The New Cold War: Analysis
By Michael Cartier 

Unfortunately, a cold war is not the absence of war; but rather, it is the provocation and funding of ‘hot’ wars by other more powerful countries, or ‘superpowers’. For example, many of the wars in Central America during the 80’s were actually wars between the United States and Russia for control of a region. However, if these ‘superpowers’ were to engage directly, there would be a high danger of it becoming a full nuclear war. If this dangerous game is ‘played’ on the soil of third world countries, then it is unlikely to develop beyond ‘conventional warfare’.

Why do the smaller countries become involved? In many countries, there is a severe difference between those that have and those that don’t, with little or no economic middle class. When those that are stuck on the bottom want to rebel, they look for funding, a sort of war ‘sponsorship’, usually to larger countries. This funding comes at a price, as all funding usually does. They make their alliances, and agree to certain conditions, in order to achieve what they believe to be a higher objective. One important condition of this agreement being, no direct involvement by the sponsor, to avoid a nuclear confrontation. Therefore, although they would prefer complete independence, they are willing to settle for a little less control, in order to make, what they consider to be, other prominent gains. This scenario also works well for those countries (or superpowers) engaged in a ‘cold war’ because they want to expand their own area of influence, without direct confrontation. 

Once one 'superpower' is involved, then another will come to the aid (funding) of the opposing side, whether they agree with their philosophical views or not; to prevent the other 'superpower' from gaining control over the region. Thus, you end up with, for example in the 80's, Russia indirectly, but actively, engaged in a 'hot' war with the United States. For each of them, it is a 'cold war' for control. The actual reasons for the war itself, or the philosophies of the rebellion, are of little concern, since the enemy they are really fighting is clear to them; the opposing 'superpower'. 

Both sides (the rebels and the superpowers) end up needing each other for victory. And, although it is designed to be a win-win situation, it often becomes a lose-lose situation. Unfortunately, these wars often last for many years, and the toll on the country and its people can be devastating. The people involved end up hating their ‘sponsors’ because the whole process ends up taking much more time, resources, and bloodshed, than they had anticipated, and it’s so much easier to blame their failures on the money-men rather than on themselves, and the deal they originally cut for funding.

Next, enters terrorism. Terrorism’s main objective is to terrorize people by keeping them in a high state of anxiety and stress. This state of mind is conducive to disrupting the lifestyles and economies of their targeted victims, creating additional hostility amongst its people. The terrorist’s main power comes from manipulation and unpredictable acts of violence. Cold Wars are its friend, because there already exists a state of turmoil. Therefore, a terrorist would love to incite a civil war, or better yet, to manipulate the ‘superpowers’ into a cold war.

What about the current scenario? You have increasing tensions between the United States, China, and North Korea. The rhetoric was accelerating to the point of war threats. All involved control nuclear weapons. This situation could easily evolve into a nuclear holocaust. Meanwhile, much of the rest of the world is suffering from terrorist activities, with no idea of how to resolve it.

We then have China and North Korea showing their strength by shooting missiles over their neighbors, and testing nuclear weapons in nearby oceans, while engaging in threats to the United States. The United States then sends spy planes over their countries, and it all begins to get very ‘hot’, very quickly. 

Now along comes a terrorist, and decides to increase tensions in the United States by slamming a couple of planes into a pair of buildings in New York, killing thousands and forcing the United States into some sort of response.

What if the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq were actually designed to be warnings to North Korea, while at the same time, sending a message to terrorist organizations, that you will not be able to hide and conduct your terrorist activities behind corrupt governments any longer? 

What if this was display by the United States, was designed as a message, to get North Korea to back down, and thereby avoiding a much more dangerous war. A war with North Korea could not only become a nuclear war, but even if it remained conventional, it would easily escalate into World War III. 

Instead, the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, achieve the purpose of neutralizing a potential world war, while also getting rid of violent regimes; that everyone, including their Middle East neighbors were threatened by. The terrorist would like nothing more than to see a world in chaos, which allows them the ability to escalate situations, by acts of violence that could then be blamed on one of the countries at war, increasing tensions even more. Better yet, why not incite terrorism in the name of religion, and then it can be a ‘holy’ war, which brings to their side others, not normally affiliated with terrorism.
With recent developments in the world; the strengthening of the European Union; the centralization of the Commonwealth Of Independent States; the expansion of the United States and the Coalition; the unification of the Middle East; the solidifying of the Eastern bloc; the immergence of China as an international partner; and the aligning of developing nations; are we beginning to see the signs of a new world order? Where does the United Nations fit in?   

Who are the major players now? What is the role of Regional Organizations like the OAS, NATO, ASEAN, etc.? What are the long-term implications of these associations? Is this progress? Are individual countries losing or enhancing their independence and cultural identities with these affiliations? Are these merely security agencies, or do they serve another purpose?  Do NGO’s play a role, and should they?

With rising tensions between regions, and as each group positions itself for power; are we beginning to see the development of a new cold war?  Are we facing the possibility of a World War III, between the United States and China, with regional organizations aligning themselves on either side, thereby creating a global theatre, with a third faction producing a ‘Holy War’ in the Middle East. If so, the entire planet would be in chaos and at risk of a nuclear catastrophe of a magnitude unimaginable.

As we see this increased violence in the world, what do you think about what is happening? Consider submitting an intellectual analysis, and not an argument of blame between different countries; instead, more of a philosophical commentary, regarding the synergy of events occurring in the world.  What are your ideas?  Is there anything that youth can do?  You are the future, what can you do today to assure that that future is one of peace?

 
