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NAM Stand up and be counted

Munir Majid

THE Non- Al i gned Mvenent (NAM has always stood for sonething. Being non-
al i gned has never neant being on the sidelines, not taking a position.
During the Cold War when NAM was concei ved and established, there was no
neutralism about its position against war, conflict, the carving up of
spheres of influence, subjugation and dom nance.

While the Cold War may be over, these issues and threats renain. I|ndeed
they matter even nore in a unipolar world where unbridled US dom nance and
nmercurial decision-naking threaten to push the world over the precipice in
the age of terror.

The novenent has never taken sides, except on that of sanity and
justice. By standing up and naking clear, at the 13th NAM Sumit now
taking place in Kuala Lunmpur, its opposition to war against Iraq, the need
for a peaceful resolution of the Pal estine-lsrael conflict, the renoval of
abj ect poverty and better ternms for econonmic devel opment - all of which
will boost the fight against terror to which the nmovenent nust indicate
its full commitment - NAMwill show that it is still a relevant nora
force in the world.

In a way, the current tidal wave of world public opinion against war on
Iraq provides NAM with a rare opportunity to once again | ead the novenent
for peace, at a critical juncture in the history of the world

It cannot duck, and then grouse.

Thankfully, all the indications are, in the Kuala Lunmpur summit which
began on Thursday and comes to a conclusion on Tuesday, that NAM wi ||
stand up and be counted, especially on the npbst urgent and poignant issue
facing the world today - the American intention to attack Iraq.

There is sone excitenent over the wording of the resolution on Iraq, but
whether or not it is being held up by just Chile and Singapore, this is
quite normal in a conference of the size. There is no exact congruence of
interest and perception; sonme states could be |aunch-pads for an attack on
Irag, others may be beholden to the US in one way or another, whether
actual or prospective.

The Anmerican guests at the summit are in Kuala Lunmpur not only to
observe.

Even Anericans are capable of quiet whispers, to pronise, cajole, even
threaten. This will be over and above what has been taking place in
Washi ngton, New York and between Washington and sone NAM capitals.

However, a consensual resolution should not be watered down as to becone
trite and neani ngl ess. Then the 13th NAM Sunmmit woul d have been much- ado-
about - not hi ng. Wthout necessarily calling the US and those who support
the US any nanes, the resolution nust make the stand clear that NAM wants
the lraqg issue to be settled without an attack on the country.

That the disarmanment of the country nust take place nore vigorously in
greater tinme, with a UN arned presence in Iraq if necessary, as France has
suggested. That a second UN Security Council resolution would be necessary
before there can be any lawful military action against Iraq and that,
however, the second resolution should not be considered and passed when
the arns inspectors had not cone any where close to describing Iraq as
being in material breach of resolution 1441 as well as to conpleting their
wor K.

It would be perfect if the NAMresolution on Iraq could also say that an
attack on Irag without UN Security Council sanction would be an ill egal



act of war but, | fear, a small mnority of NAM nmenmbers woul d baul k at
this, although I hope and pray they would not sone day face the sane
threat from some powerful country wthout any interposition of

i nternational |aw

Not this year, darling

OVER the | ong haul, NAM cannot be effective if it only cones to life
once every three years. O course the NAM caucus is active at the UN, and
just last week nearly 50 nmenbers were able to speak at the UN, all against
the war on Iraq.

However there is a need for NAMto be nore evident than just at the UN
This requires a certain |eadership and enthusiasm on the one hand, and a
certain permanence on the other.

The first it had plenty of in the early days which then dissipated with
the passing of the great founders; the second had al ways been el usive
because of size and financial cost.

Nehru, Nasser, Sukarno and Tito were towering figures who led the
noverment to great effect, whatever shortcom ngs there mght have been in
their own domestic politics or in their countries' bilateral relations
i ncluding with other NAM nmenbers.

Sukarno, for instance, tried to exclude Ml aysia from the 1964 NAM
Summit, but failed, and then failed nore mserably in his managenent of
I ndonesi an donestic politics in 1965,

Nasser nade a fatal mistake going to war with Israel in 1967, after
havi ng survived the Suez crisis of 1956, and then perhaps msreading his
country's own capabilities and the lack of reality of his much-bel oved
Arab nationhood.

Nehru al ways brooded over Kashmir (at a time Pakistan was not a menber
of NAM and was really broken by the 1962 war wi th China which exposed
India's relative weakness and his idealised sense of a peaceable
relationship with Beijing (then Peking).

Tito, while having a good international reputation, had to struggle to
keep Yugosl avia together against internecine inter-ethnic threats which,
with his going, ultimately caused the destruction of the country, which
today no |onger exists as an entity.

Despite all these serious distractions, they still were able to generate
an enthusiasm for the novement, because of their own conmtnent, but also
because of the cause it represented.

Fromthe tine of the Bandung Afro-Asian Conference in 1955 to the first
NAM sunmit in Belgrade in 1961, they were able to instil a conmtnent to
the novenent as a result of their |eadership and because of three factors,
nanely, anti-colonialism need for greater justice in international
econoni ¢ devel opnent and the threat of the Cold War, with all the
machi nati ons that acconpanied it, which were encapsulated in the five
principl es:

* Respect for territorial integrity
Mut ual non-aggressi on
Mutual non-interference in donestic affairs
Equality and Mutual Benefit
Peaceful co-existence

Al t hough the Cold War has ended, all these principles remain valid,
especially as the Cold War has been replaced by the Age of Terror,
characterised by wanton terrorismand extra-territorial US mlitary
response and unilateral acts of pre-enption, even as old econom c
i nequal ity persists.

And, even if sone NAM countries thensel ves have not always adhered to
all its principles, they remain relevant in the relations between states.
Thus the NAM is needed and continues to be relevant and need to be
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revitalised.

The old forrmula of towering | eaders is perhaps not available or
apposite, but what should be in place is a new comrtnent, to be driven by
professional foreign mnistries with full |eadership support. NAM nust
|l ook at giving a pernanence to the principles that drive it by ensuring
their ready expression.

It may be too costly to have a pernanent secretariat, but there could be
a kind of synod representing various regional groupings within the
noverent which could neet nore frequently than just once every three years
to take a position on nmajor issues to be expressed by the incunbent
chai rman of NAM

Mal aysia should lead the way as chairman for the next three years, with
Prime Mnister Datuk Seri Dr Mahathir Mhamad giving the inpetus until his
retirement in October, after which he could still continue as w se-man and
anbassador-at-large for the novenent.

The novenent would also carry greater weight, beyond the weight of
nunbers which can sonetinmes be a mxed blessing, if China became a nenber
and did not renain just an observer.

There will be many benefits to the NAM and world peace if this were to
happen, the sooner the better.

Al efforts to revitalise the novenent, therefore, should be given
priority to ensure its principles are not just relevant on paper.
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