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He’s a real Nowhere Man/Sitting in his Nowhere Land/Making all his nowhere plans for
nobody/Doesn’t have a point of view/Knows not where he’s going to/Isn’t he a bit like you and
me?/Nowhere Man, please listen/You don’t know what you’re missing/Nowhere Man, the
world is at your command/He’s as blind as he can be/Just sees what he wants to see/Nowhere
Man, can you see me at all?/

Nowhere Man, John Lennon 1965

Until 1989, the long-term future did not exist and had not existed since the end of the 1950s.
After the end of the Cold War, a sudden rise in debates about the future state of Europe and
the World took place. On the one extreme, Kantian prospects for a variety of integration
policies flourished (Habermas 1992; Held 1995); and with the 200 years festivities of his Zum
ewigen Frieden, a whole range of theoretical models of thought about future possibilities
appeared in political theories (Kant 1795/1977; Hoffe 1995; Rawls 1999). On the other side of
the spectre, US military planning had a bath in extremely well-financed investments in a so-
called Revolution in Military Affairs, thereby establishing neo-conservative dreams of a
unipolar 21* century where the idea of a Pax Americana reigned without resistance, without
friction and with even more almighty power than the power invested in the Cold War. To
some observers, like Robert Kagan, these extremely opposed visions offered the possibility to
revitalise an opposition between idealist liberalism and military realism. Long lists of
publications gave intellectual and strategic punch to the almighty dreams and when the US
High Court elected the younger Bush as president, the dreams of linear technologically
advanced strategy gained supreme political authority (Kagan 2002; Vickers & Martinage
2004).

Today, when the disasters of the neo-conservative Middle East campaigns are well known,
especially with the still, at the moment in 2014, un-constrained terrorist Caliphate Islamic
State in a far riskier position than al Qaeda ever was, it is amazing to go some years back
and check the risk analyses. Warnings dominated strategic discussions and had done so for
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long (Mack 1975; Lind et al 1989; Shapiro 1999; Echevarria 1996; Tibi 2001a; 2001b). “The
strong will lose” according to the more comprehensive strategic thought (Record 2005).
Irregular warfare, asymmetric strategies and so-called 4™ Generation Warfare can overstretch
a superpower (Lind 2004; 2005; Hammes 2006; Thornton 2007). In his well-known
magisterial work, The Rise and Fall of Great Powers (1988), Paul Kennedy had already warned
against such possibilities.

Future prospects come and go, and ideas of almost eternally stable future orders, optimism
and pessimism appear and disappear with the same speed as fashions in Paris. The Grand
Narratives are certainly not as dead as Jean-Francgois Lyotard observed in La condition
postmoderne in 1979; but there are many of them, and the narrative of the Globalisation is
probably the strongest and steadiest. Gone are the days when we could easily operate with
distinctions between domestic and foreign policy subjects to international politics and
international relations. Rob Walker challenges the classic focus with a conception of “politics
of the world” (Walker 2010). | am more concerned how such politics are inherent in the social
world, i.e. the social systems with which we live. What does it mean to live with military
organisation systems and be subject to existing systems of war?

War is about insecurity and risk. Hence, the analysis of future wars could, for some
observers, be the strive for finding eternal wisdom, silver bullets or subscribing to myths of
genius, perfect planning, technical systems (drones), and the right decision at the right
moment. Colin Gray rightly warns against such fixed ideas (Gray 2009b). With Niklas
Luhmann’s system theory, | do not subscribe to the sociological popular theory of risk that
defines risk as an unpleasant future (Beck 1997; Vedby 2006). Beck’s notion of a worldwide
risk society (“Weltrisikogesellschaft”) can, however, be useful as an overall concept of risky
system observations. Yet, we should observe that our observations are from the present
moment, which is the risk we run that cannot be escaped. But | will not enter a first-order
analysis of what substantially could be unpleasant in an unknown future. War systems are
too much about innovation, change and transformation to cling to substantial predictions.
Hence, per definition, it is a risky business to observe the state of the world in terms of future
wars. This invites to methodological reflections that still may use classical observations to
observe the future.

In order to analyse the future, | will first analyse the problem of future risks as a problem.
Then, in the next section, | point towards some forgotten heritage from the past that still lives
for the future to come: the traumas from past wars. Theoretically too, we have a heritage
from the past, namely the still vivid strategical lessons from Carl von Clausewitz and Sun Tzu
as well as strategies of asymmetric war, which | analyse in the third section. In the fourth
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section, | apply Luhmann’s theory of differentiated risk systems. The military systems will
continue to respond to asymmetric threats and the risk is this form of inadequacy. Hacker
wars, drones and private military companies will develop, but increasing numbers of
refugees, for whatever reason, will create disasters that cannot find adequate military
solutions.

. Two distinctions: epistemological and temporal

If the aim is to look into the future, we should consider two distinctions. One is about
knowledge, another about temporality. First of all, we shall be aware of the distinction
ontology/epistemology. We can make some substantial predictions about demography,
climate change and even, probably, the rise of China; but a less risky haven is to take a look
at future epistemologies: We should hesitate to state what we will observe in two generations
from now; rather, we should observe how we will probably observe.

What will be our systems of observation? This question shall not be considered too big in all
its dimensions. We cannot observe how all systems will observe, but only some forms of
observations in some of the social systems (Luhmann 1986; 1991; 1993). What does that
mean, and how can we do that? In this article, | shall only consider forms of war and warfare.
How do we probably observe war in the future?

One of the best among the many books and articles on future warfare is probably Colin
Gray'’s Another Bloody Century (2005a). He establishes a well-founded overview of 12 grand
narratives of future warfare: The rise and fall of total war; the obsolescence of major
interstate war; ‘old wars’ and ‘new wars’ or Fourth Generation irreqgular wars; new security
agendas; geopolitical transformations (China, India, Russia); revolutions in military affairs
(RMA), technology as strategy; expanding spatial geography of war; terrorism; weapons of
mass destruction; decline of war; and then finally the, according to Colin Gray, most
interesting narrative: Our past as our future. Albeit Gray’s statement was forwarded a decade
ago; |, still, held it worthwhile to test its validity as a prospect for the future to come.

| do agree that without historical analysis, our observations of future wars are lost in dreams.
Kantian analyses of future networks of trans- and post-national institutions and norms might
therefore carry on more realism than (often) poorly financed technological dreams about
military revolutions. After all, Kant's military prospects of a realist peace and Carl von
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Clausewitz’ Kantian methodology about the form of war are also strongly linked. While peace-
semantic stays as an amazingly continuous affair, codes of war and warfare undergo
transformations over and over in evolutions and revolutions (Janssen 1979a; 1979b; Harste
2004; 2011; Knox & Murray 2001).

Nevertheless, a number of continuous forms do exist too, for instance in the rather popular,
but not always politically recognized, so-called “social cohesion” and corporate spirit among
soldiers (Picq 1880/2005; Hansson 2007; King 2007; Harste 2014). Of course, the presence of
crusading communication codes in politics, religion and war is another aspect (Roux 2007
Tibi 2001a; 2001b). In the future, we will probably still use Clausewitz, and even the far older
Sun Tzu, to analyse war.

Before entering that part of the present analysis, | want to clarify the second distinction as a
distinction between the present and the absent. Temporal analysis is an advanced well-
known discipline since St. Augustine and, although not overly complex, it is often neglected
in social theory. However, the Bielefeld connection between Reinhart Koselleck and Niklas
Luhmann has done much to reappraise it (Koselleck 2000; Luhmann 1980; 1990a; 1997: 997
- 1016). Especially, in order to redescribe Clausewitz’ analysis in more recent terms, | have
applied Luhmann’s analysis of systems to a historical and evolutionary theory of the
functional system of war as distinct from military organisation systems and used it to
establish a theory of risky systems (Harste 2003; 2004; 2009b; 2011, 2014).Today we can
observe risk structures and temporal bindings inherent to codes and practices of different
social systems as law, finance, war, research, politics, mass media etc. They do not operate
with identical temporal structures, and we may risk that their temporal bindings are indeed
very different (Luhmann 1991). However, for an initial reappraisal of Colin Gray’s point, we
should begin the analysis by targeting another set of somewhat more concrete problems.

First, it is well-known that future wars are often planned with past wars in mind. The US army
anno 2001 would no doubt be able to win a conventional war against Wehrmacht anno 1941,
it might even have built its military organisation and visions in order to do so (Vandergriff
2001; Huntington 1957; Creveld 2007; 2008). Quite late during the Irag War, US strategists,
after a lot of criticism, began to learn from the Vietnam War (Metz 2007; Record 2004;
Record & Terill 2004).

Second, history has always been rewritten and will continue to do so in the future to come
(Prost & Winter 2004). In a future reaching beyond the present synchronisation of our history
into a common story, our past will be transformed to such forms that the medium of history
will no longer be the same simple recognisable fact. Gottfried Leibniz proposed that the
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present “is pregnant with the future and loaded with the past” (cited from Cassirer
1932/1998: 38). Our past will be our future. This wisdom is not abstract metaphysics, but
loaded with concrete details that have overwhelmed us beyond our comprehension.

Il. The future of the Hundred Years War

That the future will be different from the past has been a promise since the Romans
restructured the past as the (re-)birth of Christ in blood and flesh as Jesus, an event that
coincided with the heyday of a stabilised Roman celebration of the emperor. Christ also
sacrificed his temporal body in order to offer mankind “a difference that gives a difference”
(Luhmann 2008: 240).

The sacrificed past is not able to recognise itself, even not as a fact, i.e. as recognised
statistics. The body counts of the Three Quarter Century War from 1914 to 1989 are simply
beyond a scale that any Hollywood storytelling can represent. The continuation in the
Hundred Year’'s War, 1914 - 2014 has not established and constituted a penetrating rupture
to the dramatic narratives of suffering. During the Three Quarter Century War, three world
wars and a “Zwischenkrigszeit” each considered as “wars that could end all wars” including
the last one, the Cold War, that had it been warm would probably have succeeded on the
worst scale possible. This history is very different from the stories we were acquainted with in
schools, in politics, mass media and in the historical records of the past, not only because it
ended differently and faster than what we thought for a long time. And once more, in the
future, it will be very different, just an example, the stories of body counts in the Second
World War. Today, in Ukraine, we are witnesses to demonstrations with an amazing mixture
of generations, many seem to have roots in the conflicts of their parents and grandparents.
However, the conflicts in Ukraine may be part of a much larger heritage of traumatic conflicts
we, in the West, should be extremely aware about. It could easily become a disaster if we
ignore the heritage of conflicts embedded into experiences of Russia, Ukraine and Belorussia,
the three countries which suffered more than any other during their “Thirty Years War” from
1914 - 1945. The problem with the heritage of war experiences is that people get
traumatized; traumatized people, in Ukraine, in Russia, or in Palestine, Iraq and Syria may
develop desires for revenge. Sometimes they do not have much to lose.

| take the narrative about the Second World War. Hitherto we all know about one story,
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somewhat comfortable and also somewhat disturbing, in fact shocking to the degree that is
has been difficult to “write poems” (Adorno 1966). Fact finding is a macabre story. The Cold
War probably began with false stories about Soviet losses. Officially, of internal as well as
external reasons, The Soviet would offer a false idealisation of itself as a strong power able to
sustain its gains in Eastern Europe and also deserve them. A power second to US power, who
counted losses of 407.300 dead. From an official six and a half million, the number quickly
rose to plus nine million. However, at the 20" Party Congress in 1956, Nikita Khrushchev
could shock the world with an amazing 20 million body count (Ellenstein 1978). Then, in
1990, Gorbachev - in his speech on the occasion of the forty-fifth anniversary of victory -
gave a figure of 26.6 million (Bellamy 2007: 9). Shortly after, in a book on the removal of
secret classifications, it was disclosed that Soviet Armed Forces lost 8.668.400 servicemen
(Sokolov 2009: 448; Second World War Almanac 2005). The rest were civilians.

Something is very flawed in those analyses, apart from the last number being unbelievably
accurate. German generals counted their losses far more accurately than the Red Army,
though they could not reckon survivors from the prison of war camps (POWSs). The
Wehrmacht counted at least 4 million dead, later estimates count 5.3 millions though the
added estimates are unclear. Total losses, including Austria, number between 6.3 and 7.8
million. However, careful descriptions of battle dead often describe German/Soviet dead
ratios at around 1/10 (Frankson & Zetterling 2003). And about 55-65 percent of (surviving)
women born 1905-1915 were widows. In his magisterial description of the Soviet Russian
“Great Patriotic War”, English historian Chris Bellamy exposed these flaws in a somewhat
simple way. On the one hand, he accurately exposed the body counts officially recognised in
1993; on the other, he described demographic accounts. Demographers calculate the ‘global
loss’ of population, including couples who never met and babies not born, to be 48 million,
i.e., far above the 26-27 million figure. During the last couple of decades, research and
archives have opened up. In autumn 2009, Russian historian Boris Sokolov published a study
based on five different entries. First he points to the danger of over- and underestimation for
political and normative reasons as well as according to double counts: A Pole, Soviet citizen,
soldier, partisan, then soldier again, perhaps Jew, could be counted lost on several occasions.
However, all his different entries arrive at the level of 24-27.5 million military servicemen;
probably 26.3-26.9 million though a variance of up to 5 million is possible. More convincing is
his use of very different calculation methods. 1) The Red Army did not register its troops
before December 1941 and did not use medallions before that time; however, many soldiers
and officers did not use them since they were observed as signs of fatal destinies. Il) A few
months of fighting, in particular November, fairly well counted the number of dead but, as
movements were sparse, additions of those numbers could be used. Thus casualties in those
months can be multiplied to the whole war. lll) The same applies to the relation officer
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dead/soldier dead as officers normally were counted much more accurately. The Soviet army
lost 784.000 officers (161 officers for every 12 German officers). IV) A list of 19 million names
are recorded at the Great Patriotic War Museum that often, however, receive complaints
about lacking names, and among the 5.000 servicemen found in 1994-95 approximately 30
percent were not in the Ministry of Defence’s archives. V) Local descriptions of conscripted
soldiers include far more soldiers than those officially recorded; often armies simply took
those available, enlisted or not. The accounts of soldiers from the Baltic countries and the
later Soviet part of Poland are rather unsatisfying. Finally, demographic accounts reckon
human losses to 43.400.000 inside the later Soviet territory of which civilian losses were
16.4-16.9 million. The human losses outnumber the entire population in France or England in
1939. To these figures, we should, of course, add wounded, handicapped and mentally ill
persons, not to say persons with post-traumatic stress (PTS). The flaws and lack of accuracy
seem to be part of the contingencies of Operation Barbarossa. Yet of course, there are other
recent analyses, most of them arrive to smaller numbers than Sokolov, but some, as the
renowned US Russia expert David Glantz to even more dramatic accounts.

Even compared to more recent, rather bluntly described, overviews such as Colin Gray’'s War,
Peace and International Relations (2007), this altogether tells us quite another story of not
only the war but also its aftermath, the Cold War and the history of Eastern Europe, as well as
the reasons behind success and failure of East and West. The East sacrificed so many lives
compared to Nazi Germany (part of the West) that the First World (including post-war
Germany) was far more successful than the Second World. The biggest historical catastrophe
since the Thirty Years War resulted in the most prosperous era of mankind.

Such paradoxes are still beyond reach for normal evaluation; nevertheless, our factual history
of the past has to judge and “stay cool” as a Danish-German POW in Arkhangelsk once
ironically reported to me about surviving the Siberian Winter. The extremely cruel and cynical
Soviet sacrifices under Stalin, Beria and NKVD were part of a struggle to survive a past Soviet
dream of future life and/or a future regime against a pure destructive Thousand Year Reich.
The figures could indicate that Nazi-Germany could have succeeded, for instance if the winter
1941-42 had been a little milder (December the 6™ General Guderian measured minus 63
degrees Celsius; Clark 1965: 181; about 10 degrees below normal records), or if the Soviet
regime had been less despotic and totalitarian, though perhaps not against a completely
modern and functionally differentiated Soviet Union disposing of immense Soviet resources in
the most utopian, rational and well educated ways, but anyway out of reach.

Let the lonely Jesus, but the more than 40 million Soviet citizens were paradoxically sacrificed
in an extremely uncivilised way in order to save civilization. By any account, the West would
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never have gone that far. The Eastern hemisphere including the Persian Gulf could have
turned subject to the Nazi Regime and would then probably have suffered even more had it
tried to rebel. This is not counterfactual history but factual history about the past by means of
standards that is and were recognised in the West. This account furthermore suggests that,
conventionally, the West is less capable of suffering human losses than other kind of regimes,
perhaps even so when the West had a far more heroic self-esteem than at present and in the
future. As Herfried Munkler states with Edward Luttwak, we live in a post-heroic age; and the
sacrifices of earlier generations will be still less possible to understand along with the growing
costs of PTSD among veterans from Afghanistan and Iraq (Munkler 2006: 310-354). Millions of
disabled young, mainly, males will be unproductive for generations to come and be
extremely costly to the US and the rest of the West, as Philip Stiglitz predicts in his The Three
Trillion Dollars War (2008) about the Irag War, to which costs for Afghanistan and to allies will
follow (Swofford et al 2009; Korb 2009; Shinseki 2013). The unipolar power-structure of the
world transformed incredibly fast into a predictable financial crisis. Wars are always
extremely manifold more costly than optimist warfare planners hope for (Kindleberger 1984;
Frieden 2006; Harrison 1998; Strachan 2004; Rockoff 2012).

The Second World War was beyond any comparison more expensive than any other war and
would have led to a comparable financial crisis as most former wars, just more far-reaching.
Apart from the overwhelming Soviet costs, the war was financed by transformation of
classical gold standard to a dollar = gold standard. Dollars could be printed in unlimited
numbers and could purchase, purchase and purchase. Gone were the hundreds of years
when international trade depended on the production of silver and gold (Germain 1998). As
long as the US did not enter into the repeatedly unfinanced practice of warfare, the credit
system functioned. However, after the Korean War, Vietnam, Iraq and Afghanistan wars
destroyed the credibility of US finance. Dollars printed to finance wars without a substantial
export but too much import and tax decreases did not increase credibility (Eichengreen
2007).

The structure moving financial strength from US to China is certainly strong. The dollar as
monopolised reserve method of payment probably suffers although the Euro-zone also has
some problems with a public debt. Commentators continue to claim that US military spending
is nine times to the Chinese; but American salaries are ten times higher than the Chinese!
Military transformations can take an incredible speed as is well-known from the American
explosion in military investments and corresponding capabilities during the First and the
Second World Wars. However, the more important question is whether future wars will take
the structure of conventional warfare. Probably not. Thus, we have to take a long-term
second order view on wars and observe our past as well as our future.
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lll. Forms of war: Sun Tzu, Clausewitz and Lawrence of Arabia

Strategic theories of war are an amazing field of studies for many reasons. One is that very
old treaties are indeed still used as classics necessary to understand modern warfare as
another branch of war studies, at the same time, concerns sometimes very celebrated
military revolutions that “forever will change the form of warfare” according to their
proponents (Owen 2001; 2002). Tactical warfare undergoes incessant transformation while
the strategic form of war fights the same problems of ungovernable contingencies, friction,
planning turned into surprise, moral despair, public impatience and, above all, exhaustion in
protracted wars of attrition (Gray 2005b). Hence strategy is not about meeting the future
chaos or panic, but about using reflection; i.e., historically speaking to replace future war
with a functional equivalent to Fredrick the Great’s brain, and future peace with a reflection
capacity similar to Immanuel Kant’s (Paret 1976/2007; Pellegrini 1997).

Already Sun Tzu, reflecting on the Chin wars 400 hundred years before B.C., described the
unavoidable occupation with the economy of resources in a more detailed sense than how
economy is normally understood. The scope of involved resources is the weak point in
protracted wars. Thus all major wars concern a scope of material resources including moral
and public resources of will and motivation as well as a scope of temporality. According to
calculation theory of fire power, many resources used in a short period of time are much
easier to handle than the complexities involved if they were to be handled for a longer period
(Biddle 2004). However, the longer period also leads to processes of professionalization and
the evolution of learning (Bailey 2001: 154). Modesty in recognizing own weaknesses, blind
spots and flawed cognition is decisive in order not to overstretch the use of armies. Later we
have seen how Louis XIV, Charles XII, Napoleon, Hitler, Johnson & Nixon, and Bush the
Younger overstretched their armies with too many campaigns, too far, for too long a time
with too sophisticated materials and, in the offensive, too little public backing.

The false view on linear input-based technologically planned military revolutions is that these
conditions change with insurmountable speed and firepower (Beckerman 1999). The
weakness is that they invest too much for too long a time, since complexities in unknown
countries destroy planning. As Harry Yarger from the US Army War College forcefully
underlined in his The Strategic Theory for the 21* Century, strategic planning is about how to
plan when plans are broken (Yarger 2006; 2010). The military organisation system does not
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enter the functional system of war before that moment. Sun Tzu's advice is that

those skilled in war avoid the enemy when his spirit is keen and attack him when it is sluggish and his
soldiers homesick. This is the control of the moral factor. In good order, they await a disorderly
enemy; in serenity, a clamorous one. This is control of the mental factor. Close to the field of battle,
they await an enemy coming from afar; at rest, they await an exhausted enemy; with well-fed troops,
they await hungry ones. This is control of the physical factor. They do not engage an enemy
advancing with well-ordered banners nor one whose formations are in impressive array. This is control
of the factor of changing circumstances (Sun Tzu 400 b C/1998: 35).

Troops are never prepared to receive an attack. In that sense, one of the main principles of
asymmetric warfare has always been part of warfare. The speed and strength of one part
may be met with withdrawal, dispersal and slow-down. A peculiar battle of intelligence takes
place and one of the most well-known phrases of Sun Tzu is the following résumé:

Know the enemy and know yourself; in a hundred battles, you will never be defeated. When you are
ignorant of the enemy but know yourself, your chances of winning or loosing are equal. If ignorant
both your enemy and of yourself, you are sure to be defeated in every battle (Sun Tzu 400b C/1998:
26).

The problem is that the strong part relies on its strength which of course is important to
induce moral self-reliance to soldiers and officers, especially if they have to go abroad in
some kind of offensive. They trust their strengths instead of doubting their weaknesses, their
false opinions, their flawed knowledge not to say empathy of their enemy situation,
language, history, religion, norms, everyday life. An even worse problem is that wars are not
about “winning” and “victory” in battles and in warfare, but about winning the peace in such
a way that their “present enemy must be seen as a future associate” (Rawls 1999: 101). On
this point, Sun Tzu’s thought is not on the level of Carl von Clausewitz’. Tactics might be
about winning a battle, but if there are no battles such forms of victory make no sense and
communicating about them only offers false viewpoints, and failed communication codes
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thus weaken the stronger part to the point of deception and even moral dissolution. To know
about knowledge is to preserve a clear judgment and what Clausewitz calls prudence
(“Weisheit”) referring to Fredrick the Great as the greater strategists compared to the
tactician Napoleon, “to bring peace about was his goal” (Clausewitz 1832/1952: 246). From
Napoleon over his historian and general chief of staff, Antoine-Henri Jomini, the generals of
the First World War and to the US way of warfare, this lack of reflective long-term strategic
prudence and their first order observation of warfare might be their weakest point (Record
2006). As the distinguished scholar Martin van Creveld has said remarkably precise, “For a
decade the US armed forces had talked about the Revolution of Military Affairs until they
were blue in the face” (Creveld 2007: 246).

This tradition of introvert observation has been inherent in nationalist warfare policies and is
surely backed by the blind spots of the military-industrial complex and interests in its own
continuous growth (Eisenhower 1961). But we have to distinguish between military
organisation and the functional system of war. As many revolutions we might have in the first
one and maybe even in warfare, from an inductive and abductive point of view, not a
deductive point of view, it will still be possible to observe the form of war (Gray 2009b).
Despite this we cannot be sure that Sun Tzu's insights in every respect will not be challenged
in the future to come. But we cannot only rely on our own transformations in order to
understand future wars. Wars are always about double contingencies, i.e., how one part tries
to disturb how the other part tries to disturb and how both parts absorb contingencies. The
difficult tactics of warfare is to imagine the imagination of the other.

An army may be liked to water, for just as flowing water avoids the heights and hastens to the
lowlands, so an army should avoid strength and strike weakness. And as water shapes its flow in
accordance with the ground, so an army manages its victory in accordance with the situation of the
enemy. And as water has no constant form, there are i