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s these lines are being
penned, American and
British bombs are rain-
ing down on Iraq in one

of the most unprecedented devel-
opments of contemporary history.
By the time this article sees print,
it is likely that Iraq would have
been occupied by American and
British forces.

The military campaign against
Iraq began on March 20 with an
assault on its capital to “decapi-
tate” its leadership by the firing
of some 40 Tomahawk missiles.
This was followed through by the
so-called “shock and awe” mas-
sive bombing of Baghdad and
other cities, as well as a land in-
vasion from the South. By all ac-
counts, the war is a complete mis-
match and it was never likely that
Iraq could resist the military might
and technological superiority of
the US and Britain. As we all
know, Iraq is probably militarily
at its weakest and has been sub-
jected not only to disarmament
measures of the UN but for the last
twelve years has had more than
half of its airspace monitored as
no-fly-zones and on many occa-
sions been bombarded by the US
as well.

The invasion and occupation of
sovereign states by outside pow-

ers last occurred in the World War
II whether this was with respect
to Axis or Allied states during or
after the war. While it is true that
powers such as the US and Soviet
Union have waged war against
sovereign states in the post-
World-War II period, never have

such actions entailed the full-scale
occupation of a country. In the
cases of the US war in Vietnam
and the Soviet one in Afghani-
stan, the intention had never been
full occupation, even if ‘regime
change’ was an unstated objec-
tive. In the post-9/11 toppling of
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It is encouraging that more than a million signatures of
Malaysians opposed to the War have been collected and
that several anti-War demonstrations, including the
mammoth government-sponsored one at Bukit Jalil sta-
dium, have been held. It is in the spirit of helping all
Malaysians to understand why the US has invaded Iraq,
and why peace, rather than war, should always be our
choice, that we decided to produce this special issue of
the AM.

The first part of this month’s AM is a collection of short
articles written by various Malaysian academics most of
whom participated in a “Roundtable on War and Peace
Today” held in Universiti Sains Malaysia, Penang, on 26
February. All present benefited from the presentations
as well as the discussion which followed. It was decided,
therefore, that the ideas and opinions should be made
available to a wider audience. The cover story by Johan
Saravanamuttu is particularly enlightening warning us
about Washington’s “Project for the New American
Century”. Another article by P Lim explains why the rift
between America and “Old Europe” has emerged.

Several articles discuss the euphemistic language used
to disguise the horrors of war, the “spin” many Ameri-
can media machines have resorted to in order to legiti-
mize their support for war against Iraq, how women
and children invariably bear the brunt when war breaks
out, etc. Ahmad Fauzi offers an eschatological opinion
of this War while Lee Hwok Aun challenges Bush’s invo-
cation of God to support America’s war against Saddam
Hussein.

We also carry reports and photographs of the demon-
strations which were held by NGOs and opposition par-
ties in Penang and Kuala Lumpur which had gone largely
unreported by our own local media. The multi-religious
and multi-ethnic complexion of these demonstrations is
significant.

Demonstrations and other anti-war activities were also
held in various parts of Asia. In this issue we carry re-
ports of these activities organized by Asian groups which,
like Aliran, are part of the Asian Peace Alliance.

Let us pray that this War will be halted sooner rather
than later. Let us also develop the courage to speak out
always in support of peace, indeed on justice, freedom
and truth as well.
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the Taliban regime of Afghani-
stan, which had little recognition,
the US-led campaign accom-
plished this with the support of
local resistance to the regime and
then helped install a coalition gov-
ernment at the end of the war
phase. The action had the sanc-
tion of UN.

In the Iraqi situation today, there
is no evidence of active local re-
sistance to the Baathist (socialist)
state of Iraq, which in any case is
recognized by the United Nations.
There is also no ostensible evi-
dence of the prospect of an alter-
native or even “puppet” govern-
ment in the offing in Iraq. In the
light of this, the US-British inva-
sion seems rather unprecedented.

Attempts of the US to sponsor
anti-Saddam groups have all but
failed to date. Therefore, the action
of the United States and its allies
in Iraq today is clearly not in sup-
port of any local Iraqi group or
force pitting itself as a legitimate
and credible alternative to the gov-
ernment under Saddam Hussein.
The military campaign is thereby
a stark, unilateral action to defeat
and take over another sovereign
state. Or, to put it differently, the
US-British action is an outright
affront to international norms and
laws respecting national sover-
eignty and for all intents and pur-
poses can be considered unlaw-
ful and illegitimate.

We have all heard the familiar ar-
gument offered by the Bush Ad-
ministration and the Blair govern-
ment that the military campaign
follows upon the failure of Iraq to
comply with Security Resolution
1441 passed in November 2002.
This disingenuous stance is
clearly contradicted by the fact

that the Iraqi government, until the
onset of war, was actively cooper-
ating with UN inspections for dis-
arming weapons of mass destruc-
tion (WMD) from Iraqi territory.
Nowhere in the text of Resolution
1441 does it sanction military
force as a measure for material
breach, even if such a breach had
occurred.

It was also patently clear that the
majority of the 15 members of the
Security Council including per-
manent members, France, Russia
and China, did not find Iraq in
material breach of 1441 and re-
jected in no uncertain terms a Brit-
ish attempt to sponsor a new reso-
lution to sanction war. Given the
egregious British diplomatic fail-
ure, and worse, its subsequent
alacrity to participate in the war,
we can surmise also that British
actions were by far more in bad
faith than that of the US and by
that token illegitimate and illegal
from the perspective of interna-
tional norms and law.

Why has the occupation of Iraq
come about?

Let’s begin by looking closely at
the shift in American foreign
policy under the current Bush
Administration.  George W.
Bush’s foreign policy is in many
ways a continuation of that of his
father, George Herbert Walker
Bush, to create what the latter
dubbed a “New World Order”. In-
deed, Bush Sr. virtually began his
presidency with the Gulf War of
1991. In that war, through Reso-
lution 678 of the Security Coun-
cil, the US led allied forces to de-
feat and to largely disarm the

Saddam Hussein regime, which
had foolishly invaded Kuwait.
The disarmament process for one
reason or other was not fully com-
pleted in the aftermath of that war
and so Bush Jr. worked hard in
getting UN support last year for
Resolution 1441. The rest, as they
say, is now history.

Not only is the younger Bush’s
foreign policy a continuation of
that of the older Bush and other
Republican administrations, his
cabinet members and policy ad-
visers are from daddy’s adminis-
tration; Cheney was defence sec-
retary to dad, Powell was dad’s
military chief and Rumsfeld was
President Ford’s White House
chief of staff. Since then, Republi-
can think tanks, which have been
waiting for the transition of policy
from the Clinton Administration,
have worked hard to fashion what
is called a “Project for the New
American Century”.  From the
Republican standpoint, President
George W. Bush is evidently slated
to be the prime mover for this
project. Note that this so-called
Project for the New American
Century was conceived in1997
long before 9/11.

We will be drawing from a docu-
ment published in 2000 by project
co-chairmen Donald Kagan and
Gary Schmitt and principal au-
thor Thomas Donnelly, entitled
“Rebuilding American’s
Defenses: Strategy, Forces and
Resources for a New Century,”
Report of the Project for the New
American Century, (henceforth, Re-
port) to illuminate the rest of this
article.

The New American Century’ s
(NAC) overall objective is clear
enough:

Project For The New
American Century
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“As the 20th century draws to a
close, the United States stands as
the world’s most preeminent
power.  Having led the West to vic-
tory in the Cold War, America
faces an opportunity and a chal-
lenge: Does the United States have
the vision to build upon the
achievement of the past decades?
….what we require is a military
that is strong and ready to meet
both present and future chal-
lenges; a foreign policy that boldly
and purposely promotes Ameri-
can principles abroad; and na-
tional leadership that accepts the
United States’ global responsibili-
ties” (Preamble, Report).

The point about US global leader-
ship is made with no fanfare and
with a candid lack of humility fur-
ther down the report:

“The US is the world’s only su-
perpower, combining preeminent
military power, global technologi-
cal leadership, and the world’s
largest economy. Moreover,
America stands at the head of a
system of alliances which include
the world’s other leading demo-
cratic powers. At present the US
faces no global rival. America’s
grand strategy should aim to pre-
serve and extend this advanta-
geous position as far into the fu-
ture as possible” (Report, p. i).

In order to achieve the goals of the
NAC, the US must establish four
core mission for its military forces:

• Defend the American home-
land;

• Fight and decisively win mul-
tiple major theatre wars;

• Perform the ‘constabulary’
duties associated with shap-

ing the security environment
in critical regions;

• Transform US forces to exploit
the “revolution in military af-
fairs”.

These core missions have to be ef-
fected in tandem with measures
to:

• Maintain nuclear strategic su-
periority;

• Restore the personnel strength
of US military forces as out-
lined by the Bush Administra-
tion to an active-duty strength
from 1.4 million to 1.6 million;

• Reposition US forces to re-
spond to 21st century strategic
realities by deployment pat-
terns to reflect the growing US
strategic concerns.

Among some of the imperatives of
the new US policy is the need to
control the new “international

commons” of space and
cyberspace and pave the way for
the creation of a new military serv-
ice - US Space Forces - with the
mission of controlling outer space.
(Report, pp. iv –v).

In short, the proponents of the
NAC unabashedly advocate a Pax
Americana as the basis for global
security.  But it is a Pax Americana
that has to be actively pursued
through American political, eco-
nomic and military dominance
throughout the world.  The project
propounders have argued that
the 1990s has been a decade of
“defence neglect” and it is now
time to fix it. The event of 9/11 was
in this sense an extremely timely
event since it allowed this group
to make their arguments a fortiori
to the American people.

There are two concepts in the
NAC project that need some ex-
planation. These are “major thea-
tre wars” and “constabulary du-
ties”. The first refers to the US ca-
pability to rapidly deploy forces
and win multiple simultaneous
large-scale wars in various parts
of the world. Constabulary duties
refer to on-going engagements
and post-conflict activities to
maintain stability in various re-
gions. Note that all of these poli-
cies are stated without one men-
tion of the United Nations.

With respect to theater wars, the
new policy goes beyond the “two-
war” standard of the past decade.
The Report does not mention Af-
rica and Latin America but gives
focus to three major “theatres” in
the globe:

The Persian Gulf Region: Here the

Core Missions

Theatre Wars
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US seeks to establish a permanent
role and the Report refers to unre-
solved conflict in Iraq. It also ar-
gues that the need for a substan-
tial American presence in the Gulf
transcends the issue of the regime
of Saddam Hussein (p. 14).

Europe:  NATO remains the
lynchpin of US policy here. How-
ever, “US Army Europe” should
be transformed into “versatile,
combined-arms brigade-sized
units capable of independent ac-
tion and movement over opera-
tional distances.” (Report, p. 16).

East Asia: US presence needs to be
enhanced here not least of all to
cope with “the rise of China to
great power status”. The Report
argues that it is time to increase
American presence in Southeast
Asia:  “…. a return to Southeast
Asia will add impetus to the slow
process of alliance-building now
afoot in the region.”  Some ideas
include establishing “forward op-
erating bases” and turning the
ASEAN Regional Forum into an
alliance-like arrangement (Report,
p. 19.)

From the vantage point of the
Project for the New America Cen-
tury, it is evident that the invasion
and occupation of Iraq is part and
parcel of the Bush Administra-
tion’s plan to begin its new for-
eign policy of implementing a Pax
Americana which increasingly will
witness setting aside the use of
globally sanctioned instruments
such as the United Nations to
maintain global security and
peace. If multilateral instruments
are used at all, it will be those
which see the predominant par-
ticipation of the US in them such

as the NATO alliance in Europe.
It is very likely that a similar alli-
ance may emerge in the Persian
Gulf in the post-Saddam period.
We could call this the “New Bagh-
dad Pact.”

The fact that the US now prefers
to act unilaterally on a global scale
will make the current Iraq cam-
paign an historic turning point for
it in the direction of the realiza-
tion of a Pax Americana.

However, there now seems to be a
split between American and Eu-
ropean approaches to global se-
curity. We should note that the
government of Britain, under
‘New Labour’, (and less signifi-
cantly, that of Spain and Italy)
have chosen to break ranks with
their more natural European al-
lies, like France and Germany.  Yet,
“Old Europe”, as some have put
it, has put up a putative challenge
to the American global vision and
policy we have just discussed.

One aspect of this European vi-
sion has been propounded by
Robert Cooper, ironically himself
a former British diplomat in a
much-discussed article which did
the rounds last year. His piece has
been published as “The
Postmodern State” in a volume
called Reordering the World: The
Long-Term Implications of Septem-
ber 11. (The Foreign Policy Centre).

Cooper argues that Europe has
become “postmodern.” The EU as
a political entity has rejected the
use of violence or force as a means
for settling conflicts. He says ba-
sically that Europeans, tired of
war, have rejected it as an instru-
mentality. However, there is a
catch here. There should be no use
of force among European states

but for the outside world, which
is still not “postmodern”, force
could still be instrumental. Eu-
rope will only apply such force
outside judiciously – hence the
French and Germany objections to
US military action in Iraq.

Are the rest of us in the world to-
day up against a stark choice,
whether to accept the harsh real-
ity of a Pax Americana or to go for
the gentler imperialism of Pax
Europa? I do sincerely hope not!

As has been put rather elegantly,
there are only two superpowers
in the world today – The United
States and world public opinion.
Throughout the American and
British campaign for war in Iraq,
global protests were unprec-
edented in terms of numbers of
participants, cross-section of pro-
testers and sheer frequency and
all of this long before the actual
military action.  It’s not just Eu-
rope that’s tired of war. The whole
world is tired of war!

It is utterly unconscionable that
the governments of Britain and
the US have gone ahead with
their action despite overwhelm-
ing domestic opinion against
their war actions. If democracy
has any meaning at all the Bush
and Blair governments will not
survive the next round of elec-
tion and perhaps with that, so
too will recede the unacceptable
quest for empire by any state in
today’s world.

Pax Americana?

Johan Saravanamuttu isJohan Saravanamuttu isJohan Saravanamuttu isJohan Saravanamuttu isJohan Saravanamuttu is
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14 Feb 2003:14 Feb 2003:14 Feb 2003:14 Feb 2003:14 Feb 2003: Hurray! France and
Germany have taken a different
line from the US and UK and
stuck to it.

Anti-war campaigners of all hues
and regions of the world express
satisfaction that Germany and
France differ with America and
the UK over Iraq. How does one
explain this?

There are different hypotheses:

French, German oil contracts with
Iraq? Future Iraqi leaders have
spoken of annulling German and
French contracts. Post-Saddam
era contracts will be given to the
Americans and British. Is oil a
credible explanation as Germany
and France also see Saddam as a
menace?

Fear of the “clash of civilization”,
West versus Islam and its conse-
quences: Instability  will affect their
countries with substantial Arab
and Muslim minorities.

They don’t want to see an American
sea of influence over the whole region
excluding them. Opposition to war
may gain them some pluses in the
region.

Domestic public pressures in France
and Germany. The Schroeder gov-

ernment has been weakened by
the loss of states in state elections
and, to retain votes of support, he
must stick to a non-war stand.

There are also memories of World
War II.

The evidence presented by both the
US and the UK is weak. Hence,
France and Germany want more
time for Blix and his team. The US
wants to legitimize pre-emptive
interventions in the name of
American interests and this has
to be resisted.

There is no one explanation for the
German and French positions.

Will both countries stick to their
position? They are committed to
multilateralism. It looks like they

will - except if the UN Security
Council agrees to war because the
Iraqis have not totally complied
with regard to disarming and
there is no other way out. Never-
theless it must be said that the UN
is the cover to legitimize war as if
its consent equals moral rectitude
and justice. UN legitimation does
not equate with moral justice,
which is of a higher order.

However, French and German
positions could be placed in a
larger context. France under de
Gaulle pursued an independent
foreign policy especially towards
the US and the UK. France with-
drew its troops from NATO com-
mand and chucked out NATO
headquarters (now installed in

A Rift In The Alliance
The US cannot stomach the fact that
European allies are standing up to it.

by P. Lim

The Larger Picture

MALAYSIANS AGAINST US INVASION
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Belgium) from France. France de-
veloped its own nuclear force de
frappe while the UK obtained its
polaris missiles from the Ameri-
cans.

The de Gaulle era has left a streak
of independence in French foreign
policy irrespective  of whatever
party is in government although
in recent years there have been
moves to reconcile positions with
the US and UK - but Iraq is polar-
izing Anglo-French, Franco-US
relations it seems. France always
feared the domination of the
United States. France always
feared the domination of the
Anglo-Saxon world.

Germany after reunification is
now also trying to claim a place
in international politics. Involv-
ing German troops in peace-keep-
ing outside its borders is an indi-
cation of this. Schroeder’s post-
World War Two generation don’t
feel that Germany should continue
to live in the shadow of the past.
Younger generations of Germans
should not suffer from the sins of
their forefathers. This is perfectly
correct. Hence, Germany is begin-
ning to exert itself on the world
stage. Realpolitik dictated involve-
ment of German troops in the Bal-
kans. In Afghanistan, the Ger-
mans with the Dutch have jointly
taken over command of the multi-
national force.

However, Germany cannot stop
the Americans using bases in Ger-
many in a war against Iraq be-
cause of a post-World War Two
agreement.

The German public will probably
be happy to see the departure of
American troops from their soil
after the Americans threatened to

pull out their troops from Ger-
many when Germany, France and
Belgium first made objections to
sending over NATO assets to de-
fend Turkey.

It must be said that certain circles
in the US and the UK always felt
that continental Europeans owed
them something for liberating
them from the Nazis. Germany
was indebted because it benefited
much from the American
Marshall Plan. This is unappre-
ciated by continental Europeans.
History does play a part in the
background.

In a wider context, the Americans
have become exasperated with the
continental Europeans. They were
not burden-sharing with them.
Their defence expenditures kept
falling after the Berlin Wall. The
Americans had to intervene in the
Balkans because the Europeans
could not get their act together.

Even more so they are making
moves that one day they could
become a European army. There
is in existence the Eurocorps,
which is composed of battalions
of German-French troops. The EU
now has its Rapid Reaction Force
of 60,000 soldiers for peace-keep-
ing and peace-making and to fa-
cilitate humanitarian assistance.

Economically, disputes between
the EU and the US have been in-
creasing over the years in and
outside of the WTO. One was the
Burton-Helms and D’Amato leg-
islation - which sought to impose
sanctions on companies trading
with Cuba, Iran or Libya  - and
this affected European companies.
There have been rows over ba-

P. Lim is an internationalP. Lim is an internationalP. Lim is an internationalP. Lim is an internationalP. Lim is an international
relations scholar followingrelations scholar followingrelations scholar followingrelations scholar followingrelations scholar following
Europe-Asian affairs.Europe-Asian affairs.Europe-Asian affairs.Europe-Asian affairs.Europe-Asian affairs.

nanas, GMOs, hormones in beef
etc. GATT-WTO negotiations over
the years have been filled with
disputes. The US cannot stomach
the fact of a Europe being able to
stand up to it. The Euro is now a
challenge to the dollar too.

One cannot discount this larger
background haunting the behav-
iour of the actors in the UN Secu-
rity Council.

There is no one answer to explain
the French and German stand.

What’s in there for Asia? In this
post Cold War era, we have that
old Europe which has got some
punch to stand up in realpolitik to
the US. It is high time that Asian
countries put on the back-burner
European colonization and give
serious attention to the rising Eu-
ropean Union if they want some
manoeuvring space from the US.

20 March 2003: 20 March 2003: 20 March 2003: 20 March 2003: 20 March 2003: The war has
started while the UN Security
Council meets to hear the report of
Hans Blix and his team and the
speeches of France, Germany, Rus-
sia, China etc. We shall see whether
these European allies (does the US
still see them as allies?) still stick
to their guns. As events unfold on
the ground we have to see whether
they stick it out in not sending in
their troops to support the US, UK
and Australia principally, espe-
cially in the event that Saddam
uses biological or chemical weap-
ons, which Hans Blix and his team
are saying have been destroyed or
that Saddam does not have them
now.

E x a s p e r a t e d

q
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here are some disturb-
ing patterns in the cov-
erage of the Iraq crisis
by the international

mass media, particularly those
that are based and/or owned by
US interests. Although there
have been a number of news re-
ports and analyses critical of the
unilateralist Bush administra-
tion, by and large these large
news media groups are support-
ive of the war against Iraq. Or at
the very least, they tone down
criticisms of the bellicose Anglo-
American axis.

There had been attempts to manu-
facture evidence (against
Saddam) in the desperate endeav-
our to manage news and public
opinion. For instance, Tony Blair,
the British PM, proudly presented
what he considered concrete evi-
dence to show that Saddam’s re-
gime was closlely linked to the
infamous Al-Qaeda terrorist

group. It was later revealed that
this ‘evidence’ was a collection of
academic papers, one of which
was thought to be a student’s aca-
demic paper.

The close proximity between the
media and the American state and
military is another worrying fac-
tor. For example, in preparing for
the war on Iraq, the American
military has introduced a new
concept in war journalism: the so-
called “embedding process”. Jour-
nalists are required to tag along
with the soldiers in units to en-
sure the viewpoint of the military
is played up. In short, get im-
mersed in the military. All reports
of actual combat will have to be
approved by military command-
ers.

But this symbiotic relationship is
nothing new. The London Guard-
ian (April 12, 2000) and a few
other foreign publications re-
ported that from June 1999 to
March 2000, CNN employed US
army’s Psychological Operations
Personnel in its headquarters in
Atlanta, US under a programme
called ‘Training with Industry’. It
was learned later that they were
managing news regarding the
conflict in Kosovo. It was also re-
vealed that the propaganda team
was involved during the Gulf War
and the war in Bosnia.

Media spinning also involves the
dangerous game of stereotyping,
either via news bulletins or mov-
ies or TV entertainment pro-
grammes. Some element of racism
cannot be discounted. The target-
ing of certain Islamic groups, eth-

Baying For Blood
The international media: watchdogs of the public interest or
cheerleaders for war?

by Mustafa K Anuar
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nic profiling in the United States,
ethnic smearing in movies all
have the cumulative effect of rep-
resenting Muslims especially as
terrorist-minded, militant, bar-
baric, fanatic, corrupt, sexually
perverted, etc. In short, they get
demonised by the media, which
in the long run can justify actions
of certain western governments
against these so-called demons.

This doesn’t really help in the pro-
motion of interfaith and
interethnic understanding. Worse
still, this demonisation may set off
a chain reaction among certain
fanatical groups in the Muslim
world, which, in turn, would trig-
ger off similar responses from the
other side (the Christian right).

These are trends that are cause for
concern. But why is this so?

There are several possible rea-
sons, one of which is that the af-
termath of the Sept. 11 tragedy saw
many media organisations, espe-
cially American ones, being
caught in a frenzy of jingoism. It
is said that in these difficult times,
to be critical of the Bush adminis-
tration is to be easily labelled “un-
patriotic”. For example, after that
brutal attack, the Fox News Chan-
nel chairman was reported to
have advised Bush to take the
“harshest measures possible”
against those who attacked the
United States on Sept. 11, 2001.

But there are also the more impor-
tant underlying reasons. The
American mainstream mass me-
dia are very much part of what
was termed in the mid-1970s as
‘the military-industrial-communi-
cations complex’. For example, the

gigantic General Electric (GE)
firm, one of the world’s major de-
fence contractors, owns RCA as
well as NBC since 1986. GE also
owns CNBC Asia. The CBS TV
network is linked to military and
nuclear development activities.

The New York Times is linked to the
nuclear industry, which serves as
the supplier of nuclear weaponry.
In other words, the interests of cer-
tain media organisations coincide
with those of the military. In fact,
the entire military-industrial-com-
munications complex played a
direct role in the television cover-
age of the Gulf War. This may in
part explain why the television gi-
ant networks helped to popular-
ise euphemisms such as “collat-
eral damage”, “carpet-bombing”,
and “extensive damage” in a fee-
ble attempt at sanitising a bloody
and barbaric war.

Another factor  is the structural-
economic dimensions of the mass
media.  The media are built on a
specific structure of ownership
and financing. This structure is
founded on four factors: [a] the US
media are basically financed by
the private sector; [b] the media’s
heavy reliance on advertisement
for revenue; [c] the media are not
only producers of news and en-
tertainment, but also large corpo-
rations (profit motive); and [d] the
concentration of media owner-
ship (less diversity of media out-
put, and high stakes involved).

Finally, there are the related issues
of news values, sources and cen-
sorship. Conflict is considered by
the media as newsworthy, a popu-
lar commodity for sale (which is
why quite often news of the de-
veloping world in the western
media revolves around conflict,

war, famine, diseases, etc.)  As re-
gards news sources, news organi-
sations tend to look for sources
they consider reliable and cred-
ible, and quite often they end up
interviewing and quoting people
from the establishment (White
House officials or spokespersons)
and the military (and military ex-
perts) in this case. Voices of dis-
sent, as a result, tend to be muf-
fled. Direct or indirect censorship
comes about when you rely too
much on the military and politi-
cians.

In contrast, our local mainstream
media in particular have had a
field day in publishing views that
are critical of the warmongers, es-
pecially Bush and Blair. Anti-war
demonstrations and speeches
made in Malaysia are well re-
ported, and comments from ana-
lysts and commentators are
splashed all over. While we com-
mend these efforts, one should not
construe this as an indication of
an opening up of the mainstream
media or the flowering of press
freedom in Malaysia. For the acid
test is whether the local media
would also be equally passionate
in reporting the speeches and ac-
tions of some Malaysians who are
against a war or conflict that does
not jive with the political stand of
the Malaysian government. What
happened, if our collective
memory needs jogging, to those
Malaysians who were deeply con-
cerned about the oppression in
East Timor a few years ago?

(Mustafa K Anuar teaches(Mustafa K Anuar teaches(Mustafa K Anuar teaches(Mustafa K Anuar teaches(Mustafa K Anuar teaches
and researches into ques-and researches into ques-and researches into ques-and researches into ques-and researches into ques-
tions of mass media andtions of mass media andtions of mass media andtions of mass media andtions of mass media and
public culture).public culture).public culture).public culture).public culture).
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here is no doubt that the
consequences of armed
conflicts are harrowing
to all parties caught up

in them.    On the other hand,  the
events and repercussions of war
have been shown to affect more
civilians than military personnel.
Since men are still disproportion-
ately recruited for military serv-
ices in many nations, in the event
of war, women and children con-
stitute the mass population of ci-
vilians.   The 1998 Annual Report
of the United Nations Secretary
General related that ninety per-
cent of those killed or wounded
by small arms in conflict-related
situations are civilians.   Of these,
eighty percent are women and
children.

War and armed conflict not only
affects the lives of civilians es-
pecially women. Their effects
are specific in nature and fre-
quently last long after the use of
arms subsides. If the expected
war instigated by the United
States and its allies against Iraq
breaks out, discourse on the pro-
posed confrontation must not
forget the perspective of the
world’s citizens who stand at
exceptional risk of devastation
arising from the war.

Men and women, civilians or sol-
diers, suffer from deaths and in-
juries as a result of armed conflict.
Civilians are further afflicted with
displacement, a situation where
they are forced to leave their homes
and seek refuge elsewhere. Many
civilian men are also at risk of
“disappearances”.

It is important to distinguish the
experiences of war among all
women based on factors such as
class and race.  On the other
hand, many aspects of women’s
suffering are common for them
especially where they concern the
risk of specific forms of violence.
Furthermore, the gendered nature
of the decision-making processes
in conducting war and in offer-

ing post-atrocity remedies means
that the lot of women affected by
war in many circumstances is, in
general, similar.

Women face distinct socio-eco-
nomic, physical and psychologi-
cal hardships during and after
conflict.  In times of war, women
are often left with the burden of
caring for injured fighters, the eld-
erly and the children.  Where their
country also suffers from eco-
nomic sanctions, this burden is
especially arduous.  Women may
further be charged with the re-
sponsibility of reconstructing the
society through measures such as
urging women to agree to polyga-
mous marriages and to bear more
children (to make up for the loss

Men Fight,
Women Bear The Brunt
Wars harms women in a greatly disproportionate manner to
their involvement in sparking conflicts

by Noraida Endut
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of population through war).

Research has also shown that in
times of conflict, incidents of do-
mestic violence against women
rise. Psychological suffering of
women in sending their male chil-
dren to war and dealing with their
deaths or disappearances is often
underrated. On the other hand,
Palestinian women, for example,
are being unfairly glorified by the
media for encouraging the martyr-
dom of their children.

Perhaps the most heinous of the
tactics and consequences of mod-
ern war is the use of women for
sexual and strategic gratification
by both the enemies and their own
government.  While women and
men may both find themselves
fleeing their homes, a dispropor-
tionate number of women are re-
ported to have experienced hor-
rific sexual assaults during dis-

Noraida Endut teachesNoraida Endut teachesNoraida Endut teachesNoraida Endut teachesNoraida Endut teaches
Law in the Social WorkLaw in the Social WorkLaw in the Social WorkLaw in the Social WorkLaw in the Social Work
Programme in UniversitiProgramme in UniversitiProgramme in UniversitiProgramme in UniversitiProgramme in Universiti
Sains Malaysia.Sains Malaysia.Sains Malaysia.Sains Malaysia.Sains Malaysia.

placement. Enemies sexually vio-
late women to humiliate their
“protectors”, the fighting men.
The state, on the other hand, of-
fers women to its personnel as re-
wards for military action (the so-
called “comfort women”). Offi-
cials of the state may also condone
the assault of women who them-
selves or whose members of the
family are seen as non-support-
ive of its war causes.

The whole process of war is
gendered in the sense that war
harms women in a greatly dispro-
portionate manner to their in-
volvement in instigating the con-
flict.   Women are rarely involved
in decisions about the use of
armed conflict especially because
of their under-representation in
administrative and legislative
processes.  On the other hand, they
suffer specific, inadequately ad-
dressed harm.

Instead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead of  Shell, Esso, Mobil, Caltex and BP, buy Petronas.
Instead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead of  KFC, Macdonald’s, Pizza Hut and Burger King, eat local hawker food.
Instead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead of  Coca Cola and Pepsi, drink freshly squeezed local fruit juice.
Instead of Instead of Instead of Instead of Instead of  US, UK and Aussie dairy products, think New Zealand (God bless these guys,

they have an anti-nuclear policy!)
Instead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead of  Dell, IBM, and Apple Macs, buy Samsung and Acer.
Instead of Instead of Instead of Instead of Instead of  Microsoft software, migrate to Linux and other open source software.
Instead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead of  US and Australian wines, think French, Chilean and South African.
Instead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead of  US, UK and Australian education, think New Zealand and “Old Europe”.
Instead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead of  holidaying in the US, UK and Australia, vacation in alternative destinations.
Instead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead ofInstead of  relying on US Dollars for trading or when travelling, use Euros.
(And the list goes on. You just have to keep adding to it.)

War and death are upon us. These days, I check every consumer product label before I buy. I
know I am insignificant but if you join me, hey, who knows? My consumer boycott trickle
might turn into a massive flood of consumer resistance, an all-out campaign in favour of life
and peace. So, come on then. Let’s buy US, British and Australian last.

While international law has
readily responded to the harm
sustained by men in combat, it
has problems with invoking
state responsibility in cases of
violence against women in
times of war.   Many parties are
willing to manipulate vulner-
ability of women to justify mili-
tary action against a particular
sovereignty. For example, atroci-
ties against women and children
in Afghanistan and Iraq are
highlighted to justify military re-
sponses.   However, the adversi-
ties they suffer during war often
go un-remedied when peace is
regained. q

Instead of …..
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s idealistic academics,
we are hopeful that uni-
versal values such as
justice, peace, liberty

and equality reign over mankind.
We advocate and laud practices
such as civilisational and inter-
faith dialogue, towards the reali-
sation of morally upright values.

On this particular note, I would
be presenting you a peculiar, en-
igmatic and perhaps controver-
sial view of ‘war and peace’ to-
day. As much as we can hope for
global peace and security, they are
forlorn expectations which do not
match with two sets of realities.
First, the political-economic real-
ity: the distinguished geographer,
David Harvey, in a series of lec-
tures at Oxford University, has
stressed that war in Iraq is essen-
tial as an outlet for American capi-
talism to offload excess capital
which has accumulated as a re-
sult of its own economic and fi-
nancial dominance. To engage in
another New Deal, which was
how Roosevelt’s government
dealt with a similar problem in the
1930s, is politically impermissi-
ble. Only military spending offers
the attractive Keynesian alterna-
tive to prevent economic defeat
and even collapse in the face of
internal mismanagement and ris-
ing competition from maturing
Asian and European economies.
Conquering Iraq offers the added
incentive of controlling the oil
supply and expanding the space

Apocalypse Now?
War and Peace: An Eschatological View

by Ahmad Fauzi Abdul Hamid

AAAAA

MALAYSIANS AGAINST US INVASION

available for economic expansion.

The second reality has to do with
eschatological interpretations of
religious and biblical texts, in
particular those of the three Se-
mitic religions: Islam, Christian-
ity and Judaism. Such interpre-
tations have rapidly developed
within these religious communi-
ties in anticipation of the advent
of a messiah to impose justice on
earth in the new millennium.
Such interpretations of the holy
texts firmly put the world to be

near the end of time, with count-
less signs from present-day mod-
ern life, replete with debauchery,
being cited. For example, the
prevalence of mass killings, diso-
bedience of parents, adultery,
money politics, earthquakes,
epidemics and the pride in
building majestic houses of wor-
ship which remain empty most
of the times, are all small signs
of the dreaded ‘Hour’, or in Ara-
bic, ‘Sa’ah’ or ‘Qiyamah’, from
where we derive the Malay
‘Kiamat’.
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In the Islamic world, the early
years of every century witness an
outburst of messianic activities, in
the expectation of the appearance
of a reformer or mujaddid. This is
based on a sound hadith of the
Prophet Muhammad (peace be
upon him): “Allah will raise, at
the head of each century, such
people for this ummah as will re-
vive its Religion for it’ (related by
Abu Dawud). But the present cen-
tury is distinctive in the sense that
small signs of the Hour have been
rapidly materialising throughout
the preceding century, such that
this century has come to be be-
lieved by many as the final one.
This gives it a uniqueness, in that
God has promised that, before the
end of time, Islam will regain its
former glory under the just lead-
ership of the promised reformer,
the Mahdi, and Jesus Christ. De-
velopments in the early years of
this century (some scholars have
held that ‘early’ here covers a pe-
riod of 25 years) are supposed to
point towards the actualisation of
the Second Ummah, during which
Islam will reign supreme over the
globe. Following the demise of the
Mahdi and Jesus Christ, Islam
will decline again. Believers’ lives
will be taken away by God such
that the Great Hour i.e. the physi-
cal destruction of the planet earth
will be experienced by unbeliev-
ers.

How does the scenario above re-
late to global war and peace? Ul-
timate peace will only prevail un-
der the leadership of the Mahdi
and Jesus Christ, when Islam
holds sway over the global popu-
lation. But the journey towards
the attainment of global peace is
tortuous. Altogether, the Mahdi
will lead Muslims into seven

wars. First, the war against the
Muslim heretics of the Arabian
peninsula, led by the Meccan king.
Second, the war against Persia,
most likely the Shiites of Iran.
Third, the war against the Ro-
mans, also called the Bani Ishaq
i.e. present-day USA and Europe.
Called ‘Al-Malhamah Kubra’ (the
Great Battle) by the Prophet
Muhammad (pbuh), this war will
witness Muslims fighting a bellig-
erent force carrying 80 banners,
under each of which a 12,000-
strong army is organised. This
huge war will break the Muslim
armies into three groups: one-
third of them will run away from
the horrendous scene, one-third
will go down as the best martyrs
in God’s sight, and the remaining
one-third will be granted victory.
The fourth of the Mahdi’s wars
will be against Constantinople,
symbolically representing the
arch-secularist, modern Turkey. It
is after the conquest of Turkey that
the Antichrist or Dajjal appears.
The Dajjal will exert influence
over the whole world, entering
every city except Mecca and Me-
dina, tempting the world’s popu-
lation to follow the false religion
by performing miracles which are
akin to magic. The Dajjal will
cause utter confusion for 40 days,
during which he will lead the
Jews into their war against the
Mahdi – his fifth. It is during this
war that Jesus Christ will descend
onto earth, join the Mahdi in bat-
tle and eventually deal a fatal
blow on the Dajjal. Death of the
Dajjal will be the apogee of the
Mahdi’s feat. His remaining two
wars will be relatively simple for
him to achieve victories, against
the unbelievers of the South Asian
and East Asian continents.

So much for the arduous route

towards global peace.  We need
to ask: so in what position are
we in now? The reality may seem
frightening, but if we are to be-
lieve the biblical texts of the Se-
mitic religions, we are on the
brink of the Armageddon War –
the cradle of events leading to
the global turmoil near the end
of time, the curtain-raiser of
other wars as we have men-
tioned. ‘Armageddon’ is  de-
rived from the Hebrew ‘Ar’
meaning ‘mountain’, and the
valley of Mageddo in ancient
Palestine, encompassing an
area of 200 miles from the north
to south and 100 miles from the
east to west.

The Armageddon War will pit
two opposing sides with different
ideological orientations, most
likely between militant Muslims
on the one hand and the West on
the other. It will involve the pro-
fuse use of modern strategic weap-
ons, including those for mass de-
struction, resulting in huge physi-
cal calamities, economic bank-
ruptcies and intolerable human
suffering. Among fundamental-
ists, there is widespread belief that
the War will destroy all modern
weaponry, such that the follow-
ing global wars, as will take place
between the Mahdi and his adver-
saries, will experience a reversion
to traditional weaponry such as
swords, arrows and horses. The
event which has unleashed the
Armageddon War, which has crys-
tallised the division of the post-
Cold War world into opposing
ideological camps, is none other
than the 9-11 terrorist attacks on
the World Trade Centre in New
York, USA.

What is there in the holy texts to
support the theory that the forth-
coming assault on Iraq will be the
catalyst to, or even the actual Ar-

Precursor To
A r m a g e d d o n

Holy Books

Coming Seven Wars

The Final Hour
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mageddon War? The books of
hadith tell that a massive war will
be preceded by suffering of the
people of Iraq and Syam i.e. Pal-
estine, at the hands of the Romans
i.e. the West. - to the extent that it
will be difficult to deliver food and
money to them. This is demon-
strated clearly in the food sanc-
tions that have been imposed on
Iraq for several years now, while
the long-drawn out persecution of
the Palestinians shows no sign of
ending.

It is also foretold that the War will
follow from a lengthy period of
armistice and illusory peace be-
tween the Muslims and the Ro-
mans i.e. USA and Europe. This
has indeed been the case since the
Second World War. Many newly-
independent Muslim nation-
states sided explicitly or implic-
itly with the West under the aus-
pices of a United Nations-led in-
ternational system. Furthermore,
it is indicated that the Armaged-
don War will be a multinational
war – a war of blocks of nations
against blocks of nations, and in
which some Muslims will be on
the side of the Romans, who will
emerge victorious despite the car-
nage and havoc wreaked by the
War. The coalition will be short-
lived, however. It will crumble due
to the treachery of the Western
powers, who will claim victory
solely for themselves. This will
lead to killings between the erst-
while partners, thus setting the
stage for massive confrontation on
a global scale between Muslim
and Western powers.

Among fundamentalist Chris-
tians, who exert significant influ-
ence on the dominant Christian
Right of the Republican Party in
the USA, there is a strong belief
that the Armageddon War is im-
minent. Consider the following
facts:

• Armageddon is mentioned in
the book of Revelation (15-16)
as a multinational war: “They
were sent out to muster all the
kings of the world for the great
day of battle of God the sovereign
Lord. So they assembled the kings
at the place called in Hebrew, Ar-
mageddon.”

• At least seven American lead-
ers have professed conviction
in the nearness of the Arma-
geddon War. Ronald Reagan is
well-known for stating that the
present generation is one
which will witness Armaged-
don. Richard Nixon was con-
fident that the US’ benign lead-
ership over the world would
be realised by 1999, leaving the
rest for Christ. Fundamental-
ist preachers such as Jerry
Falwell, Pat Robertson, Billy
Graham and Jerry Vines, all of
whom have left a deep impres-
sion on President George W.
Bush. have uttered similar
opinions. As testified by David
Frum, Bush’s former
speechwriter, Bush thinks in
essentially moral categories
and is above all, religiously-
minded.

• The dissemination of Arma-
geddon theology has been run-
ning strong in the West for
close to thirty years. For in-
stance, Hal Lindsey’s book,
The Late Great Planet Earth, was
named by the New York Times
as a best-seller of the 1970s.
According to Dobson and
Hindson’s article ‘Apoclaypse
Now’, the basic tenets of Ar-
mageddon theology was agree-
able to some fifty million self-
proclaimed born-again Chris-
tians in the USA. Of serious
concern is the fact that the im-
plications of such a theology
is the preference of a Middle
Eastern war over a compro-
mise-based peace accord, as
the former would usher in the

second Advent of Christ.

• According to an analysis, pre-
dating 9-11, by a certain Bishop
Distours in his observation of
the Book of Daniel, greater
signs of the second Advent of
Christ could be traced to au-
tumn 2001, when the Arma-
geddon War would be un-
leashed. Further, biblical
prophecies about the end of the
world would take place before
the passing away of one gen-
eration, as counted from the
founding of Israel as a Jewish
homeland. The second Advent
will be preceded by the emer-
gence of Antichrist, whose
own dreaded coming will be
marked by two events, viz. the
reconstruction of the Solomon
Temple on its original site and
an animal sacrifice presented
to God during the Jewish fes-
tive season in Jerusalem.

I am no advocate of war. In
academia, we subscribe to a cer-
tain notion of moral uprightness,
and therefore deplore wars, for
they are catastrophic and create
immeasurable suffering. But as a
student of comparative religion, I
feel obliged to present to you the
reality that is in the holy texts, as
further interpreted by contempo-
rary scholars of religions, and as
has been diffused among the in-
creasingly religious-conscious ad-
herents of the major world reli-
gions. The melancholic fact is that
the war in Iraq and future wars,
in whatever form they may take,
is inevitable.
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resident Bush’s rally for
war, in the guise of an ul-
timatum delivered in his
17 March speech, leaves

me with nothing but disgust and
sadness. It was an implicit com-
mand to let the bombing begin. But
of course, the Bush administra-
tion’s intentions have been ex-
plicit from the start: attack and
occupy Iraq, whatever the UN and
people may think.

The Saddam and arms issue has
been a dilemma for Christians. He
is a despicable despot, no one
would argue. We would like to see
him gone. But is a world with one
less dictator better than a world
with a new emperor? The mark of
imperial power is that one man
can order his army around the
world, without seeking consent or
providing credible cause.

But the moral dimensions are
more important than the military
and political ones. The Bush cam-
paign has been filled with opac-
ity and deceit in speech, arrogance
in conduct, everything you’d ex-
pect of a Big Bully. Bush maligns
France for indicating it would veto,
when America has been a most
prolific user of veto power, hav-
ing played that card more than 70
times in the last 30 years.

There are two ways Christians
can walk by faith, when there is
little that our sight can offer. One
is to believe God may be doing
something through Bush. Sup-
porters of war will choose this
stance. Another is that, based on
Christian principles of truth and
justice that we know and hold
dearly and the contempt Bush has
shown toward voices of restraint
and patience, this attack is unac-
ceptable in God’s eyes. I believe
this to be the right stance.

The motives and reasons for this
war have not been clearly stated.
Is this about disarmament or re-
gime change? The Bush adminis-
tration has not been honest and
consistent, shifting from one to
another. It was about non-compli-
ance with disarmament, then a
threat to the American people,
then terrorist connections, then
liberation of the Iraqi people. Like
a moving target, it becomes harder
for dissenters to shoot at.

The President could not evade the
issue of disarmament, because
this is what the UN resolution is
about. But non-compliance alone
does not have enough of a bite.
The President had to conjoin the

two, Saddam and weapons of
mass destruction, because
Saddam is what the war is about.
The threat, he said, comes from
Saddam equipped with arms.
Threat to whom? “The world,”
Bush said. And, oh, the American
people as well. His desperate at-
tempt to drag “the world” into his
net of fabricated insecurity further
shows the dearth of credibility.

He persisted in linking Iraq to al-
Qaeda and anonymous terrorists
although this connection has been
widely discredited. Iraq may sup-
ply arms to terrorist groups? Yes,
maybe. But a few months ago, a
clandestine shipment of missiles
from North Korea to Yemen was
permitted to pass after it had been
intercepted. Bush accepted that it
was an open, legal deal between
governments – but the warheads
were hidden under sacks of other
goods.

Thus, needing a further moral
cause, or a bright ideal to over-
shadow the spectre of death, Bush
of course attached the freedom
mantra. “Iraq, your day of libera-
tion is near.” Hmm, how near is
liberation to the Afghans, quickly
forgotten by America after the fall
of the Taliban and the capture of
terrorists.

May Whose God Bless
America? Not mine.
Bush’s petition for divine blessings for America’s
imperial rampage is hard to swallow.

by Lee Hwok Aun
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And, again, what about system-
atically sidelined North Korea?
Kim Jong Il has perpetrated more
heinous crimes against his peo-
ple in recent years. The moral case
for war – to liberate the Iraqi peo-
ple and to rid the world of a men-
ace – must stand the test of con-
sistency. Why has Bush been so
tactful and lenient with Kim but
so vindictive and intransigent
with Saddam?

Is there a precedent for this ‘war
of liberation’? Our attention has
been drawn to the bombing of Ser-
bia, which catalysed the downfall
of Milosevic. However, in that case
there was no deceit on the scale
that we are now witnessing. It was
waged by a NATO alliance, and
civilian casualties were limited.
The US Army has already indi-
cated that, in this invasion, ‘col-
lateral damage’ will be heavy —
that is, many people will die.

With so many gaping holes in the
Bush administration’s justifica-
tions, its relentless evasion and
manipulation, other motives in-
evitably must fill the vacuum to
justify the war. Something must
fire this passion for war. We are
left to deduce that it is a combina-
tion of vengeance on behalf of the
Bush dynasty (and America’s fu-
rious elite), greed for oil, and the
pleasures of imperial conquest.

The ultimatum was been issued,
Saddam and his sons had to leave
Iraq in 48 hours. Bush, Cheney,
Rumsfeld, Wolfowitz and Powell
knew that Saddam will not go. He
did not comply with the ultima-
tum in 1991, even when he had
no defence whatsoever for invad-
ing a neighbour and seizing its

territory. This second war becomes
Saddam’s fault, for bringing at-
tack on himself and his people,
once again. Sure, Saddam is more
evil in his willingness to sacrifice
the men, women and children of
his nation. But Bush is no saint to
force Saddam to the brink of
bloodshed. In effect, this war
amounts to a tacit conspiracy of
two rulers who do not care for the
lives of ordinary Iraqis.

Will it be a swift war? That is what
everyone is expecting or hoping
for. With the arsenal at America’s
disposal, this is most viable and
probable. A missile blitz can be
effective to secure surrender. But
with America’s weapons, one can
kill a lot of people in a small
amount of time.

In the interests of continuing de-
ceit, a fast war will be better. It will
also be easier to shroud the fatali-
ties and manufacture information
because it becomes simply too
dangerous to be on the ground
reporting. It becomes more condu-
cive to the process of fudging and
forgetting the carnage that will
begin immediately after.

Bush closed his rally to battle in
usual Presidential fashion, by in-
voking the ‘may God continue to
bless America’ refrain. I wonder,
at this time, is it a plea, a prayer or
a provocation? Bush is not God
and neither is he America, as
many protests evidence. Thus,
two questions resonate: God con-
tinue to bless whose America?
Whose God continue to bless
America?

The first question is only for
Americans to answer. The second
question is for all Christians to
ponder. For Bush to claim that

Other Motives

Lee Hwok Aun is a lecturerLee Hwok Aun is a lecturerLee Hwok Aun is a lecturerLee Hwok Aun is a lecturerLee Hwok Aun is a lecturer
in the faculty of Econom-in the faculty of Econom-in the faculty of Econom-in the faculty of Econom-in the faculty of Econom-
ics and Business Admin-ics and Business Admin-ics and Business Admin-ics and Business Admin-ics and Business Admin-
istration in the Universityistration in the Universityistration in the Universityistration in the Universityistration in the University
of Malayaof Malayaof Malayaof Malayaof Malaya

 there lives
 a man
 in america

 iraq
 is his
 middle name

 war
 is his
 family name

 his name
 is bush

 whom were
 you expecting
 frankenstein

Latif KamaluddinLatif KamaluddinLatif KamaluddinLatif KamaluddinLatif Kamaluddin

A. M. E. R. I. C. A.

God will bless America as it goes
on its imperial, immoral, deceit-
ful and vindictive rampage goes
beyond the pale of faith. I cannot
believe, as a Christian and global
citizen, that this is the same God
that I worship.

God help us.q
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espite overwhelming
world opinion against
the war in Iraq ex-
pressed via the United

Nations Security Council, the
internet and peaceful demonstra-
tions in many countries, the rul-
ing elites in the United States of
America, supported by the ruling
elites in the United Kingdom, de-
cided to launch a war of aggres-
sion against Iraq yesterday.  This
war, fought with the deadliest
weapons of mass destruction by
the USA and UK, will no doubt
bring untold misery in the form of
deaths, injuries, economic devas-
tation and environmental destruc-
tion to many innocent Iraqis.

The real reasons for unleashing
this war by the aggressors from
the USA and UK are well known.
The greed for the key strategic re-
source called oil, of which Iraq has
the second largest reserves in the
world, coupled with the desire to
strengthen and consolidate the
dominant position of Israel in the
Middle East have led President
George W. Bush to launch this
war.  These are the objectives of
the neo-conservatives, ultra-right
wing Christians and those in con-
trol of the industrial-military-oil
complex that collectively wield
immense influence on the foreign
policy design of President Bush.
The US administration also hopes
via the war to warn the world that
it will not tolerate any opposition
to what it perceives to be the stra-
tegic political-economic-military
interests of the USA, and that it
will accept nothing short of un-
questioning and uncritical com-
pliance with its orders.

Needless to say, there will be
many implications that follow
from the war.  Domination by the
hyperpower USA, whose modus
operandi is premised on “might
is right”, will be further strength-
ened.  Confidence in the United
Nations will plummet, as its au-
thority to protect world peace has
now been weakened by the action
of the USA in taking unilateral
action without the sanction of the
Security Council. And there is a
high possibility, terrorism that will
also take its’ toll on innocent hu-
man lives, will rise in all parts of
the world.

For many of us who are opposed
to the war, we feel frustrated, an-
gry and despondent at our inabil-
ity to stop the war. Still, the strug-
gle has to go on. While protests
must continue, we can contem-
plate taking one more measure.
We can urge the nations opposed
to the war to request for an emer-
gency meeting of the United Na-
tions General Assembly, at which
a resolution calling for an imme-
diate halt to the war can be tabled
and passed.  Indeed, Malaysia as
the present Chairman of the Non-
Aligned Movement (NAM), can
take such an initiative.

In the past, such a course of action
has been taken, most notably by
none other than the USA.  When
Egypt nationalised the Suez Canal
in 1956, Britain, France and Israel
invaded Egypt and began advanc-
ing on the Suez Canal. The then
President of the USA Mr. Dwight E.
Eisenhower demanded that the in-
vasion stop. Resolutions were ta-
bled in the UN Security Council

calling for a cease-fire, but these
were vetoed by both France and UK.
Then the USA appealed to the Gen-
eral Assembly, where a resolution
calling for a cease-fire and a with-
drawal of forces was tabled and
adopted at a special meeting.  UK
and France then had to withdraw
from Egypt within a week. This
appeal to the General Assembly
was made under a procedure
called “Unifying for Peace”.

Hopefully, the world can stop the
war in Iraq via a similar procedure
this time. All nations, which claim
to be against the war, must now
unite to stop the war, through in-
voking this “Uniting for Peace”
procedure at the United Nations.
But they are likely to face up to im-
mense pressure from the USA not
to pursue this course of action.
They must not, however, yield to
this pressure.  Instead, they should
show the world that the greater
bulk of humanity are against the
aggression and lies perpetrated by
the ruling elites in the USA and UK
through calling for an immediate
halt to the war. Passing a resolu-
tion to this effect at the United Na-
tions General Assembly will cer-
tainly do much to demonstrate the
world’s disgust against super-
power bullying and its’ support
for truth and peace.

Unite To Stop The War
by Toh Kin Woon

MALAYSIANS AGAINST US INVASION

DDDDD

(Datuk Dr Toh Kin Woon is State
Executive Councillor, Penang and
Member of the Central Commit-
tee Parti Gerakan Rakyat Malay-
sia. The above views do not nec-
essarily reflect those of the
Gerakan Party or the Penang
State Government)

q
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he air was tinged with
expectation as demon-
strators started  milling
at Level 3 of Komtar,

Penang in solidarity with the glo-
bal protests against the war on
Iraq on 15 Feb. At exactly noon,
the event in Penang got under
way at the same time that
protestors in Kuala Lumpur were
demonstrating outside the United
States embassy.

There is no US embassy in
Penang. Instead it so happened
that the Penang gathering on 15
Feb 2003 organised by the Stop the
War Coalition, Malaysia was held
just outside a KFC restaurant! The
Coalition comprises some 60 civil
society and religious groups.

A video clip recalling Desert
Storm caught the attention of
passers-by. Curious shoppers and
tourists slowed to take a look at
what was happening. Some joined
in. Plainclothes police mingled
with the crowd, taking snap shots
and videotaping the audience,
who didn’t seem the least both-
ered. The crowd knew that they
had gathered for a worthy cause.

Young and old, “virgin” demon-
strators and veteran flower power
activists of the 1960s, of all ethnic

and religious groups, chatted
among themselves while parad-
ing with colourful placards
strung from their necks. Messages
scrawled in all local languages,
including Filipino, amidst a rain-
bow of colours called for a stop to
the war. One activist even sported
a T-shirt bearing the message,
“Stop the War, Stop the PORR” in
a reference to the controversial
Penang Outer Ring Road project.

By the time the video presentation
ended, some 250 people had gath-
ered in front of a small stage to
listen to speeches and songs.
Near the stage were representa-
tives of four religious groups ex-
pressing their solidarity against
war.

Jamaah Islah Malaysia member
Zainudin Hanif kicked off the
event with rousing words:

“Today is a historical day as the
world today opposes the United
States and its allies’ plans to at-
tack Iraq,” he said in an impas-
sioned address. “This period is
critical as the United Nations is
deciding whether to allow the US
to launch a war.

He said that the majority of peo-
ple around the world are opposed
to a war and did not want the
United States to launch a war.

“We want to say, America, you
speak about human rights, but
you are willing to violate the rights
of the Iraqi people.”

Clambering onto the stage, Chris-
tian youths attached to the
Penang Diocese Youth Network
then swayed and sang to the mov-
ing rhythm of “Heal the World”
as the crowd grew silent and
thoughtful.

FOR PEACE - MALAYSIA

When Flower Power
Meets The 21st Century
Veteran activists and religious groups join
first-time demonstrators in Penang anti-war protest

by Anil Netto
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Speeches And Songs



Aliran Monthly : Vol.23(2) Page 20

A serene-looking Venerable Ji
Xing, a senior assistant with the
Malaysian Buddhist Institute fol-
lowed next, asserting that vio-
lence in any form is against the
teaching of the Buddha.

“Anger only aggravates a situa-
tion, which benefits no one,” he
said, his strong but soothing
voice belying his small stature.
“We say that when an angry man
opens his mouth, he usually
closes his eyes.”

He recalled a quotation from Mar-
tin Luther King: “We have flown
in the air like birds and have
swum the seas like fishes, but we
have yet to learn the simple act of
walking on the surface of the earth
like brothers and sisters.”

He urged the crowd to pray that
all world leaders would be wise
and civilised enough not to re-
sort to war. “We want to wake
up tomorrow morning, to
breathe the abundant fresh air
in the arms of our Mother Earth
and not, definitely not, to see our
homes destroyed and our dear
ones killed.”

The singing professor, Aliran’s
Johan Savaranamuttu, took to the
stage strumming his guitar. Stir-
ring memories of the flower-power
heyday of the 1960s, he led the
crowd in singing “We shall over-
come”  to much applause…and
even calls for an encore. For a mo-
ment, it looked as though Johan
was well and truly Unplugged, in
his element.

Recalling World War II and the
painful experiences of our parents
and grandparents, Malaysian
Hindu Sangam vice-president K
Manoharan spoke of the suffering
that war inflicts.

“In the context of Hinduism,
never, never in any part of our
scriptures - for the 63 sages or the
saints who have come to this earth
to give us the guidance of Hindu-
ism – does it say that you should
go to war,”  he said. “We always
talk about peace; we always talk
about meditation.”

A nasyid group from JIM then
captivated the crowd with its per-
formance of a melodious Malay
peace song.

The director of the Penang Office
for Human Development, Fr Fa-
bian Dicom was up next, calling
on the audience to “look into the
eyes of the people of Iraq, who
share our hopes and dreams for a
peaceful world. All they want is
to live with dignity.”

“We must say ‘yes’ to all the ef-
forts to remedy the situations of
injustice that exist in the world
today. We must say yes to the just
and legitimate aspirations of peo-
ple for freedom, for self-determi-
nation, for a homeland of their
own, for the right to live a life wor-
thy of human dignity.

He also demanded global disar-
mament. “The (Stop the War) coa-
lition today strongly calls for a
total disarmament …We call on
America, Russia, China, Britain,
India, Pakistan, Iraq, and all other
countries: Throw down your
weapons. Disarm now.”

The gathering was then ushered
down to the ground floor just out-
side Komtar to an empty pavement
facing Magazine Road. This was
the moment the crowd had been
anticipating. For many, it was
their first real street demonstra-

tion. Earlier, there had been some
apprehension as to whether the
police would allow the demo to
go ahead. But thankfully they
maintained a discreet presence at
the back, although the video guy
and the photographer were still
busy at work.

Punching their fists into the air
and shouting slogans till they
were blue, the crowd, ably led
by chant leader,  made their pres-
ence felt. It was amusing to also
see the normally serious mem-
bers of religious orders – priests,
monks and nuns – joining in en-
thusiastically.

Motorists turned their heads,
many of them honking their ap-
proval. Someone passed a mega-
phone to a young man, who
crooned a peace song in vintage
Louis Armstrong-style, as the
crowd listened spellbound. Johan
performed his encore outside
much to the delight of the crowd
as they sang more antiwar songs
with gusto.

Young and old, they savoured the
moment, their adrenalin flowing
as the demonstration reached al-
most fever pitch, all in a warm,
friendly atmosphere.

By 1.30pm after about half an
hour on the streets, someone
said the cops were getting rest-
less and we had better call it a
day while we were on top. Dis-
ciplined as ever, the well-be-
haved crowd gradually dis-
persed. They took back with
them not only the satisfaction of
exercising their right to freedom
of assembly but also the knowl-
edge that they had been part of
a historic day that witnessed the
largest coordinated global pro-
test ever. q

Out In The Streets
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5 Feb 2003 was a historic
day for peace-loving
Malaysians as well.
Thousands of them

braved being harassed and even
arrested by the police to join mil-
lions of their counterparts the
world over to protest against war
and for peace in Kuala Lumpur
and Penang.

A day earlier, Kuala Lumpur CID
Chief Kamaruddin Mat Desa is-
sued a stern warning to the
Malaysian public against taking
part in the peaceful protest against
the US-led war on Iraq in front of
the US embassy.

Bernama quoted Kamaruddin as
saying, “We will deploy our men
at the embassy and we will not
hesitate to take action if the organ-
isers of the gathering go ahead
with their plan.”

Despite the harsh police warning,
about 3,000 people thronged the
front of the US embassy in Kuala
Lumpur and around 300 showed
up at Komtar in Penang.

I joined the demonstration in
Kuala Lumpur. Before eleven that
morning when there was no sign
of riot police, dozens of peace ac-
tivists had already lined up right
in front of the embassy parading
their banners, placards and post-
ers in the various languages as
well as carrying flags of Malay-
sia, Iraq, keADILan, PAS, Parti

Socialis Malaysia and Parti
Rakyat Malaysia.

An incessant stream of peace-lov-
ers kept flocking to join in the anti-
war protest. In no time, the crowd
swelled to hundreds and finally
thousands. The atmosphere then
was like a carnival with the beat-
ing of drums, chanting of slogans,
singing of songs and motorists’
honking of support, reminding me
of those demonstrations I took
part in Hyde Park many years ago.

I was distributing the joint PRM-
keADILan anti-war statement in
high spirits on seeing so many
peace-loving people who were not
easily scared off by the unwar-
ranted police warning.

About half an hour later, the riot
police arrived. We were then

chased away as if we were about
to tear down the US embassy. We
complied and moved orderly over
to the other side of the road.

Police personnel armed with
shields and batons quickly
formed a barricade and put up a
show of protecting the embassy. If
we were indeed a bunch of vio-
lent protesters, the police action
would have been too late to save
it. By then, there was already a big
crowd.

The demonstration was organ-
ised by the Coalition Against the
War, Malaysia as part of a global
protest launched the same day in
more than 600 cities worldwide.
The coalition comprises non-gov-
ernmental organisations and op-
position political parties, includ-
ing Student Groups DEMA, Food
Not Bombs, SUARAM, JIM,
HAKAM, CDC, Alaigal, Sahabat

FOR PEACE - MALAYSIA

Defiant Protest
Police warnings fail to deter
KL antiwar protest

by Ang Hiok Gai
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Riot Police
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Wanita, WDC, PSM, keADILan,
PAS, DAP and PRM.

It is heartening to witness
Malaysians of all races coming
together with a group of foreign-
ers demonstrating at the em-
bassy to show solidarity with
the Iraqi people against the im-
minent war on Iraq.  It is great
that peace-loving Malaysians
have overcome their barriers of
languages and religions and
put aside their differences to
stand up united for peace and
humanity.

They chanted anti-war slogans
in English, Malay, Chinese and
Tamil.  A group of Chinese
Malaysian students chanted,
“Wo Men Bu Yao Zhan Zheng”
(We don’t want war). The Malay
and Indian Malaysian peace
activists picked up the slogan
happily. The Muslims, Chris-
tians, Hindus, Buddhists and
believers of other faiths were
able to stand up together and be
counted at the US embassy. The
spirit of national unity was felt
there and then.

If not because of the impending
NAM summit and because it
was a part of the global anti-war
demonstration, would the police
have tolerated the anti-war dem-
onstration outside the US em-
bassy that morning?  Since when
have the police begun to show
respect for the right of people to
peaceful assembly as enshrined
in the Malaysian Constitution?
On many occasions, the police
high-handedly and violently
dispersed well-meaning peace-
ful assemblies.

It was not without any police
harassment that morning, as re-
counted by the organisers. At
any rate, we are glad that we
successfully and peacefully reg-

istered our protest against war
and our love for peace and jus-
tice outside the US embassy that
morning.

If the police respect our consti-
tutional right to peaceful dem-
onstration, there is no question
of our not fully cooperating with
them.

After the leaders had finished
their speeches and the anti-war
declaration, hundreds pro-
ceeded to the KLCC to continue
the anti-war demonstration.

I happened to be part of that
crowd walking peacefully and
slowly towards the KLCC. As we
were approaching the KLCC
fountain, the police personnel
tried to block our way.

A keADILan members and I were
a few yards ahead of the anti-
war procession. A policeman
approached us and wanted to
take away our placards. We
walked away in different direc-
tions.

On seeing a group of policemen
coming at me, I turned back,
held fast onto the placard with
the words “No War” artistically
drawn on it and walked to-
wards the anti-war procession.
I could hear the policemen
shouting at me from behind.

I felt relieved when I was back
with the procession.  When the
policemen came at us from dif-
ferent directions, we sat down
on the grass ground. And there,
we began another session of
protest. We chanted slogans,
sang songs, recited poems and
made short speeches. Minutes
later, we heard the police siren
and the riot police came. We

were not frightened by the pres-
ence of riot police and kept on
protesting until about 1pm be-
fore leaving.

In that evening, Dr Mahathir
Mohamad was shown on TV
news saying he was against
demonstration but grudgingly
acknowledging and expressing
his support for the global anti-
war rallies. Sensing the nod
from Dr Mahathir, glimpses of
footage of that morning demon-
stration were also shown.

We are proud that we have over-
come our fear and exercised our
right to peacefully assemble out-
side the US embassy and the
KLCC to show our love for peace
and hatred for war. Definitely,
we are also proud to be associ-
ated with the biggest and broad-
est anti-war alliances around
the globe.

Nonetheless, it is a shame that
we could not have the peace of
mind to protest against war and
for peace in Malaysia in unison
with our counterparts world-
wide.

Peace, democracy and justice go
hand in hand. Only an undemo-
cratic and dictatorial regime
would constantly usurp the
people’s constitutional right to
peaceful assembly. Political ral-
lies have been banned by the un-
democratic BN regime. The po-
lice have even obstructed peace-
ful indoor gatherings.

The struggle for peace is the
struggle for democracy and jus-
tice as well.

Another Protest

Ang Hiok Gai is deputyAng Hiok Gai is deputyAng Hiok Gai is deputyAng Hiok Gai is deputyAng Hiok Gai is deputy
secretary-general of Partisecretary-general of Partisecretary-general of Partisecretary-general of Partisecretary-general of Parti
Rakyat Malaysia.Rakyat Malaysia.Rakyat Malaysia.Rakyat Malaysia.Rakyat Malaysia.
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his morning at the break
of dawn in Baghdad
(about 10.25 am
Malaysian time), the

Bush Administration launched
massive air and missile strikes
against Iraq. This was followed by
subsequent waves of bombings on
Baghdad and air and ground as-
saults into southern Iraq by both
American and British forces, sig-
nalling the initial phase of a war
promised by the US Defence Sec-
retary, to be of a scale “that has
never before been seen”. By so do-
ing, the US and Britain – two of
the most powerful nations on
earth — are unleashing hell-fire
on a small country whose popu-
lation is less than one-tenth that
of the US, and whose people have
already suffered 12 years of sanc-
tions imposed by the United Na-
tions following the Iraqi invasion
of Kuwait in 1991.

 Many principles are at stake in
this war. First, this war will result
in unnecessary killing and suffer-
ing of innocent Iraqi lives dis-
missed away by the US war-mon-
gers as ‘collateral damage’. The
United States, which had won
world wide sympathy following
the September 11 terrorist attack,
has done itself a great disservice,
and lost the moral authority nec-
essary to leadership, by launch-
ing a war of aggression, whose
magnitude in terms of material,
human and psychological dam-
age makes the carnage at the
World Trade Centre and the Pen-
tagon pale into insignificance.

While the September 11 incident
represents the height of terrorism
of non-state actors, the maiming,
murder and dispossession of the
Iraqi people that will result from
a war using the most sophisti-

cated missiles and the “mother of
all bombs” (MOAB) rained down
by the US and Britain, represents
the height of tyranny and state ter-
rorism in pursuit of oil and other
strategic interests. Nevertheless,
this unjust war is camouflaged in
the name of “defending world
peace, freedom, and democracy”,
and “in defence of” what Bush
and Blair claim as “our way of
life” against “rogue states” and
“extreme terrorism”.

Second, the war has been
launched without the approval of
the United Nations Security Coun-
cil, and is a flagrant violation of
international law and the UN
Charter that aspires to resolve in-
ternational conflicts through
peaceful means. It has been
launched despite the fact that the

MALAYSIANS AGAINST US INVASION

Cease All Military Hostilities
Convene an Emergency Session of the UN General Assembly

by Abdul Rahman Embong
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Mocking The UN
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UN weapons inspection team was
achieving positive results in its
authorised mission to disarm Iraq
through the inspection process.
The US and British action thus
makes a mockery of the United
Nations and violates the very prin-
ciples which the US, Britain and
the rest of the UN-member states
stand for.

Diplomacy and peaceful means
have failed not because the Iraqi
regime refused to cooperate, but
because the US as the sole super-
power in this unipolar world
chooses ‘the barrel of the gun’
rather than diplomacy as well as
political and moral persuasion to
resolve the impasse. This war sig-
nals the beginning of a new kind
of lawlessness in international re-
lations with the US and Britain as
the principal perpetrators of ille-
gality.

Third, this war is also against
the common desire of the over-
whelming majority of the UN-
member states and of the world’s
people including the American
and the British people who
want a peaceful settlement of the
Iraqi issue as well as a lasting
peace following the end of the
Cold War. If the unilateralism
shown by the US Administra-
tion in its handling of this issue
is the cornerstone of the new Pax
Americana, then the whole
world, particularly the small
and medium nations, have a lot
of rethinking and re-strategising
to do to ensure their national
security and survival in the New
World (Dis)Order. Whatever
one’s position regarding the
Saddam regime, it does not war-
rant nor does it justify any ex-
ternal power to invade the coun-
try to achieve regime change as
the matter is an internal affair
to be settled by the Iraqi people
themselves.

Fourth, the Bush-Blair argument
that this war has been launched
because of the Iraqi regime’s non-
compliance of a series of UN reso-
lutions demanding the destruc-
tion of its weapons of mass de-
struction reeks of double stand-
ards. The question to ask is:
Which states in the world have
large stocks of weapons of mass
murder and which ones stub-
bornly refuse to comply with the
UN resolutions?  Apart from the
US which has the largest arsenal
of such weapons, it is Israel, the
US’  closest ally in the Middle East,
that is armed to the teeth with le-
thal weapons of mass murder.
And it is Israel too which has vio-
lated with impunity a series of UN
resolutions over the Palestine is-
sue including its illegal occupa-
tion of the Palestinian territory.
Why don’t the US and British
forces act against the Israeli regime
for such non-compliance? The US-
led aggression against Iraq while
protecting Israel shows the gross
double standards practiced by the
sole superpower in pursuing its
agenda to subjugate Iraq, prop up
a pro-US regime, secure its rich
oilfields and occupy a strategic
position in the region.

This invasion marks a new twist
in the US global hegemonic de-
sign of pursuing the ‘Project for
the New American Century’
(PNAC) following its emergence
as the sole superpower. The war
will have devastating conse-
quences not only on Iraq, but also
on world peace and stability. It
will generate further chaos and
instability especially in the Mid-
dle East, throwing fuel into the
fiery cauldron of anti-American-
ism throughout the world, par-
ticularly in the Muslim world.

The US-led war of aggression
deals a lethal blow to the cam-
paign against terrorism as it will
promote a new wave of terrorism
and deep-seated hatred among
those who perceive themselves as
victims of aggression and injus-
tices perpetrated by the US and its
allies.

Together with all peace-loving
people in Malaysia and the world
over, we unreservedly condemn
this unjust war and urge the Bush
Administration and its allies to
immediately cease all military
hostilities. The US-led aggression
has once again put to the test the
UN as an international institution
to maintain world peace and in-
ternational law and order. It will
be failing in its responsibility if it
allows this intransigence by the
US and its allies to go unchecked
and if it does not effectively put
an immediate end to this sense-
less war.

The UN should convene an emer-
gency session of the General As-
sembly to deliberate on this issue,
put a swift end to the war, resume
weapons inspection, expedite hu-
manitarian assistance and partici-
pate in rebuilding Iraq as the vic-
tim of aggression.  The UN should
also urgently take up the task of
working out with member-states
the structure of the New Interna-
tional Order for the twenty first
century, and give substance to the
principles of peaceful co-exist-
ence, respect for sovereignty, non-
interference in each other’s af-
fairs,  equality, and mutual ben-
efit for all nations, big and small,
on this earth.

Double Standards

Fuel For The Fire

Datuk Professor AbdulDatuk Professor AbdulDatuk Professor AbdulDatuk Professor AbdulDatuk Professor Abdul
Rahman Embong is theRahman Embong is theRahman Embong is theRahman Embong is theRahman Embong is the
President of MalaysianPresident of MalaysianPresident of MalaysianPresident of MalaysianPresident of Malaysian
Social Science Association.Social Science Association.Social Science Association.Social Science Association.Social Science Association.
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place, and its potential conse-
quences for international rela-
tions.

The plans for Iraq, according to
David, were part of a wider proc-
ess of establishing a global strate-
gic order, which he referred to as
“Pax Americana”.

“Both the issue of weapons of
mass destruction and the issue of
regime change were very partial
explanations for why this war is

FOR PEACE - APA

“ W hy A War On Iraq
Concerns  Us Al l”
by APA Secretariat

AAAAA

Why A War On Iraq?

n audience of over 100
participated in the Asian
Peace Alliance (APA)-
sponsored public forum,

"Why a War on Iraq Concerns Us
All", held in Hong Kong on the
morning of Wednesday February
12, 2003. It was hoped that the
event would help encourage pub-
lic debate on the situation in Iraq
in Hong Kong, and address the
concerns of local people on the
issue.

The wide range of speakers in-
cluded APA Steering Committee
members Nighat Said Khan, of the
ASR Resource Centre for Women
in Lahore, MB Naqvi from the Pa-
kistan Peace Coalition, Herbert
Docena from Focus on the Global
South, and Rev. Fung Chi Wood
from the Hong Kong Committee
for Peace Not War.

The central question of the event,
“why does a war on Iraq concern
us all?”, was laid bare in the open-
ing session of the forum, moder-
ated by APA Steering Committee
member Jeannie Manipon of
ARENA. The session’s first pres-
entation was delivered by Kumar
David of the Hong Kong Polytech-
nic University, who presented
participants with an informative,
general summary of why a war
was being planned in the first

necessary,” David explained. “It
is not the war that is necessary,
really, it is the occupation of Iraq
by the Americans that they find
necessary… for oil, a keyword that
refers to resources, and, beyond
resources, refers to markets.”

Concurrent with this process, he
identified the failure of govern-
ments around the world, and es-
pecially in the Arab countries, to
effectively challenge the ambi-
tions of the US. These two points
in tandem made it increasingly
important, he stressed, for people
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countervailing force to US power
in the global state system on the
other hand. From this perspective,
the September 11 attack was a
godsend that consolidated do-
mestic support.”

The keynote address by Nighat
Said Khan also mentioned the
deeper politics behind US and
British actions towards Iraq as a
concern for people around the
world. Khan’s presentation used
Pakistan’s own recent history to
illustrate the hypocrisy of the
rhetoric coming from Washington
and London.

“When they supported General
Zia ul-Huq, who brought us
Islamisation, we had no human
rights, we had no civil rights, we
had no women’s rights. We had a
military dictatorship. But they
supported this general for 11
years.”

How could such a glaring hypoc-
risy be possible in the framework
of international law and its insti-
tutions? Michael C. Davis, a pro-
fessor of law at the Chinese Uni-
versity of Hong Kong and editor
of a forthcoming book on interna-
tional military intervention, ex-
plained that the parameters of in-
ternational law and the notion of
acceptability were, in fact, con-
stantly changing through prec-
edents set by power politics.

“Now suddenly we have a war
against Iraq, and under the UN
paradigm the general view is that
self-defence is a question only
when attack is imminent, not at
any time you see an enemy out
there. But with an expanded no-
tion of intervention under the hu-
manitarian idea, the Bush admin-
istration is in a very fluid environ-

Implications Of  War

to “stand on their own feet” and
not rely on their governments to
challenge war and militarism.

Such concerns were echoed by the
following speaker, Virginia
Raines, an American geopolitical
analyst living and working in
Shenzhen. Raines urged the fo-
rum’s participants to consider the
possible deeper political and eco-
nomic motivations for an inva-
sion.

“History is constantly being re-
written,” she said. “And there will
probably be a lot of time before we
find out what is really going on
behind the scenes.”

Concerns over these events “be-
hind the scenes”, the real
motivations for an invasion, and
their implications for people in
the world were also clearly ex-
pressed in the forum’s two key-
note addresses. One of these was
delivered by APA Steering Com-
mittee member Herbert Docena
from Focus on the Global South
on behalf of Walden Bello, who
was unable to attend the forum at
the last moment.

After giving a general description
of the strategic ambitions of the
US state around the world
throughout history, Bello’s pres-
entation went on to place the
‘Bush Doctrine’ specifically in its
own historical and political con-
text.

“Bush’s ideology is the product
of a unique structural conjuncture:
the consolidation of the civilian-
military defence establishment
that supposedly won the Cold
War as a dominant faction of the
US elite on the one hand, and the
disappearance of an effective

ment, and is now trying to argue
for something it calls ‘preemptive
self-defence’.”

Representatives from the diplo-
matic community were in attend-
ance to respond to the speakers’
presentations. Thivhilaeli
Makatu, acting consul-general of
South Africa, and Yousef Botros,
representing the Egyptian consu-
late, both took the opportunity to
thank APA for organising such an
important event, and to brief the
forum on their governments’
stance concerning Iraq. Both rep-
resentatives spoke of the disas-
trous consequences a war would
have for the African continent,
and Makatu in particular linked
this to a criticism of the hysteria
surrounding the US “war on ter-
rorism”.

“Not too long ago, Nelson
Mandela was described as a ter-
rorist,” he said.

The closing session of the forum
was moderated by Rasti Delizo,
APA Steering Committee member
and head of the General Secre-
tariat of Peace Camp in the Phil-
ippines. This session saw a
number of speakers make the link
between the situation in Iraq and
life in Hong Kong. APA Steering
Committee member Rev. Fung Chi
Wood, from the local anti-war
group Committee for Peace Not
War referred back to Hong Kong’s
own experiences with war.

“Many people in Hong Kong suf-
fered in the Second World War, if
they are old enough. My mother,
for example. Or people have been
told by their grandparents how
pitiful it is and how much suffer-
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bordering countries will try to
close their borders, unable to cope
with the flood.”

Turning to Hong Kong, Chong
noted that although the SAR had
a reputation for being politically
apathetic, the vast majority of peo-
ple he had talked to had strong
opinions against a war on Iraq.

Khan concluded her presentation
by linking the definition of peace
to wider notions of human rights
and women’s rights around the
world. This was a point echoed
by MB Naqvi, who said that con-
cern in Asia over a war on Iraq
should be channelled into greater
regional cooperation in support of
peace in the region.

“My creed is human rights…” he
said. ““We Asians ought to be talk-
ing about cooperation, security,
and human rights among our-
selves. Asians particularly, be-
cause this is going to be the center
of world politics, defining ele-
ments in international politics in
the next couple of decades.”

Both Bello and Khan addressed
the challenges faced by the anti-
war movement. Bello explained
that the greatest challenge lay in
the movement understanding its
own role. According to Bello, a
global civil society anti-war move-
ment would be most effective if it
aimed at destroying the legitimacy
of American power by laying bare
its “lies, inconsistencies, and bru-
talities”. This, he said, should be
the focus of the peace movement’s
organising efforts.

One of the forum’s final speakers,

ing one faces during war.”

A stark reminder of the similar
fear and suffering that must cur-
rently exist inside Iraq was pro-
vided through an intervention
from the floor by Mr Ng, a jour-
nalist from Hong Kong’s Cable
TV station who had recently re-
turned from Baghdad. His per-
sonal accounts of life on the
ground in Baghdad were a rarity
for a Hong Kong event, and en-
riched the discussion.

“One day I was walking in down-
town Baghdad,” recalled Ng,
“And I saw people renewing their
homes, painting the walls with
new colours. And I was just won-
dering why people are still doing
this because the war is so immi-
nent… I was thinking that if there
was an imminent war threat
against Hong Kong, there would
be no people investing any money
on renewing their homes, not to
mention there would be a mass
exodus. But that is Iraq, that is
Iraqi people, they are so brave,
they are prepared for what will
happen.”

Chong Chan Yau, Executive Di-
rector of Oxfam Hong Kong, fol-
lowed this up with a more detailed
description of the humanitarian
situation inside Iraq, and pre-
dicted a nightmare for the coun-
try’s population in the event of
war.

“No one can believe that the vul-
nerable populations in the coun-
try will not suffer from starvation,
and internal displacement and
refugees moving to the borders
will be in great number. We esti-
mate that there will be 900,000
refugees moving to the border of
Iran alone, and we expect that

Challenges For The
Peace Movement

Mohammed Jawwadullah Shah,
described the feelings of Hong
Kong’s Muslim community. Shah
linked their fears to a perceived
worldwide repression of Arab
and Muslim peoples. While such
a perception was understandable,
he said, he urged all people in
Hong Kong to look beyond reli-
gious boundaries and realise the
importance of the issue, and the
strength of international solidar-
ity.

“It’s not just about Islam, it’s not
just about the Muslims,” he ex-
plained. “We are all concerned
with this issue. It’s a global issue,
right? It’s about controlling our
very existence, and this we can-
not allow… If we look at what’s
going on in the world today, there
are massive demonstrations, we
are all speaking against this to-
gether. And we must continue to
speak against this.”

The forum concluded on a simi-
larly positive note. MB Naqvi
made it clear to the audience that
they, in fact, have the power to
change the bleak situation in the
world.

“While I have advocated here this
morning a dialogue among the
states, the real dialogue should be
among the people… We have to
be conscious of setting our own
houses in order, democratically.
And there has to be an element of
understanding and peace
through the states, originating in
the popular awareness and ef-
fort.”

Disseminating information and
encouraging public discussion
through such means as public fo-
rums is an important means of
increasing popular awareness.q
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Solidarity message for the international day of
protest against the US’ war on Iraq

The Asian Peace Alliance, a broad
regional network of organisations
and movements working for
peace, joins the rest of the world
in observing the International Day
of Protest against the United
States’ War on Iraq.

For this is not just a war on Iraq.
In country after country, over-
whelming majorities of the people
are against the war. A global anti-
war movement is rising up in an
unprecedented pace and scale.
The much-vaunted trans-Atlantic
alliance is collapsing under the
strain of the worst crisis ever faced
by the US and its erstwhile allies.
But the US could not care less. It
will go to war even if it goes alone.
This, then, is not a war against
Saddam. This, then, is not a war
against terror. This is a war
against the rest of the world.

And today, all those opposed to
the war around the world comes
together to say no. Today, the
world comes together for peace.

The US can have the most power-
ful and most expensive military
in the world. It can have the most
cutting-edge killing machines. It
can have a coalition of conniving
regimes on its flank or in its pock-
ets. But it will not have the most
important weapon of all, more
powerful than any weapon of
mass destruction. It will not have
legitimacy in its actions.

The US can exaggerate its own

A Wo r l d  S a y s  ‘ N o ’

intelligence reports, use plagia-
rised dossiers, fabricate evidence,
resort to illogical reasoning, or
arrive at misleading conclusions.
But they still do notand will never
haveany justification for raining
bombs on Baghdad.

This war is not about democracy:
direct US support has been the
reason why the most brutal of ty-
rants have survived. This war is
not about protecting the world
from weapons of mass destruc-
tion: the US has the biggest arse-
nal of nuclear bombs of all. This
is not a war against terror: if “ter-
rorism” is the use of force to ter-
rorise people for achieving politi-
cal ends, then the US, with this
war on Iraq and its rich history of
aggression, are the worst terror-
ists of all. The US cannot find
“smoking guns” on Iraq because
they are already holding them in
their hands.

Today, as the world marches to-
gether for peace, Asia will be in
the frontlines. It will be there be-
cause it knows all too painfully
well how it has been like to be Iraq.
The people of Asia know first-
hand how it is like to be ravaged
by war. It is not a fate it wishes to
share with the innocent people of
Iraq whose men, women, and chil-
dren will suffer most from this
war.

The first Gulf War and the eco-
nomic sanctions that followed
have already directly and indi-

rectly killed more than a million
people, according to the United
Nations and the US Census Bu-
reau. This next one, if we fail to
stop it will be even worse. The US
battle strategy calls for the launch-
ing of 800 bombs on Iraq during
the first two days of war — this
will be more than all the bombs
launched during the entire first
Gulf War. The United Nations es-
timates that hundreds of thou-
sands of already suffering and
destitute Iraqis will be killed and
rendered homeless. More are ex-
pected to die in the months and
years after as a result of contami-
nation of depleted uranium, poor
health service, and severe starva-
tion.

Today, the world comes together
to stand up for the victims of brute
power and raw force.

We call on all Asians and the rest
of the world to come to the defence
of these hundreds and thousands
of Iraqi civilians who may be
killed in the war. It is their lives
that are on the line.

We call on the Asian governments
not to support the war, whether
by lending moral justification to
it or by allowing their land and
resources to be used for it.

We call on France, China, and
Russia to veto any resolution that
sanctions the war. We call on Ger-
many and other governments de-
fying the United States not to
waver under intense pressure.

We call on the people to resist. We
call on the people to prevail.

Steering Committee
ASIAN PEACE ALLIANCE

14 February 2002
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Mama, where are these killer birds from?

From far away, my love.

Mama, why do they come so many times?

They want to kill all of us, perhaps.

Why Mama?

I don't know, love; they are at war with us.

But they've killed Grandpa and Grandma
and my friends, the cats, the flowers and the trees...
they've done nothing wrong...

I know, my love, they were killed, but
not because they've done anything wrong.

Then , why, why, why, Mama?

Simply because they were here.

Mama, I am sick, hungry and thirsty...

Yes, love, I know. We are all sick, hungry and thirsty.
They have destroyed our water, our food, our baby milk powder,
our hospitals and clinics, our doctors and nurses...

They have also destroyed my school, Mama.

Yes, love, and our mosque, our house, and Tony's church...
their thunder and lightning have covered up the Sun
with smoke, noise and blood... and fire and fury...

Can't we go away from this heap of bricks, Mama?

No, love, the roads are blocked by debris and rubble,
and they've killed the buses, taxis and lorries.

My Gulf War Impressions,
Aaron Xavier, aged 9

Sing to us, Mama...
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Mama, where is Papa?

He has gone to fight the killer birds.

Will he come back to us soon, Mama?

I don't know. I hope so. Be a brave girl.

I miss Papa, Mama.

Yes, I know, for I miss him too.
Now, be a good girl, give some water to baby brother,
for my breasts are dry.

Mama, Mama, the killer birds are roaring in again!

Be brave, my love, be brave...

Mama, Mama, the giant firecrackers are here!

They are giant bombs and rockets.

They are coming, Mama! They are exploding!

Be brave, be brave, my little girl.

Mama, I'm scared.

Lovely, take your baby brother to a safer place
after the killer birds have flown away.

And you, Mama?
What about you?
I'm scared, Mama.
Mama! Mama! Mama
Don't die, Mama!
Don't leave us alone, Mama!
Speak to us, Mama, so that we may cry together.
Mama! Mama! Mama! Mama!

Fan Yew TengFan Yew TengFan Yew TengFan Yew TengFan Yew Teng
9 March 19919 March 19919 March 19919 March 19919 March 1991
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FOR PEACE - ASIA

17 Feb 2003

In New Delhi, a demonstration
against war in Iraq took place on
the 10th of February as part of the
local and international anti-war
effort. A diverse range of groups,
including Left parties, NGOs, in-
tellectuals and others organised
the event, which saw around
7,000 people participate, carrying
placards against US and British
imperialism and banners for
peace. The demonstration was not
given permission to protest out-
side the American Centre in New
Delhi, so participants settled on
gathering at a location close by.

On the 15th of February, a vigil
was held at the memorial of Ma-
hatma Gandhi to continue the
protests and counter false US
propaganda against Iraq.  APA
India was one of the many groups
that supported these initiatives.

by Anuradha Chenoy
Asian Regional Exchange

For New Alternatives

19 Feb 2003

February 15 saw rallies take place
all over Pakistan, in towns and
cities large and small. People of
all ages, the old and the young,
children and women, partici-
pated in protests against the
American threat of war on Iraq.
Among the many organisations

I n d i a

Report From APA Members

P a k i s t a n

taking part in the rally held in
Karachi were the Pakistan Peace
Coalition, Pak-India Peoples Fo-
rum for Peace and Democracy, Pen
for Peace, Women Action Forum,
Aurat Foundation, Progressive
Writers Association, Human
Rights Commission of Pakistan,
Karachi Union of Journalists, As-
sociation of Peoples of Asia,
PILER, National Workers Party,
Labour Party Pakistan and Com-
munist Party of Pakistan.  Repre-
sentatives of trade unions, stu-
dents, lawyers, doctors and writ-
ers organisations also partici-
pated in the Karachi event.  The
rally marched through Saddar,
the city’s busiest shopping district
where shopkeepers and the gen-
eral public nodded their approval
at the anti-war, anti-Bush-Blair,
pro-peace slogans raised by the
rally’s participants and written on
the placards and banners.  Paki-
stan’s national newspapers gave
wide coverage of the rallies.

At the conclusion of the rally, a
committee called “Citizens Com-
mittee Against War” was formed
to continue the campaign against
US war threat to Iraq.

In terms of future plans, it was
decided that a bigger rally would
be organised on Saturday 28th
February. If the US attacks Iraq,
then citizens will be called upon
to assemble in large numbers the
next day at the Karachi Press Club
in a major anti-war rally.  Mean-
while, thousands of leaflets are to
be distributed in the city, along-
side posters in different localities

condemning the American threat
of war.

by M B Naqvi
Pakistan Peace Coalition

19 Feb 2003

An estimated 2,500 people partici-
pated in the Global Day of Action
held in Manila on February 14 and
organised by three peace coali-
tions in the PhilippinesGathering
for Peace, RESIST, and Peace
Camp.

The participants gathered in the
Malate Park (Rajah Soliman),
which is the business-entertain-
ment center of Manila. The pro-
gramme began at 3:00 PM, and
included a number of speakers.
Former Senator Wigberto E.
Tañada, Lead Convenor of Gath-
ering for Peace, spoke on behalf of
the organisers, and warned of the
impending US-led war against
Iraq, particularly its consequences
for the lives and properties of peo-
ple in the country. Tañada also
warned that a war would cause
tremendous damage to the
economy and environment of
many countries.

Jimmy Regalario, RESIST Chair-
person, followed by lambasting
US President George W. Bush for
his greed for oil, identifying this
as the main reason for the current
crisis in Iraq and in the Middle
East. Also among the speakers
was Roland Simbulan, Co-Con-

P h i l i p p i n e s
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venor of the Gathering for Peace
and Vice-Chancellor of the Uni-
versity of the Philippines  Manila
Campus, who read a Unity State-
ment issued by the organisers.

After the short programme, a
march to the US Embassy in
Roxas Boulevard was held. Par-
ticipants included people from
the Philippine peace movement,
women, labour, farmers, envi-
ronmentalists, non-government
organisations, church and the
academe.  Some of the organisa-
tions represented were Alab-
Katipunan, Bukluran sa
Ikauunlad ng Sosyalistang Isip
at Gawa (BISIG), Akbayan (Citi-
zen’s Action Party), Mindanao
People’s Caucus (MPC), Gaston
Z. Ortigas Peace Institute
(GZOPI), SANLAKAS, Philip-
pine Greens, Bikers for Peace,
KAISAKA (Pagkakaisa ng
Kababaihan para sa Inang
Bayan), Kilusan para sa
Pambansang Demokrasya
(KPD), and the Philippine Ru-
ral Reconstruction Movement
(PRRM).

by Concepcion Asis
Philippine Rural

Reconstruction Movement

24 Feb 2003

In Korea, many anti-war cam-
paigns and demonstrations have
been initiated not only by peace
groups, but also individual young
people, connecting with each
other and spontaneously organ-
ising.  Media such as the Internet
have been used very effectively by
young people to gather their
voices against war in diverse and
creative ways.

On the February 15 Global Day
of Action, more than 5,000 peo-

ple demonstrated across Korea.
In Seoul, a large anti-war event
began at 3:00 PM at Daehakro
(the College Street) with a pro-
gramme of diverse cultural per-
formances, including a perform-
ance of anti-war songs and
dances by mothers and children
organised by APA member
Women Making Peace.
Speeches were also given, in-
cluding one by three young peo-
ple who were about to leave for
Iraq to join the Iraq Peace Team.
In other speeches, links were
made between the Bush admin-
istration’s attack on Iraq and a
possible attack on North Korea.
A number of young parents with
their children attended the
event, and they expressed their
strong objections to the impend-
ing war on Iraq.

The demonstrators then held a
peace march to Kwaghwamoon,
close to where the US embassy is
located, and where candle light
vigils against US militarism have
been held since early December
last year.  There were a number of
participants from Egypt, Iran,
Bangladesh, Canada, the US, and
the Philippines among the march-
ers.  Upon reaching Kwaghwa-
moon, a candlelight vigil was
held which lasted until 10 o’clock
at night.

Korean peace groups, including
APA member organisations, will
conduct a week-long anti-war
campaign from February 24 to
March 1, called “People’s Ac-
tion for Autonomy and Peace.”
There will be public forums, cul-
tural performances, and other
activities expressing a strong
voice against the US war on Iraq,
and for peace on the Korean pe-
ninsula.

by Jeongsoo Kim
Women Making Peace

K o r e a

7 March 2003

At around 3:00 PM on February
15, hundreds of protesters trooped
to the Edinburgh Place outside the
City Hall in Central,Hong Kongto
join the global day of action
against the war on Iraq.  Swelling
to more than a thousand people,
the huge rally, which reverberated
with anti-war songs, perform-
ances and speeches, attracted the
public’s attention to the growing
anti-war sentiment in apolitical
Hong Kong.

Rasti Delizo of Peace Camp (Phil-
ippines) spoke on behalf of APA
and read the APA Steering Com-
mittee’s solidarity message to the
angry but jubilant crowd.  The
demonstrators, carrying placards
and chanting slogans, “No blood
for oil,” “Drop Bush, Not Bombs”
and “We Want Peace in the Mid-
dle East” marched from the City
Hall to the US and British Consu-
lates. A joint statement (reprinted
below) was read out to representa-
tives of the two consulates, who
then accepted copies on behalf of
their governments.

In Hong Kong, where debate on
regional peace and security issues
can often seem very muted, the
presence of over 1,000 people at
Hong Kong’s February 15 rally
suggests that public awareness on
these issues already exists, and
that continued efforts at organis-
ing could effectively mobilise the
city’s peace-loving majority. Ef-
forts are certainly being made by
local activist groups and NGOs,
in preparation for another rally,
which is to be held on March 15.
An update on these efforts and the
rally will follow in the next
Newsbriefs!

by ARENA Staff

Hong Kong
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n the new film version of
The Quiet American, a
photographer races into
a plaza in downtown

Saigon, rather puzzling jaded
British reporter Thomas Fowler
(Michael Caine). Moments later, a
car bomb strews shattered bodies
and vehicles around the plaza.
We hear another bomb explode
nearby. Then we see the suppos-
edly innocent American, Alden
Pyle (Brendan Fraser), ordering
the photographer to focus on
dead bodies and the most hide-
ously wounded survivors.

Moviegoers familiar with Graham
Greene’s novel may wonder why
director Philip Noyce is taking
such liberties with this crucial
scene. Why insert a photographer?
Isn’t adding a second bomb a bit
of cinematic overkill? And
where’s the novel’s dazed, con-
fused Alden Pyle, stumbling with
his impenetrable American inno-
cence through the carnage he
didn’t really intend to cause?

But this scene, like other twists in
the film, actually moves deeper
into what Greene discovered in
the early 1950s about the figure
he called The Quiet American —
charmingly boyish, impregnably
armoured in ignorance, right-
eousness, and good intentions,
dedicated to replicating America
around the world, preaching de-

mocracy and spewing bombs in
Vietnam. It also moves The Quiet
American into the twenty-first cen-
tury, with piercing relevance to the
“War on Terror.”

“Reds’ Time Bombs Rip Saigon
Center” blared a headline in The
New York Times of January 10,
1952. Written by Tillman Durdin,
a Times reporter in Saigon work-
ing in tight collaboration with the
CIA, the story called the bombing
“one of the most spectacular and
destructive single incidents in the
long history of revolutionary ter-
rorism” carried out by “agents
here of the Vietminh.” A blood-

chilling photo of the carnage ap-
peared as “Picture of the Week”
in the January 28 LIFE magazine,
with a caption that asked people
to focus on the most gruesome re-
sults of this terrorism by the “Viet
Minh Communists”: “The bomb
blew the legs from under the man
in the foreground and left him,
bloody and dazed, propped up on
the tile sidewalk.” The bombing
certainly came at a convenient
time for the warhawks, including
LIFE, whose previous week’s lead
editorial, “Indo-China Is in Dan-
ger,” was a near panicky call for
major U.S.  participation in the Vi-
etnam war (which the French
were still fighting, with U.S. as-
sistance), because “It’s all one war,

FILM REVIEW

By The Bombs’ Early Light;  Or,
The Quiet  American’s  War On Terror
by H. Bruce Franklin

IIIII
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and our war, whether the front be
in Europe, Korea, or Indo-China.”

Graham Greene, who was then
wintering in Saigon, wondered
how LIFE happened to have a
photographer on the scene, as he
explained in his 1980 memoir,
Ways of Escape: “The Life photog-
rapher at the moment of the ex-
plosion was so well placed that
he was able to take an astonish-
ing and horrifying photograph
which showed the body of a
trishaw driver still upright after
his legs had been blown off.”
“This photograph was repro-
duced in an American propa-
ganda magazine published in
Manila over the caption ‘The
work of Ho Chi Minh,’” Greene
continued, despite the fact that
General Trinh Minh Thé, a war-
lord masquerading as Vietnam’s
saviour from colonialism and
communism, “had promptly
claimed the bomb as his own.”
“Who,” Greene pondered, “had
supplied the material” to this
“bandit”?

A few months after this bombing
and a series of bicycle bombs set
off later in January by Thé’s
agents, Greene began writing his
answer in The Quiet American.
During the Vietnam War and its
sequels, the novel became rou-
tinely labelled “prophetic.” But
what Greene was trying to tell us
half a century now seems to bor-
der on sedition, as our govern-
ment implements the President’s
declaration, “Either you are with
us, or you are with the terrorists.”
Indeed, The Quiet American has
become so subversive that
Miramax tried to deep-six its
movie after 9/11 (it was originally
set for a 2001 release), until
Michael Caine forced a two-week

run in December 2002 and a wider
opening in early 2003.  So now
Greene’s exposé of the U.S.  machi-
nations for imperial war in South-
east Asia in the early 1950s reap-
pears amid the machinations for
imperial war in Southwest Asia
and the Mideast.

When Greene, a veteran of British
intelligence, used his contacts in
French security services to inves-
tigate the Saigon bombings of
January 1952, he discovered a
U.S. campaign to create a “Third
Force,” opposed to both Commu-
nism and colonialism and de-
signed to evolve into a U.S.-
backed “democracy” in Vietnam.
Any resemblance to recent events
in Afghanistan and Iraq is hardly
coincidental. The hotbed of U.S.
Third Force activities was the Eco-
nomic Aid Mission, headed by
someone French commanding
General Jean De Lattre called “the
most dangerous man in
Indochina.” Greene himself had
been ardently sermonised about
the wonders of Third Force “de-
mocracy” by a boyish, enthusias-
tic member of the Economic Aid
Mission, a likeable young man
who, according to Greene, was the
original model for Alden Pyle.

By the time The Quiet American
was published in 1955, Ameri-
ca’s Third Force democracy had
actually been institutionalised in
Saigon in the person of the brutal
puppet dictator Ngo Dinh Diem,
a former New Jersey resident who
claimed to be the legitimate ruler
of the entire country of Vietnam.
(No government in either Saigon
or Hanoi ever recognised the U.S.
invention of two separate coun-
tries called “South Vietnam” and

“North Vietnam.”) To prepare for
Diem’s insertion into Vietnam,
C.I.A. operative Colonel Edward
Lansdale arrived on June 1, 1954,
in the midst of the Geneva peace
negotiations, to launch a system-
atic campaign of sabotage and ter-
ror in the north and to supply a
military force for Diem to gain
control of Saigon.  Building on the
C.I.A. contacts that Greene had
earlier discovered, Lansdale em-
ployed terrorist warlord General
Trinh Minh Thé to secure the city,
an event prefigured in the movie
by a scene of Thé marching with
his troops into Saigon. Like the
warlords of the Afghan “North-
ern Alliance,” Thé was paid by the
C.I.A., and, like the gentlemen
Washington is preparing to rule
post-war Iraq, was called by his
U.S. patrons a “dissident” and a
“nationalist.”

Especially since Lansdale’s cov-
ert activities were revealed in his
Top-Secret reports included in the
Pentagon Papers, most commen-
tators on the novel have assumed
that he must have been the model
for the Quiet American, some-
thing denied repeatedly by
Greene. The debates about which
particular U.S. agent was the pri-
mary model for the Quiet Ameri-
can miss the main point: Greene’s
Quiet American is just one avatar
of an archetypal American terror-
ist. For example, in the late 1980s,
whenever I asked my “Vietnam
and America” class whom they
saw in their mind’s eye when they
tried to picture Alden Pyle, a vir-
tual chorus would respond
“Oliver North.”

The movie incorporates elements
of our Lansdales and Norths into
its Alden Pyle. And it assumes
that we may know what the nov-

CIA & The Third Force
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el’s audience—and even its au-
thor—could not have known: the
results of their acts. The carnage
in the plaza thus becomes a syn-
ecdoche for the millions of victims
of the U.S. war in Southeast Asia
and the many other millions
slaughtered, crippled, impover-
ished, and terrorised by the sub-
sequent U.S. covert and overt
wars for “democracy” in Chile,
Cuba, Angola, Grenada, El Salva-
dor, Panama, Afghanistan, Gua-
temala, Nicaragua, Somalia, and
Iraq, to name a few.

Whether or not Greene wrote
Lansdale into his novel,
Lansdale wrote Greene into the
next version of The Quiet Ameri-
can, the 1958 film directed by
Joseph Mankiewicz. Just as the
C.I.A. in 1952 had orchestrated
terrorist bombings in Saigon to
incite a U.S. war in Vietnam, the
C.I.A. and several of its front or-
ganisations used the 1958 film
to resurrect those bombings,
blame the Communists once
again, build support for Diem’s
dictatorship, and savage Greene
personally as the archetypal “in-
tellectual” Communist dupe
who menaced the democracy
that America had built in Viet-
nam.

In March 1956, shortly after
Mankiewicz bought the film rights
to The Quiet American, Lansdale
wrote to the director from his Sai-
gon operations headquarters and,
showing his skills as a former ad-
vertising executive, explained
how to turn the novel into an as-
sault on Greene and an advertise-
ment for Diem. Although
Lansdale acknowledged that
Trinh Minh Thé had done the

bombing and claimed credit for it
in a radio broadcast, he assured
Mankiewicz that no “more than
one or two Vietnamese now alive
know the real truth of the matter,
and they certainly aren’t going to
tell it to anyone,” so he should
“just go ahead and let it be finally
revealed that the Communists did
it after all, even to faking the radio
broadcast.”

Mankiewicz cast Audie
Murphy, the most decorated U.S.
soldier of World War II, as “The
American” (he has no other
name in the film), got one of
Diem’s henchmen to organise
the on-location shooting, dedi-
cated the film to Diem, and ar-
ranged for the first screenings to
be benefits for one of Diem’s
main sponsors, the International
Rescue Committee. “The Ameri-
can” is completely innocent and
thoroughly heroic. In the car-
bomb scene, it is not he but
Fowler (Michael Redgrave) who
is unmasked. The American ar-
rives with medical equipment in
a “United States Christian Mis-
sion” truck (the movie makes
Murphy closely resemble Tom
Dooley) to care for the wounded.
When Fowler, who has been
duped by the Communists,
stands amid the carnage hys-
terically accusing him of in-
volvement in the bombing, The
American, fuming with right-
eous indignation, shouts, “For
once in your life, why don’t you
just shut up and help some-
body?”

Later, The American tries one last
time to convince Fowler of the
righteous destiny of the demo-
cratic Third Force. “I met a very

prominent Vietnamese living in
exile in New Jersey,” he earnestly
explains. “If all goes well, if Viet-
nam becomes an independent re-
public, this man will be its leader.”
This was, of course, the man actu-
ally reigning in Saigon in 1958,
five years before another covert
U.S. plot arranged his murder.

The terrorist bombs, according
to the 1958 movie, have been set
off by the Communists so that
they can trick Fowler into help-
ing them murder both the Ameri-
can and his vision of Third
Force democracy. “It was the
idea that had to be murdered,”
French police inspector Vigot
tells Fowler. “To help assassi-
nate the idea,” Vigot explains,
the Communists needed some-
one “gifted in the use of words,”
someone who would substitute
“a work of fiction, an entertain-
ment” for reality.  As Fowler re-
alises how he has been used by
the insidious Communists, he is
reduced to a writhing, loath-
some, and self-loathing stand-
in for Graham Greene.

But now the tables are turned
once more by the current film,
which transforms that
Lansdale-Mankiewicz fiction
into a subtext, framing many
scenes with similar composition
while exposing the earlier film
as a continuation of the 1952
U.S. terrorist conspiracy. Ironi-
cally, delaying the wide release
of The Quiet American has added
deeper layers of meaning, be-
cause in 2003 we understand
even more about how terrorism
can be used as a pretext for war,
and who uses it.

Source: Originally published in The
Nation, February 3, 2003.

Killing The Idea

Assault On Greene
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After so many poems
protest marches

in so many places
nothing changes

the bitter wind hisses
the rain spits

but the caravan of horrors
rumbles on . . .

Politicians still lie:
preaching peace & prosperity
while factories grind out
armaments and poverty.

The media anaesthetises:
blood & begging-bowl eyes
come in the same package
as Beaujolais & Cardin ties.

And our children still die
in desolate burnt-out places
mown down by bullets
hunger and ravaging diseases.

After so many poems
protests marches

in so many places
nothing changes

the bitter wind hisses
the rain spits

but the caravan of horrors
rumbles on .. .

- Cecil Rajendra
January 1991

And so
with bombs
bullets
they ploughed
our land
from the skies;
sowed the seed
of death;
irrigated
our fields
with tears;
harvested
the corpses
of our children.

Freeing us
from the hoof
of the devil
they delivered
us into
the claw
of the vulture.

How to tell
liberator
from dictator
when both
bathe
in the blood
of innocents ...

- Cecil Rajendra
March 1993

NO CHANGE L I B E R A T O R S ?

1991 Vol.11(1)



Aliran Monthly : Vol.23(2) Page 38

It is a matter of grave concern
to us in Aliran that world opin-
ion and the international ap-
peal for peace and patience
have not been respected.  It is
appalling that the worldwide
protests to register abhorrence
for war by millions of people
across the globe has been com-
pletely dismissed. America
has clearly scoffed at  world
opinion.

The attack against Iraq
launched today by America,
Britain and Australia has se-
rious implications for the free
world and international rela-
tions.

What this means is that inter-
national law and order has
been defied and denigrated.
The UN’s authority has been
crippled and the UN itself has
been rendered impotent. It
means that might has tram-

Vatican, whoever decides
that all peaceful means un-
der international law has
been exhausted is assuming
a grave responsibility before
God, his conscience and be-
fore history.

Like any war, whatever the
reason and however justified,
this present conflict will only
inflict untold misery and hor-
ror on innocent and defence-
less people. The catastrophe
that will rain on these poor
people will live to haunt us,
the living, forever.

Aliran condemns this wanton
reign of terror by the mightiest
nation on earth, which is us-
ing the most sophisticated
weapons to terrorise innocent
and defenceless people.

Executive Committee
20 March 2003

Peace Was Not Given A Chance!

pled upon morality. It means that
peace was never given a chance
to prevail.

Twelve years ago, Aliran pro-
duced a book in cooperation with
Gerak Damai and Forum in connec-
tion with the first Gulf War enti-
tled Whose War? What Peace?Whose War? What Peace?Whose War? What Peace?Whose War? What Peace?Whose War? What Peace?
This question is still relevant to-
day and we repeat that question
in connection with the second
Gulf War: Whose War? WhatWhose War? WhatWhose War? WhatWhose War? WhatWhose War? What
Peace?Peace?Peace?Peace?Peace?

It is difficult to fathom why this
attack could not have been de-
layed since the monitoring au-
thority of the UN had confirmed
better cooperation from Iraq and
that they were making headway
in their investigation. Peace
should have been given that
chance to work things out.

This act of madness will not go
unheeded. To paraphrase the

World opinion and international appeal for peace and patience
have not been respected

The Aliran 25th Anniversary Celebration Dinner will be held on 24 May
2003 (Saturday) at the Che Hoon Kor Moral Uplifting Society Hall, 360
Macalister Road, Penang, at 7.30 pm.  Chinese Halal food will be served.

A special treat will be a performance by the Instant Cafe Theatre Production.

Members, Subcribers and Friends of Aliran are encouraged to attend this
function and make it a success.

Please contact the Aliran office (04-6585 251) for further information.

Aliran 25th Anniversary Celebration DinnerAliran 25th Anniversary Celebration DinnerAliran 25th Anniversary Celebration DinnerAliran 25th Anniversary Celebration DinnerAliran 25th Anniversary Celebration Dinner

Justice
Freedom
Solidarity
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not allow ourselves to be immu-
nised into confusing actuality
with cyberspace.

An intense public-relations war is
being waged in America to gar-
ner patriotism and fan war fer-
vour, and language is a key
weapon. And yet, as scholars of
public discourse and the dissemi-
nation of propaganda will tell us,
language has a strange way of
subverting the hegemonic power’s
hopes. How? Because language is
fascinatingly fluid, mobile and
transformative and in the uncon-
trollable realm of everyday usage,
some people (not necesarily the
highly educated) can and will
question, debate and even disa-
gree with propaganda daily fed
to them.

It was the cynic-romantic,
George Orwell, who sadly con-
cluded that the innate decency
of people is seldon brought into
the corridors of power. I beg to
differ. I prefer to err on the side
of the hopelessly romantic and
say that people can collectively
affect the course of world events
and so prevent or at least delay
violence. Massive outpourings
of anti-war feelings cannot be
dicounted. And even if war is
inevitable, many people glo-
bally have shown that Ameri-
ca’s rhetorical battle to win
hearts and minds has not been
won.

(Wong Soak Koon(Wong Soak Koon(Wong Soak Koon(Wong Soak Koon(Wong Soak Koon
teaches Comparativeteaches Comparativeteaches Comparativeteaches Comparativeteaches Comparative
Literature in UniversitiLiterature in UniversitiLiterature in UniversitiLiterature in UniversitiLiterature in Universiti
Sains Malaysia).Sains Malaysia).Sains Malaysia).Sains Malaysia).Sains Malaysia).
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THE LANGUAGE OF THE HEGEMON   Continued from page 40

Get a copy of this collection of articles on the 1991 Gulf War.
Only RM5 (postage inclusive). Limited copies available.
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s a teacher of language,
what interests me in the
Iraq-US confrontation is
the way words, dis-

courses are manipulated by the
United States and its allies to win
hearts and minds in a heated rhe-
torical war. To me, the significance
of this rhetoric extends beyond the
US-Iraq confrontation.  The ideo-
logical impetus of the words is
more alarming as it shakes the
foundations of international law.

This is the language of the he-
gemon (in this case, America,
which sees itself as indisputable
Leader of the world). This kind of
language usage is therefore uni-
tary: it brooks no argument and
allows no other perspective.  The
use of the word “rogue states”, for
example, begs the questions: Who
decides on who the “rogues” are?
Similarly, who decides on the “he-
roes”?  In the nightmarish, surreal
landscape of geopolitics and
realpolitics, a “hero” (or, an ally)
today can tomorrow be a “rogue”
and find his portrait hung among
those to be neutralised, deposed,
even destroyed. Was not Saddam
himself at one time in the gallery
of the accepted, even the courted?

Geopolitics and realpolitics can-
not encourage such flashbacks or
it can be simply argued that a
“hero” has metamorphosed into

a “rogue”. But the fact remains
that the power to christian some-
one a “rogue” rests with the
hegemonic power and it will do
so readily when its geopolitical
purposes require such a naming.
In any case, binary thinking
(ie.black and white thinking)
about “heroes” and “rogues” is
always prevalent in imperialistic
and neo-imperialistic times. It ties
in with demonisation of the ad-
versary (i.e. thinking of the enemy
as monstrous and somehow non-
human). By contrast the
hegemonic power sees itself as
heroic defender of the Good and
the Right defined according to its
purposes.

The adjective “pre-emptive” in
“pre-emptive action” also causes
me great anxiety. It connotes ac-
tion before a fact is established.
Does this mean that, based on cov-
ert intelligence in that mysterious
shadowland which surrounds
democratic practices, practised by
that Kafkaesque cohort of CIA
agents and whoever of that ilk, the
hegemonic power can arrest, de-
tain, even kill? And this can be
done not only nationally but
transnationally since some na-
tional states are themselves will-
ing to collude with the United
States for their own political mile-
age? Who establishes the “facts”?
Is there an international body

strong enough to do so fairly and
fearlessly?  More than ever in this
season of war and violence we
need such an authority since all
kinds of documents can be forged.

What is even more brutal is the
use of the phrase “collateral dam-
age’ to sanitise the on-ground hor-
ror of thousands, even millions of
human beings killed and maimed.
The trauma and human costs can-
not be quantified: so much for “col-
lateral damage”. Wars can now be
conducted via high technology so
America may not see as many
body-bags as it did in the Vietnam
war, but wars still mean human
sacrifice and intense human suf-
fering on all sides even if all we
see on the TV screen, as we sit
down to dinner, are the co-ordi-
nates and the targets as bombs
rain down as if we are watching a
computer game. “Games”, geopo-
litical and ideological, are being
played but they will spill warm
human blood and gore! We must

The Language
Of The Hegemon
Some jottings on the Iraq-US crisis

by Wong Soak Koon
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