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THEREFORE, it could be concluded that the econom c gl obalisation as
espoused at Bretton Wods was very nmuch related to the security and the
culture of free market, with the United States providing their definition
as bul war ks agai nst the anti-Free Market System el enents. The Free Market
wor | d becane the spokes of the US hub.

The success of globalisation of Free Market World flourished in the
anbi ence of the Cold War between the US-Ied Free Market Wrld and the
centrally-controlled Soviet Union, China and their satellites who were the
communi st systempronoters in the Pacific region.

Security and econonics were webbed. The priority of the US during the
Cold War with Soviet Union was to nake as many as possible friends, allies
and anti-comrmuni st peopl es even at the expense of the American econony.
Conpetitive narket was not an issue so |long as nore and nore peoples were
adhering to the culture of the free marketeers.

The communi st world I ed by the | ate Soviet Union and China rmust be
i sol ated. However, after the denise of the Soviet Union this is no | onger
a priority. The new priority is in the conpetition for the world narket.

The reality nowis that the prosperity of the US is being threatened by
the conpetitive products of Asia. Already the systemof fixed exchange
rates and convertibility of dollars into gold had been destroyed, which
weakened the Bretton Wods system of one world of the free narket.

However, the floating-rate remai ns, which helps to cushion the stress
brought about by the oil shocks, the West Asian troubles and t he breaking
of the Berlin Wall. Bretton Wods neverthel ess coul d not bring back the
ki nd of discipline as envisioned in 1944 pertaining to a single global
system

It seens there is an effort to make the US governnent-controlled
cybernetic hub as the only nucl eus backbone ring thus retaining the
dom nance of the USrole in the world systemof security and nmarket. This
systemhas its genesis in the US Local Area Network and Coordi nated US-
wi de systemt hrough secure tel ephone Iines linking all Local Area Network
via bridges to a single host.

This network includes all US mlitary assets and resources including
satellites and all are subordinated to the central host which rendered
easi er managenent and coordinati on for defence purposes during the Cold
War .

Its usefulness in the Cold War woul d i nclude intelligence gathering as
well as information or disinformation dissemination or digitally
control |l ed cyberware of fence or defence systens.

Now t hat the Col d WAr between WAshi ngton and Moscow i s over, the system
including its host is offered as the hub firstly to all US business and
then to others, again on the cultural and ideol ogi cal basis of the Free
Mar ket Systemworld as one to be the world standard | nternet Protoco
between renotes in different countries.

In other words the fornmer mlitary host is now being operated as the hub
for the spokes and the hub now has the potential role of controlling both
mlitary and comercial information technology in the world connected to
it, on an efficient and centralised basis.

This is intrusion and coul d weaken adversaries, comercial or mlitary.
If a nation is entirely dependent on one hub alone it is extrenely
confortabl e in an ambi ence of ami ability and |ikemni ndedness but is



ot herwi se hi ghly dangerous. Watever the word is used or argunments tossed
t he dependency on the sole information structure or a single hub
controlled only by one power is undernocratic and extremely undesirable
and shoul d be avoi ded unless there is a universal acceptability of a
jointly-controlled single hub.

An I nternational Advisory Panel will not serve the purpose of denocracy
unl ess the advice is mandatorily accepted. The hub under a singl e- power
control is the Owellian big brother, if you will, and all the spokes of
the hub by definition becone dependent on its information di ssem nates.
That is the neaning of globalisation in this context.

Since speed is the essence of today's econom ¢ and conmer ci al
activities, there is no way the Information Technol ogy (1 T) chall enges
could be faxed or responded in the old fashion way. It is no | onger
possi ble to separate the Foreign Policy of a country fromits Economc
Policy. Hence there is a great need for speedy nultinedia corridor, for
speedy comruni cati on and adaptability which only the IT could efficiently
and efficaciously provide. And to be active in world industry and trade
there is no alternative to I T without which the industralised world woul d
al wvays have an edge over the struggling devel opi ng peopl es and the | east
devel oped countries (LDC).

The LDC or even a large conunity in a devel oping country could be
mar gi nal i sed by the speed of nodernisation with the danger of their
beconm ng barbarians |ike the Mongol s who ransacked Baghdad and destroyed
val uabl e books because they did not understand what books and know edge
were all about.

It nust be fully realised that there is no desire on the part of the
devel oping world and the LDC s to be the political, cultural and economc
m ni ons of the single power controlled hub. If we were Iinked solely to
this so-called hub because we believe that there is only one world and one
hub, then we shall be entirely at the nercy of the central hub. Should we
begin to be out of favour econonically, politically or otherw se, we may
find our IT frozen or a conputer virus running anok for a few days; and
all our economic activities will conme to a grinding halt. To accept the
theory of a single world with an undenocratically controlled single hub
world is to put our necks in that kind of a noose.

For the nonent, there does not appear to be any protection system ot her
than to create Informati on Loops naking us free from bei ng hooked on only
to a single hub. In other words, it is to get out of the potentially
hegenoni ¢ clutches of the single hub. Let us not forget that information
i s know edge and know edge power now controll ed by a single great power.
What dire consequence woul d ermerge should that power forget the POAER t hat
made it great and all ethics throwm to the winds. Therefore a system has
to be devised (if not at yet done) and this could only be achieved if we
di d sonet hing oursel ves instead of relying on sonething we nmight get from
t he market.

For each Asean nenber, it is not economcally feasible to have a | oop
solely for one country only. But devel oping countries in the EAEC region
i ncluding South Asia (India, Pakistan, Bangl adesh, Sri Lanka, Nepal,

Bhut an and t he Mal dives), could get together in a Miuitual |Information
Comuni cati on System (M SC - for want of an agreed nane) with the ai m of
creating an Asian Loop. There is already an effort by China and sone
parties in Japan to think about this problemas w tnessed in a conference
whi ch took place recently in Tokyo i n Novenber 1996. This conference

m ght have been regarded by sone as a cybermaveri ck nove and shoul d be

| ooked upon with disfavour. And certainly we should |ikew se do so of the
control if the Asian hub was to be in the hands of one power only.

M CS shoul d be run on a denocratic grouping with a shared power system



In other words, the managenment should be in the hands of all participants
devoi d of hegenoni sm | ndependent operators within the regi on should serve
on a technical consultative body and they are anong equals. There shoul d
be a M CS mi xed personnel to staff the secretariat and attached to it is a
body of research and devel opnent (R&D) personnel of the highest calibre
and qualification to fuel a quantumleap in the techtronic endeavours.
Thus there woul d be no single power to control the Asian M CS.

When gl obalisation is examined in this context it becones clear that the
call of one world is a make-belief that the dependency on a single hub is
i nevitable. The new world of the post Washi ngt on- Mbscow Cold War is not as
yet a single world. Many peoples still believe in the centrally-controlled
econony and many still practise it as many have becones disillusioned with
the prom ses of the free-nmarket system Some have found that the free
mar ket systemal so brings with it all the scourges and stresses of the
systemw th which they are in no position to grapple.

There is a very strenuous effort targeting Cuba or China or Myanmar and
sone other countries with the hope of changing the peoples there to accept
the culture of the industrialised world of the Free Marketeers with al
its exploitative ugliness. Prine Mnister Dr Mahathir is always seeking a
denocratic world culture to make the next millenniumas the era of a
united world not just only of Asia or Europe or America. As against that,
one coul d detect that there are forces who espouse the one world culture
as undenocratically defined. They even foretell that there would be a
clash or war between cultures and civilisations. Some say that there would
be a clash of values between the West and the East. There may be cl ashes
of values and cultures but between the individualistic culture on "I" of
t he devel oped countries and that of the devel opi ng and LDC whose mai n
enphasis is conmunitarianismor "we".

Inits final analysis there is no global village which pre-supposes
shared val ues but a cluster of villages with their own respective cultura
beliefs, ethics and ways. The world is still fragmented in regionalism
transcendi ng borders created by inperialism The only activity which nmay
be regarded as gl obal had been in trade even at the time when some peopl e
still thought of the world as flat. The acrinmony was over trade routes
rather than itself. There was one world of trade even if it had its share
of nodern unet hical prejudices and practices of Persian market haggling
and anti-Semtismas exenplified in Shakespeare's The Merchant of Veni ce.
There were silk and spice routes. International power gane was once pl ayed
by enperors and despots and the prizes were booties, control of trade
routes dom nion over |and and sea and slavery. For that the instrunments of
conquest were the swords and guns which drove fear into the hearts of nen
Now the prize is market and in this cyberage the instrunment is the IT to
capture hearts and mnds and to intimdate themif and when necessary.
There are now conditionalities to trade and | abour and they nmay be issues
inthe future for threats and use of cyberwar if the edges of conflict
were not blunted by ethical principles.

It may not be possible to escape entirely fromthe singly controlled
power but at |east M CS woul d rai ntain i ndependence and protection by
provi ding systemalternatives and a buffer , a way to mtigate cyber
congestion which may result in blackouts and di sappearance of data into
the cybervoid. And above all the M CS woul d not be a single governnent -
controll ed but shared anong its nenbers.

Regi onal M CS should be set up in Asia and the Pacific Island countries,
Africa and South Anmerican and then link thenselves up in a web
col | aborative network using satellites and then link it to the US hub to
bring about the one world approach to trade w thout any odi um of politica
or cultural hegermony. And if the concept of MCS is unacceptable or



i mpractical and no protection systemis available then | shudder to think
of the alternatives. | could only hazard a guess, that it would be either
a conpl ete subm ssion to the will of the single hub or to glorify our own
cyber punks, hackers and virus designers as cyberwarriors so that the world
will be forewarned that we have the capacity to retaliate if our freedom
dignity or sovereignty is in any way underm ned. Such noves woul d
certainly run counter to ethics. In a cyberwar the role of the mlitary is
mnimal not at all |ike the Charge of the Light Brigade.

As if en passant | nentioned cybercongestion. The reality of the
situation is that this year will double the approximately 40 mllion net
users of |ast year. The people or power or the government who control the
central hub must know its capacity and will take prevention and renedi al
measur es agai nst cyberfatigue. These nmeasures may take the formof a very
expensi ve research and devel opnent and invention which could transmt data
at the rate of billion bits per second or to create an econom ¢ nodel with
a new cal cul us to reduce users by classifying "priority" transm ssions at
hi gh categorised prices. In any case there will be an increase in the
usage pricing which may be unreachable to devel oping and LDC s. That could
be a cause of friction and a casus belli. However, what is the role of the
mlitary in this situation? None, | should say. The only possible role of
the mlitary in any country is when the margi nalised comunity might turn
barbaric. The question is will the government of that country use the
mlitary to quell the boiling heat of the populace. | don't think so other
peopl es woul d | ook askance at the governnent which should be aware that
through its own fit of absentm ndedness this unsatisfactory situation has
ener ged.

Let us at this juncture understand the concept of globalisation would
only create dissensions and strifes. d obalismshoul d be neani ngfully
denocratic based on coll aborative ethical ideals of human sharing power,
fate and destiny, where through Ethical Arnmanent Education there would no
| onger be threats of use of force and acts of terror thus altering the
roles of the mlitary and the police. At l|east for now, the ASEAN way
woul d eradicate the warlike and terroristic roles of the mlitary. Is
there a proper response to the chall enge of hegenmonismor its threat using
cyberweaponry? |Is there al so an appropriate arrangenent for a section of
the people in a country not to be marginalised or alienated fromthe
mai nstream of noderni sation by a small cybernetically educated group? To
bot h questions, the only appropriate response in ny viewis a gl oba
et hi cal armanent.

VWhither Mlitary?

* This is the second and concl uding part of an article by Tan Sr
Gnhazal i Shafie.

* The above are extracts of a speech by former Foreign Mnister Tan Sri
Ghazali Shafie at the Regional Ethics in Leadershi p Conference organised
by the St James Ethics Centre (Sydney, Australia) and the Institute of
Strategi c and International Studies, Ml aysia in Penang recently.
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