
This piece is a living work — part reflection, part challenge, and part invitation. 

 

It weaves together history, power, labor, innovation, and the question of what real peace might look 

like — not the absence of conflict, but the presence of justice by design. It spans centuries of war, 

contrasting national identities, and the global systems that bind them. 

 

As events evolve and new perspectives emerge, this may be revised. If you have insights, 

contradictions, or ideas that strengthen it, I welcome them. 

 

Because peace isn’t something we inherit. It’s something we build — together. 

 

 

Peace, Power, and the Price of Progress 

Has the U.S. Only Been at Peace for 10 Years? 

Since its founding in 1776, the United States has built a global reputation as a military 

superpower. But behind that status lies a sobering truth: America has been at war or 

engaged in conflict for nearly every year of its existence. 

Out of 250 years of American history, the nation has likely experienced no more than 10 

to 15 years of genuine peace—and even that depends on how “peace” is defined. 



If peace means no declared war, no combat deployments, no drone strikes, no proxy 

wars, and no covert operations, the number of peaceful years may be even smaller. 

From the Revolution and the War of 1812 to the Mexican-American War, Civil War, and 

Spanish-American War, the 19th century was full of direct conflict. Layered into that 

were dozens of brutal frontier and Indian wars that lasted over a hundred years. 

The 20th century brought two world wars, followed quickly by Korea, Vietnam, and a 

long Cold War filled with covert CIA operations, coups, and military interventions across 

Latin America, Africa, and Southeast Asia. 

Then came the Gulf War, Somalia, Bosnia, Kosovo—and just as those wound down, the 

post-9/11 era began. Afghanistan, Iraq, Syria, Libya, Yemen, and a Global War on Terror 

that has kept U.S. forces engaged across the Middle East, North Africa, and parts of Asia 

ever since. 

Even today, in 2025, the U.S. maintains troops in Syria, conducts drone strikes in 

Somalia, supports Ukraine militarily, and maintains a vast global presence with over 750 

military bases in more than 80 countries. 

So when exactly were the peaceful years? 

Maybe 1796. Maybe 1826. Possibly 1892. A few years between WWI and WWII. A brief 

window after Vietnam. A calm before Kosovo. But even in those windows, the U.S. often 

had troops abroad, training exercises underway, or secret operations in motion. 

Peace has never been the default. War, intervention, or projection of force has been the 

norm. 

It’s not just about defense. It’s about influence, economics, ideology, and sometimes 

fear. War builds industry, shapes foreign policy, and defines administrations. It becomes 

a background hum—rarely declared formally anymore, but always active somewhere. 

The question isn’t whether America is strong. It is. The deeper question is: what would it 

look like if our strength were measured by restraint, justice, or peacemaking—rather 

than just power projection? 



Because history suggests: if peace is possible, it won’t happen by accident. 

China’s War Record: A Power That Prefers to Wait 

While the United States has spent most of its modern history at war, China tells a 

different story—one marked more by strategic restraint than constant combat. 

Since the founding of the People’s Republic in 1949, China has engaged in very few full-

scale foreign wars. Its approach to military power has focused on internal consolidation, 

regional deterrence, and long-term positioning, not global warfighting. 

Major modern conflicts include: 

· Korean War (1950–1953): China entered the war in support of North Korea, clashing 

with U.S.-led UN forces. It was bloody, costly, and ended in stalemate. 

· Sino-Indian War (1962): A short but sharp border war in the Himalayas. China won 

militarily, then voluntarily withdrew. 

· Vietnam Border War (1979): After Vietnam invaded Cambodia, China launched a 

punitive attack. It lasted just weeks but sent a regional message. 

· Border clashes: Sporadic conflicts with the Soviet Union (1969), Vietnam (1980s), and 

India (ongoing skirmishes as recently as 2020). 

That’s it. No overseas wars, no regime-change operations, no permanent foreign 

occupations. Since the 1980s, China has not launched a major war at all. In terms of 

combat deployments, it’s been remarkably quiet. 

But don’t mistake that for pacifism. 

China has invested heavily in military modernization, cyber capabilities, missile 

technology, and naval expansion. It now boasts the world’s largest standing army and a 

rapidly growing blue-water navy. It conducts intense military drills in the Taiwan Strait 

and patrols disputed waters in the South China Sea. 

Where the U.S. projects power with boots and bombs, China moves through 

infrastructure, influence, and presence. The Belt and Road Initiative builds roads, ports, 

and digital networks across Asia, Africa, and Latin America. Its methods are economic, 

technological, and political—not always peaceful, but rarely declared as war. 



Internally, the story is different. China has used military force to crush uprisings (like 

Tiananmen in 1989), suppress dissent in Tibet and Xinjiang, and impose order in Hong 

Kong. Its peace is often enforced through surveillance, censorship, and control—not 

public conflict. 

Still, from a purely military standpoint, China has remained unusually conflict-averse in 

modern history. Its rise has not been through conquest, but through patience, industry, 

and strategic ambiguity. 

However, China’s economic and technological ascent has drawn sharp criticism from 

global competitors. The country has long been accused of copying foreign intellectual 

property and engaging in state-enabled cyber espionage. Where Western companies 

emphasize ownership, patents, and original design, Chinese culture has traditionally 

valued adaptation, speed, and shared advancement. 

This clash of values creates global friction: what one calls theft, the other may see as 

strategic necessity. But sustainable peace and trade require a shared ethical 

foundation—including mutual respect for innovation, boundaries, and transparency. 

Repairing the Intellectual Property Divide 

The global IP crisis is not just a matter of law—it's a power imbalance, a cultural clash, 

and a survival tactic. Enforcement alone won’t fix it. We need bold design that reshapes 

the incentives entirely. 

1. Flip the Script: Reward Innovation at the Local Level Instead of focusing only on 

punishing theft, the global system should fund and reward original inventions created 

inside China, Africa, or Southeast Asia. A patent bonus fund, backed by international 

coalitions, could pay creators directly—giving inventors incentive to protect, not pirate, 

ideas. 

 

2. Make IP Protection Profitable for Everyone Right now, pirating tech or designs is 

often cheaper and faster than licensing them. That has to change. Offer global revenue-

sharing models where international companies cut local players in. If sharing profit is 

easier than stealing code, behavior will change. 

 

3. Build 'Innovation Zones' in Developing Countries Create international hubs where 

Chinese, African, Indian, and Western engineers collaborate openly under real 



agreements—not just to build new tech, but to redefine IP norms from the ground up. 

Let those zones test post-capitalist IP systems that reflect global values. 

4. Patent Transparency Platforms We need a decentralized blockchain registry of 

patents and designs—public, verifiable, and protected by code. If every nation can see 

who filed what, when, and where, IP theft becomes far riskier, and rightful owners gain 

stronger international support. 

 

5. Rethink Innovation Culture from the Ground Up Intellectual property is more than 

law—it’s narrative. Western storytelling often celebrates “the lone genius,” while China 

celebrates collective success. We need cross-cultural media and education that shift the 

narrative toward shared brilliance, fair credit, and mutual respect. 

Solving the IP gap means seeing it not just as a legal flaw—but as a cross-cultural 

misunderstanding, a policy vacuum, and a systems design problem. 

And the fix isn’t war or isolation. It’s cooperation, enforcement, and redefinition—toward 

a future where creativity is protected everywhere, not just where it’s patented. 

Whether China’s strategic patience continues will depend on Taiwan, trade tensions, and 

how far it's willing to go to assert its "core interests." 

But for now, the truth remains: in a world where many great powers use war to rise, 

China has so far preferred to wait. 

East Meets West: What America and China Could Learn 

Two powers. Two philosophies. Two paths to influence. 

America is built on boldness, action, and moral certainty. When something is wrong, it 

intervenes. It fights. It leads. 

China, shaped by dynasties, upheaval, and long memory, chooses calculation. It moves 

slowly. It listens before it strikes—sometimes too quietly. 

Neither is fully right. Both have blind spots. And both, if honest, have lessons to share. 

What the U.S. Could Learn from China: 



1. Restraint is Strength: Not every threat requires force. 

2. Think Long-Term: Strategy isn’t about winning the next election—it’s about building 

the next century. 

3. National Humility: Humility can be more powerful than intervention. 

What China Could Learn from the U.S.: 

1. Freedom Feeds Innovation: Real peace includes free voices. 

2. Human Rights Matter Long-Term: Stability without dignity is fragile. 

3. Transparency Builds Trust: Accountability invites respect. 

Together, they could build a peace neither has ever truly known—one not based on 

dominance, but shared dignity. 

The Economic Gap We Don’t Want to See 

Beyond missiles and diplomacy, there’s another system shaping the world—just as 

powerful and often just as harmful: the global economy. 

We want justice—fair wages, ethical sourcing, human dignity. But we also want 

affordability—cheap goods, fast shipping, more for less. 

That’s the contradiction. And it's crushing millions. 

We say, “Buy local,” “Support fair trade.” But when survival is on the line, cheap often 

wins. That’s not a moral failure—it’s a design flaw. 

This is the gap: Between what’s right and what’s realistic. Between the ethics we preach 

and the economics we survive. 

The Climate Crisis: A Common Ground 

If there’s one force that ignores borders, budgets, and ideologies, it’s climate change. 

Droughts, fires, floods, and famines are displacing millions, threatening food systems, 

and overwhelming infrastructure. 

China, the U.S., and every other nation—regardless of their histories—are now 

entangled in a common threat. 



But cooperation isn’t easy: 

·         The West wants fast carbon cuts. 

·         China demands time and points to the West’s century of pollution. 

·         Developing nations demand support just to survive the changes. 

Climate justice is not optional. It must be part of peace. 

Because if the world can't unite around saving the only planet we share, then all 

diplomacy, trade, and strategy become irrelevant. 

The Problem Isn’t Just Greed—It’s Design 

The global system rewards efficiency, not fairness. It hides the cost of labor behind price 

tags and shipping labels. It makes low-wage work invisible and blames consumers for 

not choosing better. 

But peace can’t grow in a system that requires exploitation to function. 

A Better System: Economic Justice in Practice 

To reduce the gap, we need more than awareness. We need action: 

1. Incentivize Ethical Production: Reward companies that treat workers fairly. 

2. Localize Value Chains: Regional production can be more just and resilient. 

3. Empower Workers as Owners: Dignity grows when people share in profit. 

4. Design Affordability Into Ethics: Justice can’t just be a luxury brand. 

5. Educate Without Blame: Shift pressure upward—to policymakers, designers, 

investors. 

We don’t need a perfect world. We need a juster one. One where people aren’t forced to 

choose between survival and solidarity. Because a system that depends on desperation 

isn’t progress—it’s just hidden poverty. 



The Kind of Peace Worth Building 

So what is peace, really? 

It’s not the end of war. Not just jobs, treaties, or safer borders. It’s when no one must be 

exploited to keep the lights on. 

Peace is not passive. It’s disruptive. Designed. Built. Shared. It means asking better 

questions, choosing better stories, and refusing to let power rest on buried souls. 

If the West brings its fire, and the East brings its water—maybe, together, they don’t 

have to clash. Maybe they can build something life-giving. 

A peace that lifts the floor, not just raises the ceiling. A future where strength is 

measured in compassion—not control. Not idealism. Not fantasy. Just the only kind of 

future worth fighting for. 

 


