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Has the Nature of War Changed Since the Mid-18th Century? (戦争・平和・戦略, #6)

Recently,What is golden topics of International Security Studies in Europe and the U.S..It are ,for example, by advanced information technology, RMA:Revolution of Military Affair, Cyber war, Counter Insurgency, Space Power Strategy. Today’s military problem took on a new look since the Napoleon war’s era.Today,The word of war mention, regional war or internal war. Because military conflict between great powers has vanished since appearance of nuclear weapons in 1945. Current war looks like another one from international conflict until 20th century.

War parties are not only national states.And,These war looks like not the conflict for power struggle between war parties, but the conflict for identity struggle for ethnic or religious. These understanding about current war is right for professionals of International Security.By transformations of patterns of war, I think that it is necessary to appear that by the time, What of war was changed or not changed. Because We should correctly understand about current war.  

In this chapter, We treat as below.First,There are British Clausewitzinian military strategist, Colin S.Gray,and a researcher of Clausewitz in German International Relations,Andreas Herberg-Rothe.These discusser are researcher s of Clausewitz on cutting edge in 2009.Second,German political realist political philosopher, Carl Schmitt and French political realist sociologist,Ramond Aron, These discusser is Classic theorist ,necessity of going back the time.

And, We treat more two discusseres,too.They are English liberalist military strategist, Mary Kalder and Israeli liberalist military strategist Martin Van Creveld.Van Creveld and Kaldor who said the theory of Clausewitz who is first systematic war researcher was obsolete were appeared on the one hand. There are Political realist like Gray and Rothe who said Clausewitz ‘s theory become more important today, on the other hand.

Then, Research question here is”Now,A nature of war has changed since Clausewitz argued.”Here I demonstrate against this research question from professionals of International Security by used powerful evidence, no prior reader can understood by this work. I made thesis chapter’s reader reach the goals that they can correctly understand current war. I want to mention that Current war is same as War that Clausewitz argued.

This resume fit chapter one of my master thesis. It is necessary of arguing war in it self.Because,I will argue the problem of Causes and Prevention of War.And,It is necessity of Clarifying how treat Clausewitz as Classic of International Security Studies in the thesis.Because,I want to academically argue problem about war.

Reason of selecting literatures that I teat here is for powerful evidence to mention that a nature of war does not change since Clausewitz argued. For the reason,I selected fresh publication of Gray and Rothe as cutting-edge Clausewitz research.

I argued Clausewitz theory has been important, even now by two reasons.First,Clausewitz’s theory has implication for current International Security Studies.Second,It is not necessary between a regular war and an irregular war.Thus,Recently An irregular war is main that occurred now.Then,What is important for current International Security Studies. It is an idea that politics accordance with military in war.

By Clausewitz “War is only continuation of Bargaining by other means(Clausewitz English translated 1989:87).”

In International Security Studies, The term, Clausewitz theory means mainly War is viewed by view point that politics accordance with military.Generally, break out of war means discontinuity of politics.But, Clausewitz didn’t argue that.Insteadly, he argue that War is continuity of politics by military power.

Clausewitz argue that War’s character is trinity of ‘Strong action’,’Contingency’, and’Political instrument’. Each one attribute to Nation, Commander and Army, Government (Clausewitz Japanese translated 1968:22).

By Clauewitz,A nature of war is mixes of three characters, ‘Strong action’,’Contingency’,and’Political instrument’. And its character is changed as Camereon.That is Clausewitz argue that a nature of war is politics accordance with military.Then,he also argue that its character is a trinity of a kind of strong action, be swayed by contingency ,and political instrument.

Clausewitz is important in current International Security Studies, Because he argued both politics accordance with military in war and trinity theory of war.

One argue that Clausewitz theory can’t argue current war. Representative discusser are Kalder and Van Creveld.It is clear that these Critician’s reason and assumption that Clausewitz is obsolete now of Clausewitz is wrong by two reasons that I pose here.

It is below.First,The principle of Clausewitz argue that politics accordance with military become more important in recent military problem, internal conflicts, irregular wars, Strategy of nuclear weapons.

Second, Irregular war has been important since Clausewitz age. That is, a nature of war that Clausewitz look through is not relate to the progress of technology or kinds of war.

Ethnic cleansing that was looked in Rwanda or Bosnia in1990 date and is to banish opposition ethnic from central of city to genocide and rape, make nature of war another one.

Kaldor labeled organized violence that mainly was looked in Africa and East Europe as new war (Kaldor 1998:1/Japanese translated 2003:2).

Kaldor labeled modern war since 18th century as old war, labeled war since 1990date as Bosnia internal conflict or Rwanda internal Conflict as new war that means changed war nature. But there is evidences that a nature of war doesn’t changed since 1990date.

It are below. First A Guerirra war and terrorism aren’t a new form of war, but traditional form of war.Second,Geopolitical factor remains important in age of technology progress.Third,All war ‘s aim since beginning of the time has political purpose(Clausewitz English translated 1989:87).That is there is no war that its aim is only destroy his enemy in international history.Forth,All war include internal war and asymmetry war since 1990date is to compel our will our enemy as Clausewitz definition(ibid.:75).

Characters of war is different from conventional war as its aim ways of war and
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