
Global Security:  Options Beyond War 

 
 
Introduction 
In his speech following the attacks of September 11th, President Bush told the nation 
that we were being attacked because the terrorists, among other things, “hate our free-
doms”.  The terrorists would be “hunted down”.  Nations were told that they were either 
“with us or against us”.  Those who questioned the U.S. response to the terrorist attacks 
were considered unpatriotic, perhaps even complicit.  The U.S. demanded retribution. 
 
The Bush Administration took no time to pause, to reflect upon the causes of hatred and 
resentment toward the U.S., nor to consider the most appropriate path to bring these 
men to justice, and to ensure that future acts of terrorism do not occur.  To consider the 
motivation behind acts of terrorism is not the same as justifying these acts.  Trying to 
understand the roots of animosity is not unpatriotic.  In fact, it may be the only way to 
eradicate terrorism at its source and truly provide for our common defense.  Military 
actions, at best, may result in a temporary halt to terrorism by dismantling networks, 
arresting, killing or intimidating individuals, but as long as the roots remain, the prob-
lems will never disappear.  
  
And so, the purpose of this workshop is to examine the notion of “terrorism”.  What is it, 
who are the terrorists, and what motivates them?  We will look at the inherent biases 
and contradictions imbedded in the term and examine different definitions of terrorism.   
Participants will consider some of the roots of terrorist actions toward the  
U.S.  We will then examine specific  
actions or changes in policy that 
might help reduce or eradicate the  
underlying causes of hatred and re-
sentment toward the United States.   
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Workshop Objectives 
Participants will express their own personal concerns about how the current War  
on Terrorism is being conducted, and their hopes for any silver linings that might 
arise from this current world crisis. 
Participants will explore the inherent biases, prejudices and contradictions that 
arise when trying to define the term “terrorism.” 
Participants will generate a list of the factors that could contribute to acts of  
terrorism against the U.S. 
Participants will develop a list of actions or policies that the U.S. could take that 
would reduce or eliminate some of the underlying roots of terrorism. 

 
Agenda 

Hopes and Fears:  (15 minutes) 
Agenda Review and Presentation of Objectives (5 minutes) 
Global Security Squares (30 minutes) 
Identifying the Roots of Terrorism (30 minutes) 
Generating Strategies To Eliminate the Roots of Terrorism (30 minutes) 
Evaluation (10 minutes) 

 
Resources 

Newsprint with Agenda 
Newsprint with Objectives 
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Hopes and Fears 
 
Time 
15 minutes 
 
Objectives 

To introduce participants to each other. 
To “warm-up” the participants to the theme of today’s workshop: terrorism. 
To voice our own personal fears about how the current War on Terrorism is being 
conducted and hopes for any “silver linings” that could come from this current  
world crisis.   

 
Procedures 
1.  Thank group for inviting us here and briefly introduce facilitators.  Explain that       

we’re going to have a warm-up exercise to get to know each other and to introduce 
the topic of today’s workshop and then we’ll go over the agenda and objectives. 

2. In pairs, participants will introduce themselves and talk for 5 minutes about their 
concerns about how the War on Terrorism is being conducted and their hopes for 
any “silver linings” that could come from this current world crisis. 

3. After 5 minutes, the facilitator asks each participant to introduce their partner,  
and briefly state one fear/concern and one hope.   

4.  Facilitator summarizes the activity by thanking people for their openness and by 
introducing today’s topic.  Finally we’re concerned that the War on Terrorism will 
not only be ineffective, but will exacerbate the situation, creating more violence  
and further acts of terrorism.  So today’s workshop aims at encouraging dialogue  
on a subject that has been somewhat taboo–understanding the nature of terrorism,  
its potential roots and alternative responses to military options. 

 
Resources 

Newsprint, markers, tape 
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Global Security Squares 
 
Time 
30 minutes 
 
Objectives 

To introduce participants to each other. 
To serve as an energizer/warm-up. 
To highlight the underlying biases and prejudices embedded in the  

     concept of terrorism.   
           
Procedure 
1.  Each participant is given a sheet of paper with a grid.  In each square of the grid is a 

question that relates to the issue of terrorism.   
2.  Participants walk around the room, introducing themselves one at a time to the 

other participants.  After they exchange names, they ask each other for a response 
to one of the questions posed in the grid.  They write the answer, and the initials of 
the person who gave it to them, and move on to another participant.  If someone 
doesn’t have a response to the particular question, they may ask another question.  
If the person asking isn’t satisfied with the answer provided, they may continue 
asking other people until they receive a response that satisfies them. 

3.  After 15 minutes (or when facilitator sees that most people have completed their 
sheets), the facilitator asks participants to return to their seats. 

4.  The facilitator goes through the grid and goes through each square asking partici-
pants to call out their responses.  S/he encourages a discussion on each square, being 

mindful that there are 15 minutes to cover 9 questions. 
5. The facilitator asks for observations about the signifi- 
     cance of these questions to the discussion of terror- 
     ism.  Possible observations include:  
      •     Yesterday’s terrorists are today’s heroes, and  
            today’s heroes can become tomorrow’s terrorists. 
      •     Terrorism is in the eye of the beholder. 
      •     The U.S. has itself engaged in terrorist acts. 
      •     The U.S. has helped create and support terrorist 
            networks, but they are called freedom or  
            resistance fighters when they are on “our” side, 
            and terrorists when they are on “their” side. 
      •     Economic policies can also be considered a form 
            of terrorism. 
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6. Finally, the facilitator offers some of the official attempts to define terrorism: 
         •   Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary:  “Terror is an intense, overpowering fear.”  

         Terrorism, is “the use of terrorizing methods of governing or resisting a  
              government.”  (This is a fair definition devoid of political content that could 

         be applied “across the board”, but would implicate many governments.) 
         •   The Department of Defense/FBI definition of terrorism, “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.” 
         •   The State Department definition is more elaborate, specifying that terrorism 

         may include the use of biological, chemical or nuclear devices as well as  
              the act of “assassination.”  (“10 Things to Know About Terrorism”, Mark  
              LeVine, AlterNet, 10/04/01)  By its own definition, the U.S. government  
              could be considered guilty of terrorism. 
         •   To date, there is no internationally acceptable definition of terrorism.  The 

         first attempt to reach consensus on this term came under the League of Nations 
         in 1937, but no agreement has ever been reached.  This inability to define  

              the term has made the drafting of an international convention on terrorism 
         impossible.  Terrorism expert A. Schmid suggested in 1992 that it might be  

              a good idea to start with the existing consensus on what constitutes a “war 
         crime”.  If the core of war crimes (deliberate attacks on civilians, hostage taking 
         and the killing of prisoners) is extended to peacetime, acts of  terrorism could 
         be defined as “peacetime equivalents of war crimes.  (www.undcp.org) 

 
Resources 

Global Security Squares Worksheet 
Global Security Squares Answers 
Newsprint, markers, tape 
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Identifying the Roots of Terrorism 
 

Time 
30 minutes 
 
Objective 

To identify some of the factors that could contribute to terrorist acts against the 
United States. 

 
Procedure 
1. In small groups, participants discuss their ideas on the possible roots of terrorism vis 

a vis the U.S.  Each distinct idea is written in a few words on a 5x8 sheet of paper.  
(15 minutes) 

2. Back in Plenary, the facilitator asks the first group to read their ideas.  S/he tapes 
their sheets on the wall, quickly grouping similar ideas into general categories.   
For example, the categories might include:  Religious fundamentalism, poverty/
disempowerment/widening income gap, U.S. foreign policies, U.S. economic/trade 
policies, cultural imperialism, human rights violations, anti-democratic regimes,  
U.S. military actions/arms trade. 

3. As the remaining groups report back their ideas, the facilitator adds their sheets to 
the appropriate categories. 

4. The facilitator then sums up the general categories in which the ideas are grouped. 
Please note:  do not get bogged down in defining the categories!  The purpose of the 
groupings is to help the facilitator structure the discussion.) 

 
Resources 

Sheets of 5x8 paper, markers, tape 
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Generating Strategies to Eliminate Roots of Terrorism 
 
Time 
30 minutes 
 
Objective 

To develop a list of actions or policies that the U.S. could take that would reduce or 
eliminate some of the underlying roots of terrorism. 

 
Procedure 
1.  The facilitator acknowledges that there are many potential reasons why acts of 

terrorism have been directed at the U.S.  The purpose of this next activity is to 
consider which of the causes could be reduced or eliminated through changes in U.
S. policies.  S/he asks each group to choose one category of “root causes” and brain-
storm a list of possible actions/policies that could be taken to eliminate or reduce 
the cause.  Participants will also note the appropriate institution that needs to take 
the action.  (10 minutes) 

2.  Back in Plenary, each group shares their ideas.   
3.  The facilitator concludes by engaging the participants in a comparison between 

their recommendations and the policies and actions being taken by the Admini-
stration in its War on Terrorism.   

4. If time permits, the participants should talk about any next steps they may want 
to take to advocate for any of these policies.  The facilitator should thank the 
groups for their participation and direct them to the Grassroots International web-
site (www.grassrootsonline.org) for additional educational, advocacy, and organiz-
ing resources. 

 
Resources 

Newsprint, markers, tape 
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Evaluation 
 
Time 
10 minutes 
 
Procedure 
1.  Each participant states one positive thing about today’s workshop and one sugges-

tion for improvement. 
2.  The facilitator writes their comments on 2 sheets of newsprint. 
 
Resources 

Newsprint, markers, tape 
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Global Security Squares 
 

Instructions:  Using members of the group as sources of information, get an answer for  
as many squares as you can and write it in the square.  Each answer should come  
from a different person, who must initial that square for you.  Stop when time is called. 

Activity adapted from David Shiman, Teaching Human Rights, (Denver:  Center for Teaching International Re-
lations Publication, University of Denver, 1993) 2-3. 

Ronald Reagan often referred to 
the Nicaraguan contras as the 
“moral equivalent of America’s 
founding fathers.”  In 1985, he 
received yet another group of 
men in the White House, intro-
ducing them to the press as, “… 
the moral equivalent of  
America’s founding fathers.”   
Who were they?   

From which two  
countries does Osama 
Bin Laden receive the 
majority of his support? 

When was the first 
recorded use of the  
words “terrorism” and 
“terrorist” and to what 
situation did it refer? 

Approximately how 
many Afghani civilians 
have died in the U.S. 
bombing attacks from 
October 7, 2001 through 
March 2002? 

Name the only country 
ever to be convicted  
of “unlawful acts of 
aggression” by the World 
Court in The Hague and 
briefly describe the 
situation. 

Name 5 countries  
who have developed 
weapons of mass  
destruction.   

Name at least two well- 
respected statesmen who 
were once considered to 
be terrorists.  

According to the United 
Nations, how many 
Iraqi children have died 
as the result of U.N. 
sanctions against that 
country? 

Which multi-lateral 
institutions have been 
established to bring  
those accused of acts  
of terrorism to justice? 

Bonus Question:  How does one know when a War against Terrorism has been won?  

1 2 3 

4 5 6 

7 8 9 



Answers to Global Security Squares 
 

 
QUESTION 1:  Ronald Reagan often referred to the Nicaraguan contras as the 
“moral equivalent of America’s founding fathers.”  In 1985, he received yet an-
other group of men in the White House, introducing them to the press as, “… the 
moral equivalent of America’s founding fathers.”  Who were they?   
 
Members of the Mujahadeen (the armed military resistance) of Afghanistan.  
Reagan referred to them as “freedom fighters” and “resistance fighters”, while  
he labeled the Soviet Union, “the Evil Empire.”    
 

Significance:  During the 1970’s and 1980’s, the Mujahadeen were fighting our enemies and so we 
supported them.  We trained and armed Bin Laden.  The CIA encouraged Arabs and Muslims to study 
a fundamentalist form of Islam and actually promoted the notion of a “jihad” to mean “a war to oust 
the infidels from the holy land.”  When the Russians left, we dropped our support and the country  
was left with no funds for reconstruction.  Today, the Russians are our allies, and Osama Bin Laden  
is our greatest enemy. 
 
Background:  When Russian troops invaded Afghanistan in 1979, the U.S. poured their support be-
hind the armed resistance.  U.S. National Security Adviser Zbigniew Brzezinski persuaded President 
Carter to sign a secret directive to send covert aid to the Mujahadeen who were badly armed and  
organized at the time.  According to Brzezinski:  “What was more important in the worldview of his-
tory?  The Taliban or the fall of the Soviet Empire?  A few stirred-up Muslims or the liberation of Cen-
tral Europe and the end  of the Cold War?”  (“Made in the U.S.A., by Stephen Gowans, Amnistie Inter-
nationale; www.amnesty.org)  Between 
1980 and 1982, the Mujahadeen re-
ceived billions of dollars in “aid” from the 
U.S. and its allies, primarily in the form  
of supplies and weapons, including shoul-
der-held anti-aircraft missiles.  Ronald 
Reagan proclaimed, “  The resistance  
of the Afghan freedom fighters is an exam-
ple to all the world of the invincibility  
of  the ideals we in this country hold  
most dear, the ideals of freedom and  
independence.”  (Stanley Heller,  
Chairperson, Middle East Crisis Commit-
tee, www.thestruggle.org.) In 1986, CIA 
chief, William Casey, persuaded Congress 
to provide U.S. advisers to train the Muja-
hadeen.   To encourage Arab and Muslim men  
to fight against the Russians, the CIA resurrected a long-outdated notion of the term “jihad”, to mean a 
“holy Islamic war” waged against “infidel invaders”.   
 
The CIA also supported a long-standing initiative of Pakistan’s military intelligence service, the ISI, to 
recruit radical Muslims from around the world to come to Pakistan.  There they were sent to schools 
(madrassas) financed largely by Saudi Arabia, where they were taught the most fundamentalist form 
of Islam, and also provided with military training.  One of these recruits was Osama Bin Laden.  With 
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money from Saudi Arabia, and weapons supplied by the U.S., Bin Laden set up training camps   
in which the Arab and Muslim volunteers received additional training from Pakistani and  
American officers.   
 
By 1989, the Soviet Union withdrew.  The U.S.  
subsequently cut off its aid to Afghanistan, and the 
country collapsed.  Almost a quarter of the population 
was in refugee camps, and most of the country was in 
ruins.  (“How Afghanistan was bled dry”, by Phil 
Gasper, September 28, 2001.  Socialist Worker 
Online; www.socialistworker.org)   Different factions  
of the Mujahadeen began warring with each other.   
 
The Taliban, a more radical element who had  
trained in the madrassas in Pakistan, emerged as  
one of the more powerful factions.  At the end of  
five years of inter-tribal fighting, the Taliban took 
over Kandahar and formed a loose coalition of groups hoping to unify the 
country and bring peace.  However, they soon began implementing a strict interpretation of Islamic 
law, adopting repressive measures throughout the country.  Both the Taliban, and their opposition,  
began to carry out massacres of ethnic groups, destroying the property, crops and religious monu-
ments of those who were defeated.  (“In the Line of Fire”, Socialist Review; www.swp.org.uk)   
 
In addition to the desire to destabilize the Soviet Union, U.S. interest in Afghanistan has been  
motivated by the vast oil and gas resources.  In 1995, the U.S. government began to support the  
efforts of the U.S. energy company, Unocal to build a pipeline from Turkmenistan to Pakistan across 
southern Afghanistan.  To assure this deal, the U.S. needed a stable government.  And so, when the 
Taliban captured Kabul, the capital, in 1996, the U.S. immediately recognized them as the official 
government of Afghanistan and established diplomatic relations.  Saudi Arabia and Pakistan also  
supported the Taliban as the new government in Afghanistan, despite the violence and repressive 
policies they were adopting. 

 
 
QUESTION 2:  From which two countries does Osama Bin Laden receive the  
majority of his support? 
 
Pakistan and Saudi Arabia, two countries with repressive and  
undemocratic regimes. 
 

Significance:  The United States applies a double standard in its treatment of our allies.   
Although both Saudi Arabia and Pakistan have repressive, undemocratic regimes, we have long  
supported their rulers because we have military and corporate interests in these countries.  America 
is Saudi Arabia’s leading trading partner.   Our military presence on Saudi soil has angered many 
Muslims and has been cited as one of the major reasons for the Sept. 11th attack.  It is also significant 
to remember that 15 out of 19 of the men who attacked the World Trade Center and the Pentagon  
on September 11th were Saudi, as is Bin Laden.   
 
Despite the fact that many of Al Queda militants were trained in Pakistan and that the country has 
been ruled by a series of dictators, the U.S. has long supported these men.  The current dictator,  
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President Musharraf, seized power in 1999.  He receives our support due to his willingness to assist  
U.S. war efforts in Afghanistan. 
 
According to historian Howard Zinn:  “There is a precise division between who we bomb and  
who  we don’t bomb.  The division has nothing to do with which countries may be harboring terror-
ists.  The division has only to do with which countries we don’t control yet.  The countries that we 
control, like Turkey and Saudi Arabia, can harbor as many terrorists as they want.  We will look else-
where.”  (Howard Zinn, Terrorism and War, South End Press, 2002, p.28.) 

 
 
QUESTION 3:  When was the first recorded use of the words “terrorism” and 
“terrorist” and to what situation did it refer? 
 
The first recorded use of “terrorism” and “terrorist” was in 1795, relating to the 
Reign of Terror instituted by the French government.  The next recorded use of 
the word “terrorist” to signify anti-government activities occurred in 1866 
referring to Ireland and again in 1883, referring to Russia.   
 

Significance:  “Today terrorism must be viewed within the 
context of the modern nation-state. Indeed, it was the rise 
of a bureaucratic state, which could not be destroyed by 
the death of one leader that forced terrorists to widen their 
scope of targets in order to create a public atmosphere of 
anxiety and undermine confidence in government. This  
reality is at the heart of the ever more violent terrorism  
of the last 100 years, from anarchists' assassinations to  
hijackings and suicide bombings.”  (“10 Things to Know 
About Terrorism”, Mark LeVine, AlterNet, October 4, 2001)  

 
 
QUESTION 4:  Name 5 countries who have developed weapons of  
mass destruction.   
 
The following is a list of states possessing, pursuing or capable of acquiring: 

Nuclear weapons: Algeria, Belarus, China, France, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Kazakhstan, 
   North Korea, Pakistan, Russia, Serbia, South Africa, Ukraine, United Kingdom, and the U.S.A. 

Chemical weapons:  Chile, China, Ethiopia, Egypt, France, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Israel, 
               Laos, Libya, Myanmar, North Korea, Pakistan, Russia, Serbia, South Africa, South Korea, 
               Sudan, Syria, Taiwan, Thailand, Vietnam, United Kingdom, and the U.S.A. 

Biological weapons:  Bulgaria, China, Cuba, Egypt, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Laos, Libya, North Korea, 
Pakistan, Romania, Russia, South Africa, South Korea, Syria, Taiwan, Vietnam, and the U.S.A. 

Missile Delivery Systems:  China, Egypt, France, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Libya, North Korea, Paki-
stan, South Africa, Syria, Taiwan, United Kingdom, and the U.S.A.   

This resource is current as of 2000. Not every state listed here is actively pursuing or proliferating WMD systems, nor is 
the list necessarily complete.  Source:  Federation of American Scientists, http://www.fas.org/irp/threat/wmd_state.htm. 
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QUESTION 5:  Name the only country ever to be convicted of “unlawful acts of 
aggression” by the World Court in The Hague and briefly describe the situation. 
 
The United States, on June 27, 1986 for “its support for the contras and illegal 
economic warfare”, and for its “violations of international law and valid treaties” 
against Nicaragua.  The U.S. response was to ignore the Court’s order to halt its 
support for the Contras and pay reparations to Nicaragua.   
 

Significance:  Acts of terrorism can also be committed by states.  The International Court of Justice 
has accused the U.S. of terrorism.  And while the U.S. supports the idea of international law in theory, 
when the Court ruled against the U.S., the U.S. government responded by ignoring the decision.   
Reparations were never paid. 
 
Background:  In 1979, the Sandinistas came to power in Nicaragua, following a civil war.  Unhappy 
with their policies, the U.S. began a covert program of backing Nicaraguan opponents of their new 
government, referred to as the Contras.   Between 1981 and 1990, approximately 40,000 people 
were killed and much of the country was destroyed.   
 
In 1983, the CIA directly supported the mining of Nicaraguan harbors.  Terrorist manuals were  
designed and printed in the U.S. telling the mercenaries to avoid the Nicaraguan army and to attack 
agricultural cooperatives and civilian centers.   (“Give Peace a Chance”, Blasé Bonpane, November 10, 
2001, the Office of the Americas; www.officeoftheameircas.org)  
 
Nicaragua raised the issue in the U.N. Security Council, claiming that the U.S. was violating interna-
tional law expressed through the UN Charter, the Treaty of Organization of American States, and  
international custom.  The U.S. vetoed the appeal in the Security Council.  Nicaragua then filed an  
application to have the case heard by the World Court of the United Nations (otherwise know as the 
International Court of Justice), which issued a judgment in their favor on June 27, 1986.  The Court 
condemned the U.S. for its “illegal use of force”,  
and ordered it to halt its aid to the Contras,  
desist its violations of international law and  
to pay $17 billion in reparations.     
 
The U.S. ignored the decision and has never paid 
reparations.   (In fact, shortly after the Court’s deci-
sion, Congress voted for an additional $100 million 
of military aid to the Contras.)   Furthermore, the U.
S. government responded by trying to manipulate 
public opinion, portraying the World Court as the 
“criminal”, as opposed to the U.S.  (Necessary Illu-
sions, by Noam Chomsky, Chapter 4; www.zmag.org) 
 
Shortly after Violeta de Chamorro was elected president of Nicaragua in 1990, with generous support 
from the Bush Administration, she withdrew Nicaragua’s World Court claim against the United States 
(Newsday “viewpoints,” 11/8/93).  But while the U.S. was not forced to pay reparations for the dam-
ages caused in Nicaragua, the country suffered the loss of international credibility because of its  
non-compliance with the ruling.  (“U.S. Refuses to Abide by International Court of Justice,” Project 
Censored; www.thirdworldtraveler.com)  Furthermore, the fact that the U.S. could ignore the decision 
of the World Court, has contributed to the weakening of international law in general.   
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QUESTION 6:  Approximately how many Afghani civilians have died in the  
U.S. bombing attacks from October 7, 2001 through March 2002? 
 
According to University of New Hampshire Economics Professor, Marc  
W. Herold, between 3,000 and 3,400 Afghani civilians have been killed  
in U.S. bombing attacks in Afghanistan.  (“A Dossier on Civilian Victims of United States’ 
Aerial Bombing of Afghanistan:  A Comprehensive Accounting”, Professor Marc W. Herold, Depart-
ments of Economics and Women’s Studies, University of New Hampshire. March 2002.  www.zmag.
org/herold.htm) 
 

Significance:  How do we distinguish between “terrorism” and “just acts of force” when the deaths of 
innocent civilians are involved?  Can a government’s actions be considered “terrorist” if it causes the 
deaths of thousands of innocent civilians?   
 
Background:  Motivated by the facts that the Penta-
gon has repeatedly denied reports of civilian casual-
ties in Afghanistan, and that most U.S. media outlets 
have qualified their reports of casualties by asserting:  
“this report cannot be independently verified”, Profes-
sor Herold has been gathering data on civilian casu-
alties since October 7th by culling information from 
news agencies, major newspapers and first hand ac-
counts.  “People have to know that there is a human 
cost to war, and that this is a war with thousands of 
casualties,” wrote Herold.  “These were poor people to 
begin with, and, on top of that, they had absolutely 
nothing to do with the events of September 11.”   
He includes an observation from activist/writer, Tim 
Wise in his report, “Even though civilian deaths have 
not been the deliberate goal of the current bombing --  
as they were for the attackers of 9/11--the end result has been a distinction without a difference.  
Dead is dead, and when one’s actions have entirely foreseeable consequences, it is little more than a 
precious and empty platitude to argue that those consequences were merely accidental.” (Tim Wise, 
“Consistently Inconsistent:  Rhetoric Meets Reality in the War on Terrorism,” at ZNET (November 15, 
2001), at:  www.zmag.org/wiseconsist.htm.) 

 
 
QUESTION 7:  Name at least two well- respected statesmen who 
were once considered to be terrorists.  
 
Nelson Mandela of South Africa.   
Gerry Adams of Northern Ireland. 
 

Nelson Mandela, former President of South Africa, is widely considered to be one of the world’s great 
leaders.  He was imprisoned from 1962—1990 because he advocated sabotage of government and 
economic installations in South Africa.  One year after his release from prison he was elected president 
of the African National Congress.  The following year, he won the Nobel Peace Prize for dismantling 
the apartheid system, and in 1994, he was elected President of South Africa. 

? 
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Gerry Adams has been president of the Sinn Fein political party in Northern Ireland 
since his election in 1983.  That same year, he was also elected a Minister of Par-
liament from West Belfast.  He lost the seat in 1992, but later regained it again in 
1997.  Imprisoned by the British in 1972 without a trial and held again from 
1973—1977, without a trial or charges, today he is widely acclaimed for his role 
as a co-initiator of the Irish peace process. 
 
Notable Israeli statesmen (Yitzhak Shamir, Menachem Begin, and Ariel Sharon) 
have all been leaders of the Irgun and the Lehi – groups which used force to try  
to get the British out of Palestine in the 1930s and 1940s.  The British government 

condemned Begin and his followers as terrorists when they initiated a campaign of assassinations, 
bombings, and kidnappings.  During the 1940s, they printed Wanted Posters for Menachem Begin,  
offering 100,000 British pounds for capture of the “terrorist”.  Rabin and Shamir were arrested and 
held captive at least once by the British for their “terrorist” activities.  By the mid-1940s, these same 
groups were starting to be described as “freedom fighters”.  Since then, all three of these men have 
served as Israeli Prime Ministers. 

Similarly, Yasser Arafat, Chairman of the Palestine Liberation Organization, has been widely accused 
of being involved in the planning and execution of terror attacks against Israeli citizens.  The Al Aqsa 
Brigades, which have claimed responsibility for numerous suicide bombings in Israel, are linked to 
Arafat’s political faction, Fatah.   
 

 
QUESTION 8:  According to the United Nations, how many Iraqi children  
have died as the result of U.S. sanctions against that country and what is  
the significance? 

 
Half a million.  Approximately 3,000 die each month.  According to Thomas 
Nagy, a business professor at George Washington University.  He recently un-
covered declassified documents that showed the United States destroyed Iraq’s 
drinking water installations and sewage treatment facilities in the Gulf War, was 
aware of the civilian health consequences, and knew that sanctions would pre-
vent the Iraqi government from repairing 
the degraded facilities.   
 

The United Nations claims that approximately 200,000 
Iraqi civilians died during and in the immediate after-
math of the Gulf War, many in the bombing.  Over 1 mil-
lion have died since then as a result of the economic 
blockade.   
 
Significance:  Article 54 of the Geneva Convention  
prohibits any country from undermining “objects indis-
pensable to the survival of (another country’s) civilian 
population including drinking water installations and  
supplies. (Amnesty International)  Can terrorism be  
committed by states, as opposed to just individuals and 
groups working against states?   
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QUESTION 9:  Which multi-lateral institutions have been established to bring 
those accused of acts of terrorism to justice? 
 

The United Nations has the authority to act against international terrorism.  The 
organization has been in the process of crafting an international covenant against terrorism 
for some time now, however this treaty has not been advanced because the parties have  
not been able to come to an agreement on a definition of terrorism.  
 

The U.N. Security Council has the authority and the responsibility at all times “to take any 
actions it deems necessary in order to restore international peace and security.”(Article 51)   
Under this article the Security Council could establish an international tribunal to try those 
suspected of involvement in the September 11th attacks. It could apply sanctions to countries  
that refuse to comply; establish a U.N. force to effectuate arrests, prevent attacks or to counter 
aggression; and apply sanctions to banks that refuse to cooperate in a freeze on the assets of 
suspects.  (“An Alternative to the U.S. Employment of Military Force”, Michael Ratner.  Center  
for Constitutional Rights, http://www.zmag.org/ratnercalam.htm) 

 
Since the end of WWII, there has been a global movement to create an International Criminal 
Court that would hold individuals accountable of crimes committed under international law.   
The ICC would have jurisdiction over war crimes and crimes against humanity.  The court would 
be granted the necessary police powers to enforce its edicts and would be empowered to pursue 
terrorists across all borders and force the accountability of governments that protect them.   
In 1998, more than 40 years after the idea first came into being, delegates from many nations  
met in Rome and agreed upon a statute for the ICC.  It was agreed that the Court would come  
into existence when 60 nations ratified the treaty.  In April 2002, the treaty surpassed its 60 
ratifications and came into force on July 1, 2002.  The U.S. however has gone from being the 
strongest advocate of the ICC to an opponent of the 
court.  Although President Clinton signed the treaty 
establishing the Court on December 31, 2000, the 
Bush administration has informed the U.N. that it is 
nullifying its signature and will not support the Court.  
“A New Court to Uphold International Criminal Law:  
The World Moves Forward without  the United 
States,” David Krieger.  www.wagingpeace.org.)  

 
The International Court of Justice, also known as  
the World Court, is located in the Hague, Netherlands. 
Founded in 1946 to replace the Permanent Court  
of International Justice, it is the principal judicial 
body of the United Nations.  The purpose of the World 
Court of Justice is (1) to provide means of resolution 
of disputes between individuals and groups of 
individuals and specifically between individuals and 
established national governments on the basis of 
truth, honesty and justice, (2) to protect all people on 
earth from any form of violence and injustice inflicted on them by others and specifically by 
established national governments, and (3) to set standards of objectivity, impartiality, and formal 
judicial reasoning for the presently existing legal systems.  (www.worldjustice.org) 
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Interpol:  The first efforts to establish a central police force in Europe were made by the French 
police in 1904, in response to the ease with which criminals could commit a crime in one 
European country and quickly board a train and find shelter in another.  Efforts at creating a 
European centralized police force were stalled by the advent of WWI.  Then, in 1923, 
approximately 130 representatives from over 20 countries attended an International Police 
Congress at which time the International Criminal Police Commission was created.  Interpol 
functioned mainly as a forum for information and the exchange of ideas; cooperation among its 
member police forces was informal and there was no binding authority between governments.   
As of early 1990, Interpol consisted of the law enforcement agencies of over 150 nations.  Since 
its inception, there has been considerable criticism of Interpol.  In 1988, U.S. Dept. of Justice, 
Manual summed up some of this criticism as follows:   

 
Interpol is something of a legal curiosity. It conducts inter-governmental 
activities, but it is not based on an international treaty, convention, or 
similar legal instrument. It is founded on a constitution written by a group 
of police officers who did not submit it for diplomatic signatures, nor have 
they ever submitted it for ratification by governments."  (“Interpol Exposed”, 
from an article in Nexus Magazine July/August 1991:  "Extracted from: "Interpol - Pri-
vate Group, Public Menace" 1990 Published by the Church of Scientology International, 
Los Angeles, CA. USA. www.projectfreedom.cng1.com/interpol.html.) 

 
 
 
BONUS QUESTION:  How does one know when a War against Terrorism has 
been won?  
 
 ????????????????? 
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Curriculum Feedback Survey 
 

We would greatly appreciate your feedback on this workshop!  
Your comments will help us modify this curriculum and create additional workshops on related topics.   

Please take a few moments to answer the following questions.  Answer these questions on-line  
(www.grassrootsonline.org/rethink/gsfeedback.html), or mail this form to: 

Daniel Moss 
Grassroots International 

179 Boylston Street, 4th Floor 
Boston, MA  02130 

 
Name: ____________________________________       Organization:  ______________________________ 
 
Address:  ________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
City:  _________________________________   State:  ______________    Zip Code:  _________________ 
 
Phone:  ________________________________       Email:  ________________________________________ 
 
 
How did you use this curriculum?  (Please include the date, constituency and number of participants) 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 What was useful? ________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Would you suggest any changes?  __________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Please share some of the more interesting, insightful, or surprising comments that were made during 
the workshop: 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Are there any individuals or organizations you think might be interested in using this curriculum?  If 
so, please give us their name and contact information:   
 
_________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
_________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Feedback Survey 


