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Introduction

This report examines the implications
of this strategy in recent years; following the
emergence of a New Cold War, as well as
analyzing the war in Georgia, the attempts and
methods of regime change in Iran, , the
expansion of he Afghan-Pakistan war theatre,
and spread of conflict in Central Africa. These
processes of a New Cold War and major
regional wars and conflicts take the world
closer to a New World War.

Peace is only be possible if the tools
and engines of empires are dismantled.

Eastern Europe: Forefront of the New Cold
War

In 2002, the Guardian reported that,
“The US military build-up in the former
Soviet republics of central Asia is
raising fears in Moscow that Washington is
exploiting the Afghan war to establish a
permanent, armed foothold
in the region.

In 2004, it was reported that US
strategy “is to position U.S. forces along an
"arc of instability" that runs through the
Caribbean, Africa, the Middle East, the
Caucasus, Central Asia and southern Asia. It
is in these parts of the world -generally poor,
insular and unstable --that military planners
see the major future threats to U.S.
interests.

In 2005, it was reported that talks had
been going on between the US and Poland
since 2002, along with various other countries,
over the possibility of setting up a European
base to intercept long-range missiles. It was

further reported that, such a base would not
have been conceivable before Poland joined
Nato in 1999.

In November of 2007 it was reported
that, Russia threatened to site short-range
nuclear missiles in a second location on the
European Union's border yesterday if the
United States refuses to abandon plans to erect
a missile defence shield. A senior Russian
army general said that Iskander missiles could
be deployed in Belarus if US proposals to
place 10 interceptor missiles and a radar in
Poland and the Czech Republic go ahead.
Putin also threatened to retrain Russia's
nuclear arsenal on targets within Europe.
However, Washington claims
that the shield is aimed not at Russia but at
states such as Iran which it accuses of seeking
to develop nuclear weapons that could one day
strike the West.

This is a patently absurd claim, as in
May 2009, Russian and American scientists
released a report saying “that it would take
Iran at least another six to eight years to
produce a missile with enough range to reach
Southern Europe and that only illicit foreign
assistance or a concerted and highly visible,
decade-long effort might produce the
breakthroughs needed for a nuclear-tipped
missile to threaten the United States.” Even in
December of 2007, the National Intelligence
Estimate (NIE) released by all 16 US
intelligence agencies reported that, “lran
halted its nuclear weapons program in 2003
and that the program remains frozen.”

Russia has concerns not only about
missile interceptors in Poland, which it claims
are aimed at Russia, but is also concerned



about an advanced missile-tracking radar that
the Pentagon wants to place in the Czech
Republic. Further, in 2007, the Guardian
reported that, Russia is preparing its own
military response to the US's controversial
plans to build a new missile defence system in
eastern Europe, according to Kremlin
officials,in a move likely to increase fears of a
cold war-style arms race. A Kremlin
spokesman said of the Polish missile

defenses and the Czech radar system, that,
“We were extremely concerned and
disappointed.We were never informed in
advance about these plans. It brings
tremendous change to the strategic balance in
Europe, and to the world's strategic stability.”

In May of 2008, it was reported that,
“President Dmitri A. Medvedev of Russia and
President Hu Jintao of China met ... to
conclude a deal on nuclear cooperation and
together condemn American proposals for a
missile shield in Europe. Both countries called
the plan a setback to international trust that
was likely to upset the balance of power.

In July of 2008, the Russian Foreign
Ministry said that it “will be forced to make a
military response if the U.S.-Czech missile
defense agreement is ratified,” and that, “we
will be forced to react not with diplomatic, but
with military-technical methods.” In August of
2008, the US and Poland reached a deal “to
place an American missile defense base on
Polish territory. Russia responded by “saying
that the move would worsen relations with the
United States.”

Russia further said “the US had shown
that Russia was the true target of the defensive
shield, as tension between the two powers
continued to rise over the conflict in Georgia.”
The Deputy Head of Russia’s general staff
“warned that Poland was making itself a target
for Russia's military.”

It was further reported that, “General
Anatoly Nogovitsyn said that any new US
assets in Europe could come under Russian
nuclear attack with his forces targeting ‘the
allies of countries having nuclear weapons’,”
and that,“Such targets are destroyed as a first
priority.”

In April of 2009, Obama said, “that the
U.S. missile defense system in the Czech
Republic and Poland will go forward.” In May
of 2009, Russia said that it “could deploy its
latest Iskander missiles close to Poland if
plans to install U.S. Patriots on Polish soil go
ahead.”In July of 2009, Russian President
Medvedev said that, “Russia will still deploy
missiles near Poland if the US pushes ahead
with a missile shield in Eastern Europe.”

Iran and the China-Russia Alliance

The Bush regime used hostile rhetoric
against Iran, threatening possible war against
the country. However, Iran will not be in any
way similar to the military adventurism seen
in Irag. A war against Iran will bring China
and Russia to war with the west. Chinese and
Russian investments with Iran, both in terms
of military cooperation as well as nuclear
proliferation and energy ties, have driven the
interests of Iran together with those of China
and Russia.

In 2007, both Russia and China warned
against any attack on Iran by the west. From
2004 onwards, China became Iran’s top oil
export market, and Iran is China’s third largest
supplier of oil, following Angola and Saudi
Arabia. China and Iran signed a gas deal in
2008 worth 100 billion dollars. Further,
Beijing is helping Tehran to build dams,
shipyards and many other projects. More than
100 Chinese state companies are operating in
Iran to
develop ports and airports in the major Iranian
cities, mine-development projects and oil and
gas infrastructures. Also, China, Iran and
Russia maintain identical foreign policy
positions regarding Taiwan and Chechnya,
which only further strengthens their alliance.

In August of 2008, a senior Iranian
defense official warned that any attack against
Iran would trigger a world war In February of
2009, Iran and Russia announced that, “Iran
and Russia are to boost military cooperation.”
Russia has also been selling arms and
advanced weapons systems to both Iran and
Venezuela.In 2008, OPEC warned against an
attack on Iran, saying that, “oil prices would
see an ‘unlimited’ increase in the case of a
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military conflict involving Iran, because the
group's members would be unable to make up
the lost production.”
The Georgian War:
Conflict in the Caucasus

Spreading

After the break-up of the Soviet Union
in 1991, Georgia’s northern province of South
Ossetia declared independence but failed to be
internationally recognized. South Ossetia as
well as Georgia’s other largely autonomous
province, Abkhazia, had traditionally been
allied with Russia. There had been long-
standing tensions between South Ossetia and
Georgia and a shaky ceasefire.

On August 1, 2008, six people were
killed in South Ossetia when fighting broke
out between Georgian and South Ossetian
forces. Both sides blamed each other for
opening fire first, with Russian peacekeepers
blaming Georgia and the Georgians blaming
Russian peacekeepers.

On August 5, Russia announced that it
would “defend its citizens living in the
conflict zone” if a conflict were to erupt in
Georgia, and the South Ossetian President said
Georgia was “attempting to spark a full-scale
war.”

Further, South Ossetian children were
being evacuated out of the conflict zone, an
act that was “condemned” by Georgia, saying
that the separatists were “using their
youngsters as political propaganda.”

On August 7, a ceasefire was
announced between Georgia and South
Ossetia, with Russia acting as a mediator
between the two. On the night of August 7,
five hours after the declared ceasefire,
Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili began
a military operation against the capital city of
South Ossetia, Tskhinvali. The Georgian
attack targeted hospitals, the university and

left the city without food, water, electricity
and gas.

Georgian forces surrounded the city
and their troops and tanks continued to assault
the civilian targets. On the 8th of August,
Russia called for an end to the military
offensive. Reportedly, 2,000 civilians were
killed by this point in South Ossetia, so Russia
sent troops into the area. Russian Prime
Minister Putin referred to Georgian actions as
“genocide” and Russia also reportedly
bombed a Georgian town. Immediately, the
US called for “an
end to the Russian bombings.” The Georgian
President called it an “unprovoked brutal
Russian invasion.” Much of Tskhinvali was
left in ruins after the Georgian offensive, with
34,000 South Ossetian refugees in Russia.
Georgia, which had 2,000 troops deployed in
Irag, announced on August 9th that they
would be pulling 1,000 troops out of Iraq to be
deployed into South Ossetia, with the US
providing the transportation for Georgian
troops to get back to Georgia. However, the
Russian advance pushed the Georgian troops
back, recapturing
the city and damaging much of Georgia’s
military infrastructure. The Russian troops
also entered the other breakaway province of
Abkhazia and even occupied the Georgian city
of Gori.

On August 12, the Russians announced
an end to their military operations in Georgia
and on August 13th, the last remaining
Georgian troops pulled out of South Ossetia.

However, there is much more to this
story than simply a conflict between a small
Central Asian nation and Russia. It is
important to remember the role played by
American NGOs in putting the Georgian
President Mikhail Saakashvili into power
through the Rose Revolution in 2003.



The US then developed closer ties with
Georgia. Even before the Rose Revolution, in
2002, US military advisers were in Georgia in
an effort to open up a “new front” in the war
on terror, with Americans there to “train the
Georgian army in how to counter militant
activity.” Also in 2002, hundreds of US Green
Berets and 200 Special Forces arrived in
Georgia to train Georgian forces “for anti-
terrorism and counterinsurgency operations.”
Russia warned against US involvement in
Georgia, saying that it could “complicate” the
situation.

US and Georgian troops even
conducted war games and military exercises
together. In July of 2008, it was reported that
1,000 US troops in Georgia began a military
training exercise with Georgian troops called
“Immediate Response 2008.” The same report
stated that “Georgia and the Pentagon
[cooperated] closely.” The training exercise
came amidst growing tensions between Russia
and Georgia, while the US was simultaneously
supporting Georgia’s bid to become a NATO
member.

Further, 1,200 US servicemen and 800

Georgians were to train for three weeks at a
military base near the Georgian capital of
Thilisi. The exercise was being run in
cooperation with NATO and was preceded by
a visit to Georgia by US Secretary of State
Condoleezza Rice, where she met with the
President and stated that, “the future of
Georgia is in NATO.”
However, these exercises and increased
military cooperation between the US and
Georgia did not go unnoticed by Russia,
which simultaneously began military exercises
on the other side of the Caucasus mountains,
involving up to 8,000 Russian servicemen.
Clearly, Russia itself was aware of the
potential for a military conflict in the region.

When the conflict with Russia began,
there were US military instructors in Georgia,
and Russia’s envoy to NATO also accused
NATO of encouraging Georgia to take the
offensive against South Ossetia. The US was
not the only western nation to aid Georgia, as
the unofficial NATO member, Israel, also
played a part in arming Georgia. The Georgian
tanks and artillery that captured the South
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Ossetian capital were aided by Israeli military
advisers. Further, for up to a year leading up
to the conflict, the Georgian President had
commissioned upwards of 1,000 military
advisers from private Israeli security firms to
train the Georgian armed forces, as well as
offer instruction on military intelligence and
security. Georgia also purchased military
equipment from lIsrael.

The War in Georgia was designed to
escalate tensions between NATO and Russia,
using the region as a means to create a wider
conflict. However, Russia’s decision to end
the combat operations quickly worked to its
benefit and had the effect of diminishing the
international tensions. The issue of NATO
membership for Georgia is very important,
because had it been a NATO member, the
Russian attack on Georgia would have been
viewed as an attack on all NATO members.
The war in Afghanistan was launched by
NATO on the premises of ‘an attack against
one is an attack against all.

It also was significant that there was a
large pipeline deal in the works, with Georgia
sitting in a key strategic position. Georgia lies
between Russia and Turkey, between the
Caspian Sea and the Black Sea, and above
Iran and Irag. The significance of Georgia as a
strategic outpost cannot be underestimated.
This is true, particularly when it comes to
pipelines.

The Baku Thblisi Ceyhan (BTC)
Pipeline, the second largest pipeline in the
world, travels from Baku, the capital of
Azerbaijan, through Thbilisi, the capital of
Georgia, to Ceyhan, a Mediterranean port city
in Turkey. This pipeline creates a route that
bypasses both Iran and Russia, to bring
Caspian Basin oil resources “to the United
States, Israel and Western European markets.”
The US company Bechtel, was the main
contractor for construction,
procurement and engineering, while British
Petroleum (BP), is the leading shareholder in
the project. Israel gets much of its oil via
Turkey through the BTC pipeline route, which
likely played a large part in Israel’s support
for Georgia in the conflictas a continual
standoff between the West and the East
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(Russia/China) takes place for control of the
world’s resources.

Zbigniew Brzezinski, co-founder, with David
Rockefeller, of the Trilateral Commission, and
Jimmy Carter’s National Security Adviser
who played a key role in the creation of the
Afghan Mujahideen, which became known as
Al-Qaeda, wrote an op-ed for Time Magazine
at the outbreak of the Russia-Georgia conflict.
Brzezinski, being a Cold War kingpin of
geopolitical strategy, naturally blamed Russia
for the conflict. However, he also revealed the
true nature of the conflict. He started by
blaming Russia’s “invasion of Georgia” on its
“imperial aims.” Brzezinski blamed much of
this on the “intense nationalistic mood that
now permeates Russia’s political elite.”
Brzezinski went on to explain Georgia’s
strategic ~ significance; stating that, “an
independent Georgia is critical to the
international flow of oil,” since the BTC
pipeline “provides the West access to the
energy resources of central Asia.” Brzezinski
warned Russia of being  *ostracized
internationally,” in particular its business elite,
calling them *“vulnerable” because “Russia’s
powerful oligarchs have hundreds of billions
of dollars in Western bank accounts,” which
would be subject to a possible “freezing” by
the West in the event of a “Cold War-style
standoff.”

The West Sponsors Terrorists in Iran

In 2005, Scott Ritter, former UN
weapons inspector, reported that, “the
Mujahadeen el-Khalg, or MEK, an Iranian
opposition group, once run by Saddam
Hussein's dreaded intelligence services,” was
now working for the CIA in terror bombings
inside Iran. In February of 2007, the
Telegraph reported that, “America is secretly
funding militant ethnic separatist groups in
Iran in an attempt to pile pressure on the
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Islamic regime to give up its nuclear
programme.”

The CIA operations “involve dealing
with movements that resort to terrorist
methods,” and the article noted that, “there has
been a wave of unrest in ethnic minority
border areas of Iran, with bombing and
assassination campaigns against soldiers and
government officials,” and interestingly, the
CIA operations are focused on *“helping
opposition militias among the numerous
ethnic minority groups clustered in Iran's
border regions.” A former State Department
counter-terrorism agent was quoted as saying,
“The latest attacks inside Iran fall in line with
US efforts to supply and train Iran's ethnic
minorities to destabilise the Iranian regime.”

ABC News reported in April of 2007

that, “A Pakistani tribal militant group
responsible for a series of deadly guerrilla
raids inside Iran has been secretly encouraged
and advised by American officials since
2005.” The group, named Jundullah, operates
out of the Baluchistan province in Pakistan, on
the boarder of Iran, and “has taken
responsibility for the deaths and kidnappings
of more than a dozen lIranian soldiers and
officials.”
In 2008, Pakistan’s former Army Chief said
that, “the US is supporting the outlawed
Jundullah group to destabilize Iran,” and that,
“the US is providing training facilities to
Jundullah fighters--located in eastern areas of
Iran--to create unrest in the area and affect the
cordial ties between Iran and its neighbor
Pakistan.”

The Afghanistan-Pakistan War Theatre

Within days of getting into office,
President Obama authorized a missile strike in
Pakistan, which killed several civilians.
Obama continued with this strategy, after



Bush, in  July of 2008, “authorized the C.1.A.
and the Joint Special Operations Command to
make ground incursions into Pakistan.” This
was to set the pace for US strategy in the
region, particularly in relation to Afghanistan
and Pakistan.

In late March, Obama announced his

plan for a new Afghanistan and Pakistan
strategy, which are to be a combined strategy.
As part of the strategy, known as the AfPak
strategy, “More U.S. troops, civilian officials
and money will be needed,” and “Obama
pledged to tighten U.S. focus on Pakistan.”
Further, Obama announced in late March that,
“he would send 4,000 U.S. troops -- beyond
the additional 17,000 he authorized” in
February,
“to work as trainers and advisers to the
Afghan army, and hundreds more civilian
officials and diplomats to help improve
governance and the country's economy,”
bringing the total number of US troops up to
60,000.

In May, a major event took place in
military circles, as one of the few times in
over 50 years an American wartime general
was fired in the field. In May of 20009,
Defense Secretary Robert Gates fired the top
general in Afghanistan saying that what was
needed was “fresh thinking” and *“fresh eyes”
on Afghanistan. Gates “recommended that
President Obama replace McKiernan with a
veteran Special Operations commander, Lt.
Gen. Stanley A. McChrystal.” As the
Washington Post reported, McKiernan, the
general whom Gates fired, “was viewed as
somewhat cautious and conventionally
minded.” Could it be that McKiernan did not
see the AfPak strategy as a viable option; that
it went against “caution”?

His replacement, General McChrystal, was
“the director of the Pentagon's Joint Staff.
From 2006 to August 2008, he was the
forward commander of the U.S. military's
secretive Joint Special Operations Command,
responsible for capturing or killing high-level
leaders of the Sunni insurgent group al-Qaeda
in Iraq.” One expert summed up the new
General as such: “McChrystal kills people.”
One senior military official at the Pentagon
asked; “what message are we sending when
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our high-value-target hunter is sent to lead in
Afghanistan?”

However, there is another twist to this
story. As Pulitzer Prize winning journalist,
Seymour Hersh revealed,Cheney created a
special unit called the Joint Special Operations
Command (JSOC), which was to carry out
high-level assassinations. This unit was kept a
secret for many years, and Hersh referred to it
as an “Executive assassination ring.” Hersh
reported that they carried out many
assassinations, “not just in Iraq and
Afghanistan,
it's in a lot of other countries, in the Middle
East and in South Asia and North Africa and
even central America.”

The new General of the AfPak war
theatre, Stanley McChrystal, used to run
Cheney’s assassination squad.

At the end of November 2009, Obama
announced a surge of an additional 30,000
troops to Afghanistan, “bringing the total
American force to about 100,000.”[115]
Further, in early December, it was reported
that Obama “authorized an expansion of the
C.ILA.’s drone program in Pakistan’s lawless
tribal areas, officials said this week, to parallel
the president’s decision, announced Tuesday,
to send 30,000 more troops to Afghanistan.”

Clearly, the Afghanistan-Pakistan
strategy will only further inflame the region in
conflict and turmoil. Expanding the Afghan
war into Pakistan is akin to playing with
matches around a stick of dynamite. Perhaps
this was the clarity of the previous general,
McKiernan, in seeing this strategic insanity,
and thus, the reason for his removal.

The destabilization of this region
threatens all of the neighboring countries,
including India, China, Russia,Turkey and
Iran. The possibility of creating a much wider
war in the region, and even between the
greatpowers, is ever increasing.

Conclusion

The continuation of the Cold War
stances of the West versus the East remain and
are exacerbated, in what can be referred to as a
“New Cold War.” At the same time, global
regional conflicts continue to be waged and
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expanded, be it in the Middle East, Central
Africa or Central Asia, with coups and regime
change being furthered in Eastern Europe,
South  America and across the globe.
However, these two major global issues:
regional wars

and conflict and the New Cold War, are not
separate, but inherently linked. An
exacerbation of conflict, in any and all
regions, will only serve to strengthen the
political-strategic conflict between the US-
NATO alliance and the Russia-China alliance.

All that is required for a new major
world war is just one spark: whether it comes
in the form of a war between Pakistan and
India, or a military strike on lIran, in which
case China and Russia would not sit idly by as
they did with Irag. A strike on Iran,
particularly with nuclear missiles, as is
proposed, would result in World War I11. So
why does strategy on the part of the US and
NATO continue to push in this direction?

As George Orwell once wrote:

The war is not meant to be won, it is
meant to be continuous. Hierarchical society is
only possible on the basis of poverty and
ignorance. This new version is the past and no
different past can ever have existed. In
principle the war effort is always planned to
keep society on the brink of starvation. The
war is waged by the ruling group against its
own subjects and its object is not the victory
over either Eurasia or East Asia, but to keep
the very structure of society intact.

A New World War would be a global
war waged by a global ruling class against the
citizens of the world, with the aim of
maintaining and reshaping hierarchical society
to serve their own interests. It would indeed
symbolize a New World War for a New World
Order. In a globalized world, all conflict has
global implications; the task at hand is
whether the people can realize that war is not
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waged against a “distant” or “foreign” enemy,
but against
all people of the world.

Herman Goering, Hitler’s second in
command, explained the concept of war when
he was standing trial at the Nuremberg Trials
for war crimes, when he stated, “Why, of
course, the people don’t want war,” and that,
“Naturally, the common people don’t want
war; neither in Russia nor in England nor in
America, nor for that matter in Germany. That
is understood. But, after all, it is the leaders of
the country who determine the policy and it is
always a simple matter to drag the people
along, whether it is a democracy or a fascist
dictatorship or
a Parliament or a Communist dictatorship.”
When Goering was corrected that in a
democracy, “the people have some say in the
matter through their elected representatives,”
Goering responded:

Oh, that is all well and good, but, voice
or no voice, the people can always be brought
to the bidding of the leaders. That is easy. All
you have to do is tell them they are being
attacked and denounce the pacifists for lack of
patriotism and exposing the country to danger.
It works the same way in any country.
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