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Why the cruelty?

By Tun Dr Mahat hir Mhamad
THE mal treatnent of lraqi prisoners at the hands of United States (US) and
British soldiers is barbaric. The terrible torture and humiliation
perpetrated is beyond the conprehension of the civilised mnd. It is an
act that cannot be accepted i n any way, whatever may be the excuse.

Now, it is very hard to i magi ne which is worse for the Iragis; Saddam
Hussein's alleged torture and killings of his own people or the
hum |iation and torture acconpani ed by i nnunerabl e deat hs, injury and
suffering of the Iragis by a forei gn occupying force, which had glibly
clainmed they were there to liberate the Iragis fromthe tyranny of Saddam

The deneani ng acts suffered by the Iraqgis show a total absence of
norality on the part of people said to be highly advanced and civilised as
the British and the Anericans claimto be. Certainly there seens to be a
I ack of understandi ng and respect for Islamand the culture and nora
val ues of other people. The claimthat these are aberrations due to a few
sol di ers and does not reflect the American attitude or culture is not
credible. It is even nore unacceptabl e considering that not so | ong ago
an i nternational nagazi ne boasted and nom nat ed t hese sol diers as "~ Person
of the Year'. The fact that these soldiers are very ordi nary people from
their society makes it difficult to dissociate their society fromthem

Presi dent Bush and his Defence Secretary Donal d Runsfel d nust take ful
responsibility for this heinous crinme. After all, one can hardly lay tota
bl ame on the sol diers. Many openly decl ared that they were acting under
orders. They may have gone agai nst the Geneva Convention on the treatnment
of prisoners or prisoners of war but it is inpossible to inmagine that Bush
knew not hi ng about the ill-treatnent before the pictures were printed.
Maybe not in full but surely sufficient information to arouse curiosity
and to want to know nore. But obviously there was no desire to know nore
about unpl easant things. Truly, whatever little credibility the ground
forces of Britain and the US had in Irag would be totally destroyed by
now. Today, American citizens and peopl e around the world know al |l about
the humliation and ill-treatment of the Iragis. A Presidential election
isconmnginthe US. If Bushis returned, then can we assune that the
behavi our of Anerican sol di ers under Bush's presidency is acceptable to
the Anmerican peopl e?

Anericans are wont to bl ane the | eaders for any m sdeeds by the people
i n devel opi ng countries which they do not |like. WI|l we now see doubl e-
st andar ds agai n?

W had al ways mai ntai ned that invading Irag woul d not sol ve the probl em
of terrorism Nor would it serve the interest of the Iragis to be
“liberated' by an invading foreign force, even fromthe tyranny of Saddam
Today, we see the truth in our fears. W have no | ove for Saddam nor do we
condone the brutalities perpetrated by the Iragi s under Saddam but shoul d
we condone the brutalities perpetrated against the Iraqgi s under President
Bush's Governnment? And Blair, the British Prinme Mnister who believed he
coul d i nfluence Bush, is he influencing Bush to have the kind of
occupation force brutality that we are seeing? If, as he clainms, his tota
support for Bush would nbderate the latter, that is certainly not
happeni ng. The whol e epi sode reflects badly on these two | eaders who
bel i eve they know better than everyone el se, including their European
col | eagues, (French President) Jacques Chirac and (German Chancel | or)
Gerhard Schroeder. There will never be denbcracy in Iraq. The great super



powers will ensure Iraq is ruled by a reginme of their choice, one which
submits totally to the whinms and fancies of its overlords, a puppet

regi me. A puppet regi me cannot be denocratic. If the lragis are allowed to
be truly free and denocratic, the majority Shiites would rule. But Shiites
are totally unacceptable to the Anericans and t herefore anot her regine
change will be needed. So how do you reconcile this with denocracy?

If it is not because of weapons of nmass destruction, not because of a
regi me change for denocracy, then what were the war and the killings for?
Is it the oil or is it the old Anglo-Amrerican arrogance of power?
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