12 SIRATH
Global hegemony an

SULTAN MOHAMMED ZAKARIA
D ISCORD over the nuclear defense shield of the
United States in Eastern Europe, particularly in
the Czech Republic and Poland, is intensifying.
Especially Russia is vehemently opposing the plan.
Although the US claims that the shield will be adeterrentto
North Korea and Iran, there are many in the world who
believe otherwise. Justification of these dissidents’ opin-
jons is very much crucial given the present global geo-
political situation. Because, over the last few years, the US
has initiated a newwar the War on Terror throughout the
world. The first victim of this war was Afghanistan and then
Iraq. Now, everyone is looking for the next who's next?
Iran? Is this war to protect the US (or the world) from ter-
rorism and maintain global peace and security or to
expand the US military grip to gain strategic dominance
against other rivals?

Let's talk about the missile defense shield. First of all,
North Korea and Iran still do not have the capacity to hit
Eastern Burope or US territory. Secondly, there is a high
degree of probability that the proposed defense shield will
become a controversial part of the US National Missile
Defense (NMD) which is designed to protect the whole of US
territory against any incoming ICMBs. The current NMD
project involves using radars in Alaska and California in the
USand at Fylingdales in the UK, and in Greenland. Thelatest
plan of deploying the radar base in the Czech Republic is
basically relocating the existing radar base at Kwajalein
Atoll. Marshal Island. Besides, the US plans to install 10
more interceptors in silos in Poland.

Here we can see thatalthough the US is terming its recent
military engagement in Eastern Europe as a European
Missile Defense Shield, itis apparently becoming a part ofits
long planned NMD project. Iran, Iraq and North Korea
simply became the scapegoat to justify the plan. For this, in
the last several years, by distorting intelligence and misguid-
ing the nations with false threats, the US conservative
administration totally mislead the world. And as a way of
implementing the hidden agenda- Iran, North Korea, and
[raq were clustered as ‘rogue states' and ‘axis of evil'. Earlier
in January 2002, President Bush at his State of the Union
speech said, "...today the world s also uniting to answer the
unique and urgent threat posed by Iraq. A dictator ...must
not be allowed to produce or possess those weapons. We will
not permit Saddam Hussein to blackmail and/or terronse
nations which love freedom.” After all these rhetoric we all
came to know that a president had misguided his fellow
citizens and the world community. All of these distortions,
lies and misguidance... for what? Establishing US suprem-
acyinamore unparallelled way?

This is certainly one aspect. Another aspectis that the US
is transforming. It is transforming politically, socially and
culturally. A new conservative group (neo-cons) has
emerged in Washington. Its belief in the clash of civilisation
is alarming. It is worth noting that the neo-cons are heavily
dependent on the military-industrial complex. Therefore,

military adventurism takes the highest priority on the table
nowadays. Many critics pointed to the US's quest for mili-
tary dominance and hegemony throughout the world which
naturally requires envisaging possible threats at all times
and preemptive war.

After the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 the peace-
loving people of the world thought that the world would tum
into a safer place than before since no big threats remained.
They hoped that the United Nations would take control of
the world events with its unilateral position in the dispute
settlement matters bypassing individual actors. People
dreamt that the decision making process at the United
Nations would be more participatory and the distortions in
exercising veto-powers would be reduced to aminimal level.
Nations also expected controlling the vicious arms race and
better use of scientific research and innovation. That was the
hope and aspiration of each and every nation. On the partof
the US, it also claimed victory and declared the end of a
hostile and intimidating era. George Bush, then the US
president, greeted the event as: "By the grace of God,
America won the Cold War. .. (and the country is) the undis-
puted leader of the age” (Walter LaFeber, ‘"America, Russia
and the ColdWar, 1945-1996", 1997).

The question is: why does the United States go frantically
after issues like missile defense after the successful end (ac-
cording to them) of the Cold War? Why does it continue to
focus on indiscernible enemies? Even after 1991, it did not go
for closing down its military bases scattered around the world
rather, continued expanding the network in many strategic
positions. In Eastern Europe it basically filled the vacuum
created by the end of the Warsaw Pact. Moreover, Central Asia,
avery crucial passage of the global oil supply chain, also came
under the purview of US dominance. These deliberate moves
created lots of irritation among regional powers like Russia
and China. On the other hand, small states' (buffer states)
sovereignty and national security are facing enormous exter-
nal threats and they fear being bogged down in the complex
intelligence game of the super poweronce again.

Why does America need more military bases after 19917
s that for exporting democracy and capitalism at gun point?
Some may argue that it is military adventurism. We learnt
from the past political history that similar tendencies were
exercised by the imperialist powers to expand their grip. For
that, no matter who was being taken out of the list of ene-
mies, they picked new foes to fight and defeat. Jtis such a
continual and destructive process that it ultimately brings
on their fatal collapse. Imperialist powers usually envi-
sioned their goals to increase their dominance (o such an
extent that they could easily deploy their forces anywhere at
any time. But that was a tragedy for them too. Very soon it
became an unmanageable task to deal with. The Roman
Empire is one of the foremost examples of how an empire
could make an ultimate burden on its capability. Many
political analysts also see the same consequence for the so-
called American Empire. Now, all around the world, there
are some 725 military bases of the United States and it is
frantically trying to plant more,
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Few may be puzzled that initiating a war with Iraq will
hamper its long-term strategy and hinder its main purpose.
And because of the economic woes created by this war, there
is also a high degree of probability that American citizens
may put pressure on the congress not to spend more for
military expansions. Yet, the reality is that the US adminis-
tration masterminded the plan of taking control of the Gulf
region 35 years back!

After the Yom Kippur War (third Arab-Israel War) in 1973,
the defeated Arab countries retaliated against the western
allies of Israel by imposing oil embargo, which distorted and
destabilised the global oil market seriously. Fuel prices sky-
rocketed and reached nearlyto $17 per barrel. Itwasone of the
most significant geo-political games during the cold-war era.
Since then, forthe past 35 years, the Gulfhas beenin the cross-
hairs of an influential group of Washington foreign policy
strategists who believe that in order to ensure global domi-
nance the US must seize control of the region andits oil.

Washington foreign policy strategists also believe that, if
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you were to spin the globe and look for real estate for build-
ingan American empire, your firststop should have to be the
Persian Gulf. Because the dessert sands of this region hold
two of every three barrels of oil in the world (Iraq's reserves
alone are equal, by some estimates, to those of Russia, the
United States, China and Mexico combined!). Apparently,
the United States is driven by this theory. Though risk
remains high, the main answer is there: to establish unparal-
lel global dominance, seize control of the Persian Gulf first.
As former US ambassador to Saudi Arab Mr. Chas
Freeman (1991) mentioned, “the US administration
believes you have to control resources in order to have
access to them.” and “the end of the cold war left the US able
toimpose its will globally and that those who have the ability
to shape events with power have the duty to do so. It's ideol-
ogy” he added. Professor Michael Klare of Peace and
Security Department, Hemispheres College and author of
'Resource War', says "Controlling Iraq is about oll as power,
rather than oil as fuel” and “Controlling Persian Gulf trans-
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late into control over Europe, Japan and China. It is having
our hand on the spigot.” Considering the comments men-

toned above, all ambiguous and rhetoric claims such as
‘Weapons of Mass Destruction’, ‘Terrorism’, Threat to
West', and ‘Al-Qaida’ etc. turns into much politicised words
which are being emphasized for a special purpose to
achieve. Besides, America's ambition was further unearthed
by President Bill Clinton in his presidential poll campaign
speech: “1 believe it is time for America to lead a global alli-
ance for democracy....”

1t will be interesting to see how the US implants a new
form of democracy in Iraq and Afghanistan. President Bush
had in factvery little things to do. Pentagon, the US adminis~
tration, and the US military-industrial complex, got a long
due plan and they needed an impotent leader like George W.
Bush to carry out their plan. Nevertheless, Mr. Bush was not
suppased to be an US president. But they ardently wanted
him to be and they brought him to power through a master
ballot-rigging in US history.

Now, a new threat has appeared in the Persian Gulf region.
That is Iran's growing economic and military strength.
Undoubtedly, a powerful Iran could thwart any US plan in the
region and could jeopardise its objective of seizing control over
the strategically important Hormuz Strait Further, Iran’s
nuclear programme also wrinkled Pentagon’s master-minds
too as if Iran, by any means, could become a nuclear power, it
could have the means to retaliate against possible artack from
the US. Hormuz Strait, the biggest sea passage supplying some
40percent (between 15 to 16.5 million barrels) of world's petro-
leurn, will also be subjected to Iran's wish. Although Iran con-
tinues to claim that its nuclear programme is only for peaceful
purpose, but againitis the United Stateswho is recklessly trying
to establish a case that Iran is going to build anuclear bomb. Itis
ludicrous that the US also played the same game in Iraq. “1
strongly believe he was trying to reconstitute his nuclearweap-
ons p 1" Yes, that was one of the fanciful statements of
President George W. Bush which he made while discussing on
War on Terrorism atWhite House on 17 July 2003.

Surely the proposed radar base in the Czech Republic
and missile interceptor in Poland are not to protect the US
from Iran or North Korea's missile but to ensure that the US
plan to establish and exercise stringent control over the
world using its prevailing 725 military bases. Already a wide
range of scholars from Europe and Russia has expressed
deep concerns that the US is still intensely driven by the
NMD theory which might give it an unparalleled position
and immunity in any strategic confrontation, whether with
Russia, China, or with Europe. But Europe’s response is
quite surprising in this regard. May be it will be too late for it
to get the point. Fear is that: If once the US ventures get
accomplished, Europe itself will struggle over finding its
own deterrence against the ‘Hyper Power . History suggests
that imperialism knows no permanency in friendship or tie,
whatever itsreligion, faith, or culture.

The author is a Researcher, currently working at the institute of Govemance Studies
(IGS), BRAC University, He can be reached at his e-maii: zak_info@yahoo.co.uk
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I as it is becoming an economic
pOWer.

India is the second largest
populous country (nearly 1.1
billion) in the world and sev-
enth largest in geographical
area. It is twenty-three umes
larger than Bangladesh. There
are almost 1,000 people for
every square mile of area
nationwide, much denser than
China. India is likely to overtake
China in the 21st century as the
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world’s most populous country.
Under the US-India nuclear
deal, it will receive nuclear fuel
and technology and will be
much more capable to enlarge
its nuclear arsenal. According to
the Bulletin of the Atomic
Scientists, the India’s Defense
Ministry has earmarked USS$ 2
billion annually to build 300 to
400 weapons over the next s to 7
years. Currently India has about
50 to 95 nuclear warheads.
Analysts say that there are
many reasons for acquiring
military power and
them are described below:
Government officials argue
that India’s commitments have

some of

overlapping motivations. [tnow
trades vigorously with the
world, most critically in oil. It
has bought oil fields or engaged
in exploration in Iran, lraq,
Libya, Russia, Sudan, Syria,
Vietnam and beyond.

A more robust military is also
vital for protecting millions of
Indian workers in the Gulf, who
are from time to time threat-
ened by political volatility. But
the most pressing motivation
may be the fast-moving
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Chinese.

“Immediately after inde-
pendence, true, we had to
engage ourselves for developing
our country economically,
politically because we were
exploited under colonial rule
for more than 200 years,”
Pranab Mukherjee, India's
External Affairs Minister (a
former Defence Minister) said
inaninterview.

Now, he said, things have
changed: "Naturally, a country
of this size, a population of this
size we will be required to
strengthen our security forces,
modernize them, update them,
upgrade our technology.”
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ourselves on others.”

In a speech in India’s
Parliament this summer, a
rising political star, Ruhul
Gandhi, M.P, son of Rajiv and
Sonia Gandhi and an official of
the Congress Party spoke of a
change in civilian thinking that
helps explain the change In
military strategy.

"What is important," said
Rahul Gandhi,"is that we stop
worrying about how the world
will impact us, we stop being
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scared about how the world will
impact us, and we step out and
worry about how we will impact
theworld.”

Middle-aged Indians
remember a time when their
country would watch thou-
sands of Indians in jeopardyin a
foreign land and know that
there was nothing their military
could do.

But in 2006, when conflict
between Israel and Hezbollah
threatened Indian expatriates
in Lebanon, four Indian war-
ships happened to be in the
Mediterranean. The navy
rushed the vessels to Lebanon
and brought more than 2,000

escape the fighting.

Two years earlier, when a
tsunami throttled Asia, includ-
ing this country's own southern
coast, the Indian Navy dis-
patched 16,000 troops, 32 war-
ships, 41 planes and a floating
hospital for rescue operations,
according to news accounts.

Such changes bring pride to
many Indians. But some also
fear that India may become
the kind of swaggering power
it has opposed since it became
independent from Britain in
1947.

In recent years, while world
attention has focused on
China's military, India has
begun to refashion itself as an
armed power with global reach:
a power willing and able to
dispatch troops thousands of
miles from the subcontinent to
protect its oil shipments and
trade routes, to defend its large
expatriate population in the
Middle East and to shoulder
international peacekeeping
duties.

"India sees itself in a differ-
ent light not looking so much
inward and looking at Pakistan,
but globally,” said William
Cohen, a secretary of defense in
the Clinton administration
who, in his new role as a lobby-
ist, represents American firms
seeking weapons contracts in
India. "It's sending a signal that
it's goingto be abig player.”

[ndia is buying armaments
that major powers like the
United States use to operate far
from home: aircraft carriers,
giant C-130] transport planes
and airborne refueling tankers.
Meanwhile, India has helped to
build a small air base in
Tajikistan that it will share with
its host country.

[t is modern India's first
military outpost on foreign soil.
[ndia also appears to be posi-
tioning itself as a caretaker and
patroller of the Indian Ocean
region, which stretches from
Africa's coast to Australia's and
from the subcontinent south-
ward to Antarctica,

"Ten years from now, India
could be a real provider of secu-
rity to all the ocean islands in
the Indian Ocean,” said Ashley
Tellis, an Indian-born scholar at
the Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace in
Washington who has also been
an adviser to the Bush adminis-
tration. "It could become a
provider of security in the Gull
in collaboration with the U.S. 1

Observers say that Indian
military planning is still heavily
focused on China and Pakistan,
against both of which the coun-
try has fought wars. China,
whose own military expansion
outstrips India's, has not
sounded public warnings about
India's military modernization
but Pakistan is more critical
aboutit.

Pakistani officials "are paying
attention to Indian plans to
project India outside the South
Asian region,” said Hasan Askari
Rizvi, a leading Pakistani expert
on that country's military.

"There seems to be an
emerging long-term competi-
tion between India and China
for pre-eminence in the
region," said Jacqueline
Newmyer, President of the Long
Term Strategy Group, a research
institute in Cambridge,
Massachusetts, and a security
consultant to the United States
government. "Indiais preparing
slowly to claim its place as a pre-
eminent power, and in the
meantime China is working to
complicate that for India.”

India has worked to close the
gap with China by spending
heavily on modern arms.
Analysts estimate that India
could spend as much as $40
billion on military moderniza-
tion in the next five years (China
is spending $90 billion dollars
on defense budget). What is
most striking is that many of the
weapons are designed for oper-
ations far from home.

Among the more notable
purchases are six1L-78 airborne
tankers, which can refuel three
jets simultaneously and allow
the air force to fly as far as
Alaska. Other armaments
recently acquired or in the pipe-
line include naval destroyers,
nuclear submarines, aircraft
carriers and the C-130] trans-
port planes that are a staple of
long-range conflicts.

India is slowly but steadily
maturing into a conventional
great power. Times have
changed when India which gave
the world the idea of Gandhian
non-violence and, has long
derided the force-projecting
ways of the great powers is now
showing military muscle to
demonstrate that India is "ris-
ing” and should be given the
role in world affairs commiser-
ating its size, resources and
population.

The author is former Bangladesh Arobassador 10
he UN, Genova.

"One NATO ship just finished escorting a shi
which was bringing in supplies” for the Burundi
section of the U.N.-mandated African Union peace-
keeping mission in Somalia, NATO Secretary-General
Jaap de Hoop Scheffer. The escorted ship was
expected to dock on Oct. 28, with similar escort mis-
sions to follow swiftly, he added.

Three NATO ships have been given the go-ahead to
use force under their rules of engagement and in line
with internationallaw.

They are an Italian destroyer, the lead ship that
carried out the first operation, and British and Greek
frigates that form NATO's operation Allied Provider.

They will mainly help escort U.N. World Food
Program (WFP) food shipments, tempting targets for
pirates, until the European Union can launch its own
operation, probablyin December.

The WFP ships 30,000 to 35,000 tons of aid into
Somalia each month. '

Last week a maritime watchdog said Somali
pirates were now responsible for neaﬁy a third of all
mned attacks on ships, often using violence and

ing hostages.

The International Maritime Bureau said 63 of the
199 piracy incidents recorded worldwide in the first
nine months of this year occurred in the waters off
war-ravaged Somaliaand in the Gulf of Aden. .

That comes to almost double that of the same
period last year.

Piracy is rife and well-organized in the
where Somalia's northeastern tip juts into the
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Russia and India have also sentships to theareaon
anti-piracy duties.

Indian auditor find gaps
in air defense

[ndia's autonomous Auditing Agency found glaring
gapsin the country's air-defense system.

“Indian Air Force (IAF) do not adequate for instance, two engineers working with a Chir
surveillance radars needed for p ingefficientand  telecommunication company were abducted in
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The Indian military has asked for ﬂ‘ than $2
billion over eight years to buy radar and other air-
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is under nsing international pressure to act against
terrorism.

"A strong China means a strong Pakistan,” declared
Zardan during his visit, but the reverse is probably truer.
ngtnnmhﬂhmPanshrﬁombehgm
and its domestic chaos is particularly anathema for
China. What then does the future of Sino-Pak relations
hold? Zardari's sought to give Sino-Pakistan economic
relations a fillip by saying that he was "the first business-
man t of Pakistan" but this is double
entendre at its best given his soubriquet home of
being “Mr.Ten Percent "

At anyrate, for China, itis not trade with Pakistan that
is the most i consideration as it is the latter's
geostrategic location. In this context, China has con-
cerns that the instability in Pakistan can threaten iis
plans of building up Gwadar port as an access point for
Wmﬂemﬂmalmaﬂwwﬂﬁh@o&and
commodities from the Chinese mainland. Gwadar's
hmnnnmthetmulﬂedpmmufnahdmnm

mhmlwdlnﬂ:e region and
in its Xinfiang province, mean that China must pay close
attention to the growth and spread of religious radical-

nevertheless,
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