

































































































































































terational system 15 most ikely to be by rather than

1d chaos.

6 THE RELEVANCE OF THE THEORY OF HEGEMONIC STABILITY IN
THE POST-COLD WAR ERA

6.1 Systemic Stability

1¢ prmary need for hegemony is undoubtedly the production of public goods. Kindleberger

anted to the public good of stability as the reason for hegemony He called for a capable

d willing state with superior power resources 1o assume the ole of a stabilizer of the

‘emational system. Stability is thus an indispensable public good denved from hegemony.

ercfore, 1f hegemony 15 unable to produce public goods in gencral and economic/political

Iility in particular, then its relevance comes into queston. The post-Cold War system

=ds both cconomic and politcal stsbility The numerous situations of political and

nomic instability in sub-Saharan Africa are in dire need of hegemonic intervention

.2 Asarchy
 post-Cold War international system 15 composed of both states and non-state actors. In
yes of realism and the Theory of Hegemonic Stabibty, states are the most important
ors of the imtemational system. Addionally, differences exist in their power. That 1s 1o
. power 13 hierarchical, but authority in the intemational system is not. All sutes arc
ereign and cqual. They have the nght to pursue their national interests 1ndependenly
hout regard to any higher authonty. For instance, the power capability of France may be
enior to that of Togo, but the authority wiclded by both states as actors in the interational
tem is equal.
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2t order and sccommodation A situaon of instability emerges; and the need for a
Jemonsc power, o impose order anscs, in the system. The hegemonic power produces

slic goods for the mutual benefit of the system

< post-Cold War systemic order s anarchic in nature States continue 10 struggle with each
et for accommodation to pursue their national interests. Cross-border clashes between
meroon and Nigena over oil-rich Bakassi peninsular poiats 10 the prevalence of anarchy in

post-Cold War systemic order Though, diplomacy and other dispute scttlement
chanism have been employed, the dispute does not seem to be resolved Occasionally,
re are border skimushes between the two states. It would not be a difficult thing for a
1emon o use its superior power to put the matter to rest permanently. It actually lies within
hegemon's right to either use coercion or diplomacy supported by its preponderant power
woduce peace and stability 1n the system.

3 Regime Creation

senclever ef al'” opined that regimes are (or involve) public goods. The dominant power
er supplies them unilaterally or facilitates their creation When the interests of states
verge in an issue-area, rules are made to facibitate cooperation and 1o produce public

ds. International regimes are obviously in the interest of all states. Both classical realists

! the hegemony in the regimes.®
»realists believe that without hegemony, public goods including regimes will be
ersupplied.

postCold War system has seen the of issues. Issuc-arcas as

orism, HIV/AIDS, exacerbating poverty trends, and civil wars, amongst others, ncd
% attention. The crestion of intemational regims in areas where the interests of staes

verge will surely facilitate iterstate cooperation and finally produce public goods

@



64 Sebsidising Public Goods Production

y rational calculation, the hegemonic power finds it in \ts private interest to produce some
 the public goods without sharing cost with the system. In such a sysiem, the benevolent
ader, for 1nstance, supports the provision of public goods Small states exploit the leader’s
wpability and interest to provide public goods. Thus, public goods are accessed by states

specrally small ones) at a lower cost.

be post-Cold War international system surcly, needs such a facility. There has been an
crease 1 conflicts around the world, since the end of the Cold War ™ If the cost of
‘oducing political stability in Africa, the Middle East and Latin America could be subsidised
/2 hegemonic power, then LDCs could afford to invest their scanty resources in other areas
“ natonal interest. The decline of conflicts in the South would translate into systemic

abilnty, peace, more investments, better renums and prospenty

6.4 Producing Other Public Goods

1e need for a lot of public goods in the post-Cold War intemational system partly justifies
¢ continued relevance of the Theory of Hegemonic Stability Charles Kindleberger™ called
© & hegemonic state to provide an open market for distressed goods, long term lending.
scount facilives for states in crisis; but public goods needed in the post-Cold War
temational system go beyond these They include Regulation of Multinational Corporations

1INCs), C Protection, Aid to Less
+veloped Countnes (LDCs), Fisheries Conservation and many more. Surely, a hegemonic
wer 15 betier placed to orgamise the international system 0 produce public goods In the
sence of hegemony, cooperation among nations becomes scarce. A typical example 1 the.
llapse of the 1999 WTO mimstenal meeting in Scattle, where cooperation eluded the North
d South countnes over agncultural barmers and antidumping legsstanon *'
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37 THE CHALLENGES OF THE THEORY OF HEGEMONIC STABILITY IN
THE POST-COLD WAR ERA

3.7.1 The Rise of Non-State Actors

Ihe assumption by Realism and the Theory of Hegemonic Stability that states are the most
mportant actors in the intemational system raises eyebrows in the post-Cold War era In the
»ra under consideration, the power capabilities of both state actors and non-state actors have
‘hanged tremendously. For instance, the economic power of & company like- [nternational
3usiness Machines Corporation (IBM) is bigger than the Gross National Product (GNP) of
Norway, Belgium or Greece Economically speaking, [BM 1s more important to Belgium

han Burundy, a former Belgian colony.**

Jesides, a terronst attack like that of the September 11, 2001, reinforces the nising power of
ion-state actors If non-state actors (for instance, ferronsts) can attack a state, then the.
‘onsequence of this on the Theory of Hegemonic Stability is adverse. In response to the
\menca-led invasion of Iraq in 2003, Osama Bn Laden (head of Al Quacda-terronst group)
hreatened that, “we reserve the nght to respond at the appropriate time and place against all
he countries participating n this unjust war, particularly Britain, Spain, Australia, Poland,
apan and ltaly. The Islamic countries who participste will not be exempt.”** The nse in the
rower of non-states actors scnously challenges the Theory of Hegemonic Stability in post-

‘old War era

7.2 Global Democracy and Multilateralism

“harlotie Gogstad argues that there has been the umversalisaton of Westem hiberal
emocracy as the final form of human government * If this 15 truc, then the argument by
lassical realists for the umlateral leadership of the micmational system by & dominant state
Al be stifled by global democracy
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& post-Cold War world in the sense that 1t supports the stability of the intemational system
wus, umilateralism (except for self-defence -as pertains in article 51 of the UN Charter) has
+ place in the UN system for pursuing international peace and security. The post-Cold War

eid has rather seen much of unilateralism, and this has created more uncertanty.

7.3 Weapons of Mass Destruction
1 proliferation of nuclear weapons in the post-Cold War era 1s a matter of great concern. In
= Cold War years, both superpowers realised that if nuclear war ensued, there would be no
“tor. Rather, mutual destruction was assured. United States President Ronald Reagan
:peatedly asserted that a nuclear war can not be won and must never be fought” !
mularly, Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachey said that, “there is lack of proportionality in

clear war” and that “the destruction would far outweigh any conceivable political goal."**

‘gardless of the position of thesc superpowers, some states in the post-Cold War era are
ssionate about possessing chemical, biological, and nuclear weapons. North Korea is a
neal example of o state that is passionate about pursuing nuclear wcapons programme.
rhaps nuclear-passionate states take inspiration from the impression that China won a seat
the UN Security Council because of her nuclear program ** The development of winning
lucal and economic leverage in the system through the pursuit of nuclear programmes is
cardous for systemic stbility and severely damages the relevance of the Theory of
gemonic Swbility in the era under consideration. Military superionty 15 a key factor of
semomc power. And in & system where several states (including small and weak oncs)

+¢ access o nuclear weapons, it bocomes clear that hegemony 1 challenged.



3.74 Ecomemic and Socisl Threats
In 2004, & UN report on threats, challenges and changes m the world outlined poverty,
infectious diseases and environmental degradation among others as 1ssues that negauvely

affect the secunty of the world

The UN Secretary-General 1n the same document pointed out that poverty and infectious
discases threaten human life and provide a fertile breeding-ground for other threats including
civil wars to emerge "' The World Bank revealed that 1/6 of the world's people produce 78%
of the world’s income. Their average wage per day is $70. Again, 3/5 of the world's people
are in 61 poorest countnes recenving 6% of the world’s income (or an average wage of $2
daily) " The rate of disease infection, including HIV/AIDS, has reached astronomical fevels
1n the post-Cold War era These together wth conflict situations abound 1n countnies of the

South especially in Africa.

Hegemony, in a system charactensed by such threats, is likely to experience difficulties A
cocreve leader 1n such a sysiem wall force states o contribute towards the provision of public
goods Coercion in this regard is Iikely to meet resistance from states suffening from
economic and social threats. Such states will most likely perceive the hegemonic order as
ieginmate and hurting and will seck 1o undermine . The post-Cold War intemational
system is challenged with n widening gap between the rich North and the poor South. There
eusts the perception that the North is exploitative of the South and some elements of the
South resent the post-Cold War systemic order

375 Transaationsl Organised Crimes
In the post-Cold War ycars there has been an upsurge in the incidence of cyber crime

{ntemet related crimes), human trafficiang. drug trafficking and money Iaundering among
others These tnasmational crimes are commitied by nationals of both nch and poor statcs
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374 Ecosomic and Social Threats
In 2004, & UN report o threats, challenges and changes in the world outlined poverty,
infectious diseases and emvironmental degradation among others as issucs that negatively

affect the secunty of the world

The UN Secretary-General in the same document pointed out that poverty and infectious
diseases threaten human ife and provide a fertile breeding-ground for other threats including
il wars to emerge.” The World Bank revealed that 1/6 of the world's people produce 78%
of the world's income. Their average wage per day 1s $70 Again, /5 of the world's people
are in 61 poorest countries receiving 6% of the world's income (or an average wage of $2
daily) " The rate of disease infection, including HIV/AIDS, has rcached astronomical levels
i the post-Cold War era. These together with conflict situations abound n countries of the
South espectally 1n Africa.

tlegemony, in a system charactensed by such threats, is likely 10 expenence difficulties A
socreive leader in such a system will force states to contribute towards the provision of public
300ds Coercion in this regard is likely to meet resistance from states suffering from
sconomuc and social threats. Such states will most likely perceive the hegemonic order as
llegtimate and hurung and will seek to undermine it. The post-Cold War interational
system is challenged with 8 widening gap between the rich North and the poor South. There
sists the perception that the North is explostative of the South and some elements of the
South resent the post-Cold War systemic order.

175 Trausaationsl Organised Crimes

o the post-Cold War years there has been an upsurge n the incidence of cyber cnme
taternet related crumes), buman tmfficking. drug tafficking and money laundening among
thers. These transnational cimes are commitied by nationals of both rih and poor states
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“yher crime, for instance, does not require any physical cross-boarder movemen by human
muuﬂMwmmMcmlemewmm-m
3f time and exccuted by well trained people, with great skill and accuracy Hegemony in the
years under consideration would have to contend not only with states in  system but also
with briiant individuals and groups and demonstrate superior power in their fespective

Jomains

38  ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST AMERICAN HEGEMONY

IN THE POST-COLD WAR ERA.

Francis Fukuyama’s” thoughts on the “end of history” relate well with the Gramscian notion
of hegemony, where ideology is central to the assertion of hegemony He argued that the
post-Cold War era marks the end of all 1deological struggles with liberalism. Be it with
Marxism, Commumsm, Nazism or Fascism The demise of all other ideologies and the
survival of Iiberalism marks Amenican hegemony He predicts that the post-Cold War era will
be passionately driven by economics, concems for the environment and the solving of

technical problems

G. John Ikenberry™ sces American hegemony in the post-Cold War cra He states that
Amenca dominates the world as no state ever has. Major states do not seem to challenge its
dominance. Europe is drawn nward, Japen and Germany depend on Amencan secunty,
Russia 1s & quasi-formal secunity partner to Amenca, and for the moment, China seems to

accommodate American dominance

‘Amenca-led nvasions of Afghamistan and Iraq, 1ts war ou terronism and expanded military
budget distingushes Amencan power from all others 1n the 21 century. The United States is
not just a superpower, 1t produces world order [kenberry explains Amenican-led order as a
negotated sysiem In this order, the US produces public goods-extension of secunty and
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Cyber crime, fot instance, does not require any physical cross-boarder movement by human
bengs as drug trafficking does. These cnmes are carefully thought out, planned over 8 period
of time and executed by well trained people, with great skill and accuracy. Hegemony in the
)elr!\lldﬂmnwwnnldhlvemmmmdmtauymmmmlsyﬂunbuilhn
with biliant individuals and groups and demonstrate supenor power in their respective

domains

38  ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINS] AMERICAN HEGEMONY

IN THE POST-COLD WAR ERA.

Francis Fukuyama’s”’ thoughts on the “end of history” relate well with the Gramscian notion
of begemony, where ideology is central o the assertion of hegemony. He argued that the
post-Cold War era marks the end of all ideological struggles with liberalism. Be it with
Manusm, Communism, Nazism or Fascism. The demise of all other idcologies and the
survival of liberalism marks Amencan hegemony. He predicts that the post-Cold War era will
be passionately driven by economics. concerns for the environment and the solving of

technical problems.

G. John Ikenberry™ secs Amencan hegemony in the post-Cold War era He states that
Amenca domunates the world as no state ever has Major states do not seem to challenge its
dominance. Europe is drawn inward, Japan and Germany depend on American secunity,
Russia is a quasi-formal secunty partner (0 Amenca, and for the moment, China seems 1o
‘accommodate Amencan dominance.

America-led invasions of Afghamistan and Iraq, 1ts war on terronsm and expanded military
budget distinguishes Amencan power from all others in the 21* century. The United States is
ot just & supcrpowcr. it produces world order Ikcnberry explains Amencan-led order as a
negouated sysiem In this order, the US produces public goods-exicnsion of securtty and
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upport for an open trade regime n retum for cooperation from states 1n the intemational
ystem. Rules and institutions are used to exercise the system. And lastly, weak states in the
yslem are given “voice opportunitics” (informal aceess to policy making processes of both
Amenca and intergovernmental institutions) He explained further that Amenca supports this
wder with 1ts cconomic and military power The order is hierarchical and supports the

xpansion of democracy and capitalism 1n the world

‘ax Amencana exists indeed. Like the Roman Empire. America has open citizenship. In
003, 1t conferred citizenship status on some of its soldiers serving i Iraq, just as crvis
omanus could be obtaned through service in the Legions. The spread of America’s
nguage, ideas and culture could also be compared to Rome at its peak What 1s more
mportant to the Theory of Hegemonic Stability is that, America produces public goods for
¢ intemational system These include maintaining peace, managing intemational trade and
nance and ensunng frecdom of the scas and skies. Amenca’s national nterest coincides.
Ath the stability and openness of the larger system But unfortunately, in its fight agamst
srrorism and Weapons of Mass Destruction, it has trampled on what sustains its hegemonic
rder- rules and institutions Moreover, its over-cmphasis on militanism undemincs 1ts
“adershup and creates more terronsts and rogue states. The potential contenders of American
zgemony, namely Russia, Europe, Japan and China are not trying to overturn the Amencan
Jpported systemic order but arc rather pursuing influence and accommodation within the

asting order

harlotic Gogstad” praised Amcncan hegemony m the post-Cold War years She
sknowledged democracy as a supenor idcology endowed with the strength to penctrate
sltures with umique traditions like that of Japan She agrees with Fukuyama that when all
ates apply the liberal-democratic ideology, the end will come.



Afeanwhile, James Kurth® backs the declinist argument and looks at what will obtain in the
ost-Cold War cra. He argued that US hegemony is eroding. He predicted that population
xplosion in America will endanger its hegemony just as what obtained dunng Brtish
egemonic decline 1n the early 19* Century. He also mentioned that the post-Cold War years

all be marked by of financial and

ansformation of agnculture; transformation of industry, and the destruction of natural

nvironment

he U'S 15 hikely to recerve the full foroe of immigration inflows. The youth of the Third
/orld are crowding the shores of the First World, with its aging populace. This will lead to
2 economic division in the First World between the old rich and the young poor History
1ay repeat itself There will be a dramatic and draconian political reaction 1 the nch and
#tled countries as when Slavic and Jewsh immigration into-Hungary and Germany
~oduced widespread racism and mistrust among German and Magyar populations. Besides,
«re will be a decline n the quality of hife of all human beings because the forces of
ansnationalism will erode the power of states. The post-Cold War world can swerve this
\happy future in the event of a great catastrophe or & major conflict. This will pave way for
new systemic order. The way for nations and individuals to survive the 21" century is to
svelop inner strengths of character-resiliency, discipline, cooperation, endurance, faith and
pe

umucl Huntington”” compares the theones of endism and dechimsm and argues that the
nited States 15 following the path of decline just as Great Brtain had done Dechinism is a
ssumistic study of history. drawing perallels between the US in the 20* Century, Britain in
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Meanwhile, James Kurth® backs the dechimist argument and looks at what will obtain in the
post-Cold War er. He argued that US hegemony is eroding He predicted that population
2xplosion in Amenca will endanger its hegemony just as what obtaincd dunng Brinsh
~egemonsc decline in the early 19* Century. He also mentioned that the post-Cold War years
wll be marked by of financial and
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The U.S 1s likely to receive the full force of immigraton inflows. The youth of the Third
World are crowding the shores of the First World, with its aging populace. This will lead to
1n economic division in the First World between the old rich and the young poor. History
nay repeat itself There wall be a dramanic and draconsan political reaction in the rich and
ienled countries as when Slavic and Jewish immigration into-Hungary and Germany
sroduced widespread racism and mistrust among German and Magyar populations Besides,
here will be a decline 1n the quality of life of all human beings because the forces of
ransnationalism will erode the power of states. The post-Cold War world can swerve this
inhappy future un the event of a great catastrophe or a major conflict. This will pave way for
4 new systemic order The way for nations and individuals (o survive the 21* century is to
levelop inner strengths of character-resiliency, disciphine, cooperation, endurance, faith and
10pe

samuel Huntington'’ compares the theones of endism and dechinism and argues that the
Jnited States is following the path of decline just as Great Britain had done Declinism is a
jessumustc study of history, drawing parallels between the US in the 20* Century, Britain in
2 19° Century and other powers 1n the earhier centunes Its proponents and critics debate



the relevance of these parallels and argue over detailed economic data of economic growth,
productivity, defence spending, savings and investment

Endism on the other hand 15 optimistic sbout the future of the world. In its most developed
form as with Fukuyama’s argument, it 15 premised on philosophical speculation rather than
histoncal analysis. It 1s not based on much evidence from history as on assumptions about
hustory Declinism is determinsstic that nations follow a path of rise, expansion and dechine.
Endism contrasts this sharply by asserting that nations escape from history. Declinism secks
1o wam nations facing decline and reverse the decline in the process Endism on the other
hand provides an illuston of well being This encourages complacency rather than caution to
check any decline Kenneth Monoque, ™ identified the key concepts of Declinism as vitality

and mechamism Decline happens, he stated, when creativity subsides into routine.

Huntington argucs that the result of erroncous Endism arguments 15 subversive and far more
dangerous than dechnist arguments 1n error. He pointed out that the end of the Cold War docs
not mean the end of politcal, ideological, diplomatic, economic, technological or even
miliary nvalry. It could rather mean the end of a long peace. He argucd contrary to
Fukuyama that though 1deologses fade in a generation, they may reappear 1n another with
renewed strength. He pownted o the unpopulanty of cconomic liberalism from the 1940s to
the 1960s. However, by the Late 19705 it had gained 30 much currency among economists.

Michacl Hirsh™ argues that the declaration of the Bush doctrine “either you are with us or
you are with the terrorists™ has a near hegemonic effects on the imemnational system. The
Bush doctnine, declared on Sepicmber 20, 2001 has totally transformed American external
behaviour. it has become the basis for unprecedented assertiveness since the beginning of the

. #Cold War. The thoughts of Hirsh appear 10 favour Amencan hegemony since the declaration
of the Bush doctne.
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Endism on the other hand 15 optimustic sbout the future of the world. In its most developed
form as with Fukuyama’s argument, it 15 premised on philosophical speculation rather than
Histoncal analysis It is not based on much evidence from history as on assumptions about
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Endism contrasts this sharply by asserting that nations escape from history. Declinism seeks
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Huntington argues that the result of erroncous Endism arguments is subversive and far more
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not mean the end of poliucal, 1deological, diplomatic, economic, technological or even
military nvalry. It could rather mean the end of a long peace. He argued contrary to
Fukuyama that though 1deologies fade in a generation, they may reappear n another with
renewed strength. He pointed to the unpopularity of economic liberalism from the 1940s to
he 19605 However, by the late 1970s it had gained so much currency among cconomists.

Michael Hirsh” argues that the declaration of the Bush doctrine “either you are wath us or
+ou are with the terrorists™ has a near hegemonic effects on the imtemational system. The
3ush doctrine, declared on September 20, 2001 has totally transformed Amencan external
xchaviour 1t has become the basis for unprecedented assertiveness since the beginning of the
Zold War The thougits of Hirsh appear to favour Amencan hegemony since the declaration
*f the Bush doctnne.



Robert Kagan® argues that Amencan leadership is in cnisis He points to the clashing views
of Europe and America in arcas including, war, agriculture and trade. In war for instance,
whereas over 80% of Americans want justice through war, less than 50% of Europeans agree

with that

Michael J Glennon®’ asserts that the failure of the UN Secunity Council to achieve
cooperation among Permanent Members over Imaq in 2003 is cvidence of Amencan
hegemony Amenca was simply bent on having its way. France resents hegemony in the post-

Cold War era It wants a multi-polar world.

William Wallace” is of the opinion that unilateralism exists in American leadership And it
costs cooperation. This argument 1s similar to nco-realists position on unilateralism n
hegemony Wallace argues further, that the United States has need of partners in global
diplomacy Europe is the most dependable partner it could have Europe and America share
membership in the same organisations (NATO & OECD) and have cooperated with each
other in arcas such as combating money lsundering, drug trafficking and illegal-refugee
smuggling.

39 DOES HEGEMONY EXIST IN THE POST-COLD WAR ERA?

According 1o the Theory of Hegemonic Stability, a state attains hegemony when it dominates
the rules by which international political and economic relations are conducted. The theory
also emphasises 1dcology and mulitary might as important sources of power for attaining
begemony Therefore. the following types of power wil be used 1 test for the presence of
hegemony in the post-Cold War era. They are ideology. cconomic and poltical power
1ogether with mulitary mght



Robert Kagan® argues that Amencan leadership 1s i crisis. He points to the clashing views
of Europe and America in arcas including, war, agriculture and trade. In war for instance,
whereas over 80% of Amencans want justice through war, less than 50% of Europeans agree

with that

Michael J. Glennon*! asserts that the falure of the UN Security Council to achieve
cooperauon among Permanent Members over Iraq in 2003 15 evidence of American
hegemony Amenca was simply bent on having its way. France resents hegemony 1n the post-

Cold War era. It wants a mult-polar world.

William Wallace*® is of the opnion that umilateralism exasts in Amenican leadership And 1t
costs cooperabon. This argument 1s similar to neo-realists position on unilateralism 1n
hegemony Wallace argues further. that the United States has need of partners in global
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other in areas such as combating money laundering. drug trafficking and illegal-refugee
smuggling

39 DOES HEGEMONY EXIST IN THE POST-COLD WAR ERA?

According 10 the Theory of Hegemonic Stabiinry, 8 state attains hegemony when it dominates
the rules by which ntermational political and economic relations are conducted. The theory
also emphasises idcology and mulitary might as important sources of power for atiaiming
begemony. Therefore, the following types of power will be used to test for the presence of
begemony 1n the post-Cold War cra. They are wdeology. cconomic and political power
together with military might



39.1 Ideology

The rescarch points o the fact that, the United States stands out tall as the wdeological
hegemon n the post-Cold War systemic order, since the demisc of Soviet communism
cmﬂmoupud"nmmmm-uymmwummammpdmw
-mw-mmummnmmwmmurm«mmm

cconomics’

392 Economic Power

A study of the three most important cconomic imstitutions of the world showed that the
United States dominated both the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund - Don
Babai** stated that in the World Bank, the United States wields preponderant tnfluence
among states to the extent that it determines which 1ssues should dominate the organisation’s
agenda.

The Intemations] Monetary Fund is primarily dominated by nch and powerful states
including United States, Germany, Japan, Britain and France Among these top four nations,
the United States commands preponderant power with the highest voting share of almost one-
fifth. With this power, it could block any change in the structure of the organisation or 1n the

distribunion of quotas. Here also, United States dominance 1s clear.

Even though the United States 15 the biggest economy in the post-Cold War era, it does not
dominate the world trade regime. It can not therefore be argued that the United States single-

handed)y domunates the rules the €conomic system.

393 Political Power

In the post-Cold War era, the UN with membership of 192 states as of 2002 has remasned
unchanged despite calls for reforms.** Cooperanion 1n the Secunty Council is better in the
post-Cold War em, than during the Cold War years The US also contributes the most to
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39.1 Ideology

The rescarch points to the fact that, the United States stands out tall as the ideological
hegemon in the post-Cold War systemic order, since the demisc of Soviet communism.
Charlotte Gogstad” argues that “virtually all advanced states have liberal democratic political
insututions, and a great number of other states are moving 1n the direction of market-onented

cconomics’

392 Economic Power

A study of the three most important cconomic insttutions of the world showed that the
United States dominated both the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. Don
Baba* stated that in the World Bank, the United States wields preponderant influence
among states to the extent that 1t determines which 1ssues should dominate the orgamisation’s

agenda.

The Intemational Monetary Fund 1s pnmanly dominated by nch and powerful states
including United States, Germany, Japan, Brtain and France Among these top four nations,
the United States commands preponderant power with the highest voting share of almost one-
fifth. With this power. 1t could block any change in the structure of the organisation or in the

distnbution of quotas Here also, United States dominance is clear.

Even though the United States 1s the biggest economy n the post-Cold War era, 1t does not
dominate the world trade regime. It can not therefore be argued that the United States single-
handedly dominates the rules and armangement that gover the international economic system

393 Political Power

In the post-Cold War era, the UN with membershup of 192 states as of 2002 has rematned
unchanged despite calls for reforms.® Cooperation 1n the Security Council is better in the
post-Cold War era, than duning the Cold War years The US also contnbutes the most to
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" finance UN budgets. It pays 25% of the regular budget whilst most countries pay & mummum
of 0.01%.* This scems like a hegemonic role, where the benevolent leader acts on its long
um.mmnmau-nmmumsmmm“mm,munmmm
cost of organising the system. The issue of sccurity ranks high in the agenda of the political
system of states Thus, the use of force among states 1s critical to the matenance of

International peace and secunty by the UN.

1n 1991, when the collective sccunty principle was tested by the invasion of Kuwait by Irag,
n.covpm.ummnm-dWmmmumapglmnfmmﬁumxuwm“ n
2003, however, the collective secunty prnciple was challenged by the umilateral action of
Amenica when it used force against Iraq without Secunty Council authonisation. The Secunty
Council was divided over the issue, but Amenca claims it acted in self defence under article

51 of the UN Charter.

By these two scenanos, the capability of the UN in organising the world’s political system
the post-Cold War era comes into question America would be usurping the pnmary role of
the organisation f 1ts action 1n 2003 does not meet the requirements for self-defence. But if it
does, then 1t could be argued that 1t acted withun the law. In the event that the Amencan
action falls short of sclf-defence (which was the case in the 2003 invasion of Iraq), then that

would amount 1o challenging the United Nations system in the post-Cold War era

It could be argued that Amenea's unilateral invasion of Iraq fits the unilateral action required
of hegemonic states in the process of producing public goods for the intemational system. If
Amenca’s invasion of Iraq was to maintain intermanional peace and secunty, then the Theory

of Hegemonsc Stability wil sce that action as an effort 1o assert hegemony

Other than that, the UN Charter does not permit hegemony The nature of the UN system
itself promotes multlsteral leadership of the world poliical system. The veto wielding

Y 4



finance UN budgets. It pays 25% of the regular budget whilst most countries pay 8 minimum
of 0.01%. This secms like a hegemonic role, where the benevolent leader acts on its long
\erm unterest rather than struggle over short term ends wath states. The leader thus, bears the
cost of organusing the system. The issuc of security ranks high in the agenda of the politcal
system of states Thus, the use of force among states 15 criical to the maintenance of

intemational peace and securty by the UN.

In 1991, whe the collective secunty principle was tesied by the nvasion of Kuwait by Iraq,
the orgamsation had broad support around the world to cxpel Iraqi forces from Kuwait ” In
2003, however, the collective secunty principle was challenged by the unilateral action of
Amenca when 1t used force against Iraq without Security Council authonsation. The Secunity
Council was divided over the issue, but America claims it acted in self defence under article
51 of the UN Charter

By these two scenanos, the capability of the UN in organising the world's political system in
the post-Cold War era comes into question. Amenica would be usurping the pnmary role of
the organisation if 1ts action in 2003 does not meet the requirements for self-defence But if it
does, then it could be argued that it acted within the law. In the event that the Amencan
action falls short of self-defence (which was the case in the 2003 invasion of Iraq), then that

would amount 10 challcnging the United Nations system in the post-Cold War era

1t could be argued that Amenca’s unilateral invasion of Iraq fits the unilateral action required
of hegemonsc states 1n the process of producing public goods for the ntcmational system If
Amenca’s invasion of Iraq was to ma:ntain isternational peace and security, then the Theory

of Hegemonic Stability will see that action as an effort to assert hegemony

Other than that, the UN Charter does not permit hegemony The nature of the UN system
itself promotes mululateral icadershup of the world polical sysicm. The veto wielding
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Permancnt Members of the Sccunty Council, challenge the Theory of Hegemonic Stability
wathin the UN system. To this end, it 1s argued that there 15 no clear demonstration of
hegemony in the UN system in particulas. Moreover, since UN membership includes almost
all states 1n the world, the argument may even be extended that, no state single-handedly
dominates the rules and amangcments by which the world's political system is conducted.

394 Military Might
Mhlitary might is indispensable n upholding order in the post-Cold War world. The UN does
ot have an army of 1ts own, 1t rehes on member-states for support. In the post-Cold War era,
the US amy has been very supportive of the organisanion. For instance in Operation Desert

Storm® in 1991, 1t played a significant role in expelling Iraq: forces from Kuwart

According 10 the 2005 edition of the World Almanacs and Book of Facts,” the US military
budget 15 the biggest in the world. The country spends more on its military than the next
twelve countnes combined US defence Expenditure as of 2002 was 329 6 (§ billions) whilst
that of China (the second largest expenditure) was 48.4 (S billions) With an active roop
strength of 1,414 (thousands) America ranks second to China, India is third, followed by
North Kores, Russia, South Kores, Pakistan, Iran and Turkey. Germany has the eighteenth
largest active troops in the world whilst France 15 the twentieth; Japan is twenty-second
followed by Italy and United Kingdom. For Rescrve Troop Strength, America is the sixth
largest in the world with 1259 (thousands) whilst South Korea is the first with 4,500
(thousands) troops*

The United States clearly has dominant military power which 1t uses 1o support the UN
s\siem in vanous ways. In the Far East, for instance, US amy presence contributes
sigficantly 1o the stability of the region '’ Japan, China, the two Koreas, and arguably

Russia seem to be comforble with Amencan Naval presence 1n South-East Asia.
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Permanent Members of the Sccunty Council, challenge the Theory of Hegemonic Stability
wathin the UN system. To this end. 1t is argued that there is no cleas demoastration of
hegemony in the UN system in particulas. Moreover, since UN membership includes almost
all states in the world, the argument may even be extended that, no state single-handedly

dominates the rules and armangements by which the world’s political system 15 conducted.

3.9.4 Military Might

Mulitary might 1s indispensable 1n upholding order in the post-Cold War world. The UN does
ot have an army of its own, 1t rehes on member-states for support, In the post-Cold War era,
the US anmy has been very supportive of the organisanon For instance in Operation Desert

Storm® in 1991, 1t played a significant role in expelling Iragi forces from Kuwast

According 1 the 2005 edition of the World Almanacs and Book of Facts,"” the US military
budget 1 the biggest in the world. The country spends more on its military than the next
twelve countnes combined US defence Expenditure as of 2002 was 329.6 (S billions) whilst
that of China (the second largest expenditure) was 48.4 (S billions) With an actve troop
strength of 1,414 (thousands) America ranks second to China, India is third, followed by
North Korea, Russia, South Korea, Pakistan, lran and Turkey. Germany has the eighteenth
largest active troops in the world whilst France 15 the twentieth; Japan is twenty-second
followed by ltaly and Unuted Kingdom. For Reserve Troop Strength, America is the sixth
largest m the world with 1259 (thousands) whilst South Korea is the first with 4,500
(thousands) troops.*

The United States clearly has dominant military power which it uses to support the UN
system in vanous ways. In the Far East, for instance, US army presence contnbutes
significantly 1o the stability of the region *' Japen, China, the two Koreas, and arguably

Russia seem 10 be comforable with Amencan Naval presence 1n South-East Asia.
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310 HEGEMONIC DECLINE
War may be the commonest cause of hegemomic decline, but imprudent political and
economic policies may also be contnbuting factors. Benevolent hegemons who lack the
boldness to encourage other states 1o cultivate the habit of contributing towards the provision
of public goods are likely o begin the process of eroding their own economic power. In the
post-Cold War era however, these factors seem subjective. But the case is different with
Soviet hegemonic decline. A study of Soviet hegemonic decline reveals the superpower’s
economic tnability to support its defense spending in particular and its internal/external
policies in general. McNamara™ informs that Soviet defense spending was in excess of 17%
of tts Gross National Product (GNP) even though its GNP dropped from 6% growth per
annum in the 19605 0 4% per annum in the 19705 and further to 2% per annum in the early
1980 An attempt to rectfy the imbalance through Gorbachev's glasnost and perestrorka

finally resulted in the collapse of Soviet hegemony.

Amenican hegemony may have been spared a dechine by reason of its thriving economy as of
1989. McNamara® points out the fact that America had enough funds 1o support its Defense
Expenditure. [n the aflermath of the Cold War, America, the greatest power also doubles as
the greatest debtor. How scary is the Amencan defict? It is expected that in 2005, the U.S
current account deficit™ would reach 7% of Gross Domestic Product. The country continues
to finance huge milftary expenditure - bigger than the next twelve countries combined. It
appears the strongest state on earth in the aficrmath of the Cold War is heading towards the
Soviet predicament.

The study revealed that US power 1s preponderant in the post-Cold War era. Its cconomic and
political power together with 1s sdcology and military might s second to none. However, it is
unable to single-handedly dominate the rules and amangements for conducting international
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War may be the commonest cause of hegemonic decline, but imprudent political and
cconomic policies may also be contmbuting factors. Benevolent hegemons who lack the
boldness to encourage other states to cultivate the habit of contributing towards the provision
of public goods are likely to begin the process of eroding their own economic power. In the
post-Cold War era however, these factors seem subjective. But the case is different with
Soviet hegemonic decline. A study of Soviet hegemonic decline reveals the superpower’s
cconomic inability to support its defense spending in particular and its internaliexternal
policics in general. McNamara* informs that Soviet defense spending was in excess of 17%
of its Gross National Product (GNP) even though its GNP dropped from 6% growth per
anoum in the 19605 to 4% per annum in the 1970s and further to 2% per annum in the early
1980 An attempt to rectify the imbalance through Gorbachev's glasnost and perestroika
finally resulted in the collapse of Soviet hegemony.

Amenican hegemony may have been spared a decline by reason of its thriving cconomy as of
1989, McNamara® points out the fact that America had cnough funds to support its Defense
Expenditure. [n the afiermath of the Cold War, America, the greatest power also doubles as
the greatest debtor. How scary is the Amencan deficit? It is expected that in 2005, the U.S
current account deficit™ would reach 7% of Gross Domestic Product. The country continues
o finance huge military cxpenditurc - bigger than the next twelve countries combined. [t
appears the strongest statc on earth in the aftermath of the Cold War 1s heading towards the
Soviet predicament

The study revealed that US powet 15 preponderant in the post-Cold War era. Its cconomic and
political power together with its ideology and military might is second to none. However, it is
unsbie 10 single-handedly dominate the rules and arrangements for conducting intemational



political and economic relations as the Theory of Hegemonic Stability demands. It could thus
be said that in the post-Cold War era, American hegemony is eroding whilst major states like
Japan, Germany and China are increasing their economic and political power. If this
development continues, then the leadership role of the post-Cold War international system is
bound 1o be shared by several states.
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CHAPTER FOUR
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
Chapter four provides a summary of the rescarch with emphasis on Amencan hegemonic
decline in the post-Cold War mtemational system It also outlines the relevance and
challenges of the Theory of Hegemonic Stability in the same international system and
concludes that multi-polarity is the lot of the post-Cold War system. Additionally, the
tescarcher predicts the state of hegemony in the 21* Century.

41 SUMMARY
This work set out to examine the relevance and challenges of the Theory of Hegemonic
Stability 1n the post-Cold War era. It assumed (hypothesis) that the presence of hegemony
breeds swbility in the intemational system The Theory of Hegemonic Stability basically
studies benefits that accrue 1o an intemational system that is privileged to have a state with
supenor power and the will to facilitate the antainment of common interests. In the theory,
‘common interests are referred to as public or (collective) goods whilst the dominant state 15
the hegemon. Stability (cconomic and political) stands out s the primary public good to be
denved from & hegemomsc system

For a state 10 be hegemonic, it needs to have the power and the interest to dominate the rules
for conducting 1nterational economic and political rclations. The study revealed that four
types of power are needed to do this. Supenor 1deology, supenior political and economic
2ower, as well as supenor mulitary might The rescarch points to American power as the most
Jomunant in the post-Cold War intcmational system, whilst Japan, France, Russia, Britain,
10d perbaps China make endless efforts o influence its leadership. Since the demuse of

sovict communism, there has been the of democracy and mark
muwkmimmmnﬂmhmm-mm
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CHAPTER FOUR
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
Chapter four provides a summary of the rescarch with emphasis on Amencan hegemonic
decline in the postCold War ntemational system It also outlines the relevance and
challenges of the Theory of Hegemonic Stability in the same internauional system and
cancludes that mult-polarity is the lot of the post-Cold War system. Addiionally, the
escarcher predicts the state of hegemony in the 21* Century.

41 SUMMARY
This work sct out to examine the relevance and challenges of the Theory of Hegemonic
Stability 1n the post-Cold War era. It assumed (hypothesis) that the presence of hegemony
breeds stability n the mtemanonal system The Theory of Hegemonic Stability basically
studies benefits that accrue to an intemational system that is prvileged to have a siate with
superior power and the will to facilitate the anainment of common interests. In the theory,
common interests are referred to as public or (collectve) goods whilst the dominant statc 15
the hegemon. Stbility (cconomic and political) stands out as the primary public good to be
denved from a hegemonic system.

For a state 10 be hegemonic, it needs 10 have the power and the interest to dominate the rules
for conducting intenauional cconomic and poliucal relations. The study revealed that four
types of power are nceded to do this. Supenor ideology, superior pohtical and economic
power, as well as supenor military might The rescarch points to American power as the most
domunant 1n the post-Cold War intemationa! system. whulst Japan, France, Russia, Britan,
and perbaps China make endiess efforts 1o influcnce 11s leadership Since the demise of
Sovict communism, there has been the umversalisation of democracy and market-onented
cconomics throughout the world. Amenican power is also dominant in two mmportam
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\nstitunons of the intcrational cconomic system- the IMF and the World Bank, but not in the
WTO. In the international political system (best represented by the UN system), Amenca
shares lcadership with other states, cven though it pays the largest share of the UN budget
Lastly, Amenca has the dominant milttary might in the system s defence spending is larger

than that of the next twelve nations combined.

However, a further probe of Amenican power revealed that it is on the decline First, its
weighted votes in the IMF and World Bank have declined, yet 1t has enough powcr to
dominate the work of these two instifutions The nse of Amenica’s current account deficit
versus s huge miltary spending brings to mind the environment that surrounded the decline

of Soviet hegemony

Second, Amenca has lost a measure of its political goodwill The first evidence 1s tts inability
10 secure UN Security Council support over Iraq in 2003, despite its superior power
resources. Another is the September 11 2001 terrorist attack of ts sensitive places, including
the Pentagon. The push for UN reforms also indicates hegemonic decline. Here, states are
secking o reform the hegemonuc sponsored order and to take up more 1mportant roles

Third, the prohiferation of muclear weapons waters down on America's supenor military
power. The spread of nuclear weapons reduces the gap between a militanly mighty state and

a weak one For Amenica, the interpretation 15 a relative decline.

411 The Relevance of the Theory of Hegemoaic Stability in the Post-Cotd War
International System

The continued relevance of the Theory of Hegemonic Stability 15 supported by prevailing

circumstances n the post-Cold War era. This does not mean that perpetusting hegemony is

without challenges. In fact, suations that miltate against the perpetuation of hegemony in

the cra under consideranon seem to outwergh those that underlie the theory's relevance
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the Pentagon. The push for UN reforms also indicates begemonic decline. Here, states are
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institutions of the intermational economic system- the IMF and the World Bank. but not in the
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shares leadership with other staies, even though 1 pays the largest share of the UN budget
Lastly, Amenica has the dominant military might 1n the system. Its defence spending 15 larger

than that of the next tweive nations combined.

However, a further probe of Amencan power revealed that 1t is on the decline. First, 1ts
weighted votes in the IMF and World Bank have declined, yet 1t has enough power to
dominate the work of these two institutions. The rise of Amenica’s current account deficit
versus its huge mihtary spending brings to mind the environment that surrounded the decline

of Soviet hegemony

Second, Amenica has lost a measure of its political goodwill The first evidence 1s its imability
1o secure UN Security Council support over Iraq in 2003, despite its superior power
resources. Another is the September 11 2001 terronst attack of its scnsitive places, including
the Pentagon. The push for UN reforms also indicates hegemonic decline. Here, statcs are

secking o reform the hegemonic sponsored order and to take up more important roles

Third, the proliferation of nuclear weapons waters down on America’s supenior military
power. The spread of nuclear weapons reduces the gap between a militarily mughty state and

a weak onc For America, the interpretation 15 a relative decline.
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The continued relevance of the Theory of Hegemonic Stability 1s supported by prevailing
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Many situations of political and economic instability abound in the international system.
Numerous cvil wars in Africa and the exacerbauon of poverty through the widening gap
between North and South economies are clear evidence of the failures of the intenational
system to achieve the public goods of stability and prospenty. This is consistent with the
theory's argument that hegemonic decline comes with stability For this reason, the Theory

of Hegemonic Stability 15 1mportant 1o mantain systemic stability

Anarchy s the baseline condition of states s sull prevalent in the post-Cold War system
despite the spread of westem civilisation, cconomic interdependence and technological
innovation in the world. The penodic cross-border clashes between Cameroon and Nigeria
over oil-rich Bakassi Peninsular is a typcal example Anarchy begs hegemony to use cither

s benevolent or coercive powers to ensure stabilty of the system

The creation of imemational rcgimes cannot be done casily by small states A dominant
power 15 required 1 lead the system 1n rule-making and rule-enforcement. Thus, hegemony
creates regimes. The fact that small stes abound n the post-Cold War system makes the
‘Theory of Hegemonic Stabity desirable. A benevolent hegemon also allows its capabihity
and will (to produce public goods without shaning cost with the system), to be exploited by
small states. Thus, it either subsidises the cost of providing public goods or freely provides
them The existence of numerous poor states jushfies the theory's relevance 1n the period
under consideration

The intemational system is witessing the proliferation of issues. The 1ssuc-arcas include
Regulation of Multiational Corporations, curbing the HIV/AIDS menace, cyber crime and
global terronsm The need for & concerted effort 1o address these 1ssues requires the
orgamsational strength of a hegemonic power. All theses factors support the relevance of the
Theory of Hegemonic Stabiity afer the Cold War.
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412 The Challenges of the Theory of Hegemonic Stability in the Post-Cold War
International System.
The rise of non-state actors, global democracy and multlateralism, Weapons of Mass
Destruction (WMD), transnational crimes, economic and social threats are developments in
the international system that challenge the perpetustion of single-state hegemony The fact
that some Multinational Corporanions wield a more supenor economic power than some
states, coupled with the ability of non-state actors (o use force against states undermines the
Theory of Hegemonic Stability. Rising poverty levels in the South, political and economic
instability around the world, together with the spread of deadly discases appear to overwhelm
the theory under consideration

The spread of democratic values also hinders the element of unilateralism inhereat in the
theory. The nature of transnational cnmes and the proliferation of nuclear weapons, also

threaten the theory 1n the post-Cold War nternanonal system.

42 CONCLUSION

The rescarch findings show that the challenges of the Theory of Hegemonic Stability in the
post-Cold War intcrnational system outweigh the relevance. For this reason, the chance for its
application 1s marginal That 1s not to say that it 15 irrelevant, at least, the theory's assumption
(also the hypothesis of the study) that hegemonic decline causes mstability in the
intemnational system has been proven right. The link between Amencan hegemonic dechine
and widespread cconomic and political instability in the post-Cold War international system
‘supports this.

In the light of the rescarch findings, single-state leadership of the international system, as
mmwtwdww.hmmukhwwmm—
Cold War era. Rather, multi-polanty appears 1o be the lot of the penod under consideration.



412 The Challenges of the Theory of Hegemonic Stability in the Post-Cold War
International System.
The rise of non-state actors, global democracy and multilateralism, Weapons of Mass

Destruction (WMD), transnational crimes, economic and social threats are developments in
the international system that challenge the perpetuation of single-state hegemony. The fact
that some Multinational Corporations wield a more supenor economic power than some
states, coupled with the ability of non-state actors 10 use force aganst states undermines the
Theory of Hegemonic Stablity Rising poverty levels in the South, political and economic
instability around the world, together with the spread of deadly discases appear to overwhelm

the theory under considerauon

The spread of democratic values also hinders the clement of umilateralism inherent in the
theory. The nature of transnational cnmes and the proliferation of nuclear wcapons, also

threaten the theory in the post-Cold War interational system

42 CONCLUSION
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application 1s marginal That 1s not to say that 11 s irvelevant;, at least, the theory's assumption
(also the hypothesis of the study) that hegemonic decline causes instability i the
intemational system has ben proven nght. The link between American hegemonic decline
and widespread economic and political instability in the post-Cold War imternational system
supports this

In the light of the research findngs, single-state leadership of the intermational system, as
advocated by the Theory of Hegemonic Stability, docs not seem to be feasible in the post-
Cold War era. Rather, multi-polarty appears 0 be the lot of the penod under consideration



States that are most likely to share leadership of the ntemational system are Britain, France.

Germany, Japan, United States, and probably China.

4.2.1 The Researcher’s Prediction

As Amencan hegemony erodes, 8 more transformed version of hegemony will gradually
replace it in the 21* century. Mult-polarity as some wnters argue of “group hegemony ™ as
the researcher calls it will prevail in the international system. Interdependence of the major
states will motivate cooperation and make them facilitate the provision of public goods.

Two begemonic groups are likely to dominate the intemational system- the economic and
political hegemonic groups. The economic hegemons are likely 10 include Japan, the US,
China, Germany, France and Britain This group will dominate the intemational economic
system. The group will posses the power to manipulate the work of the three most important
unternational economic institutions- The World Bank, IMF and the WTO. Curently, the
Group of Fight (G-8) seems poised to assume leadership of the internabonal economic
system. The politcal hegemons are most likely 1o be the second hegemonic group. These
hegemons will possess the power to domunate 1ssues of war and peace in the international
system_ It appears that a reformed UN Sccunity Council 15 most likely to begin the evolution
of this group Additionally, a reformed UN Security Council would have greater legitimacy
in leading the international political system to produce public goods. The US, Britain, France,
Russia, China, Germany, and Japan are likely 10 be members of the political hegemonic
group. However, some states like Britain, France and the US are likely to be part of both
hegemonic groups owing to thew power and asscriiveness Through benevolence and
coercion, the two hegemosc groups would be able to better manage challenging situations of
the iterational system (like poverty exacerbation and terronsm) betier than single state
begemony
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421 The Researcher’s Prediction
As Amenican hegemony erodes, a more transformed version of hegemony will gradually
replace it in the 21 century. Multi-polarity as some writers arguc of “group hegemony” S
the researcher calls 1t will prevail in the intemational system. Interdependence of the major

states will motivate cooperation and make them facthtate the provision of public goods,

Two hegemonic groups are likely to dominate the 1nternational system- the economic and
political hegemonic groups. The economic hegemons are likely 1o include Japan, the US,
Chuna, Germany, France and Bntain This group will dominate the intemationa) economic
system The group will posses the power to manipulate the work of the three most important
international economic institutions- The World Bank, IMF and the WTO. Currently, the
Group of Eight (G-8) seems poised to assume leadership of the international economic
system The politcal hegemons are most likely to be the second hegemonic group. These
hegemons will possess the power to dominate issues of war and peace in the international
system It appears that a reformed UN Secunity Council 1s most likely to begin the evolution
of this group. Additionally, a reformed UN Security Council would have greater legitimacy
in leading the international political system to produce public goods. The US, Britain, France,
Russia, China, Germany, and Japan are likely 1o be members of the polincal hegemonic
group. However, some states like Bntan, France and the US are likely to be part of both
hegemonic groups owing o their power and assertiveness Through benevolence and
coercion, the two hegemonsc groups would be able 1o better manage challenging situations of
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hegemony
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