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Abstract

Religious terrorism has been made the dominant discourse of the
Unipolar World Order dominated by USA. The international
system is anarchic, according to structural realism, and states
pursue security by trying to balance each other. The
(reactionary) theory of religious terrorism (violence) makes
sense in explaining the current violent wave of terrorist attacks
by Islamists, that in case there is no apparent balancer to the
current unipolar order, religion is the chess player in power
politics. The claim of this paper is that whenever a balancer to a
hegemonic order is absent, religion will try to seek some sort of
balance by raising arms against that hegemonic order.

Keywords: Religious violence, world order, uni-polarity,
reaction).

Introduction

War and political violence has always been made the main subject
throughout the history of International Politics. From Stone Age
upto this date, violence has been the main puzzle for scholars and
policy makers. With the changing dynamics of world politics and
the development of human civilizations, the instruments of
violence have also got sophisticated. Despite extensive study on
the subject of war, International Relations’ theorists have not
excelled in understanding the causes and motives for wars.

War has been a dominant discourse among social scientists
and philosophers and every philosopher and scientist has his own
views on the causes of war ranging from Hobbes’ “survival in the
state of nature”™, Marxist “class struggle”, Gurr’s “relative
deprivation™ to Kenneth N. Waltz’s “anarchic structure™.
Although every claim has been justified by the day-to-day
happening in the Homo Sapiens’ world but no one is absolutely
right in claiming the finality of the theory. For example, Thomas
Hobbes is of the view that Human Nature is evil and there was a
constant struggle among humans for survival and he concludes
with Leviathan as a final solution in which there would be justice
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and peace.’ But in his Leviathan, the Sovereign has the final
authority and a man of evil nature as sovereign will commit to
violence to compete with his neighbours, so there is no assurity of
peace and as all humans are of evil nature, says Hobbes, then how
will they surrender to the sovereign, of whom there is no guarantee
that he will act according to their wishes.” It can be said in
conclusion that men will not resort to surrender their freedom for
the benefits of others at their own cost. i.e. in the words of Kenneth
Waltz, “man acts in ways contrary to his nature is prima facie
absurd”®

The Marxist theory about war and the relative deprivation
theory are very vividly applicable in some of the conflict scenarios,
mostly in revolutionary and civil wars. But to claim on the basis of
few cases that every war has an economic purpose is injustice to
the subject of war. The relative deprivation theory, as propounded
by Ted Robert Gurr, catches some ground on the basis that the
main impetus for violence committed due to frustration is due to
the inequality among humans.” But, if one goes through the history
of warfare, it is obvious that one will find that majority of the wars
are fought for reasons other then relative deprivation. These
reasons may be “man’s ubiquitous lust for power” or the anarchic
structure (under which survival is the focal point) or using the
banner of God.

The majority of wars in the age of industralisation were
fought under the auspices of “lust for power” thesis, i.e. wars of
imperialism. Because men of the time were deadly motivated by
the “lust for power” and wealth and the weaker states were always
(the) easy prey for the power-hungry men.'” But most of the
scholars are doing injustice to the topic by missing the religious
link to (the) colonialism and imperialism, which was termed as
“civilizing the uncivilized”.!"" The mission of “civilizing the
uncivilized” was a religious mission originated by the Spaniards
under the auspices of which, the colonists prosecuted the
colonised.'” So religion has always been involved in one way or
the other and is used by its believers as Jus ad Bellum card against
their adversaries.

In fact, the role of religion has re-emerged in International
Relations after a long period of alienation from the worldly affairs
due to Treaty of Westphalia, if the exclusion of religion from
politics is true and empirical.” The resurgence of religion is
mainly seen not as a return of the old days religion but in a radical
form, what Samuel P. Huntington has predicted, will cause “the
Clash of Civilizations”."* The violent attacks of 9/11 at the core of
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the sole super power by a religiously motivated Islamic group
named Al-Qaeda has opened a new chapter like a sheer precipice
in International Politics and security studies. Interestingly, these
attacks were not carried out by an entity we called state but by
non-state actors who are championing the cause of religion.

Here a question arises: Why religious groups go violent?
Many scholars have devoted their efforts to answer the question,
but they are unable to find an acceptable answer to this multi-
dimensional social phenomenon. I have found it reasonable to
work on the subject and I want to open a new chapter in the subject
of Religious Violence and International Relations. Based on the
quantitative analysis of the available data, I’ll try to sort out the
problem but the unavailability of literature has been a hurdle for a
researcher as well time management. However, by managing all
the misfortunes, I’ll try to prove that in absence of another balancer
to unipolarity, religion will challenge the hegemony.

For the purpose of simplification, I have divided my paper
into two main parts, i.e. theoretical framework and case studies.
Three case studies are taken, one from each Abrahamic Religion
(Religion of the Book), on the basis of which I want to support my
argument. These case studies are the Jewish Violence against the
Romans (Zealots), the medieval-era Christian Crusades and the
Modern Muslim Jihad. Theoretical framework is of grave
importance, on the basis of which I want to deviate from the
existing theories of Religious Violence. The general description of
violence and terrorism will be followed by religious terrorism and
violence and its existing theories and then I will discuss the place
of religion in the world order.

Theoretical Framework

A paradigm shift has been witnessed in the “post 9/11 world” with
attacks at the “heart of unipolar world’s” leader'’, USA. The logic
behind the attacks at the mainland of USA has brought a lot of
conspiracy theories and blame games to play their part. But the
actors’ real motives can be inferred from their actions and not by
the existing claims of Al-Qaeda in the “cosmic war”.'® In the
following days of the attacks the claim of divine help was made by
the victims also.'” The battle for God has started forming a fog of
cosmic war, in which both the parties claimed God on their side.
Jus ad Bellum is the hallmark of such a violence and such wars are
going to be more severe, as the religious groups claim no worldly
responsibilities but to God."® The logic of the topic will be missing
if some basic concepts and some theories of religious violence and
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the framework of my main argument find no proper place. Hence,
terrorism and political violence, religious terrorism and violence
including its theories and the Religion’s place in the World Order
are worth mentioning.

Terrorism and Political Violence

The discourse of political violence is, in the words of Wendt,
“what states make of it”, i.e. it is the same thing but the
nomenclature of political violence has divided it into terrorism,
war and insurgency etc. Violence is an act of aggression against
the opposing forces and is in the form of murder, plunder and
destruction.” But the word terrorism has dominated the discourse
of political violence due to its complex nature. Terrorism in itself
is an act of aggression which is limited not only to those affected
but the aim of violence is to coerce others for specific purpose
which may be political, social and religious etc.*® War is also,
according to Clausewitz, “the continuation of policy by other
means” which is “an act to compel our opponent [to fulfill] our
will”*' So the aim of both terrorism and war is same, i.e. fulfilling
one’s will. Alex P. Schmid has defined terrorism in terms of
challenging the state’s sole authority over the “use of force” and
the promise of state as guarantor of security to the people, so it
gains significance as a political movement even if it is primarily
motivated by reasons other then politics.”> From Schmid’s
statement, it is clear that politics has been the dominant factor in
every conflict and act of violence whether one knows or not of the
political significance of that committed violence.

Terrorism, due to its complex nature, has been an
imbroglio for the policy makers and academia. Every one
perceives it in his/her own terms, which has caused a definitional
tug of war. Gus Martin has very tacitly tackled the definitional
issue, starting from extremism, which is a bridgehead to terrorism,
as radical in perception about something, especially political
matters.” Terrorism, according to Gus Martin, is the perception of
people as “politically motivated violence, usually directed against
soft targets (i.e. civilians and administrative targets), with an
intention to affect (terrorize) a target audience (fo further his
will)”

But the controversary of naming someone a terrorist still
presents a lively debate. The famous quote “one person’s terrorist
is another person’s freedom fighter” has added to the ambiguity of
the term, benefiting the contesting forces in getting their
overarching priorities. Terrorism, according to Schmid, is a
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conflict behaviour and like war having the same goals.” Also,
terrorism is always there in war, ranging from early warfare to
WWI and WWII (to war on terror in which the atrocities are
labeled as collateral damages).™

Not going into the moral and legal issue of terrorism, it is
obvious that terrorism has political objectives even if its objectives
are what Schmid termed as other than political. Terrorism and war
are two different names for the same thing called political
violence, so both have same objectives of furthering one’s
objectives and subordinating the opponent.

Religious Terrorism (Violence)

The dawn of September 11, 2001 has witnessed a horrible and
devastating blow to the World’s sole super-power. The first
massive attack, after the Pearl Harbour incident (1941), on the
mainland of USA has shocked the security specialists and the
politicians of the vulnerability of the strongest military power of
the world and pinpointed the flaws of realism according to which
states are the sole actors in International Politics”’. The new actor
is Al-Qaeda which does not represent any nation-state, but it is a
violent non-state actor, motivated by religion.” The new
phenomenon of religious terrorism and violence has dominated the
discourse of terrorism and political violence, which has hijacked
the policy makers to put aside all other development activities and
tackle the problem of the religious based terrorism.

Now, a question arises of why religious men go violent?
But the search for causes will be unjust before the essence of
religious terrorism is fully understood.

Religious terrorism, according to Gus Martin, “is a a type
of political violence motivated by an absolute belief that an
otherworldly power has sanctioned- and commanded- terrorist
violence for the greater glory of the faith.”* Also, Martin adds that
these violent acts are legitimate under the auspices of the over
worldly deity (god or God), because it is the will of the deity.”
From this it is clear, that when violence is committed in religious
tone, the phenomenon of religious terrorism occurs which has
political objectives, but again the main cause of violence in the
name of religion is missing. Different scholars have forwarded
their theories to understand the motivations of religious men to go
violent. These theories are given in separate chapter as following.
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Theories of religious violence (War or Terrorism)

Religious violence has been an imbroglio for scholars over the
years. Some scholars have formulated their theories as the base for
religious violence. These theories are Sacrifice Theory of Rene
Girard in his book “Violence and the Sacred”, Cosmic War by
Mark Juergensmeyer in “Terror in the Mind of God” and the
reactionary theory.”' Each theory is discussed below.

The Sacrifice Theory

Rene Girard in his book mentions that sacrifice is something of a
hot line between the sacrificer and his deity.** The sacrifice is done
in order to bring a greater benefit or avert the worst coming
scenario and Girard is of the view that the disharmony of the
community can be changed into harmony because of the
sacrifice.”” The sacrificial crisis is the extinction of the very ritual
of sacrifice which differentiates between the pure and the wicked.**
As a result of lack of distinction between pure and impure, the
whole society is corrupted and all the norms and values are lost,
and this difference causes identity crisis which leads to violence.*
Girard’s theory applies to the globalized world in which
globalization has produced identity crisis, which will be the main
cause of confrontation among different civilizations.’® But Heather
Selma Gregg has based his theory on the basis of its inapplicability
to all religions like Buddhism and its inability to differentiate the
circumstances under which the sacrificial crisis emerges as a result
of failure of sacrifice.”’

Now, to apply Girard’s theory to current Islamic
Terrorism, it makes sense that the current Islamic world, which is
disunited as Osama Bin Laden (Late) has mentioned, so it becomes
compelling to make sacrifices in order to bring harmony and unity
in the Islamic society. But going the other way, the sacrifice of
fellow humans instead of animals by these Jihadists has, in fact
divided the community and has ensued hatred among the fellow
Muslims. So Girard’s theory is not logical, as the struggle is meant
to overcome division, which they say it will eventually, when evil
has been defeated.

Cosmic War Theory

Mark Juergenmeyer has tried to address the causes of religious
wars and violence in his cosmic war theory. Cosmic war,
according to Reza Aslan, is a war for religion in which God is
believed to be taking side with one party or the other.”® Cosmic
war is basically the use of rhetoric or belief systems of certain
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deity or God at war with the enemies for revenge purposes.’
Cosmic war is always between the Good and the Evil and the
struggle is both physical and spiritual.*’

Juergensmeyer’s theory is good enough to explain the
good vs. bad confrontation in which the aim is the final salvation.*'
But his theory is very much coinciding with “identities at war”
scenario expounded by Girard because the groups mentioned by
him are separate identities like Jews, Christians and Muslims etc.
within the world community and his theory fails in relation to “co-
operation among civilizations”, i.e. the “co-operation among
civilizations” especially in War on Terror is the most challenging
example.*

Reactionary Theory

Reactionary theory is based on the assumption that
fundamentalism is a reaction to secular worldview.”” That
secularism has failed to inspire people and the religious
communities are trying to overthrow the secular order and replace
it by a new political and moral order.* But religious
fundamentalism is always misunderstood and is linked with
violence against modernity and more oftenly linked with Islam.*
Fundamentalism is not the act of violence as it is generally
perceived, rather it is “an identifiable pattern of religious militancy
in which self-styled true believers attempt to arrest the erosion of
religious identity by outsiders, fortify borders of the religious
community, and create viable alternatives to secular structures and
processes”.*® But to say that fundamentalism is an anti-thesis of
modernity is not fair, rather the secular state has not delivered what
the people had expected from it. Mark Juergensmeyer is of the
view that though (the) colonialism has ended, but the systems left
by the colonial legacy are inadequate to fulfill the desires of the
general public, so the only alternative is the promise given to them
by religion in which the promise for a just social order is very
much imminent.*’ Due to the promised just order, the confrontation
between the secular status-quo power holders and the religious
reactionaries is likely and sometimes imminent.

But I will differ from this theory in a sense that this theory
talks about all the religions while I will only discuss Abrahamic
Religions, with which violence is more often associated as
compared to other religions.”® Based on the case studies of
Abrahamic religion, I want to deviate from the existing theories
and go in another direction of religion’s relation with world order
(unipolar, bipolar or multipolar), (and) the alienation of certain
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religious identities in that world order and (the) violence on a
large scale against the strongest opponents by these alienated
religious identities. For this an overview of world order is
necessary without which it would be ridiculous to talk about a duel
between world order (unipolarity) and the alienated true believers.

World Order: Where the Religion Stands?

The end of cold war brought the world off-balance leading to
American hegemony in international affairs. President Bush
(senior) of USA has termed the post cold era as a “new world
order” which the Americans think they can shape on their own
values.” The “new world order” will be of peace and harmony on
biblical scale and is considered as a victory of liberalism and
market economy.” But just after a decade of the announcement of
“new world order”, the claims and the promises of the “new world
order” flung in the new wave of violence, challenging the very
essence of liberalism and “new world order”. The new challenge to
the “new world order” is not posed by any alternative ideology like
Communism or Nazism but by groups inspired by religious
sentiments of violence against the injustices due to the world order.
But before going further, it will be appropriate to define world
order. A world order is “the political, economic or social situation
in the world at a particular time and the effect that this has on the
relationship between different countries”.”' In the light of this
definition, the current world order is a unipolar world order with
Western values claiming to rule the whole scene. The place of
religion apparently seems nowhere in this new world order, and the
domestic political systems are based on democracy and democracy
is the “will of the people” and (the) secularism in true sense means
the “separation of religion and politics”, not religion from private
life, so the Western values claim to be those of the people and not
of the states, units controlled by natural law (realist perspective).
Jonathan Fox mentioned that sociologists are of the view that
people always have a world view and norms which are most often
influenced by religion.”® From this it can be inferred that the “new
world order” is based on the belief systems of the people of the
West with apparently no place for values of some major
communities like Muslims.”

The international arena has always been dominated by
duels between different sets of ideologies and power sharing
systems at different times over the history, ranging from
multipolarity (Stable and Unstable) to bipolarity during the cold
war in quest for hegemony.’* During multipolarity and bipolarity
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the contesting ideologies were in constant struggle for power and
dominance but the end of cold war has marked a new era of
unipolarity with USA claiming the role of a pacifier against
instability.”® Realism says that a unipolar world is a peaceful world
in which states will bandwagon the super-power rather than
compete with her.® Moreover, realism claims that a unipolar
system is a stable system and peace is maintained because of the
policeman role of the sole super-power.”’ Other realists have
termed the unipolarity as a transitory situation and a new balancer
will ultimately emerge as realism is based on balancing™, but it has
been unable to predict who would be the balancer. In addition,
realism also fails to catch up with the new challenges which are
posed by non-state actors having their origin in religion which has
highly destabilized the world not in terms of inter-state wars but
state vs. religious non-state actors. So the issue has no solution in
realism because realism studies state to state relations and is all
about material capabilities and the current violence is socially
constructed on the basis of “dominance of the value system and
alienation of the value system”.

Religion has always been an important aspect of human
civilizations and in the current unipolar world with Western
domination, it is obvious that other religions shall have no say in
the worldly affairs, i.e. in the words of Jonathan Fox, religion is
kept aside from International Politics probably because of the
rejection of religion by science based rationality.” Science
explains things on the basis of empirical evidence, whereas
religion is the belief in something supernatural, so religion is out of
consideration in science.”’ In International Relations, realism has
been a dominant theory based on scientific methods of justification
and evaluation with states as rational actors and with material
quantification of power. Under such circumstances, it will be a
folly to consider religion, an abstract idea, as a necessary tool in
running world affairs, so the religion has no role in the
international political arena.

Now comparing the above paragraphs of “new world
order”, struggle for power and place of religion in that world order,
it is obvious that unipolarity invites a balancer of different value
system and the religion if alienated in that unipolar world order
will always try to assert itself in the main political system and will
try to reconfigure the world order. By alienated religion, it means
that in a unipolar world, dominated by one or more civilizations
having their belief systems as their overarching moral codes, the
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other religions not in domination will find themselves alienated in
that system and will try to reconfigure the world order.®’

Case Studies

To further elaborate my main argument about a religious challenge
to the world order, some historical case studies are discussed and
which will go for or against my claim. These case studies are the
case of Zeolots’ violence and terrorism against the Romans, when
Rome was at the center of world power, the Medieval Christian
Crusades against the Muslims, when the Muslim dominated the
Middle East and Euro-Asia and the Byzantine Empire was under
threat, and the current Islamic Jihad against the West where the
West dominates the political landscape.

Zeolots’ Violence against the Romans (66-73 A.D.)

The Roman Empire at the beginning of the 1* century A.D. was a
very powerful military empire with the control over South-Western
Europe and some parts of West Asia and North Africa except
Egypt which was subjected to the direction from Roman Empire.*
The whole political landscape was dominated by them including
Palestine. They had complete monopoly over the known world
(Europe and West Asia) and were hegemons in real sense.”
Although there was another power Parthia, which was a balancer
not in terms of power and military strength, but in defending
against the Roman occupation.® So the world was unipolar as that)
in the present day world, with American unipolarity in which some
of the big powers can defend themselves, but are of no match to
U.S. in offensive power.”” Moreover, in those days, hegemony was
gained through victorious war or surrender without fight.%
Hegemony at classical and modern times almost refers to the same
connotations in which one power has dominated the system, based
on military and political power, which is in turn spurred by
economics, culture (and beliefs systems).”” Also, the Romans have
replaced all the surrounding kingdoms by their own kings.®® This is
very much present in today’s world under the name of regime
change, in which a hostile regime is replaced by a friendly regime
that furthers the will of the hegemon. But the Romans were
opposed by Jews called Zealots.*”

Zealots were religious fanatics who wanted to liberate their
land from foreign forces and were termed by the Romans as
terrorists and freedom fighters by their fellow Jews.”’ The Zeolots
were not oriented totally by religious zeal, but there were some
other causes like fairs and trade issues, as trade was done in
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accordance with Roman law and traditions.” Another factor of
resentment was the adoption of Roman values by some of the
Jews, who were termed as apostate.” Here one can infer the tone
of fundamentalism, which is a fixation of boundaries of a religion.
Now comparing this with the contemporary situation, the adoption
of certain values of liberalism by certain groups has caused
resentment (in that group) as in the case of 1% century Jews, and
the reaction is (was) imminent as history shows.

The reaction to the Roman legacy was in form of terrorism
and wars inspired by Judaism, which has challenged the “Roman
unipolarity” in the absence of another balancer. The challenge to
“Roman Unipolarity” can be concluded by using Alex P. Schmid’s
conclusion of terrorism for whatever cause has a political end and
is a challenge to the monopoly of state. It means that though the
religiously motivated warriors may not (be able to) grasp the
notion of challenging the hegemon for political purpose, but their
ultimate aim is to shake the bases of the existing order and try to
reconfigure it in a balanced way”® which may not necessarily be
dominated by them, but where they can live in a more favourable
environment.

Another striking feature of the Zeolots was that they were
one among many factions who were against the Romans, while the
other factions submitted to Roman authority.” This is again a
commonality with the current jihadists who are violent while other
Muslims tend to be non-violent. In addition to this, another
commonality among Zealots and the modern jihadist is of
declaring their fellows who support the hegemons as traitors.”

The commonalities among these two groups and the
international politics of the time has enabled me to conclude that
Zeolots were against the system dominated by Rome, i.e. unipolar
world order and had tried their best to oust the outsiders from their
homeland, which is very much similar to “Osama bin Laden’s”
‘declaration of war” against foreign forces in Middle East. Though
the efforts of Zeolots ended in a failure in front of the mighty
Romans, but it is of no concern in this study, rather a reality was
established that the weak religious community has challenged the
supremacy of the Super Power of the time militarily.

Medieval Era Christian Crusades

Another case study is about the politics of medieval era in which
two major events are worth mentioning, (1) the rise of Islam, and
(2) crusades. Islam arose from the desert of Arabia and spread over
a vast area in a short period of time at the start of the medieval era.

The Dialogue 370 Volume VIII Number 4



Violence in the Name of God and the World Order Ibrahim Khan

The Muslims subdued the Balkans, parts of Italy and Spain by
beginning of ninth century. The whole world was divided into two
poles which the Christians named as Christandom and
Heathendom while the Muslim named it “House of Islam (Dar-ul-
Islam) and House of War (Dar-ul-Harb)”."® The Muslim empire
was advancing every passing period in terms of territorial conquest
until China, India, France and Byzantium were threatened.”’

The political landscape of medieval era was dominated by
Muslims as an expansionist power. The Muslims conquered many
Christian lands and sacked Rome centuries before the crusades and
even there are allegations of forced conversion into Islam.”®
Europe, Christandom, mired in poverty and backwardness was
undergoing constant internal feud between the Churches, and was
engulfed by feudal wars for land and domination.” But according
to Bernard Lewis, Muslims believed that Christians are infidels
and as per Muslim tradition, letters to Christian rulers were sent,
asking them to adopt Islamic faith and Muslim laws during the
time of the Muslim Prophet.** So the very essence of Christianity
was threatened.

A Prologue to the Crusades

Power politics started for world domination with major players
between the Muslims, the Persian Empire and Byzantine Empire
forming a multipolar order.’ The Muslims overwhelmed the
Persian Empire and the Byzantine Empire acted as a silent
spectator passing the buck to the Persian Empire, making no
alliance with Persians against the Muslims to balance them. After
attaining bipolarity, the Muslims now turned the tables against the
Byzantine Empire, weakening it by capturing its major cities and
Anatolia.*> As mentioned earlier that Christiandom was engulfed in
internal conflicts, totally ignoring the power struggle with the
Muslims dominating a vast territory with their laws and values
enforced in those territories.

It is commonly believed that Muslim persecution of Christians
was the immediate cause of crusades but I differ from it on the
following two grounds.

). If persecutions were the cause, then why it took centuries
to help the Christians to get rid of Muslim domination and
atrocities?, and

ii). If the aim was the salvation of the Christians, then it would
have been indigenous rather than global, because in
insurgency, the local people rebel?
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Rather it was the Muslim domination and unipolarity of which the
Byzantine Empire was no match, so the Byzantine ruler called
upon the Western Churches for help and the West readily replied
to overthrow the hegemons.*> Terry Jones in a documentary
“Pilgrims in Arms” says that it was the political ambition of the
Pope rather than the request of the Byzantine ruler that motivated
the massive crusades.*

The Crusaders in Action

Under the supervision and directions of the Pope, the Western
Christians were directed to help their Eastern Christian brothers
who were in trouble from Turks’ aggressive behaviour and called
for recapturing the Christian lands.* The liberation of Christian
land and the help of Eastern Christian Brothers seems an illusion
because the crusaders could not fulfill their promise made to the
Byzantine ruler regarding the return of liberated lands to the
Byzantine ruler once the areas were recovered, rather they founded
their own kingdom and acted as strong balancer against the
Muslims for over three hundred years.

One striking feature of the crusaders was that they behaved
in a very unChristian way and massacred Jews and Muslims and
looted every valuable thing.®® Another striking feature was the
murder of Christians who were not willing to go for crusades.”’
The factor of irrationality which is often attributed to modern
terrorists was also there as the crusaders are termed by many
renowned historians and religious scholars.® The atrocities of the
Crusaders were, in a more humane way, acts of terrorism and are
very much in resemblance with today’s terrorists’ attacks.

In medieval Europe, there were knights and a feudal
system with no central authority of the state but of the king of the
feudal system. Every knight had his own army and they acted as
bands rather than regular armies of (the modern) nation-states.”
But the problem is that subjugation is against human nature which
wants freedom, then if a feudal knight is strong enough why would
he not revolt against the king?. So, there is possibility that these
knights could revolt and act as independent entities. The most
striking example as of peasant crusades under the French monk
Peter de Hermit, who launched an attack in 1096 on the holy
land.” By this, I want to claim that crusaders did not belong to the
state army and whatever actions done by them came into the
category of terrorism as per modern state system.
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Islamic Jihad against the West
“I think it is wrong to speak about fundamentalism as the
restoring of some religion that was genuine and is only now
being put back to what it was several centuries ago. Rather, it is
actually an attempt to ideologize religion and use it for political
purposes, by people who have deliberately incorporated a lot of
ideas from extremist, political ideologies. ”-(Francis Fukuyama).

The end of cold war compelled Fukuyama to conclude that
Western liberalism has won over all the opposing ideologies and
the Western system is absolute in a sense that it still exists despite
the opposition from different ideologies which waned away due to
their incompatibility.”’ In Mearsheimers’ realm, the unipolarity
was gained with American supremacy as there is no Waltzian
balancer to maintain the old status quo. But the dawn of 21*
Century engulfed the whole circle of realists in flames of terrorist
attacks by violent non-state actors under the banner of God (Al-
Qaeda), waning the promise of offensive realism. The strongest
military power of the world in terms of offensive power and
military capabilities was mourning the devastating (the) terrorist
attacks and its causalities. With all sympathies with the victims, the
terrorists’ motivation as it seems to be is not religious but political
according to Fukuyama’s quote. But going further in this debate,
the prevailing conditions of the world politics needs to pay
attention.

The end of the cold war started a debate about the “would
be” world, multipolar or unipolar, as the cold war bipolarity was
history now, and the assumption of multipolarity with China,
Japan, Germany or Europe, and Russia as major players, was
primarily a myth and the World was unipolar with American
supremacy furthered by its Western allies.”” The other powers were
not in a position in terms of offensive capability and power
accumulation to match the might of USA and the world tilted in
favour of the West.”” Though I agree with all other scholars on the
proposition of American military superiority, but I differ from
them on the basis of its invulnerability and invincibility. The
invulnerability myth was shattered with the sad occurrence of 9/11
as well as the invincibility myth, not about the military defeat of
the American forces but the failure to achieve their objectives,
which is termed as a failure of the whole campaign or operation.

The religious challenge to American unipolarity released
its fury by hitting the core values of the unipolar world, i.e. “World
Trade Center” and Pentagon. The attack on “World Trade Center”
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can be viewed as an attack on market economy, the liberal values
of capitalism and Americanism. Similarly, the attack on Pentagon
was an attack on the world’s strongest military, the US military, as
Pentagon is the headquarter of US Military) i.e. the targets have
their symbolic values.

The cause of these terrorist attacks was primarily
highlighted by Osama bin Laden as a reaction to the foreign
occupation of Islamic lands by USA and Israel.”* But I differ from
this assumption, because if occupation was the cause then what
bared the Muslims from attacking Great Britain and France which
held these areas for centuries during colonial era. Though, there
were skirmishes between the occupiers and the occupied but the
attack on the heartland of the opponent never took place. The
power politics of that time were what Martin Kaplan has termed as
multipolarity. Secondly, the Saudi Government requested USA to
intervene in the Gulf affairs in 1990s, so it was not US occupation
but a rescue operation in a real sense. The real cause was the
political cause what President Bush inferred from the terrorist
attacks as the destruction of US economy and social values, as they
“hate our existence”.”” About fifteen percent of the Americans, as
mentioned by Max Abraham, agreed upon the fact that US foreign
policy has partly motivated Al-Qaeda’s attacks.”® The “hate our
existence” phrase and the public polls depict, that religion has
challenged the Western unipolarity in absence of another balancer.
Adding to this, not all the Muslims are at war with the West, but a
faction of Muslims is against the US, rather some Muslim
countries are co-operating with the West, especially in the War on
Terror, so the “clash of civilizations” is not a matter of attraction.

Using President Bush’s inferences (as a correspondence
of) on the 9/11 incident, the challenge to US hegemony (not
Mearsheimers’ definition of hegemony) as an attempt for the
destruction of their economy is very much apparent. The US
economy has been inflated by this prolonged warfare against these
non-state Islamic terrorists, and the Western value system of free
culture is now fading away with the enactment of Homeland
Security Acts and scrutiny at Airports.

One important aspect is the lack of alliance of any major
power with these terrorists as was the case in Crusades and Zeolots
wars though there are some non-state groups affiliated with Al-
Qaeda but all the major powers have opposed Al-Qaeda. The
surprising nature of these terrorists is due to advent of more
sophisticated weapons and new strategies, greatly indebted to the
progress of science and technology of warfare. Our’s is the cyber
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age and in the face of modern military technology, it is very
difficult for the terrorist to operate in an organised way like its
predecessors did. So, as a part of military strategy, asymmetric
warfare is the right choice. From this, it is clear that terrorism is a
part of strategy used by Al-Qaeda to challenge the mighty super
power which otherwise would have destroyed Al-Qaeda if it were
organised in a centralised, hierarchical manner.

Conclusion

The relationship of religion and politics has been quite complex
throughout history. This ambiguity has caused puzzle among
academia and politicians who are unable to find sound answers to
why religion sometimes goes violent while sometimes it is
peaceful. The reason seems to me the distribution of power in the
international arena. Many people blame religion as responsible for
violence but the reality is that religion is a victim of violence as it
is manipulated by its followers.”’

The modern nation-states are based on the principles of
secularism since thirty years war ended up with the treaty of
Westphalia, if it is true and real, as it is claimed that states have
nothing to do with the religion and religion has no role in
international politics. Applying “relative deprivation theory” on the
deprivation of religion in international arena, it can be concluded
that the religious violence is a reaction to deprivation. But the
problem is why religion has been silent for a long time?
Particularly, in case of Muslims, who do not have a share in world
affairs since last two to three centuries with the exception of the
Ottoman Turks. My answer to this mystery is, that the world
system was multipolar or bipolar during most of the times and the
system swung in a tug of war for power. Another question arises of
why Muslims are against the unipolar world led by USA? Why not
Christians or Jews or Hindus are against the USA? The causes of
Muslims against the unipolarity are of course multiple, but it seems
convincing that the West is mostly populated by Christians and the
US supremacy is like Christian supremacy because democracy, a
core Western value, is the will of the people. Regarding other
religions, the universality of a religion is far more important.
Christianity, Islam and Judaism are the three largest and
Abrahamic religions and now Judaism has shared interests with
Christianity the wake of US-Israel relations. So Islam is the only
alienated religion which is trying to diminish the Western
unipolarity.
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The commonality among these three case studies is that all these
events took place under same political conditions, i.e. unipolarity
in terms of a major power dominating all other powers. Another
important commonality is that though these groups in have
alliances with their fellow groups but they have no support from
any major power who want to use these forces as proxies against
their mighty opponent. The motivation as a reaction to the
occupation of lands by their opponents seems to me prima facie
absurd because the reaction in such cases is immediate rather than
after centuries.

Although the violence under the veil of God is reactionary,
but it is not in reaction to domination rather when one power
dominates the whole system because, as mentioned -earlier,
according to “Newton’s Third Law of Motion”, “for every action
there is an equal and opposite reaction”, the reaction would have
been immediate. But the reaction after a long time, keeping in view
the political conditions of the world, has some other objectives. In
a nutshell, violence in the name of God on biblical scale is
committed when the system is unjustly dominated by one power.
And in the rest of the time, God’s name is used for Jus ad Bellum
and winning public support as President Lincoln used the
“emancipation of slavery” during the “American Civil War”.
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