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AT a time in history when the unashanmed use of force has characterised the
expression of power, it nay seem unrealistic to want to exam ne other

attri butes which conmpose power and influence, not all of which "soft" but
not all as hard and final as the use of mlitary mght.

The use of force is intended to achieve and influence outcones with the
threat that its further use will be nmade if there were any subsequent
chal | enges to those intended out-cones.

The Israeli approach to the use of force in its problens with the
Pal estinians is the best contenporary exanple of such expression of power,
which has found its universal counterpart in the American approach since
Sept 11, 2001.

This is not to say there was no use of force by the Americans before
then, but that use was not expressed as the first mover act of choice
only the result of the failure of other methods of influence

Even then, there always have been intense debates whether all those
ot her met hods had been exhausted before force was used, and if that use of
force was ethically and legally correct.

Now, with the inmediate, direct and unilateral use of force, its ethica
and legal rectitude is constantly challenged, even as its intended
out cones remain el usive

The first mover use of unilateral force has resulted in the loss of the
nmoral high ground which, perhaps, the "realists" in the Bush
admi nistration are not too bothered about, but also in the frustration of
i ntended outcones - which should concern the Bush adm nistration

The loss of the noral high ground, however, is not sonething to be
ridicul ed, because it has the consequence of dimnishing the worth of the
Anerican nation, the attributes of power and influence that have inpelled
other nations to American experience and achi evenent as, arguably, no
other country has so inpelled in the history of the world - fromthe
val ues of liberty, freedom opportunity to culture, even if flawed, to
econoni ¢ and technol ogi cal achi evement.

In the imediate term mnuch of the deep synpathy felt for the atrocity
of Sept 11 has evaporated before the uninhibited use of Anerican weapons
of near nmmss destruction in Afghanistan, Iraq and goodness knows where
el se.

Even with such free use of over-whelnmng force, however, Anerica's
objectives and intended outcones are stuck in a quagnire in Iraq, in
Af ghani stan, in the fight against international terrorism

Al'l this shows the use of force alone in the expression of power, even
by a country whose nilitary capability exceeds that of the next eight
countries conbi ned, cannot achieve intended outconmes in the civilised
community of nations and does, indeed, dimnish the overall "power" of the
per petrator.

There is a revul sion against what the Anericans are doing that exceeds
the opposition to the Vietnam Wr in the [ate 1960s.

If the "realists" in the Bush administration think, having survived
Vietnam America can see through this round, they are sadly nistaken
Ameri ca has antagonised the world' s Muslins by the use of force against
Islamic nations w thout addressing the causes of discontent and by
identifying the conspirators and perpetrators of Sept 11 with Islam
thereby releasing also |atent urges agai nst Mislins.



If the "realists" think there is this "hate" against America and things
Anerican in any case, what they have done is to enlarge the constituency
of this "hate" among Muslins and others, as a result of their chosen route
to express power. Anerica is dimnished in the eyes of the world

If the "realists" think all this does not matter as mlitary nmight wll
prevail ultimately, they are wong, because it will not, and has not. This
is adifferent world fromthe 1960s and 70s.

There has been an information, comunicati on and technol ogi ca
revol ution which both disperses the appurtenances of power while also
conspiring in its convergence outside the formal organisation of the
sovereign State.

The organi sation of terror is one expression of this transfornmation
which challenges traditional arrangenents of statehood and internationa
rel ations.

It is a challenge the use of powerful American force al one cannot
addr ess.

It requires wise counsel in the councils of nations. It is an interna
tional problem not just an American one, even if the Americans are the
nost aggrieved, and even if Anerica nust lead in the consultation process
in the exercise of its power and influence as the |eading nation of the
wor | d.

There will be a dimnution of that position however if America continues
to go-it-alone and to use force as first recourse.

It will lose influence, even with traditional allies, and will not be an
exanple the world will choose to follow, both in matters of conduct and in
the achievenent of ends if those ends are so clearly seen to be ultinmately
put to destructive use. It is still not too late for Anerica to pull the
wor |l d together.

Mal aysi an Wort h

AS we celebrate the 46th year of independence today, we mght al so want
to reflect on our |evel of power and influence.

O course in terns of scale, we are not anywhere near Anerican
attributes and achievenent. But we have chal ked up sone useful values
whi ch mi ght have sone worth in the conduct of international relations.

We have had our problens - the comruni st insurrection, the May 1969
racial riots, economic crises - but we have surnmounted them by fashioning
l ong-term structural solutions and by not lashing out with inpatience and
in indignation.

We have not been perfect, there are many shortcom ngs to be addressed
but we are internationally recognised as a successful developing nation, a
nodel of progress, tol erance and noderati on.

That we are a Muslimcountry, at the sane tinme nmulti-racial and multi-
religious, nakes us all the nore unique in our achievenment in the eyes of
the world. As a result particularly of the leadership of Prime Mnister
Datuk Seri Dr Mahathir Mhanmad, we do have a power and influence in the
affairs of the world

We do have problens of course, not least the threat posed to our system
by Pas which wants to take the country along an extrem st route which
woul d cancel our economi c achievenent and inperil our political survival

W must and can handle this threat, but our cause is not helped if the
Americans continue to do things which increase the appeal of extrenist
Muslins. lronically, the way Pas assunmes it is right to force through what
it wants is simlar to the Anerican assunption in its use of force today.

Be that as it may, with Pas thankfully still at bay, nmany countries
especially Muslim ones, look to Malaysia as a kind of role nodel, and
Mal aysia can play a useful role in bridging the gulf between Anmerica and
the Muslimworld - if only America would not nake it so difficult to



happen.

Mal aysia will be chairing the OC (Oganisation of the Islamc
Conference) summit in md-Cctober, after which the Apec summit will be
hel d in Bangkok, which President Bush will attend. There should be intense

diplomatic efforts to establish sonme kind of "contact" between Mislim
countries and the US, to sonme extent to bridge the gap, by conming up with
sone sensible positions and statenents at the OC, in the expectation of a
reasonabl e response and commitnent when President Bush neets Dr Mhathir
i n Bangkok.

As always, these things have to be carefully choreographed before hand.

Mal aysia has to play a pivotal role anbng the Mislim nations.

We have cone far enough after 46 years of independence to establish a
worth, a power and an influence, to be a force for good at this dark tine
in the history of the world.
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