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The futility of violence

IN his 1827 work, On War, the Prussian mlitary philosopher Karl von
Clausewitz ventured his fampus suggestion that "war is only a continuation
of state policy by other nmeans". Some 127 years later, in 1954, there was
consi derabl e historical irony in China's Prenmier Zhou Enlai wyly turning
Clausewitz's contention on its head by asserting that "diplomacy is a
conti nuation of war by other neans".

O her than proving the entertai nnent value of semantics, however, such
brom des on what war is or neans have done little or nothing to prevent
it. On the contrary, the world s educated mnds seemto find fascinating
anbiguities in the concept - there are "just wars", apparently; wars have
spoils as well as spills; there is sonething called the "war dividend"
the benefits to the industrial econom es of war-nobngers, etc.

This is the grotesque Gordi an Knot of bl oody-m ndedness through which
Datuk Seri Dr Mahathir Mhamad scythed his words at the opening of the
Non- Al i gned Movenent Summit proper yesterday.

In a terse, succinct speech, Malaysia's Prine Mnister thrice called for
the outlawing of war. It was classic Mahathir Mhamad. No vacillation,
hesitation or anbiguity; no hal f-nmeasures; no beating about the bush: Ban
War. Declare it illegal. Qutlaw it, and enpower the United Nations to
enforce world peace rather than nerely resolve to call for it.

Dr Mahathir has issued a sharp and strident challenge to the world. Can
it be done? Is the outlaw ng of war a genuine option for the world? If
not, why not? It is in answer to that final, inplicit, |oaded question
that the world's nations - and not just the 116 represented by the NAM -
wi Il neasure thensel ves.

The scope for theorising and phil osophi sing has narrowed beyond any
useful ness; not while mllions of innocent lives are in the bal ance al
over the world, as their national econonies tunble and fall into the
abyssal uncertainties opened in the United States-led "crusade" against
"evil".

The world has irrevocably changed as a result, and untold di stances now
have to be traversed to whatever "new world order” may |ie ahead. NAM
with Malaysia in the chair, nust make the first |eap.

What ever the shape or formof that new order - and whatever new probl ens
energe with it - the Malaysian initiative now is to elimnate the option
of war in conflict-resolution. If that seenms unworkably radical, then the
worl d has gone to hell
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