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***Israel/Hezbollah***
Conflict will escalate
Israel Hezbollah conflict would escalate quickly

Frida Ghitis is a world affairs columnist, World Politics Review July 8, 2010 http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/authors/36/frida-ghitis  DA July 11, 2010

If no other actors join the battle, the war would still likely escalate beyond the 2006 level. Military analysts in Lebanon say Hezbollah has fortified its positions in the northern part of the country, meaning that the fighting would quickly extend beyond the south. Since 2006, Hezbollah has also become much more integrated into the Lebanese power structure. So rather than a conflict pitting Israel against the Hezbollah militia, this war could easily become a confrontation between two sovereign governments, if not more. 

No one knows when the next conflict will start, but those who fear another war in the Middle East are undoubtedly right to worry.

Conflict between Hezbollah and Israel threatens the US 

Frida Ghitis is a world affairs columnist, World Politics Review July 8, 2010 http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/authors/36/frida-ghitis  DA July 11, 2010

Washington's view is quite different. In congressional testimony, U.S. Secretary of State for Near Eastern Affairs Jeffrey Feltman called Hezbollah "the most technically capable terrorist group in the world and a continued security threat to the United States." Evidently, the U.S. and Israel are not sleeping well knowing Hezbollah is growing stronger. The Pentagon says Iran has contributed $200 million each year to rebuild Hezbollah's strength beyond its 2006 capabilities. And just a few days ago, U.S. and Israeli officials said Iran has given Syria a highly sophisticated radar system that could alter the tactical equations regarding potential Israeli airstrikes against Iran and Hezbollah.

While both sides along the Lebanon-Israel border have indicated that they do not seek war at this time, the conditions are in place for another confrontation. If and when a new war starts, it could prove much more dangerous than the 2006 confrontation. This time, the war could more clearly become a proxy conflict for the clash between the West and Iran. And while Israel and Hezbollah would clash along the front lines, it is far from inconceivable that what starts as a proxy war could ultimately involve Syria, Iran, Hamas and perhaps some forces from the West -- even the U.S.

On the BRINK of conflict

Israel is on the brink of war with Hezbollah 

Frida Ghitis is a world affairs columnist, World Politics Review July 8, 2010 http://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/authors/36/frida-ghitis  DA July 11, 2010

In what has become a tragically predictable cycle, a new war breaks out every few years in the heart of the Middle East. And a quick scan of the region today points to a dizzying number of possibilities for potential conflicts that might erupt. Yet, most people in the region generally agree about where the next major clash will start and which armies it will involve -- at least as its principal combatants. As for when the fighting will begin, nobody knows that with certainty. But the drumbeat of warning signs that the moment could come soon is growing louder by the day. 

The conventional wisdom tells us that the next war will most likely bring a sequel to the 2006 conflict that pitted Israel against Hezbollah across the Lebanon border. Talk that open hostilities are imminent, prompted by a series of troubling incidents, has become so pervasive that Egyptian Foreign Minister Ahmed Abu Gheit found it necessary to send a calming message to the people of south Lebanon, saying, "No war is looming in the horizon." But his words contained more than a balm to soothe frayed nerves. They also carried a warning to Hezbollah and its sponsors in Iran and Syria. In an interview with the pan-Arab newspaper Al-Hayat, Abu Gheit noted there would be no war with Israel, "as long as there has not been any operation to launch missiles or cross the border."

Concerns about a renewal of the conflict extend beyond the Middle East. U.N. Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon is just one of the many people who have expressed fears that a new war could break out.

Chance of conflict low
Conflict involving Israel is not imminent but Israel is preparing for future conflicts

YAAKOV KATZ  The Jerusalem Post, February 3, 2010  p. LN
Amid intelligence predictions that war is not imminent but could break out in the coming year, the IDF plans to use 2010 to replenish munitions and ground-based platforms ahead of a potential conflict, according to the military's work plan for this year.

The emphasis will be put on filling a gap that the IDF has discovered in its ground forces in light of the threats it is facing from Hizbullah in Lebanon and Syria. This will include the production and procurement of additional Merkava tanks, Namer armored personnel carriers and Trophy active protection systems for tanks.

The work plan is based on the Tefen multi-year plan that was approved in 2007 by Chief of General Staff Lt.- Gen. Gabi Ashkenazi.

Referring to the lull in terror attacks against Israel in 2009 and the relative quiet achieved on the Gaza front following Operation Cast Lead, Deputy Chief of Staff Maj.- Gen. Benny Gantz said that Israel cannot count on the quiet.

"We cannot be misled by this quiet," Gantz said. "We see threats that are increasing on different fronts and while we do not identify an interest on the other side to fight, as an army we need to be prepared. We hope this quiet will stay but if not we will be ready."

***Israel/Palestine***
Peace talks fail
PROXIMITY TALKS BETWEEN ISRAEL AND PALESTINE WILL FAIL

Newsweek  Nora Ephron, staff writer, March 23rd 2010  http://www.newsweek.com/2010/03/22/death-by-proximity.html
Are Israelis and Palestinians heading back to the bargaining table? That might be the upshot of President Obama's meeting in Washington with Prime Minister "Bibi" Netanyahu. If so, the two sides will be seated at different tables this time, in different cities, for what the parties are calling "proximity talks." Proposed by the United States as a way of getting around Palestinian objections to face-to-face negotiations, the talks will be begin next month, with American mediators shuttling back and forth between the two sides. The good news is that the Middle East peace process is finally recommencing, after a 14-month impasse. The bad news: these talks are probably doomed from the start. Here's why. 1. Proximity talks have never worked. Israel and Syria tried them during 2008, with the Turks acting as message carriers (Turkish officials are now offering to do so again). The two delegations actually stayed in the same hotel in Istanbul during four sessions but never interacted in person. The result was a series of interesting exchanges but no concrete decisions, not even the obligatory confidence-building measures. Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organization have also engaged in indirect talks, but not since the early 1990s, when the two sides had no formal relations; they never went anywhere. Former Israeli pol Yossi Beilin, the architect of the Oslo peace process and the man most identified with Middle East negotiations, says moving away from direct engagement is a huge regression. "We were married and now you're asking the matchmaker to introduce us?" Beilin told NEWSWEEK recently. "Who is the idiot who suggested it?" (Apparently, it was U.S. envoy George Mitchell.) 2. Israeli leaders don't really want an agreement—at least not one involving the deep compromises Palestinians are expecting. Yes, Netanyahu apologized for the timing of the announcement earlier this month—just as Vice President Biden began his visit to Israel—that 1,600 new homes would be built in East Jerusalem. And yes, the White House rewarded him by scheduling a meeting with President Obama. But Netanyahu remains a hardliner whose coalition partners include the most hawkish figures in Israeli politics. Appeasing them requires the kind of statements Netanyahu made just before a flight to Washington this week: "As far as we are concerned, building in Jerusalem is like building in Tel Aviv," he told his cabinet, according to the Israeli newspaper Yedioth Ahronoth. "Israel's position is very clear, and it will also be clear during my visit to the U.S. capital." What does Netanyahu want? A drawn-out negotiation that will keep the Americans off his back and Palestinians off the streets but won't actually test his coalition; in short, more process than peace.
***Israel/Iran***

Conflict imminent
IRAELI WAR WITH IRAN IS DEVASTATING FOR WHOLE REGION 

Caroline GLICK May 7, 2010 Friday Jerusalem Post LN DA 7/14/10
In the coming war, Israel will have only one goal: to destroy or seriously damage Iran's nuclear installations. Every resource turned against Iran's proxies must be aimed at facilitating that goal. That is, the only thing Israel should seek to accomplish in contending with Syria, Hizbullah and Hamas is to prevent them from diverting Israeli resources away from attacking Iran's nuclear installations.

This means that Israel must launch a preemptive strike against Hizbullah's missiles and missile launchers, Syria's missiles, artillery and launchers, and Hamas's missiles and launchers. As for their short-range rockets, Israel should do its best to intercept them and otherwise hunker down to weather the storm of Katyushas and Kassams. Life of the homefront won't be easy. But it won't be impossible either, as we saw in 2006.

Almost every assessment of a possible Israeli strike on Iran's nuclear installations has assumed that Israel will use its air force to strike. All that can be said of that analysis is that, just as there is more than one way to skin a cat, so there is more than one way to destroy Iran's nuclear installations. An Israeli strike should utilize all of them to keep the Iranians off balance and on the defensive.
Iran will initiate all out nuclear confrontation
The Times (London), Richard Beeston is the foreign editor of The Times, June 5, 2009 Friday, Edition 1 L/N

     Forget Iraq, the Arab-Israeli conflict or even Afghanistan.  When diplomats, generals and spies are asked to name the next big trouble spot, few would hesitate to plant their finger firmly on Iran.  Of all the regions of the world that have the potential to go badly wrong, Iran and the Gulf provide the scenario that keeps strategists awake at night. The nightmare goes something like this: 1. President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, the fiery, Holocaust-denying Iranian leader, who has called for the elimination of Israel, is re-elected in polls scheduled for June 12. He presses ahead with Iran's controversial nuclear program, which experts believe could provide Tehran with enough fissile material to build a nuclear bomb by the end of the year.  2. Israel's right-wing Prime Minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, and his defence minister, Ehud Barak, decide that Iran has crossed a "red line".  They execute a long-planned operation to bomb Iranian nuclear sites, in particular the Natanz uranium enrichment plant south of Tehran.  3. Iran responds by unleashing its ballistic missile arsenal against Israel. It also targets American military facilities in Iraq, Qatar and Bahrain. Oil shipments from the Gulf are threatened and come to a halt. Shia minorities in the region are inflamed. Iran's allies Hezbollah and Hamas launch rocket strikes against Israel.  Terrorist attacks by militants target American, Israeli and British sites around the world.  In short the globe comes one big step closer to an all-out confrontation between two nuclear-armed states.  

US forces needed to counteract increased arms to Iran and Hezbollah
Viola Gienger and Tony Capaccio staff writers, Bloomberg February 1, 2010
http://www.bloomberg.com/apps/news?pid=newsarchive&sid=ajDFeH4dy2qo DA July 12, 2010

In the Middle East, Iran is fielding small attack boats in the Persian Gulf, a development that U.S. officials have cited in the past. That compounds the threat to naval operations from the acquisition by Iran and other nations of weapons such as quiet submarines and advanced cruise missiles that can target ships, according to the report. 

Iran also has provided drones and shoulder-fired missiles to the Islamic militant group Hezbollah in Lebanon, and Russia and other nations have contributed to the spread of surface-to- air missiles, the department said. 

Among the solutions proposed are more ways to deploy U.S. forces abroad, such as naval assets, “in regions facing new challenges.” Existing bases also need to be either hardened to protect against potential attacks or reinforced with backup locations or by dispersing them in multiple places, the department concluded. 

The Pentagon has about 400,000 U.S. military personnel stationed overseas, either in war zones or elsewhere. The review emphasizes “taking care of our people” serving in multiple long deployments that take a “significant toll” on them and their families. 

“We now recognize that America’s ability to deal with threats for years to come will depend importantly on our success in the current conflicts,” Gates said in his remarks at the Pentagon. 
Chance of conflict low
Current conditions are not favorable for an Israeli strike against Iran

Gregory R. Copley, Editor, Global Information System,  World Tribune, July 5, 2010 http://www.worldtribune.com/worldtribune/WTARC/2010/me_iran0614_07_06.asp  DA July 11, 2010

Western media “analysts” and Western military pundits have, for the past two years, been forecasting the imminent military strike by Israel — sometimes by Israel in company with the U.S. — against “nuclear” targets in Iran. The Chicken Little version of “the sky is falling” — the alarmist, naïve, technology-fixated, and ill-informed hysteria — is provocative and dangerous.

The reality that an Israeli military strike against Iran, except as a retaliatory strike following an Iranian strategic-level first strike attack on Israel, is unlikely, or only feasible under conditions which do not currently apply. The cost/benefit ratio in favor of strategic military action by either side is not evident, and medium- to long-term downsides are attached to the initiation of major military action by either party.

Of course, it is entirely possible that the “war hysteria” could drive political actions which are, in fact, irrational.

***Turkey***
Turkey valuable for peace

Turkey is a valuable regional peacekeeper especially with Israel

FAROOQ MITHA, international policy specialist with Geller Mitha Consulting, The Miami Herald June 30, 2010

http://www.miamiherald.com/2010/06/30/1707724/turkey-vital-ally-for-israel.html#ixzz0tWxuCCCy  DA July 12, 2010
Turkey is a nation at the crossroads of East and West. It is a NATO ally but has more recently increased its ties with the Muslim world. In seeking to assert its power in the region, Turkey has mediated some of the region's most hot-button issues. In 2008, Turkey mediated indirect talks between Syria and Israel and more recently worked with Brazil and Iran to forge an agreement on Iran's nuclear enrichment program. 

Israel is aware of the importance of its relationship with Turkey. Although it has peace treaties with other Muslim countries such as Jordan and Egypt, Israel's peace with Turkey has historically been warmer and more balanced than the others. In fact Turkey is Israel's largest trading partner in the region, showing that positive relationships between Israel and Muslim nations can be achieved.

Turkey won’t risk war with Israel
Turkey won’t risk relationship with Israel

FAROOQ MITHA, international policy specialist with Geller Mitha Consulting, The Miami Herald June 30, 2010

http://www.miamiherald.com/2010/06/30/1707724/turkey-vital-ally-for-israel.html#ixzz0tWxuCCCy  DA July 12, 2010
The Turkish-Israeli relationship recently reached its lowest point after the flotilla incident. Not only did Turkey withdraw its ambassador to Israel, but it also stated that it would not send its envoy back unless Israel apologized for the raid, returned the seized ships and agreed to an international investigation into the raid and compensated the families of the victims.

The Turkish government's demands are understandable given its domestic political concerns, its expressed desire to change Israeli policy on Gaza and the need to react strongly to the death of its citizens. 

However, Turkey's efforts to become a regional power broker require that it maintain credibility in the West and retain and improve its diplomatic relations with Israel. These positions have support in the Turkish military and with a significant portion of the population, thus decreasing the probability that Turkey will risk a full scale cold war by sustained anti-Israeli and anti-Western policies and rhetoric.

Other countries MODEL Turkey Israel
Turkey Israeli relations are a model for other Arab and Muslim nations 


FAROOQ MITHA, international policy specialist with Geller Mitha Consulting, The Miami Herald June 30, 2010

http://www.miamiherald.com/2010/06/30/1707724/turkey-vital-ally-for-israel.html#ixzz0tWxuCCCy  DA July 12, 2010
Repair of the strained Turkish-Israeli relationship presents an opportunity to improve Israel's relationship with the Muslim world. Israel's diplomatic relations with Turkey contrast with its lack of diplomatic relations with most of its Arab and Muslim neighbors. Unfortunately, these relationships are characterized by mistrust, accusations and violence, doing nothing to improve the economic or humanitarian conditions in Gaza while heightening Israeli security concerns.

Negotiations between Turkey and Israel to resolve current tensions, however, can demonstrate to other Arab and Muslim nations that diplomacy yields better results than provocative speech or violence.

Israel recently proposed a plan to allow more food, medicine and building materials into the Gaza Strip. The reasons for this proposal are uncertain and thus cannot be directly attributed to Turkey's diplomatic measures. However, the effect of the long history of warm relations between the two countries on Israeli policymakers cannot be discounted.

Turkey has been more successful than Egypt, Jordan or any other country in the Muslim world at using its relationship with Israel to effect a real change in Israeli policy.

***Iran/Iraq***
Iran moving to increase conflict

Unstable Iran could initiate nuke war  
The Canberra Times, David Barnett is a Canberra writer, December 31, 2009, L/N
Governments can distance themselves from al-Qaeda's operations.  They can cooperate in hunting down terrorists, as Pakistan is doing, and as Yemen is now doing. But Iran is different. Extremists are running the country. Iran cannot distance itself from the dangers it represents, because the Iran Government is responsible for those dangers.  This time of the year, serious journals begin predicting the year ahead, and certainly there is much uncertainty about. What happens now with climate change? What will happen as the world limps out of the global financial crisis, which wasn't a depression because central banks knew what to do, mixed in with a good dose of semantics?  Few if any journals are more serious than The Economist, and no forecast is more serious than The Economist's analysis of Iran's progress towards nuclear warheads to put in the rockets they have already developed.  Just possibly, 2010 could see our first nuclear war since the Americans put an end to the war with Japan with two nuclear bombs in 1945.  You have heard this before? Yes, but this time the analysis is based on the discovery of a uranium enrichment plant buried in a mountain near Qom. The Fordow plant is reported to be in an advanced state of construction, with everything installed but the centrifuges that enrich uranium to weapons grade.  The Natanz plant (discovered in 2002) has a stockpile of enriched uranium that could quickly be further enriched for one bomb and then a second. Iran, says The Economist, is on the threshold of becoming a nuclear power. 
US Troop withdrawal would increase chance of conflict in Iraq

The Independent (London), May 29, 2010 Saturday , First Edition L/N

Seven years after the US and Britain invaded Iraq, the country remains highly unstable and fragmented. So divided are parties and communities that no government has emerged from the general election three months ago, which was intended to be a crucial staging post in Iraq's return to normality. Political leaders have not even started serious negotiations on sharing power.

"I have never been so depressed about the future of Iraq," said one former minister. "The emigre ruling class which came to power after 2003 is terrible. They have no policy other than to see how far they can rob the state."

None of this is very apparent to the outside world, because US policy since 2008 has been to declare a famous victory and withdraw its troops.

This week the US troop level drops to 92,000, lower for the first time than the number of American soldiers in Afghanistan. The US military wants to maintain the myth that it somehow turned round the war in Iraq by means of "the surge" and emerged successfully from the conflict.
Iraq conflict inevitable
Conflict in Iraq is inevitable—US can do nothing to prevent

IPS NEWS (Inter Press Service) Jul 6, 2009 http://ipsnews.net/news.asp?idnews=47545
Although officially part of Iraq, the Kurdish government signs oil deals with international firms, establishes diplomatic relations with foreign countries, controls a 100,000 strong army and has forces in all disputed areas. 

Kurdish leaders dismiss Baghdad’s criticisms, saying their moves are constitutional, and have threatened to secede from Iraq without those powers. In fact, elastic articles in the hastily-written national constitution have given both sides significant room to maneuvre and claim constitutional legitimacy. 

With the gap between the views of Kurdish and Iraqi politicians widening, chances of another conflict in Iraq appear to be rising. 

"They seem to be on a collision course and the only question is the severity of the collision... No one wants a collision but I can’t see a way to resolve this issue," Wayne White, an Iraq expert at the Middle East Institute, told IPS. 

Any eruption of violence between Kurds and the Iraqi government will dash U.S. hopes for stability in a country already grappling with bloodshed and a paralysed economy. This has raised the question for many as to what role the U.S. can play to possibly forge a deal between Kurds and Arabs. 

"I think because of the increased power of the central government, and the increased perception among Kurds that the U.S. is siding with Sunni Arabs and the central government, and the increased power of the KRG (Kurdistan Regional government), the U.S. is marginalised," said White, adding that there is a deep distrust between those sides. "The U.S. cannot do that much."
Iran is stable: No risk of war

Iran is stable as it’s ever been

BBC Monitoring Trans Caucasus Unit, Supplied by BBC Worldwide Monitoring, January 16, 2010 Saturday, L/N
The assistant and senior adviser to the Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces, Brig-Gen Seyyed Rahim Safavi, has said that after the 10th presidential elections, the destructive activities of the opportunist group have created grounds for the activities of a divisive group in the country.

Addressing a ceremony to mark the fourth anniversary of the Arafeh martyrs, Rahim Safavi said that the post-election developments made the sweet epic of the people's turnout in the elections bitter. Opportunist, divisive and riot groups and their supporters deliberately or unintentionally created grounds for the post-election events, Safavi said.

He went on to say that the destructive activities of this group have created the ground for divisive and riot groups, and the Zionists, Americans and all their media launched a psychological war against the country, using soft warfare.

While pointing out that Americans and the Zionists are terrified of the power, security, stability and scientific potential of Iran, Gen Safavi said that today, by following the guidelines of the Supreme Leader [Ayatollah Khamene'i], Iran is stable as never before.

Steps to prevent conflict
Iran and Iraq are working to prevent conflict

BBC Monitoring, December 21, 2009 Islamic Republic News Agency website, Tehran, in English 1300 gmt, Text of report by Iranian official government news agency IRNA website Tehran, 21 December: L/N
Iraq's Ambassador to Tehran Mohammad Majid Al-Shaykh said on Monday that there is no dispute between Iran and Iraq.   He made the remark in an exclusive interview with IRNA on Monday.   Foreign media tried to take advantage of misunderstanding between the two sides over Fakeh oil field but to no avail, he said.   Those opposed to expansion of friendly ties between Iran and Iraq tried to take advantage of the situation, he said.   Iran and Iraq managed to remove the misunderstanding, he said, adding that the two sides agreed to set up joint commissions to resolve such disputes.   Some third parties are now trying to meddle in the disputes, he said, adding that there is no room for such intervention as the two sides' relation is quite normal and developing.   Both Iran and Iraq under no circumstance let anyone mar their friendly and consolidated ties, underlined the Iraqi ambassador.   There is no doubt that the two sides should exercise vigilance and rationality to prevent ill-wishers from fishing in troubled waters especially under the current sensitive situation that the country is on the verge of holding parliamentary elections, he said.   Previous demarcations have been destroyed due to war as well as environmental issues, which require to be revised, he said.   Such border disputes are quite natural and can be easily resolved, he said.   "We believe that such issues should be resolved through MoUs or setting up of joint commissions," he pointed out.   On the visit of Iranian pilgrims to Iraq, he said there is no problem for such religious visits to Iraq.   The two sides' high-ranking officials are determined to consolidate mutual relations and meet the two sides' interests, he said.   Iran and Iraq have good security cooperation in various issues, he said.    
***Afghanistan***
Conflict imminent
Karzai regime destroys chances for peace

International Crisis Group “A Force in Fragments: Reconstituting the Afghan National Army”

 May12  2010 http://www.crisisgroup.org/en/regions/asia/south-asia/afghanistan/190-a-force-in-fragments-reconstituting-the-afghan-national-army.aspx  DA July 13, 2010
Where the Afghan government might once have had limited potential to be a legitimate guarantor of a broad negotiated peace, the Karzai regime’s unrestrained pursuit of power and wealth has bankrupted its credibility. Under these conditions, reconciliation and reintegration, as currently conceived by Kabul and the U.S.-led coalition, does not represent a route to a permanent peaceful settlement of the conflict. Nor is it an exit strategy. Rather, it is an invitation for the country to descend further into the turmoil that led the Taliban to give succour to al-Qaeda and other violent extremists in the first place. The current debate on reconciliation with the Taliban also threatens to widen factionalism within the army.
Lack of coordination thwarts peace after US withdraws from Afghanistan

International Crisis Group “A Force in Fragments: Reconstituting the Afghan National Army”

 May12  2010 http://www.crisisgroup.org/en/regions/asia/south-asia/afghanistan/190-a-force-in-fragments-reconstituting-the-afghan-national-army.aspx  DA July 13, 2010
ANA development and deployment have dragged under these tensions as well as patchwork command structures, with little coordination between NATO’s International Security Assistance Force (ISAF), U.S. forces and the MOD in the early years of army development. The lack of consensus between Kabul, Washington and Brussels has hobbled the Afghan military’s capacity to respond effectively to threats confronting the state. Failure to develop a sustainable, comprehensive long-term defence posture could risk the army’s disintegration after the withdrawal of international forces. Similarly, tensions between the Afghan military’s historical roots in Soviet-style over-centralised and top-heavy command and control structures and the more fluid organisation of Western militaries has often pitted the U.S. and NATO against the very Afghan officials they seek to influence and support.

Afghan army not ready for US withdrawal

International Crisis Group “A Force in Fragments: Reconstituting the Afghan National Army”

 May12  2010 http://www.crisisgroup.org/en/regions/asia/south-asia/afghanistan/190-a-force-in-fragments-reconstituting-the-afghan-national-army.aspx  DA July 13, 2010
Despite billions of dollars of international investment, army combat readiness has been undermined by weak recruitment and retention policies, inadequate logistics, insufficient training and equipment and inconsistent leadership. International support for the ANA must therefore be targeted not just toward increasing the quantity of troops but enhancing the quality of the fighting force. Given the slow pace of economic development and the likelihood of an eventual drawdown of Western resources, any assessment of the future shape of the army must also make fiscal as well as political sense. Although recent efforts to consolidate the training command structure under the NATO Training Mission-Afghanistan (NTM-A) are encouraging, the U.S. emphasis on rapid expansion of the army, in response to the growing insurgent threat, could strain NTM-A resources and outpace the capacity of Afghan leaders to manage an inherently unwieldy system.
***Korea***
Chance of conflict increasing

North Korea improving nuclear weapons capability
The Advertiser (Australia): FOREIGN, Pg. 28, June 29, 2010, LN

 
North Korea says it will improve its nuclear weaponry in response to what it calls American hostility. ``The recent disturbing development on the Korean peninsula underscores the need for the DPRK to bolster its nuclear deterrent in a newly developed way to cope with the US persistent hostile policy and military threats,'' a foreign ministry spokesman in the North Korean capital of Pyongyang said yesterday. North Korea announced on May 12 it had conducted a nuclear fusion reaction, a process that can be used in making a hydrogen bomb. The North has reacted angrily to South Korea's moves to censure it at the United Nations for the sinking of one of Seoul's warships in March. It has denied responsibility and threatened a military response to any UN action. 
Rising tensions in Korea threaten to involve China, Japan, the US and the rest of the West

ÜMİT ENGİNSOY, Hürriyet Daily News, June 20, 2010  

http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/n.php?n=on-60th-anniversary-of-korean-war-conflict-still-possible-2010-06-20, DA July 12, 2010

North Korea, the world’s most isolated country under the rule of an extremely repressive regime, already has been condemned by South Korea, Japan, the United States and the rest of the West because of its nuclear arms program, but is being protected by China, its traditional ally.
“The Pyongyang regime is trying to avoid public discontent and to unify the people, by distracting the minds of the people, by creating new tensions with us,” one South Korean official said.

Amid the rising tensions, the government in Seoul has curbed a number of economic aid programs to the North.
ON the BRINK of conflict-NOW

Recent tensions put North and South Korea at the brink of armed conflict

ÜMİT ENGİNSOY, Hürriyet Daily News, June 20, 2010  

http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/n.php?n=on-60th-anniversary-of-korean-war-conflict-still-possible-2010-06-20, DA July 12, 2010

As the Korean peninsula marks the 60th anniversary of the bloody Korean War this week, recent tensions between South Korea and the isolated North have the potential to turn into another armed confrontation.

Seoul accuses North Korea of sinking its Cheonan corvette, a small warship, in a torpedo attack March 26, killing 46 sailors. Pyongyang denies responsibility, threatening military action if it is punished for the incident by the United Nations.

South and North Korea are on the brink of conflict NOW 

ÜMİT ENGİNSOY, Hürriyet Daily News, June 20, 2010  

http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/n.php?n=on-60th-anniversary-of-korean-war-conflict-still-possible-2010-06-20, DA July 12, 2010

Meanwhile, a war of words continues between the South and the North.

“With resolute determination, our military must put together all of its capabilities and resources to sternly deal with any provocations by North Korea,” Gen. Hwang Eui-Don, South Korea’s military chief, said Friday.

North Korea’s official Korean Central News Agency on Friday accused Seoul of “fabricating the evidence” in the warship’s sinking. “This has pushed inter-Korean relations to a total collapse and created such a tense situation on the Korean peninsula that a war may break out right now,” KCNA said, according to a report by Agence France-Presse.

Koreas are stabilizing
North Korea wants peace talks to happen 

Donald Kirk, Correspondent, Christian Science Monitor, July 12, 2010, LN

 

A UN Security Council statement that fails to blame North Korea for sinking a South Korean naval vessel may already be reaping diplomatic rewards. At least, that's how North Korea is playing it. China and North Korea are moving quickly to try to put the Cheonan sinking behind it. Emboldened by the UN Security Council's unanimous assent Friday to a statement that "deplores the loss of life and injuries" and "condemns the attack" in which 46 South Korean sailors were killed in March, North Korea agreed Monday to the first talks in more than a year. The talks will be held Tuesday at the border truce village of Panmunjom. Senior North Korean and US military officers, meeting under terms of the Korean War armistice, are expected to discuss the sinking of the South Korean corvette, the Cheonan, as a prelude to broader issues. The North Koreans are sure to repeat oft-stated denials of involvement with the attack while demanding that South Korea call off planned naval exercises with the US that the North has said could lead to war. Analysts agree North Korea came out ahead in wresting a simple statement from the Security Council rather than a strong resolution condemning the North for the attack. North Korea "is right to crow about the UNSC statement," says Aidan Foster-Carter, a longtime follower of Korean affairs at Leeds University in England. "They sank a ship, and pretty much got away with this act of war." Return to six-party talks? Mr. Foster-Carter adds, however, that the UN Security Council statement "was the best that could be gotten" in view of Chinese as well as Russian objections. He notes, moreover, that the statement does cite the outcome of the lengthy investigation in which experts from South Korea and four other countries - the US, Britain, Australia, and Sweden - agreed the North had staged the attack. Mark Fitzpatrick, a former US State Department official, now with the International Institute for Strategic Studies in London, agrees "the compromise came out entirely because China would not accept a condemnation." Still, he adds, "it is likely to defuse tensions for the time being." In what appears to be a calculated campaign to gain diplomatic momentum and international recognition as a nuclear power, North Korea also is expressing an interest in returning to six-nation talks on its nuclear weapons program for the first time since December 2008. North Korea has called for talks "on an equal footing" in order to achieve "denuclearization" of the entire Korean peninsula - the same language the North has used in the run-up to previous agreements. 
***India/Pakistan***
Increasing chance of war
US failures in Pakistan increase the chance for nuke war
Robin Wright, Senior Fellow U.S. Institute of Peace, India  Times. Dec 18, 2009. Vol. 40, Iss. 51; pg. 3, 1 pgs ProQuest
Obama's strategy will deeply affect India, the world's largest democracy. Long-standing tensions between Pakistan and India have taken the world closer to the brink of nuclear war than any conflict has since World War II - and still could, since Pakistan has failed to contain extremists responsible for terrorist atrocities in India, including the Mumbai attacks last year. U.S. failure to help nuclear Pakistan expand or shift its military focus from India to the more immediate threat from its internal extremists risks allowing those tensions to deepen.

Just as worrisome are the stakes with Iran, which borders both Pakistan and Afghanistan. Iran manipulated (and often fueled) the problems that ensued after the U.S. invasions of Afghanistan and Iraq. In the process, it has become a regional superpower rivaled only by Israel. U.S. failures in Afghanistan and Pakistan would further strengthen Iran's position as its increasingly authoritarian government cracks down on a legitimate opposition movement and threatens to expand its nuclear program
Increase in terrorism would destabilize India/Pakistan relationship

BBC Monitoring South Asia - May 31, 2010
 (Text of article by Irfan Husain headlined "Come on in, the Water's Fine!" published by Pakistani newspaper Dawn website on 29 May 2010)  Lexis Nexis

After the Supreme Court rejected the Pakistan government's appeal in the case involving the detention of Hafiz Saeed, widely viewed as the architect of the Mumbai attack, an Indian reader emailed me to complain of this travesty. He argued that when the Pakistani establishment really wants to lock somebody up, it doesn't need the judiciary's permission; he underlined his contention by pointing to all the missing persons who were 'disappeared' by Pakistani intelligence agencies, and who remain missing to this day despite repeated instructions by the same Supreme Court to produce them.

There is some force to this argument, and clearly, we need some legislation to enable courts to be much tougher in cases involving terror suspects. But as I have repeatedly argued, we cannot remain hostage to the terrorists forever. The last thing they want to see is peace between India and Pakistan. They will do their utmost to derail the process of normalisation; it is up to leaders and opinion-makers in India to overcome understandable reservations among the public, and urgently address the entire spectrum of issues that continue to divide the two countries.

Countries want peace
Both India and Pakistan want peace

BBC Monitoring South Asia - May 31, 2010
 (Text of article by Irfan Husain headlined "Come on in, the Water's Fine!" published by Pakistani newspaper Dawn website on 29 May 2010)  Lexis Nexis

In Mr Manmohan Singh, India has a leader who seems genuinely to desire peace. And as he said recently, India cannot achieve its true potential without attaining peace with Pakistan. In Pakistan, despite the fragility of this government, both Asif Zardari and his rival Nawaz Sharif are very keen to resolve the outstanding differences with India. The Pakistan Army would welcome peace, provided it is not on humiliating terms.

Diplomacy is the only option for India/Pakistan peace
Shahid M. Amin former ambassador in Saudi Arabia and France The Express Tribune, July 1st, 2010 http://tribune.com.pk/story/24791/what-next-for-india-and-pakistan/

In actual fact, the acquisition of nuclear capability by both Pakistan and India has made war a suicidal option: a case of mutually assured destruction (MAD). Indeed, Pakistan is in no position to launch even a conventional war against India, given its economic fragility and internal disharmony. Nor would it be prudent, in the changed world scenario, to expect that traditional friends like Saudi Arabia or China would come to Pakistan’s rescue in the manner that they did in the past two wars with India.

So there is no real option left other than recourse to diplomacy and negotiations. The US, EU, Russia, China and others want us to resolve our problems through bilateral talks. Indeed, there is a degree of pressure on both of them to do so. The main preoccupation of the Great Powers at present is with the war against al Qaeda type terrorism in which they realise that Pakistan has a key role to play, and that any India-Pakistan tensions would divert the latter’s attention towards the eastern front.

With the horrors wreaked by the Taliban in Pakistani cities, it has become clear that it is as much in Pakistan’s interest as it is in India’s interest to eradicate violent extremism. India too must realise that the destabilisation of Pakistan would increase the menace of terrorism manifold, and that it is in India’s interest to strengthen the Pakistani government in fighting the extremists. Given this convergence of strategic interests, the most important requirement at this time is the need to dispel the trust deficit that seems to be the main impediment in improving relations between them. Both need to exhibit maturity: there has to be a willingness to understand each other’s concerns and sensitivities. This is where patient diplomacy has a key role to play.

***China/Taiwan***

Regional instability
China building forces to secure regional stability beyond Taiwan

South China Morning Post January 14, 2010 p. LN

An assessment of the People's Liberation Army Navy inadvertently released by the US Office of Naval Intelligence suggests the mainland will build a naval force over the next 10 to 15 years that is equipped for operations "well beyond its traditional operating areas around Taiwan and the South China Sea", Jane's Defence Weekly reported. The ONI report said the overall size of the PLA's navy might remain relatively steady as Beijing put emphasis on quality over quantity. It expected future naval fleets to "include one or more aircraft carriers" and many modernised attack submarines. It said the government would speed up the building of submarines and naval air forces "in the next five to 10 years before levelling off". The PLA would add approximately 10 modern submarines to the force, the report said.

It said preparing for possible armed conflict over Taiwan would remain the navy's top priority. But the need to secure vital sea lanes for the mainland's growing commercial fleets, combined with rising domestic and international pressure for Beijing to take up greater security responsibilities in the region, would drive the navy to expand its operations beyond Taiwan, the American intelligence report concluded.It said East Asia contained "numerous hot spots and potential conflicts that challenge China's interests".

 China and Taiwan arming against each other
Taiwan News. March 19, 2010. LN.

China has installed eight battalions of Russian-built missiles in its province of Fujian which could hit any plane flying across Northern Taiwan, reports said yesterday. The Chinese-language Apple Daily quoted the Canadian-registered Kanwa Defence Review as saying that the Chinese air force had put up the S-300 PMU2 missiles at its Longtian base in the province. Since Fujian is only 130 kilometres from Taiwan and the surface-to-air missiles have a reach of 200 kilometres, they would be able to take down any aircraft in Northern Taiwan, including the presidential plane, the report said. Taiwan's French-built Mirage 2000 jets, stationed at a base in Hsinchu County, could form the prime target for the Chinese missiles, the Apple Daily said. As soon as any of the Mirages took off, or if the president's Air Force One left from Taipei's Songshan Airport, they would become immediately vulnerable to a missile attack, according to the report. The Ministry of National Defence said Taiwan's military had the capability to effectively monitor and closely watch developments while taking the necessary countermeasures.

The Apple Daily quoted Kanwa Defence Review as saying that China began installing the missiles in July 2007 and would complete the action later this year. The weapons package also included sophisticated radar equipment, the publication said. The 64N6E2 acquisition radar could collect data on aerial targets within a range of 300 kilometres, while the 30N6E2 guidance radar served to detect and track radar before making preparations for an attack, reports said. The installation of the missiles showed that President Ma Ying-jeou's China-leaning policies were a complete failure, said opposition Democratic Progressive Party lawmaker Tsai Huang-liang. He demanded adjustments to government policies and an investigation by the United Nations into China's military moves. Ruling Kuomintang lawmaker Lin Yu-fang on the contrary said Taiwan should not be too worried, since its recently ordered Patriot Advanced Capability-3 or PAC-3 missiles covered all Chinese jets moving over the Taiwan Straits. In addition, the Hsiung Feng missiles stationed on the island of Matsu close to the Fujian coast could attack Chinese navy vessels even before they left port, Lin said. Other academics discounted the threat from the Chinese missiles. The S-300 PMU2 were defensive weapons not targeted at Taiwan, said Wong Ming-hsien, chairman of the Graduate Institute of International Affairs and Strategic Studies at Tamkang University. He told the paper that possible United States intervention in the area was the real reason for China deploying the Russian-built missiles. China has targeted more than 1,000 missiles at Taiwan. Last January it protested vehemently with Washington against the latter's decision to sell a US$6.4 billion weapons package to Taipei. The deal covered the PAC-3 missiles, Black Hawk helicopters, mine-hunting vessels and communications equipment, but not the F-16 C/D jets and the diesel submarine designs Taiwan wanted.

United States arms sales to Taiwan hurting U.S.-Sino relations

Christian Science Monitor. January 12, 2010. LN.

China successfully tested emerging military technology aimed at destroying missiles in mid-air, the government said, while state media warned ties with Washington would be hurt by U.S. missile sales to Taiwan.
China claims Taiwan is an illegitimate breakaway from mainland rule and sees the U.S. arms sales an intrusion into a domestic dispute.

The brief report on the "ground-based mid-course missile interception technology" from China's state-run Xinhua news agency gave few details, and did not specify whether any missile or object had been destroyed in the test, staged on Chinese soil.

"The test has achieved the expected objective," said the report, without describing that objective.

"The test is defensive in nature and is not targeted at any country," it quoted the Chinese Foreign Ministry as saying.

Chinese Foreign Ministry spokeswoman Jiang Yu gave few clues about the test, but she told a news briefing it had not left fragments in space or created risks for orbiting vessels.

This latest flexing of China's maturing military hardware came after the United States cleared a sale of Patriot air defense missiles to Taiwan last week, drawing condemnation from Beijing.
China's ire over the arms sales shows no sign of escalating into military confrontation or diplomatic upheaval. But Beijing's growing assertiveness over the issue could magnify strains with Washington while both sides grapple with economic tensions and the U.S. seeks Chinese backing on Iran and other disputes.

"China feels the United States on the one hand wants all kinds of cooperation, but on the other hand keeps selling weapons to Taiwan, and this discrepancy is expanding," said Zhu Feng, a professor of international relations at Peking University.

"There won't be any substantive reversal in relations over this," he added. "But China's self-confidence is growing and it feels these weapons sales to Taiwan are humiliating."

Missiles pointed at Taiwan

The Patriot "PAC-3" missiles can destroy missiles in mid-air, and could be used against the thousand or more offensive missiles that Taiwan says China has along its coast facing the island.
A commentary from the Xinhua agency on Monday warned of broader fallout from the Patriot missile deal.

"Each time the United States has sold weapons to Taiwan, there has been huge damage to China-U.S. relations," said the commentary, issued separately from the report on the anti-missile test. "This U.S. arms sale to Taiwan will be no exception."
Relations improving
Ties between Taiwan and China are increasing: economic trade proves
South China Morning Post. June 30, 2010. Lawrence Chung and Denise Tsang. LN.

Beijing and Taipei have signed a landmark tariff-reduction trade pact, bringing the long-term political rivals to their closest point since the end of the Chinese civil war in 1949. The signing of the Economic Co -operation Framework Agreement (ECFA) yesterday will give a major boost to two-way trade worth about US$110 billion at present.

Tariffs on 539 Taiwanese export items, worth US$13.84 billion, and 267 mainland export items, valued at US$2.86 billion, will be cut to zero within two years. The deal will also grant Taiwanese banking, insurance and financial companies access to the mainland market. The ECFA is expected to take effect at the beginning of next year.

Both sides also signed an agreement on intellectual property rights protection and co-operation. Chiang Pin-kung, chairman of Taiwan's semi-official Straits Exchange Foundation, said the trade pact was crucial in deepening cross-strait ties. "It provides a foundation for more economic co-operation," Chiang said after signing the agreements with his mainland counterpart, Chen Yunlin , chairman of the Association for Relations Across the Taiwan Strait. "It leads us to tear down trade barriers, spur investment and create jobs." Chen said the pact was the result of "equal consultation" and would bring "mutual benefits". Taiwanese President Ma Ying-jeou, who has been pushing the pact since he took office two years ago, said the deal meant peace and prosperity across the strait was no longer a distant dream but a reality "within our reach".
China and Taiwan relations improving
The Strait Times. April 2, 2010. LN.

Hong Kong and Taiwan are seeking to deepen trade and cultural ties on the back of warmer relations between Taipei and Beijing in recent years.
This is especially important for Hong Kong, which is attempting to carve a new role for itself as the cross-strait relationship improves.

Yesterday, Hong Kong set up a council to promote economic and cultural cooperation with Taiwan, with its Financial Secretary John Tsang as honorary chairman. The Taiwanese are expected to set up a similar body soon.
Though the two sides do not have official ties as Hong Kong is a part of China, political contact has grown in the past two years.

Former Hong Kong chief executive Tung Chee Hwa was in Taipei this week and he met Mr Lien Chan, the honorary chairman of the ruling Kuomintang.

While Mr Tung was here on a private visit, some analysts said he might be testing the ground for Mr Donald Tsang, the current Chief Executive, who has expressed a wish to visit Taiwan before his term ends in 2012.

At his annual policy address last year, Mr Tsang declared that relations with Taiwan were a key focus for his government, which will pursue active economic, cultural and social exchanges with the island.
Hong Kong's efforts to move closer to Taiwan come at a time when the city's role as middleman between China and Taiwan is losing its shine.

Since China-friendly President Ma Ying-jeou took office in 2008, ties between Taipei and Beijing have improved and now are at their best in 60 years.
US relations with China
Obama looking to improve relations with China

Ho Fan reporter Wen Wei Po Beijing News Centre, BBC Worldwide Monitoring, November 12, 2009 p. LN
In October of last year the Bush administration approved an arms sale to Taiwan, and that brought China-US military exchanges to a halt. But the Obama administration understands the necessity of improving bilateral military relations, and it is sending out signals of good will. An expert analysis has pointed out that there are three rationales for that: to address the shortcomings which have developed in relations between the two countries in the past year; to create an excellent atmosphere for Obama‘s visit to China; and the US side's own misgivings about the military situation in Iraq and Afghanistan have not dissipated, and the US side has expectations of China regarding issues in the area of fighting terrorism and striking against piracy at sea, as well as the regional Korean and Iranian nuclear issues. Jin Canrong indicated that long-term stability in military relations between China and the United States would serve to advance their bilateral relations in general. After Obama took office, the US side's willingness to strengthen interaction between the two armed forces was more positive than during the Bush administration, and that has created the external conditions for comprehensive restoration of interaction between the two armed forces.

US China relations improving

Ho Fan reporter Wen Wei Po Beijing News Centre, BBC Worldwide Monitoring, November 12, 2009 p. LN
When Obama met Xu Caihou he indicated the United States will work hard to establish positive, cooperative, and comprehensive relations with China, and "spare no effort to advance the development of relations between the armed forces of the United States and China." Obama also said he was looking forward to visiting China this month. Jin Canrong indicated that the current emphasis by the two sides on high-level exchange visits and dialogue in the military sphere is aimed at warming up and paving the way for the meeting of the two countries' heads of state which is about to take place. This clear statement of position by Obama shows that cooperation between China and the United States in the sphere of military affairs and security could very likely be one of the important topics of discussion at the Hu-Obama conference.

***Russia***

Conflict potential high
Resource wars and missile defence fuel potential conflicts with Russia

Luke Harding, correspondent The Guardian (UK), May 13, 2009
http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2009/may/13/russia-security-strategy-energy-warning DA July 12, 2010

The growing struggle for the world's 

guardian.co.uk on Energy" 
energy
 reserves could spill over into military clashes, according to a new Kremlin security strategy published today. The paper also identified US missile defence programmes as one of the main challenges facing the country, and named the 

guardian.co.uk on Arctic" 
Arctic
 as a new area for potential conflict, together with the Middle East, Central Asia and the Caspian Sea.

"In a competition for resources, it can't be ruled out that military force could be used for resolving emerging problems," the document said, adding: "The existing balance of forces near the borders of the Russian Federation and its allies can be violated."

Today's document reflects the sharp deterioration in relations between 

guardian.co.uk on Russia" 
Russia
 and the west over the last decade.

Russia is threatened by US defense policy

Luke Harding, correspondent The Guardian (UK), May 13, 2009
http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2009/may/13/russia-security-strategy-energy-warning DA July 12, 2010

With Chechnya now largely pacified, Russia's strategic concerns have changed. Moscow's biggest fears appear to be the widening gap between the US and Russia's military capabilities and the sharpening global scramble for rapidly disappearing 

guardian.co.uk on Oil" 
oil
 and 

guardian.co.uk on Gas" 
gas
.

The document, which will form Russia's national security strategy until 2020, also warns of the threat posed to Russia by Nato. The paper says Moscow wants a "fully fledged strategic partnership" with Washington but is opposed to the US's plans to develop a missile defence system in central Europe.

Ruben Sergeyev, a Moscow-based defence analyst, said: "This new doctrine makes clear that the main threat to Russia is the activities of western countries."

He went on: "Russia is seriously concerned about the growing gap between the US and Russia in the military field, and about America's attempts to dwarf Russia's nuclear potential by creating new arms systems, placed close to Russia's borders and in space. It is also worried about the US's high-precision, long-range, non-

guardian.co.uk on Nuclear weapons" 
nuclear weapons
."

Conflict w/China not imminent

No  China Russia conflict for at least 50 years
Simon Saradzhyan, ISN Security Watch, Oil Price.com  May 26 2010


http://oilprice.com/Geo-Politics/International/Russias-War-Games-Preparing-for-Conflict-with-the-East.html  DA July 12, 2010

A military conflict between China and Russia seems very unlikely in the short-to-medium term.  As renowned expert on Asia former Singapore prime minister Lee Kuan Yew noted in an October 2009 interview with US broadcaster PBS: “China wants time to grow.  If there is going to be any conflict, they’ll postpone it for 50 years.” And before thinking of any conflict with Russia, China will of course want to regain Taiwan and establish its dominance in Southeast Asia.

However, should such a conflict between Russia and China eventually break out, the former should not hope that the conventional component of its 1-million-strong armed forces will be able to stop the 2.8 million-strong People’s Liberation Army.  As said above Russia has simulated a limited nuclear strike in a conventional conflict in the West during the Zapad exercises and one may deduce from that that Russian generals have also developed similar plans for conflicts in the East.

Russia and China are working to stop conflict on the Korean peninsula.

Ria Novosti Staff Writer. Global Research. June 14/10.  http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&aid=19551
"Both Russia and China are deeply concerned about what is happening. The Korean Peninsula is practically on the verge of military and political crisis," Lavrov said at a meeting with Chinese Foreign Minister Yang Jiechi in Beijing.

"We are confident that the situation cannot be allowed to develop into the sphere of uncontrolled tension, which could lead to a full-scale conflict between North and South Korea. Russia and China will do all they can to prevent this," he said.

Russia/Arab conflict unlikely
There will never be a Russian Arab conflict

Adib al-Sayed, specialist in international affairs  The Diplomat July 16, 2010
http://www.diplomatrus.com/article.php?id=574&l=eng&PHPSESSID=38971142faf3f3485cd108aab6cdd979
Russia-Arab relations are an important factor for stability and security on a world scale. Russia and the Arab world are significant economic and political centers in the present-day world, which needs to be multi-polar and open to the widest possible cooperation. The potential of Russian-Arab cooperation is truly immense and still far from exhausted. Moreover, the times dictate that this potential be tapped now since both sides are confronted with present-day risks and challenges. Russia and the Arab world could and should forge a united front against international terrorism and simultaneously against attempts to drag Arabs and Russians into a far-fetched “struggle of civilizations.” The historical experience of Russia and the Arab nations not only vividly demonstrates the possibility but also the inevitability of peaceful civilized coexistence and interaction of peoples with different national and religious backgrounds. This is why the Arab world enthusiastically hailed Russian President Vladimir Putin’s historic statement to the effect that Russia “has always been the most loyal, reliable and consistent defender of the interests of the Islamic world on the international arena.” Today, we can confidently state that the attempts to drag Russia into a conflict with the Islamic world using thought up pretexts failed definitively and completely. Moreover, the Arabs support Russia in its desire to join the Organization of the Islamic Conference as an observer. Thanks to that, Russia and the Arab world not only got a chance to make clear their respective positions on processes going on in the world but are also jointly working out a common approach to an inter-civilization and inter-faith dialogue. The first meeting of the working group of strategic vision “Russia and the Islamic World” held in Moscow last March fit into this perfectly. The level of participation in the meeting chaired by Y.M. Primakov, as well as the wide scope of the discussions not only clearly showed the huge interest of the sides in stepping up bilateral relations with each other but also in forging common approaches to meeting today’s challenges and solving the problems. In this connection, Russia’s initiative to organize a forum of representatives of all religions in Moscow ahead of the G8 summit takes on extra significance. The forum will involve prominent and influential theologians, scholars and experts on religion. I’m sure the forum could be instrumental in boosting the dialogue of civilizations and bringing different peoples closer together.

Russia/Kyrgystan

Russia and Uzbekistan are stabilizing Kyrgyzstan  

RT World News June 8th 2010 http://rt.com/Politics/2010-06-08/russia-uzbekistan-stabilize-kyrgyzstan.html
Russia and Uzbekistan have agreed to coordinate their efforts in bringing stability to Kyrgyzstan.

The announcement came after a meeting between the Uzbek president and the recently appointed Russian Special Envoy to Kyrgyzstan Vladimir Rushailo on Tuesday.

Rushailo confirmed that Moscow will continue sending humanitarian aid to the turbulent country, which descended into turmoil in April after violent clashes led to the ousting of former Kyrgyz President Kurmanbek Bakiyev.

Russia/Chechnya war

Russia Chechnya on the verge of another war

Christian Science Monitor March 30, 2010 p. LN

In recent years, raw suppression in Chechnya has kept terrorism from seeping north to major cities such as Moscow. Last year, the Kremlin even announced the end of its special counterterrorism operations in the republic. But the crackdown in Chechnya has fanned flames of resentment, and Islamic extremism and terrorism have spread to surrounding areas in the North Caucasus. Violence in the region is up sharply in the last year - though the mostly state-controlled Russian media hardly report on it. Islamist rebel leader Doku Umarov, who operates in the North Caucasus, has promised to bring war to Russian streets, homes, and cities. He appears to be making good on his word. Encouragingly, Russian President Dmitry Medvedev is open to a more balanced approach. He has named a special envoy to the region, Alexander Khloponin, to get at the root problems in the area - severe joblessness, poverty, and corruption. In a page straight out of Gen. Stanley McChrystal's playbook on how to win hearts and minds in Afghanistan, Mr. Khloponin is working on a strategic development plan to be presented to the Kremlin this summer. The job-creating plan reportedly includes modernizing manufacturing, upgrading technology, and building a university. Russia would also be well advised to seek greater support from the international community in dealing with its terrorist problem - and there should be much more outside interest in the remote, ignored North Caucasus. Jihadist violence there is not disconnected from the larger, global war on terrorism. Al Qaeda frequently references Chechnya, and fighters in the area are thought to have been trained in Pakistan. Meanwhile, the European Court of Human Rights is choked with cases from Chechnya. Good for President Obama for calling President Medvedev on Monday and offering to help bring to justice the perpetrators of the attack (one presumes he means intelligence assistance). That support is another way for the United States to build better relations with Russia, and it's also helpful because of the common terrorism threat itself. Indeed, the transatlantic community could do much more in the way of assistance, from aid to the region to discussions with Russia about the security aspect of counterterrorism - minus widespread brutal suppression. But would Russia be open to such input? And will Medvedev, the handpicked successor of Prime Minister Putin for the presidency, have Putin's continued support for a hearts-and-minds campaign alongside needed security measures? Putin is not a hearts-and-minds kind of guy. His popularity is based on economic boom times (now gone) and the restoration of order and Russian international influence after the chaotic Boris Yeltsin years. As president, Putin did away with regional gubernatorial elections to install his own person in Chechnya - and everywhere else in Russia. His crackdown on the media has suppressed reporting from the region. As for international assistance, that's considered meddling in the eyes of this former KGB man. How Russia decides to respond to Monday's bombings will say much about the direction of the country itself, and the power-sharing relationship between Putin and Medvedev.  Will the Kremlin repeat Putin's strategy - alluring in the short term but ineffective over time? Or will it take the more balanced approach of Medvedev, which would necessarily involve a greater liberalness in Russian politics and foreign affairs? Cracks are appearing in the Medvedev-Putin partnership. And terrorism may widen them.
Russia might escalate conflict in the caucuses

Ronald D. Asmus  executive director of the Brussels-based Transatlantic Center at the German Marshall Fund of the United States, The Washington Post  July 3, 2010
http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2010/07/02/AR2010070204358.html

But the biggest danger, and the wild card, in the region may be the North Caucasus, where a nasty brew of radicalization, destabilization and insurgent activity continues. The 2014 Olympic Games to be held in Sochi -- a prestige project for Moscow -- threaten to play into this dynamic. The Russian government may feel the need, in Vladimir Putin's words, to "clean up" the region by eliminating the dangers that insurgents may stage terrorist attacks at the Olympics. In other words, Moscow may crack down so that the worst violence is over well before Western journalists start to pay attention or the first international athlete arrives in 2014. But that kind of preemptive action may make the situation worse. 

The kind of blowback Moscow faces today for having encouraged separatist forces in the region for many years is a nightmare not only for Russian leaders but also for the West. Imagine if jihadists in the region thicken their ties to the similarly named groups we are nettling in the Middle East, Afghanistan and Pakistan. Even if the contagion does not spread that far, it could destabilize the South Caucasus. Historically, Russia has often sought to use the South Caucasus to control the North. Should it do so today by demanding the right of hot pursuit, the use of airspace or Georgian territory, we could quickly find ourselves on the precipice of another unwanted conflict

***Japan***

Tensions rising
JAPAN fears North Korea
BBC June 18, 2009 LN DA July 15/10
North Korea would attack Japan if another war with the reclusive country erupted as a result of efforts to implement recently strengthened UN sanctions against Pyongyang over its second nuclear test, a US scholar said Wednesday.

Selig Harrison, Asia Programme director at the Washington-based Centre for International Policy, who visited North Korea in January, sounded the warning during a House Foreign Affairs Committee subcommittee hearing on North Korea policy.

"In the event of another war with North Korea resulting from efforts to enforce the UN sanctions, it is Japan that North Korea would attack, in my view, not South Korea," he said.

"Nationalistic younger generals with no experience of the outside world are now in a strong position in the North Korean leadership" in the wake of the illness suffered by the country's leader Kim Jong Il last year that led to "his reduced role in day-to-day management," he said.

Earlier this month, the UN Security Council unanimously adopted a resolution to punish North Korea over its second nuclear test in late May, centring on tougher financial sanctions and the stricter enforcement of North Korean cargo inspections.

North Korea reacted with anger to the resolution, saying it would "weaponize" more plutonium, begin uranium enrichment and react militarily to blockades.

Harrison attributed North Korea's eagerness to attack Japan to the US military presence in Japan. "The reason - US bases in Japan, in all likelihood," he said.

JAPAN MAY BE FORCED TO REARM DUE TO INSTABILITY ON KOREAN PENINSULA 

China post April 13 2009 LN DA July 15/10
The fear of a nuclear attack from North Korea, coupled with the current economic recession, is more than likely to prompt Japan to re-arm itself. North Korea, rather than Russia or the People's Republic of China, is Japan's only potential enemy. And the country is headed by Kim Jong-Il, the erratic despot son of Kim Il-Song, who launched an invasion to kick off the Korean War in 1950. Pyongyang has gone on the record by saying it has stopped trying to make nuclear bombs, but the Japanese military suspects that they may have been stockpiled.

Japan has a mutual defense treaty with the United States. Uncle Sam provides a nuclear defense umbrella for Japan under the treaty signed at the beginning of the Cold War era for protection against attacks from the Soviet Union. Thanks to the mutual defense arrangements, Japan has been able to refrain from rearmament, which is frowned upon by the United States and the People's Republic of China, along with those Asian countries that were invaded or occupied by the Japanese Imperial Army before and during the Second World War.

The global financial crisis has changed the situation, however. Japan is one of the countries hardest hit by the silent tsunami, which, if not halted in time, may engulf the world like the Great Depression of the early 1930s.

The Wall Street crash of 1929 precipitated a sharp decline in Japan's silk industry first. By 1931, the index of raw silk prices, with those in 1914 at 100, was down to 67, compared with 151 in 1929 and 222 in 1925. Over the same period, the index for rice fell from 257 to 114.

A world slump in international trade simultaneously reduced Japan's cotton exports, driving a large proportion of unemployed girl factory workers to seek refuge in their native villages. The result was widespread poverty in rural areas.

One solution Japan found to cure its economic woes was to expand military spending. The Kwantung Army created the Mukden Incident on Sept. 18, 1931.
31

