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This will be expanded and revised time to time.

 Peace and war are the good and bad fruits of various governments.  That being true, it is good to first examine the main different types of governments.

The “best” kind of government is that government which governs best for its own given situation in terms of the historical period of time in which it exists, its physical location, dominant facets of its culture etc.   This is a plain and logical fact.

That being true, then for example today’s democracies and republics such as common to North and South America and Europe, in which there is relatively great input from average citizens are what work best in general for the Americas and Europe.  

In some other lands what works best due to the cultural or natural fact of extremely dense population clusters is a more structured government.  Such is true for China which however can and probably will shift slowly toward more of a highly structured republic more like what India has.  

In the community of nations stretching from North Africa across the Middle East and into Indonesia, the emphasis has been on government which more or less shows emphasis upon the Koran and its principles as defined among the various branches of the Muslim religion.

However, even though there have always been different forms of government such as monarchy, oligarchy, republic, democracy and theocracy in some modified sense, there has also always been a tendency for the various types to work together.  
In the past it was thought that great empires came into being only as the result of warfare.  However, in the 1900s going into the 2000s it has been shown that peaceful economic integration and unification can also build empires.  

For example, in the West there is already the European Union, a North American Union is planned for the U.S., Canada and Mexico, there may be a North And South America, and there may also be a Euro-American Union.   These are economic unions that tend to become political unions or what some would call super-nations or empires.
China is growing like the giant that it is, and in the interest of continued future prosperity is taking all the appropriate steps.  It allows Hong Kong to be part of China without having to use its communist government.  It offers the same arrangement to Taiwan.  Its leaders meet with the leaders of Japan, India etc to discuss a trade union.  It arranges to ship more of its products via railroad all the way across Russia into Beloruss, Poland and Germany.  

It can foresee that a Euro-American Union will exist.  Therefore it is building an Asian Union for greater economic harmony and prosperity.
Now we can examine warfare in the light of economic factors as well as other issues.

Warfare, like peace, has virtually always had some underlying economic basis or impetus.  For example George Washington became a patriotic general partly because he did not care for the growing imposition of laws and taxes from England.  He viewed the distant imposition of laws and taxes as unjust.  

Obviously he saw the taxes as unjust because they were too high.  Why were the laws unjust, though?  

As said, they did not allow for enough input from people in the British colonies including Virginia.  They also did not allow for free trade but ordered him and others as to from which nation they must buy many of their goods and also ordered as to which nations their products must be sold.

As a result of service in the French and Indian War, George Washington had received lands in western Virginia.  However, the colonial government officials would not remove settlements of Native Americans away from the property, which fact made those lands worth only a fraction of what their value would otherwise have been.

So, again, what underpins government, meaning governments of all types is the dominance of concern for money.  Americans stick with being a democratic republic for the sake of not only enjoying freedoms but also because of concern for economic prosperity.  

When we try to objectively look at China we in the West tend to see it is as still rather dictatorial although happily evolving for the better.  For what reason is it changing, although doing so slowly?  
Because it has such a huge population, it must put social stability first, and thus its leadership is changing its structure but the leadership (the Chinese Communist Party) has to do so at a very careful rate so as to not cause much social upheaval or economic discontent leading to civil war, especially not since China has become a nuclear weapons nation. 

The Muslim nations change even less.  Why?  Because when leaders try to implement changes that seem too out of line with fundamentalist Islam, its defenders are extremely prone to kill such leaders and cause any such nation to revert to even more fundamentalist Islam. 

When the now non-existent Union of the Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR) existed it was a dictatorship with a highly centralized government which tried to micro-manage the economy.  The economic micro-management failed.   People had to put up with grave, increasingly worse economic hardships as well as deprivation of many basic freedoms such as freedom of expression without fear of reprisal.
What caused the USSR to change?  The change did not come from any military defeat.  It came the fact that when Soviets such as diplomats were visiting or working in the U.S., Western Europe and Japan, they could see with their own eyes that the governments in the other lands were able to help people to enjoy more economic prosperity and freedoms.

What is the lesson?  The lesson is that to effect change, one does the things that bring about such change peacefully, that is without the possibility that it might be effected by warfare.  

In fact it has become insane to think of effecting change in other governments and nations via warfare.  Why so?  Nuclear weapons have become very common among nations.  Indeed it is a constant fear that non-national groups such as Al-Qaeda may attain and use nuclear weapons.  Indeed, even some individuals may attain and use if not nuclear weapons then certainly some easier to make alternative weapons of mass death.  

For example, it has been relatively easy for a scientist or knowledgeable person to devise bombs even as the Unibomber did.  So what if a person like the Unibomber, instead of using regular explosive bombs, instead cultured germs then mailed those to his victims?    
Attainable positive changes that bring greater economic prosperity and attendant freedom are therefore needed.   As the example of the former USSR shows, instead of war, one can use education for it.

For example, to slowly but surely improve its economy while laying the groundwork for peaceful transition to a more republic or democratic style government, China sends more students abroad to see and taste for themselves more of the freedoms and economic successes of the West.

Thus cultural and educational exchanges of all kinds should be encouraged all the more.  There is a United Nations for hashing out international differences.  The internet needs brought to ever more Africans and Asians and Latin Americans.  Thus, people including future leaders can see and taste for themselves what is good, then change becomes much easier and more likely attained by peace.

Warfare has not yet ceased to exist, and indeed it may not for some time ahead due in particular to the sharp cultural clashes between the fundamentalist faction of militant, political Islam as currently mostly seen in Al-Qaeda.  But when it does occur, what the lessons derived from the past?

One is that times have changed.  In ancient times overwhelming force enabled nations to become empires and stay such for a long time.  

In the 1900s the U.S. found that a small nation such as North Vietnam, assisted by nightly news broadcasts, was able to sap its resolve to win so that the U.S. army stopped fighting in Vietnam after which Communist soldiers were able to defeat South Vietnam.  Guerrilla warfare and news were major factors.
The USSR went into and took over Afghanistan.  However, it was later pushed out by Muslim guerrillas after they began using shoulder-fired missiles that downed Soviet helicopters.

It is predicable that warfare will change, given these past facts and what has been seen by the U.S. in Iraq.  In the future, instead of going in to occupy another nation, the U.S. would be more likely to do as it did in the Balkans and the First Gulf War.  

Extremely powerful though non-nuclear bombs will be dropped to effectively destroy military targets in (as much as possible) non-civilian areas in an opposing nation.  Even more special efforts will be made to kill the main leader of such a nation, and also more special effort will be made to educate and encourage opposition by the military generals in that nation so that at least one of those will rise up and seize control then effect change.
Advanced technology will also be employed.  For example there will be attacks on enemy internet-linked computer systems on the ground as well as in the air and possibly in outer space.  Remote controlled unmanned armed vehicles such as robotic tanks will be employed.  Some have already been used in Iraq.  There may be lazer cannons; more use of LRADs (Long Range Acoustical Devices) that mow down an enemy with sound or noise.

Thought cannons may be used that project “Surrender” thoughts into the minds of opponents.  The U.S., U.K. and Israel have been devising tiny drones that will be as small as a mosquito.  They will be able to spy, implant small but powerful explosives etc.

Imagine a fleet of ten “mosquito aircraft.”  They fly in amidst enemy missile silos, fly to where the missiles are and explode or laser-drill through parts so as to disable the missiles from even being able to leave the ground.   A trillion dollars worth of nuclear missiles might thus be disabled.  One could fly through the window of the leader of an opponent country and record whatever the leader said.
Militaries are also refining invisibilty and morphing devises.  A tank comes toward a soldier.  He cannot see it because its front is projecting the image of what is behind it.  Or, a tank comes toward a soldier and it projects an image of a hundred other tanks.  

Nor will future warfare be contained on earth.  Nations that can do so will seek to gain the high ground from which to fire down on and destroy their foes.  

Economic reasons also make outer space an area of future contentions.  China’s space agency says it will eventually mine helium 3 that is on the moon as a powerful clean energy source for use on earth.  China and Russia plan to work together on going to Mars.  India and Japan are becoming wealthier and have space launching capabilities.   This being the case, why would the U.S. not logically work with the E.U. to do the same?  It will happen because it must.  
Humans will go on to the moon and Mars not just for the sake of excitement, but to explore, colonize and obtain resources for economic reasons.  Why did Europeans explore and colonize the Americas?  It was for the same reason: economics.  Spain wanted gold.   England and France vied for beaver pelts to make fur hats etc.

Already scientists are exploring propulsion systems that will speed up trips to Mars and beyond.  Those efforts and successes will increase even more as soon as a truly earth-like planet is found.  Humans will wish to go there, and, unlike thwarted by outside forces, they will.  

However, meanwhile, we must do all that can be done to have decent relations among ourselves here upon the earth as to humankind and also the environment so that it does not cause the planet to melt.   As oil gets more expensive, novel and known alternatives to it will be found such as electro-magnetic transportation, etc.
Toward this end, education, as with peaceful government changes, is absolutely necessary.  Education is the key to promoting and keeping world peace, making warfare less attractive and hopefully more prone to being obsolete, solving environmental concerns etc.

What will improve education?  The needs for improved standards of living will do so.  To have better leaders, diplomats, scientists, inventors etc, one must have more and better education.  This means for example that money will need to be redirected from some other things so that there is a smaller teacher to student ratio.  A teacher can teach ten students more and better than s/he can teach twenty or fifty students.  
But adding more teaching can be expensive.  True for now but it does not have to remain true.   Already we see games simulating warfare and entire cities electronically.  In the future there will be simulated teachers.  They will be three dimensional projections of friendly human teachers who will teach.

There will also be brain chip implants.  A person will wonder about how something can be done, and immediately he will be given the answer coming from a micro-chip attached directly or indirectly to his brain.

We are already fast moving in these many directions.  Education and economics are marching us there.   By seeing more clearly what is going on and what needs to go on, and we can move better from point A to point B and beyond.  

