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Introduction

“We're not yet safe, Terrorists in foreign lands still hope to attack our country. They still hope to kill our citizens. The lesson of Sept. 11, 2001, is that we must confront threats before they fully materialize.”

President George Bush, August 22, 2005

The World’s supreme leader President Bush in a speech to the Veterans of Foreign Wars National Convention in Salt Lake City on Monday 22 August, 2005, said, "The only way to defend our citizens where we live is to go after the terrorists where they live" while he repeatedly cited the Sept. 11 attacks, (reciting the date five times in a 30-minute speech).1 If the World’s most powerful State becomes vulnerable to terrorist attacks and sounds quite alarmed then the rest of the world have many reasons to worry about their safety and security. The growing activities of the terrorists have brought to fore many a problem at the international level. The most important being State v/s the Non-State actors. The non-state actors such as the terrorists unlike the States do not have a definite boundary to operate and for them the world becomes a hunting ground for the goals they pursue and the victims in most cases are innocent civilians. Nation States now face a tremendous challenge of fighting terrorism, which is a difficult task, and to speak in the language of President Bush, fighting terrorism is like fighting the two great World Wars of 20th Century. This article attempts to look at the changing pattern of international relations between States and the new matrix of terror and terrorists as Non-State actors.

A Global Sketch of Terrorism

“Terrorism” and “terrorist” used so frequently in the present day world are terms coined in the recent times. However, they were used during the French Revolution to mean different events/persons of that time. The 1798 supplement of the Dictionnaire of the Acad`emie Française gave the meaning of “terrorism” as syst`eme, re’gime de la terreur. It can be well understood that it signified that period of the French Revolution between 1793-1794, which has been identified as the Reign of Terror. Later it has acquired a much broader connotation and one of the few attempts made to define and explain “terrorism” has been that of Hardman’s entry in the Encyclopedia of Social Sciences published in 1930s. The author defined terrorism as the method (or the theory behind the method) whereby an organized group or party sought to achieve its avowed aims chiefly through the systematic use of violence.2 Though the meaning has been used in a quite wide sense but no doubt Terrorism involves the use of violence and can be characterized by certain forms of action, like, assassinations, bombings, taking as hostages hijacking of planes etc. But from the 1970s what became quite striking is the assumption of global nature of terrorism, i.e. international terrorism which covered the categories of terrorist outfits outside the country of their origin or where they are active. Most of the countries of the world like Afghanistan, Brazil, Myanmar, Canada, Egypt, France, Germany, United Kingdom, USA, India, Indonesia, Italy and others suffer from terrorist onslaughts. The Ejercito Revolutionary del pueblo (People’s Revolutionary Group) of Argentina, the Front de Liberation due Quebec (Quebec Liberation Front) of Canada, the Baader Meinhoff Group (Baader Solidarity Group) of Germany, the Jammu Kashmir Liberation Front, the United Liberation Front of Assam (among others) in India, the Provisional Irish Republican Army (IRA) of Ireland, the Red Brigades of Italy, the Japanese Red Army of Japan, the Palestinian Liberation Movement and other Arab terrorist Groups such as Black September Organisation of Palestine, the Huklalahaps of the Philippines, the Tupamaros of Uruguay etc are some of the terrorist organizations in the world which are disrupting peace and security. But the new epicentre of terror is the Al-Qaeda and the name associated with it is that of Osama bin Laden.(3) Worldwide improvement in telecommunications, transportation and technology have helped to heighten the links between terrorist outfits that are in some way connected with each one or the other either through finances, training or common enemy that indulge them to commit terrorist acts assuming transnational character. International terrorism of the 20th Century made its debut in the nineteen seventies, with the Lod airport assault in Israel on 30 May, 1972 when three terrorists killed 27 persons and injured 77 others in an operation carried out by the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP).(4)

International terrorism has often been described as “warfare without territory, waged without armies…It is warfare that is not limited territorially, sporadic battles army take place worldwide. It is warfare without neutrals, and with few or no civilian bystanders.”  It is also said to comprise “those incidents of Terrorism that have clear international consequences: incidents in which terrorists go abroad to strike targets, select victims or targets, because of their connections to a foreign state (diplomats, executives of foreign corporation), attack airliners on international flights, or force airlines to fly to another country.”(5)

The history of Terrorism however, can be traced back to the 1st Century C.E when two Jewish groups, the Zealots and the Sicarri were formed to launch terrorist campaigns against the Roman occupation of Judea. In 666 C.E, a radical Muslim group, the Kharjites carried out routined assassinations of Muslim leaders who were found to be at fault by them. The “Assassins” were another Muslim terrorist group, which was active during 12th and 13th Centuries. The “Hashashin” was another such group of medieval Islam.3(6)

The Nardonaya Volya (the Peoples Will) of the 19th century was one the first modern kind of terrorist groups and it targeted Czarist officials for assassinations to arouse social revolt. The assassinations of Czar Alexander II in 1881 and that of Archduke Franz Ferdinand in 1914 were some noteworthy events of 19th century when violence was used by some political groups especially by anarchists and nationalists to achieve their ends. The anarchists in Europe especially the Irish and the Armenians and those in the USA practiced assassinations, bombing and other violent methods as “propaganda of the deed”.4(7)The 1920s saw an active right-wing terrorism among the German Nazis and Italian Fascists to intimidate political enemies and attract public attention. However, the functioning of some such groups in Eastern Europe, unlike the present terrorists were almost like that of criminal gangs. Similarly the contras in Nicaragua associated with the anti-communist dictatorship in Haiti, Argentina and Mozambique relied heavily on right-wing “death-squads”. They were active throughout the 1980s but their functioning too was more or less like criminal gangs. But the irony is that the West working with their cold war calculations seemed to tolerate terrorism by such gangs regarding it as a lesser evil than the threat of communism. Therefore, Presidents Ronal Reagan and George W. Bush regarded the contras  & the Mujahideen guerillas of Afghanistan as “freedom fighters” and at present the contradiction is that against the backdrop of 9/11 the USA is fighting the War on Terror in Afghanistan and Iraq. Personal interpretation plays a critical role in assessing modern terrorism. One person’s “terrorist” is often a “freedom fighter” to another.

Its on the basis of such personal interpretation that guerilla warfare or movements against the colonial rule became the dominant form of terrorism after 2nd World War in the developing world which were dubbed as legitimized movements by political leaders of this part of the world. Plethora of examples are available to support such argument. Irgun and the Stern Gang used terrorism against British rule in Palestine. Algerian revolutionaries systematically assassinated French police officers during the 1950s and the anti-British “Mau Mau” activities in Kenya during the same period are a few to add to the list. The African National Congress (ANC) of South Africa too was engaged in bombings and other acts of Terrorism against the system of apartheid and racial segregation policy of the Whites. 

But that apart, the 1980s witnessed the rise of Islamic fundamentalism in several Muslim countries, which became the harbinger of Islamic Terrorism on a global scale affecting the safety, security sovereignty of the nation states. In 1992, Algeria witnessed a general Islamic revolt when a military takeover of the independent Government in Algeria had denied Islamists engaged in aircraft hijackings a parliamentary victory in Algeria. Islamicists then got engaged in aircraft hijackings in Algeria and France, killed Western Clerics in Algeria in retaliation for a French commando raid that killed Islamist hijackers in France. Acts of violence and counter violence on the part of Islamicists started against local governments in Israeli occupied territories and Egypt clearly reveal that the terrorist’s target was western-style secular governments in this part of the world.5 (8)This showed their unacceptability and intolerance towards the western model of democracy. Facing the challenges of globalization and spread of liberal democratic ideals, this intolerance grew more virulent and got its ultimate expression on September 11, 2001 when two planes crashed into the WTC Twin Towers—the symbol of US pride and prudence, another crashed into the Pentagon and the other missed the White House by sheer luck. This was followed by the beginning of the US and its allies’ War on Terror in Afghanistan and Iraq, which has backlashed in the form of series of terrorist attacks since then on the US and its allies globally. Thus terrorism has transcended the local and has assumed dangerous proportion and transnational character at an alarming pace. This calls for an analysis of the reasons behind the rise of Islamic fundamentalism vis-à-vis western call for democracy, globalisation and the present War on Terror. This paper tries to find out the roots of Islamic fundamentalism, which has assumed perilous heights today, and threaten international peace and security.

The Inside Story of Islamic Fundamentalism & The Al-Qaida

The seeds of modern Islamic fundamentalist reform were sowed by Jamaluddin Afghani—a truly scholastic person claiming to be born to Sunni parents in Asadabad near Konar in eastern Afghanistan. He visited a number of Muslim countries and also Britain, France and Russia and also British India at a time when an anti-British temperament prevailed after the failure of 1857 uprising. Propagating pan-Islamic ideas he called for a jihad against imperialist Britain and Russia. He was perhaps the only religious-political figure who had profound impact upon the people of Ottoman empire, Turkey, Egypt, Iran, India and Central Asia. As an expert correctly points out that it was he who was the first to use “the concepts ‘Islam’ and the ‘West’ as connoting correlative and of course antagonistic historical phenomena.6 (9)

Later such fundamentalist ideas took deep root in many Muslim countries but predominantly in Egypt, Saudi Arabia and Afghanistan as a response to the continued interference of the West in the politics of the countries of this region. It has also flourished due to certain drastic changes after the Second World war witnessing political independence of Muslim countries and dramatic rise of price of oil which affected the lives of the people intensely that they found themselves rootless once they migrated to cities for greener pastures. Thus developing a sense of deprivation, they were pushed into embracing radical and revolutionary ideas whether secular or religious. But the fact of the matter is that Muslim fundamentalists tried to rally these deprived masses under the banner of Islam. Presenting the current ruling elite as unjust, unislamic and undeserving and Islam as a religion of justice they presented various options/tactics to fulfill the objective ranging from addressing large congregations inside or outside mosques to bloody confrontations including terrorist actions. It also included waging open warfare against an infidel state and carrying out secular adversaries. Gradually national strands of Islamic fundamentalism as in Egypt, Algeria, Saudi Arabia, Thailand, Pakistan and other Islamic countries have spilled over into regional levels (Kashmir, Chechenya, Israel-Palestine etc) and steadfastly into the international level (USA, UK). At present there is a globalised militant ideology, which is being vehemently practiced by Osama bin Laden, and his Al-Qaida since the 1990s. Laden, fleeing the US attacks in Afghanistan and taking shelter in various cave complexes made a statement, which marked the beginning of a renewed Islamist militancy, boosted by the US war on terror. He said, “My life or death is unimportant; the awakening has started.” This article will now try to trace the gradual fermenting of radical Islamic movement in countries of Egypt, Saudi Arabia and Afghanistan. 
In Egypt, the Muslim Brotherhood, a youth club with main stress upon moral and social reform was formed in 1928 and with the militant resistance of the Egyptians against the Anglo-Egyptian Treaty and armed uprising of Palestine Arabs against the British mandate and Zionist colonization in 1936-37 that the Muslim Brotherhood converted itself into a political entity declaring Islam as a comprehensive, self evolving system emanating from two fundamental sources, the Quran and the Prophetic tradition and applicable to all times and places. Fighting the Arab Israeli war of 1948 brought them in contact with the nationalist Egyptian officers who were also critical about the Royal regime’s policies and their recruitment strengthened the might of the Brotherhood. With the ban on their functions lifted in 1950 they continued their anti-British feelings and declared jihad against the British occupiers simultaneously publicly offering to support the Government in its efforts ultimately led to the abrogation of 1936 Anglo-Egyptian Treaty valid till 1956 in October 1951. The Brotherhood becoming more stronger and leadership falling into militant hands gradually came to play an important role in staging a coup against King Farouq by Free officers assigned with the Brotherhood and assumption of power by Revolutionary Command Council (RCC) under Nasser. However,differences soon cropped up regarding land and other social reforms with the Brotherhood. This was followed by a failed attempt to assassinate Nasser and this obviously called for retaliation by Nasser leading to executions and imprisonment. However, the Six-day Arab-Israeli War resulting in a humiliating defeat of the Egyptians at the hands of the Israelis created an environment quite conducive to the growth of Islamic Fundamentalism under the brotherhood and gave a deadly blow to semi-secular Arab socialism of Nasser. A general belief ran that they were defeated for they had turned away from the will of God and viewing the Arab-Israeli war as a war between Islam and Judaism, it called for intensified Islamic education of the masses to counter Israel. The religiosity was further fuelled by the Israeli occupations of East Jerusalem, a holy place in Islam and the arson at Al Aqsa Mosque in 1969. 

Following Nasser’s death in 1970 Anwar Sadat became the President and in his effort to counter leftist forces he encouraged Islamic forces which later on came to constitute Al Gamma /Gamaat at Islamiya. The freedom given by Sadat to fundamentalists inspired the growth of more radical groups than Muslim brotherhood like the Islamic Liberation Group and some other groups formed clandestinely like Mukfirtiya (Denouncers of Infidels), Jund Allah (Soldiers of God), Munnazamat al Jihad (the Jihad Organisation) popularly known as Al Jihad and Al Takfir wa al Hijra (The Denunciation/Repentance of Infidels and the Migration). All these however were opposed to Sadat’s regime due to his policy of drawing in closer to America and subscribing to the American sponsored Middle-east peace. The signing of a peace Treaty between Egypt and Israel in 1979 earned the wrath of Islamic forces and the government faced demonstrations, protests and slogans like “No Peace with Israel”. “No Privilege for the rich”, “An end to moral decadence”, and “No separation between Islam and State”. Coupled with this was the regime’s corruption, engendering of open-door policy to attract foreign capital, boosting the private sector, rise in prices of food, rents and a deadly blow to local industries with import of cheap foreign goods. This finally ended up in the assassination of Sadat in 1973.

Following Sadat’s assassination, Hosni Mubarak’s ascendancy to the Presidency for four consecutive terms (1981-87),(1987-93),(1993-99) and from 1999 to the present saw massive crackdown upon the Islamic extremists chiefly belonging to Al Jihad, Al Gamaat, Al Takfir wa al Hijra. A failed attempt to assassinate Mubarak on 26th June 1995 by Al Gamaat activists was followed by further repression of Brotherhood and other Islamic fundamentalist groups. Mubarak throughout his reign on several occasions have promulgated emergency laws with confirmation in office by popular vote. He was avowed to crush the militant Islamic groups through mass arrests, brutal interrogations techniques and blanket policing of militant strongholds resulting in deaths of extremists and also policemen. In 1993 he introduced fast track military courts to deal with Islamic extremists as Emergency High Courts constituted to try cases of political violence was found to be too slow. But such actions of the Government were sure to evoke wide scale terrorist attacks on official targets like the interior ministry building in Central Cairo and even an attempt on the life of PM Atef Sidqi and also on foreigners and tourists. Facing suppression the Islamic extremists fled to Yemen, Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, Sudan and some even joined the civil war in the Balkans, fighting alongside with the Muslims of Bosnia. So while Mubarak curbed the problem of Islamic militancy at Home he exported it to other countries and aiding inadvertently Al Qaida to set up an international network by merging with Al Jihad in 1998. Together they set up the World Islamic Front for Jihad against Crusaders and Jews.7 (10) This almost sounded like Khomeni’s message of “Islamic unity against superpowers” with the religious theme of “disavowal of the infidels,” listing the enemies of Islam as America, the Soviet Union for its invasion of Afghanistan and Israel for its occupation of Palestine. With the Soviet Union gone Osama bin Laden too named the US and Israel as the dangerous enemies of Islam calling them Crusaders and Jew respectively.

Saudi Arabia is one of the Oldest Fundamentalist States. Here Islamic fundamentalism grew in response to continued presence of Western forces, which was quite unacceptable to the Arab World. As late as 1930s due to the Great Depression when King Hijaz was grappling with an economic crisis he granted an oil concession to Standard Oil Company of California (SOCAL) in 1933 for L 50,000 paid in gold in advance against future royalties on actual production. In the post World War-II (1945-46) period the production of oil skyrocketed and this was followed by the establishment of Arabian American Oil Company (ARAMCO), a Consortium of SOCAL (later Chevron), Texaco, Mobil Oil and Standard Oil company of New Jersey. The Oil crisis 0f 1951-53 due to the nationalization policy in Iran raised the demand for Saudi petroleum. It was during this time that exploration and extraction of petroleum with the American and other western oil technicians in the Kingdom invited criticisms that the monarch was helping non-believers to gain profit from Muslims. King Abdul Aziz convinced his critics that he had not broken the Sharia. He also argued that as Christians, The American sand British were people of the Book and therefore preferable to idolaters and back-sliders. Though he and his successors have tried to cajole the Ulama to accept modern technology and rapid economic development, they fully agreed that Saudi Arabians should not abandon their traditional ways of living and thinking for Western ones. The Arab-Israeli War of 1973 gave King Faisal an opportunity to present himself as pro-Arab personality. On the one hand he dispatched several thousand troops to Jordan and Syria and on the other he agreed with Arab oil Ministers’ decision to embargo oil exports to Israel’s supporters and cut Saudi output by 25%. This not only enhanced his prestige but also increased the oil revenue to $22.57 billion, a 36-fold increase in a decade. The irony is that this did not prevent Saudi Arabia from helping the ailing American dollar by purchasing US treasury bonds and it also reinforced its intelligence and military links with Washington. The vigorous implementation of the economic and military plans including the construction of three military cities led to rapid American presence in the Kingdom. In early 1977 the number of American civilian and military personnel was 30,000, five times the figure in 1971.The excessive American presence in the oil industry, military and National Guard was strongly resented by the Saudis. Corruption and kickbacks from contracts in the public and private sectors, decline in public morality coupled with un-Islamic behaviour of many Princes with their vices like drinking, gambling and fornication came under scrutiny both at home and abroad. 

The contradiction in the Saudi Alliance with the US, which is known to be a strategic partner of Israel, has brought the regime under attacks from secular leftists to radical Islamists who argued that Saudi led Jihad against Israel and Zionism was an exercise of hypocrisy. During the days of King Saud and Faisal, Nasser of Egypt, whipped up the concept of “Arab Nations”-one Arab divided into 22 States. To counter pan-Arabism King Faisal in consultation with the Wahhabi religious establishments promoted the regime’s religious image by stressing Islam further in educational institution. In response to Sadat’s transformation of the National Union, the ruling party of Egypt into Arab Socialist Union, with Arab socialism as its doctrine, King Faisal along with Saudi Ulama condemned socialism as being inimical to Islam. “We believe neither in socialism nor in communism, nor in any doctrine outside Islam,” and it declared, “We only believe in Islam.” King Faisal soon set up the World Muslim League (WML) in Geneva. However, later, Sadat’s presidency was encouraged by King Faisal because his policy fitted with that of the Saudis but when he acted independently and brokered a peace agreement with Israel in 1979 he was seen as a traitor and stigmatized by the Saudi regime. Then again during the American hostage crisis in Iran and the Soviet military intervention in Afghanistan King Khalid professed non-alignment in international affairs. But it was mere rhetorical as his country was closely tied with America and the West militarily, economically, diplomatically and intelligence wise so much so that Saudi Arabia was a crucial partner of CIA in its policy of overthrowing the Marxist regimes and even was generous with its funds whenever CIA had tough times. Saudi money not only went to fund the Afghan guerillas fighting the Marxist regime in Kabul but also to Bangladesh, Malaysia, Indonesia, Maldive Islands, Eritrean insurgents fighting Marxist regime in Ethiopia. Funds also went to Cameroon, Chad, Gabon, Mali, Niger, Uganda, the Contras in Nicaragua, Jamaat-e-Islami in Pakistan and Muslim Brotherhood in various countries. The contradictions became even more blatant in its relation with Iran under Khomeni who was inimical to the US and posed a danger to the Islamic monarchy in Saudi Arabia. The Saudis and Kuwati rulers backed Saddam Hussein to act against Iran.  Saddam invaded Iran on 12 August 1980 and thereby started a war, which lasted for about eight years. This was the First Gulf War and it sent the prices oil prices reeling and the revenue earned was a record $110 billion in 1981. Even Saudi Arabia disagreed on the right of the pilgrims to shout slogans against the enemies of Islam—America, the Soviet Union and Israel as part of disapproval of the infidels as contravening Islamic practices. But facing strong protests from Iranian pilgrims during hajj they finally allowed to raise slogan against enemies at certain fixed venues in Mecca and Medina. Further, the US naval presence in the Gulf in 1987 to protect Kuwati oil tankers being threatened by Iran created tension between Iran and Saudis. In 1989 with Khomeni dead and the First Gulf War coming to an end and Iraq embarking on an ambitious plan towards Kuwait, Saudi Arabia was gradually becoming more allied to the US.

Finally. Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait on 2nd August 1990 prompted the US to persuade King Fahd to allow the presence of US troops in Saudi Arabia with an obvious eye to secure land bases next to occupied Kuwait available only in Saudi Arabia. Much to the wrath and embarrassment of the Saudi people US troops remained in the Kingdom even after the end of the war in “a non-military capacity”. Bin-Laden, well connected with the Royal family also resented the presence of US troops on Saudi soil and from his office in Khartoum Laden kept up his attacks on the continued presence of infidel soldiers on the holy soil of Arabia. It was around this time during his residence in Sudan that he strengthened his jihad against the US by either financing Al Qaida’s action or sponsoring likeminded groups worldwide with weapons and bomb-making training to wage jihads wherever Muslims were being persecuted. Thus he invited strong surveillance by Saudi and Sudanese authorities, which ultimately led to revocation of his Saudi citizenship and freezing of his assets. But following the explosion at Khobar Tower in 1996, which was part of a military complex used by the US service personnel, the Pentagon for the first time admitted the official presence of US service personnel in Saudi Arabia causing uneasiness for Riyadh Government at home. But with Prince Abdullah becoming the de facto King and trying to reconcile political and religious dissidents over this issue, he refused to let the US use the Saudi facilities for attacks in Iraq, which created serious bickering in Riyadh-Washington relationship. Ultimately though America realized that their presence was destabilizing Saudi Government but a Senior Commander admitted that, ‘.…The best thing we can do is to make a measured decrease in our presence. The dilemma we face now is that if we leave now, it looks like we are caving to Osama bin Laden’s demands.” The realization came in late and as a result what was revealing was that most of the hijackers of 9/11 attacks were of Saudi origin. (11)



Afghanistan presents a unique case where politicking by Super-powers along with the active support of many Arab states became an incubator of Islamic militancy. The seeds of Islamic fundamentalism however, germinated in Afghanistan during the Anglo-Afghan wars of 1839-42 &1879-80. Later on it was whipped up by Habibullah and his successor Amanullah from 1911 onwards who found it as an effective tool to unite ethnically divided subjects and even used it to wage jihad against the British with an aim to recover Pushtun lands and secure independence in foreign relations from the British. Later during 1931 Nadir Shah formalized the role of religion and religious leaders with Islam of the Hanafi school declared as the official religion and non Muslims being debarred from becoming ministers. Zahir Shah, his son’s reign was marked by debates between traditionalist and modernists and it was believed that modernization was inimical to Islam. The scenario changed with Daud Khan becoming the Premier when independent power centers like Jamaat-e-Ulama were deprived of power vested by Nadir Shah. But with the reassertion of Zahir Shah Islamic forces again made a come back. The Organisation of Young Muslims was the public face of Islamic fundamentalists and Gahiz meaning morning, a pro-Islamic and anti-Marxist publication was the popular platform of Young Muslims. Prof. Burhanuddin Rabbani was elected the President and Prof. Abdul Rasul Sayaf, hid Deputy This anti Marxist fervour was used by the Royals who started cultivating the Ulama and their followers against the leftists and encouraging them to demonstrate against their magazine Parcham. But this backfired and soon the Islamic forces turned against the secular policies of the Government, presence of western men and women wit their licentious behaviour, moral decadence and erosion of social values and over all they held the Royal family responsible for this decadence. Taking advantage of the turmoil and with King Zahir Shah convulsing in Italy, Daud Khan seized power in 1973. To consolidate his position with the help of Parchami Marxists, he started cracking down upon the Islamic Fundamentalists who had become powerful in Kabul University with The Young Muslims being led by Gulbuddin Hikmatyar. Factionalism among the fundamentalists like Hikmatyar and Rabbani made it easy for him to suppress the Islamists but once the job done he started shrugging off the Parchamis and began to persecute them. They turned anti Government and staged a common front called peoples democratic Party of Afghanistan in 1977 (PDPA). With the assassination of Mir Akbar Khyber a frontline leader of PDPA massive anti-Government demonstrations followed and ultimately resulted in a coup by the leftist on 27 April 1978—the Saur (April) Revolution and Daud Khan was killed and PDPA came to power. But the PDPA regime was interspersed with factionalism and anti-government sentiment ran high throughout Afghanistan. Among the Afghan refugees in Pakistan, the Hizb-e-Islami was active and they were carrying serial assassinations of PDPA leaders in Kabul. To tackle the insurgency problem and fight the rebels in Paktiya province adjoining Pakistan, Premier Amin sought Soviet help.








From late October 1979 onwards, Soviet Central Asian contingents who were ethnically undistinguishable from the Afghan troops, began taking over guard duties from the Afghan troops in order to relieve the latter to fight the rebels. Amin was killed and Babrak Karmal assuming power proclaimed the release of all political leaders, abolition of anti-democratic and anti-human regulations and respect fro the sacred principles of Islam with much support from Kremlin. But the Soviet intervention alarmed the Americans who had already turned watchful since the downfall of Muhammad Reza Pahlavi, the Shah of Iran. The Islamic Revolution in Iran and the hostage crisis had placed the US in a precarious position. In the eyes of the US, although Islamist Iran threatened the security and stability of America’s regional interests as well as Middle-east allies containing the spread of Communism was the greatest challenge. Therefore, according to Brezenski the need of the hour was avoidance of anything that might flicker US-Iranian military confrontation. It now seemed to him forging of anti-Soviet Islamic coalition more important. Washington declared “The Soviet invasion of Afghanistan is the greatest threat to peace since the Second World War,” and pledged to go all out and defend the Persian Gulf region. Brezenski, National Security Adviser embarked on a hawkish policy of exporting a composite ideology of nationalism and Islam to the Muslim majority Central Asian States to counter Soviet invasion. Laden actively participated in the anti-Soviet jihad and initiated a scheme of recruiting volunteers from the Arab world with active backing of Saudi intelligence and US support. “ To counter these atheist Russians, the Saudis chose me as their representative in Afghanistan,” bin laden used to tell the Agence France-Presse in August 1998. He further said, 

“I settled in Pakistan in the Afghan border region. There I received volunteers whop came from the Saudi Kingdom and from all over the Arab and Muslim countries. I set up my first camp where these volunteers were trained by Pakistani and American officers. The weapons were supplied by the Americans, and the money by the Saudis.”(12)

On the eve of Soviet withdrawal in 1989, the country was caught up in internecine quarrels between the Najibullah government and the Mujahidin’s interim Government as also among the various factions of moderate and hard-line forces within the Mujahidin Alliance along ethnic lines. Meanwhile, in November 1989, Abdullah Azzam the mentor of Osama was killed in a car bomb near Peshawar. Shocked at his death, Laden resolved to continue Azzam’s Maktab al Khidmat (Bureau of Service) under the new title Al-Qaida with a more ambitious plan of creating an international network of jihadis . The job was actually made easy by realization and political consciousness of the non-Afghan anti-Soviet jihadis especially from the Egypt and Saudi Arabia about the central role of America in their domestic politics. With their military skills attained in the camps in Pakistan under the umbrella of Inter Services Intelligence and CIA, they now turned their wrath against what seemed to them as American imperialism. Aligning themselves with the bin Laden increased the strength of Al Qaida everyday and by1993 Laden created perfect covers for Al Qaida’s clandestine activities. The Al Qida operated internationally through four trading, investment and transport companies with bank accounts spread out globally from London to Hong Kong via Nicosia and Dubai. But by that time the group’s activities had come under US scanner and were monitored closely by the Sudanese and Saudi intelligence as America did suspect Laden’s involvement in the deaths of 18 US soldiers on a UN peace-keeping mission in a confrontation in Mogadishu in 1993. By February 1996 the US State Department declared Laden as “the most significant financial sponsor of Islamic extremist activities in the world today.” 

With the final assault on Najibullah in 1992 the country slipped into the hands of the Taliban under the spiritual leadership of Mullah Omar Akhnund. Laden basing himself at Kandahar, developed a working relationship with Mullah Omar. In his effort to build up a confedearation of different extremist Islamist organizations in the Muslim world he revived two of his old camps Al Farouq and Al Badr along the Afghanistan-Pakistan border together with opening new ones. Money was pumped in from his business activities, donations as well as narcotics smuggling in which UAE served as a base for Laden. The Baghdad-Washington crisis deepening and the continued UN sanctions imposed since 1990 adding up to the sufferings of Iraqi people and unfettered access of the UN inspectors had in 1998 united the like minded Islamist leaders. They met at Afghanistan to access the situation. Laden with others under the aegis of World Islamic Front for Jihad against Crusaders and Jews issued a communiqué in which they had tried to identify the aims/interests of America in the Arabian Peninsula and held them responsible for the devastation in Iraq. Therefore they were unanimous in condemning these actions as “crimes and sins committed by the Americans and are a clear declaration of war on Allah, his Messenger (prophet Muhammad) and Muslims.” This was followed by the fatwa which said, “The ruling to kill the Americans and their allies—civilians and military – is an individual duty for every Muslim who can do it …We also call upon Muslim ulama, faithful leaders, young believers and soldiers to launch raids on the American soldiers of Satan and their allies of the Devil, and to displace those who are behind them so that they may [also] learn a lesson.”(13)

The lesson that was taught was the destruction of World Trade Centre to rubbles on September 11, 2001 and partial destruction of the Pentagon. Three months after the successful assault on 27 December, 2001, Laden’s voice although video-taped much earlier could be heard on Al Jazeera TV in which he said, “It is very important to concentrate on hitting the American economy with every available tool, given that the economy is the base of its military power, so America will be too busy [repairing it] to bother with Islamic fighters…” He further pointed out that the US led bombardment of Afghanistan as declared policy of war on terror is nothing but “indescribable hatred of Islam” by the West and the US. .”(14) Laden escaping the bombing of his hideout at Tora Bora cave complex has continued issuing fatwas, which can be heard from every corner of the world though he remains in the shadow and no one can trace his whereabouts. In a univocal manner he issues his rhetoric one after another----“the West has an unspeakable hatred for Islam. It is the hatred of the crusaders.”(December 2001). On November 2002 he warned, “You will be killed and will be bombed just as you bomb.” On October 2003 his voice could be heard staging anti Bush rhetoric, “Bush has deceived you into invading Iraq. He has sent your sons into the lion’s den.” On April 2004 came his dictum, “Vigilant people don’t let their politicians to pursue policies that provoke Al-Qaida.” October 2004 he echoed, “Your security is in your own hands. Any nation that does not attack us will not be attacked.” On November 2004 he proclaimed, “ We want to restore freedom to our nation. We shall lay waste to your nation.”(15) Therefore, the States primarily identified for jihad are the United States, India, Israel, Jordan, Saudi-Arabia and some others who are being accused of jahilliyah or being in a state of ignorance or a condition that is repeated every time when the society veers from the Islamic way.(16) Iraq, Chechnya, Afghanistan and Kashmir are now cited as examples of repression of Muslims by non-believers by the jihadis. In the words of Samuel Huntington “A clash of civilizations” exists. 
Since 9/11 the tremor of terror unleashed by Al Qaida has been rocking the international system and has actually recreated a reign of terror like situation. Tracking down the Qaida or its affiliates activities since 9/11 will show how international terrorism has assumed dangerous proportions. Whether it is a blast on 11.4.2002 at a Synagogue, Djerba, or Tunisia, or 8.5.2002 Sheraton Hotel, Karachi, Pakistan, or 24.9.2002, Akshardham Temple, Gujarat, India, or 12.10.2002, Night Club Bali, Indonesia, or 16.5.2003, Casablanca, Morocco, or 20.11.2003 British Embassy, Istanbul or 25.12.2003 an attempt on the life of Pakistani president Pervez Musharaf, the picture is all the same—deaths, devastations, trauma and fear.(17) 

An interesting point is that Pakistan has played a significant role in abetting the terrorist activities whether during the cold war days or in its aftermath. It became a frontline State from the cold war years and later a safe haven for many a terrorists. Following the 1979 Soviet intervention Brezenski developed the Washington-Islamabad-Riyadh alliance by which the US supplied the necessary arms channeled via Pakistan to the Afghan guerillas with magnanimous financing by Saudi Arabia. General Zia al Haq and his ISI nexus armed, trained and funded the Afghan insurgency. Later, with the Taliban in power it was Pakistan, which was happy to find a protégé in Kabul briefed the US regarding its not so canalized Afghan policy. Washington was happy with the Taliban’s anti-Russian, anti Iranian and pro-Western stance as stressed by Pakistan and it found according to Glyn Davies, US State Department Spokesman, “nothing objectionable” about the infamous and unpopular domestic policies of the Talibans. But 9/11 attack has changed the scenario and the US set the Talibans sheltering Laden as enemy number one and thus ensued the War on Terror and pounding of Kabul and hunt for Laden. The new global war on terror has once again catapulted Pakistan to the status of a frontline state in American strategic 

thinking. Though embracing the Talibans, a force created with Pakistan’s backing in the Afghan refugee camps in the mid-1990s to wrest power from the PDPA Government, would have been a popular move but warding off the country’s various economic and security problems prompted Musharaf to help America in its war on terror which was thought to bring substantial “rewards” to it. Though, Musharaf may have adopted a gesture to side with the USA in its war on terror but its madrasas are breeding ground for jihadis who have active connections with the Al Qaida. By 1985, the ISI had organized a vast infrastructure for the Afghan resistance movement and it was not long that the “Afghan terrorists trained by …CIA instructors had been smuggled into India with the purpoe of organizing acts of terrorism against…members of the Indian Government and foreign diplomatic representatives.” By 1990, there were over 30 militant groups in Kashmir, representing a wide range of ideologies including secessionists, progressive freedom fighters, nationalists and Islamic Mujahidins. Of these, almost 29 Kashmiri subversive groups have been receiving assistance and shelter from Pakistan.(19) In fact, the madrasas in Pakistan, Afghanistan, India, some of the south-east-Asian countries and Saudi Arabia are playing an active role in preaching and exporting ‘jihad’ to the rest of the world.(20)

One thing that becomes clear is that without the active backing of certain States Terrorism would not have flourished today. Legally, though no State under the international covenants and charters in place can use terrorism as an instrument of foreign policy but in many instances to achieve their national interest and foreign policy objectives States do resort to aiding and abetting terrorist elements against certain other states. The genesis of international terrorism especially Islamic fundamentalism as seen from the above discussion found its raison d’etre from the politico-ideological divide between the USA and USSR when both were engaged in retaining their respective spheres of influence by resorting to use of violence and terror tactics. Though US President Reagan in his election campaign said “ In recent years, certain States have sponsored terrorist actions in pursuit of their strategic goals…”(21) but the reality shows that US has itself been a sponsor of terrorist elements in different parts of the world in order to achieve its strategic goals. A high ranking US official Yossef Bodansky who was a part of a bipartisan Congressional team, Task force on Terrorism and Unconventional Warfare, pointed out in his report to the Congress that “the very same Afghans trained by the Pakisatnis during the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan are being used in international terrorist operations.”22  Thus it is not quite an easy task to tame terrorists.
Combating Terrorism

There have been several International Conventions in place which someway or the other aimed in combating terrorist kinds of acts before terrorism reached its climax on 9/11 2001. For example, Tokyo Convention on Offences and Certain Other Acts committed on Board Aircraft, 1963, Hague Convention on Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft, International Convention against the Recruitment, Use, Financing and training mercenaries adopted by General Assembly in 1989,International Convention for the Suppression of Terrorist Bombings adopted by UNGA on 1997, International Convention for Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism adopted by UNGA in 1999 are a few among several others.

The United Nations has been quite active in dealing with the problem of Terrorism worldwide. In 1994, the UNGA condemned “all acts, methods and practices of terrorism, as criminal and unjustifiable, wherever and by whomever committed, including those which jeopardize the friendly relations among States and peoples and threaten the territorial integrity and security of States” and for this purpose it noted that the States should “refrain from organizing, instigating, facilitating, financing, encouraging or tolerating terrorist activities…” The UN Millennium Summit Declaration also upheld the immediacy of preventing and eliminating international terrorism. After the 9/11 attacks on the WTC and Pentagon the UN members found it necessary to develop international legal framework to tackle terrorism. The September 11 terrorist attacks called for more serious measures in combating terrorism. The UNSC immediately paased the Resolution 1373 under Chapter VII of the United Nations on 28 September, 2001. This resolution imposed several obligations on member States including efforts to prevent and suppress financing of terrorist acts, to criminalise the willful provision or collection, by any means, of funds, by their nationals or in their territories, to freeze without delay the funds, financial assets and economic resources of persons committing or participating in the commission or facilitating commission of terrorist acts.(23)

 United States, after the September 11 attacks had evolved three different kinds of definitions regarding terrorism form three different quarters. The Defense Department defined it as “the calculated use of violence or the threat of violence to inculcate fear, intended to coerce or intimidate governments or societies as to the pursuit of goals that are generally political, religious or ideological.” The State Department viewed Terrorism as “premeditated, politically motivated violence perpetrated against non-combatant targets by subnational groups or clandestine agents, usually intended to influence an audience.” The Justice Department’s FBI looked at terrorism as “the unlawful use of force or violence against persons or property to intimidate or coerce a government, the civilian population, or any segment thereof, in furtherance of political or social objectives.”(24) Though, there has not been a unanimity regarding the definition of terrorism but no wonder post 9/11 the USA initiated a tremendous security regime and beefed up alerts and activities to prevent terrorist acts. It froze assets of individuals and entities linked up with terrorist acts, designated 25 terrorist organizations including Al Qaeda, Harkat-ul-Mujaheeden, Lashkar-e-Toiba and Jaish-e-Mohammad as foreign terrorist organisations, enacted the USA PATRIOT Act (got a six month extension in Dec 2005), created Foreign Terrorist Tracking Task Force and went on adding up the lists of organisations and individuals suspected or being linked to terrorist outfits. The list of such designated organizations is called the “Terrorist Exclusion List”.(25)

United Kingdom England, after America has been a victim of terrorist attack too. The British Government had already the Prevention of Terrorism Act, 2000, in place which defined terrorism as “The use or threat, for the purpose of advancing a political, religious or ideological cause of action which involves serious violence against any person or property, endangers the life of any person or property, endangers the life of any person or creates a serious risk to the health or safety of the public or section of the public.”(26) The country rolled under spells of terror on 7/7 when four bombs blasted –three in the subway and one on the bus and again terror revisited London in similar style on 27/7. Its being speculated that 7/7 is the continuation of the retributive efforts of the Islamic fundamentalist which began on 9/11, 2001. Even the confidential report entitled Working Together to Prevent Extremism: tackling Extremism and Radicalisation, drawn up following meetings between leading Muslims and Government officials points out that “British foreign policy in the world cannot be left unconsidered as a factor in the motivations of extremists” and the Iraq war was considered as “undeniably a factor” in stirring the sentiments of the Muslims in Britain. Minutes of the group meetings revealed the intentions of the Home Office to provide “UK-based Imam training” to “raise standards”.(27)  Prior to this Blair had announced  a series of anti-terror measures which was a significant turn around from its old policy of Londonistan which meant a place where political asylum was given to radical ideologists in return of keeping Britain a sanctuary from violence and this had allowed radical Muslim clerics like Abu Hamza, Abu Qatada, Omar Bakris and others to gain grounds. Only after the terror shock that Blair announced a 12-point list of stricter measures which included closure of mosques where “extremism ferments” and expulsion of fanatical clerics like Sheikh Omar Bakri for fostering “hatred, advocating violence to further a person’s beliefs or justify or validating such violence.”(28) Blair even announced that Britain would go to the extent of modifying human rights laws to enable authorities to deport foreigners, take measures against Islamic websites, bookstores, stripping of citizenship for glorifying violence or preaching extremism. UK even banned 15 militant outfits of which 5 are beased in Pakistan and 5 in Bangladesh.The findings of the blasts may ultimately point a finger at Pakistan as providing safe haven for terrorist groups as the London blast suspects like Nayeenm Noor Khan, Zeesahn Siddique turned out to be of Pakistani origin.(29) 

Pakistan, which has been alleged of being the breeding ground of terrorists, have also started cracking down on them in order to improve its international image. Post London blasts, it has started arresting Islamic fundamentalist preachers/teachers and students from all over the country. This was done after a possible link between a terrorist involved in the London blast and a madrasa in Pakistan was discovered. Infact, a British Muslim, Haroon Rashid has been arrested from Lahore who also has some links with the 7th July blast. Besides, the terrorists’ links with the Madrasa, there are apprehensions that they might have also links with Lashker-e-taiba and other terrorist outfits like Jamat-al-Dawa and others.25(30) In a televeised address to the nation on 21 July, 2005 President Pervez Musharaf called for a Jihad against the terrorists, the Jihadis who were disturbing peace and using Pakistan for the last 26 years for their activities. He attacked the Jihadis for giving birth to the ‘Kalashnikov culture’ in Pakistan and contributing to image debacle of Pakistan internationally.(31) President Musharaf has also accepted the invitation from a leading Jewish oragnisation to speak on and promote moderate Islam among the muslims around the world which in his 2003 speech he had regarded as “enlightened moderation” which would help to move forward in politically-trying times. He has been advocating this theme for muslims and non-muslims to counter extremism and terrorism.(32) 

Australia suffering from the fear psychosis and apprehending terror attacks after Britain for being a collaborator or ally of America in its war In Afghanistan and Iraq. The Australian Prime Minister and 14 moderate Muslim leaders in a landmark summit held at Australia’s Parliament House agreed to fight terror which has been envisaged as an attempt to protect the country from terror attacks similar to Britain’s which killed 52 rail and bus commuters on 7 July, 2005. A statement released after the meeting said, “Members of the Muslim faith and in particular its leaders have a responsibility to challenge and counteract those who seek to encourage the use of violence and terrorism in the name of Islam. It further went on saying, “The government must support and encourage Islamic leaders to challenge and eradicate extremism.”(33) Though a leading delegate, Mr.Ameer Ali, President of the Australian Federation of Islamic Councils said that there have been certain disagreements regarding the involvement of the country in wars in Iraq and Afghanistan but he said, “ We’re not here to change the foreign policy of this country.” Therefore, Mr. Howard, the Aussie P.M upheld that there was “unanimous commitment from everybody present to do all we could to tackle the problem and the potential for difficulty arising from the terrorist threat within our community.”(34)

India has been witnessing terrorist activities especially cross-border terrorism in different parts of the country especially in J&K. The terrorists are not confined to a particular part of India but they are spread all over the country and they are selecting softer targets where either the place itself is symbolic or civilian casualties are high and so is international coverage. Therefore, the Indian Parliament, Akshardham Temple, Ayodhya (failed attack) Sarojininagar market were deliberately chosen to send the message to the Government of India and of course to the international community. It is being speculated that India’s growing closeness with the US might have earned the jihadis ire. Since Manmohan Singh’s visit to the US in July ’05, the Al Qaida and the International Islamic Front along with the Taliban machinery have targeted India “because of its open alignment, as seen by them, with the US on matters affecting the vital interests of the Ummah.” Therefore besides embarking on a more tight security regimen with anti terrorist laws like TADA or POTA, India has to be cautious with her Middle-east policy and her relations with the US.(35)

Some initiatives have been undertaken on regional basis to tame terrorism collectively. Well ahead of 9/11 the South Asian nations had a convention on tackling terrorism entitled SAARC Convention on Suppression of Terrorism which was signed by the foreign ministers of the member countries on 4 November, 1987. A variety of problems like the Indo-Pakistan animosity, Maoist violence in Nepal, Pakistan having links with terrorist elements in Talibanised Afghanistan and its tacit links with Islamic fundamentalist groups, Civil war in Sri Lanka have made it necessary to have a Convention of this sort in place. However, the internal weakness of the SAARC Charter has itself prevented in the proper functioning of the Convention. The provision of keeping aside the bilateral issues from the ambit of SAARC have become the major impediment in implementation of the provisions of the Convention along with lack of good will of the member States to tackle cross-border terrorism.(36)

The ASEAN Heads of States post 9/11 met in Brunei in November 2001 and condemned in a joint statement condemned terrorism and adopted the 2001 ASEAN Declaration on Joint Action to Counter Terrorism and pledged to fight terrorism in accordance to principled enunciated in the UN Charter. On February 2002, the ASEAN leaders met at Brunei and tried to promote a positive image of the countries countering the charges of being the safe havens for terrorists. The Malaysian Foreign Minister opined the arrests of terrorists as “ a credit, not a debit”. On 7 May 2002 Malaysia, Indonesia and Philippines signed a trilateral agreement to increase cooperation in order to tackle cross border incidents and transnational crimes. On 17 May 2002, the South-east Asian countries agreed on a unified plan of action to curb terrorism and adopted the “Work Programme to implement the ASEAN Plan of Action to Combat Transanational Crime” focusing on priority areas such as drug trafficking, arms smuggling, trafficking of women and children, piracy, cyber crime etc. The 16-point communiqué released after the ASEAN Ministerial Meeting held on 20-21 may 2002 highlighted the ASEAN countries’ commitment to fight against acts of terrorism without discrimination and with due respect to religion, race, culture and nationality. In every occasion the ASEAN member states had agreed to build up systems where they can share intelligence information, synchronize investigation methods and extradition, conducting of joint border patrolling and a possibility of building up a peace-keeping force and herald a ‘New Era” in the war on terrorism.37 Even after such high-sounding pledges and resolutions, the task of taming terrorism is not an easy one became evident when explosions rocked Bali in October 2005. Shocked by October’s triple suicide bombings on the resort island of Bali, Indonesia plans to enlist the help of Islamic leaders for the first time in its battle against violent religious extremism. A new “anti-terrorism” team headed by Ma’aruf Amin from the Indonesian Council of Ulemas (MUI), the highest authority on Islam in the country was set up within the religious affairs ministry. This has aimed specifically at preventing extremists luring young, uneducated men into their ranks with promises of martyrdom.38
Concluding Observations:

Therefore, the arduous task of defending one’s State against terrorist attacks is difficult and neither is cost-effective nor is it full proof. As this article was being written one after another terrorist attacks were being perpetrated in one or the other States. After the London blasts came the serial explosions in Bangladesh and then Bali, Indonesia than in India including a bomb hoax in the Indian Parliament and a host of other incidents around the world. Suicide bombers wearing explosive vests targeted tourist resorts in Bali and with coordinated attacks devastated three crowded restaurants on 1 October, 2005, Saturday night, killing at least 25 people. Two Al-Qaida-linked fugitives linked with Jemaah Islamiyah terror group perhaps masterminded the latest attacks who were suspected of perpetrating the 2002 nightclub bombings on the same Indonesian island too. President Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono said "We will hunt down the perpetrators and bring them to justice." But despite Western and Indonesian intelligence agencies prior reports that Jemaah Islamiyah was plotting more attacks in the world's most populous Muslim country, nothing could actually be done to contain the attacks.39 Therefore, anti-terrorist efforts not only fail to curb terrorist attacks but have negative impact upon the economic growth of any country including the USA. The global economy has become so dependent on the free flow of goods and people across borders that even a little additional security can have a greater impact than most might think.40 For example, in the US, higher price tags on visa regulations deter the US Companies from hiring in foreign employees. The United States estimates its 2005 homeland security budget at about $40 billion, a sum that could easily double in a few years.41 Never the less a word a caution rings allover the globe that States now have to counter invisible forces with might equivalent to a State, operating transnationally, involved in smuggling, narco-terrorism, run a risk of chemical and biological weapons and nuclear terrorism. As President Bush has opined that, “This is a different kind of a war. Our enemies are not organized into battalions, or commanded by governments. They hide in shadowy networks and retreat after they strike.”42 The peoples of the world, not guided by their narrow interests, acting in accordance to the principles as envisaged in the Charter of United Nations have to come together and fight against these invisible forces and protect the future generations from the scourge of not only visible wars but also invisible wars. States should try to remember the fifth sign post of Morgenthau’s Realism in which he put forth the proposition that, “All nations are tempted—and few have been able to resist the temptation for long---to clothe their own particular aspirations and actions in the moral purposes of the universe…”43 Once a nation for example USA or Britain, one of its ally try to justify their actions in Afghanistan, Iraq or for instance in Israel as attempts to establish democracy or establishing peace, they are sure to court disaster for themselves as well as for the whole world. This has and will go on instigating the growth of radical Islamic forces challenging their prowess. It is been thought that the more USA gets involved with the interests of its regional allies in the Middle-east namely; Israel, Turkey, Egypt and Saudi Arabia, the more it and its allies would become the target of Islamist activists. Counter-terrorist wars or tight security measures do not provide long term solutions to terrorisms ongoing splurge. A change in the attitude of the States like that of Australia, an American ally may be a pointer how states can use the civil society to fight terrorism and win the confidence of its people. A new look at USA and its allies War on Terror is needed to prevent the world from being engulfed into incessant instability and insecurity. There is absolutely no answer as to how We the Peoples of the World can make the world a safe place to live in as long as interests clash among the States themselves or States v/s the non-State actors and using of terror as a tool to achieve ends continues. Therefore, in reality, it may be Clash of Cultures but actually it is the Clash of Interests that exists which puts thousands of innocent lives into peril.  
Prodded by October’s triple suicide bombings on the resort island of Bali, Indonesia plans to enlist the help of Islamic leaders for the first time in its battle against violent religious extremism.
A new “anti-terrorism” team was set up in the religious affairs ministry aimed specifically at preventing extremists luring young, uneducated men into their ranks with promises of martyrdom, its top members told AFPBut the new team, headed by Ma’aruf Amin from the Indonesian Council of Ulemas (MUI), the highest authority on Islam in the country, is due to meet next week to devise a plan of action.”Our task is to straighten out the understanding of jihad in Islam among the various Islamic organisations, institutions and ulemas,” Amin said.“We all agree that a wrong concept of jihad has been developed by groups involved in terrorism.”Amin said the team would work with all groups to promote the ”right” jihad concept, beginning with a meeting among all religious groups to find an unambiguous definition.http://www.khaleejtimes.com/DisplayArticle.asp?xfile=data/theworld/2005/December/theworld_December147.xml&section=theworld&col=  Thursday, December 8, 2005, 10.47AM
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