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Abstract

Expansion in globalization arising from increasetliconnectivity and interdependence across thédwor
is causing a shift both in the focus of what nowldodetermine the principal international power
variables and the criteria for power balancing walails. One direct challenge to the status quo is the
emergence on one hand of new state actors whidhea@ming more assertive, as well as some other new
key non-state actors now matching states seemomgyon-one on the world stage in many spheres of
international political concourse. Consequentlgréhis a visible or perceptible shift from the emtrUS-

led unipolar ‘New World Order’ to a new form of nitfiaceted power balancing structure that abstracts
sharply from the traditional patterns of internaibpower balancing calculus. The predominant jmrsit

of the US in a post-Cold-War order is being threatk on several fronts. Consequently, unipolarity
appears to be obviously on its decline. However Ul§ has started to respond in kind to such nesatar

to its continued international hegemony. It is #aiaral response that seeks to perpetrate unipol&ut

how long can it hold on to its grip and status aodal hyper power balancer? The challenges preden
by such sundry scenarios including also other redated developments are exhaustively tackled tmere i
this article.
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As it were, collapse of the USSR in the early 1988s indeed been a crucial milestone in the
annals of world politics. It actually presents aiese of prospects as well as manifold urgent
challenges to emergence of the so-called unipotay W/orld Order. Presently, the United States
of America (USA) is at the helm of global affails.dictates at will most times the pace and
general directions of global politics as it deemseassary. Such a role has become incumbent on
it because it is the only surviving Superpower frime Cold War era. Russia is on a general
decline like most other great and imperial powdisr doss of their external alliances and satellite
states abroad and after loosing major global ctsmtegh key rivals. But Russia’s case had been
made even more precarious with the internal schisitign the former USSR which resulted in
huge losses of territories and other national nmetersources when it disintegrated into different
new Republics.

In any case, a declining Russian profile on theldvstage presents manifold positive
prospects consisting of: first, the issue of enarsnopportunities for the surviving superpower —
the US, to fully assert its global influence relaty unchallenged as it were. Though there are
now a few salutary challenges posed by most of dtieer older states to its increasing
assertiveness on the world stage, this has noslataa thus far into any real or potential
challenge to its rising unilateral role in worldaafs. In any case, perhaps the real challenges are
now coming from some of the new non-state actoreelsas the rising assertiveness of some
key older ‘medium’ states. Together, these actoescarrently displaying comparative strategic
advantages in other vital facets of their poweratésies much to the detriment of the US.
Second, a US-led unipolar world system also presestwith a befogged and a seemingly
imposed singular world view of international issuaest of the time. Much of the world has
often times been bullied or cajoled into a bandwagath the US and its European allies on
major world issues. Events leading to the US-ledTRAIntervention in Iraq and Afghanistan
recently, clearly attest to this fact here.

Third, the absence of a major contest between tBeaddd Russia, also presents a
compelling reason for the latter to also becomeanuooking and more focused radically and
deploy scarce resources to implement sweepingniatexconomic and administrative reforms
needed to boost its domestic economy and societgrgly. This could invariably help facilitate
a resurgence of its assertiveness on the worlce stattpin a short space of time if progress is

sustained in the right directions.
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Fourth, an emergent unipolar order has also hdlpedcourage the growth or rise of new
cultural assertiveness by, and the rise of new state actors with aspirations for great power
status and strategic influences on the world stBgewhat in essence is a unipolar world order
and why should there always be an urgent needléamt@the powers and the perceived threats of
a unipolar power generally? From a general pointi@fv, a unipolar world order can be defined
as, “one in which a single power is geographicaligponderant because its capabilities are
formidable enough to preclude the formation of aerahelming balance coalition against'it”
Logically speaking therefore, a unipolar power e#so be tagged a ‘Great Power’ of some sort
and one that is more eminent than other rival pswecause of its unique inherent power
capabilities deployed in the international arena.

Jack Levy however, asserts that such unipolar systpower balancers can be identified
on the basis of three fundamental empirical factoasnely: “1) a high level of military capability
that makes them relatively self-sufficient stratadly and capable of projecting power beyond
their borders; 2) a broad concept of security dmbraces a concern with regional and/or global
power balances; and 3) a greater assertivenessetbsar powers in defining and defending their
interests®

It is true most times — and as Kenneth Waltz alssitp, that the overall power
capabilities of any Great Power cannot be viewgohisgely from its individual unit power
attributes, rather, they can generally be scorgdtter on all front3.There seems therefore now
to be a compelling reason to exalt the unit—levalgsis of a state’s inherent power capabilities
that could be brought to bear on the internatieyatem. This is consequent upon the rather high
incidents of sundry new challenges now posed byesolder states as we experience resurgence
in some of their unit-level power assertivenessd Ardeed, this also pertains to the sundry new
challenges now posed by some non-state actorsresihect to how they have been deploying
some salient aspects of their unit—level power baiias in international concourse in the recent
time.

The need for a unit-level analysis of internatiopalver variables of actors, seem to
inhere in the fact that, a scenario where a unipgmbaver for instance is presented with multiple
unit challenges to its overall power capabilitisscarrently germane in the system, it does pose a
serious security threat to the effectiveness oh suGreat Power’s continued pre-eminence in the

system. It also raises a series of fundamentaltipmssabout the continued claimant by such a
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power to the status of a principal systemic powaaicer. Even in the general absence of a
viable external alliance against it, such potelytiadedible unit-level challenges to its vital pawe
capabilities tend to indicate that such a Greatdtasvcurrently experiencing a general decline in
such identifiable areas of its unit-level powerizhles.

It is however, a known fact that a unipolar systearrangement has never lasted for too
long as world history has repeatedly shown. Thed &so inheres in what Robert Gilpin says
could be tied to the intervening influences of “iiéerential growth in the power of various
states in the system Jand now at this instance, we can also add granwthe unit-level powers
of some notable non-state actors that could gdgecause] a fundamental redistribution of
power in the systen”.Thus, it is the persistence of such uneven graatés and unit-level
growth rates that generally could act to narrow strategic advantage in the relative power
capabilities of a unipolar power balancer overmitsspective new competitors. And eventually,
this will result in the decline of such a Great Row an ominous scenario which the US appears
now to be contending with at the moment.

Paul Kennedy explains succinctly in his analyses, tamergence of Great Powers — and
logically speaking, emergence also of such poteati#-level challengers as enumerated here in
the foregoing, are generally structurally driverd arsually considered a function of two basic
factors. These consist first of ‘anarchy’ and tt#férential growth rates’ experienced by states
in the system. And with respect to the growth ofvreon-state actors, these factors could be
conduced to also explain the high incidences ofgsve competition at the intra-state level and
the differential growth rate of emergent ‘shadowreamies’ in such locations including also the
resultant decline in parallel national economiesterritories where governments have lost
capacities to effectively govern.

It is a truism that the challenges of maintainingrépolar world order are also equally
quite daunting as it were. At the onset, there setmbe an inherent desire by states in the
system not to co-habit for too long under the vegaof such lopsided international power
balance arrangements. Ideally speaking theref@®, httle peace and stability has germane in
such a context for long. Historical antecedentsyagemonstrate this fact succinctly. And if
viewed then from a general point, the habitual ficas of states in this area — as indicative of the
two previous instances of unipolar arrangementge lilemonstrated that states tend to exhibit a

general aversion against an unnecessary prolomgafi@ unipolar arrangement on the world
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stage. For instance, this was when France acteduagoolar power balancer in 1660 and when
Britain did the same in 1860.

Thus, no matter how benign the US may now wishrtgept itself, including also its
national ideology as well as its manifold natiomaérests on the world stage, there are now ever
present potentials for the emergence of new bra@ased challengers to its unilateral global role.
This has even been made more obvious recently thittassertiveness of some older states and
new non-state actors in the military and econoneialm. New states like Iran are also at
advanced stages of acquiring frightening nuclegrabgities. Other non-state actors are also
suspected to be quietly pursuing similar goals \thtih covert assistance of some of the so-called
‘rogue states’.

Matters have even been made worst as some stige€Hina are already matching - if
not already surpassing, the US in economic termsl &s it were, even an economically benign
Great Power has never lasted also for long on tbedwstage. The examples of France and
Britain in the not-too distant past present us witim reminders here. Benignity — whether feign
or real, cannot honestly save the US from a passibtline of its overall power capabilities in
the international system within the foreseeablartit

Kenneth Waltz reminds us succinctly that, “in inttional politics, overwhelming power
[as usually exhibited by a Super Power in a unipateangement] repels and leads other states to
balance against it."Layne also adds that, the dynamics of a unipatargn arrangement is such
that, it generally produces a series of systemigsiraints with obvious implications for the
subsisting power balancing calculus or power equain the system. These factors are owed
generally to the intervening influences of the wereigrowth rates’ and the ‘sameness effect’ as
some of the principal catalysts that could likelynpel eligible states’ (or those with the
capability to do so) to become great powers.

Viewed then against the backdrop of such evolviremds on the World stage, the
implications of these developments appear alsemaliracing and thought-provoking to say the
least. For one, there are also obvious indicatairtfie moment of a general shift in focus from
the military to the economic and even cultural @bleés as perhaps some of the most vital
components of the inherent power capabilities & stan demonstrate to enhance its power status
in the system. There is therefore an urgent needtlfese unit-level variables to be well

accommodated in a new international power calcuusl this also inheres in the fact that, they
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are increasingly becoming the new principal benckeaow utilized by aspiring and subsisting
Great Powers and new non-state actors on the amweynds they continue to foster their
increasing global assertiveness in the recent time.

Added to this, is the fact that emergence of newaGPowers on the world stage also
presuppose a shift from the European continenhasptincipal locale of international power
contests as well as the emergence of new zonegheres of power influences and control in
other emergent regions across the world. This akdains to the possible growth of new
international non-military alliances, new geo-stgat cultural spheres of influences, and the
emergence of new types of satellite states asagatlew turfs for international ‘proxy wars’ of a
different kind between the emerging new Great Pewer

As these trends indicate, such inter-Great Powetests portend to also abstract sharply
from the traditional patterns and charactershait ‘wars’ involving military exchanges between
states and indeed also the so-called now extargrBower ‘Cold War’ ideological rivalries. In
their place, there are indications of prevalencaeW admixtures ofifot wars’and Cold Wars’
which are now likely to be determined principally both economic and cultural terms. These
represent radical shifts from the military and ildgical calculus of yester-years.

However, the growing incidents of regional integmatacross the world in the recent time
- due to increasing incidents of globalization, h& translated into a growing assertiveness of
geo-strategic economic regional blocs also on tleeldvstage. They too are now claiming
protective and exclusive rights against other cdingeeconomic areas. As Samuel Huntington
posits succinctly in hisClash of Civilization’ thesis, “the years after the Cold War [has]
witnessed the beginning of dramatic changes in lpsbjdentities and the symbols of those
identities. Global politics began to be reconfigbatong cultural lines. Upside-down flags were a
sign of the transition, but more and more the flags [now] flying high and true, and [.....]
peoples are mobilizing and marching behind thest @her symbols of their new cultural
identities.”®

What such pervasive scenarios imply is that thera general shift in focus from the
traditional patterns of international affinities Bjates and indeed by the peoples of the world.
This translates to mean the imminent emergencewfsources of fault-lines in various levels of
international exchanges in the system. These wpldg out more in the social-cultural and

economic realms as it seems. Such emergent tremndis also result from fluidic scenarios where
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evolving cultural identities will now be used asiblbemarks to define who a group is as a way to
distinguish them from others whom they must shatedfectively even if by force.

This strategy is an essential prerequisite forrm@onal concourse in the context of the
emerging New World Order. And if each group hasstovive the ensuing asphyxiating
competitiveness in the real ‘New world Order’, itlhlee mandatory for them to play by such new
rules of conducts. As Huntington also captures kesely, “culture and cultural identities, are
[now] shaping the patterns of cohesion, disintégnatand conflict in the post-Cold War
world.”'? States and indeed other non-state internationalepglayers now have compelling
reasons to harness fully their cultural as welkeasnomic potentials — and of course with the
much needed military back-up, as means to profemmnselves more effectively on the world
stage.

That new Great Powers — emerging either in the fofrstate or non-state actors, would
be an immediate possibility sooner than anticipatedh forgone conclusion the way it seem.
However, the character of these new great poweambats will be such that they could tend to
also exhibit a general tendency to assume promieedtership at the epicenters of the world’s
leading economic blocs as well as prominent leduilerst the epicenters of the world’s greatest
civilizations.

This perhaps, is the only way any internationabactin hope to fully assert itself on the
world stage in the emerging ‘real’ New World Ord@&ne should not also loose sight of the fact
that non-state actors have now become quite agsenti the world stage and have also shown
keen interests to pursue global-reach power statmparable to Great Power influences
traditionally exerted by states. These are histbrexpediencies that require apt and timely
critical analyses and expeditious responses in kydhe current key power balancers in the
system the way it seems.

However, there are manifold empirical questions taa also be easily generated by such
unfolding scenarios as painted here in the foregainalogies. These are questions that could
readily jump start a series of debates and newarelses across the academia. These consist of
the followings: first, who are the likely anti-USiipolar contenders for global-reach/great power
status? Second, what are the factors that miglgeptbem easily into prominence on the world
stage? Third, what will be the new character oerdmational Politics, and what will be the

characters of the new proxies as well as the plessdiellites states in the emerging new contests
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between the new power players in the internati@ystem?Fourth, what could be a likely

response of the US — the sole Superpower in theemuunipolar system to such manifold
assertiveness by new power players on the worlge8t&ifth, what could be the likely character
and outcome of a post-unipolar arrangement ofiternational system? Would it be bi-polar or
multipolar in character and would these be defipedcipally along economic and cultural lines

as against the extant reliance on the militaryaldes?

Which are the new potential great powers/global players and balancers?

Both older states and new non-state actors arenfpaiteontenders in the newly evolving global
power balance equation — in the so-caltedl ‘New Global World Order’. Abstract from the
traditional reliance on the military factor, a deteation of which states are likely to become
these new potential Great Powers/global players fignction of their abilities to demonstrate
meaningful degrees of assertiveness in the areasafomic dominance/influences as well as
great degrees of cultural attractiveness in theespers of global civilizations. And with
reference to the new global-reach non-state adtiois would depend on their abilities to act as
veritable vehicles and facilitators of the drive fltural unifications between the medley of
nationalities now striving for exclusive collectivdentities that differentiate them from the
others.

The list seems endless here. But there are twa loaigeria that seemingly also tend to
exemplify some of the most serious contenders i ghvilege global status. They refer to the
potentials of a new player to possess and maigaipal-reach military as well as global-reach
economic capabilities on one hand and civilizatiade cultural appeal on the other hand. The
military component of a major state-actor playasdt be such that in numerical terms, it should
be adequate for its domestic security and defengeopes.

In addition, it should be sufficient also to enalleespond adequately and timely to any
potential threats to its vital national interestsl dhose of its allies and cultural kin-statesan f
flung locations across the world. One should neb dbose sight of the import for its military
potentials to be readily available at short notiaés on the international plane for collective
security-related chores needed to counter otheengiat threats to international peace and

security generally anywhere in the world.
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With respect to the economic components of a stetier player, the domestic economy
should have already been able to maintain a credibkl of national industrial productivity self-
sufficient for the domestic needs so as to redtecdapendence on external sources. Also, such
products must be technologically compliant and nizste already been able to capture cheap
and profitable markets abroad in far flung locasioAnd by so doing, they must have helped
generate adequate external dependence on such Byateany others far and wide across the
globe. And even if such states are still reliantodimers for the supplies of vital raw materials,
they should have also been able to position thereseltrategically on the diplomatic plane in
order to be able to compel such suppliers to dspevith their produces at very cheap prices and
under favourable terms of trade beneficial prinyatdl the buyers even if at the detriment of the
suppliers. What this implies is that such emergitafes should be able to effectively adopt
diplomatic arms twisting tactics through threatssahctions and their likes in influencing other
states to do their biddings at all times.

Concerning non-state actor aspirants to globaleplagsitions, in paramilitary terms there
is a need for them to also be able to create, @mairdnd co-ordinate multiple transnational
organizational cells ready to prosecute their hesnagendas as and when desired at very short
notices also. Their numerical strength and unielesommand cohesiveness should also be at
such a level of preparedness that decisions francémtral command in remote ‘underground
mountainous’ locations are dispensed with judidpwsd to the letters any where across the
world.

In terms of economic capabilities, such non-stat®raaspirants to key international
power ‘balancer’ positions ought to have solid fical and overall material resource
wherewithal that can also match those of the in@mhlstate-actor balancers in the system.
International power balancing is high-stake pditany day and there can be no equivocations
about a player’'s inherent de facto power capabwibych ought to also be largely sustainable
over a long period of time for it to be effective.

Thus, given the foregoing analogies it becomeseantidhat state-actors and non-state
actors that could emerge on the international staméd likely include some of the followings: a
re-assertive Russia, Germany, Japan (the limitatadnts demography and cultural spread could
grossly limit its effectiveness as a potential inggional power player), China, India, a united

Korea, Malaysia and Indonesia in that ortfeAnd for the non-state actors, one could also
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envision the European Union (EU) acting as a miaggronal power bloc and from where it can
also project itself as a major contender on thddwstiage especially in the economic and cultural
realms. These are some of the vital componentshef rallying points for states in the
forthcoming inter-civilizational rivalries in theystem.

There are also other culturally-biased internatiomgencies like the Al-Qaeda
international terror network that has begun to idbemselves on the world stage. The larger
question then is, how does one ascertain if andglieh states and non-state actors individually
meet the acid tests of the criteria stated abowvéhém to become de facto power balancers in the
international system? This would require the taskriically exploring for answers to the next
poser raised at the onset of the analysis. Whatitiplies here is that, the following factors to be
addressed here may act as some of the vital toajestneeded to propel international power
aspirants into global prominence.

What are the factors that might propel emergent new actors into prominence on the world
stage?

At the onset, it would seem growing unilateralisnglobal affairs by the current unipolar power
balancer could cause a general scare amongstsitlies which could compel them to react and
balance against such increase in arbitrarinesst@nnational concourse. Prevalence of a unipolar
power balance can be tantamount to prevalence sulale power in the international system.
And for the mere fact that absolute power corrgtisolutely — which is an oft cited cliché in
political discourse, it is indeed also true thaagnmuch as absolute power corrupts and repulses,
it readily also repels other rival powers to cohcagainst its eventually on the long run.
Therefore, some of the crucial factors that mayant for the rise of new power players could
consist of a combination of the followings:

First, the ongoing global economic melt-down in Bere capitalist states is already
presenting a scenario that suggests the fact tlad veapitalism might just have began on
pathway toward a general systemic decline. Thisbess made most obvious in the absence of
the militant brand of Soviet-era World Communisratthad hitherto offered itself or acted as the
vital mirror needed to curtail the rather unbridlpdrsonal capitalist consumptive capacities

usually premised on a general gross reliance ongbef credit facilities.
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It is also a known fact that the strains in thebglofinancial sectors across the capitalist
Core owe roots in the overdosed and the rathetretdbed credit limits in many Western states.
This has acted as some of the crucial factorsrdaatily account for the current meltdown in the
world financial system. The logic here seems teeighn the fact that where the capitalist Core
now suffers such excruciate financial deficits ogdit crunch, the inherent capabilities of these
states could generally diminish retrogressivelyrowme and to the advantage of those non-
generic capitalist states - especially those irsthealled capitalist semi-periphery region.

If one then goes back to apply effects of the unégeowth rates’ and ‘sameness effects’
on these emergent trends, it becomes evidenttibagrhergence of new states — especially those
outside the traditional capitalist core areas igaaly becoming a forgone conclusion. States like
China appear insulated in a unique way from thehaagaries of the so-called global economic
meltdown. Reason for this is tied to the strictnieBons placed on the use of credit facilities in
the Chinese economy. This is one major reasonst&ns to be propelling China currently onto
increasing global economic assertiveness.

Second, the current global financial melt-downaghmuch as it affects economic trends
generally across the world, the ‘sameness’ effegtsnever be the same. They seem to be much
harsher at the epicenters of their own genesis @stévn countries. The peripheral states also
tend to be suffering some of these harsh effeads@nthe mere fact of their arrant over-reliance
on the Core states for financial assistance in $oofroans, grants and other bogus humanitarian
hand-outs handed over to them in the recent past.

And as it were, the Semi-peripheral states appesegas the ones likely to suffer lesser
effects of these harsh global financial realitied #r the following reason. First, because they
too also exploit others within the incumbent globapitalist arrangements, they are the ones
likely to be in a better position to exploit theitence of a now-weakened capitalist Core to their
own advantage. The double digit economic growtbsratow witnessed within some states in the
Semi peripheral regions could likely promote thpatalities of emergent states in these regions
and which could be translated into their increasangertiveness in global affairs. China, India
and a handful of other states add up the picture. hegically speaking therefore, the bulk of
new international power players (state-actors) @@mherge principally from the semi-peripheral

regions.
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As for the new non-state actors, one could envihi@r prominent emergence also from
the peripheral regions where multiple states areadly on the verge of collapse. The global
meltdown could likely aggravate the general deaftlfunds needed by such states to continue
paying for their internal state and regime securgguirements. Multiples of internationally
renowned drug cartels (for example in Bolivia, Gohia), other criminal and terrorists
organizations (like Al Qaeda) that are also finaltigibuoyant, might exploit the fiscal crises in
the failed state regions to propel themselves imrnational prominence. From offering covert
financial succor to the regimes in these failirgfess and to the outright take-over of these states
like what was witnessed in the take-over by thabBal in Afghanistan in the recent past, could
become quite prevalent across the failed stateszionthe capitalist peripheral regions.

Third, new breakthroughs in technology — especiallighin the semi peripheral regions
portend to propel new power actors into internaigore-eminence generally. China’s recent
breakthrough for instance, in successfully undémtakhe world’s largest ship building venture
as well as mastery of its extra-terrestrial saeellaunching systems; the development of other
potential new weapons systems; and including alw@d recent breakthrough in nuclear fission
technology that could most likely lead to the prctthn of nuclear weapons any time soon, all
could actually act as potential factors that caddount for the rise of new power players in the
system.

Fourth, some of the major power contenders aganddmineering Western culture in
global affairs have been linked to an assertivecehar fundamentalist brand of Islam, especially
as promoted by such so-called rogue states antioeaiy terrorist organizations like Iran and Al
Qaeda respectively. Recently, there have been tlingebews reports of some blasphemous
behaviours and cover-ups in Western Christendoiovimig reported cases of alleged acts of
sodomy perpetrated by some priests, as well asrtieation of gay priests in some European
and American cathedrals. This also includes thengsiveness of some Churches to the unholy
union of same sex in their folds. All these soentts general tends to portray Christendom as a
social way of life that is currently experiencingréical crisis or a general moral decline.

It is also a known fact that Christianity has beewmeritable vehicle for promoting the
Western idealisms of internationally accepted @ed conducts that are premised on some
divinely mandated moral precepts. What these tréneisefore portend to do is to present on a

platter of gold, good stand plank for the assertixend of radical Islamism to critically project
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itself more credibly onto the world stage as advetiternative to a decadent way of life or a
general civilizational decadence as now been prediby Christendom generally. From a logical
point of view, both emergent state and non-stateraare likely to arise from the ‘House of

Islam’. And if Huntington’s ‘Clash of Civilizationthesis is taken here as given, it becomes
evident that, religious ascriptions could also Ine @f the major vehicles through which new
actors and power players could enhance their pgeé&gntials and international appeals that

could easily propel them onto the world stage @ribt too distant future.

What will be the new character of international politics, and what will be the characters of the

new proxies as well as the possible satellites states in the emerging new contests between the

new power playersin theinternational system?

From a logical point of view, intense competitidos new sources of strategic raw materials will
tend to be the principal focus of the ensuing pogaettests between new and old power players
in the system. Especially of interest here, are mesources discovered in locations like the
Central African region — Chad, Niger and Sudan pe band (where there are now evidence of
huge Uranium and Oil deposits), including in thékFads Islands on the other hand (where Oil
has also been discovered in large quantities).

By implications, these locations all present thdueseas some of the many new possible
zones for proxy wars and new hotbeds for the redewalries between the emerging key power
players in the system. Failing state capacitieth@se areas is also one useful vehicle that could
promote some kind of unique proxy relationshipsveein the assertive new states and the failing
ones. This exchange will likely be premised on deeacy of such locations on some of the
emerging key international power players. The elgredes to tackle acute regime security as
well as the overriding need for territorial deferasgainst increasing numbers of well-armed
international rebels and terror units will tendgedvanize such failing states to willingly begin to
play second fiddles to such old and emerging newep@layers with capacities to perform these
vital functions for them in the system. Both paliti and economic concessions could then be
freely dispensed with and in exchange for a credgflysical deployments or presence of such

external powers within such failing states as a teastabilize trends.

How would these new power players interface with the new proxies and the so-called satellites

that may emerge later on?
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The most likely scenario could be through impositié a new form of exploitative neo-colonial
rule by such external interveners possibly masked paolonged external humanitarian
interventions in the failed states regions. Thiglddecome very prevalent in the international
system, especially in the dying days of the curtempolar arrangement. Such external controls
could be direct (through outright take-over of ciedministrations) or by covert means (through
the rule by proxies and puppet indigenous collaioosq The failed state regions across the
world also generally present us with an ominousspect for the emergence of new ‘power
satellites’ of a different type.

Humanitarianism could also become a recurrent praised by new and old power
players to deploy their forces into the failed steggions. This will also be under the guise of
helping to stabilize such territories whereas th@nmaim will be to get a leeway into such
territories with the sole aim to exploit any natuesource with little or no challenges from the

local population or their national elites.

What could be a likely response of the US — the soSuperpower in the current unipolar
system, to such manifold assertiveness by new powgayers on the world stage?

The US will tend to become increasingly assertingaterally and consequently will increasingly
become alienated internationally. And the eventya@f such a US response presents us with a
scenario where an increasingly internationally relted USA would begin to intensify its
unilateral interventions across the world in a twdcounteract and curtail such new assertive
actors across the world’'s emerging political/ecoidealtural hotbeds. This will lead to the
possibilities of low scale international proxy warsd even frontal armed exchanges between the
US and such new power entrants.

The pattern of its intervention could also abstrstwarply from the erstwhile military
focus and may span to other areas like economdsaiture even though the muscle of the US
would likely be increasingly facilitated by the teent massive or overwhelming deployment of
its military might across the world. And as the ldrages against US-led unipolarity increase, so
would the frequencies and scope of the US interwestacross the world likely would become.
This would persist up till the point when the resobr moral commitments and resources of the
US have been outstretched far beyond its currdrdrent national capacities. This is when the

real-time costs and harsh effects of maintaininmigolar power balance would begin to have a
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hurting and negative impact on the abilities of th® to continue to maintain its pre-eminent
position in the system. It is at this stage thatribw power balancers would begin to overtake the
US and when they could begin to eventual subdutatigost-Cold War Superpower balancer of

this century.

What could be the likely character and outcome of gost-unipolar arrangement of the
international system? Would it be bi-polar or multipolar in character and would these be
defined principally along economic and cultural lires as against the extant reliance on the
military variables?

The end game in the ensuing exchanges betweerethpdwer players in the system would be
such that, it most likely could produce the follogioutcomes and with grave consequences for
the re-alignment of forces within the internatiorgfstem. These include the followings

scenarios:

a) It could result in the likely shift in the epicentaf the pendulum of international power
balancing from the geographical West to the East

b) It could result in the likely increasing intensgtief low-keyed catastrophic civilizational
frictions and high intensity wars across the emmrdault-lines of the New World's assertive
global civilizations

c) It could result in the likelihood of a forthcominguclear conflagration between the
Western Christian and Eastern Oriental civilizasided by Islam. This point has been biblically
foretold as the forthcomingArmageddon’and the final meltdown that will annihilate hunmtgni

and result in the end of recorded time for all horo@ilizations worldwide.

In conclusion here, one can posit in succinct tethw, the adverse effects of increasing
interconnectivity and interdependence of states @ewples across the world as occasioned by
globalization; the renewed focus on cultural symbahnd identities as bench marks for
socialization in the international system; coupleih the persistent of unipolarity/unilateral
assertiveness by the US on the world stage; andiigeing global financial meltdown that
readily aggravates the precarious internal sedadgbnomic plights of most people in the failed

state regions, generally portend to act collecyiveet veritable primers/trajectories that could
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propel multiple new states and non-state actors international prominence as key power

players and power balancers in the emergent reak‘World Order’.
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