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Abstract The current geopolitical landscape is undergoing profound transformation, with the 
United States adopting an increasingly unconventional stance towards NATO, Ukraine, and 
Russia. This paper seeks to provide an analytical framework to understand the motivations 
behind this shift and its implications for the future of global alliances. As key European leaders 
express concern over America’s apparent withdrawal from its traditional security commitments, 
the White House’s recalibrated approach raises fundamental questions about the durability of 
NATO, the emerging contours of a new global security order, and the extent to which these 
changes are part of a long-term strategy rather than temporary diplomatic maneuvering. 

A notable feature of this shift is the United States’ cooling support for Ukraine in its war against 
Russia, a stark departure from previous bipartisan consensus on supporting Kyiv. Concurrently, 
Washington has adopted a softer approach towards Moscow, sparking widespread speculation 
about a broader realignment. This paper explores the possibility that the U.S. is deliberately 
laying the groundwork for stepping out of NATO in favor of a Northern Hemisphere security bloc 
that includes Russia, anticipating the geopolitical and economic shifts that will be exacerbated 
by climate change in the coming decades. By analyzing economic trends, defense policies, and 
the strategic calculus of U.S. decision-makers, this study argues that the present American 
course could be the early stage of a significant transformation in global power structures. 

Moreover, the lack of clarity surrounding Washington’s true objectives has left many NATO 
members uncertain about their long-term security, prompting some to explore independent 
defense options. The evolving global security framework suggests that alliances of the future 
will not be dictated purely by historical precedent or ideological affinity but rather by geographic 
and economic pragmatism. This paper evaluates the potential implications of this shift, including 
the possibility that NATO could dissolve or be restructured into a more fragmented system of 
regional security arrangements. By drawing on historical precedents, military strategy, and 
economic forecasts, this study provides policymakers with a critical analysis of the emerging 
geopolitical landscape and the potential rise of a Northern security alliance. 

 

1. Introduction In recent weeks, political leaders and analysts worldwide have been grappling 
with an unsettling question: why is the United States taking an increasingly adversarial stance 
towards NATO while simultaneously appearing to draw closer to Russia? The Trump 
administration’s policy decisions—ranging from hesitancy in military aid to Ukraine to diplomatic 
overtures towards Moscow—have left European allies scrambling to reassess their security 
landscape. While some attribute this shift to domestic political pressures or economic 
constraints, we suspect a deeper strategic calculation: the realignment of alliances in 
preparation for the long-term geopolitical consequences in the light of climate change and the 
shift in resources needed for future technology. 



This paper explores the strategic underpinnings of U.S. foreign policy, analyzing how shifting 
economic interests, evolving defense priorities, and climate change-related resource concerns 
may be converging to drive Washington’s actions. If indeed the United States is laying the 
groundwork for a new Northern Hemisphere alliance, this could represent the most significant 
transformation in global security since the end of the Cold War. 

2. Historical Overview of NATO and Its Strategic Role The North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO) was established on April 4, 1949, as a collective defense pact among 12 founding 
members: the United States, Canada, the United Kingdom, France, Belgium, the Netherlands, 
Luxembourg, Norway, Denmark, Iceland, Italy, and Portugal. The alliance was created primarily 
to counter the Soviet Union’s expansionist policies in Europe and to ensure transatlantic security 
cooperation. Throughout its history, NATO has undergone several rounds of expansion, 
significantly increasing its influence and military reach. In 1952, Greece and Turkey joined, 
bringing the alliance into the Eastern Mediterranean. In 1955, the accession of West Germany 
marked a turning point, prompting the Soviet Union to respond with the formation of the Warsaw 
Pact, further entrenching Cold War divisions. Spain became a member in 1982, strengthening 
NATO’s position in Southern Europe. 

The end of the Cold War ushered in a new era of expansion. In 1999, NATO admitted Poland, 
Hungary, and the Czech Republic, integrating former Eastern Bloc nations and reaffirming its 
commitment to European stability. The enlargement continued in 2004, with Bulgaria, Estonia, 
Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia, and Slovenia joining the alliance, reflecting NATO’s 
shifting role from a purely defensive organization to a broader geopolitical actor. Albania and 
Croatia joined in 2009, followed by Montenegro in 2017 and North Macedonia in 2020. The 
most recent expansion saw Finland’s accession in 2023, significantly extending NATO’s border 
with Russia, with Sweden as currently the last member that joined in 2024. 

Over the decades, NATO has been involved in key military interventions and strategic missions. 
During the Korean War (1950–1953), NATO did not directly intervene, but its formation 
influenced Cold War military strategies. The Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962 further reinforced 
NATO’s role in maintaining Western security against the Soviet nuclear threat. During the Cold 
War period from 1949 to 1991, NATO primarily functioned as a nuclear deterrence force, 
maintaining a military balance with the Eastern Bloc. 

The post-Cold War era saw NATO’s first direct military interventions. In 1995, NATO launched 
military operations in Bosnia and Herzegovina to end the ongoing war, marking its first combat 
mission. In 1999, NATO conducted airstrikes against Yugoslavia during the Kosovo War, leading 
to a peace agreement. Following the 9/11 attacks in 2001, NATO invoked Article 5 for the first 
time, leading to the alliance’s longest military mission in Afghanistan, which lasted until 2021. 
Another major intervention took place in 2011, when NATO enforced a no-fly zone and 
conducted operations in Libya, culminating in the fall of Muammar Gaddafi’s regime. 

NATO’s leadership has played a crucial role in shaping its strategic direction. Lord Ismay, the 
first Secretary-General from 1952 to 1957, famously stated that NATO’s purpose was "to keep 
the Russians out, the Americans in, and the Germans down." Manfred Wörner, who served from 



1988 to 1994, was the first German Secretary-General and oversaw the alliance’s transition 
after the Cold War. Jens Stoltenberg, the Secretary-General since 2014, has managed NATO’s 
response to the Ukraine-Conflict and efforts to reinforce alliance cohesion in the face of 
emerging security threats. The current Secretary-General Mark Rutte is now facing the most 
challenging shift in NATO’s development and might be the Secretary-General under whom 
NATO will face an existential threat from within.  

Today, NATO faces a set of complex challenges. Internal fractures have become increasingly 
apparent, with disagreements over defense spending, strategic priorities, and burden-sharing 
between the United States and European members. Russia remains a persistent adversary, 
opposing NATO’s expansion and viewing its growing presence near Russian borders as a direct 
threat. The uncertainty surrounding U.S. commitment to NATO has raised concerns among 
European leaders, prompting discussions about developing independent security frameworks. 
Additionally, the rise of cyber warfare and hybrid threats requires NATO to adapt beyond 
traditional military engagement, focusing on cybersecurity, disinformation countermeasures, and 
technological advancements in defense. 

For those seeking a deeper understanding of NATO’s evolution, two recommended sources are 
Kaplan, L. (2004). NATO Divided, NATO United: The Evolution of an Alliance (Praeger 
Publishers) and Yost, D. (2014). NATO’s Balancing Act (United States Institute of Peace Press). 
These works provide comprehensive insights into NATO’s historical development, key policies, 
and ongoing challenges. 

We argue in this paper that the threats of tomorrow will not align along an East-West axis but 
rather along a North-South axis. Additionally, the technological future demands different 
resources, a reality that has been apparent since the Trump administration’s proposed “deal” 
with Ukraine, which focused on lithium and other critical minerals. This shift highlights how oil is 
no longer the dominant geopolitical asset and suggests that future security strategies will be 
driven by control over essential technological resources rather than fossil fuels. 

3. Climate Change and Geopolitical Realignment A Catalyst for Geopolitical Realignment 
Since the early 20th century, Earth's average surface temperature has risen markedly. Data 
indicates that global temperatures have increased by approximately 1.47°C (2.65°F) since the 
late 19th century, with the majority of this warming occurring since 1975 . This accelerated 
warming trend has led to significant environmental changes, including the melting of Arctic ice, 
rising sea levels, and increased frequency of extreme weather events.​  

One of the most profound consequences of climate change is its impact on human migration 
patterns. As regions in the Global South become increasingly uninhabitable due to rising 
temperatures, droughts, and resource scarcity, millions are compelled to migrate toward more 
temperate northern regions. Studies have shown that climate-induced migration is already 
affecting millions, with both internal and transboundary movements. This trend is expected to 
intensify, placing additional strain on the social and economic infrastructures of host countries in 
the Global North.​ Resource scarcity, particularly concerning water and food, exacerbates these 
migration pressures. A report by the United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification 



revealed that nearly three-quarters of the world's land has experienced increased aridity over 
the past 30 years, likely resulting in permanent changes. This drying trend has significant 
economic implications; for instance, Africa alone lost about 12% of its GDP between 1990 and 
2015 due to aridity, with projections indicating even larger future losses. As agricultural yields 
decline and water sources dwindle, affected populations are forced to seek livelihoods 
elsewhere, often migrating to northern regions.​ 

The influx of climate migrants presents multifaceted challenges to receiving countries. Western 
Europe and North America, already grappling with political polarization and economic 
disparities, may find it increasingly difficult to accommodate large numbers of migrants. The 
potential for social tension, competition over jobs and resources, and cultural clashes could 
destabilize these societies. Moreover, the strain on public services and infrastructure could lead 
to a reevaluation of immigration policies and border controls.​  

In this context, the traditional East-West geopolitical axis is shifting toward a North-South 
dynamic. The Global North, comprising primarily developed nations with temperate climates, is 
becoming a focal point for migrants from the increasingly inhospitable Global South. This shift 
necessitates new security considerations, as countries may need to bolster their borders and 
develop strategies to manage the socioeconomic impacts of large-scale migration. The potential 
frontline between the Global North and Global South could solidify along these migratory routes, 
with timelines for significant migration waves projected over the next few decades as climate 
conditions continue to deteriorate.​  

The United States' interest in Greenland can be viewed through this strategic lens. Greenland's 
geographic location and its wealth of untapped natural resources, including rare earth minerals 
essential for technological advancements, make it a valuable asset in a warming world. As 
Arctic ice recedes, new shipping lanes and resource extraction opportunities emerge, offering 
economic and strategic advantages. By strengthening ties with Greenland, the U.S. positions 
itself to better control Arctic developments, counterbalance Chinese ambitions in the region, and 
secure critical resources necessary for future technologies.​  

Global trade routes are undergoing fundamental shifts as the security of traditional maritime 
passages becomes increasingly unstable. The Red Sea has been plagued by geopolitical 
tensions, piracy, and regional conflicts, making it a less reliable conduit for international trade. 
The Panama Canal, historically a crucial artery for global commerce, faces mounting strategic 
and environmental challenges, including reduced water levels and logistical bottlenecks 
exacerbated by growing U.S. security concerns. As these southern trade routes become more 
precarious, the focus is shifting toward the Arctic, where receding ice due to climate change is 
making the Northern Sea Route more viable. With the melting Arctic ice, northern shipping lanes 
could see a significant increase in global trade volume, potentially capturing up to 20-30% of the 
current flow that passes through the Suez and Panama Canals. This transformation would shift 
control of global commerce toward the nations that dominate Arctic navigation, namely the 
United States, Russia, and Canada. By securing strategic positions in Greenland, the U.S. is not 
merely seeking resource access but also ensuring control over the critical northern shipping 
routes that could rival or even surpass traditional maritime pathways in importance over the 



coming decades. Unlike in past decades, where securing oil was the primary focus, the 
resources of tomorrow—rare earth minerals, lithium, and Arctic shipping lanes—are at the heart 
of the new geopolitical calculus. The world is moving toward a reality in which the northern 
nations will dominate, and the United States is positioning itself accordingly. 

In this light, a lot of the current NATO members are not a big help but rather a burden. Russia is 
not a socialist or even communist country anymore but a capitalist market economy. A U.S. 
administration that shifts its focus heavily toward the economy and future technology, influenced 
by tech leaders in the U.S., will inevitably shift attention away from outdated and strategically 
irrelevant alliances like NATO toward new alliances that align with economic and technological 
imperatives. 

4. The Emergence of a Northern Hemisphere Alliance Based on this new geopolitical reality, 
the formation of a new security and economic alliance is already in motion. “The Boreal 
Accord”, as it could be named, would bring together nations of the Northern Hemisphere that 
are strategically aligned in securing Arctic resources, controlling emerging trade routes, and 
fostering technological supremacy. The likely core members of this alliance would include the 
United States, Russia, Greenland and key European nations such as the United Kingdom, 
Germany, Poland, and Scandinavia. In addition, countries that have recently shown a political 
shift towards nationalist or economically pragmatic policies—such as Italy, Hungary, and 
possibly a post-Trudeau Canada—could find themselves drawn into this emerging bloc. The 
alliance would not be based on ideological values but rather on economic and strategic 
necessity, aimed at securing control over the increasingly vital northern trade routes and 
resources critical for the industries of the future. They will also form a bastion against the 
economical threats from the global south.  

5. Strategic Capabilities and Economic Dominance of the Boreal Accord The Boreal 
Accord nations possess an overwhelming share of the world’s advanced military capabilities, 
cyber infrastructure, and technological industries. The United States and Russia together control 
approximately 90% of global nuclear warheads, with active stockpiles estimated at 3,750 and 
4,477 respectively (SIPRI, 2023). Cyber warfare capabilities are also a key pillar of this alliance, 
supported by a vast pool of technical expertise. The combined number of software developers in 
the Boreal Accord nations exceeds 5 million, with the United States leading at over 4.3 million 
and Russia contributing approximately 830,000 (Statista, 2024). This highly skilled workforce 
provides a solid foundation for cybersecurity operations and digital warfare strategies. 

In space technology, the Boreal Accord dominates both government and commercial space 
programs. The U.S. Space Force, with a $30 billion budget and over 15,000 personnel (WSJ, 
2023), reflects the growing military importance of space-based assets, including reconnaissance 
satellites and missile warning systems. The private sector further amplifies this dominance, with 
American companies such as SpaceX, Blue Origin, and UKs Virgin Galactic controlling over 
60% of the global commercial space launch market.  

The semiconductor industry remains a critical strategic element. Currently the countries of the 
Boreal Accord would directly or indirectly control over 89% of the semiconductor market 



(including Taiwan). Considering the exclusion of Taiwan poses challenges for the Boreal Accord. 
While the U.S. and Europe collectively account for approximately 21% of global semiconductor 
manufacturing capacity, Taiwan previously dominated with a 68% share in advanced 
manufacturing (Statista, 2024). The potential loss of Taiwan as a supplier necessitates 
increased investment in domestic semiconductor fabrication within the Boreal Accord nations. 

Artificial intelligence remains another stronghold, with leading AI firms such as Google, 
Microsoft, OpenAI, and IBM driving global innovation. U.S. and UK firms alone control roughly 
48% of the global AI market, ensuring that the Boreal Accord remains at the forefront of 
machine learning and automation. 

Russia’s vast Arctic territories also provide substantial reserves of rare earth elements (REEs), 
estimated at around 10% of the world's supply, with significant untapped potential beneath 
Siberia’s surface. This positions the Boreal Accord as a key player in securing essential 
materials for defense and technological industries while reducing dependence on external 
suppliers. 

6. Comparative Analysis of Global Alliances ​In analyzing the strategic capabilities of 
emerging global alliances, the Boreal Accord stands out due to its formidable military and 
economic strengths. Collectively, these nations possess approximately 90% of the world's 
nuclear arsenal, underscoring their unparalleled military dominance. Economically, the 
combined Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of Boreal Accord members significantly surpasses 
that of other regional alliances, reflecting their substantial influence in global markets. In the 
realm of artificial intelligence (AI), Boreal Accord countries lead innovation, with major 
corporations like Google, IBM, XAi, OpenAI and Microsoft driving advancements that shape 
global AI development. Regarding rare earth elements (REEs), Russia's vast Arctic territories 
are estimated to hold around 10% of the world's supply, with significant untapped potential 
beneath Siberia's surface, positioning the Boreal Accord advantageously in securing essential 
materials for defense and technological industries.​ 

In contrast, a potential China-led Global South coalition would leverage considerable 
demographic advantages and control over critical resources, particularly rare earth elements. 
China alone accounts for about 70% of global REE production and approximately 90% of 
processing capacity, making it a pivotal player in the supply of materials essential for high-tech 
industries. However, the Global South faces challenges, including geopolitical tensions and 
infrastructure limitations, which could hinder the full realization of its economic potential. For 
instance, Ukraine's significant lithium deposits present considerable development challenges, 
predominantly due to geopolitical tensions with Russia and insufficient security guarantees from 
the U.S., despite a proposed minerals deal. ​ 

A prospective South American alliance, encompassing nations rich in natural resources such as 
Brazil, Chile, and Argentina, would hold a strategic position in the global REE market. Brazil, for 
example, possesses significant reserves of rare earth elements, though its mining and 
processing capabilities are not as developed as those of China. Economically, this alliance 
would benefit from substantial agricultural and mineral exports, contributing notably to global 



supply chains. However, in terms of military power, South American nations traditionally allocate 
smaller portions of their GDP to defense spending, resulting in comparatively modest military 
capabilities. In the AI sector, investment and development are growing but still lag behind those 
of the Boreal Accord and China-led coalitions, limiting their immediate impact on global AI 
advancements.​ 

In summary, while the Boreal Accord leads in military strength, economic output, and AI 
innovation, the China-led Global South coalition's dominance in REE production presents a 
significant strategic advantage. The South American alliance, with its rich natural resources, 
holds potential but currently lacks the military and technological infrastructure to rival the other 
blocs. These dynamics suggest a complex geopolitical landscape where alliances must 
navigate their unique strengths and weaknesses to assert influence on the global stage. 

7. Timeline for Transition and Policy Recommendations The transition from NATO to a new 
security framework is unlikely to occur abruptly but rather through a series of phased 
developments over the coming decades. The period between 2025 and 2027 will likely see 
increased friction within NATO, as divergent national interests create mounting tensions among 
member states. European members may push for more autonomy in security policy, particularly 
as U.S. strategic priorities shift toward securing Arctic trade routes, consolidating resource 
access, and countering Chinese economic expansion. Regional security initiatives, such as 
strengthened defense cooperation between Scandinavian nations and an enhanced European 
strategic autonomy framework, will begin to take precedence, diminishing NATO’s relevance as 
a central pillar of transatlantic security. Simultaneously, climate security will emerge as a 
dominant policy concern, as extreme weather events, resource scarcity, and mass migration 
from the Global South put unprecedented pressure on northern economies and governance 
structures. Nations within the Boreal Accord will increasingly recognize the need for a new 
alliance model based on technological supremacy, climate resilience, and resource security 
rather than traditional Cold War-era defense alignments. 

Between 2028 and 2030, formalized shifts in security commitments are expected to accelerate. 
This period will likely see significant restructuring within NATO, with some nations opting for 
alternative security arrangements better aligned with their regional and economic interests. The 
United States, while still maintaining strong bilateral ties with key European allies, may reduce 
its overarching commitment to NATO in favor of direct agreements with members of the Boreal 
Accord. Concurrently, as Arctic shipping lanes and resource extraction become more viable due 
to climate change, security frameworks will shift northward, with Canada, Russia, and the United 
States taking lead roles in managing polar trade corridors and infrastructure development. The 
European Union, seeking to maintain strategic relevance, may attempt to construct a parallel 
security framework, but internal divisions and economic disparities between member states 
could hinder its effectiveness. Meanwhile, the Global South, under the leadership of China, will 
likely solidify its own security and trade coalition, further polarizing the global order into distinct 
economic and military blocs. 

By 2035 and beyond, the transition will reach its consolidation phase, culminating in the 
establishment of a bipolar world order centered around climate resilience and technological 



governance. The Boreal Accord, having fully materialized, will dominate global AI innovation, 
semiconductor production, cyber warfare capabilities, and space-based defense operations. 
With Arctic trade routes surpassing traditional southern maritime corridors in economic 
significance, control over high-latitude territories will become the focal point of geopolitical 
strategy. The Global South, while possessing significant demographic and resource advantages, 
may struggle to keep pace with the Boreal Accord’s technological advancements, leading to an 
increasingly asymmetrical global competition. Policy frameworks will shift toward governing 
technological superiority, access to critical raw materials, and managing the socio-economic 
ramifications of climate migration. 

To successfully navigate this transition, policymakers within Boreal Accord nations must 
prioritize investment in climate-resilient infrastructure, including securing Arctic logistics hubs, 
expanding domestic semiconductor manufacturing, and strengthening cyber defense networks. 
Diplomatic engagement with non-aligned states will be crucial in ensuring stability, particularly 
as competition over resource access intensifies. Additionally, governance mechanisms must be 
established to prevent resource-driven conflicts, particularly as freshwater scarcity and 
agricultural productivity declines in equatorial regions drive mass displacement and geopolitical 
instability. The next two decades will determine whether the Boreal Accord can position itself as 
the dominant global alliance of the 21st century, shaping the rules of economic and security 
engagement in a radically transformed geopolitical landscape. 

8. Conclusion The global order is in the midst of a fundamental transformation, where 
traditional security alliances are proving increasingly outdated in the face of shifting geopolitical 
realities. NATO, once the cornerstone of transatlantic defense, is being gradually outpaced by a 
world where climate change, technological supremacy, and resource security define new lines of 
cooperation and conflict. The formation of the Boreal Accord signals a strategic response to 
these pressures, positioning a coalition of Northern Hemisphere nations as the dominant force 
in an era where Arctic trade routes, AI dominance, and rare earth element control are the 
primary determinants of power. While NATO fragments under the weight of divergent national 
interests, the Boreal Accord emerges as a pragmatic and resource-driven alliance, emphasizing 
economic stability, security resilience, and control over the most vital technological 
advancements of the 21st century. 

As the world moves toward a bipolar structure, with the Boreal Accord countering a China-led 
Global South, the nature of global competition will no longer be dictated by ideology but by 
access to critical resources, technological capabilities, and security infrastructure. Policymakers 
must recognize that adaptation to these changes is not optional—it is imperative. Future 
conflicts will be fought not over political doctrines but over supply chains, artificial intelligence 
hegemony, and access to climate-resilient zones. If managed strategically, the Boreal Accord 
could redefine global stability, shifting from reactive security postures to proactive technological 
and economic governance. However, failure to solidify its framework in time could lead to 
protracted instability, allowing rival powers to dictate the trajectory of the 21st-century world 
order. The next two decades will determine whether the Boreal Accord cements itself as the 
dominant force of the future or becomes just another failed attempt at geopolitical realignment. 



9. Literature Overview This study draws on a broad range of academic and policy literature 
analyzing military strategy, international relations, economic forecasting, and environmental 
security. Key sources include Kaplan, L. (2004). NATO Divided, NATO United: The Evolution of 
an Alliance, which provides a historical account of NATO’s transformations, and Yost, D. (2014). 
NATO’s Balancing Act, which discusses NATO’s post-Cold War challenges. Analysis of 
economic power and security policy trends draws from reports by the Stockholm International 
Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), particularly its 2023 assessment of global military 
expenditures and strategic alignments. 

Technological and economic projections are supported by research from the Semiconductor 
Industry Association (SIA) and reports from the Center for Strategic and International Studies 
(CSIS) on rare earth elements and AI governance. Additionally, climate migration trends and 
security implications are explored through United Nations reports and studies from the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). This interdisciplinary approach provides a 
comprehensive framework for understanding the geopolitical transformations shaping the rise of 
the Boreal Accord and the decline of NATO. 

 

 


