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ABSTRACT

This research is about the advent of a new modeliglbmacy known as Polylateral
Diplomacy that would come to strengthen partnersmipong the various actors in the
international stage. This work is organized inteefchapters each addressing a distinct part

of the work.

Chapter One is about the Research Proposal, whathdes introduction, statement of the
research problem, objectives, justification of tteidy, research questions (Hypotheses)
Methodology and conceptual framework. Chapter Tsvali about the review of the related
literature. Chapter Three is about the primary datidection and collation; population and
sample of the research. The main research queistibow would the traditional actors in
diplomacy respond to the emergence of new actothdrinternational stage? The research
conceptual framework is anchored on the constnsttitheory which leans towards the
reform of the international system for a betterbglopartnership. Chapter four analyzes and
presents the data collected from both the primad/secondary data, and Chapter five deals
with the Summary, Conclusion and recommendationthefresearch for the prospects of

diplomacy in the 2% Century.

Finally, the world of today is a world of globallgi@s, global economy, global security, and
global environment; therefore, the world tenderscgearing towards a global approach to all
global issues and many other more which needbaglforum. This concept for global
approach could adequately be addressed througtstahlished global mechanism; this is
where thePolylateral Diplomacyis recommended as international relations’ modehef

current time.



CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY

1.1: Introduction

Based on its modern history, and precisely ondhset of the twenty Century, the formal
practice of diplomacy began to shape and it wasnijmaiharacterized by bilateral type of
diplomatic relations that was mainly restrictedwestn sovereign states and principle of relations
itself was largely guided by a confidentiality dhies in both communication and negotiations .
The period before the $0century witnessed the transformation of diplomagyintroducing
bilateral mode of diplomacy, while the twenty cegtbad its part in bringing about multilateral
diplomacy; so in turn, the twenty-first centuryailso here to witness a birth of a newer mode of

diplomacy, which iPolylateral Diplomacy

About a decade ago or so, Geoffrey Wiseman (2065igted emergence of a new trend in the
field of diplomacy-Polylateral Diplomacy. This déepment, according to Wiseman was due to
the practice of diplomacy itself by many non-trauitl actors famously known as Non- State

Actors which are so influential in term of econoprgocial advocacy, pressure and efficacy.

These, coupled with other challenges brought alimutthe revolution in the information

technology in the name of globalization. In the wakK this development in the international
milieu, there is a great need and challenge as aglto how these new powerful actors in the
international stage can be treated as to tap guential for the benefit of diplomacy and the
international relations as well as to anchor tmeie in the international system including the

legal framework thereof.

! polylateral diplomacy is a kind of diplomacy in sl a formal reporting and communication exist besw state
actors, group of state acting together and on¢yasta non-state actor.

1



The omnipresence of the Non-State Actors in théodiptic scene is calling for restructuring of
international system to incorporate these new adtortheir already felt influential role in many

aspects of life.

1.2 Statement of the Research Problem

Due to the great development that the world is @asing and continues to witness especially in
the areas of globalization, interdependence andrgamee of powerful civil society in the

international stage, there is a great need toudsite the international system to create a room
for the said powerful and effective Non- State Astto have a say and deed in the international

affairs, that may improve needed global dialogue.

Traditional actors, the states which are dominativg international stage are enjoying a large
volume of power with unproportionate degree of esponding responsibility in term of
delivery. This situation, coupled with other newaltnges of globalizations and other related
developments such as the rise of stronger civiespserved as a springboard for the Non-State
Actors to come to the international stage with effee participation. Some large transnational
actors are generating a huge volume of wealth metance, in 2004,some of the largest
transnational industrial companies by sales ,eachannual revenues greater than the GNP of
133 members of the United Nations, (UN) and whenguthe people as the measuring standard,
some Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOSs), pdaibutrade unions, churches and Islamic
Organizations or associations ,campaigning groimpt)e field of human rights, women'’s right
and the environment groups, have their membensigasured in millions, whereas, 42 of the
193 countries in the United Nations (UN), have papons of less than 1 million, of which

twelve are less than 100,000.( Baylis et al 2008).



There is also a great variations in the compleaity diversity of the economies and societies of
different countries and hence the extent to whisbytare each involved in transnational

relations; therefore, the Non-State Actors aretbete to challenge the systemic structure in the
international relations that allows the states @cto monopolize the powers and offer to close

the gap left by state.

In another way, it is possible to say that therthis gap that need to be bridged between state
actors and other actors mainly the non-state attwmigh a mechanism that would serve as
forum for both the state actors and non-state s¢toadvancing the global dialogue that is one

of the requirement of the new global world of today

1.3: Objectives of the Research

1.3.1 General objectives

The primary objective of this research is to exanthre advent of Polylateral diplomacy.

1.3.2 Specific objectives
1. To explore means and ways (mechanisms) througbhwthe international system should

respond to both the state and non-state actoes’asiis diplomatic discourse.

2. To recommend how the State Actors should takadopt to incorporate the new actors into

the international system.

1.4 Justification of the Study
Traditional actors in the international scene,dtae are enjoying a large volume of power with
proportionate degree of corresponding respongitiiitterm of delivery. This situation, beside

other new challenges of globalizations and othdéated developments such as the rise of



stronger civil society; brings about challenges tmald not be adequately addressed through the
bilateral and multilateral modes of diplomacy whiene dominated by the state-centric
approaches with narrowly defined interests. Thertherefore dire need to create a favourable
mechanism for effective participation of others)yideral Diplomacy, is not in any way a
replacement to the other traditional means of dnaloy, the bilateral and multilateral, but a

complement to them.

This research when completed, the recommendatimug benefit directly two categories. First
it can add to the development of diplomacy andglementing institutions as well as the other

actors such as the state and non state actors.

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Internationab@peration of the Republic of South Sudan
and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Internat&drade of the Republic of Kenya (where the
research is undertaken) would be the primary belagiies of this research. Last but not the least,
the Institute of Diplomacy and International Sted{iDIS) of the University of Nairobi, will also

be the academic beneficiary of this document asiild be the first custodian which bears the

copyright of the research and any other benefieshéd to it such as generating knowledge.

This research is intended to shed more light oratheent of Polylateralism in diplomacy, which
aims at bringing together in a partnership of tlen{$tate Actors, state actors and the regional
authorities to complement the traditional modestred diplomacy, bilateral and multilateral

diplomacies for effective global dialogue.

The research would be conducted dually in Kenya%math Sudan; in Kenya the focus will be

directed toward the Ministry of Foreign Affairs ahaternational Trade and in South Sudan it



would be the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Intational Relations. Also in Kenya the United

Nations Office in Nairobi (UNON) would be of intesteto contribute data for the research.
1.5 Literature Review

1.5.1 The Concept and Role of Non State Actors

The main goal of this research is to introduceNloa-State Actors into the international policy
through a new concept of Polylateral Diplomacy. sThipproach is set to help the newly
emerging actors to have a new, efficient and dffectole in the international system, but it
would be paramount to exactly understand what then-State Actors are and their

corresponding role in the international communttiagge.

According to Pad| Non- State Actors are entities that are divensature and operations These
may include but not limited to Non-Governmental @rgations (NGOs), Civil Society groups,
Women Activist, Students Unions, Trade Unions, $rational actors or Multi-National
Corporations, Faith-based organizations (Christinslims and Jews etc.) National Liberations
Movements, Media Empires, Terrorist Organizatior@iminal Network (Drug cartels
etc.),imminent persons, such as Jimmy Carter Oadana ,Angelina Jolie etc.(Paul A. James

Global Policy Forum 2000)

The Non- State Actors with the advantage of themecevelopment in globalization wield an
enormous amount of power in terms of socio-econanitt political sphere. For example, some
of the Non- State Actors have a very huge netwdrglabal constituencies through the use of
internet, large population of employment in theaaref transnational actors and millions of

followers in the faith based organization. The im@nce of the role of the Non State Actors in

2 Paul. A James, Executive Director Global Policyufo
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the international politics especially in our timanoot be under estimated as such. Their
significance was officially recognized by the fomfgecretary General of the United Nations,
Boutros Ghafl, when he said, “The Non-Governmental Organizatianmesan indispensable part

of the legitimacy”. This assertion by Ghali wasoat®nfirmed by his successor, Kofi Afamho

said that “Non —Governmental Organizations arectirescience of humanity”

Recently, the efficiency of the Non State Actors baen witnessed in defending the community
interest and rights, promoting new positively otezh policies, lobbying on sustainability of
development to support environmental protectiorvoadting for human rights, women rights,

minority rights, and social justice etc.

1.5.2 The Framework for Non State Actors Diplomacy

In the recent past, the European Union Commisstutdcbe said to be the first institution that
had set foundation for the interaction to the lesklpartnership with the Non- State Actors.
According to Valenci3 about 20% of annual development assistance affean Commission

is managed by Non- State Actors; the European Uhaxhalso been on record in championing
the cause of participation of the Non- State Actorsissues such as planning, strategy
development, policy dialogue, implementation, decis making, review and monitoring. This
effort of the European Union was finally crownedwhat is known as the Cotonou Agreement
signed in June 2000, with the aim of alleviatinggrty and promote sustainable development as

well as integrating African, Caribbean and Padqii€P) countries into the world economy.

The main spirit of the Cotonou Agreement is to séekncorporate all stakeholders in the

partnership which will include national governmembstitutions, regional authorities

3 Boutros Ghali,former (SG 1992-97)of the UN on N&Si@gitimacy.(1994)
* Kofi Anan, also former (SG 1997-06) of the UN ampiortance of NGOs as conscience of humanity,(2004).
® Valencia. Raquel Aquirre,(2000)The Role of Nont&tActors in Multistakeholder Diplomacy,pp 88,
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(supranational organizations), northern and sontihen state actors and regional associations.
This development in the role of the Non-State A&t the first framework by the European

Union to forge official partnership with the norat actors.

1.5.3 Globalization Shaping International Politics

Globalization is a process of international intéigra arising from the interchange of world
views, products, ideas, and other aspects of @ultiilements of development such as
transportation, telecommunication infrastructurse rof telegraph and its posterity, the internet
are believed to be the major factors of global@atiwhich are generating further
interdependence of economic and cultural activit@sbalization as a term was first coined by
economist Theodore Lewittin the May-June 1983 issue of Harvard BusinessieRev
Globalization according to Copeldnds a profound process that works very well fomso

affording them comfort and choice, but at the exgenf many others.

Because globalization generates insecurity, itsagament must be moved to the top of the
agenda and the environment in which internatioraicp is formulated and implemented,
diplomats will need an explanatory and predictivald order model-one that takes full account

of globalization, highlighting especially the dielie between security and development.

As the world moved from the Cold War era to thebgl@ation, development has displaced
defence, as the most secure foundation upon wisidbuiild a common future. The range of
threats and challenges generated by the epoclibhshibest addressed not through armed force,
a global war on terror, or the militarization ofamational policy which has resulted in a severe

misallocation of resources —but through the stiat@grsuit of human centred development,

® Theodore Levitt, Economist and Professor of BussnBchool at Harvard University, Harverd Busineesi@&v
May/June 1983 issue.
" Daryl Copeland, Canadian Diplomat, author of GillarDiplomacy (2009)
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particular emphasis must be placed by diplomatshenrole of communication, culture, non-

state actors and the implementation of the detoeialisation of political space.

1.5.4 Challenges of the Multi-Stakeholders Diplomac

The multi-stakeholder or polylateral diplomacy ifr@mework that could be employed to bring
together all entities, governments, governmentitutgins or regional bodies and non-state
entities in a partnership concept that would imprav participatory work, but a number of
challenges are out there which need to be overdommalization of polylateral diplomacy in
the twenty-first century, these challenges are klatopolitical will from the state actors to share
what they regard as high political policies suchsasurity and politics; poor structures and
Capacity of Non- State Actors especially the omethé developing countries and Independence

and neutrality of the Non- State Actors.

1.5.5 Non-State Actors and the International Law
In the context of international law, which is regfihg and /or controlling the functions of its
subjects-the states, there must be a clear legaloopfor the Non- State Actors that would

permit and legalize their functions as well aslibge them in the international stage.

The first legal status of the Non- State Actorgha international diplomacy dates back to the
1943-45 when NGOs were involved in lobbying durthg World War Il time for negotiations
between the warring parties, the right to havellegi@ was granted through Article 71 of the
United Nation Charter of 194%nd affirmed by many subsequent decisions. In 18@5 4"
World’s Women Conference was attended by 35,000 di@presentatives; this demonstrates an

official recognition in the international systenr tbhe Non- State Actors.

8 UN Charter on Non States Actors’ Legitimacy



Zarei and Safatiin their co-authored book, The Status of Non-eStattors under International

Rule Of Law: A Search for Global Justice propodeat tNon- State Actors should be brought
within the framework of International Law throudhetconcept of the International Rule of Law
(IROL), which is recognized in this research ahnalt tthe efforts by these two scholars should
be acknowledged as an important mile stone in adoogra legal basis that would pave way for

recognition of the role of the Non -State Actorsraportant players in the international stage.

This idea is anchored on two main themes: Tagponsibilities and obligatiomnder the

international law.

In the international law, legitimacy is anchoredtbe concept of legal right that personalities
and institutions have to exercise power in socie&ged on citizens’ support and trust, according
to Edward®’, “legitimacy in general, is generally understosdhaving the right to be and to do
something that an organization is lawful, propeimasible and justified in doing what it does
and saying what it says, and that it continues mgoye the support of an identifiable

constituency.”.

The concept of legitimacy of Non-State Actors ie thternational arena may not be similar to
that of governments (States) but could be trace#f bmthe support they enjoy from the citizens
as the result of their activities in inspiring apersuading issues in the interests of the citizens.
This kind of support is considerably enough tonetire Non-State Actors recognition and
legitimacy to act in the international stage ondiebf the states, intergovernmental institutions

and on behalf of other non-state actors which &dternew in the international arena, The

® Mohamed H.Zarei,Assist.Professor of Public LawShihid Beheshti Univesristy,Faculty of Law, Tahcan,
authored the concept of the International Rulea#fI(IROL) for legitimacy of Non State Actors (2009)

10 Edwards(1999) International Development NGOs: Agefi Foreign Aid or Vehicles of International
Cooperation’s? Non-Profit and Voluntary Sector @ty 28 (25-37)
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recognition and legitimacy are needed by the NdateSActors to give them leverage to have a
say or power to shape international legislatiors @wlicies in accordance with their interests, so
it is imperative at this juncture that the Non-t8tActors be accorded what it takes to be valid

interlocutors in the international issues by otbeitical actors .

For the Non -State Actors to be responsible innternational arena, they must live up to certain
requirements and obligations that would demonstiae legitimacy, some of these according
to Veddet?, are:-To prove that they represent the commonegabf the general public linked

with universal values in case of global actionsgt tieir criteria or working principles be correct
(transparency, participatory. consensual decisi@osject at least in the eyes of those who

support them, and that their actions show effenggs

Non -State Actors do not possess official authaaitgd power and do not have institutional and
financial relationships with states; the Non- St&tors have not yet been recognized as
traditional object of international law, but insieas potential new subject of international law
Claphani®For the role of Non- State Actors in the internasibrelations to be properly realized
and utilized in the state-centric internationalnarethere is a great need to review or reform the
structural system of the international politiceetise way for placing a seat where the vital role of
the Non- State Actors can fit in the system, thisvhat the new and third pillar of diplomacy-
The Polylateral Diplomacy tends to achieve to keidge systemic gap between the states,
International Organizations and Non- State Actarsthie international system. As the new
trend continued to develop, Daryl Copeland a Caradiiplomat in line with this theory of

newly emerging trend called also for a more popikind of diplomacy that extends beyond the

Hyvedder.A,(Ed) (2003) ,WTO and Concerns Regardingrafs and Nature.
12 Clapham, A .Human Rights Obligations of Non- Statéors
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diplomatic walls, that is conference and meetingms; this concept is clearly stated in his

American published book Guerrilla Diplomacy: Rething International Relations (2009)

The continuous development in the field of diplogndad also continued to shape the practices
for the betterment of the approaches and issues;irarthis sense, the role played by the
European Union, World Trade organization, the Aceeifrree Trade Area, in addition to other
developments in approaches of diplomacy as mesdicabove by scholars in the field of
International Law who suggested the idea of pla¢ivegNon -State Actors’ legal status in the

area of International Rule Of Law (IROL) .

Other experts and scholars of international retatiaritings such as Wisemdrand Copeland,
had greatly contributed to the definition of thenfrework concept that has been affecting
negatively the work and participation of the NomtBt Actors in the multi-stakeholder

diplomacy.

All these efforts can be summed up in the framewadrRolylateral Diplomacyas the melting
pot for the various diplomatic discourses betwedates, group of states acting together and Non
-State Actors for a participatory global dialoguadapartnership that may contribute to

international peace and security.

Given the present status of the state actors tieastdl cocooning themselves in the narrowly-

defined state interests especially among the dpwejacountries and the other challenges facing
the Non-State Actors in the international arena, iticorporation of the non-state actors into
diplomacy would not smoothly go as perceived. Hpparent that the supranational organization

would easily admit the Non- State Actors into caapien with their institutions compared to the

¥wiseman, Geoffery,(2004),authored Polylateralismpl@nacy and New Global Model
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state actors that are always characterized wittitygand what they always termed as defence of

the so-called sovereignty.

But in practice, it would be good to begin with tlegional organizations as the approach that
was used by the European Union to bring about tter@®u Agreement, this approach should
also be used by the international system to usemabauthorities or regional institutions as an
entry point for Non-State Actors to set the precegefor others; which would give incentives
for other actors to follow suit. In the long ruhetconcept may gain momentum in the course of
time and practice to bring on board the state acttrereby the concept of Polylateral diplomacy
would progress in practice as the rest of the dialiic models such as bilateral and multilateral

diplomacies.

In this research, it is thought that the need fobal dialogue and global justice to bear positive
fruits requires all the multi-stakeholders to coomeder one legal framework that recognizes
every entity irrespective of the size or statustlsat the desired goal is arrived at. The best
framework that would address this Rolylateral diplomacywhere state actors as the
representatives of the sovereignty, the internationstitutions as the representatives of the
international community and the Non- State Actosstlze representatives of the international
opinion, could come together under a particularfyimg framework to bring about global

dialogue and address global challenges throughmarmon forum with legal recognition for all

these entities to function amicably under Polykitdmplomacy.

14 Cotonou Agreement, Partnership between the Mendfete African,Carribean and Pacific group of 8tatone
part and the European Union"43une 2000
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1.6 Theoretical Framework

The theoretical framework to guide this researcthésConstructivists Theory with two specific
main concepts oAccommodation and Assimilatiothis theory and its concepts are attributed to
Jean Piget®. Assimilation: In the Constructivists theory as#ation is about individual's way
to incorporate experience into an already existiagnework without necessarily changing that
framework. Accommodation: This is a constructittghking which deals with reframing one’s
mental representation of the external world tonf#w experience. The two concepts of the
constructivists are about a reform to already &wsskettings that may fail to address some

aspects of life due to either oversight or negieet certain structural system.

As | was thinking through this research, | have eaim conclude that the constructivist theory

which is set to add to what already exists is tbst btheory for guiding this research,. This is

imperative in a sense that, the Polylateral diployria here to add some reformative approaches
and principles into the international system ofl@hipacy to enable it incorporate the potentials of
the Non-State Actors which are at the margin efitlternational system to secure a room and
have a say and deed to reach at global participatgstem that would work to alleviate the

international challenges by using many actors’ négples and resources for that end. According
to this researchthe advent of Polylateral Diplomacgs important it serves as a new mechanism
for the various actors in the international po$ititor modest generating of sound policies such as
in the area of sustainable development, collectieurity, environmental issues, women and

minority groups and many more aspects of internatipolitics.

The foundation that was set by the European Uniwough Cotonou Agreement as indicated

earlier is a positive step toward the right directand should as well serve as the foundation

®peaget(1896-1980),Constructivist Theory
13



stone for the multi-stakeholders diplomatic engageimLegal scholars such as Zarei and Safari
are also working to find a suitable legal framewarkl setting to anchor on the work of the Non-
State Actors for legitimate cause they are alrgaghguing in the international arena. Scholars
such as Wiseman, Paul, Valencia and many others &lso taken many strides in this path to
generate scholarly thoughts for making a foundation this concept to flourish in the

international arena. In this regards, the concéptadylateral Diplomacy as a new mode of this

era’s diplomatic mechanism is gaining more momentuall aspects of life.

1.7 Hypotheses
H1: The traditional actors, the state have respondell to the emergence of the Non-State

Actors in the international arena.

H2: Polylateral diplomacy will bring to the worlalitics positive changes.

1.8 Methodology of the Study

This research will employ the following methods f@athering and analysis of data: Filling in
guestionnaires, interviewing respondents, searehirtternet for creditable data, review of the
existing volume of literature in the area of diplacy using libraries, media and any other
available credible source in this field. The intews would be conducted primarily to the target
population which would be drawn from the Ministry Boreign Affairs and International
Cooperation of the Republic of South Sudan in Jaha the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and
International Trade of the Republic of Kenya in féai. Given the diversity of the issue at hand,
there would also be a great need to collect data fiespondents from another side of the coin to
represent the views of the Non-State Actors pdinie@wv. This would be possibly done with the

United Nations’ office in Nairobi (UNON) and oth&GOs that could be located in South

14



Sudan. Views of some scholars in the areas of mhiaty could also be added to make up for the
academic component of the non-state actors. Thisareh will use both the primary and
secondary data for achieving its main objectivesmary data could be obtained through
personal interviews with persons with knowledge aagbacity for the information needed.
Library research would also make another importamhponent of this research for obtaining
secondary data. The right method chosen for thseareh is thequalitative type After
thoroughly obtaining enough volume of data for theearch, the act of processing these data
through analysis would be conducted to establigtaire relations and correlations between
variables so as to draw reasonable and substahtiatelusion for the research. It would also be
of great importance to evaluate the methods usethenresearch to determine its accuracy

(Validity and reliability of the data).

1.9 Scope and Limitation

This research would be conducted in two differengtaa of data collection; this would be in
Kenya and back in South Sudan. This issue wouldentiaik research demanding in term of time
and financial resources to make it a success,obtguent permission and travelling to and fro
Nairobi and Juba would pose some challenges. Theareh according to the University of

Nairobi, is supposed to be completed within thegokefrom (March-August 2015).
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1.10 Chapter Outline
Chapter one contains: Introduction, Statement ef Research, Objectives of the Research,
Justification of the Study, Literature Review, Thetecal Framework, and Hypothesis,

Methodology of the Research and the Scope and &fimits

Chapter Two International system, State and N@aeSActors’ interest Literature Review .

Chapter Three: (Polylateral diplomacy in prospextiv

Chapter Four Data Processing

Chapter Five: Summary, Recommendations and Cowclusi
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CHAPTER TWO
STATE AND NON-STATE ACTORS’ INTERESTS IN THE INTER NATIONAL SYSTEM.

2.0 Introduction

This chapter analyses means and ways (mechanisougth which international system should
respond to both the state and Non-State Actor€résts in a representative manner. It is
organized into the following subtopics: Public @iplacy, Globalized International Politics. The
Changing Dimension of the International Politicdpléal View of Polylateralism, Non-State

Actors, and Partnership as the Concept in Diplonzaay Power and Leadership.

2.1 Public Diplomacy

In International relations, public diplomacy is tbemmunication with the foreign publics to
establish a dialogue designed to inform and infb@ermhe United States Information Agency
(USIA) describes public diplomacy as a means t& saed promote the national interests and
national security of the US through understandimggrming and influencing foreign publics
and broadening dialogue between the American asiznd institutions and their counterparts
abroad. Public Diplomacy can be regarded as anuavéor activities intended to change
people’s perception in a way that helps sendingstachieve their objectives by employing both
governments and Non-government actors to connebtatiner players at other levels of society.
Public Diplomacy reflects the move from the oldetyf state-to-state foreign policy towards the

new style of multimedia, multilateral policy. Copatf®

' Daryl COPLAND is an analyst, author, educator, aadsultant specializing in Diplomacy, InternatibRalicy,
global issues and Public management. His first leokilla Diplomacy: Rethinking International Retats ,was
released in 2009 by Lynne Reinner Publishers, amitéd as an essential reference by the editoi®xdbrd online
Bibliographies
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Public diplomacy effectively communicates with gablaround the globe to understand values
and emulate visions and ideas; historically onAmkrica’s most effective weapons of outreach
persuasion and policy. SchukePublic diplomacy may be defined, simply, as thadtmt of
international relations by governments through pultlommunications media and through
dealings with a wide range of Non-governmentaltesti(political parties, corporations, trade
associations, labour unions, educational instihgtjaeligious organizations, and ethnic groups,
and so on including influential individuals) foretipurpose of influencing the politics and actions
of other governments. HendricksBudefines public diplomacy as which traditionallypresents
actions of governments to influence overseas psivlithin the foreign policy process which
has expanded today - by accident and design - loetfanrealm of governments to include the
media, multinational corporations, NGO's and féo#ised organizations as active participants in
the field. Snow’ "public diplomacy refers to government-sponsoredgmms intended to
inform or influence public opinion in other coumsi its chief instruments are publications,
motion pictures, cultural exchanges, radio andvisien.”® The term surfaced in January 1856
as synonyms for civility; in its modern meaning Ha Diplomacy” was coined in 1965 by

Edward Gullio* of Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy at Tuftsiwérsity.

2.1.1 Purposes of Public Diplomacy

Public Diplomacy deals with the influence of puldittitudes on the formation and execution of
foreign policies, it encompasses, the dimensioriatefnational Relations beyond the traditional
diplomacy. It varies from cultivation by governmerdf public opinion in other countries, the

interaction of private and interests groups in oaantry with another ( for instance, when the

17 Jill SACKER, former Director of Public Affairs #e National Security Council, July 2004
18 Alan K .HENRICKSON, Professor of Diplomatic HisgorApril, 2005

19 Croker SNOW Jr.Acting Director of Edward R.Murr@entre May 2005.

20 Us Department of States, Dictionary of InternagioRelations Terms,1987 pp.85.

2L Edward GULLION,Fletcher School of Law and Diplorga@ufts University
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Chinese President visited US, his itineraries ideth a visit to the General Motor, one of the
major car dealers in US, which is a good examplBuddlic Diplomacy gesture, the reporting of
foreign affairs and its impacts on policy; commuations between those whose job is
communication as diplomats and foreign correspotsdemd the process of inter-cultural
communications. According to Nicholas CGalIPublic Diplomacy can be achieved through five
methods, which are: First, Listening; second, Acwy; third, Cultural Diplomacy; forth,

Exchange of diplomacy; and fifth, International Bdoasting (I1B)

2.1.2 Cultural diplomacy

Cultural diplomacy is a type of public diplomacydasoft power that includes the "exchange of
ideas, information, art and other aspects of celamong nations and their peoples in order to
foster mutual understanding. (Jos&dye)" The purpose of cultural diplomacy is for fheople

of a foreign nation to develop an understandinthefnation's ideals and institutions in an effort
to build broad support for economic and politicabts. In essence "cultural diplomacy reveals
the soul of a nation,” this in turn creates infleenThough often overlooked, cultural diplomacy
can and does play an important role in achievirtgpnal security aims. Culture is a set of values
and practices that create meaning for society. iAgisides both high culture (literature, art, and
education, which appeals to elites) and populatuoell(appeals to the masses). This is what
governments seek to show foreign audiences whesgamgyin cultural diplomacy. It is a type of
soft power, which is the "ability to get what yoamt through attraction rather than coercion or
payments. It arises from a country's culture, malitideals and policies." This indicates that the

value of culture is its ability to attract foreigeeto a nation. Cultural diplomacy is also a

2 Nicholas CULL, is a professor of Public Diplomaayd Director of Master’'s Programme in Public Diptuy at
the United States Cultural Centre(USC)
% Joseph NYE, Soft Power: The Means to Success ifd/¥wlitics (Cambridge: Perseus Books,(2004)
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component of public diplomacy. Public diplomacyeishanced by a larger society and culture,
but simultaneously public diplomacy helps to "arfyplind advertise that society and culture to
the world at large.” It could be argued that thiimation component of public diplomacy can
only be fully effective where there is already datienship that gives credibility to the
information being relayed. This comes from knowlkedgf the other's culture.” Cultural
diplomacy has been called the “linchpin of publigldmacy” because cultural activities have the
possibility to demonstrate the best of a nation.tHis way, cultural diplomacy and public

diplomacy are intimately linked.

The effect of cultural diplomacy was demonstratadrd) the end of the Cold War when Kolya
Vasin in 1988 used his famous music ‘the Beatlgsfdbeasing an album titled (Back in USSR),
this album included a quotation on the cover fromulPMcCartne$* which reads” In releasing
this record, made especially and exclusively forfSBS| am extending a hand of peace and
friendship to the Soviet People”. Later on afterrenthan a decade and the Cold War was over,
McCartney first visited Russia in May 2003,nearbifra million Russians turned out to greet
him; A Russian critic reported that the only persothe Red Square who was not moved was

Lenin( referring to the Lenin Statue in the Red &quat Moscow).

2.2 Globalized world Politics

The World war one & two as well as the cold war tabaited in different ways to shape the
world affairs; the creation of the League of Nasicend the United Nations, as well as the
development of various diplomatic modes (bilatenadl multilateral); the current affairs of the

world which is mainly driven by globalization of amy everything from communication;

% pPaul McCARTNEY is a famous American Musician whsited and organized a musical concert in USSR in
May 2003.
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politics, economic, security etc; this indicateattthe world is heading toward a new era which
will require new paradigm shifts with new mechamifor international politics and all other

related fields such as diplomacy and security.

This development in the globalized world accordingWiseman, would not be successfully
handled through the diplomatic approaches that weesl for world wars 1& 2 era, but would

need a fresh one that would address the challeoigbge globalizations that includes, but not
limited to interdependence in the areas of econpsgcurity, environment, societal groupings
liberties (women rights for example) and politiégdso to be considered is the emergence of

powerful Non-State Actors in the international diplatic scene.

The Non- Sate Actors as new players in the dipl@r&tage could not fit in the bilateral and
multilateral fora of the diplomacy. There is a dhpvolution of many aspects of the international
issues today, and the means for handling themneqgeiw thinking and redefinition of the issues

and concept as to make a reasonable way of deaithghew challenges of the globalized world

2.2.1 Globalization Definition

As put by Baylis et al, (The Globalization of Woiblitics) Globalization is a historic process
which involves the widening, deepening, speedingamgl growing impact of worldwide
interconnectedness, it brings about a more fragatient it generates powerful sources of

friction and conflict.

Globalization is having important consequencesnaion-states though it is by no means, as
many argued or desired to prefigure its defilisks the globalization of the world continues to

dominate or reshape nearly everything ,there iefbee a dire need for a shift in the manner in

% ibid
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which every things is being done and approacheds#id shift in approach would also requires
rethinking of the traditional ideals about the mgional institutions ,to raise above the normal
traditional world of yesterday and today ,becausthé world of today and the one of tomorrow
the distribution of power is no longer or is notrgpto be organized along national or territorial
lines, regional integrations and integrated modecoinomy which is now growing very fast and

is already serving as the speeding vehicle of thleadjzation.

Globalization according to Copeldfids a profound process that work very well for spme
affording them comfort and choice ,but at diregbexxse of many others; because globalization
generates insecurity, its management must be mdwoethe top of the agenda and the
environment in which international policy is formtéd and implemented, diplomats will need
an explanatory and predictive world order model-tim&t takes full account of globalization,
highlighting especially the dialectic between sdéguand development. As the world moved
from the Cold War era to the globalization, devetemt has displaced defence, and the most
secure foundation upon which to build a commonrtihe range of threats and challenges
generated by the epochal shift are best addresgatrough armed force, a global war on terror,
or the militarization of international policy whichas resulted in a severe misallocation of
resources but through the strategic pursuit of hucentred development, particular emphasis
must be placed by diplomats on the role of comnatiog, culture, Non- State Actors and the

implementation of the de-territorialisation of gigial space.

2.2.2 Globalization not Internationalization
In this research and may be in many other moreeaqscit is to be made abundantly clear that

globalization is not similar to internationalizati@s many may conceive it that way; the two

% Daryl COPLAND on globalization
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terms are in no way having different concept altoge In this aspect, globalization should not
be confused with internationalization which reféwsgrowing interdependence between states
.with idea that they remain discrete national umitth clear demarcated borders, in contrast,
globalization refers to the process in which theywistinction between the local and external
break down of distance, and time collapse, sodhahts many thousands miles away can come

to have almost immediate local consequences.

2.3 The Changing Dimension of the International Pdics

The world of today is not as the same as the wafrttie twenty century, it is a world of twenty-
first century, which is totally different from itgsrevious one, hence, it cannot and should not
therefore be governed by mechanisms of the pasty®d@s or there about. The world of
globalization is full of many more other actorsriithe ones of yesteryears, as of now, there are
about five main actors in the current political spaf the global system; which are: Nearly 200

governments in the global system including 193 mamskates of the United Nations.

There are 77,220 transnational companies suchoasf¥ne, Ford, Shell, Microsoft, Google,
etc, the world has 246 Intergovernmental OrgaromaflGOs) with the major ones such United
Nations (UN), European Union(EU), African Union(AW)orth Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO), Association of South East Asian Nations B¥N) etc, 7,300 International Non-
Governmental Organizations (INGOs) such as Inteonat Committee of the Red Cross
(ICRC),Amnesty International, and other Networksef/eral Non-Governmental Organizations.
Lastly but not the least, National Liberation Mowamts, drugs cartels, terrorist entities, Pirates

(as the categories of violent non-state actors)iBay af’

27 John BALYIS,Steve SMITH, and Patricia OWEN Théol@lization of the World Politics (4edition 2008)
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2.4 Global View of Polylateralism

Public Diplomacy Magazine defines Polylateralisnithge conduct of relations between official
entities (Such as a state, several states actygghter, or a state based international organization
and at least one unofficial, Non-state entity inickhthere is a reasonable expectation of
systematic relationship, involving some form of gdmg, communication, negotiation, and
representation, but not involving mutual recogmtias sovereign, equivalent entities. In
accordance to Wisem#h Polylateralism as a new mode of diplomacy is ati@rized by six
(six) concepts that would serve as determinantissauccess in the international discourse or
otherwise. These are: State adaptive capacititisetmew system of diplomacy-Polylateralism,
State Size, state Type (autocratic or democrati€),distinction between high and low politics
(security issues as high politics and other issuwa politics), the nature of Non-State Actors
engagement and the decision phases. The Polylddgkimacy is geared towards purposive
diplomatic interaction and is therefore seen aseatension of bilateral and multilateral
diplomacies. Its main purposes are participatisapresentations, thinking together, reporting
on, negotiating with and promoting better relatidretween enteritis with standing in world

politics.

2.5 Non-State Actors

In International relations, there exist states Bimh-State Actors; states are defined territories
run by governments and have permanent populatidthsecognized government (Montevidéo
Convention of 1933) whereas there are also othrsaéamously known as Non-state Actors

which are organizations, individuals that have tprl, economic and social power with

“Dr.Geoffrey WISEMAN is a professor of the practiok International Relations at the University of Swarn
California.
# Montevideo Convention of 1933 on the definitiorttoé State.
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influence both at national and international leyblg most importantly, Non-State Actors do not
necessarily belong to any particular country. Adany to Pearlman and Cunningham, Non-State
Actors are defined as an organized political astdrdirectly connected to the state, but pursuing
aims that affect vital interests of the statesa(Pean and Cunninghath2011). The term Non —
State Actors is generally understood to be inclgdiny entity that is not actually a state, often
used to refer to armed groups, terrorists, civitisty, religious groups and corporations
Claphani®. In terms of power, the Non-State Actors are nodisputable centres of power, with

Multinationals Corporations (MNC) or Transnatio@arporation which now account for:
a) Between 2 -33 % of the world output,
b) 70 % of the world trade and;
c) 80% of the international investment.

Some large transnational actors are generating ge molume of wealth for instance, in
2004,some largest transnational industrial comgabyesale ,each had annual revenues greater
than the GNP of 133 members of the United Natidhs)(and when using the people as the
measure, some Non-Governmental Organizations (NGé2sjicularly trade unions, churches,
Islamic Organizations or associations ,campaigngngups, in the field of human rights,
women’s rights and the environment groups, have eir ttmembership measured in
millions,whereas,42 of the 193 countries in thetébhiNations (UN), have populations of less
than 1 million, of which twelve (12) are less thad0,000.There is also great variation in the

complexity and diversity of the economies and daseof different countries and hence the

% Wendy PEARLMAN and Kathleen Gallagher CUNNINGHAM Non-State Actors ,fragmentation and conflict
processes.

31 Andrew CLAPHAM is a professor of Public Interrmatal Law at the Graduate Institute of Internatioaatl
Development Studies, Geneva
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extent to which they are each involved in transmati relations. Therefore, the Non-State Actors
are out there to challenge the systemic structutba international system that allows the states
actors to monopolize the power in all spheresniiénce in the international affairs with
insignificant output corresponding to the volumetlod power being enjoyed by them ( states).
The world of today is the one of 45,000 Non-Govegntal Organizations (NGOSs) that varies
from Green Peace to the Climate Action Network,idess the activities of transnational
criminals and terrorists networks from drugs cartel Al-Qaeda etc. The concept of widening is
not merely the matter of widening, deepening arekdmg up of world interconnectedness ,but
is a process that carries with it the implicatiofsinfolding of structural changes in the scale of
human, social and economic organizations, it ifonger consistence with the idea of organizing
primarily on the basis of local or national scateoftoday, but should be increasingly organized
on transnational or global scale, Globalizatioergifiore denotes a significant shift in the scale of
social organization in many spheres from economiche security transcending the world’s

major regions and continents.

2.5.1 Role of Non-State Actors in Diplomacy
The increasing effectiveness and role of the NateSActors in the international relations could

not be ignored as it continues to improve and be&cadvanced every day.

Recently, the world has received with utmost delitite resumption of diplomatic relations

between United States of America and Cuba, whidhsgeered for more than half a century,
but little did the public know about how these nigjmns started in the first place. It happened
that the Vatican in the person of Pope Francis inéghsively engaged the two sides of the
ideological divide, the governments of United Stad@d Cuba to close the dark old chapter of

hostilities and open a new and bright chapter efoperations and friendship. The Cardinal of

26



Havana Khaim Lucas Ortega took it upon himself eégatiate on behalf o the Vatican with the
Cuban government until his good work finally yieddesome good fruits and was crowned with
success by the decision of the two governmentxtbange ambassadors in both Havana and
Washington. In a related development, the Presidéi@uba, Mr. Raul Castero declared this
month that he would resume practicing his Chris{faatholic) faiths if the Vatican continued in
its new policy of reforms and continued to bear®dydruits as the one of the US-Cuba

relationg?.

2.6 Partnership as the Concept in Diplomacy

(Dr. May-Britt-U Stumbaum , of Freie University, Bia) stated that in his work ;How to make
the Strategic Partnership work: European Cooperatdh China in security affairs(12 July
2012). The concept of “partnership” in diplomacyasnd to be very useful approach especially
in the areas of security and economic; of laténas come to the surface that one of the most
challenges of the globalized world is security, asduch the successful approach to tackle these
challenges is to go for partnership with othertgrtth consolidate effort for successful security
cooperation. In this context, we could look at tBmiropean Union-China “strategic
partnership™, this is a policy of co- operations for secuiiggues, which composes of two folds;
on one hand, it is designed to tackle global chgks with China ,which ranges from non-
proliferations of arms to humanitarian disaster eylger security, on the other hand ,it is to work
for keeping peace in the region through contribution prevent major armed conflicts between
United Sates (US) the current hegemonic power &fdna, the emerging super power in the

world by promoting multilateral approaches.

%2 Al-Maugif Arabic News Paper in Juba, South Sudssiie no. (289) Friday May"82015.
#Dr.May-Britt-U Stumbaum (Ferie University ,Berlitdow to make the strategic partnership work: Europea
Union Cooperation with China in Security affair®{1,July 2012)
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2.6.1 Strategic Partnership

As the emergence of globalization and its relaththacement in technology and liberty, which
brought along with it increase in the distributi@inpower which became apparently clear reality
to deal with, in a sense that centres of powers fdramatically increased, both in the state
actors and Non-State Actor’s quarters. This devalanmt in the globe should be best approached
through forging of what the international relatisnholar Luis Blanc termed as strategic
partnership, which is a new form of associatiort #$teuld be used to bring together the Non-
State Actors and state actors for positive globelbdue. The newly found association of the five
countries from various regions in the world speaksime to best explain the importance of this
kind of association, the strategic partnership, BRICS which includes Brazil, Russia, India,

China and South Africa is one of the emerging blafggower in the international politics.

2.7 Power and Leadership
Power according to Joseph Nyeis ability to obtain outcome one wants, and ewalht soft
power is the ability to obtain the outcome one wdny attraction and persuasion rather than

coercion.

2.7.1 Hard and Soft Power

In the world of contemporary politics, the use lo¢ two types of powers-hard and soft are of
very common practice especially in the developedldyan this context, we can discuss the
contrast experiences of both the United States @n#)the European Union (EU) in relation to

the use of hard and soft power. The US seems twale power incarnate whereas, the EU in

34 Louis BALANC, The Concept of Strategic Partnersinigliplomacy.
% Joseph NYE, Soft power as the new concept of diptic engagement in contrast to hard power or feeaf
military force and other economic and social samst{statecraft)
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contrast is to be the embodiment of soft power,i®#ield, Mathias Koenning-Archibudf. The

US relies heavily on hard power-military might. g the Iraqgi invasion (Gulf war 1) the US
Secretary of Defence Rumsfeld made it clear thatiB could, if necessary manage quite well
without its most capable ally-the United KingdomK()UT his statement speaks volume about the
level of military power the US had attained ;by trast, the European Union has been using soft
power as civilian power, on which the union rel@s it, as there is no army, the European
Union relies only on law, negotiations and mulalal organizations which are done through *
Contractual agreements,” the case in point andine With this approach is the Cotonou
Agreement for partnership with the Non-State Actdnsinternational politics, the concept of
hard power goes in line with the realist theoryfedv excerpts from some idealist demonstrate it
clearly here: “This policy cannot succeed througbezhes and songs, it can be carried out only
through blood and iron”-Bismarck. “Power grew oftittloe barrel of a gun“-Mao Tsung. “It is
better to be feared than loved, to compel rathen tb attract’-Machiavelli. These statements are

strong expressions of hard power.

% David HELD, Mathias ARCHIBUGI,In American Power fine 2£' Century.
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CHAPTER THREE

POLYLATERAL DIPLOMACY IN PROESPECTIVE

3.1 Introduction

This part of the research is systematically desigiwepresent the prospective of the Polylteral
diplomacy in the current international system. Pleespectives are directly or indirectly link to

the traditional institutions of diplomacy such asefign offices and related missions, which are
also in turn required to synchronize with the nafimal institution known as Non-State Actors

to come together under a particular partnershiphasgism for collective global governance.

3.2 Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International C ooperation

As indicated earlier, the effort | exerted to obtabme primary data for the designed research
made me develop some of the research questionnahieh | served copies to the selected
population and a sample to are the two ministrie§areign Affairs in the two countries of

South Sudan and Kenya.

Further steps were also taken to design how getatata from a selected sample to represent
the Non-State Actors’ side of the story, with reshaquestionnaires sent to the Executive
Director of The Community Empowerment for Progrésganization (CEPO) and others which
unfortunately did not send back any responsesqodaitiy the one of Ministry of Foreign Affairs
and International Trade of Kenya and that of thétédhNations’ Office in Nairobi (UNON). In
South Sudan | sent the research questionnaireBet®irectorate of Research, Training and
Capacity Building. These questionnaires were deexowith the main idea of assessing the
level of awareness and readiness or preparednesiseoState and Non-State Actors about

emergence of new actors in the diplomatic scenertdguires a new mechanism or forum to
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accommodate the said emerging actors in the irtiens affairs which, this research is
attempting to discuss as advent of a newer modedipfomacy scholarly known as

“Polylateralism Diplomacy

3.3 Population and Sample of the Research

The targeted population of this research, isMinv@stry of Foreign Affairs, here in referred to
as ‘structure” and personnel referred here toamsorsin diplomatic field with the sample of
survey as the directorate of research, Training@apacity building in the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs and International Cooperation of South Suda bring to their attention or share with
them the idea of emerging diplomatic mode, fosiimy belief that the Foreign Service in the
selected countries (South Sudan and Kenya ) arerh®ary institutions which manage and
practice the international affairs and the diplamaglations related concepts. The samples in
this regards were also taken from the respectiviés lsuch as departments of research and
planning in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and émhational Cooperation of South Sudan. In the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Coapé&on of South Sudan, the questionnaires for
the research were addressed to the Director ofadRgsend Planning Directorate and answered
by the Deputy Director of the said directoratepirson of Counsellor, Mr. James Solorton
Padiet (PhD). Some of the questionnaires werefaetigily answered by the respondent, but
other especially the ones that had to do with tbatemporary diplomacy did not have
satisfactory answers, which indicate that the l@fediplomatic development in South Sudan is

at infant and institutional establishment and sgtphase.

37 Counsellor James Solomon PADIET, (PhD) is a depirgctor for Research, Planning and Capacity Bugdn
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic &uth Sudan. Gaduate of Political Science at thigddsity of
Nairobi, Kenya.
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Observation made on the organizational charts hef Ministry of Foreign Affairs and
International Cooperation, could be self-explangtitr was clear that the Ministry’s structure
does not have a department for “Public Diplomacyiick is the core idea of the research | am
undertaking. This was also confirmed in the redeaesponses filled by the respondents, the
deputy director for research in the ministry. Teeatain the value of the documents | extract
from the Foreign Affairs institution of South Suddrhad tried to go extra mile to obtain the
organizational chart of the Ministry of Foreign Aiffs and International Cooperation, the deputy
Director, Counsellor Solomon told me honestly thae to the fact that the ministry is under
establishment phase, there is no organizationat,dat there is only operational chart with the

following units:-

1. Republic Of South Sudan Liaison Offices at the paas;

2. Directorate of Administration and Finance ;

3. Directorate of Multilateral and International Rabais;

4. Directorate of Bilateral Relations;

5. Directorate of Protocol and Public Relations;

6. Directorate of Information, Communication and Tealogy (ICT) and Media;

7. Directorate of Research ,Training and Capacity dog

3.4 Ministry of Foreign Affairs.

The idea of choosing as population and sampleMimgstry of Foreign Affairs both in Kenya

and South Sudan for this research is much infortmethe fact that the traditional diplomatic
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structures and actorare found in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Thestitutional settings
represented by structure and actors —diplomatsharenain pillars of the diplomatic practices

that translate the foreign policies and other eglassues in the international stage.

In this regards, it would be a good starter to ssdbe level of readiness, competence and
participation of the traditional diplomatic instiilons and actors in the new development in areas

of diplomacy.

The main areas of focus in the questionnaire asedamainly on the idea of emergence of
powerful Non-State Actors that already have impdbed presence in the diplomatic issues and
scenes and as far as this research is concermad,ithgreat need for recognition of the role of
the Non-State Actors particularly in the currerghbgllized world, first by the State Actors so that
the new actors could be facilitated to secure aepia the international system for tapping their
valuable potentials in the areas of expertise aghnternational Humanitarian Law, Human
Rights issues, Women Rights, Environmental issuss many other international political

issues.

The questions addressed here mainly focus on nese mbdiplomacy that scholarly known as
Polylateralism, a kind of diplomacy that would gadormidable forum to the traditional actors-

states and Non-State Actors and the supranatinsttutions in the international arena.

This type of diplomacy is here to address mattersld with the complementarities of the

bilateralism, multilateralism and Polylateralisntie diplomatic society.

This is seen as a promising idea that would noberage competition and other biases rather
than a cooperation and coordination in incorpogatine rise of Non-State Actors into the

international issues.
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3.4.1 Southern Sudan as a Non-State Actor during GR

Issues of pre- and post-Comprehensive Peace Agragi@PA) era of Southern Sudan and the
diplomatic status of the SPLM/SPLA (structure) arsdleader John Garang (actor) during the
CPA negotiations in which Dr, Garang was allowedatress the United Nations’ Security
Council in Nairobi in November 24 2004 for the expedition of the stalled peace falk

Naivasha of Kenya. This development served as ampbe of presence of Non-State Actor in

the diplomatic engagement such as negotiation.

The status of Southern Sudan during the Comprebef@ace Agreement implementation had
to be regarded as that of Non-State actor, but das wnuch present in the international
diplomacies with its Liaison Offices and SPLM Chaptin Diaspora; (later upgraded into
embassies). The status of Non-State Actors thaBthghern Sudan was enjoying, though as an
observer had played a great role in the implemiemtaif the Comprehensive Peace Agreement,
which was mediated by Inter-governmental Authorion Development (IGAD), its
implementation mechanism was placed under auspicgdollow-up of African Union Peace
and Security Council (AUPSC in 2006-2011), to whikbh two parties to the peace agreement ,
National Congress Party representing the Governmie8tidan (GoS) in Khartoum and Sudan
People’s Liberation Movement (SPLM) representing @overnment of Southern Sudan (GoSS)

in Juba.

The two sides were diplomatically treated equatliythe conference rooms where each party
presented its views about the progress of the img@hgation of the Comprehensive Peace
Agreement. (CPA) without any diplomatic biases lesw a sovereign state (Sudan) and Non-

(State entity South Sudan)
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In this era of the transitional period of Sudan @oehensive Peace Agreement, Southern Sudan
was granted the observer status at the African fJteoenable it to engage with the member
states on the implementation of the peace agreesigmed in Nairobi, Kenya on Januar}, 9
2005 which culminated into the exercise of the fammeferendum on self-determination by the
people of South Sudan on Januafy 2011 which paved the way for independence of Sout
Sudan in July §, 2011, Southern Sudan was also enjoying quashmliplic status in many
international stages of the world, on both the Natktral and Bilateral relations such as in the
United Nations’ Head quarters at New York and wotker 20 liaison offices in the various

regions of the world.

Under the then Ministry of Regional Cooperatiorg Haison offices of Government of Southern
Sudan (GoSS) supported by the Southern Sudan Deaspapters played a very important role
as Non-State Actors in rallying a huge support ifetlihe cause of the people of Southern
Sudan. Immense moral support was secured from sbnie world’s strongest lobby groups in
the West such as Crisis International Group (CEs)ugh Project, International Criminal Court
(ICC) and other civil society organizations werd tuexert enough pressure especially to the
government of the United States of America, theoRean Union (EU)and United Nations (UN)
to act on the cases of Sudan with special emplwsiSouthern Sudan and Darfur regions of
Sudan .The primary goal of Southern Sudan Goverhf@&oSS) and its affiliates was to secure
the conduct of the southern Sudan’s self-deternoinaghrough a free and fair and internationally
supervised referendum which was stipulated for he Comprehensive Peace Agreement

provision as the corner stone of the agreement.

South Sudan as a recently independent state isgtryi secure its place in the diplomatic

community of the world, but due to the fact thatsitchallenged by a number of transitional
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issues including transition from the ill-structurddinistry of Regional Cooperation of the
regional government to that of the Ministry of HgreAffairs and International Cooperation of a
sovereign state that would make it (South Sudastjamg party in the diplomatic business of the
world. It lacks some essential aspects of diplomadys institutional settings; these aspects had
impacted negatively on my research whose questimmavere answered in the directorate of
the research in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs anternational Cooperation of the Republic of
South Sudan. The director of the directorate ofelesh in the Ministry was not completely
aware of the Public Diplomacy not to mention thpitd was researching on (Polylateralism),
but luckily, his deputy who is a graduate of theivénsity of Nairobi was my only chance of

getting some of the data | managed to secure freninistitution.

3.5 Polylateral Diplomacy in South Sudan Peace Press

The Non- State Actors in South Sudan although ncddvanced in the South Sudanese socio-
political settings, managed to secure a seat in@# mediated peace talks in Addis Ababa,
Ethiopia where the warring parties, the Governnoérihe Republic of South Sudan (GRSS) and
the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement in Oppasi{lePLM-10) .In this peace process ,there
are three parties , the government as a state, &®o.M-10 together with the Civil Society
organizations both representing the role of NoreS#actors and finally the Inter-Governmental
Authority on Development (IGAD) as the regional ant supranational institution. It is to be
noted that either with or without the knowledgela# three actors involved in this peace process,
here there is a practice of Polylateral diplomaelyich is a formal diplomatic process bringing
together government, group of governments actiggtteer and a Non-State Actor in this respect
as different entities negotiating a diplomatic &@eace). This kind of peace process under the

auspices of the IGAD is totally different from psevious one that was only involving the two
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warring parties, the Government of Sudan (GoS)resmted by the National Congress Party
and the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement (SPL&presenting the People of Southern
Sudan, Southern Kordufan, and Southern Blue Nilechvwas ,by then known as New Sudan in
the Naivasha Peace process of 2003-2005, therdfose development and evolution in

diplomacy , had to be noted in this process.

3.6 Role of Non-State Actors in Diplomacy

As the research design requires that there must &t of the data gathered from either civil
society organizations or other Non-State Actorsitiest | had a chance of sharing the
guestionnaires with the Executive Director of Comityy Empowerment for Progress
Organization (CEPO), Mr. Edmurid Yakani, a local organization based and operatekifra,
South Sudan with the mission of advocacy for humgtnts issues in the country. In the ongoing
violent conflict in South Sudan between the govesntof South Sudan and Sudan People’s
Liberation Movement (SPLM) In Opposition, the ra&the Non-State Actors is so visible on
day-to-day basis either through the strong and rozgd presence of the Civil Society
Organization as partners in the Intern-governmenthérity and Development —IGAD led
meditating peace talks where these Civil societyugs made up of Community Based
Organization (CBOs) ,Faith based groups, syndicatedanizations(Women and Youth) are
working side by side with either the government & dthe rebel (SPLM-IO) to dialogue and

discuss issues of peace and governance matteggalt 8otings and understanding.

In the field where actual war is taking place, th&ernational Committee of the Red Cross

(ICRC) is so instrumental in offering its interraatally recognized role in advocating to the

3 Mr. Edmund YAKANI is the Executive Director of Canunity Empowerment for Progress Organization (CEPO)
which is working on advocacy for Human rights iruBoSudan.
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warring parties in the conflict to uphold the imtational humanitarian law related to the armed
conflict. According to the responses of Mr.Yakahg role of the Non-State Actors in diplomacy
is to work for effecting changes of attitudes amdctices of the state actors so that the role of
Non-State Actors, State Actors and Supranatiorstltiions are equally realized for a desired

result which is happening now with the South Sedarstakeholders.

3.7 Challenges of Non-State Actors in Diplomatic Btourse

In this matter, the respondents to the questioasdiad various responses, but to a high degree,
agree to the need for meaningful participation ohMstate Actors in real global issues such as
environmental challenges, human rights issues, miynaghts and mostly to consider diplomacy
as a vital means of engagement between and amaoig @nd not considered only as political
engagement between sovereign states per se.Thé&tdtm-Actors in a serious way are falling
short of the matter of identity and recognitiontle international relations due to the lack of

suitable legal framework in the diplomatic scene.

3.7.1 The Need to Reform the International System

Historically, the international system and its tethissues was designed specifically to suit and
safeguard the interests of its main designers sdliereign states which were and continue to be
the major players in the international arena, bitth the course of time, the world is developing
and changing rapidly and so do the issues andsactdhe international stage; some quarters are
overtaken by changes and hence lack behind andsadine emerging on the stage in full swing
force. These new actors are struggling to haver thoeit secure a place in the international

system, but the way this system operates blocks¢ve actors from gaining a place. In this
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regard, the said development in the world affaadéscfor shaping and reshaping understanding

of not only the diplomats, but also of that of thadicy makers in the international system.

Mr.Yakani, the of CEPO on the question of restrtioty of the international system suggests
that there is a great need to restructure diplgragdhe process of partnership for realization of
mutual interests among the various stakeholdeesjaal actors where the state actors, Non-State
Actors and Supranational Institutions come under partnership. The globalization trend which
is influencing many actions and attitudes of maagtors as seen by Mr.Yakani, should be
viewed as the element of changes that facilitatespartnership and should be treated as the
trend that acts beyond the concentration of powerralated privileges at the hand of the state
actors, because it empowers the Non-State Actoredbilize a sizeable constituencies in no
time and unhindered; this advancement in technolsggnother tool which gives Non-State
Actors a strong leverage to act and make the néarsaas part and parcel of the international

system for effecting global justice.

The role of Non-State Actors in this respect shcwddlegally integrated and incorporated into
the modern international legal framework to endbke modern actors break more deadlocks in
negotiating on many global issues. Globally, thenitate Actors have already found
themselves in the international system without gayernment obligation or permission. They
are not in any way in the international system upp®rt or undermine any interests of any
government, but to complement the role of governsaeand international bodies for the
common citizens’ interests and benefits which \Wwilve us see global partnership and more
social justice. Mr, Yakani described the missiontlod Non-State Actors in the international
stage as that one to bridge the gap between thermoents and citizens for a better

understanding. In summary of his responses forqinestionnaires, Yakani, aspires to see a
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global dialogue which is the prime issue of the proddiplomacy with optimism to create a
broader forum for negotiations between various racia the world affairs. Here, | would
rephrase his words as the need for a global forimerevthe stakeholders should dialogue for a
common understanding, this idea is in line withjtmstification for Polylateral Diplomacy in our
modern world that would complement the alreadytegsBilateral and Multilateral Diplomacy
which had been the prerogatives of only the statera and supranational institution without

including the role of Non-State Actors.

3.8 Interviews

In the part of interviews, a structured intervievasaconducted with Ambassador. John®&ai
Yoh,(PhD) , the minister of Education , Science dmeehnology of South Sudan, who also
served as ambassador of South Sudan to SouthaAfrickey and a lecturer at the University
of South Africa (UNISA) .Abraham Keat Bichok integw with Dr.John Gai Yoh, the Minister
of Education, Science and Technology of South Sudaba, July30th, 2015.The structured
interview was cantered on three issues that aieveel to be crucial in diplomacy and their
relation to the Non-State Actors in Diplomacy: thsues are: first, Non-State Actors, Role and
Recognition in diplomacy. Second, The Prospect®iptomacy in the twenty-first century and

third and last is The Impact of globalization opldmacy.

3.8.1 Non-State Actors, Role and Recognition in Dipmacy
The Second World War (1939-1945) which starteBunope and spread to the rest of the world

shaped the emergence of Non-State Actors in thédwmmlitics. This is mainly because the

39 John Gai YOH, PhD, currently is the minister ofuEdtion, Science and Technology in the RepubliSaith
Sudan, previously, he had served as the Liaisoitéffor the Liaison office of Southern Sudan inuBoAfrica
during the CPA (2006-2011), resident Ambassaddh@Republic of South Sudan to Turkey from (201130

He had been a lecturer on Political Science in sty of South Africa (UNISA) and published a nwaniof books
in his field
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effect of the world war two saw almost disintegratiof most of European countries; in this
situation the main pillars of the sovereignty, thmundaries, population, government and the

international recognition of those states were uedermous threat and challenge.

In this event, the world had begun to consider rmganough which to regulate international
relations, which include strengthening of the algea&xisting diplomacy by introducing the
multilateral diplomacy through United Nations bodpd other regional authorities such as
European Union, South American Association, andogisgion of South East Asian Nations
(ASEAN) etc. The other means of regulating intedova! relations was the enactment of
International Law, where the Vienna Convention oipl@matic Relation of 1961 came into

being to govern the conduct of diplomatic relatibe$ween sovereign states.

The Non-State Actors came about first through omgdions created by states (supranational
institutions) and the International Non-Governménfarganizations (INGOs) such as
International Committee of the Red Cross,(ICRC)st®oUnion etc besides United Nations
agencies. These actors have a very considerat#é déwnfluence in the international politics.
The other second generation of the Non-State Actres believed to be composed of
international federation e.g. Federation of Intéoral Food Ball Association(FIFA), Multi-
National Corporations (MNCs), Airlines, Hotel Indtiss ,Mining Companies etc ,these kind of
Non-State Actors use their financial muscles ttugrice government policies in their favour, or
would mobilize the masses or other powerful actorshange the regime ,the best example is the
recent Ivory Coast in which the powerful Cocoa camips led to the violent overthrowing of

Laurent Gbabou ;workers’ Union ,Women Organizatiofsuth Associations etc.
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3.8.1.1 Role of the Non-State Actors

The Non-State Actors use diplomacy as a tool obtiagons with the primary aim of weakening
the state sovereignty, in the politics of the dag, Non-State Actors and the State fight over the

sovereignty

For instance, you may come across these diffetateraents by government and the Non-State
Actors ‘we are a sovereign statgfgovernments) and the Non-State Actors would tdiack
“We are the People It is reported in some media outlet that thetdgdiStates (US) has begun to
contemplate on how to engage the Islamic Stateamp and Levant (ISIL) if the ISIL succeeded
in establishing its Khalifhat (Islamic state), # said that the ISIL is occupying a vast land
starting from Diyala in Iraq to Aleppo in Syria,va&ry considerable area in that region and
declared Abu Baker Al Baghdadi as the Khalifa ftslaleader) since June 2014. So the US and
its allies will either use diplomacy to engage ontinue vigorously to fight and wipe out the

ISIL militarily.

Another tool that the Non-State Actors are usinggtoaround the sovereignty is the recent
United Nations’ norm of “Responsibility To Protec{R2P) in which the International
Community can intervene in internal affairs of aeg state without prejudice to the United
Nations’ Charter of 1945 that prohibits any intert¥en in internal affairs of its member states.
This norm of “Responsibility to Protect” was craftéo give the International community a
leeway to do its task in a case where the stagther unable or unwilling to protect its own
people against genocide and other war crimes. iShaslegal way of infringing the sovereignty
of the states. In the current international retattbere is a need to distinguish between the
sovereignty of state and that of the governmeng; sbvereignty of the state is seriously

enshrined in the international law in the Unitedidia Charter. It could be waived though it may
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contradict with the United Nations’ Charter but thiee of the government is enshrined in its

constitution and could not contradict with the @difNations’ Charter.

3.8.1.2 Pillars of Strategies of the Non-State Aat®

The Non-State Actors in the international politafsthe time are using certain pillars as their

strategies to place themselves in the internatiareia, they are:-

a)

b)

d)

f)

Influence the policies of the state to their instse

Target the State sovereignty to do away with mohopbcertain political issues.

They have network of both services and funding.

Non-State Actors are part and parcel of the stammponent such as Multi-National
Corporations (MNCs) local and international federad, Civil Society Organizations,
United Nations’ Agencies (World Food Programme WHRod and Agriculture

Organizations FAO, etc.)

The Non-State Actors role changes with the chamdeeoglobal politics.

With all these sources of influences and at theeséime using diplomacy and soft
power, there is dire need and justified causeHerNon-State Actors to be recognized in
the International politics. Or also to use forcel aiplomacy to either engage or destroy

them, war and diplomacy are two different facedipfomacy.
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3.8.2 Prospects for Diplomacy in the Z1C

The twenty first Century is driven by the advanoethe mode of communication technology
which transformed from telegraph to telephone cnéited today into internets and its offshoots
tweeter, face book etc.This information technol@givancement brought about a number of
developments of many matters, like increase irvitheme of Multi-National Corporations, trade

routes and industrialization.

All these developments put together characterieelitestyle of the twenty-first Century into
what is technically known as globalization. The gmects for diplomacy in this century is not
just about the diplomacy itself but about the totblat the diplomacy would be applying to
change the mode of practices, for instance youtdwve to travel from Canada in the far west
to Japan in the far east to meet a business pastoermay just have a teleconference to meet
and discuss the business. Also, the South Afrisaleat Ambassador to Russia would use his
office communication gadget to share informatiomhwiis colleague in New York that would
make his key note speech for an afternoon UnitetioNs conference that the telegraph would
not do with immediate effects. There are possibéams to use for increase of knowledge and

exposure.

3.8.3 Globalization
The impact of globalization which led to a globatizworld is seen at work on daily basis to be a

factor determining the means of business, the ¢ksszh world of today is a world of easy

networking which makes it so easy for Non-Stateofgto build huge constituents in no time.

Globalized world in this regard needs a globalidg@iomacy in which a diplomat would use
global approaches to diplomatic issues, in thisptdgrawe have learned about the operational

structure of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs andénnational Cooperation of South Sudan, where
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the Directorate of Information and CommunicationcAmology (ICT) is now of equal

importance with other essential directorate suctBiteteral and Multilateral, this a technical
aspect of the diplomacy in a globalized world, dtiger socio-political factor of the globalization
should also be taken into account by the stateragtbplomat) to positively engage with the

Non-State Actors as equal partners in global issues

A global diplomacy would need to build on a materal approach as a launching pad for a
global partnership for dialogue where all actorsnMtate, State Actors and supranational
organizations come together. This is paramount uscdhe previous notion of conventional
friends and enemies that was being used to deffieen&tional security interests is no longer
applying; New issues that begin to emerge in tpéodhatic field such as Environmental matters,
Human rights and International Humanitarian Lawcdaevery strong global network that none
could do better than the Non-State Actors whichirtihevel of efficiency and efficacy is
witnessed and proved in lobbying and advocatingssnes of political, Humanitarian Law and
environmental awareness without any string ofrege attached as well as influencing the
agenda, but in the near future, the Non-State Actaruld be in the central stage not any longer
in the peripheries to the extent to tabling andintbiencing the agenda, this is where Polylateral

Diplomacy is paramount in this century.
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CHAPTER FOUR
THE ADVENT OF POLYLATERALISM

4.1 Introduction
This chapter covers data presentation and anadydise data collected through questionnaires
and interview guides. In order to simplify the dissions, the researcher provided figures that

summarize the collective reactions and views ofréspondents.

4.2 Public diplomacy definition

Based on the findings of this study, public diplayas defined as an avenue for activities
intended to change people’s perception in a walyhtékps sending states achieve their objectives
by employing both governments and Non-Governmetdrado connect with other players at
other levels of society. Public Diplomacy refleth® move from the old style of state-to-state

foreign policy towards the new style of multimediayltilateral policy™

In addition, Public diplomacy can also be refen@a@s effective communication with the public
around the globe to understand values and emulatens and ideas; historically one of
America’s most effective weapons of outreach, pes&n and policy* Public diplomacy may

also be defined, as the conduct of internationddticls by governments through public
communications media and through dealings with dewiange of Non-governmental entities
(political parties, corporations, trade associajotabour unions, educational institutions,

religious organizations, and ethnic groups, anarsoncluding influential individuals) for the

“0 Daryl COPLAND is an analyst, author, educator, aadsultant specializing in Diplomacy, InternatibRalicy,
global issues and Public management. His first leokilla Diplomacy: Rethinking International Retats ,was
released in 2009 by Lynne Reinner Publishers, anitéd as an essential reference by the editoi®dbrd online
Bibliographies

“1 Jill SACKER, former Director of Public Affairs #te National Security Council, July 2004
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purpose of influencing the politics and actionsottier government¥. Public diplomacy that

traditionally represents actions of governmentstlmence overseas publics within the foreign
policy process has expanded today - by accidendasin - beyond the realm of governments
which include the media, multinational corporatiomon-Governmental Organizations and

faith-based organizations as active participantharfield.

Snow?® argues that,” public diplomacy refers to governtreponsored programs intended to
inform or influence public opinion in other coumsi its chief instruments are publications,

motion pictures, cultural exchanges, radio andrisien.”

4.3 Phases of Evolution in Diplomacy and Internatinal Relations

Based on the findings, account of the current digloy in the global relationships has been
rapidly shaped and reshaped by events that usaallger their characteristics produce new
means of engagement based on issues and condgiatsd to the events on the spotlight of the
international politics. For example, the aftermathiihe world war two and other accompanying
conditions of war and peace managed with a coraiiierdegree to bring forth a formidable
mechanism for safeguarding the international peand security for entire international

community. Also it created a forum where the woaliflairs are collectively discussed and
managed, thus came about the birth of the UnitebN&Charter, which in turn resulted into the
multilateral mode of diplomacyor pacific means of settling dispute and discgurg the

unilateral declaration of war.

From the findings, it was observed that the practt diplomacy as an art of negotiations and

pacific settlement of disputes came a very long fvagn ancient time in the history of human

2 Alan K .HENRICKSON, Professor of Diplomatic HisyorApril, 2005
3 Croker SNOW Jr.Acting Director of Edward R.Murr@entre May 2005.
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kind and it continued to evolve till our time. Thdsvelopment of diplomacy is due to a number
of factors in various eras in the history of peagar and politics; with the recent invention of
technology; especially in the twenty first centutye discipline is widening beyond the scope of

the traditional ways and means of conducting & wery puzzling yet admirable manner.

The findings also indicate that this developmerthmfield of diplomacy which took place in the
first half of the twenty century is now being owakgn by a number of events that range from
cold war era, followed by rapid development in teabgy, famously known as globalization
that entails revolution in the information and coomtation technology where distance and
means of outreaches have improved greatly. Thisldpment has led to the emergence of many
actors which are Non-State entities such as Nore@Gwrnental Organization, powerful and
influential Multi-National Corporation, National herations Movements, armed to teeth
terrorists organizations such as Boko Haram (oeN&) in West Africa, the Islamic State in Iraq
and Levant of Middle East, media houses of immem»eer such as British Broadcasting
Corporations (BBC) ,Aljazeera, CNN and imminentgo@s as Kofi Anan,Dalai Lama, Jimmy

Carter just to mention a feff.

From the findings also in this era, the two alreaglisting diplomatic modes do not adequately
address the existing challenges and thereforefi¢hke is evolving to produce a new mode of
diplomacy to carter for all the challenges that idobring about a global dialogue and
partnership for a peaceful world. This section dsses in depth the phases of evolutions in the
field of diplomacy, though the phases listed hesendt completely exhaust and cover all the
areas of evolution in diplomacy, but it only serassa guiding sample to discuss the changes it

had undergone, with major mile stones such asaheus models of diplomacies which started

* An interview with respondents from departmentsesiarch and planning
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from Bilateral Diplomacy, to Multilateral Diplomacgnd now to the Polylateral Diplomacy
which is the topic of discussion of this researshaanewer trending type of diplomacy in our
twenty-first century and may be beyond until it laser challenged by any another type of
diplomacy in the future given the changing natur¢he world politics based on the challenges

and perception of a given period of time.

4.3.1 The Westphalia Phase

The function of diplomacy though started so eardiey its essence began to shape in the period
of the Westphalia Peace Treaty of 1648 that comatad the principle of sovereignty of nation-
State where all states were regarded as equateamational law regardless of size and that the
principle of non-interference into another courgrynternal affairs was upheld so religiously.
This notion of Westphalia sovereignty accordingnternational law scholars is considered to be
the central stage where the principles of modeastestvere anchored in Europe and was later
adopted in most countries of the world, even thotlgh is disputed by other scholars. The
development of the statehood in Europe in the geeencentury went hand in hand with the
development of diplomatic practices translating ttoncept into values and norms related to the
relations between sovereign states which gave Hothwhat became known as Bilateral

Diplomacy.

4.3.2 World War 1&2 Phase

By the twenty century and precisely after thetfasd second world war ,the world saw the
introduction of conference diplomacy through théakbkshment of the League of Nations in
1919 and the subsequent establishment of the UNégidns in 1945, these two developments in

the history of the modern world led to the emeogeof Multilateral Diplomacy.
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4.3.3 Globalization Phase.

It is so apparent that the world of today is a hoohehe information revolution which is
technically known as “Globalization” where the flm& information and ease of communication
as facilitated by social media outlets such as tamek, twitter, whatsaps and other blogging
networks led to the emergence of other actors amlyevery aspect of life from socio- economic
and political , to spiritual, legal and communioati this rapid development is coming with
immense force and is calling for modernization alitpcal, economic, social, spiritual, legal and
communication manners and other issues relatdieto such as public diplomacy and political

aspects.

In our today’s world, the traditional mission amderof the resident ambassador of gathering and
assessing information of foreign societies and gowents, which had been for so long the
ultimate function of diplomacy is fading away armihg control attached to it; this is simply
because any one without much effort and only witlcliak of his/her keyboard gets the
information s/he needs in a few seconds in any gfatie world. This challenge of information
technology advancement requires that the traditi@ctors of the diplomacy (State and its
diplomatic machineries) to either modernize or mize to adjust to the current challenges of
globalization and its advanced communication whigds become a means of daily life
phenomena of nearly every one irrespective of theadl divide. This is a new era in the history
of diplomacy and the advent of new mode of diplojmacholarly known adPolylateral

Diplomacy™*

*® Ibid
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4.4 The Changing patterns of public diplomacy

The findings also indicate that the early 1990seweharacterized by attempts to formulate
conceptions of the new world order that were raptacthe Cold War system (notably
Fukuyama’s “End of History” thesis and Huntingtorf'€lash of Civilizations”). No all-
embracing neologism emerged to encapsulate theemawalthough “the age of globalization”
and “America’s uni-polar moment” were common, ihtested. For many scholars interested in
the rise of a global civil society following the [@dVar's demise, the successful conclusion of
the 1998 Ottawa Treaty banning anti-personnel lamides was seen as an exemplary case,

signaling the retreat of the sovereign state asthanizing unit in world politics'®

It was also observed that during the 1990s, a nurabdiplomatic concepts were developed
with a view to capturing shifts in the new globahldgue. These includedecond-track
diplomacy, meaning methods of diplomacy outside the formalegomental system, often
initiated by non-governmental actors and involvatiglomats in their personal capacity; and
virtual diplomacy,a process of direct global and transnational comoation and bargaining
between states, Non- State groups and individuadsle possible by new technologies, such as
the Internet. These diplomacies imply an increasohg for transnational civil society actors and

are best encapsulated conceptually under the Redglaubric.

The findings further noted that conflicting treridsthe first decade of the 2Tentury make it
difficult to evaluate whether the emerging interoiaal system is more or less hospitable to
transnational civil society actors and issues. @e bne hand, globalization increased

dramatically with improvements in information anshamunication technologies and the rise of

% Ann M. Florini (ed.), (2013)The Third Force: The Rise of Transnational CivilcBty, Washington DC:
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace.
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new, Internet-based media that appeared to erade sbvereignty further. On the other hand,
the U.S. response to the September 11, 2001, istredtacks arguably the defining moment of
the new century’s first decade appeared under @edfgBush’s Republican administration to
reinforce the idea of the national security statd & set an unfortunate example for human
rights norms supported by civil societies arourslworld. Despite the impact of the U.S.’s “war
on terrorism,” however, many sovereign stateseastithe “normal” ones (the modern and post-
modern states, in Robert Cooper’s terms), have steohigh degree of resilience in recent years.
Most remarkable in this respect is the rise ofdhealled BRIC emerging powers Brazil, Russia,
India, and China. Additionally, when it comes tdvewgy such global problems as climate
change, the spread of nuclear weapons and theldiobacial crisis, sovereign states often
coming together in multilateral never seemed tofdrefrom the action. And even where
impressive political uprisings occurred (e.g. Ukmi Iran), they challenged the incumbent
gatekeepers of sovereignty, not sovereignty itd46; goal being to replace a dubious regime

with a better one, generally within the currentesfeamework?’

The findings established that ironically, the fewt the two traditional dimensions of diplomacy
bilateral and multilateral had acquired the staitisaken-for-granted normbecame apparent
only when the Bush administration appeared to ehgk them. In one key respect, however, the
administration’s main contribution to diplomaticetiry was in its recognition, if less so in its
implementation, of the need to address foreignenadis as a policy strategy, giving rise to the
renaissance of public diplomacy. The significant¢éhs development was that a new wave of
scholars and students began to conceptualize pdigilomacy in Non- state actors’ terms,

viewing public outreach to foreign audiences asl&y tool for not only states, but a wide range

" Ibid
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of non-state actors as well. The findings reveat tinternational developments over the past
decade suggest a mixed, perhaps cautious, conelasito whether state diplomatic actors and
institutions are adopting Polylateral practicesloaming the presence of transnational civil
society actors in the international policy procassl in other tasks normally reserved for state

diplomatic agents.

Figure 4. Pie chart representing the ratios of pamership for state, Non-State Actors and

regional organizations as perceived by Polylateraliplomacy.

B State

B NSAS

Source: Public Diplomacy: The Advent of Polylatexa research project 2015.
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4.5 Polylateralism and its application today

Based on the findings, Polylateralism is centrabty understanding of contemporary or new
Diplomacy. This is the relationship between theestand other entities. The importance of
transnational organizations in the mix of modeatestffairs is increasingly important. Geoffrey
Wiseman(2008 ) mentions that the United States basthe face of it, differing diplomatic
accentuations in Los Angeles, New York and Waslkimd@C which is due to the emphasis of
any centre of powef New York is host to the United Nations and othestitutions so,it is
Polylateralism, Washington DC is bilateralism byuna because many embassies are bilateral
and exhibit an older diplomatic raison d'étre. LAsgeles is modern and scattered and has
strong links to big transnational so is Polylatieral However one cannot make this an easy case
for explanation because as it happens the Worldk Bad the IMF are in Washington DC and a
plethora of institutes, think tanks and lobbyisBn closer examination though bilateralism
dominates Washington, which are all examples ofmermPolylateral networks. Since the fall
of the Berlin Wall and the gradual emergence ofettgying states as regional powers the idea of

Polylateralism has taken root.

4.5.1 Polylateral Diplomacy and politics
The researcher sought to establish the respondemision on whether the Polylateral

Diplomacy affected politics. The results are digpthon the table below.

8 Jean-Francois Rischard, “Global Issues Networkesp@rate Times Deserve Innovative Measurd$e
Washington Quarterlyvol. 26
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Table 4.1: Polylateral Diplomacy and politics

Statement Yes No

Polylateral Diplomacy affect politics 79% 21%

Source: Polylateral Diplomacy research questioesa2015.

From the findings, it was noted that majority of@@greed that Polylateral Diplomacy affected
politics. The findings further indicate that Polg@eal diplomacy plays very significant role in the

contemporary world of politics. It can be force fgsod by creating channel of communication
among conflicting sides as well as helping to di&thpinnovate and foster global peace and
security. It is widely believed that, the diplomasysolely a function of foreign office and its

representative. Howeverthe New Diplomacy' goes further deeper beyond the surface.
Diplomacy involves Non-State Actors such as Non-&omental Organizations, and it also has

important role for the environment, trade and srisi

The new diplomacy (Polylateral diplomacy) facté@s channel of communication among heads
of states and non state politics in contemporargidwvaf politics. Without communication, there
would not be any international system as there matl be any interaction among states and non

State actors.

The negotiation of agreements plays crucial role gnhancing relationships and achieving
mutual benefits, thus diplomacy facilitates stadetor to interact with minimum frication and
tension. From the findings it was established #tathe same time, there has been a decree in
importance of one traditional diplomacy core aspedhe role of ambassador has been
undermined. Additionally it was noted that an efifex diplomacy can help to establish and
maintain international peace and security. It camigued that politicians may not be diplomats.
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Distinctions can be drawn between politicians amglodhats. Unlike old diplomacy, new

diplomacy tends to be low politics rather than higfitics.

The findings further indicate that the diversity aftors has created opportunities for new
partnerships to form an older one to be strengtihemégt an essential component of future global
governance has been short-chained in our enthus@snon-state actors. The coming together
of these new systems requires increased legalicatiin and more robust orchestration by
intergovernmental organizations. The absence efr{8bvernmental Organization (IGOs) with

the requisite scope, resources, and authority mbanshe global system is deprived of the tools,
wherewithal, and legitimacy that only universalemgovernmental organizations can bring.
Rather than describing current global governancégased enough,” a better label would be

“better than nothing.” Certainly global problemagaly is not a sunset industry, and progress
will require actors doing what each does best agigting incentives so that they continue to

contribute or begin to do $8.

4.5.2 The Distinction between High and Low Politics

It is very imperative that many countries hide thélegal interests behind the shield of
sovereignty when things are getting awkward, whengs come to what are termed as issue of
National Security interests, state would not like Non-State actors to come anywhere nearer to
the decision-making related to security issue (Highitics) and would always want the Non-
State Actors to be engaged in simple matters ofpolitics that has no significant impacts on
the political issues. This deliberate act by st&amade to arrest the advance of the Non-State

Actors to the threshold of decision- making process

9 An interview with selected respondents from Minjiof Foreign Affairs and International Cooperatio
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4.6 Efficiency of the new diplomacy (Polylateral Dplomacy)

The researcher sought to establish the respondeeis on the efficiency of Polylateral

diplomacy.

Table 4.2: Efficiency of the new diplomacy

Statement |[Yes No

New diplomacy efficiency 73% 27%

Source: Polylateral Diplomacy Research findings3201

From the findings it was noted that majority of 7386 the study respondents agreed that
Polylateral diplomacy was effective. Respondentdared that the new diplomacy has brought
about cooperation between Non-Governmental Orgaorsaand multilateral cooperation due to
the impact of globalisation which has made tradeestment, travel and information technology
much closer to each other. Another important aspetiie new diplomacy is that international
law has come into force compared to the 19th arlkd @@ntury whereby it was limited to issues
such as piracy, wartime embargoes, rights of dipksmvhich was all about states thus through
multilateralism, states have come into agreemerdutih the United Nations (UN) and the
European Union (EU) whereby international law hagrbput into place and of which states

have to abide by it especially when it comes to &mghts.

The findings of this research revealed that with déldvance of new technology, new diplomacy
has made it easy for information to bypass residerttassadors in a way that coverage such as
the media can transfer messages. For example Sabhlork News (CNN) coverage of the Gulf

war. *° New diplomacy has also shaped the importance aflsnpoor states in a way that they

%0 Interview with the respondents from the MinistfyForeign Affairs
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do lack technology due to financial hardships ahdstby states coming together through
conferences, these countries can easily expresscimes like in the Unite Nations (UN) and
also get help in specific fields where they neepeetise, for instance when it comes to trade
tariffs. In addition, Polylateral Diplomacy has nealavel and work for foreign affairs ministers
and diplomats much easier in that they can move fooe place to another negotiating directly
with foreign missions in which they are respectest jike the resident ambassador and also a
leader can send his message directly to a foraig With the use of modern technology just like

Barrack Obama did during his address to the Irapeople.

4.7 Importance of public diplomacy in the contempoary world

The findings® established that in the present contemporary waitld the spread of democracy
that created a new environment in the internatisgatem to win hearts and minds of people by
governments. This is what public diplomacy does$rpng to influence foreign nationals and the
public with values, policies and actions of theiwgrnments to be supported. Public diplomacy
can be defined as the efforts of one nation taerite public or elites of the other nation for the
purpose of using foreign policy to its target. Frdahe findings, it was established that
governments always attempt to communicate withidorepublic to export their ideas, its
institutions and culture, as well as national g@aid current policies. Public diplomacy looks at
promoting its culture for long term aims while sht@rm when it comes to current foreign
policies and can also be looked at as propaganmdaration state by improving its image abroad
which will be favourable to the state. The impodarof foreign public diplomacy is that it is

influenced by soft power rather than use of forcéard power and has brought dependency of

*L An interview with respondents from ministry of NBiry of Foreign Affairs
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citizens on their governments and the local presgformation on foreign events and increased

potential targets for direct communication of dipktic messages.

As observed, another important point is that dstibn of information around the globe is not
restricted any longer due to new technology that ttansmit messages around the world in
seconds like fighting terrorism in an age of gloteadl-time television and the internéPublic
diplomacy also serves both bilateral and multiltediplomacy in the sense that they are
intended for national interest like in the quest ioffestment, promotion of trade, and
international tourism which is also referred tolaanding and also creates cooperation and
interaction. Examples can be seen in the Canadidn\erwegian experience with the Ottawa
process on landmines which shows how collabordbetveen the domestic and international
policy arenas and the public and private spherecoAling to the findings of the study, the
importance of the new diplomacy is that it doesteaimations to come into an understanding
when negotiating matters of common interest ano alghe same time it creates interaction and

cooperation between nation states.

Additionally, the new diplomacy has also made isgible for developing countries to air their
views in that these countries might lack embassiesissions due to lack of adequate resources
but could afford communicating machineries like thiernet thus through conference meetings
which gives them a chance to negotiate. Anothee@sp that the new diplomacy is that it does
involve third parties, thus this is important ireteense that when two conflicting parties fail to
come to understanding, the third party will actaas intermediary; for example the United

Nations or the European Union in conflict solvinkelin the case of a country that is at war

2 Manuel Castells provides an excellent statemerihisf perspective itCommunication PowerOxford: Oxford
University Press, 2009.
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between the government and opposition, the UN erBb) will intervene through mediation
process which could aim at reaching a favourabletiso for both parties. The new diplomacy
creates skills; Personnel working in the foreigficef embassies or consulates are usually
trained to represent their countries in particuegotiations like trade, crisis, or security and at
the same time, the new diplomacy has created rempias/es like civil societies that will act on
behalf of a international citizenry to championithaterest and to represent them in terms of

negotiation.

4.8 State response to emergence of non-state actors

In this period of the would be trending new mode digflomacy, the state actors in the
international politics would be required to compmeti and undertake some appropriate
measures in order for them to set a positive toneéhfe upcoming diplomatic engagement —the
Polylateral diplomacy. In this regards, we haveldok at what Wiseman described as six
determining factors for the success of the Polydditan in the international arena. These

determining measures are:
a) State Adaptive capacity to new system of diplomacy
b) State Size
c) State type of system whether a democratic govermeautocratic in system,

d) The distinction between high and low politics sastsecurity and other strategic issues

and other non-security and non-strategic matteloas political issues,
e) The nature of Non-State Actors engagement.

f) The decision phase.

60



The above factors as put by Wiseman are not so wasghieve by the state actors for the
purpose needed in order for Polylateral Diplomaoytdke its place and course in the
international politics as quickly as possible. imlyzing some of the six factors, let us look

critically at some of them.

4.8.1 State adaptive Capacity

According to the findings, it is obvious that intma of international politics that some of the
states are very good in adapting new norms andaegu ,this is due to their high level of
civility and quest to update on periodical basisddjustment as required by citizens that serve
as determining leverage to the policy makers, ihiso possible in countries driven by their
constituencies in term of their policies issuad; ib contrast, some states that are held hostage
by their tyrant policy makers would always lag behin term of quick adaptability of any world
political event, for example, the North Korea ir ttecent days is planning to have its separate
time zone which would go against the geographietiirgy of the world maps. The reason is just
that the country (North Korea) does not want toralihe same time zone with the countries it

perceives as enemies,

4.8.2 State Type

The type of the state system would be determinregrésponses of that particular state in the
international events, for instance, the democratiantries would act civilly to this type of
diplomacy in a positive manner, but the autocraiies, would resist the advent of this
diplomatic event until a time that things becameesabarrassing to them and later would

shamefully be compelled to concede after losingresiclerable time and values.

3 Fen O. Hampson and Christopher K. Penny(2008) “aturSecurity,” in Thomas Weiss and Sam Daws (eds.),
The Oxford Handbook of the United Natio®sford: Oxford University Press, , p. 552.
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4.8.3 The Nature of Non-State Actors Engagement

In the issue to do with the very engagement of State Actors ,there is great need to look into
this matter. In the effectiveness and efficacyhef twork of the Non-State Actors, there must be
a clear agenda that would guide a work of a speeiftity, some of the Non-State Actors might

have a programme contradicting with some of theviprans of the constitutions of the countries

that would want to work with, so the nature of thengagement with the government of that
particular state would be at jeopardy and hencetlgggement would be concluded with failure,
but the positive engagement of the Non-State Aadoikthe government would always create a

kind of mutual trust and understanding if carefuilydertaken .

4.9 Recognition of Non-State Actors in InternationbLaw

The researcher sought to investigate respondepitsiom on recognition of Non-State Actors in

International Law.

Table 4.3: Recognition of Non-State Actors in Intemational Law

Statement |[Yes No

Non-State Actors recognition81% 19%

in the International Law

The findings indicate that majority (81%) of thespendents were of the opinion that the Non-
State Actors were recognized in International Lawe findings however revealed that the
international law was set in a way it cateres dialy sovereign nations as subject of legal
personality, this principle in the law does notegnoom to other entities to have a foot in the
international stage, but with the change of timd ather developments, there is now a great
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need in our world more than before for the recagniof the Non-State Actors in the world
affairs. Non-State Actors are nowadays wieldingoasiderable amount of power in terms of

socio-economic and political pow#t.

It is believed that in the whole world, the Non-&aictors are representing a population of many
millions more than some of the United Nations menfbates that have only few hundred as
their population. Also the Non-State Actors areogimg a good number of constituents such as
faith based organizations with Roman Catholics r€indhat has its worldwide population in
nearly billions, Islamic followers also inhabitirgbig number of countries in the Middle East,
Asian countries, North African Countries and recemtrease of population in European
countries, these figures representing the faitredbasrganizations, when put together would

exceed more than half of the world actual popuhatio

On the other hand, the Non-State Actors are cumtbodi the world wealth with Multi-National
Corporations (MNCs) owning asset of billions if notlions of Dollars in both service and
finance. In this regards, many Multi-National Cagioion (MNCs) may dictate term when it
comes to issue of politics that has direct beadnghe company’s interests before that of the
state interests; for example to discuss issue wir@mmental matters such as Green Houses
Gases (GHG),the government of the United Stateunable to sign Kyoto Protocol simply
because some of its giant companies like Exxonnigrest is at stake, here the leverage is very
clear by the Non-State Actors, so conventional mimsdvould have it that engaging Exxon Oil
company in environmental diplomacy would yield mbtets than dealing with the United State
Government on the matter at hand. In this resplketmanifestation of power, here is the first

concept that the international law uses as a faotoreasure and recognize the state.

** Ibid
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Many Non-State Actors have all what it takes toreeognized as a legal personality in the
international law with few exceptions such as dafinerritories, and governments, as stipulated
in the Montevideo Convention of 1933, so therefateyould be an extra advantage to the
international community to have a third power ie thternational politics besides the state and

the supranational organizations for fruitful andrse global partnership and dialogue.

4.10 Partnership as proceeding Concept

> The concept of Partnership could in the first plaerve as beginning phase of application of
Polylateral Diplomacy where the Regional Organaagicould take a lead in engaging the Non-
State Actors on a partnership basis as it was pregel5 years ago by the European Union
which led to the birth of the Cotonou Agreementaasasis for Non-State Actors engagement in
the world. This concept is also adapted by the édhillations by going into partnership with
some Non-Governmental Organizations through emtgisthem with some issues in their
agenda for either implementation or in terms ofblbg in favour of the issues at the

international affairs®

The other supranational organizations are alsoinedjuo borrow a leave from the European
Union and the United Nations to set precedencaisdirection. The African Union (AU), the

Organization of South American States, AssociatibSouth East Asian Nations (ASEAN) and
other regional bodies could be encouraged to take lold step. This process should be
considered as a first phase of Polylateral Diplgmiachelp build a kind of mutual trust and
understanding that is needed among and betweenctioes. The supranational organizations

after this partnership would in turn introduce Mhen-State Actors’ role into their member states

5 Margaret E. Keck and Kathryn Sikkinkctivists beyond Borders: Advocacy Networks inrfriional Politics
Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1998.
*% |bid
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with higher degree of ease for a fully pledged menthip and diplomatic engagement in this

respect, there after Polylateral Diplomacy wouldrbpractice of the diplomatic engagem&ht.

The State Actors, the Supranational Institutions Rolylateral Diplomacy through this
partnership assigned to each entity a particulertmplay in the concept of the partnership, the
role may include current issue in the world affasgch as Green Houses Gas (GHG), and other
matters of global warming where no country is pedily willing to take lead, world economic
issues, international security and related thraeats advocacy on other issues of human rights

and minority groups’ rights.

The partnership share should be as follows: Stattord should for time being control a
percentage of 60 % of the matters at hand, Non/ettas could go for control of 25 % and the

Regional Organizations could have control of 15%.

" Robert Cooper (2003)The Breaking of Nations: Order and Chaos in the ftydirst Century New York:
Atlantic Monthly Press, 2003.
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4.11 Conclusion

According to the findings nowadays, sovereignestadlmost universally conduct bilateral
diplomacy with other sovereign states and multitdteliplomacy in groups of three or more
states, but a good deal of the world’s politicatively no longer falls within these two
dimensions of state-to-state diplomacy. That is ahthird dimensions what is referred to as
Polylateral or state-non-stategiplomacy is needed. The evidence produced irp#st decade
on what future relations between sovereign statelsteansnational civil society actors will be
decidedly mixed. But even if Polylateral diplomalegs not yet been fully conceptualized, it
captures this important category of interactionsvorld politics that flows logically from the
bilateral and multilateral categories. Whether srational civil society actors will be absorbed
and socialized by territorial, state-based diplomatilture, or whether driven by their concerns
about global issues from human rights to climatange, and connected by “borderless”
technology-enhanced networks these actors will datimely shape and socialize the prevailing

diplomatic culture®

8 Richard Price, “Reversing the Gun Sights: Trarienat Civil Society Targets Land Mines)hternational
Organization vol. 52, no. 3 (Summer 1998), p. 615.
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CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Introduction
This chapter presents the summary of the findimmgsclusions based on the findings and

recommendations to “Theublic Diplomacy: The Advent of PolylateraliSm

5.2 Discussion of the findings

This research is about the advent of Polylaterplddnacy as a new evolving and trending mode
of public Diplomacy; Polylateral Diplomacy is thgoe of diplomacy that involves entities such
as state actors, supranational institutions orgafistates acting together and a Non-State Actor
in an official engagement. The Purpose of Polydtddiplomacy is to establish a global
partnership concept through a systemic reportingyrounications and negotiation on issues of
mutual benefits. The primary concept of this resleas to come up with a meaningful reform in
the international system which would give adequsypace to the new and emerging actors in the
international stage after quite long period ofdiwf dominance by the traditional state actors

and their linked regional authorities.

The main objective of the research is to recommenthe appropriate approaches and
mechanisms for adequate responses to the challaigd®e time that topped in the list by
globalization and fast proliferation of various pevul actors at the international stage, these
actors are known according to the Cotonou agreermsnton-State Actors. The Polylateral
Diplomacy as perceived by this research doesrdhinway come to replace or compete with the
already existing modes of diplomacy (Bilateral andltilateral Diplomacies), but, it is here to
complement them for complete resolution of presgjludpal issues in a partnership concept for
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global peace and tranquillity. The Conceptual frenmi for this research is derived from the
constructivist theory narrowed down to two main -sobcepts of assimilation and

accommodatiorthat are aiming at incorporating new ideas inbe already existing framework
without necessarily changing the original framewarkl the constructivist thinking which deals

with reframing ones’ mind set and representatiofit tand suit new experience respectively.

In the research, the question of how the traditiaators in diplomacy respond to the role and
recognition of the new actors that are emerging) witicacy and efficiency, this is discussed and
finalized with some findings that include eitherdeonization of the old structures and actors of
the diplomacy or minimize some of their roles ligeving up practicing of some other

approaches: for example, public diplomacy which hedeady been taken over almost
completely by the Non-State Actors that had beewtprally seen as doing it with high degree of
satisfaction and efficiency that is beyond reastdbubt. In the previous paragraphs it is also
recommended that incorporating and accommodatiead\ttim-State through legal framework in

recognition of their efficiency and effective ragesaid to be one of the appropriate responses.

5.3 Conclusion

As we have seen in the historical prospective plodhacy as a human field of practices, major
events in the world affairs had had much bearinghendevelopment of diplomacy as a field.
The evolution of diplomacy had helped shape theeisthe structures and actors in the field of
diplomacy at the international arena. Early on,fible started as an errand business of kings and
gueens with their noble men to carry messages evfdipnitaries to their counterparts across,
until a time when the field was developed, strusduand formalized as an official business and
channel of communication between governments wheresident ambassador was appointed

and exchanged to manage what became knowilateral Diplomacy In the middle of the
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twenty Century, the after math of the World Wabidbught about the conference diplomacy that
later labelled a8Vultilateral Diplomacy’; this kind of diplomatic engagement brought abitnet

collective management of the world affairs wheresgeof cooperation was developed and
cherished and pacific means of disputes settlenvastalso encouraged to uphold peaceful co-

existence of member state of the United Nations.

With the turn of twenty century and advent of twefitst century, a technological development
known as globalization came into international tietes with rapid force that facilitated a quick
proliferation of effective and well organized awell equipped private but powerful entities
that play a great role in development; these estivhich later on named as Non-State Actors
are lacking any legal recognition in the internagiblaw despite all the efficacy and efficiency
they command and enjoy, this lack of recognitiondered and/or short-chained their role and

performance in the international relations.

This research title®ublic Diplomacy: The Advent of Polylateralissnmeant to bring into legal
status the role of the Non-Sate Actors into therimtional arena through recognition and by use
of the concept of partnership to incorporate ancbacnodate the Non-State Actors into the
international system as to legalize their actigitimmder international law. The Non-State Actors
through the Polylateral Diplomacy would adequatedyp address some of the challenges posed
by the globalization and also to see to it that stetes which are the traditional actors in the
international relations respond to the new modéigibmacy so that a globalized world becomes
a good place for all and governable through pastripr of various actors to safeguard
international peace and security for sustainableeldgment. This is why “Polylateral

Diplomacy is the new mode of the international engagement.
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5.4 Recommendations

After all the discussion that this research hadeutadten, it would be of paramount importance
to give some recommendations that the traditiontdra, and the new actors in the international
relations adopt to suit the changing aspects oibrdd politics in terms of structures, actors and

issues. Some of these recommendations are:-

1. There is a great need as of now to establish a améxrh through which the international
system could fairly serve the interest of the stattors and the Non-State Actors for

collective gain in that it would in turn bring aliagglobal peace and tranquillity.

2. The International system through a legal framewstdch as “Polylateralism” to
incorporate the Non-State Actors that should fgiliarantee their participations as equal
partners in strategic decision making issues rathem the low politics matters only in

the international stage.

3. Supranational institutions should chart the wawbnd for this partnership so that the
member states of the regional authorities may buitsle and adequate mutual trust and
understanding that would serve as safety assuance the state actors are so sensitive

with issue of sovereignty more than other mattetsaad.

4. Conventional wisdom have it that to avoid the wiohgse of Non-State Actors’ power
that would have negative impact on the internatigeace and security, the Non-State

Actors must be brought under the legal frameworthefinternational rule of law.(IROL)

5. With the very much felt impacts of globalizatiohetglobalized world becomes a place
of widening, deepening, speeding up and growingaichpf unlimited interconnectedness
which bring more fragmentations and generating phwsources of frictions, conflicts
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and peace, in this sense there must be dire needpafadigm shift in the manner
everything is being perceived and approached,hlieraust include rethinking relations
and the resetting of international institutions tisat they raise above the traditional way

of power distribution and use.

. Positive partnership is needed to help and congilpositively for maintenance of

international peace and security with effectiverol various actors.

71



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Arsenault, A. (2009) Public Diplomacy 20’ in Sieb(Pd) Toward A New Public Diplomacy,
New York: Palgrave Macmillan, pp 135-153

Art, R J & Jervis, R (2011) International Politidsnduring Concept and Contemporary Issues
(10", ed), New York: Pearson Education.

Bernstein and Cashore,B (2007) Can Non State Gl@mlernment be Legitimate ? In E
.Sorensen and J. Torfing (ed) Theories of Demaxddétworks Governance: London,
Rouledge.

Castle, Manuel (2008), The New Public Sphere: Gl@inl Society, Communication Networks
and Global Governance, The Annals of the Americaad®&my for Political and Social
Science .SAGE

Christener, Jonsson, & Richard Langhorne (eds)ylRtdralism and New Modes of Global
Dialogue: Diplomacy Volume iii, London: SAGE, 2004.

Clapham, A. (2010) Human Rights Obligations of N&tate Actors, Oxford University Press,
pp53.

Commission to the Council, the European Parliamant the Economic and Social
committee.(2005) participation of Non-State Actansdevelopment policy (available
online) from http:/://feuropa.eu.int.scadplus/led\dirl2009.htm.accessed 23 December
2004.

Copeland, Daryl (2009) Guerrilla Diplomacy; Rethimk International Relations, Lynne Reinner
Publisher, Inc, pp 9-11, 37-45.

David, Held, Mathias Koening-Archibuggi (eds) In Aritan Power in the 21Century (2004)

pp 167-180.

72



Edward, M (1995). International Development NGOgeAts of Foreign Aid or Vehicles of
International Co - operations?

European Environment and Health Committee (EEH©@¥2Third Ministerial Conference on
Environment and Health (online) available from
europa.eu.int/scadplus/leg/en/lvb/r12009.htm. (ssm@25 November 2004.

Fallows, James, (2005) “Success without VictoryfieTAtlantic Monthly, 29.

FTAA Committee of Government Representatives orPicipation of Civil Society .(2003)
,Best practices and illustrative examples of catsmhs with civil society at national and
regional level, online available from

www.ftaa.alca.org/spcomm/soc/cs24rl_e.asp(acceséddnuary 2005.

Gregory, Bruce,(2011) American Public Diplomacy, dinng Characteristics, Elusive
Transformations. The Hague Journal of Diplomac2@®&L() pp 351-372.

Head R (2011) who is More Credible? Comparing tifeuénce of State and Non State Actors
on Public Diplomacy and Communication with Expennta¢ Research Paper presented
at the Annual Conference of International CommutivceAssociation Boston (MA).

Joseph, Nye, Soft Power: The means to Success itd\Wolitics (Cambridge Press Book, 2004)
pp22

Kiehl, America’s Dialogue with the World, Public domacy Council, 2006.Langhorne (2005).
The Diplomacy of Non State Actors and Statecrédt,dp 331-339.

Mellisen J (2008) Options for Public Diplomacy, THague .Clingedael Institute, 5 February

2008 (online)

73



Mellisen J (2012) “Public Diplomacy Revisited” irelk and Wiseman G (Eds) Diplomacy In A
Globalizing World: Theories and Practices New Yor®xford University Press
(forthcoming).

Mellisen,J.(2005) The New Public Diplomacy: Softwewo In International Relations,Palgrave
Macmillan.

Nicholas J.Cull.(1990) Public Diplomacy :Taxomonies and Histories
,TuchHans,N.Communicating with the World: Unted t&a Public Diplomacy
Overseasa,New York St.Martin’s Press (1990) pp.3-11

Paul, J.A (2000) NGOS and Global Policy-Making (Oe)

www.globalpolicy.org/analysis/anal.htm

Peaget,Jean.(1896-1980) Author of the Construttiisory (vww.wikipedia,lastupdated on

April 10" 2015 at 14: 38).

Public Diplomacy Magazine, University of Southern ali@rnia; August, 2012.
California.USA.The ANNALS of the American AcademiyRolitical and Social Science
(2008) 616: 31.

United Nations.(1999).United Nations conference:atvhave they accomplished?(available

online fromwww.un.org./news/facts/conference.ftatcessed April 2005.

Veddar, A(Ed) (2003) The WTO and Concerns Regardinignals and Nature, Nijmegen: Wolf
Legal Publisher.

Wiseman, Geffrey (2004) Polylateralism and New Madélobal Dialogue in Christen Jones
and Richard Logorne (ed) Diplomacy, vol iii Lond@AGE pp 36-57.

Zarei, Mohammad.H and Safari, Azar.(2007) The StafuNon State Actors Under International

Rule of Law: A Search for Global Justice.Tahranlénsity, Fuculty of Law ,pp 204-217.

74



Appendix 1: Interview guide

. What's your understanding on the Changing patternsof public diplomacy?

. What's your view on Polylateralism and its applicattoday?

. In your own opinion explain the Impact of Non-Staigors on World Politics?

. In your own opinion how efficient is the new diplaay (Polylateral Diplomacy)?
. How Important is public diplomacy in the contempgrevorld?

. What are the State responses on the emergence-ctaie actors?

. What's your view on Non-State Actors Recognitioriniternational Law?

. What is your closing remark on Polylateral pubiigldmacy?
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Appendix 2: Questionnaire

1. What s public diplomacy?

3. Does Polylateral Diplomacy affect world politics?

D4 ] = V1 o U PPUURRRS
4. Is the new diplomacy efficient? Yes [] No []

D d 0] =11 PRSP PPUPPPPTRTPR
5. Are Non-State Actors recognised in the Internatiduaav?

Yes[]No[]

EXPIAIN e ————————————————
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