 2001 when the US was attacked by Al-Qaeda, Russia seemed to change its stance by cooperating with the US by contributing troops in Afghanistan. Putin ended his presidential terming 2008. Between 2008 and 2012, the two countries also cooperated in arms control in the Middle East. When Putin came back to the presidency in 2012, he sought to pursue an anti-American policy following allegations that the US had backed the protests in Kremlin against his presidency (Cuny, 2020). 
In 2014, Russia annexed Crimea in Ukraine against the 1994 Budapest Memorandum where the UK, Russia, and the US had pledged to acknowledge Ukraine as a sovereign state and that Crimea was in her territories. This worsened US relations with Russia. In 2015, Russia backed the Bashar al-Assad regime that the US was against. In 2016, Russia was alleged to have polarized the US presidential election through a cyber-attack. In 2019, Russia also warned the US against interfering with the authoritarian Maduro regime in Venezuela. Therefore, Russia and the US are rather in a competing foreign policy and diplomatic relations are weak (Cuny, 2020). 
Russia has also a Treaty with China, the Treaty of Good-Neighborliness and Friendly Cooperation Between the People’s Republic of China and the Russian Federation that seek to increase Sino-Russian cooperation on military, environmental issues, energy conservation, international finance and trade. It was signed in 2001 and will end in 2021 with a possibility of extension. The treaty will consolidate communism power between Russia and China that will challenge the U.S dominance in the global scene. Russia is also in a pact with Norway in the Treaty between Norway and the Russian Federation outlining clear maritime border between the two countries.
Even then, the two world powers continue to cooperate in arm reduction measures as is in the Treaty Between the United States of America and the Russian Federation on Strategic Offensive Reductions (SORT) that was effective between 2003 and 2010. SORT was replaced by Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty that took effect on 2010 and to be effective until 2026 after being extended in 2021. The treaty seeks to protect delimit the two countries to harnessing coastal resources within the 200-mile range provision by the United Nations.
To improve the Russia-US diplomatic ties, the U.S should deepen its ties with Russia on matters of security and fighting terror. Russia is equally targeted by terrorists just as the US is; the Beslan school attack of 2004 in Russia almost parallels the 9/11 attacks of the US. The US should also stop NATO expansion against Russia’s will and reduce its nuclear weapons. Expanding NATO towards Eastern Russia and building more Nuclear weapons only angers Russia where the US feels that such a move is to bolster its security against a Russian threat but Russia is not a threat to the US because she has never shown signs of attacking her. George Washington and Bill Clinton pushed US nuclear weapons to the back burner and left the world with fewer nuclear weapons (Nichols, 2009). This is what other US presidents should emulate.
5.6.4. [bookmark: _Toc63927464]Haiti Relations with the Dominican Republic.
Haiti and the Dominican Republic are both located on the island of Hispaniola; Haiti to the West and the Dominican Republic to the East. Even then, the two countries have had poor relationships stretching from their independence years from European colonial power; Haiti was colonized by France and gained independence in 1804 after putting up a bloody war with the French colonialists during the reign if Napoleon. 
where the Dominican Republic was colonized by Spain and granted independence in 1791. Unlike Spain that left the Dominican well granting the Dominican’s power to rule themselves, the story of France in Haiti is similar to the one of Central and West Africa. France demanded that it be paid Independence debt of 150 million Francs for relinquishing its coffee farms held by French Citizens in Haiti and slave owners. The debt was cleared in 1947. Since then, Haiti has also been ruled by other corrupt regimes that have taken public debts and squandered them. This made her a poor country compared to the Dominican Republic (Vox, 2017). 
The poverty sparked a humanitarian crisis as Haitians migrated to the Dominican Republic looking for jobs and better living conditions. On its side, the Dominican has mistreated Haitians at the borders evoking hatred. Further, Dominican policy is harsh to Haitians as evidenced by the stripping of citizenship to all Haitians born in the Dominican Republic and their deportation in 2010. Then, Haitians born in the Dominican Republic were constitutionally Dominicans by birth but the constitution was changed to strip them of their birthright. 
After independence, Haiti and Dominican Republic have also been embroiled in other wars something that accounts for the endemic conflict between the two countries.   The conflicts have been over the territorial borders. It will be remembered that the Island of Hispaniola was originally controlled by Spain until 1697 when the western part was seized to France (Now Haiti). In 1801, former slave general Toussaint Louverture freed Black slaves serving French and sought to rename the whole island after himself. Toussaint Louverture was later tricked into a meeting and arrested. He was sent to France, where he was imprisoned and repeatedly interrogated. He died there of pneumonia and malnutrition in 1803. French took control of Haiti again. In 1808, a group of Dominicans began a war seeking to capture the Western part of the Island controlled by French. They succeeded. In 1822, Haiti seized its territorial sovereignty against Dominicans and even established control of the whole Island colonizing Dominican Republic for the next 22 years. In 1844, Dominicans fought and seized the Eastern part again. The conflict has stretched to modern times. Spain came back to Dominican Republic colonizing it once more between 1861-1865. During the struggle for the second independence, Haiti helped Dominicans because they feared that Spain would re-establish slavery. They provided; Food, military fighters, and advisers to help Dominican Republic (Diaz, 2021). 
Even then, anti-Haitianism did not end. In 1937, A Dominican dictator, Rafael Trujillo ordered the killing of Haitians at the Dominican-Haiti border (Vox, 2017). The conflict would further take a new turn in 2010 with the stripping of Haitian children born in Dominican Republic of their citizenship and deportation. In Dominican Republic, Haitians work in sugar farms and are paid lower wages. They are also racialized and blamed for taking Dominican’s jobs. Despite this hatred, the Dominican Republic is highly dependent on Haiti; immigrant Haitians provide labor and Haiti is the third Destination of Dominican Republic exports after U.S and China with exports amounting to 15% in 2019. Dominicans should seek ways to improve their relations because if the Dominican is stripped off Haiti immigrant labor and consumption, there would be a shift in economic dominance. According to (Diaz, 2021), remittances by 670,0000 Haiti families living in the United States would shift the economic dominance of Dominican to Haiti in the Island of Hispaniola. 
To improve the Haitian-Dominican Republic ties, leaders on both sides must embrace dialogue. Haiti and the Dominican Republic share a common history and its people interact on many things trade being one of them; many Dominican products are exported and sold in Haiti. Haiti and Dominican Republic leaders should thus work to create peace and inculcate a culture where the ordinary people value one another. According to the video by Vox (2017), Dominican Republic people see Haitians as dogs where this should not be the case. 
5.6.5. [bookmark: _Toc63927465]The Israeli-Palestine Conflict. 
The Israeli-Palestine conflict is the hottest conflict issue in the 20th Century. The conflict is farfetched in time; dates back to 1941 during the Holocaust when Jews were being persecuted in Germany. This caused a massive flight of Jews into Jerusalem bordering the Palestine region then occupied by Arabs. Then, President Truman of the United States sought a regulation of Jews flight into Palestine based on US influence in the global arena using the UN. Jewish community defied immigration limits and protested the move (GeoHistory. 2018). 
In 1948; Israel was founded as a state taking Palestine as one of its states. This sparked a conflict (Arab-Israel War) with Arabs in the Palestine region who sought sovereignty and did not want to be controlled by a Jew nation. In the same year, the UN adopted resolution 181 seeking to divide Palestine into Arab and Jewish states; Israel, West Bank, and Gaza. However, Palestine felt that their home was being taken away and the question of if Jerusalem was to be in Israel or Palestine emerged. The Arab-Israel-war ended in 1949 and Israel won and thousands of Arabs were displaced. To date, Arabs and Jews are still fighting on who owns Jerusalem. Jews also object to the resumption of Palestine into what they believe was their home but displaced during the Arab Israeli-conflict of 1948-1949. 
In 1967, Israel launched an air strike fighting its neighbors and ceding territories that were not initially its own; The Sinai Peninsula and Gaza strip were seized from Egypt, West Bank and East Jerusalem from Jordan and Golan heights from Suria. This came to be called the Six-Day War.  By claiming Westbank and Gaza, Israel absorbed one million Palestine. Since the Six-Day war, Israel has been embroiled into an Israel-Palestine conflict. Looking into the future, the possibility of a one-time solution being found remains thin and the region remains an epicenter of conflict (Geo History, 2018). 
The Arab-Israel conflict would have been ended; However, it has proven difficult because Israel neighbors have refused to engage in peace talks with it. Only the United Nations can help bring the warring sides to one table. The UN could propose an Israel and Arab territory that operates like the EU. Both Israel and Palestine can be allowed to have their governments; Palestine and Israel would each vote on their issues. However, the two will work together on matters of economic resources, economic issues, and security. Across the border, free movement of the people would be allowed. This would end the pre-existing conflict over whether it is Israel or Palestine that owns West Bank or Jerusalem.
5.6.6. [bookmark: _Toc63927466]China, Russia, and North Korea Relationships
China, North Korea, and Russia are in very strong diplomatic ties; the three countries cooperate on economic, political, and military issues. Even then, the cooperation between China and North Korea seems to be stronger in the global arena than the ones between North Korea and Russia. Russia and China stand for communism and the regimes in the two countries have been totalitarian ones. The two have thus aligned themselves as enemies of liberal democracy and opposed to Western ideologies. On its part, China’s emergence on the global scene as an economic power has taken the place of Russia as the world’s second powerful nation after the US. Russia thus sees China as an emerging market from whom she would benefit by trading with and so the need to cooperate (Caspian Report, 2021).
On its part, the china-North Korea relationship is long stretching from China’s support for North Korea in the 1950-1953 Korean War. In 1961, the two countries signed the Sino-North Korean Mutual Aid and Cooperation Friendship Treaty that China has withheld to date. The treaty guarantees China’s protection of North Korea incase the latter is attacked. It is the only existing military support pact that North Korea has with any nation. 
China invests in the relationship with North Korea because of various reasons; firstly, she needs as many global allies and North Korea is one. She is also afraid that South Korea is a US ally where China is opposed to the US ideology. China’s relationship with North Korea also makes it possible to control Taiwan as China reaches Taiwan through the Korean peninsula. Also, China believes that a crisis in North Korea would result in immigration into her country and cause serious problems (Time, 2017). On the other hand, Russia seeks diplomatic ties with North Korea to get energy supplies and trade with her. Russia has breached UN Security Council sanctions on Korea allowing trade with her and North Koreans to work in Kremlin (Arirang News. 2019). 
China, Russia and North Korea share a common history and ideology now that the two countries are founded on a socialist ideology. China and Russia should deepen their economic ties with North Korea knowing that a crisis affecting North Korea would lead to an influx of migrants into their territories. This would result in a humanitarian crisis and security problem in both countries. Further, the three countries can take joint ventures in security and military projects. 


















[bookmark: _Toc63927467]Chapter Six
[bookmark: _Toc63927468]9 STEPS DIPLOMATIC STRATEGY FOR A PEACEFUL CONFLICT RESOLUTION
According to the Institute of Multitrack diplomacy, 9 parties should be considered for multitrack-diplomacy to be attained. They are the government, professional conflict resolution teams, business, research and training institutions, peace activism, religion, funding, and the public opinion influenced by the media. The parties each form a unique track to diplomacy and peacebuilding. A multi-track diplomacy chart is shown in figure 1. 
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc63926285]Figure 1: Parties to Multi-track Diplomacy.
Source: Institute of Multi Track Diplomacy; Jones and Clark (2018; 19)
6.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927469]Track One: Setting the Tone for Government Role.
The government is the traditional player in diplomatic relations. As has been argued in the sections before this one, conflicts either involve states with other states, non-state actors with states, or transnationally involving non-state actors in two or more states (Sempa, 2018: 179; McGlinchey, 2017: 2; Center on Public Diplomacy). When a conflict involves states, the government has the interest of its people and so should be invoked into negotiations. When the conflict is between a state and a non-state actor still the government will be a party on either side and for transnational diplomacy, the government still has a role to play since organizations within its territories are governed by the law of the land as directed by the government of the day. Also, a government provides a mechanism determining how to properly allocate resources to end conflicts (Millar, 2017; 294). 
6.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927470]Track Two: Establishing a Professional Conflict Resolution Team
Track 2 of the multi-track diplomacy accommodates non-state actors participating in the process of finding peace by analyzing, preventing, resolving conflicts, and maintaining international relations. The number of members in conflict resolution teams will vary in size depending on the number of parties involved in a conflict and the scope of the conflict (Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy). Also, the number of conflict resolution professionals in conflict resolution teams will depend on the mode of conflict resolution that the conflicting parties chose (Katz et al., 2020). 
6.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927471]Track Three: Establish Rapport with Businesses
Business or peacekeeping through commerce involves peacekeeping by creating economic opportunities. This can be achieved through opening up borders for trade, international forms of exchange and communication, offering travel permission, or extending education scholarships for citizens of another country (Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy). It will be remembered that one important of communities engaging in trade is thus it fosters cultural exchange and a cross cultural understanding that results in friendships. On top of this, extending business and economic opportunities brings income where impoverishment has been identified as a source of conflict in the global arena. Addressing the third track of multi-track diplomacy would thus result in peace (Jones and Clark, 2018; 19). 
6.4. [bookmark: _Toc63927472]Track Four: Establish Rapport with Private Citizens
As the world grew to be complex, the conflict resolution field and diplomacy at large has attracted many actors. This has gone to be called multitrack diplomacy; diplomacy involving many people and cutting across various sectors of the society (Hussain and Salloom, 2020; 33). Track four that entails private citizens, peacekeeping, and conflict resolution must try to reach the people living in a given area who may not even be serving in the government. These are called private citizens. Private citizens can be engaged in finding peace through exchange programs, private voluntary activities, engaged as special interest groups, or when serving in NGOs (Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy). 
6.5. [bookmark: _Toc63927473]Track Five: Research, Training, and Education
The role of education and research institutions in global peacebuilding cannot be ignored. Already, Kriesberg (2009;7) has shown how scholars and education participated in shaping the institution of conflict resolution in the 1970s and 1980s. Research is done not only by education institutions but also by other special interest groups such as the government, NGOs, and IGOs. The research seeks to identify the changing needs of the conflict resolution field. On the other hand, the training seeks to provide good skills in negotiation, mediation skills, conflict resolution, and facilitation of peacebuilding by a third party. Conversely, education as a role of track five of multi-track diplomacy seeks to impart knowledge right from kindergarten scholars through Ph.D. scholars on varied global culture, peace and world order, conflict management, analysis, and resolution (Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy).
6.6. [bookmark: _Toc63927474]Track Six: Establish Rapport with Peace Activists.
Social movements' role cannot be overemphasized when it comes to the global peace building process. Especially, these movements have been focal in agitating for human rights and environmental justice. This has been done through non-violent demonstrations, non-violent resistance, boycotting activities, peace camps, moral purchase, the support of anti-war candidates, supporting and agitating for the protection of whistleblowers amongst other means (Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy). Activism was able to achieve a great milestone in human rights in the US and Europe in the 1960s and 1970s (Terretta, 2017; 227). Governments and transnational organizations should pay special attention to peace activists if global peace is to be found. 
6.7. [bookmark: _Toc63927475]Track 7: Contacting Religious Leaders
In recent decades, Religion has assumed unusual prominence in global issues. This stems from the fact that religion has become a major source of global conflict. Such can be evidenced by the rising wave of Islamic radicalization that resulted in the 9/11 attacks, the conflagration of Iraq in 2001-2003 and the quasi-theocratization of Iran, and the growing wave of mistrust between people of different religions of the world (Smock, 2008). Peacemaking through faith in action involves targeting extreme religious believes that is likely to result in conflict. Also, it seeks to inculcate pacifist conflict resolution mechanisms among congregants and offer sanctuary to victims of conflict and violence. It also seeks to extend humanitarian support and aid when it can afford (Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy).  
6.8. [bookmark: _Toc63927476]Track 8: Funding Conflict Resolution Activities
The realm of finding global peace is concerned with the activities that provide financial and technical resources for the other mentioned tracks of multi-track diplomacy. This entails financing conflict research, financing peacebuilding teams. Conflict resolution and peacebuilding funding may also be aimed at providing humanitarian support to people in conflict-prone areas. Funding conflict resolution is aimed at ensuring that conflict resolution efforts reach long term solutions. This may include peace and conflict grants from well-wishers and philanthropists, resources provided by the government, resources provided by NGOs and IGOs (Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy). 
6.9. [bookmark: _Toc63927477]Track 9: Media & Public Opinions.
The media acts as a magic bullet that influences public opinion. Media influences public opinion in nearly all the other fields mentioned hence also called the inner circle. The global peacebuilding arena can only be shaped to be what it is desired to be through sharing information. In this dispensation, the global media has a role to play. Such include print, radio, Television, and recently online and social media. Media platforms should inform people engaged in a conflict resolution of the progress and help cool anxieties. During information sharing, only true and authentic information should be shared. Propagandised and false information as is with many online and internet sources can make peace that had already been found make a backlash. So, the media should only share true information (Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy). 







[bookmark: _Toc63927478]Chapter Seven
[bookmark: _Toc63927479]CONFLICT RESOLUTION
7.1. The Triangle Strategy of Conflict Resolution
Over the period when a conflict is being resolved, tangible improvements will be realized right from the start to the end of the conflict resolution process. This has made research conceive the process of conflict management as to progress. In this regard, conflict management can be thought of as a process of making. To be precise, progress is a way of thinking about a conflict by recognizing that conflicts cannot be avoided and that professional management of conflicts calls for continual improvement in three key areas; substance, procedure, and relationships. This resulted in the conceptualization of conflict resolution as a triangle (Daniels and Walker, 1997;9). The conflict resolution triangle is shown below:
                                                                              Substance




                                      Procedure	Relationship [bookmark: _Toc63926286]Figure 2: Triangle Strategy of Conflict Resolution

Source: Daniels and Walker, 1997;9
Substance represents the practical issues (scientific and practical) that are to be managed or arrived at. For instance, in climate diplomacy; come up with climate-friendly energy solutions. The procedure entails the methods that are to be employed to reach the substantive issues. This may involve approaches to learn and work together on energy projects. The dimension of relationship outlines the importance of trust, power distribution, and constructive dialogue for the people involved (Daniels and Walker, 1997; 10).
Conceptualizing the process of conflict management as a triangle with these three elements illustrates several dimensions; firstly, any conflict resolution should always involve the three dimensions. The three also overlap and influence one another. An element and activity involving one of these three elements can also evolve to become the other. Progression on one dimension can also contribute to progress in the other and so conflict resolution should be tackled from the three dimensions (Daniels and Walker, 1997; 11). 
7.2. Major theories of practice of conflict resolution
According to Ross (2000;1022), the first step to a successful conflict resolution between conflicting parties is developing preconditions that convince them that the other party is worth speaking to, that it would be possible to create stable peace and that it is possible to have the concerns of each party considered. As such, Ross notes that there are six theories of conflict resolution that practitioners can adopt:
Table 1: Major Theories of Practice in Conflict Resolution.
	Theory
	Nature of Conflict
	Goals of the theory
	Effects on Participants
	Mechanism of Achieving peace
	Impact on the Wider Conflict

	1. Community Relations
	Distrust and hostility between groups exacerbate pre-existing conflict.
	Promoting understanding and acceptance of diverse views of the other party.
	Establish community esteem on making decisions regarding day-to-day community life.
	Efficacy building through local institutions.
	Communities cooperate on matters of mutual interest to one another.

	2. Principled Negotiation
	Incompatible viewpoints of the parties involved
	Agreements that lead to mutual gain
	Builds trust and ability to identify solutions for mutual gain.
	Separating conflicting parties from contagious issues to focus on interests and not positions.
	Diffusions of skills to others and increased sense that agreements can be possible.

	3. Human Needs
	Unmet basic needs
	To inspire a culture of recognizing one another’s basic needs and working jointly to achieve them.
	Recognition of common needs and desire to fulfill them.
	Problem solving workshops led by neutral persons to the conflict.
	Transfer of perspective on what a community can achieve.

	4. Identity
	Threatened identity
	Changing the view of otherness and develop sense that cooperation is possible
	Overcome barriers to dialogue
	Mourning past losses and suffering and reaffirming group identity.
	Changes in discourse and symbolic action.

	5. Inter-cultural Communication
	Incompatible values and norms between groups
	Weakening negative stereotypes through increased inter-group communication.
	Build awareness of other cultures and bolster cultural information exchange
	Deconstructing past cultural accounts
	Improve communication and interaction so as to burry different viewpoints.

	6. Conflict Transformation
	Inequality and injustices expressed through socially constructed meanings.
	Moral growth that produces forgiveness and usher reconciliation.
	Transform relationship and inculcate a culture of recognizing and empowering one another.
	Training and mediation aimed at culturally relevant models of conflict resolution.
	Ushers in a large society built upon culturally appropriate models.


Source: (Jones, 2020; 57).










[bookmark: _Toc63927480]Chapter Eight
[bookmark: _Toc63927481]A DIPLOMATIC APPROACH TO REGIONAL SECURITY
8.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927482]History of regional security
In global politics studies, a region is conceptualized as one of the seven continents of the world. However, a region is not shaped by geography alone; regions can be imagined constructs just as states are cutting across continents. Cooperation on security matters has had a center stage in regional cooperation. Regional security provides a framework for constructive dialogue and communication among members preventing or mitigating conflicts. As such, regional security cooperation seeks to be focused on a perceived common enemy or is designed for internal arms control and conflicts, reform armed forces, peacekeeping, and deploying humanitarian relief and support during conflicts (Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, 2007; 198).
Regional security cooperation began in Europe with the military alliances before World War I being a case in perspective to reflect. It even was pursued more fervently after World War II ended. In 1950, the European Coal and Steel community began uniting European countries. In 1957, the Treaty of Rome was signed creating the European Economic Community (EEC). Continued cooperation continued with Europe experiencing massive economic growth and security as well. When the Berlin walls fell in 1989, Europe focused on expanding its global agenda targeting countries in the Balkan region. The Maastricht Treaty was formed in 1993 giving way for the EU to be established (Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, 2007; 198). 
The concept of cooperation diffused into many other regions of the world especially after USSR’s collapse after 1991 coming to be called the new regionalism. In new regionalism, cooperation went beyond continental borders. The respect for democracy and human rights also came to emerge as a new issue that regional security had to address. Salient regional security cooperation is exemplified by the Arab League, the Organization of American States (OAS) formed in 1948, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), the African Union (AU), Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) among others (Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, 2007; 196). 
8.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927483]Selected Regional Security Organizations
8.2.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927484]The Arab League
The Arab League (Arabic Al-Jāmiʿah al-ʿArabiyyah) is amongst the oldest military alliances coming into effect immediately after World War II in 1945. The league encompasses 22 Arab speaking countries whose agenda is to increase cooperation among matters of common interest amongst its members. The league was formed to respond to post-war colonial divisions and oppose the founding of a Jewish state in Palestine. Ever since it has been blamed for laxity and being representative of autocratic regimes other than the Arab citizens. The league has failed to play a significant role in the Palestine-Israeli issue, failed to prevent the spring uprisings of 2010 and conflicts are rife in the Arab world in an age of extreme Islamic radicalization (Sergie and Masters, 2020). 
8.2.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927485]The North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO)
NATO is a military alliance that was formed in 1949 at the helm of the cold war. The organization attracts 30 countries cutting across North America and Europe called the North Atlantic region hence its name. It was formed to provide collective security from the threat of the Soviet Union to its members. Apart from the fact that security and peacekeeping is its core goal, NATO also seeks to promote democratic ideals and build trust to find peace amongst one another (The North Atlantic Treaty). NATO carries military peacekeeping operations by invoking article 5 of the Washington Treaty, under the UN mandate or in cooperation with other countries (The North Atlantic Treaty, 1949). 
8.2.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927486]The African Union
AU is a union of 55 countries in the Continent of Africa that seeks to foster, coordinate and intensify cooperation on matters of trade but most importantly security. The Peace and Security Council (PSC) of the Union is the agency tasked with administering peace and security issues in the region. Under PSC, AU seeks to prevent conflicts from occurring by settling disputes, prevent a conflict from escalating, providing security during the conflict, peacebuilding after conflict including disarmament, demobilization, and humanitarian assistance (Africa Union). 
8.2.4. [bookmark: _Toc63927487]Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN)
ASEAN stands for Association of Southeast Asian Nations a regional IGO with operations in South East Asia. Cooperation was originally on matters of the trade when it was formed in 1967. However, security and peacekeeping have been emerging as an agenda when it was first raised in 1994. At first, the countries that enjoy a common history of colonization and where the sovereignty of neighbor countries is pursued did not think that security as an agenda was paramount. However, internal conflicts and emerging global issues such as terror, migration, and humanitarian crisis has forced ASEAN to rethink the security issue. In 2003, the issue was raised by Indonesia and, Malaysia is currently rallying members to form an ASEAN peace-keeping forum (Benard, 2016). 
8.2.5. [bookmark: _Toc63927488]The European Union (EU)
Though the European Union has many objectives in Europe and the world at large, her role in conflict resolution and peacekeeping cannot be underrated. It will be remembered that World War I and World War II were resultant of conflicts emerging amongst European countries. It is for this reason the EU was formed to address these conflicts and prevent another conflict from escalating and leading to a war of the magnitude the first and second World Wars were (Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, 2007; 196). Ever since its formation, European countries have continued to invest in improving their military capabilities, peace-building activities, human rights, and humanitarian support. Her efforts have borne fruits since European countries co-exist peacefully since World War II. Besides, the union was awarded the Nobel Prize for advancing peace, reconciliation advancing democracy, and respect for human rights in Europe in 2012 (The European Union).
8.2.6. [bookmark: _Toc63927489]The Organization of American States (OAS)
The Organization of America States was established in 1948. Initially, it encompassed 21 countries but recently has all the 35 independent countries of the American region; North and South America. OAS was formed to address the conflicts in the region especially authoritarian and illiberal regimes in Latin America. Immigration, drug trafficking, territorial borders, poverty, human rights, and humanitarian relief also remain top on OAS’s agenda. In the 1960s and 1970s, OAS faced a lot of conflicts amongst member states but its realignment horizontally and vertically in the 1990s led to better results regarding conflict resolution and peacebuilding. Even then, challenges remain bearing in mind that the Haiti-Dominican Republic mentioned in chapter Six falls in the OAS region (Krepp, 2017). 
8.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927490]Contribution of regional security organizations to peace
It would be prudent to say that the world seems to be a safer place than it was in the past despite the few security challenges faced here and there. Regional security organizations have made the member countries co-exist peacefully; conflicts are identified early and diplomatic teams engage one another early before a conflict escalates. In the endeavor of establishing a peaceful world order, regional operations have also helped provide security and humanitarian support during conflicts. They also aim at establishing sustainable peace where after peace for a recent or current issue has been found, they have increased ties that will help prevent other conflicts from occurring in the future. This includes establishing strong economic ties to improve the economies of conflicting countries since poverty is a source of conflict, taking joint ventures such as nuclear weapons so that one country will not feel threatened by another, and increasing peace, conflict, and diplomatic research to address new needs as they arise. 
8.4. [bookmark: _Toc63927491]Challenges Facing Regional Security
Despite the achievements so far realized, regional security operations face many challenges. One of such challenges is the complexity of the world order as the need to build a relationship with non-state actors emerges (Williams & Haacke, 2009; 15). The distribution of power in regional security arrangements is also a challenge. This results from the fact that states are different in size and their economic-political structure are different (Williams & Haacke, 2009; 2). Intra-state conflicts are also emerging yet as another challenge to regional security operations. As such, when armed conflicts within a country emerge, the question of whether regional security organizations should intervene has been raised. This stems from the fact that contemporary world conflicts are intra-state (Williams & Haacke, 2009; 12). 
8.5. [bookmark: _Toc63927492]Future Prospects of regional security
From the current trend, more and diverse regional operations will be formed. These will take the form of large constellations of states cutting across continents such as the NATO that comprise European and American states. This finding can also be backed by the fact that global issues are emerging that cannot be well addressed by two or a few states. Rather, they need to be addressed by many international actors. Such may include, terrorism, conflict related to climate change, and human rights issues. Power shifts are also in regional security as nations that were smaller economically and in population growth. Other nations are also seizing new territories shaking the power balance in regional organization’s order. The disintegration of states party to regional organizations and the need to accommodate them in regional security issues will also happen; the inability of governments to provide its people with essential services has seen young people protest and secede themselves from large states to govern themselves as small communities or states (Virji et al., 2019).  


















[bookmark: _Toc63927493]Chapter Nine
[bookmark: _Toc63927494]THE SCHOOLS OF DIPLOMACY.
Diplomacy seems to be a field that has not been well defined; there is the state-centric definition, non-state actors, and public diplomacy (Sempa, 2018: 179; McGlinchey, 2017: 2; Center on Public Diplomacy). Then there is the multi-track diplomacy as conceptualized by the Institute of Multi-Track Diplomacy. Then there are other definitions of democracy such as shuttle and virtual diplomacy (Bakke and Waage, 2018; 550). With such a broad view and definition of the field, novice scholars may be confused and fail to understand what diplomacy is. In this regard, it becomes important to reflect on the schools of thought of diplomacy. Three schools have been revealed from the literature.
9.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927495]The Traditional School 
The traditional view of democracy is the most common and familiar interpretation of diplomacy. Traditional diplomacy has also been called state-centric or rationalist amongst other names reveal in the academic literature. Thinking in this line, traditionalists make five critical assumptions that can all be used to define diplomacy. Firstly, they conceive diplomacy as an exclusive function of the state and so conducted by officials at a state’s foreign ministry. Secondly, traditionalists conceive diplomacy as the study of the international anarchical nature of states that are sovereign where diplomacy seeks to overcome it. Thirdly, traditionalists vie diplomacy as concerned with “high” functions of the state such as economy, security across the border arms control, and territories. This ignores “low” functions such as humanitarian aid and human rights. Fourthly, traditionalists consider diplomacy to be conceived from distant and recent past with no looking into the future, and fifthly, traditional diplomacy assumes that there are certain ways of achieving successful negotiations where highly skilled people experienced in international relations are the ones who should be deployed for diplomatic missions (Murray, 2008; 29). 
9.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927496]The Nascent School
Nascent scholars argue that traditional diplomacy is separate from real-world problems and take a leap that international world order can only be well addressed by the government alone. This has resulted in the field being called unofficial, multi-track, or unconventional diplomacy. Like the traditionalists, they also have their assumptions of what constitutes diplomacy. First, they see the field as dynamic and cannot be conceived rigid as traditionalists want to make it. Secondly, Nascent scholars view the state as blocking a conducive world order and thus advocate for NGOs, non-state actors, and IGOs as what should set the pace of a pacifist world order. Thirdly, diplomatic actors do not need to be professionals armed with skills and experience. Rather eloquent people who can put ideas straight to make their wants understood and convince others into a bargain. Fourthly, the nascent school sees the world order as only well definable from a multi-actor perspective, and fifthly, modern diplomacy can be arrived through many avenues and channels as opposed to the traditional one where diplomats had to travel and meet one another (Murray, 2008; 31). 
9.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927497]The Innovative School
The field reflects on both what traditionalists say as well as the nascent school. The innovative scholars argue that diplomacy cannot be separated from traditional or modern. Rather, it has to be viewed as one field that takes the characteristics of the traditional thought as well as the nascent. Four assumptions are also made regarding what diplomacy is by the innovators. Firstly, diplomacy is one field that has been evolving with distinct old and new characteristics. Secondly, the state remains central to diplomacy. Thirdly, non-state actors have a role to play in the global world order. However, to accept them, it would be important to reflect the forces behind change in modern societies that make them fit for global international relationships. This the fourth assumption is that state and non-state actors should be given equal weight in diplomacy definition (Murray, 2008; 34). 




















[bookmark: _Toc63927498]Chapter Ten
[bookmark: _Toc63927499]THE WORLD PERCEPTION OF CONFLICTS
It is no doubt that the whole research here sought to understand diplomacy in theory and practice. Also, it emerged that diplomacy tries to find solutions to conflicts amicable desisting from violence. In this regard, it will be important to critically evaluate how the world perceives a conflict:
10.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927500]The Subjectivist View
Subjective theorists and scholars believe that a conflict can only be well understood based on one’s truth. As such, there will arise many definitions of the field calling for multitrack diplomacy. The conflict has for instance been defined as a struggle between groups or individuals over values and claims to scarcely distributed resources, power, and status (López et al.). The conflict has also been defined as a situation in which goals, practices, and values are incompatible (Schafer and Smith, 2017). A conflict has also been defined as a process in which one party tries to obstruct another from achieving their goal (Fineberg, 2017; 1720). The conflict has also been conceived as a process of social interaction involving scramble for power, resources, or status where one group tries to eliminate the other by injuring it (Simpson, 2017). As the field evolved, it also came to be conceived as disagreements arising within a group when the beliefs of one person or a group are not in line with the beliefs of another one or more members (Program on Negotiation). 
10.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927501]The Objectivist View
The objectivist view on conflict is that a conflict should only be defined as one based on facts where these facts will not change even based on who is observing a conflict or the context from which what is perceived to be a conflict is viewed. As such, a conflict should not only be viewed in the realms of groups of people and people operating across borders of a state. Rather, a conflict should be perceived as a collision of interest between an individual and a group, an individual with another group, or between a group and another group. Such a conflict of interest is brought about by the variation in norms and beliefs. As such the definition by the Program on Negotiation at Harvard Law School comes to being close to what a conflict is perceived to be but the definition herein adopted has incorporated the other views to make the definition more comprehensive. 


















[bookmark: _Toc63927502]Chapter Eleven
[bookmark: _Toc63927503]THE SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY APPROACH OF CONFLICT RESOLUTION
After a conflict outbreak, there is a process that takes place for them to escalate and for the involved parties to perpetuate it. To help resolve conflicts and find peace, these processes must be well understood. Social psychology avails many insights that can be helpful to understanding how conflicts escalate to manage them. Psychological approaches that can be used to understand how conflicts escalate involve:
Firstly, understanding the formation of collective moods. A public opinion is more likely to support aggression. To address conflict, it is important to understand how a violent public mood develops; it is informed by current events and interpreted by the public in light of historical traumatic experiences (Kelman, 2009; 171). Secondly, it is important to understand how group loyalties emerge. Feelings that separate a group from an outgroup could easily lead to conflict with the larger group. These may include nationalist or ethnic feelings (Kelman, 2009; 173). Thirdly, psychological approaches could help in decision-making during conflicts; sound decision-making during pressure such as during conflicts may not be possible within a short while (Kelman, 2009; 175).
In the negotiation and bargaining process, psychology dictates that parties should see how they will equate their gain with the adversary’s loss instead of focusing on how the adversary also wins. The adversary should come with his demands but a sending party should not waste time thinking for the adversary (Kelman, 2009; 177). It is also important to understand structural and psychological commitments; a conflict creates a source of power to the perpetrators and profit inspiring feelings to continue it. Further, there is the formation of a mirror effect; parties in a conflict form a stark image of one another with reversed values (Kelman, 2009; 179). Finally, there is the resistance of contradictory information where parties in a conflict harden and will not easily believe that that the enemy has changed when peace mediators invoke a conversation (Kelman, 2009; 181). 
Understanding how a conflict forms and escalates through a psychological approach results in four implications for conflict resolution. These form a good basis to start from for diplomats during the resolution of conflicts. Firstly, conflict is a process driven by collective needs and fears. Only after these needs and fears have been addressed can a conflict be resolved (Kelman, 2009; 181). Conflict should also be viewed as intersocietal processes that require attention to culture and norms, politics, the economy, and the psychology of those involved. Therefore, agreements signed by governments for other actors in conflict are not enough (Kelman, 2009; 181). Further attention needs to be directed to the diverse conditions and contexts from which the conflicting parties operate. Conflict resolution should also be viewed as a multifaceted process requiring mutual influence. As such, ending a mentality to conflict by a group depends on the exchange of positive values where one group believes that the other group will reciprocate with a positive behavior after the first group commits to a certain course benevolent to peace and harmony (Kelman, 2009; 183). Conflict should also be addressed as an interactive process able to escalate and self-perpetuate again. Efforts must thus be geared towards the occurrence of a possible same or similar conflict in the future (Kelman, 2009; 181). 






[bookmark: _Toc63927504]Chapter Twelve
[bookmark: _Toc63927505]THE AXIS OF DIPLOMATIC DOMINANCE
The global diplomatic field is diverse and is dominated by great and small powers if states where anything to go by. There is no definitive list of the world’s great power and small powers. However, great power can be conceived as a nation or state that possesses a strong military and economic capabilities as well as the ability to appeal and attract other nations rather than coerce; influencing their opinion in the global world order (Xuetong, 2019). The United States, Russia, France, and China that are emerging recently are great powers (Xuetong, 2019).
12.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927506]The United States
Several reasons may account for the dominance and great power of the United States heralded by many as the world’s “superpower.” Firstly, the US has vast tracts of land harboring a large number of people and resources. America’s large territory emanates from colonial advantages where France and Spain were conquered relinquishing the vast North American colony to the British. Also, a lot of the native tracts found in America when the colonialists came were absorbed away into the state. Tracts of land were also seized from Mexico during the Mexican-American war (1846-1848). The large traversable territory hosts a large reserve of resources and diverse people who bring knowledge (Warner and Xu, 2021).
Secondly, the US was not severed much by the World Wars as Europe and Asia. It will be remembered that the United States had taken a neutral role in World War I and it was not until 1917 when Germany began sinking her ships that the US joined. When the war ended, she took a neutral role even refusing to join World War II until Japan attacked US ships in Pearl harbor. In World War II, America lost a substantial number of troops less than the loss in Europe. In both wars, people, land, and property were destroyed in Europe leaving the US with a lot of undamaged property and the power to prosper faster than any other nation in the world (Warner and Xu, 2021). 
Still, the USA's scientific might and democracy have made it possible to exert soft power and influence global policy and diplomacy. The US is a country of mixed ethnicities and so endowed with diverse knowledge that makes it initiative in scientific, economic, and political matters. It will be remembered that the US has first rights and owns nuclear weapons. This has also made her be in a position to dictate and influence global policy and cooperation; NATO was the USA’s concept making Europe align behind her. The same was for the OAS and salient of all is the United Nations pioneered by the US at the end of World War II (Warner and Xu, 2021). As she seeks to increase global cooperation; the US has established close ties with African countries through the African Growth and Opportunity Act (AGOA).
12.1.1. [bookmark: _Toc63927507]African countries through the African Growth and Opportunity Act (AGOA)
AGOA is a Trade Act enacted by the Congress of the US in 2000. The Act permits 38 countries to export selected products to the US duty-free. On average 6500 products are subject to being duty-free in the US from Africa; 1800 in the AGOA pact and 5,700 in the Generalized System of Preferences (GSP). Eligibility to be allowed to enjoy the AGOA benefits requires that Africa countries meet certain conditions the key among them being; improving the rule of law, human rights, and improve labor standards. The current AGOA pact extends this duty-free privilege up to 2025. The goal of AGOA was to help boost economic ties while helping African governments improve democracy, respect to the law, and human rights that are a prerequisite to be granted AGOA benefits (Cook and Jones, 2021). 
12.2. [bookmark: _Toc63927508]Russia
The story of Russia is long but begins to make sense when looked from the realms of the USSR to which Russia was part. In 1921, Russia overthrew the Romanov Monarchy and formed the Soviet Republic. This would be the first Marxist-Communist state on earth attracting 21 states. The republic was strong until the election of Gorbachev in 1985. Gorbachev felt the need of the people for democracy and set the pace slowing the then communist authoritarianism (Kriesberg, 2009; 8). Russia would emerge from the cold war as the crusader of communism aligning itself as the other side of the United States in the global arena. For years, Russia has been trying to influence countries in East Asia and the Balkan region, and other regions of the world to spread her communist ideals something that accounts for her global influence. 
During the time of the Soviet empire, Russia also built a nuclear arsenal giving it a unique position in global military arrangements. She is among the nine countries of the world with nuclear weapons after the US, France, Israel, North Korea, China, India, and Pakistan. Even then, only the US and Russia have nuclear-powered weapons of large scale meaning that the country can destroy an enemy country completely in case of an attack (Xuetong, 2019). Besides, Russia is the largest country in the world (17,098,242 Km²) and the 9th most populated country in the world (144.4 million). A large population means many skills brought together and vast territories mean many resources. She thus has the economic power required to be a great power. The country has large reserves of gas and oil a rare commodity making it very powerful in the world (Xuetong, 2019). Finally, Russia is powerful because Europe looks into Europe for military power. It will be remembered that the EU was established for cooperation on economic matters and not military. She thus looks upon Russia to provide that support making her very influential in the world (Xuetong, 2019).
12.3. [bookmark: _Toc63927509]China
China participated in World War II but it was not until the Mao revolution (1966-1976) that she pulled into the global political arrangement as an emerging power. Mao used his influence to urge young people to get rid of “four olds;” “old customs, old culture, old habits, and old ideas. Since 1978; China opened its doors to economic growth financed by large domestic savings and foreign investment; many countries including the US located in the country to benefit from its large population. The investment was supported by China’s large population; the country has 1.4 billion people the largest in the world. A large population means ideas and a ready market. These combined with other economic factors made China emerge as the largest economy by Purchasing Power Parity (PPP) in 2018 a position initially held by the US. China is also the fastest growing economy in the world. 
The Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) also makes China an influential power. This is a Chinese foreign policy in which China seeks to join Europe and Africa through Road and rail infrastructural projects (Silk Road Economic Belt) and sea routes (Maritime-Silk Road). By connecting Europe and Africa, China will create a market for her goods. She will also be able to benefit from raw material in the regions. The project was launched by the Chinese President in 2013 on a visit to Kazakhstan. Taking the center stage to develop a plethora of roads, rails, and seaports, China is in charge of BRI. As of January 2021, 140 out of the possible 195 countries of the world had signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with China for BRI. 40 in Sub-Saharan Africa, 34 countries in Europe and Asia including 40 countries in Sub-Saharan Africa, 34 countries in Europe and Central Asia 18 of which are EU members, 25 in the East Asia and Pacific region, 17 in the Middle East and North Africa, 18 in the Latin America and Caribbean region and 6 in South East Asia (Di Stefano, 2021; 52). This has made China as yet emerge as an influential power in the global arena. 
China has also built a powerful military over the recent years; in 2017 China had the second-largest spending in defense totaling $150 billion. President XI Jinping has also been time and again spoken of the need for China to build a strong military target the country has by 2025 and by 2050, China seeks to enter the list of the world’s major military powers. In this dispensation, China has modernized her military equipment as she prepares to form a frontline Unit. China is preparing to make J-20 low observable combat aircraft and she has already made PL-15 extended range air-to-air missiles that are equipped with Active Electronically Scanned Array (AESA) radars and the first Type-055 cruiser. This shows how the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) has modernized to fit in a dynamic military field. China also permeates to the list of nine countries with nuclear weapons although she may not parallel the US and Russia (European Parliament, 2019).  
China is also in diplomatic cooperation with countries in Africa another avenue where she has exerted her global influence. In 2017, China opened a naval base in Djibouti in a bid to project her military power beyond the Asia pacific. Also, out of the BRI ports 15 of them were meant to secure maritime shipments linking East Africa Ports and Chinese ports. Such are geared towards the security problem posed by pirate attacks from the Al-Shabaab militant group in Somalia. Further Jihadist groups such as Al-Shabaab in the Horn of Africa and Boko Haram operating in the Sahel region have resulted in a loss of about property worth $ 20 billion owned by Chinese people operating a business in Africa. China also struggled to evacuate its over 35,000 citizens in Libya in the spring uprising in 2011 making her realize how direly she needed to have naval bases in Africa. China also extents financial and equipment support to African country militaries (European Parliament, 2019). 
12.4. [bookmark: _Toc63927510]France
France is yet another great power in the world. In 2021, her military is considered the 7th most powerful in the world out of 139 countries ranked (Xuetong, 2019). France also makes to the list of 9 countries with nuclear weapons. France also has a well-developed economy being the 7th largest in the world and part of the so-called Great 7 (G7) economies making her a soft power (Xuetong, 2019).
Leaving the global arena to look at Africa, France has continued to express continued interest in the continent cutting across military operations. Her interests are to offer security to the nascent countries that were just granted independence by European powers at the turn of the 21st Century. Besides, France seeks to protect her over 240,000 citizens she estimates live in Africa and continue getting material supplies such as minerals and agricultural produce. She also seeks to secure markets where 5% of French exports are to Africa (Council on Foreign Relations, 2008). 
France has thus continued to cooperate closely with Africa on the military; out of 12,000 troops deployed outside France in 2020, 50% of them were in Africa. Most of them are located in former French colonies such as; Chad, Ivory Coast, and the Central Africa republic amongst the other colonized states in Central and West Africa. This has made France built military bases in Djibouti, Dakar in Senegal, and Libreville in Gabon (Council on Foreign Relations, 2008). 





[bookmark: _Toc63927511]Chapter Thirteen
[bookmark: _Toc63927512]BLENDING UN CHARTER WITH DIPLOMACY
In a world that has over 300 IGOs; the UN is the largest of all bringing together 193 nations of the world out of 195 nations. The two remaining ones are the Vatican City (Holy See) and Palestine that are left to participate as permanent observers of the General Assembly organ of the UN and have full access to UN documents. The United Nations was brought into existence by a foundational treaty called the UN charter signed on June, 26th 1945. It will be remembered that the UN was formed after World War II seeking to foster good relations amongst member states to ensure a peaceful world. Peace and conflict resolution are the major tenets of the UN charter.
The UN charter has 19 chapters. Four of which are dedicated to global conflict prevention. Diplomacy is thus key in the UN charter. Chapter 1 defines the purposes and principles of the UN where the purpose of finding and maintaining peace, developing friendly international relations, achieving international cooperation, solving international problems, and harmonizing actions of nations in the attainment of common ends in Article 1 emphasize diplomatic relations. Article 2 of chapter 1 goes further to impartiality and the respect of sovereign borders of other countries adding up to peaceful coexistence in the global order. Chapter V outlines the roles of the security council a core organ that oversees global peace and security in the UN. In Chapters VI and VII, diplomacy well features. Chapter VI outlines Pacific settlement of disputes and Chapter VII talks about actions concerning the threat of peace of sovereign territory. Chapter VIII goes to discuss the role of regional arrangements within member states of the UN in solving conflicts and finding Peace. Chapter IX is dedicated to economic and social cooperation believed to also bring peace (United Nations).

[bookmark: _Toc63927513]Chapter Fourteen
[bookmark: _Toc63927514]BLENDING UNESCO GOALS WITH DIPLOMACY
The United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) is a special agency of the UN that aims to promote peace and security in the world through fostering international cooperation in education, culture, and science. This stated in article 1 of UNESCO’S constitution; “to contribute to peace and security by promoting collaboration among the nations through education, science, and culture to further universal respect for justice, for the rule of law, and for the human rights and fundamental freedoms which are affirmed for the peoples of the world, without distinction of race, sex, language or religion, by the Charter of the United Nations.” That the agency’s main goal is to foster global peace begins to shed insight that diplomacy is a core tenet of UNESCO. UNESCO also considers that global diplomacy needs a multivariate perspective seeking to increase knowledge, build a culture of science geared towards development rather than causing human conflicts and integrate culture into the global world order (UNESCO Constitution). 
UNESCO does this by working within five principles; firstly, prospective studies. Here, the agency seeks to identify the forms of education, culture, science, and communication that will be used by people in the future. She then tries to mitigate possible conflicts that would arise from this by guiding international policy. Secondly, UNESCO ensures the transfer and sharing of knowledge within research and training institutions that would increase peace, justice, and the rule of law. UNESCO also sets the action for diplomacy by ensuring that international (legal) instruments and statutory recommendations are in place. The exchange of specialized information is also key to ensure equity across the world and prevent conflicts that would result from the alienation of people and groups (UNESCO Constitution). 

[bookmark: _Toc63927515]Chapter Fifteen
[bookmark: _Toc63927516]CONCLUSION GENERAL DISCUSSIONS RECOMMENDATIONS
To conclude, diplomacy has emerged as a field that is as old as human civilization even though its earliest forms can only be traced in Europe in the medieval era. For many years, the field has remained ununderstood with varied conceptualization in theory and practice. Even with these variations, Diplomacy emerged as a field that tries to have parties engaged in a conflict find peace through non-violent means. The field proves to be evolving fast with humanity and this accounts for one of the reasons as to why its definition and conceptualization have been evolving. Scholars conceive diplomacy in three ways; traditional, nascent, and innovative. The traditional perspective is state-centric where nascent see the government as an obstacle and so a non-partisan state to diplomacy. However, the innovative approach believes that the field has been evolving and its past cannot be separated from the realities of the present. Diplomacy can thus be conceived as the interaction of the state and non-state agents in defining global peace arrangements.
In an attempt to find how diplomacy has contributed to peacebuilding, this research also explored the origin of conflict and the evolution of the field ever since World War I to the present. Varied issues have emerged in the past and in the recent past where new ones will seemingly continue emerging making the field as yet take another turn.  Conflict resolution and conflict management were also critically examined and evidence-based practices reported.  Research also examined the global axis of diplomatic dominance and case studies of current and recent conflicts reported. The disparate power distribution in global diplomacy was also examined and at the end, the blend of diplomacy in critical IGOs that define global peacebuilding and so diplomacies such as the UN and UNESCO examined.
Even with this overwhelming evidence, this research would wish to note that this study was qualitative. A qualitative study reports finding based on observational made from the field or reported evidence in academic literature. The latter took a great deal of these reports. However, such a research design could have its flows as it reports the views of others some of which could be biased. Even then, the combination of literature from published resources and information from primary text counter checked such flaws. Going forward, researchers will need to employ quantitative study methods and gather data primarily from professionals working in the field of diplomacy to provide first-hand evidence on the field. 
To bring a good understanding to diplomacy in theory and practice; this Research would like to recommend that more research be conducted on the field especially by neutral parties to diplomacy. This stems from the fact that the current definition of the field has been by diplomats who have reported subjectively based on what they know from their day-to-day interaction with the field.
Further, several recommendations are also made regarding emerging global conflicts. Firstly, on the issue of Palestine and Israel, the Arab league ought to move in speed and guide the world into finding an amicable solution in the region. This, they have not done while Arabs remain one of the conflicting parties with the Jews in Palestine. Regarding the issue of the Dominican Republic and Haiti, peace will not be found through stringent immigration laws or closed borders. Rather, the world should work to improve the economic conditions of the people of the two countries especially Haiti that is poor. Also, there is a need to establish good governance in the country. Regarding the Issue of France in Africa, continued military cooperation is in the right direction to help the nascent democracies. However, it is the high time African states got their monetary independence as France has only made them poor and destitute to always look towards Paris for help. 
On the China-Taiwan issue, efforts should be made to help settle the conflict. Either, Taiwan should be allowed to govern itself or the territorial controversy between it and China is well addressed; it should be stated clearly for once and for all if Taiwan is in China or will govern itself as a sovereign state. The relationship between Russia and the US should not create hostility between the two nations because the two powers have historically been the greatest world powers. What has been happening between them is supremacy for world influence where each has historically occupied its niche and they can co-exist that way. Even then, their nuclear competition needs redress because it is this sheer belligerence that made Germany start World War 1. Also, emerging powers like China need to be aligned well to be useful partners in defining global arrangements, helping countries that need it, and reduce the conflict that it often has with the United States. 
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