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The Cold War’s end brought with it the hope that power politics had finally been banished to the dustbin of history.  The fall of the Berlin War left America without a serious challenger.  Indeed, the West reveled in this ‘unipolar moment,’ confident that evaporating Soviet military strength signaled an end to great power rivalry.  The old equation of using force to counteract force consequently fell by the wayside.  America’s preponderance of power made such arms racing foolhardy.  Thus, rather than worrying about balances of raw power, grand strategy in the 1990s consisted of little more than trade liberalization and democracy promotion.  Encourage free markets and secret ballots, the thinking went, and even the bitterest of former rivals would see the value in cooperation.  Even more, anyone who failed to embrace such values could be kept outside the prosperous ‘core’ of like-minded democracies by US naval patrols and overseas troop deployments.  Countries that did not adhere to the new way of doing things would be left to languish in obscurity far beyond the outer rim of the Amero-centric world order.  And there the periphery would stay, unthreatening to those at the centre.


The attacks of September 11th, 2001 put an end to this deeply seductive idea.  Indeed, with a trail that led from rural Afghanistan to downtown Manhattan, bin Laden’s stunning attacks quickly made it apparent that the barrier between core and periphery is far from impermeable.  America’s chain of naval bases and troop garrisons had proven insufficient to the task of preventing peripheral malignancy from contaminating the core, at least to enemies nonstate in nature.  In effect, the prosperous could no longer count on a 21st century version of the Roman limes to keep foreign threats at bay.  The consequence was a strategy of ‘forward defence,’ achieved by resorting once again to empire.  Invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq quickly followed suit.  Geopolitics returned with a vengeance.


It is now clear that one cannot simply ring-fence festering regions and expect their infection will not spread.  Twenty-first century technology precludes that from happening.  What is less obvious, however, is that recent years have witnessed the beginning of disequilibrium within the core zone of stability.  Deep economic changes are afoot.  Foremost is the fact that massive population and explosive growth have combined to bring China to the front rank of world economies.  India is not far from a similar accomplishment, and Brazil has the potential to do likewise.  The once populous and poor are now standing on the precipice of great wealth and power.  Even Russia has enjoyed considerable resurgence, thanks largely to its massive oil and metals reserves.  This growth means American unipolarity is rapidly fading, leaving the question of what impact the return of geopolitics will have on the 21st century world order.


The chief virtue of young scholars is that they tackle intellectual problems with an eagerness that belies the difficulty of the challenge presented.  This panel is no different.  The first paper, Rethinking Hierarchical Understandings in IR, by Michi Yamasaki, begins with a warning how great care must be taken when studying international politics.   First and foremost, Ms. Yamasaki reminds the reader that when we rank entities, when we order things, we do so accordingly to assumptions of value—assumptions held both implicitly and explicitly.  This is a vital point, as so often methodologies simply assume normative baggage has been properly disposed of, thereby concluding the observer can proceed with an analysis completely devoid bias.  Unfortunately, such confidence is false, leading to research unwittingly tainted by our own beliefs and values. 


The next paper, Is the EU Still a Model for other Regional Organizations?, by Todd Andrews, offers a prospective the future world order.  Central to this 21st century view is the prospect of a reinvigorated European Union counterbalancing the United States.
  For Mr. Andrews, restarting the drive towards political union would hold serious geopolitical implications.  Most importantly, deeper integration would enable the EU to “be on an equal balance with the US and other nascent economic powers, and probably overtake them all.”
  With such bulk operating under a common political banner, Europe could act far more forthright on the world stage.  At the very least, a wealthy and united Europe would prove a serious force to reckon with.


The final paper is Todd Lane’s ‘The Attempted ‘90s Re-Union.’  In it Mr. Lane takes an interesting trek through the tumultuous days of post-Cold War Russia, finding that even after being hobbled by the collapse of communism, empire remained at the forefront of Moscow’s strategic thinking.  This obsession with force arrives from the “Russian mindset,” a psychological state that includes a manifest destiny to dominate those abutting its traditional territory.  Russia cannot help but behave as an imperial power.  If this assertion is correct, the implications for Europe’s future are immense.  The non-zero sum logic of trust and cooperation cannot take hold if one is constantly angling to secure domination of their neighbour.  The concerns of power, it seems, are not likely to disappear any time soon.  

Cold War over = US unipolarity.

US can ring fence the bad places: patrol seas, keep North Korea caged.

( = separation between core & periphery.  Inside, US so strong, no one will challenge.

1. 9/11 proves barrier between core and periphery is permeable.

2. dynamics unsettling even within core.
Mr. Dion: ‘E-implosion: Countering Global Insurgency in the 21st Century’
( The final paper is of course extremely relevant—given that our country finds itself deeply embroiled in a counter-insurgency campaign whose going only seems to get tougher.

( My question stems from your thesis that Canada’s main international interest is in securing a stable market.


( I’m certainly not here to deny that international trade is a fundamental pillar of our wealth.



( However, where I am concerned is the argument that our selling cars to Americans, trees to the Chinese, and expensive rainjackets to the Germans, that all this somehow depends upon us winning in Afghanistan.




( Is failure there really going to bring an end to all those shipping containers making their way into Halifax port?





( (for our sake, I sure hope not)....

Cut Notes
America was unquestionably supreme within the zone of tranquility, and With America would man  These forces, like the Roman limes before them, would be used to keep the bad guys out.

For two decades, this was largely the case, and when, in the years that followed, bloody outbreaks of violence occurred in places like Somalia and Rwanda, these were dismissed as peripheral anomalies, unworthy of deeper concern.

Raw demonstration of US force was all that was needed to keep everyone in line.

rather than being master of the core, America could no longer even protect itself.  Violence was no longer anomalous, but Unipolarity suddenly meant nothing  

, global tranquility could be maintained with   

it seemed that the force of arms would not be required to keep rivalries pacific.

Together these trends are conspiring to end to American unipolarity.  

The question, however, is whether or not they condemn the global governance that so 

-value 

-European identity 

-1. geopolitics still matters.

2. what trends are going on.

3. hope that maybe something has changed.  Values?

Lane:

( In the paper, it comes across that Russia’s recent rough-handed treatment of its neighbours demonstrates obvious continuity with the immediate post-Cold War past.

Dion:

( Secondly, I wonder if we really are on the brink of a “global insurretion.”  (p4)

( I understand the argument that there are dangers hidden in the periphery—bin Laden certainly enjoyed his Afghan sanctuary.

( I don’t mean this to be glib.  Retrenchment, isolation, condemnation to the periphery entails mothers will go hungry and children will die from things as simple as dirahea.

� Lane p12.


� Lane p16-7.





