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Foreword
"The world has changed and is no more the same we knew of" has become a post-Sept. 11 cliche. Media is dinning this into our ears and columnists and politicians are clamoring on this theme. The phrase is not new; it has been variously applied on many an historical events in the past. The outcry was not dissimilar on the fall of Berlin Wall (1989). Similar claim was made on the eve of the Iranian Revolution (1979), and on the occasion of Bolshevik Revolution (1917). Significantly, the same was said during and after the historical moments of French Revolution (1789). Small wonder though that after two centuries past the Revolution, Chu Enlai - the Chinese intellectual premier quipped that it was still premature to say world has changed after the French Revolution! And that more time was needed to exactly gauge the change. Similar is the case today; no one knows how much time is needed to assess the veracity of statement hastily supplied after Sept. 11, 2001 incident. Nevertheless, following are some aspects that merit immediate attention as aftermath of attacks on World Trade Center and the Pentagon:
1. The dividend goes all to George Bush for the path he cleverly adopted to tame American people, incite sentiments among them and for giving a clarion call for global war against terrorism. Given the way he secured presidency, his authority lacked moral and, to certain extent, legal foundation. This is precisely why, in spite


of securing the top slot, Bush was in pursuit of a sound basis. for his presidency.1
Sept. 11 events provided that much sought after opportunity. After having been under-ground for some hours and in the air for some more hours, Bush descended on Washington and succeeded in mobilizing the nation's feelings for a new war. His address to the joint session of Congress on Sept. 20 took him to new heights and the man who had less than 50 percent votes of the votes cast in an election wherein the majority chose not to go to polls, achieved the support of 82 percent people. With this support, he brought the whole world under American flag. And to appease his nation's sense of revenge he launched aggression against Afghanistan as a first step in war on terror. The grip of American hawks on world affairs gained ground with each passing day of war, while himself the president held his head high as a courageous, wartime and victorious president. War covered failures that lead to Sept. 11 incident, especially the intelligence debacle. While the world witnessed the sole superpower attack a weakling with its entire militaiy might and superiority in technical, economic and media fields. America performed the historical feat of defeating and dominating its opponent, though it took it complete two months to
1 With a costly election campaign of $4 billion, the US President George Bush was lagging behind his competitor by half a million votes. With the electoral colleges system, his fate depended on Florida votes, the state where his own brother was the governor. But when the vote count posed problems here, a six- week long poliucal and legal battle ensued that revealed many a strange facets and twists of American democracy. 'Acrobatics and miracles' similar to those of the Third World countries were employed to decide about the fate of US presidential elections. At last, a single vote's margin in the Supreme Court made Bush the President of America. The split in the superior court was such that the judges appointed by one of the two main political parties were in one camp while the judges appointed by the other in the other.



2.
accomplish the task. On the one hand, the great success washed away all the past humiliation, and on the other, it ushered in an era of success and global domination for America and its president. This is what is being called American triumphalism that has so overtaken the superpower with infinite joy.
The war also removed the humiliation that had come to haunt Americans after the destruction of the World Trade Center and the Pentagon. It was reassuring to Americans in the sense that they felt free of the notion of weakness, defeat and being hurt while reasserting the power equation that America had so painstakingly drawn all through the past centuiy in particular. In addition, three new aspects came to fore that enabled America to establish its status of the sole super power and its president as the most powerful ruler of the world. First is the joining in of some 40-50 countries - though many under duress - on America's asking. Second, the use of lethal war technology that gave America an edge, not by inches or yards but by miles, over other developed countries. Whether it were fighter planes or intelligence system, bombs and missiles or other weapons, it was the full display of extraordinary American war machine developed during the past one decade. The idea to fight a war in remote parts of globe sitting in Florida has been actualized. The fantasy to fire even a cave from 8,000 miles away was materialized. War On Afghanistan was different altogether that changed the entire concept of traditional war that prevailed before it. Now there is no need to fight with the opponent, nor is there a need to send ground forces; just keep bombing from the air and crush the strength of the enemy. Those who could only fight hand-to-hand are left pitying themselves. Bombing from the air can be applied to annihilate even the prisoners in



3.
a jail. Machines are enough for all sorts of tasks, be it intelligence or bombing. It is here that there appears no comparison of America. The third aspect is that war can bring success for the attacker without much loss of life; the opponent has to bear it all. That is how America has not only achieved military and political victory, it has also attained invincibility courtesy the technological advancement.
It was just a formality on the part of America that it kept others along, as the entire game plan was meant for and owed itself to America alone. America took the first decision to strike what it chose to call terrorism and for this the whole political and military campaign was orchestrated in such a way that practically everything depended on its nod. There came critical junctures when Britain, which was playing the role of bolier-than-thou, had to withdraw. It had to recall its troops after ordering them into the battlefield. The same was the state of affairs at the Bonn Talks. An American political analyst Charles Kreuthammer, who writes in the Washington Post, has thrown light on America's such a behavior.' Commenting upon the same piece' the Guardian says;
ce
"... Krauthammer presents us with a fairly clear picture of how he sees the world in the next 50 years: A world without protection against nuclear attack or environmental damage for the citizens of any country but the US, a world where 'democracy' means nothing if its results are opposed to US interests, a world in which to express dissent against these interests brands one a terrorist, justifies surveillance, repression, and death...
2 "Unilateral? Yes Indeed," Charles Krauthammer, Dec. 14, 2001, p. A45
3 "America Rules OK,” Charles Krauthammer, re-published in Guardian, Dec. 17, 2001
4 "Fear, Loathing and America's Rule," Guardian, Dec. 18, 2001



4.
The American media has played a key role in creating a near fascist bent of mind among Americans. The political leadership and the media, both have used the sentiment of patriotism as a political weapon. A wave of extreme frenzy has been fabricated in the country. Constitution, law, ethics and justice all have been put on the back burner and political differences were reckoned as treason. Media showed only those scenes of war that gave Americans a hope for success and victory. All traces of media evidence that covered cruelties committed against Afghan people and the way the country was destroyed and its people killed was almost blocked. Even a glimpse of bombing and massacre of hundreds of prisoners in Qala Jangi jail were checked from coming on-air. American public opinion has been made hostage to political interests, an aspect that uncovers a disgusting dimension of modern-day democracy. The coercive popular conjurtrustn construed as the mass support is in reality no more than a feat of molding public opinion in an artificial, planned way towards what government deems fit. Chomsky calls this manufacturing consent,a concept that is disturbing for many thinking Americans.
5. On domestic level, the US leadership won on many fronts. The Senate and the House of Representatives both ratified the pending bill for raise of defense budget in a ^iffy. The annual US defense and intelligence budgets were raised $50 bn and $20 bn respectively, over and above the original demand." The plan of
S
Manufacturing Consent - The Political Economy of the Mass Media, Edward S Herman & Noam Chomsky, 1988
AFP, Jul 18, 2001: "US Deputy Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz defended the Pentagon's request for a large budget increase... The Pentagon has



National Missile Defense that was in the doldrums has been approved. The urge of coming out of the ABM Treaty has also been realized. In the field of energy, all the demands of the industry have been accepted and all opposition to them has faded away. The oil company Enron that despite facing bankruptcy and giving a huge blow of $80 bn loss to government, was saved from facing a formidable reaction. It must not slip the mind here that Enron is a company with which President Bush, Vice President Dick Cheney, and other half a dozen of the ruling coterie have been enjoying a long association. This much has been covered up and hidden behind the slogan of patriotism and the dust of victory in war against terrorism.
These are some of the major accomplishments of George Bush and the US establishment that have been achieved by blowing the dread of Osama bin Laden, Al- Qaeda and Taliban. The fabric of the new global colonialism is being woven on these bases in the name of Civilization, Freedom, Human Rights, and Democracy. It seems that the events of Sept. 11 removed all the hurdles and their ensuing wave carried away all the resistance that was obstructing realization of US' global aspirations. On the face of it, the war is against terrorism, but in reality it is a beginning of a new colonial war under the pretext of terrorism. With Muslim countries and movements for Islamic revival as its first target, it aims at establishing domination of all countries of the world by Westem nations and, in particular, the US' control over their resources; reigning in of freedom movements and organized political struggle against the Westem and Zionist hegemonist capitalist system, and to make them surrender before the
proposed 10 raise a fiscal year 2002 baseline budget of 310.5 billion by 18.4 billion to total 328.9 billion dollars... "



new global system. Outlines of the grand design can be seen in what has happened and what is yet to come.
New Challenges Facing the World
What America in league of Westem nations is doing and what it wants to accomplish cannot be taken tor granted. The new map of intemational politics and the new system that has emerged in wake of recent developments cradles potential dangers and challenges for humanity as a whole. The need of the hour is to analyze the nature of storm that is brewing in the East and the West. We must take note of all that West has appended with its rejoice for victory. The way civilization and values are endangered in the name of protection of civilization and values, and whatever humanity has achieved in the arena of peace and justice needs to be understood. While Muslims are the foremost target, in reality the threat is directed towards the entire humanity. Today, the powerful segments of society in America are trying quite cleverly to herd the whole world, even their own people and European nations, to a new kind of servitude. If these dreadful shadows are not stopped from growing, darkness shall prevail on the entire horizon. This may lead to new dark ages that would plunge not only Muslims but all the peace-loving and justice-seeking nations into adversity. Following are some of the points that must be understood:
—
Definition of Terrorism: What is being called war against terrorism - Afghanistan being its first victim and plans afoot to take on dozens of others in search of Al-Qaeda - means differently to different people. It means nothing in itself. There is no consensual definition of what America is fighting against. United Nations has been unable to arrive at an agreed definition in spite of its repeated attempts, the latest of which was the failure of the General Assembly after the events of Sept. 11. Even those who have analyzed


more than 20 official documents in America complain that it has nowhere been defined clearly. Different actions and activities have been termed as terrorism in different documents.7
Nelson Mandela is on record to have said in the United Nations after US launched attacks on Oct. 7, 2001 that he was a terrorist at one time and became head of state afterwards. Nobody knows who is a terrorist and who is not. According to the Oxford Dictionary of Politics George Washington's photo on the US dollar is the picture of a freedom fighter or a terrorist?8
If this be the position, the questions that need answers are: Should a country or group of countries acquire on their own the right to attack whomever they believe justified to be a target? How should an attempt to attack and destroy any individual, group, organization, government and even an entire country, be allowed? And this all in the name of a cause that has not been fully defined as well.
7 "Only- Alternative to Global Terror," Rohini Hensman, Economic and Political Weekly, Nov. 2, 2001, p. 4184
c
8 p. 493; It is worthwhile to recollect that an adixx committee of the UN General Assembly (28th session/A/9028/1973) commissioned three groups to look into the issue of terrorism. The Non-Aligned Group defined terrorism as: "... acts of violence committed by a group of individuals which endanger human lives and jeopardize fundamental freedoms, the effects of which are not confined to one state. This should not however, effect the inalienable nght to self-determination under colonial and racial regimes," (Proceedings of the 28th session of the General Assembly/A/9028/1973).
In 1987, the Secretary' General of the UN convened an international conference to define terrorism and differentiate it from 'freedom struggle.' The conference made a clear distinction between terrorism and those fighting for the right to self-determination against foreign and racist regimes, which were categorically exempted from the crime of terrorism. The Sixth Committee of the General Assembly of the UN, in its 94th meeting, dated Dec. 7, 1987, adopted a resolution with two votes against it (USA and Israel) and one abstention (Honduras) endorsing the above position (See: Report: A/42/832).



Which clanger can be more formidable to humanity than this?
Authority to Dispense Justice: Even if the meanings of terrorism were determined, who would decide; which acts amount to terrorism? Who has committed them? How to deal with them? And what could be their reasonable and proportionate punishment? The problem can be domestic, but can also take place at the global level with international collaboration. In each situation, who has the authority to take steps for fighting terrorishi? Within a country, it is not the executive's exclusive prerogative but primarily a matter to be settled by law and the judicial system. The executive has only to do its part of the duty and it is the courts which alone can establish a crime and determine the punishment for it. If terrorism were to be fought with terrorism, then society and ultimately the entire world would become hell. If terrorism is committed at the international level, then dealing with it needs an international court or judicial system. All and sundry cannot be given the license to judge and kill anyone on the pretext of terrorism. This would amount to plunging the entire world into destruction. And after Sept. 11, America has actually paved the way for this predicament. What befell Afghanistan today can be anybody's fate tomorrow. The way the US administration is freezing accounts of individuals and organizations and banning them as well as coercing others to follow suite, is an abominable example of international terrorism. Israel and India are trying to exploit this precedent to fulfil their imperialistic ambitions.
In his recent tour to India and Pakistan, Noam Chomsky repeatedly said that while Osama bin Laden's terrorism is still in doubt and has not been proved in an aboveboard manner, what Bush has done is an open



terrorism, far more than Osama's still unproven terrorism. Indian Frontline's reporter wntes:
When Chomsky asserted that the U.S. President was a bigger terrorist than Osama bin Laden, as the former had no proof against Osama while the. killing of innocent people in Afghanistan was the proof against President Bush, people in the hall clapped...
999
In fact, the way America has employed terrorism as a means of its foreign policy is a black and detestable new chapter in the history of imperialism. America's aggressive policy has given rise to serious threats to the peace of the world and it is obvious that if this trend were not checked then the world would plunge into global destabilization. Whatever efforts have been made in the last century for intemational peace and establishment of justice among peoples and nations are put in danger. Humanity is striding towards the law of the jungle and the responsibility of this reverse progress rests with America and its allies. Struggle against. oppression, fight for freedom, resistance for the protection of faith and secure existence, and battle against foreign occupation are amongst the basic human rights that provide the legal and moral basis for mobilizing and struggling against tyranny and subjugation. In the contrary, attack on others for suspicion of terrorism and its possibility are nothing but crimes against humanity. If terrorism and struggle against oppression were not distinguished, what would be the way out for getting rid of a tyrant and oppressor once he made it to the throne? America has no legal and moral justification for what it has done against Afghanistan, Taliban and Osama bin Laden.
9 "The Response in Pakistan", B. Muralidhar Reddy, Frondine, Vol. 18, Dec. 8- 21, 2001


War on Terrorism?: The use of the term uar against terrorism in itself is a regrettable development and a violation of the known legal and political etiquette. The concept of war is clear in international relations and international law.1"" The use of the word wtrin phrases like the war against poverty, against illiteracy and ignorance etc. is mere symbolism. This neither connotes physical military action against any of them, nor does it allow the use of force in the sense employed recently in case of terrorism. Terrorism is a crime and action against it can only be taken under some law and through a judicial process. Before Sept. 11, America followed the policy of pursuing such crimes in courts of law. 11 Sept. 11 incident is peculiar in the sense that after it, the USA has crazily announced global war against terrorism. Military aggression is committed against an independent and sovereign country that is also a member of the United Nations. America has also relentlessly been following a strategy to replace its government; and has actually done it, which again is a crime under international law. This is a despicable and destructive attempt to change and re-write the international law that would only lead to destruction of peace at the global level and nothing else.
Violation of International Law: The violation of international law is being committed not only on one count,
i. e. declaring war against terrorism, at least eight such ViV /breaches have been committed each of which is in itself a crime against humanity:
10 According to Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, "war is an actual, intentional and widespread armed conflict between political communities.”
11 American policy has always been to follow the events through the course of law be it the terrorist act of February 1993 in the Trade Tower; the April 1996 Oklahoma incident m which 160 people perished and more than 1,000 injured; the October 2000 attack on the USS Cole in which 17 soldiers were killed, or; the June 1985 hijacking of the Pan-Am airliner and explosion in which 250 people lost their lives.



1. Taking benefit of the mighty political and military position and without due recourse to law, punishing the weaker individuals, nations and countries on the basis of suspicion however strong that suspicion may be.
—
2. Attacking a country without declaration of war and using force violating the UN Charter1: giving up the peaceful settlement approach.
—
-
3. Punishing a country, its government and its people for the crimes of some individuals is even if they are proved violation of international law, as has been established by the UN organ, International Court of Justice in the famous Nicaragians. US, 1985.
4. Contrary to accepted norms of national and/or self- defense, attacking an independent and a far off state in the name of self-defense, setting a trend of invasion to be followed by others and thus firmly establishing the concept of might is right in the world.1'
12 UN Charter. Chapter 1, Article 2, para 4: "All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state, or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations"; also in Chapter VI, Article 34 provides for negotiations and exhaustion of all peaceful means before war scenarios. Once war has begun, UN role automatically .irises, but all this has become irrelevant in this new war phobia.
13 An immediate impact of the American action has been that Israel, emulating the US, attacked areas under the Palestinian Authority, Gaza and Western Jordan with F-16 fighter planes, Gunship helicopters, and tanks in the name of self-defense. Another example in Chomsky's words - of use of terrorism as weapon of the strong, is the case of India. Under the extremist BJP leadership of Atal Bihari Vajpayee and LK Advani (home minister), India swarmed 1400m border along Pakistan with its full military strength not long after the US was largely done with Afghanistan. The pretext was Dec. 13, 2001 attack on its parliament that India doubted was Pakistan's doing. The act acquired strength and legitimacy from US assault on Afghans.



5.
Under the new definition of a well-known legal term collateral damage, killing of thousands of people and destruction of entire country is being asserted as an acceptable consequence of the war against terrorism.
6. America is not only committing terrorism itself but is coercing other countries through another form of terrorism i.e. through intimidation and threat of violence. The US logic to join its so- called coalition or else Be its enemy, is a despotic notion that far surpasses Hitler's philosophy of aggression. Not only the weakling like Pakistan has surrendered, far more powerful European countries have been bulldozed by this coercive apparatus. It has been reported about Holland's foreign minister that he had to say "Yes, General!" when General Collin Powell asked him for cooperation under this rule!
7. While the principles of justice accord central importance to concepts like necessity, legitimacy and proportionality in connection with war, crime and punishment, the recent war has trampled upon each one of these.
8.
The weaponry used in Afghanistan, carpet bombing, use of the daisy-cutter bombs, bombing the prisoners, refusal to grant amnesty after surrender, bombing on civil installations, mosques, hospital, and offices of the Red Cross - these are all ingredients of war crimes. The worst form of brutalization of international law is that amok with power, the US has not only committed these offenses but is adamant that they should not even be counted as crimes.



Future Plans and Scheming: The way America has adopted to proceed in world political affairs is a clear signal that Afghanistan is just the first target. While Iraq, Somalia, Yemen, North Korea, Sudan are openly talked about as the next targets, the names of Saudi Arabia, Syria, Iran and Pakistan too are among the list. Presently, all these countries are counted among the Coalition, but dangerous plans against them are being hatched undercover. A well- planned propaganda campaign is on against Saudi Arabia. It is yet unclear whether the aim is a change of system or it is just blackmail as had been the case in Iran in the 70s. Syria and Iran too are under the butt. For Pakistan - presently being termed a bold ally and its military regime reckoned democracy loving - plans are under way to control, supervise and influence its nuclear capacity and installations. Preparations are being made to rein in Islamic sentiments in the people and its military. Indonesia and the Philippines are also mentioned in this connection, while another 40-60 countries are being named for having al-Qaeda network. The matter is not just about al-Qaeda, the attempt is to subjugate any country America feels threatened from or unhappy with.
In its futuristic plans, the US does not so much consider terrorism a problem. Religious extremism and the orthodox Islamic education system is now being reckoned openly as the vital force that nurtures terrorism. Nobody cares to think that this system of religious education, whatever be its other weaknesses, has been there for centuries and if it had not produced terrorists all along, how this crop of alleged terrorists has blossomed forth all of a sudden. Osama was a civil engineer, not a product of madrassa. All the top al-Qaeda "terrorists" are highly educated products of modern education. Not one of the 19 alleged hijackers of 11th September was rmtllah or tnadrassa educated. Even the assassin of Anwar Sadaat was a modern


educated person, not an al-Azhar output. Yet all the tirades against religious education system. Why?
So, to eradicate terrorism, it is believed that there is no short cut but to do away with Islamic religious institutions. With dexterity and pincer-like precision of a scientist, Islam, Islamic resurgent movements, Islamic welfare institutions and religious education system are being vilified and targeted. Discussion are on that focus topics like: Is Islam in need of reformation? Is not separation of religion from politics in Islam the crying need of the hour? What is needed for a progressive outlook of Islam? Secularism and Western liberalism are being preached as perfect peace recipes especially suited for a terror-free world. This all is made part of the broader globalization and project modernity14, on which rests the salvation of the entire world. The plan is mandatory for all nations of the world to endorse or it would be imposed upon them.
Agenda of Neo-Colonialism
The Nensweek, Tone, Atlantic monthly and many other Western mainstream newspapers and magazines are today brimming with stories, articles, editorial comments and letters to editors focusing topics like striking a blow to Jehadi culture, political Islam, and Islamic fundamentalism. This is the agenda of the neo-colonialism with emphases on four main areas:
1. US' political domination and continuation of its cultural triumphalism in the 21s1 century with no potential rival
2. US' military superiority, sufficient enough for not only maintaining its own status as an tuinable power but also
14 Modem Islamic Polity tn the Making Dr. Murad Wilfried Hofmann, Institute of Policy Studies, Islamabad, 2001, p. 17-18


for protecting its international natural allies and surrogates that perform its assigned tasks as agents and keep the map of the world intact as America sees it. They also keep a watch that no other country acquires such military competence that may pose challenge either to America and its allies, or especially to Israel.
3. Control of world's resources by America, its allies and multi- national corporations working under their flag. Control of all vital sources and air and sea routes of oil and gas is of utmost importance in this context.
4. Global domination of the West, its culture and civilization, and eliminating possibilities of consolidation of life on religious, especially Islamic foundations.
This neo-colonialist agenda is today being presented unabashedly and the planning to implement it includes use of all contrivances and methods from propaganda to use of force. Though American imperialism has always had such designs but the recent war on terronsm has reinvigorated its spirit and galvanized its actualization. No one can dare ask the questions: Was there no terrorism before Sept. 11? Can destruction of Afghanistan and Al- Qaeda wipe out terrorism from the face of the earth? Does fundamentalism exists in Muslim countries only? What should we call a more than dozen fundamentalist and terrorist movements active in America itself? Is it not true that American fundamentalists had a role behind George Bush's presidency? Are Israel's Likud party and its Prime Minister Ariel Sharon not the worst examples of the Zionist fundamentalism? Terrorists of today and yesterday? What does India's BJP, RSS and Vishva Pareshad connote other than Hindu fundamentalism and terrorism? Is there a single state or nation in the world today that can claim moderation



in its entire length and breadth? Can anybody give a single era in history that remained totally free of extremism? And what about the cultures of crimes, violence and discrimination so rampant in America and many western countries?
Add to this, while a large measure of venom is spewed against terrorism, scant attention is being paid to the motive and causes of distress, anger and even hatred against America and the Westem nations. No attention is being paid towards the lava that is boiling against capitalist system, towards those oppressed people readying to struggle for some balance in the world even at the cost of their lives. The suicidal acts of terrorism should not be taken as normal. They should be viewed as an indication of some abnormal and extraordinary malaise that can neither be understood nor eliminated unless its causes are identified and cured. Whether it is Palestine or Kashmir, Chechnya or Philippines, Spain or Quebec (Canada), Ireland or Thailand, Sudan or Somalia, Cuba or Nicaragua, Fiji or Haiti, Japan or Kosova - where there is oppression, it would have its reaction, which has the tendency to take illegal and violent means along with the legal and peaceful
ones.
Oppression leads to extremism as poverty drives to suicide. The mere use of law and force cannot eliminate crime; it would decline only if its causes are removed. The colonialist cast of mind is not ready to understand this fact. The Western intellect and the masses today are caught in the self-satisfying lust of power believing they can maintain their domination of the world by coercion. Arrogance and the hegemonistic approach to life have blinded them to the extent that they can not perceive the wisdom of what is so apparent. This peculiar bent of mind when employed in the world politics is the main cause of the prevalent reign of oppression and tension among peoples. America has


become the biggest flag-bearer of this mentality and the captain of global colonial domination. Today's war against terrorism is part of this colonialist agenda.
In this background, the Institute of Policy Studies organized a seminar "Terrorism: Myth and Reality" on Oct. 27, 2001 where Mr. Akram Zaki, former Senator, Ambassador and Secretary General, Foreign Affairs, Government of Pakistan, was the main speaker. Others who spoke on the occasion included; Dr. Muhammad Saad, former Chairman, Area Study Center, Peshawar University, and; Dr. Kaniz Fatima Yousuf, former VC Quaid-e- Azam University. The session was presided over by Secretary General, Motamer Alam-e-Islami, Raja Zafar-ul-Haq. This monograph is the rendering of Akram Zaki's presentation that explores United Nations role in the context of Sept. 11 tragedy with focus on Afghanistan, Kashmir and Palestine.
Following is what emerged out of the program and which in my opinion should be the focus of global concern:
1. Independence, sovereignty, and security of all nations should be safeguarded. The UN Charter is founded on the principles of equality of all people, freedom for all nations and their right of self-determination. This is what Islam had presented before humanity. Imperialism is the very opposite to this approach to world affairs.
2.
Genuine pluralism can be a guarantor of world peace and amity amongst nations. In other words, the paradigm of world domination by one nation or a civilization is the biggest threat to peace. It should be accepted that all nations have the right to uphold and safeguard their own civilization, conventions, traditions, culture, and values. Uni-colored world is unnatural and runs against norms of justice. Opportunities for



material to allow all to live in prosperity, security and dignity.
These are the five cornerstones ol a global just order. Inviting all people of the world to such an arrangement that the foundations of a global order guaranteeing real peace and justice can be laid. Those who are strong today may create hurdles in the way but by organizing the countries of the world and mobilizing the international opinion with peaceful means, the common ground of these principles can be made a foundation for the new system. This would be possible only when the countries of the world rely on themselves instead of depending on others and use their resources correctly and consolidate them and adopt the policy of mutual cooperation and collaboration in all forms that are judicious. The establishment of a balanced and judicious system at the global level is possible only through sustained efforts to translate these principles into reality. This, however, demands ceaseless and untiring struggle on the right path.
We hope this booklet would help people of the world to have a more realistic understanding of the real agenda behind the current international war against terrorism and may also be a wake up call for all those who want to see the world a better place to live in for all human beings, and not merely for the powerful and the rich. It is an invitation to the Muslim world to rise up to the occasion and a plea to all human beings who respect truth and justice not to be passive spectators to the dreams of death and destruction.
Khurshid Ahmad January 31, 2002
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