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COULD we ever forget that fampus (or infanbus, dependi ng on which part of
the world you are) "either you are with us or you are agai nst us" quote by
United States President George W Bush?

Bush had i ssued a tough order.

And agai n, depending on which part of the world you are in, it can be
regarded as a sinple statenent of fact or a threat.

To many, it seened to be armtw sting, bullying and arrogant.

Could it have been thought otherw se?

Vell, it would have been a sinple decision for many of its friends if
the US had not included the bonbing of Afghanistan in its greater schene
of things.

Mal aysia, like the rest of the world, shared the grief of the American
peopl e when the World Trade Center in New York was destroyed on Sept 11

No one can justify such an horrific act. It was, by any neasure,
unprecedented in nmodern peace tinme and uni magi nable in the terror, fear,
destruction and shock it had exact ed.

Mal aysia, certainly not a foe of the US, supported its war agai nst
terrorism

But, bonbi ng Af ghani stan as a solution to end terrorisn? Heck no
Pr esi dent, sir!

Bonbi ng Af ghani stan "to snoke 'em (Gsanma bin Laden included) out" is,
rationally and logically not the answer.

Whet her or not it was a rational decision, or whether it smacks of
pl ain, unadulterated revenge, on the part of Bush and the USis quite
acadeni ¢ now.

The bonbi ng of Afghani stan began a nonth after the Septenber attacks.

Now with the Northern Alliance victory and the entry of US and British
forces, it still has not stopped.

And GCsama i s nowhere in sight.

Certainly, everything changed on Sept 11, and the United States and the
world can never be the sane.

The horror was before thousands of people, and al nost inmedi ately,
mllions others the world over witnessed it - again and again - on
tel evi si on.

The tragedy was not America' s alone. It was the tragedy of the civilised
worl d and we all make up this civilised world.

A tragedy because thousands of innocent people - not just American
citizens but other nationalities - were killed in a city, touted as the
synbol of American econom c and financial success.

New York City represents everything that Anmerica is - or al npst.

Mal aysi a, perhaps, is the nost outspoken critic (outside the circle of
interested parties) of the US bombi ng of Afghani stan.

But Malaysia is just as vocal in supporting the war against terrorism

Prime M nister Datuk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mhanmad al nost i medi ately after
the New York attack, expressed his synpathy but warned against a swift US
retaliation.

What was inportant, he had said, was to find the causes and root of
terrorismand work to overcone that - a view shared by many.

Last Friday, opening the two-day Conference on Terrorismhosted by the
Institute of Strategic and International Studies (I1SIS) Ml aysia at the
Putra World Trade Centre in Kuala Lunmpur, he said that if the world



i ncluding the Musli mworld, was asked to be part of the war to elininate
terrorists and terrorism then it has to be a war against all terrorists
i ncludi ng State-sponsored terrorism

This, he said, includes the Israeli CGovernment of Ariel Sharon.

Dr Mahat hir was addressing the conference participants who incl uded
governnent and opposition politicians, key government officers,
researchers, defence anal ysts, senior journalists and private sector
representatives.

The conference, journalists were told, was cl osed-door and statenents
made were off the record

Cl early, Mal aysians are concerned about the threat of terrorism having
fought the conmuni st insurgency for decades.

The conference expressed concern about this threat in the wake of the
Sept 11 attacks.

It al so made clear the inmportance of preventing further acts of
terrorismby getting to the root causes for such acts.

Certainly bonbi ng Afghanistan is not the solution to this.

In the aftermath of the attacks, the US appeared to have acted with
revenge.

The US seened to have deliberately refused to address the root cause of
the terrorist act.

Consequently, the US has angered nost of the Muslimworld because it
certainly seens that the bonbing of Afghanistan is not a war agai nst
terrorismor Osana - the man the US believes to have masterni nded the WIC
attack - and his Al -Qaeda network but agai nst |slamand Mislins.

This, of course, the US has deni ed. But, continued bonbings, inflicting
"col |l ateral danage" (read: civilian casualty) have not hel ped.

And in the holy month of Ramadan, persistent poundi ng of Afghani stan has
not stopped.

I ndeed, terrorismconstitutes a threat to individual, national and
international security that can never be conpletely elimnated because
even with the best efforts, there will always be fanatics, ideal ogues and
al i enat ed groups who nay resort to terrorismto express their frustration
and rmake their political point.

Strategi sts believe that conbating terrorismrequires | ooking beyond any
one terrorist event, horrific as it may be, to address the broader socio-
econom c, political and mlitary contexts fromwhich terrorismenerges.

It is generally recogni sed that because terrorismis a political act,
preventive strategi es must address its political roots.

It has been wi dely recognised that a significant nunber of terrorist
acts have devel oped in response to the political situation in the Mddle
East, where the US has | ong supported repressive reginmes and Israel's
mlitary occupation.

US nmilitary power abroad, represented by its overseas nmilitary bases,
often serves as a physical renminder of US political and mlitary support
for repressive regines.

In fact, the Sept 11 attack is inplicitly linked to this. Osana has
condemmed the US for this.

O course, calling for the USto reorientate its foreign policy al ong
the lines of respecting basic human rights and denocratic freedomin the
regi on, does not absolve terrorists fromthe culpability of their acts.

The sobering reality is that terrorismhas existed in the world for a
long tine. In many countries there exist a terrorist or mlitant group

To sone people, they are terrorists but to others, they are freedom
fighters. And since Sept 11, never has this subject of defining terrorism
been nore intense.

And never, since Sept 11, has interest in and di scussions of |slambeen



nore intense.

The worl d cannot be party to this war agai nst Afghani stan.

So, it is not that sinple when Bush asked the world to make that choice.

What does it make the US, now that it has unleashed its nilitary m ght
on Af ghani st an?

And by Bush's own admi ssion, the war is not about to end any tine soon.
Frankly, we all know that it does not quite care if it does.

( END)
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