
7November 27, 2015

Opinion

After Paris attacks, what now?

T
he Paris attacks of 
Friday, November 
13th, will change the 
worldwide war on 
terror. A week after 
Paris was struck, 

terrorism struck again, this time 
in Mali, at a hotel frequented by 
official delegations and people 
from various nationalities 
working in politics, high finance 
and business.

By choosing Fridays for their 
misdeeds, the terrorists undoubt-
edly wanted to cloak their crimes 
in a veil of holiness.

The world’s attention is focused 
on the events at Paris and St Denis 
trying to decipher their signifi-
cance and fallout.

European political analysts have 
pointed out the various ways in 
which the events of Paris and St 
Denis were significant.

— First, it must be concluded 
that Europe is no longer safe from 

terrorism as it was assumed. The 
French mistakenly thought the 
Charlie Hebdo incident in January 
2015 was an exception and would 
not occur again on French territory.

— Second, the recent changes 
in the Middle East following the 
Russian intervention in Syria have 
led to a more coordinated inter-
national front against the Islamic 
State (ISIS), which has suffered 
much more painful blows. ISIS 
decided to strike back at the coali-
tion and started with France. It has 
threatened other countries in the 
coalition with similar attacks.

— Third, the Paris attacks re-
vealed a serious flaw in intelligence 
gathering and sharing among 
European agencies. The assailants 
had been circulating freely inside 
the Schengen zone without close 
surveillance. The failure to pick up 
on and scrutinise their movement 
to Europe from Syria gave them 
ample time to plan the Paris opera-

tion to its finest details.
— Fourth, the terrorist strikes 

in France reverberated through 
the rest of Europe and the United 
States. Airports in New York and 
Washington were on maximum 
alert. In Germany, rumours of 
bombs in football stadiums led 
to the cancellation of several 
matches and to a public outcry 
against foreigners. News of serious 
terrorist threats in Belgium placed 
the country on maximum alert 
and EU ministers were called in 
for a meeting to draw new security 
plans to stop terrorism from invad-
ing Europe.

— Fifth, European nations are 
going to have to shoulder the high 
cost of fighting terrorism. Terror-
ists do not hold to classical battle 
techniques. They strike unexpect-
edly and their strikes can be quite 
painful, especially in energy and 
tourism sectors. Following the 
November 13th attacks, there were 
fears of a serious drop in the num-
ber of visitors to Paris. The French 
capital accounts for 60% of the 
country’s revenues from tourism.

Those factors have forced 
Europe to consider new security 
plans that will significantly affect 
them and the Arab and Muslim 
communities there. These new 
strategies will undoubtedly 
change Europe’s relations with the 
Arab world.

Some researchers and political 
analysts say Europe’s relation with 
the outside world during the com-
ing period is going to be guided by 
new considerations and will have 
important fallout.

— First, there will be tougher 
measures and procedures in ac-
cepting applications for asylum 
and immigration all across Europe.

— Second, there will be tighter 
security measures inside the 
Schengen zone. Preparations for 
these measures started during 
the meeting of European Interior 
ministers in Brussels.

— Third, stripping European 
fighters returning from Syria of 
their nationality will likely soon 
include all Europeans.

— Fourth, the Arab and Muslim 
communities in Europe will go 
through a difficult period until 

they actively participate in the 
fight against terrorism by espous-
ing and sharing with the rest of 
the European communities the 
values of modernity, tolerance and 
acceptance of the other. By doing 
so, they may survive the waves 
of Islamophobia and immigration 
phobia sweeping Europe. These 
xenophobic phenomena have 
lately reached US shores, where 
the Republican Party is seeking to 
delay the congressional decision 
on receiving Syrian immigrants 
and Muslims report being har-
assed.

— Fifth, Muslim associations in 
Europe will see their breathing 
space shrink as Europeans dis-
cover that a number of them have 
become ideological and financial 
supply sources for terrorist groups. 
There are calls in Europe for clos-
ing some mosques and extradit-
ing extremist imams. There are 
persistent calls to look into the 
financing of Islamic associations 
in Europe, many of which espouse 
the Muslim Brotherhood’s version 
of political Islam as well as Salafist 
thinking. By contrast, moderate 
Islam has yet to make inroads in 
Europe. Clearly, some of these 
associations are going to be closed 
and their leaders and iconic figures 
kicked out of Europe.

It remains to be seen whether 
these measures are sufficient to 
bring the terrorist phenomenon in 
Europe under control and whether 
Europe’s relations with the Arab 
world will witness fundamental 
changes and, if so, in which direc-
tion.

Alaya Allani is an expert on 
Islamic extremism. He teaches at 
the University of Manouba in 
Tunis.

Alaya Allani

Rashmee Roshan Lall

A Tunisian demonstrator holds a sign symbolising solidarity with the victims of Paris attacks, 
in Tunis, on November 16th.

Regional boots on the ground to fight ISIS

A
fter Paris, the talk in 
Western capitals is 
increasingly warlike. 
Everyone seems to 
agree that the only 
way forward is 

military intervention in Syria and 
the consequent defeat and 
destruction of the Islamic State 
(ISIS). But how is this to be done 
when the only other point of 
consensus is the following doleful 
realism: It should not be accom-
plished by Western ground forces.

This appears to be a red line for 
the United States and it is not just 
about US President Barack Obama’s 
long-held views on war as “an 
expression of human folly” and his 
reluctance to commit American 
troops to a blood-soaked engage-
ment that lasts long into the future.

It would not be strategically 
smart to get involved too closely, 
as US Secretary of State John Kerry 
reiterated to the Overseas Security 
Advisory Council in Washington. 

“Most people don’t think 
that another invasion by 
Americans in yet another 
Muslim country in which 
the local citizens are not 
prepared to fight back and 
hold the land that you then 
gain makes a lot of sense,” 
he said.

The French, wounded 
to the quick and eager to 
avenge the November 13th 
attacks, want a “grand and 

single coalition” as French Presi-
dent François Hollande puts it. But 
even this pro-active search for a 

solution has only resulted in a rela-
tively distant approach so far. It has 
taken the form of fierce air strikes 
by French planes bolstered by US 
intelligence and cheered by the 
prospect of cooperation between 
Russian warships and the French 
military.

Even the British, slowly but 
surely being led by Prime Minister 
David Cameron to try to get parlia-
mentary support for intervention in 
Syria, are really only contemplating 
a limited role in air strikes against 
ISIS targets.

No one wants to put troops in 
harm’s way. To some extent, this 
cautiousness is to be commended. 
It indicates that the Western powers 
have learnt some lessons from past 
mistakes and are recalibrating their 
counterterrorism policies accord-
ingly.

But it also means that someone — 
or something — else has to get in on 
the ground to take Raqqa and Mo-
sul. The first is the so-called capital 
of the extremist group’s pretentious 
claims to a caliphate. The second, 
Iraq’s second largest city, is home to 
pipelines that carry oil into Turkey.

Mosul, said Michael Knights, 
an expert on Iraqi security at the 
Washington Institute for Near 
East Policy, has long been used 
by ISIS as a “fundraising centre”. 
Its takeover in June 2014 was an 
enormous breakthrough in terms of 
ISIS’s demonstrable capability and 
self-confidence. A major metropolis 
the size of Philadelphia, control of 
Mosul signifies more than the sum 
of its parts.

The only way to really damage 
ISIS then is to loosen its hold on the 
territory it claims. This has to start 
with Raqqa and Mosul. But which 
army can do it?

So far, American plans to train 
Iraqi forces to fight ISIS in their 
country and Kurds and others to 
take it on in Syria have yielded 
little. It is incrementalist, which by 
definition, means grindingly slow. 
The attacks on Paris and the high 
level of perceived threat in other 
Western capitals mean there is no 
longer the luxury of time.

This brings us to the inevita-
ble question: which boots could 
legitimately and reliably be on the 
ground against ISIS?

It stands to reason that any force 
that tackles ISIS needs to be Mus-
lim. Egypt and Turkey are the only 
regional forces with the required 
indigenous and religious creden-
tials — and military capability — to 
tackle ISIS. But would either or both 
be ready and willing?

Egypt, which is already fight-
ing ISIS-affiliates in the Sinai, has 
its own absorbing problems. Even 
offers of enhanced US military 
assistance may not be much of an 
inducement, considering that it is 
already well supported by Wash-
ington.

So far, Turkey seems to be the 
only country which may be willing 
to consider a ground operation 
against ISIS as Turkish Prime Min-
ister Ahmet Davutoglu indicated 
in a November 10th interview with 
CNN. But he also said Turkey would 
only do so within a coalition with a 

well defined strategy.
The best incentive for Turkey 

would probably be something 
that money and Western military 
assistance could not buy — respect 
for a regional force with pretensions 
to indispensable status. If there is 
anything that Turkey really wants — 
as President Recep Tayyip Erdogan 
indicated last month just before the 
German chancellor’s visit to Ankara 
— it is European fraternalisation. 
At the time, the Turkish president 
called on the West to act as it 
spoke: “The West and Europe’s 
security and stability is contingent 
on our security and stability. They 
have accepted this now… It can’t 
happen without Turkey. So if it 
can’t happen without Turkey, why 
don’t you take Turkey into the EU?” 
he challenged. This is not about 
line-by-line adherence to European 
regulations but the European 
Union’s historical unwillingness to 
accept a huge Muslim country into 
the club.

The chances are that Turkey’s 
reservations about fighting ISIS 
would be overcome if it were within 
sight of a larger strategic objective, 
such as a fast-tracked EU member-
ship application. The Americans 
have spoken in favour of this for 
years. Until now, Europe has paid 
little heed. Paris may concentrate 
minds on what needs to be done.
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European 
nations are 
going to have 
to shoulder 
the high cost 
of fighting 
terrorism.

Someone — or 
something — else has 
to get in on the 
ground to take Raqqa 
and Mosul.


