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QUI ET di pl omacy has many advantages: it does not generate the excitenent
whi ch can cause international relations to get out of hand and make
serious di spute out of disagreenent.

It al so achi eves many unsung successes, things which are taken for
granted such as undi sturbed novenent of people, goods and services anpbng
states, even a common stand in the international political system

However, in today's world, with fast novi ng dangers and issues and
consequences, where the ability to nould international opinion is an
i mportant construct of diplomacy, in situations especially of relative
weakness, an active and nedi a savvy conponent to foreign policy practice
is al so a necessity.

Mal aysi a has not al ways been reticent or quiet in its diplonacy.

Rel atively recently, former Prine Mnister Tun Dr Mahathir Mhamad's sharp
remar ks agai nst Anerican uni di mensional policy to fight internationa
terrorism is an exanple of Malaysian willingness to speak out. Prine

M ni ster Datuk Seri Abdul | ah Ahmad Badawi has not exactly been hol di ng
back in foreign policy, even if his style of delivery is sonewhat
different, but his predisposition has been to | ook for constructed
solutions, as in bilateral relations with Singapore.

There is neverthel ess the need for Ml aysi an foreign policy
practitioners to craft an active nmultilateral plan to find solutions and
to forge engagenents in a world of international terror, in a world that
is becomng increasingly anti-Muslim in a world that could al so cone to
harm Mal aysia, a Muslimnmajority country. Such a plan, in other words,
woul d serve the national interest.

There seens to be optim smthat peace would break out in 2005. This nopod
is largely the outcone of an assessnent that President George Bush woul d
be nore conciliatory in his second term Wth el ections due in Pal estine
and Iraqg next nonth, there is an expectation, perhaps nore a hope, that
progress towards a peaceful Mddle East will be nade, with the state of
Pal estine established well within the next four years.

Wthout wanting to be a stick in the nud, we all have seen enough of the
twists and turns in the Mddle East not to be too sangui ne about the
future. Neverthel ess, whether it is peace or war and terror that breaks
out, we should be prepared for it.

It is here that Mal aysia, as chairman of the O C, should engage the
Americans, starting fromthe foreign policy establishnent in Washington,
to show how denpcracy and econonic progress work anong 250 mllion Mislins
in Southeast Asia - larger than the population in the M ddl e East where
the Anericans see nost of the trouble in the world conming fromand which
the Americans see as defining Islam

Here, in our part of the world, is the Islamthat is real and tested
the Islamthat works for the people. Sonetimes, we describe it as noderate
or progressive Islam but | find it a qualification to Islamwhich is
unnecessary, even gratuitous. Wat we should say is: Here it is. |slam
true and real. It works. It builds and does not destroy. It is no nere
rhetoric - Islamdoes not support terror.

We shoul d bring a consciousness of what is positively happening in
Sout heast Asia to Washi ngton, and bring Washi ngton agai n to Sout heast Asia
to see that reality.

There is also a donestic political dinmension to the job of diplomtic



work that nust be done. |If Abdull ah does not take the lead part, as AQC
chai rman, someone else might try to fill it, even without the O C
appurtenance, say only with a university sinecure in Washi ngton.

The Mal aysi an foreign policy establishnment nmust be smart and sharp to
establish the diplomatic beachhead and spread out fromthere. That
positioning could al so beconme critical should the Thai Prime Mnister try
to fob off his cack- handed managenent of his problems in the south as a
case of Islamic terrorism

We should anticipate this by winging that chicken in the neck, by
showi ng that our forte is progress and devel opnent, and by showing that it
is the failure to achieve this in the south of Thailand that is causing
all the problens there. Indeed, by show ng our absolute willingness to
engage in that forgotten growh triangle.

The next big ticket itemour foreign policy practitioners should be
wor ki ng on next year is on the devel opnment of the East Asian Econonic
Conmruni ty.

The first summit will be held in Kuala Lunmpur.This is a Ml aysi an
initiative which is at last going to take off. W have to think through
the path of devel oping the econom c co-operation and integration, in
tandem wi th Asean

The path in the devel opnment of the European Union is an obvi ous nodel,
al t hough of course there are many political, econonic, cultural and social
di f f erences.

Nevert hel ess, there are many aspects of functional integration which are
wort hy of close study, especially in trade, investnent and a comon
mar ket . The Mal aysi an foreign establishnent shoul d open up, and invite the
participation of outsiders, frominside and outside the country, to
contribute to the thought and bl ock-buil di ng process.

This it has done - one brainstormng session with respect to the Prinme
M nister's notion of setting up a Centre for Conflict Resolution in
Mal aysia - but there will have to be nobre of such sessions and outside
partici pation.

The centre is an inportant project, but it should not consune all effort
so much so that wider foreign policy inperatives are negl ected. Perhaps
Wsnma Putra could outsource the intellectual process to a body like ISIS
which, in turn, could be instructed to engage | ocal and foreign experts.

Forei gn policy has becone too inportant to be left to the dictates of
qui et di pl omacy al one.
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