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This thesis investigates the operations of American anti-terrorist policy
as applied to Southeast Asia. Findings are as follows:

After the 9/11 attack in 2001, the policy of the United States (US) was
to launch counter-attacks against terrorists. The George W. Bush
Administration adopted a policy leading to war in Afghanistan on the grounds
that its government harbored and lent support to Osama Bin Laden and Al-
Qaeda. War was additionally waged against Iraq on the grounds of Iraq’s
alleged possession of Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD).
| Diplomatically, the US launched a campaign to publicize the world
threat of terrorism. In this connection, policy was widened so as to foster the

forming of international alliances designed to combat terrorism.
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As applied to Southeast Asia, American anti-teﬁorist policy was
stricter and more comprehensive than anywhere else in the world. This can be
seen in the US’s decision to designate Southeast Asia as the second front and
its concomitant efforts to enhance cooperation with the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF), and
the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC), as well as at the bilateral
level with individual nations. Accordingly, the most important aims of the
counter-terrorist policy of the US in Southeast Asia are as follows:

1. The use of anti-terrorism as a means to reinstate its influence in
Southeast Asia after its withdrawal from the region in view of its failure in the
Vietnam War.

2. The need to protect its own interests in this region centering on the
need for heightening security in the face of terrorism.

3. Curtailing the funding of Al-Qaeda from sources in the region.

4. Suppressing group.s having links with Al-Qaeda, including Jemaah
Islamiyah (JI), the Abu Sayyaf Group and the Moro Islamic Liberation Front
(MILE). |

In view of these aims, it is hardly surprising that the US has designated
Southeast Asia as the second front in war against terrorism after Afghanistan.
In reviewing the situation in Southeast Asia, the researcher has concluded that
American policy in this connection is compatible with maintaining political,

economic and social stability in the region. Nevertheless, in responding to
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American policy, the nations of Southeast Asia run thé gamut from
cooperation to conflict.

Overéll, it is generally accepted that American policy has been
successful because it aroused awareness and stimulated action on the part of
Southeast Asian countries such that cooperation in seeking mutual solutions to
the problem of terrorism in the region eventuated. This can be seen in the fact
the ASEAN, ARF and APEC were used as venues for consultation and the
adopting of various measures in this connection. However, there were those
who contended that it was inappropriate to use APEC as a venue for
combating terrorism.

At a bilateral level, the US principally targeted the Philippines,
Thailand, Indonesia, Malaysia, and Singapore in the hope of gaining support
in its counter-terrorist policies. All of these nations lent support at a
satisfactory level. On the other hand, the non-targeted countries, namely,
Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos, and Burma, not only failed to cooperate, but also
came into direct conflict with American policy. Obviously, both sides
believed that their own approaches to counter-terrorism were correct.

In addition to these successful outcomes, the US has drawn closer to
Southeast Asia in other respects. For example, negotiations have commenced
in regard to a free trade area and mutually exercised military training. This
may be a sign that the US is exerting a waxing influence over Southeast Asia

in contradistinction to its waning influence after the Vietnam War.
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However, American anti-terrorist policy is part/and parcel of its effort
to maintain world hegemony and to further its aspirations to become the
wﬁnchpin of zi “New World Order.” It is also true that at certain times hidden
agendas are found in the covert subtexts of overt policies concerning
terrorism. It therefore well behooves the nations of Southeast Asia to ponder
American policy at a profounder level in an attempt to forestall or preempt
possibly untoward or at least unforeseen consequences of American counter-

terrorist policies in the future.





