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estenday's supporters are hnluy A
Crities. Accusation has gradunily re-
pliewgd applause. Ax maipalivain
Awerion, lod by the satablisfunent,
ks e Sepremiber 1 dead and yet agatn
sertnodrises about its crusade agalnst “terror-
iis”, many commentators question the con-
duct of this ‘erusade’, both within and outside
the US, In Pakistan, enthusiasm of those who
belleved that US military strikes agalnst the
Taliban in Afghanistan would help evolve a
‘new, progressive  and  demacratic’
Afghanistan has turned into sceplicisio — as
if internal sustainable so. io-political develop-
nient can be externally prompted. The pro-
cess of societal transformation is triggered
only through internal dynamics, spearheaded
by a politically active intellectual class = as
demonstrated in lran. It was the South East
Aslan societies where in unique clreum-
stances of dofeat and destruction the external
factor facilitated their transtormation. lrre-
spective of how keen another state ls to see
the emergence of a ‘demoeratic and modern
state’, only Pakistan's home grown dynumics
Ccan prompt  that change. Meanwhile,
whichever regime Is found 'friendly and use-
ful’, it will get external support, irrespective
of its democratic credentials,

Simplistically, some Pakistani writers orit-
icise Washington for not promaoting enlight-
ened and demaocratic politics in the reglon
aned Lhe Interiational comiiiniiy for pol -
viding suificient reconstructon sesistunie. As
I staylog thee couise of traditional power play
in Inter-state relations, any conntry cag ailonl
e ranmuu- such values as a primary forelgn

policy objective, Hence, Pakdstan’s corpect
though somewhat shoddily executed decision
to not be on the wrong side of Washington.

Moralistie thetoric notwithstanding, states
generally and militarily powerful ones specif-
ially have supported and opposed those
forces abroad that actively support or oppese
their national interest, Washington's milltary
action against Afghanistan was no exception
to this rule. Indeed the shocking tragedy of
9711 removed all the legal and intellectual
barriers to a US military operation that the
UN's humanitarian wing and officinls and
opinion-makers in the international compni-
nity had, even if feebly, erected.

What s the US" seorecard (n Afghanlatan?
Measure it agalnst its own goal of bringing
peace and stability to Afghanistan, On the po-
litieal front, American envoy Zalmay Kl

+ ensured Washington's handpicked man Pres-
dent Hamid Karzai's election by the June Loi
Jirga, Return of warlordism and helghtenad -
security Is the hallmark of today's Afghanistan,
US response to increased blasts and assassi-
nation is deployment of additional troops in

~the ISAF operation. The erities of Taliban's

“Tultian rights record verhali' faifly éritieh! !ﬂ‘

' Afjhinistan's cufrdiit stluatioh, The 5 1
also contributed to this negative human rights
sltuation. Indead the Guantanamag Bay e axe
perienced virtual babarisim by UB authorities
as the Geneva Conventian on war prisosors
was completely ignored. The lnndvertent bat
inevitable denth of Innocent clvilians during

+ the ongolng military operation too consistently
violates rules of engagement, prompting Amer.
ican and European human rights groups and
writers to critique various aspects of the US
Afghan operation,
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Not surprisingly discussions on the US re-
sponse to the mind-boggling %11 terrorist at-
tucks did acquire a moralising tone. The logic
of US interest dictated a simple reasoning —
evil had unleashed ftself on 8/11. Washing-
ton's bombers would now vanguish this ‘evil’,
Naturally a state with monopoly over the most
advanced lethal weapoory and a militaristic
ntindset would respond to terrorist attacks in
the very heart of ils existence — New York
and Washington, Many legal instruments for
conflict resolution lay in tatters as US bombs
and bullets were unleashed on Afghan terri-
tory to kill or kidonap Osama Bin Laden, al-
Qaeda men and the Taliban leadership, Wash-
ingtom adopted the bullying tacties, [ts anger
wis justified but who was there to restrain its
deadly militaristic outburst?

Washington's post 9/11 policy merely re- \
Inforced its pre-B/11 policy; opting for unilat-
eralism over multilateralism, military force
over dialogue, short-term pragmatism over
peace-pursuing principles, militaristic secu-
rity over holistic security and ultimately the
quest of domination over mutual accommo-
dation. In pursuing such policy ohjectives, the
Aterican state his travelled fariher on the
Hebpesian path where vrute force becomes
the decisive fueton Politieal routs of strife and
shrudgle weo blureed, often deliborately but
s because of gaorniee and intellectunl in-
COIfpLenCe.

e woak ad often the wronged are
I erushied by the strong. Sense of justice
is perpetually violated. The reactive
mode of thought among the weak and the
wronged is strengthened. Respect for human
life erodes. Inatead of banishing violence as a
tool of the weak and the angry, it tends to be-
come more popular, The underworld dour-
Ishies. The powerful calls it ‘terrorism’, but
the angry and agitated justify it. The third
category looking for negotiation and dialogue
gulded by humane and universal values
becomes marghmlised, Extremisim Nourishes,
Trondeally, the very element that the US
clalma It seeks to banish, its policies will
reluforce,

Polley-makers and mandarins tasked with
compiling and executing & response to strife
and struggle overlook a key factor — that
thelr compulsions are political; the outcome
acquires an ideological texture, religious in
most cases, As it did In Latin'Ameriea during
the seventies when the chureh supported and

sheltered clvilian n-‘alsmme a% Pwr US-}.up ;

Jported wilita dl&ht{-t

f PEl g s ﬂtl’!fﬁuft'ﬂ' fir fmnl fiy"
within a religlous context, policy-imakers and
maidaring fortify elther the deliberately or
lgnorantly nalve theorles of elasl of civiliz-
tons put forward iy mon like Samuel Huntin-
son. With all man-made ideologies dead, the
hungry spirit jurred by injustice and hate, by
the ugly and the vulgar, turns into what it un-
derstands as the divine path. Also misled at a
very deep structural and spiritual level by the
US amd Pakistan-led forces that authored
post-1079 Alghan struggle into combining

lethal militarism with religion, Musifms steug:
gl agalist politieal injustios lnereastigly
une §ons o mohitising tool — whether in Uois
Lend, South-West or South Asia,

Yosterday's authors of this hugely distort-
Ing and destructive religio-militarisation are
now its archenemy. They wish it away with
bombs and bullets while ignoring the perpet-
untion of injustice. lrrespective of the diktats
and action of powerful states, violence will
forever flourish in the shadows of injustice.
The gradual erosion of state’s monopaely over
destructive means and the advent of the in-
formation revolution have incapacitated the
world's most powerful state. It can no longer
adequately control both thought and action,
Henee the strong and the weak conduet a par-
allel and often antagonistic discourse and mu-
tually undermining actions, often merely ad-
vancing the cause of conflict, Yet the primary
responsibility for advancing conflict rests
with the ascendunt, the organised and global
power. |
Sulelde bombers have sabotaged the
power of sophisticated weapons and the rules

+ of canventional warfare. The key factor of the

adversary's fear of death is done away with, |
Responding to the ruckus caused by the crit- .
‘iclsm of Palestinian suicide bombers, many in |
the US have raised the question - why |
should Palestinians be held to higher moral
standards than Isaelis? What high moral
Mrovnd s achleved by lsraelis through bomb.

ing of civilians by I 16y, blasting them by M- |
‘I Abrams tanks or even bulldozing the homes |
of those whose only crime is that they are re- |
lated to someone engaged in an act of resis- |
tunee? Through power of independent and |
widely disseminated discourse, double stan- |
dards of the powerful and the self-righteous

stand exposed - often by western writers

and admirable Individuals like former UN

Hurman Rights Cormissioner Mary Robinson, |

Clearly in international relations a key '
phenomenon that squarely emerged post 9/11 |
was replacement of balance of power to the |
deployment of sheer force by a militarily un- '
challenged state, The post 9/11 period saw |
the culmination of the process of restraint |
that was initiated in the Gorbachev era. A pli-
uble Gorbachev removed the restraining fm-
[mr.{ the second superpower had had on the

I8 in the post-war period. Unhindered by any |
other power or power bloc on the interna- |
tional scene, Washington believes it can com- |
fortably pursue the diplomatically non-ac- | -
commodating  force-loaded  ‘knock-out’ |
approach. As if keen to produce an annual il-
lustration of this approach, Washington is |
now on the verge of using sheer force against |
Irnq. Bgged on by a nuclear-armed lsrael that |
is deep into state terrorism against the
minniwd courageous and frustrutmi Pales-
"Hiinns, Washington plans to'nse |s' ilitary
" phwer Lo militarily do-fang the Tradi feghne,

I international relations today, pence sl
stability cannot come through Machinvelllan
palitics and sheer-foree deployment, trre-
spective of Hs military and economle
supretacy, US will never be able to con-
tribute to global peace and security without
embracing  genuine  multilateralism,
mutual understanding and a principled ap-
proach to resolving global conflict. Its present |
conduct in international affairs only adds to |
global chaos, f




