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Abstract 

At the end of the Second World War in 1945, the world community 

witnessed a peculiar change in inter-state relations. This change 

ushered in a period of highly strained relations with great schism 

between the two emergent super powers of United States of America 

and then Soviet Union. The two powers were on a collision course, 

marked by mutual suspicion, hatred and confrontation was given 

the name “cold war”. However, another fundamental change 

occurred after 1970. Cooperation and understanding started 

replacing confrontation and discord, dowsing the fear of a third 

world war. The essence of military buildup, pacts and alliances 

declined and the need for mutual cooperation, coordination and 

security gained ascendancy. These developments gave rise to the 

emergence of a concept called “détente”, a phase of inter-state 

relations marked by increased cooperation and coordination which 

relaxed tension and dispelled fear of another great war. This paper 

interrogates the basis of detente. It highlights, the salient features 

and attempts to tease out the rationale for the rapprochment of major 

powers in the period under review. 

 

Introduction: 

The end of Second World War marked a significant milestone in the 

history of mankind. However, not long after the close of that carnage that 
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ravaged the world communities, the allies of that war became the leaders 

of a bipolar world locked in a protracted conflict which assumed the form 

of a cold war. It was manly a clash of two super powers (United States of 

America and the demised Soviet Union) influenced by the feelings of 

mutual suspicion, hatred and enmity. The two powers took the course of 

hating and condemning each other so as to expand their spheres of 

influence at the expense of power and influence of the other1. The Cold War 

of the 20th century showcased an image of a new and super trial of strength 

in a bipolar world. 

In the spheres of inter-state relations, the Cold War signified three 

main things namely, the super powers were determined to intensify their 

strained relations, it was not a situation of armed conflict but that of 

diplomatic war to strengthen their dominance of the global village, and 

lastly, both powers invoked ideologies of liberalism and socialism to 

condemn each other2. 

However, in the course of this uneasiness, came a ‘bolt from the 

blue’, a significant change which took place from 1960s to 1990s, a phase of 

the decline of the cold war which gave rise to the emergence of Detave, a 

period which the nature of the cold war undergone a significant change, a 

situation where confrontations was transformed into competitive and 

cooperative existence, and with the rise of China, the situation changed 

from bipolar to triangular. This change brought cooperation and concord to 

replace confrontation and discord and the fear of the third Great War 

receded3, the relevance of military blocs and alliances decline, paving way 

to the reduction of weapons of mass destruction. All these features created 

an unexpected development which eased tension in the body politics of the 

world community and ushered in a steady trend of better relations between 

the super powers till the end of the cold war in the early 1990s. This paper 

interrogates the basis of Détente, the remote and immediate factors which 

prompted that fundamental change in international politics of major 

powers. To address the question, the paper is structured into four parts, 

part one deals with the meaning, nature of détente. Part two discusses the 
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salient elements of Détente while part three tease out what gave rise to 

Détente. Part four is a critical appreciation of the concept. 

 

Détente: Meaning and Nature 

Détente is a French word meaning relaxation of tension. In 

international relations, it implies relaxation in a state of highly strained 

relationship between the then super powers of United States of America 

and erstwhile Soviet Union). As the Cold War could lead to a hot war, 

détente was a leeway to slow peace. 

In this phase of international politics, the trend of mutual suspicion 

and hatred between the super powers was reduced to an appreciable extent 

by the trend proximity and confidence. Détente opened a favourable 

prospect for international cooperation on the basis of peaceful co-existence 

of states with different ideologies and social systems based on cooperative 

mode of interaction where goodwill could cement a period of peace and 

tranquility. Abba Ebayo describe détente as a balance between 

confrontation and cooperation. For him, détente is not friendship. It is at 

best a controlled adversarial relationship4. John Baylis and Steve Smith sees 

Détente as the relaxation of tension between East and West; Soviet 

American détente which lasted from the 1960s to 1990s, characterized by 

negotiations and nuclear arms control5.  

However, détente did not mean the end of the Cold War. It was a 

combination of the war in a refined and manageable form. Leonid Brezhner 

said “détente does not in the slightest way abolish and cannot abolish or 

change the laws of the class struggle. We do not concede the fact that we 

see détente as a way to create more favourable conditions for peaceful 

socialism and communist construction”6. 

The lessening of tension manifested in cooperation and negotiations 

between the super powers on matters relating to European security, 

cooperation and disarmament and eventually became an essential 

ingredient of the vested interests of the principal actors. According to 

Henry Kessinger, the American author of Détente, “détente sought to create 
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a vested interest on cooperation and restraint on environment in which 

competitors can regulate and restrain their differences and ultimately move 

from competition to cooperation”7. 

 

Salient Elements of Detente 

Détente as a concept has many salient elements. These include 

deterrence with peaceful coexistence, confluence of fear and trust, and 

different dimensions. The paper shall discuss these elements seriatim.  

(a) Deterrence with Peace Co-existence: As earlier argued, détente did 

not imply complete termination of the cold war, but both powers 

adhered strictly to their conventional ways in maintaining their 

deterrence over the other. At the same time, they treated the path of 

peaceful coexistence despite their differences in social, economic and 

political systems. President Nixon of United States declared openly 

that “deterrence is the chief element of détente and peace is the by 

product of mutual respect for each other’s strength. Our policy must 

combine deterrence with détente. Détente without deterrence leads to 

appeasement, and deterrence without détente leads to unnecessary 

confrontation and saps the will of Western peoples to support the arms 

budget that deterrence requires”8. Henry Kessinger puts it succinctly 

“throughout history, the political influence of nations has been 

roughly co-relative to their military power. The balance of power has 

been the precondition of peace the fact remains that without strength, 

even the most elevated purpose risk becoming overshadowed by the 

dictate of others”9. 

(b) Confluence of Fear and Trust: Détente created a peculiar situation. 

The two major world powers locked themselves under the spell of 

mutual suspicion and fear but also adhered to the principle of mutual 

understanding, cooperation and goodwill. It was of mutual interest 

that nuclear confrontation should be avoided because of its inherent 

mutual assured destruction. Instead, the path of mutual trust and 

collaboration was constructed. For instance, when the Soviet forces 
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invaded Afghanistan in December, 1979, United States under 

President Carter reacted by labeling it a second Cold War. Also, 

President Reagan vowed that America would not abandon its star war 

programme. But the situation had a positive forum when President 

Gorbachev assumed office. Under the provisions of the Geneva 

Agreement of 1987 the then Soviet Union withdrew its forces from 

Afghanistan and in the same spirit and year, both powers signed the 

Intermediated Range Nuclear Forces Treaty10. 

(c) Different Dimensions: Interstate relations between United States and 

the then Soviet Union improved in various dimensions. The then 

USSR imported wheat from America to solve its food problems and 

technology for increasing its productivity. Also economic agreements 

were concluded with countries like Britain, France and West 

Germany. In return the Soviet supplied oil to these western countries. 

Moreso, the two superpowers collaborated in scientific research and 

space exploration programmes. Such cooperations were seen in social 

and cultural spheres as well. Also important was their cooperation in 

the area of disarmament. In 1968, the two powers signed the Nuclear 

Non Proliferation Treaty which was adopted by the United Nations in 

1970, the Anti-Ballistic Missile was signed in 1972 and Strategic Arms 

Limitation Treaty (SALT I) was signed in 1974 and SALT II was signed 

in 1979 but it could not be ratified by the American Senate due to 

Soviet Military invasion of Afghanistan11. 

 

Factors That Prompted the Emergence of Détente 

Scholars have asked questions as to how and why the two super 

powers made effort to reduce the tension and beat the Cold war resulting 

in its curtailment called détente. Answering these questions, the paper 

enumerates and analyzed some factors as responsible for this historical 

development. These factors include fear of the use of nuclear weapons, 

compulsion of time, role of the non-aligned movement, the rise of China as 
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a major world power, end of ideology and environmental protection. These 

six factors shall be analyzed in seriatim. 

 

Fear of the Use of Nuclear Weapons: 

After the Second World War America and the then Soviet Union 

manufactured nuclear weapons. America surprised the world by dropping 

two bombs on Hiroshima and Nagazaki, Japan in 1945 and the then Soviet 

Union became a nuclear power in 1949. The race for armament started and 

weapons of mass destruction became a reality in inter-state relations. By 

1960, the two super powers increased their nuclear capability to point of 

mutually assured destruction. They also realized that the balance of terror 

was prejudicial to their national interest and saw the need to ban further 

production and test of nuclear weapons. That conviction gave rise to the 

Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963 which put a ban on test above the surface, 

under the water, and in atmosphere and outer space. Only underground 

testing was permitted, provided it did not harm the neigbouring country12.  

In 1968, the nuclear Non Proliferation Treaty was signed by America 

and the then Soviet Union. The treaty provided that the five major powers 

(USA, USSR, UK, France and China) would not supply nuclear energy or 

technology to any other country. In case some other country took nuclear 

energy or technology from any nuclear power, it could be used only for 

peaceful purposes and would be subject to inspection of the International 

Atomic Energy Agency13. 

From 1971, some countries like India, Pakistan, North Korea, Israel, 

Iraq, jointed the nuclear club. With this development, the major world 

powers realized that such development could cause a setback to their 

nuclear capability. The fear of thermonuclear war which could annihilate 

both sides and their resolve to avoid such confrontation prompted them to 

adopt the option of détente. 
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Compulsion of Time: 

Time changes and with its new imperatives grow up. The two major 

powers were under the stress of their compulsions. America suffered a 

colossal loss in the Vietnam War and the rise of Japan and Germany as 

economic powers threatened the American economic position in the world. 

The progress of the European integration also posed a serious challenge to 

the American position in the international area. 

Bearing these developments in mind, Henry Kessinger, using his 

linkage theory, argued that “the development of economic, political and 

strategic ties between USA and former USSR were equally rewarding to 

them and would bind the two in a common fate thereby lessening the 

incentives for conflict and war”14. The former USSR was faced with severe 

economic problems as food crisis and shortage of consumer goods. They 

realized that the economic policy of Lenin and his successors had lost its 

relevance. They also realized the rising standards of living of their people 

demanded reduction of the massive fund they spent in the arm race and 

importation of American technology for industrial development. The 

decline of the economic fortune of the country compelled Gorbachev to 

introduce the progamme of Perestroika for economic reconstruction and 

downplayed on concentration on armament. This scenario made the 

emergence of détente necessary. 

 

Role of the Non Aligned Movement 

Membership of Non-Aligned Movement increased tremendously. 

At each conference, members expressed concern at the situation of cold 

war. Their consistent call on disarmament, reduction on budgetary 

allocation for arms and more investment on economic development 

compelled the super powers to realize the futility of military alliances and 

power blocs. In 1961, Albania left the Warsaw Treaty and in 1966, the 

headquarters of NATO was shifted from Paris to Brussels15. 

At the Algiers conference of the Non Aligned Nations of 1973, the 

resolution for the New International Economic Order was adopted and in 
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1974, the General Assembly of the United Nations adopted a Charter of 

Economic Rights and Duties of the States16. At that same spirit, the North 

South dialogue started and many countries started leaving the military 

blocs of the super powers and became non-aligned. The increasing 

membership and conferences reduce the heat of the cold war, stressing the 

need for international peace and security. The role of this movement in 

improving the relations between the super powers paved way for détente. 

 

Rise of China as a Major Power 

One major factor that prompted the super powers to embrace the 

path of peace was the emergence of China as one of the major powers in 

contemporary political system. President Mao established a communist 

state in 1949 and joined the then Soviet bloc, China also signed the treaty of 

defence with the Soviets in 1950. Also the government of nationalist china 

which had its headquarters at Formosa signed a defence pact with the 

United States. But in the 1960s, the Sino-Soviet relations became strained, 

as Mao openly condemned the leadership of Khruscher and challenged 

America on some of its foreign policies. During the Vietnam War, China 

secretly assisted the North Vietnam as a result of which America 

shamefully lost out in that war17. 

Against this background, America realized that the problem in 

Vietnam can only be solved with the help of China and that conviction 

informed Henry Kessinger’s diplomacy of opening the ‘China door’ by 

making secret visit in 1971 to China which was followed by Nixon’s state 

visit to China in 1972. On this occasion, treaties of economic and strategic 

importance were signed. The seat of Nationalist China at the United 

Nations was given to communist China and China became a permanent 

member of the Security Council of the UN like USA and the then USSR. 

This event compelled the Soviet leaders to improve their relations with 

China as both super powers started wooing China in their foreign policies18. 
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End of Ideology 

The triumph of liberal democracy and welfare state effaced the 

relevance of ideology in international political system. After 1960, some 

scholars like Daniel Belt Robert have among others propagated the creed of 

the “end of ideology”. One time national security Adviser of President 

Jimmy Carter of America, Zbignieu Brzezinski opined that by the beginning 

of the 31st century, the Marxist ideology would become redundant. Also 

many leftist accepted the fact that new technology would make socialist 

theories obsolete and would mark an end of the differences between 

capitalist and capitalist countries. American writers like W. W. Rostino, J.K. 

Galbbacth, S. P. Huntington, A.C. Meyer, among others propounded the 

theory of ‘convergence of ideologies’. This development had its maximum 

impact on the US.-Soviet relations and by extension prompted détente in 

the body of politics of these powers19. 

 

Environmental Protection 

Environmental factor though novel, played a crucial role in the 

emergence of détente in international diplomacy. The first international 

conference for environmental protection was held at Stockholm, Sweden in 

1972. This conference provided a forum where crucial issues affecting the 

environment were discussed. In that conference, it was agreed that nuclear 

tests polluted the environment and that conviction was acceptable by 

almost all countries making the world community, including the super 

powers. 

In that spirit, the General Assembly of the United Nations on 

October 28, 1962 adopted “World Charter for Nature” which stipulates that 

nature should be respected and no damage should be done to its essential 

processes. This charter gave rise to the establishment of the World 

Commission on Environment and Development in 1986. In its provision, 

the charter stipulates that “it is the fundamental right of all human beings 

to protect environment for their health and welfare”20. This development 

made the concept of freedom to gain currency in the body politics of the 
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super powers, having redemptive implications from the fear of nuclear war 

and other mass destructive conflict. These concepts changed the nature of 

international relations, hence the emergence of détente in the body politics 

of major world powers21. 

 

The Turns and Trusts of Detente 

The process of détente has its up and downs since its commencement 

in 1953 after the exit of President Truman of USA and Joseph Stalin of the 

Soviet Union. The situation changed when the authors of the Cold War 

were no more on the scene. Their successors like Khruschev deviated to a 

large extent from the policy direction of his predecessor and this was 

manifested in the success of the Geneva Conferences of 1954 and 1955. In 

these conferences, a new term “Geneva Spirit” gained currency. This spirit 

of cooperation was demonstrated at the Camp David meeting between 

Presidents Eisenhower and Khruschev of September 1959. In that meeting, 

negotiation were held on issues of disarmament and arms control, by 

making central Europe a nuclear free zone and dismantling of military 

bases and withdrawal of troops from other countries. This meeting 

culminated into an agreement in which the two super powers denounced 

the course of war and to settle their disputes through peaceful means. This 

agreement ushered in ‘Camp David Spirit’22 in interstate relations. 

Also, the hazy condition of Détente became clearer with the 

emergence of President Richard Nixon of America who paid a state visit to 

China and USSR in 1972. To reciprocate this, the Soviet leader Nikita 

Brezhvev visited America in 1973. Both powers signed treaties on 

economic, cultural and scientific matters. They also signed Strategic Arms 

Limitation Treaty (SALTI) on disarmament and arms control. This was 

followed with series of meetings and exchange of visits, and reduction in 

military spending. For instance, President Ford of America visited the USSR 

in 1974 and there, the two powers agreed on the guideline for a moratorium 

of ten year on arm race. Also, the Helsinki conference on European Security 

and Cooperation held between July and August 1975, where America, 
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Canada and other thirty-three European powers sunk their differences, 

accepted the existing frontiers of Europe and also adopted a Charter of 

Human Rights and Freedom at Helsinki, Finland. The Helsinki meeting 

consolidated the effort for confidence building between European countries 

and the m embers of the Warsaw Pact23. 

However, détente suffered a setback in 1977 when Jimmy Carter 

became the President of America. Carter gave a wider interpretation of 

human rights, so much that the Soviet considered his notion of human right 

as interference in the domestic affairs of other countries. An example was 

the misunderstanding between Carter and Brezhnev on the case of 

Sakharov, a Soviet citizen who having passed through hard times in his 

country escaped to America24. This incident led to the Belgrade conference 

for a review of European security and cooperation Charter in 1978. In that 

meeting, the participants appreciated the process of détente as one of the 

best means of improving and maintaining inter-state relations. 

Another setback to détente took place in February, 1979 when China 

attacked Vietnam, a move that annoyed President Carter and prompted 

American opposition. Also the soviet troops entered Afghanistan in 

defence of the pro-Moscow government that was facing stiff opposition by 

anti-socialist groups,. In response, America decided to strengthen its allies, 

Iran and Pakistan in order to check the spread of communism in West Asia 

and to contain what Carter called “the new or second cold war”25. This 

incident informed the rejection of the Strategic Arms Limitation Treaty 

(SALT 1) by American Senate on the grounds that West Asia was another 

strategic zone of the United States where soviet intervention should not be 

tolerated26. 

Détente suffered another setback in 1981 when Ronald Reagan 

became the American President. Reagan described USSR as “evil empire” 

and initiated strategic Defence Initiative (SDI) or what some American 

scholars called “Star War”. The process suffered another setback after the 

death of Brezhnev of USSR in 1982 and his successors, Andropov and 

Chernonko failed to consolidate on the achievement of Brezhnev on 
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détente. However, the situation became better with the coming of 

Gorbachev in March 1985. Gorbachev came up with three important 

initiatives, namely 

(a) No object, whether political, economic or ideological could be 

achieved by means of nuclear war; 

(b) All differences should be settled by Pacific means and; 

(c) Issues of disarmament and arms control should be solved by summit 

diplomacy27. 

These initiatives set a rapid pace for summit diplomacy and the two 

superpowers resolved that nuclear war should never occur and both should 

work towards reaching this noble goal. This position was strengthened 

with the meeting of the super powers at Reykjavik in Iceland and the 

signing of the Intermediate Nuclear Force (INF) treaty at Washington, 

confirmed at the Moscow Conference in 1988. When President George Bush 

became the American President in 1991, the situation improved at the Yalta 

meeting between Gorbachev and Bush where the two leaders declared that 

none would launch attach on the other and that America would give 

economic assistance to the USSR. In the same spirit, the two leaders met at 

Washington in June 1990 and signed an agreement stipulating the 

elimination of chemical weapons, place limitation on the production of such 

weapons, impose restriction on nuclear tests and regulate underground test 

for peaceful purposes and improve on their economic relations. They also 

agreed that disputes at regional levels should not be allowed to escalate nor 

degenerate to a point of war and the problem of German unification should 

be solved. To show American commitment to these agreements President 

Bush said “the world has waited too long, now the cold war should have 

its end”28. 

Another incident occurred when Saddam Hussein invaded and 

occupied Kuwait in 1990. This event prompted another Helsinki meeting in 

September 1990. In that meeting Bush and Gorbachev agreed to restore the 

independence of Kuwait. A follow up summit was held in November, 1990 

in Paris with America and the other thirty three European powers in 
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attendance. In that meet, all parties declared for mutual cooperation and 

denounced mutual antagonism. In that same spirit, the two super powers 

signed at Moscow the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (SART 1) which 

finally removed the spell of mutual suspicion that characterized the years 

of Cold War29. 

 

Impact of Détente on International Diplomacy  

The incremental decline of the cold war gave birth to Détente. The 

process continued progressively and finally pushed its remains into the 

trash can of history. However, this development left some enduring 

legacies that the paper will discuss briefly in the remaining part of this 

section. These legacies includes the end of rival military and ideological 

camps, disarmament and restriction on nuclear tests, peaceful settlement of 

regional disputes, success of non aligned movement and re-establishment 

of a new world order. 

 

End of Rival Ideological Blocs 

In the era of the cold war, the world community was divided into 

two antagonistic blocs. Except Sweden, Switzerland and Austria, most 

European countries belonged either to the western or eastern camps. Also 

countries in other parts of the world came under their influences. The two 

super powers formed military blocs (NATO and Warsaw pacts) with the 

contention of joint military action in case of any attack on their allies. This 

situation was interlaced with the fear of the third world war until 1970 

when the relevance of these military alliances declined. Also in 1990, when 

the Paris treaty came into force, the Warsaw pact suffered functional 

redundancy and NATO was reformed to become ‘Partners of Peace’. With 

the disintegration of the Soviet Union in 1991, most states in Eastern Europe 

abandoned socialism for liberal democracy. This development made the 

socialist ideology obsolete and unprogressive30. 
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Arms Race and Restriction on Nuclear Test 

Another impact of détente was in the area of disarmament. 

Landmark progress were made especially in the area of arms reduction. For 

instance, the super powers signed the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty in 1987 

and Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) in 1990. By signing these 

treaties, both powers resolved to reduce their military arsenal. Predating 

these treaties, they signed the Non Nuclear Proliferation Treaty (NPT) in 

1968 placing a ban on nuclear test, a treaty was unanimously adopted by 

the United Nations with almost all members of the world body acceding to 

it31. 

 

The Achievement of Non Aligned Movement 

The Non Aligned Movement played a vital role in bringing about 

détente. The neutral position of members made the military alliances of the 

super powers irrelevant, especially with the entrant of Iran, Iraq and 

Afghanistan among others. Also the issue of New International Economic 

Order was placed on the front burner of the world community. The 

persistent position of the non-aligned movement made the United Nations 

to adopt the charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States in 1974 which 

kick started the North-South Dialogue, being fallout of the Algiers 

Resolution of the Non Aligned Countries of 1973 on the New International 

Economic Order32. 

 

Pacific Settlement of Regional Conflicts 

One of the greatest impacts of détente was in the area of peaceful 

settlement of regional disputes. The super powers, who are members of the 

United Nations, appreciated the provisions of the United Nations Charter 

on regional Organizations and settlement of disputes. For instance, at the 

Geneva summit of 1987, America and the then Soviet Union resolved not to 

intervene in the internal affairs of other states. On he strength of that 

declaration, Soviet Union withdrew its military forces from Afghanistan. 

The super powers also demonstrated their good faith and commitment to 
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the ‘Geneva spirit’ by entrusting all matters relating to regional security to 

the Security Council of the United Nations. In the light of these 

commitments, the UN Observers were sent to Afghanistan. In further 

demonstration of their resolve for peace, the super powers worked towards 

the unification of Germany and Yemen and in 1991, the political problem 

in Cambodia was peacefully resolved and the trust territory of South West 

African became the independent state of Namiba34. 

 

Emergence of a New World Order 

One of the most enduring legacies of détente was the collapse of the 

old bipolar world order and the emergence of a new order of multi-polarity. 

The opening of the ‘China Door’35 by the United States in 1971 gave rise to 

the emergence of new power which changed the geo-strategic balance of 

the international system. The super powers also tried to woo China and that 

marked the beginning of the end of the Cold War as liberalism invaded 

communist China, Poland, Romania and Bulgaria among others. Pro 

Western international economic organizations like European Economic 

Community, Association of South-East Asian Nations stood out as 

structures of regional economic integration. Territorial annexation became 

outlawed in inter-state relations, a situation which exposed the rashness of 

Saddam Hussein and the liberation of Kuwait in 1991 by the coalition of 

major powers36. 

In all, it is safe to argue that the United States played a pivotal role 

in the emergence of détente, especially by improving her relations with the 

then Soviet Union and its allies and by opening a good diplomatic relations 

with China. Befriending China by America was invariably weakening the 

Soviet Union as such diplomatic disposition was anti soviet in its intent and 

purpose 
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Conclusion 

The paper has argued that the emergence of America and Soviet 

Union as super powers in 1946 created the Cold War which lasted till the 

disintegration of the then Soviet Union in 1991. However, the heat of the 

war waned with the conscious effort of their super powers to sheath their 

swords through détente. The forty five years of the cold war sapped the 

military energies of great powers and vitiated their economic capabilities, 

thereby making this era of mutual fear and suspicion a dark period of their 

inter state relations. 

From Vietnam to Korea and from Afghanistan to Angola, this era of 

bipolar balance of terror almost led humanity to the third world war in the 

Cuban missile crisis. The two powers committed many diplomatic blunders 

in Vietnam, Afghanistan, just to mention a few cases and compelled them 

into the arm race, until they saw the need to beat their spears into 

ploughshares.  

Détente came in to diffuse the tension through improved diplomatic 

relations and finally led to the end of the Cold War. In sum, the cold war 

came to its end because of the compulsion of time, fear of threat of nuclear 

attack (mutual assured destruction) among other compelling realities. It 

ended when the super powers had exhausted the capabilities of global 

confrontation which entails armament of unprecedented magnitude. The 

cold war came to an end peacefully but that peace did not guarantee a 

peaceful future. The superior military capability of America created a 

unipolar world order with rival power poles in the international system. 

The collapse of the then soviet Union dislodged the main pillar of the 

bipolar world, ushering in an unstable multi-polar world system as the 

unbalanced power constitute a danger to the peace and security of the 

world community. 
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