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THE CAUSES OF | NTENSE WAR

. THE MYSTERY OF LI M TED/ | NTENSE WAR

Sone wars are total fromthe outset, like Wrld War |. Sone
start quietly but end with a bang, like World War |1 in

Eur ope, which opened with the near-bl oodl ess 1939-40
"Sitzkrieg" but became total. Some remain limted, |ike

Korea and Vietnam \Wy?

1. SEVEN COMMON HYPOTHESES ON LI M TED WAR
A "Destructive Wapons Cause Destructive War"--and its
| ess- popul ar opposite: "Destructive Wapons Cause Mt ual

Deterrence; Miutual Deterrence Prevents Destructive War."

Consi der four hypotheses on arnms and the intensity of
war :

1. St at es destroy what they can. The viol ence of war
corresponds to the destructive power of states.

2. St at es destroy what they cannot avoid destroying.
The vi ol ence of war depends on whet her weapons are
di scrimnating, e.g., accurate or not.

3. St at es destroy what they nust to acconplish their
war goals. The violence of war corresponds to the
scope of those goals, and hence to the scope of
political conflict between the belligerents.

4. St at es destroy | east when they fear |arge punishnment
in return. The violence of war corresponds inversely
to the ability of both belligerents to punish the
ot her.

Not e: Propositions #Al and #A2 produce opposite

prescriptions from#A4. |Indeed, #Al and #A4 are | ogi cal

mrror opposites. Wat to nake of this?

Solutions inplied by Proposition #Al:

> Di sar manent .

> Depl oy forces that can disarmthe other side--e.qg.,
strategi c nuclear counterforce forces (accurate silo-
busting 1 CBMs and national missile defense).

Sol utions inplied by Proposition #A2:
> Depl oy di scrim nating weapons that can be used
wi t hout coll ateral damage--e.g., |aser-guided bonbs.



Ban | and m nes, especially hard-to-clear anti-
personnel m nes; and weapons of mass destruction.

Solution inplied by Proposition #A3:

> Al'l states shoul d adopt defensive force postures so
that their neighbors will not be insecure, hence wll
not feel the need to adopt desperate neasures in a
search for security.

Solution inplied by Proposition #A4:

> States should armthensel ves abundantly with well -
prot ected weapons of mass destruction. "Nuclear
weapons are your friend!"

> W should fear the proliferation of weapons of nass
destruction to non-deterrable states or non-state
actors (nihiliist terrorists or psychopaths). Non-

state actors are hard to punish (they have no return
address) and non-deterrable crazy states and non-state
actors are indifferent to punishnent.

> Wars of counterinsurgency will be especially
violent, as they are wars in which governnents and
i nsurgents conpete to coerce unarned publics. The
publ i cs cannot punish either government or insurgents,
so violence directed at themis intense.

"Total War Doctrine Causes Total War, Limted War
Doctrines Allow Limted War."

"Defining and Observing Threshol ds Hel ps Keep War
Limted'--e.g., "I won't use gas if you won't."

"Don't destroy your opponent's command, control,
comuni cations, and intelligence (C3l)"--otherw se they
can't observe your restraint or nake peace with you. See
an old science fiction novel, Berserker, on this danger.

I11. CAUSES OF WAR AS CAUSES OF ESCALATI ON
First-strike advantages. Wen these exist, wars

1. Start at an intense level. Cf. the 1941 Japanese
attack on the U. S.; the 1941 Gernman attack on the
USSR, and the 1967 Arab-Israeli war. Conpare with the
sl owgrowi ng 1939 war in Europe, U S. in Vietnam

2. Are fought intensely as each attacks before it is
attacked.

3. Wden as belligerents preenpt neutrals. Cf. the
German i nvasi on of Norway 1940.



4. Are harder to stop due to the treachery displayed by a
surprise attack--why should the attacker now be
trusted to keep peace?

Large wi ndows--i.e., inpending fluctuations in
relative power. Wen these exist, wars
1. Start at an intense level. Cf. Wrld War 1, 1941

Paci fic War.

2. Escalate as states junp through wi ndows of opportunity
inwartime. Cf. Hitler's 1940 attack on France, and
Germany's 1918 of f ensi ve.

3. Wden as neutrals junp in to exploit w ndows opened by
war. State A seizes the opportunity to attack state B
when B becones tied down fighting state C

Not e: wi ndows al so make war nore barbaric. Belligerents

often massacre POM and popul ati ons because ot herw se

they will escape and rejoin the fight. See e.g., the

1976 massacre of Tal Zataar in Lebanon. Moreover, such

horrors make | osers fight to the end.
Fal se optimsm This nakes war
1. Persist--see e.g., World War |, World War |1
Vi et nam

2. Escal ate--see e.g., Germany's 1917 unlimted
submari ne canpai gn against the U S.; and At hens
expedition to Syracuse in the Pel oponnesi an War, both
fuel ed by fal se optimsm

3. W den.

Cunul ative resources. \Wen resources are cunul ative
states struggle to control themfor thenselves, and to
destroy them in order to deny themto their opponent.
These two notives drive nuch wartine destruction.

O fense vs. Defense: Does a strong of fense nmake war
nore or less intense? 1914-1918 vs. 1792, 1939.

V.  WARFI GHTI NG STRATEGY AND ESCALATI ON

Do offensive nmilitary operations cause or danpen
escal ation? Both can happen. The U S. rush to the Yalu
in 1950 sparked escalation. The US invasion of Gernany
in 1945 didn't spark chem cal use and ended the war.

Mlitary operations open wi ndows. Exanple: France
tenpted British Admiral Boscawen's attack on French
war ships in 1756 by stripping these ships of guns and
using themas troop transports. A self-opened w ndow.

V. DOES WAR BEGET MORE | NTENSE WAR? | F SO, WHY?
VWar ains may expand in wartine as each side adopts a
darker imge of the other's intentions.



B. The use of force is blackmail, but states pay |arge

reputation costs if they concede to blackmail. So using
force nakes others less as well as nore willing to
concede.

C. WAr creates false optimsm Belligerents' optinmsm
grows as they fight.

D. States at war infuse their popul ations with hyper-

national i sm and chauvi ni st nyt hnaking to persuade themto
support costly war policies.
E. Warti me non-eval uati on:

1. Critical assessnment of official policy beconmes "aid
and confort to the eneny"--and in fact it is!
Question: should wartine dissent therefore be
suppr essed?

2. | ngr oup- out gr oup dynam cs get going. Those who find
fault with official policies are excoriated for the
crime of sowing disunity in the tribe. Hence war
policies are not properly eval uated.

3. Warti me breakdown of communi cati on bet ween
adversaries ---> no external evaluation of each
side's donestic debate ---> | opsi ded debates on war

ainms. Seal ed i nformati on bubbl es appear. Hawks can
spread unanswered |ies about the eneny.

F. Sunk- cost dynam cs and ego-investnent by elites who
can't admt they were wong.

G WAr creates a popul ar desire for vengeance. An
enoti onal factor.

H. Do "Cleon's" (mlitary hawks, other hawks) w eld

nore political power in wartine?
A m ssing concept in wartine: The "Treason of the Hawks."
Col l aborating with enemes is reviled as treason, but ruining
one's country in avoidable warfare is a crine with no nane
and no puni shrent.

VI. DOES WAR BEGET W DE WAR? \\HY?

Wars tend to spread laterally and engulf other states:

1. Wars open wi ndows that other states junp through. WN
opened a wi ndow for the toman enpire to regai n Russian
territory, and for Bulgaria to regain Serb territory, and
for Italy to gain Austrian territory. So they joined the

war. World War 11 in Europe opened a wi ndow for Japan
that caused WWI in the Pacific.
2. Wars have crossfire effects: neutrals are damaged, as

the US was damaged in 1914-17; and as in the @Qulf Tanker
War of the 1980s. The neutrals enter to stop the danage.



3. Decisive wars threaten the security interests of
states threatened by the enlarged power of the w nner.
E.g., Hitler's victories in 1939-40 threatened US
security, spurring it to join WNI. Sone argue (Buerhig)
t hat possi ble Gernman success al so brought the US into WA\.

These dynani cs sucked the USA into three of Europe's five

great wars of 1792-1945.

VIl. WHAT WLL WORLD WAR ||| BE LIKE? THE NUCLEAR
REVOLUTI OV Bl O REVOLUTI ON AND THE | NTENSI TY OF WAR
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