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NUCLEAR WEAPONS

One central global task is to prevent the further spread of nuclear
weapons. Currently, there are 26,000 nuclear weapons in the world, of
which 11,530 are missile-mounted and ready to be fired. 5,613 of
them are found in Russia; 5,045 in the USA; 348 in France; 160 in
Great Britain; and 148 in China. India, Pakistan, Israel and North Korea
also have nuclear weapons.

Nuclear disarmament has been put on standby, and the largest atomic
powers are in the process of modernizing their weapons — a

development that is, in effect, tantamount to rearming. In the run up to
the NATO summit in April this year, NATO currently concludes that it is
impossible to create a nuclear weapon-free world.

The latest nuclear power is North Korea. The country undertook a test
explosion in October 2006.

Instead of disarmament, more countries, including Iran, are starting to
look into obtaining nuclear weapons themselves and this development
is among the reasons for the USA’s desire to set up a missile base in
Europe.
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flict with Denmark and Greenland in the centre. All indications
are that the ice is melting so quickly that this could already be a
reality by 2013.

In the longer term, the world is faced with a whole new, and
extremely serious, international security situation caused by a
shortage of water.

20 per cent of the world’s people already have no access to
drinking water, and there is a danger that the situation could be-
come more serious. The glaciers in the Himalayas supply water
to China, Pakistan, India and Bangladesh, but if climate change
continues, the quantity of water will decrease, which will cause
these four, highly populated countries significant problems.

Even close friends and allies, such as the USA and Canada
could, in the slightly longer term, risk a serious falling out over
the issue of water.

The Threat of Climate Conflict

Both the Pentagon and the British Ministry of Defence today char-
acterize climate change as a greater geopolitical security threat than
terror.

The Swedish aid organization, Sida, has drawn up a list of over
46 countries at risk of ending up in armed conflict because of the
consequences of climate change. See figure 2.

The examples of potential problems are many, and cause for
great concern. Bangladesh — one of the world’s poorest countri-
es — is faced with an extremely frightening scenario. If water le-
vels increase by one meter, 17.5 per cent of its land will be floo-
ded. Above all, the Ganges Delta will be flooded and, as this is es-
sentially Bangladesh’s larder, it will result in famine. The result
could be an enormous migration, particularly to India: the Indian
parliament has already discussed building a 2,500 kilometer wall
along the border to Bangladesh. India, which is already fighting
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major social problems and ethnic conflicts, could not risk being
destabilized by migrants from their neighboring country.

One study predicts that 150 million people will be forced to
move from coastal areas because of higher water levels around the
world’s seas. In Egypt alone, 400,000 people risk being made
homeless if water levels increase by half a meter. Climate-gene-
rated migration from Africa to Europe could, over the next 10-15
years, be the source of some of Europe’s greatest security pro-
blems. Already, countries in Southern Europe are finding it mo-
re than difficult to control the flood of migrants hitting their
coasts.

Weak Institutions

The new global security crisis is particularly serious because the
international institutions, which would usually take care of the job
of finding acceptable solutions for global security problems, are
themselves in crisis. They were born of past world orders and
power structures and find it difficult to handle the new global
challenges.

The UN has been greatly weakened over the last decade, not le-
ast because former President George W. Bush did all he could to
undermine the organization. At the same time, it has appeared im-
possible to reform it. The UN’s Security Council is currently struc-
tured so that new power bases such as India, Brazil and Japan
don’t feel that they are properly represented. The organization’s
decision procedures and rules also lead to mutual mistrust be-
tween members. The poorer part of the world has repeatedly ac-
cused the organization of being in the pocket of the USA. NA-
TO, which is the world’s leading security alliance, is also in sig-
nificant difficulty. The alliance has led the war in Afghanistan,
and is well on its way to losing it. The internal strength of the al-
liance is poor. Only a small group of countries are willing to con-
tribute to the challenging military tasks in, for example, Helmand
province, while a number of countries are only engaged half-
heartedly. Financial institutions such as the International Monetary
Fund (IMF) and The World Bank must also contribute to crea-
ting economic development in needy countries and, in this way,
minimize the risk of security problems. But these two organiza-
tions haven’t managed to attract sufficient capital to be able to play
a serious role.

When the traditional international organizations are often in-
capable of making decisions it is often closely connected to the

fact that the conflicts they are attempting to resolve are not between
states but between states and loosely organized networks.

In Afghanistan and Iraq, the US and its allies are not confron-
ted by a traditional hostile state power, but by small armed gro-
ups, which makes it hugely difficult to identify the enemy befo-
re it strikes.

In the last seven years, terror networks operating across in-
ternational borders have been responsible for a long list of terror
attacks in a number of major capital cities, and it has proven dif-
ficult to combat those groups with military spending. The new non-
state-specific security threats have created a need for new secu-
rity strategies, and extra resources must be employed within the
areas of policing and intelligence to expose the terrorists’ opera-
tions before they cost lives. At the same time, the risk is that
western governments, out of fear of terrorism, will take surveil-
lance of their civilians’ communication patterns and behavior so
far that they undermine private freedoms and human rights. The
challenge is to find a balance.

Another phenomenon of modern conflicts is that the milita-
ry opponents are often individual entities. In many places, there
is a direct connection between warring partners and organized cri-
minality. This is seen, for example, in connection with the pro-
duction of opium in Afghanistan, another example of the pheno-
menon is the Mafia in the Balkans.

Overall, the world is in a dangerous situation in which both the
leading foreign powers and the central international institutions
are all weakened — while at the same time the number of poten-
tial geopolitical security problems is increasing.

Global Problems — Global Solutions

The key to the solution of the future’s security problems is poli-
tical leadership and cooperation. Some indications point towards
the fact that the new US President, Barack Obama, knows that
the USA can not solve the problems of the world on its own, and
has declared himself ready to take part in international soluti-
ons.

As well as this, global institutions must be reformed so that they
are no longer mired in despondent reminiscences about the world
from the era after WWIL. This requires that political leaders fo-
cus on shared solutions beyond the confines of self interest. This
is a major demand but, then again, no countries are interested
in a security meltdown.
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In the future, traditional negotiations between states will also
play a role in creating agreements which can solve climate threats
and make rules for access and use of valuable resources. But tra-
ditional governmental logic and power politics are bankrupt when
it comes to finding continuing solutions to the problems. Instead,
NGOs and the global business community can take a decisive ro-
le. Powerful money men, such as Bill Gates and Warren Buffett,
already play a major role in the fight against poverty, and in this
way indirectly help the security problem in the poor parts of the
world.

At the same time, the large majority of the business world is
interested in freedom and stability as their earnings usually co-
me in concert with security. More companies are also seeing pos-
sibilities to earn money by solving the fundamental causes of the
development of security problems. For example, quite a few ma-
jor companies are already deeply involved in the climate fight.
Everything points towards the fact that there is a great deal to ga-
in if the global decision making process can allow space for NGOs
and the business world to have their say.

One of the best measures against conflicts is mutual interde-
pendence. If it is expensive to go to war, that could be even mo-
re encouragement to protect freedom. Trade agreements have
traditionally shown themselves to be a useful way to achieve this,
but new avenues should be considered. An obvious example is
to pool technology and crisis solving competences to a much gre-
ater degree. For example, knowledge-sharing about, and devel-
opment of, sustainable and resource-efficient solutions can cre-
ate mutual dependence. With this, there is the possibility that
the crises can in themselves lead to cooperation free from conflict.

The Doomsday Clock is currently at five minutes to midnight.
If global action doesn’t take place, the minute hand will soon be
moving nearer 12.
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