Deconstructing terrorism for securing energy

Thesis : “Energy is the most important geostrategic and geo-economic challenge of our time” and the most seducing target for terrorist attacks. Antiterrorism and energy protection policies should be assimilated into a common strategic framework. Two sets of solutions can be ideated, namely the : (i) pragmatic-tangible – at the level of energy – and the (ii) psycho-social – at the level of terrorism. 

Osama Bin Laden defines terrorism as “a religious-economic war”. It follows that security, commitment towards idiosyncratic cultural values and economic interest, cannot be dissociated. Terrorism is mere a tactic. Accordingly, the method of Al-Qaeda`s economic war is to force its target to sink unsustainable amounts of funding into defence. Another method is to provoke uncertainty about the energy security, through piracy. Owing Al Qaeda`s aim of targeting weak links in the global economy, it comes as no surprise that the main target is the world`s oil and gas resources. On the 5th of February 2011, for instance, a gas pipeline supplying Israel and Jordan has been attacked in Egypt. 

According to Chevron, the world consumes 2 barrels of oil for every barrel discovered. The growing demand for energy through 2020 will have substantial impact on geopolitical relations. Sic, following Friedman, “energy is the most important geostrategic and geo-economic challenge of our time”. As such, antiterrorism and energy protection policies should be assimilated into a common strategic framework. In order to secure energy and to palliate to the ineffectualness of the counter-terrorist responses, two sets of solutions can be ideated, namely the : (i) pragmatic-tangible – at the level of energy – and the (ii) psycho-social – at the level of terrorism. 

Terrorism as a social fetishism

Terrorism is a polysemous and blurred concept. Hence, how should States react to it ? Is terrorism a cultural consensus, encompassing criminal personality, labelling and social learning ? What needs to be undisclosed is an etiology of terrorism. 

Terrorism is a social phenomenon building a mutual manichean construction between the alter – foe – and the ego – friend. It generates an overall situation of paranoia, which becomes erected as the Truth. To exist, terrorism relies on the excessive suggestibility of the masses. Owing that suggestion is contagious, the masses` sentiments are rapidly oriented in a specific sense. Terrorism does enable a mechanism of collective hallucinations in which the masses` conservatism is exacerbated and their sentiments of impunity unfulfilled. Therefore, terrorism is ubiquitous and transforms non-combatants into war machines.

Terrorism corresponds to a tool, a tactic, and represents an asymmetric and private war. In order to counter terrorism, what must be understood are power and its use. Intelligence must be developed to understand the enemy and determine his identity, emotions, signs, language and interests. Terrorism is a fight and volition for legitimacy. Hence, what terrorists seek is attention for satisfying their amour-propre. 

Energy security as consubstantial to terrorism

According to al Qaeda, energy is "the provision line and the feeding artery of the life of the crusader nation." Owing that 80M barrels of oil are used per day and that spare production capacity is in continuous erosion, the oil market constitutes the most strategic target for paralysing the overall economy. As a result, U.S. Energy Secretary has warned that "terrorists are looking for opportunities to impact the world economy" by targeting energy infrastructure. In recent years, terrorists have targeted pipelines, refineries, and tankers in the world's most important energy reservoirs, such as Iraq, Nigeria, Saudi Arabia, and Yemen. 

Hence, the terrorist threat to the energy traffic, poses three requirements : (i) securing principal energy fluxes ; (ii) reinforcing military-security cooperation with exporting countries ; (iii) developing protection means by off-shoring construction of pipelines resistant to attacks and setting alternative ways bypassing conflict-prone zones (e.g. : Isthmus of Kra ; Baku-Ceyhan).

Furthermore, in order to secure the energy supply chain, the EU and US must foster a comprehensive, proactive and co-operative approach with their partners. The EU should conclude free-exchange agreements with the Arab countries of the Gulf, while receiving the green light from the US. 

Finally, energy must be secured also by looking inward, through securing internal markets and by replacing imported energy with next-generation energy derived from domestic energy resources. Until now, the construction of an internal energy market, within the EU and the US, has proven to be defective. Indeed, the European Council of Barcelona has failed to engage competition by implementing ownership unbundling. The EU and US must securitize their markets by harmonising the national systems of storage through establishing a public organism of storage in venture with the private sector and by imposing an observation system of supply. For example, owing that over 43% of the total U.S. oil refining capacity is clustered along the Texas and Louisiana coasts, in order to counter terrorist attacks, strong air and satellite surveillance is needed. Hence, by mobilizing domestic capitals and infrastructures, both the EU and the US will be no longer as dependent on exogenous suppliers and as vulnerable. 

Responding to terrorism : which viable solutions ?

Security mirrors a culture’s will to project its identity. This inherent projection has been the underlying epitome governing the anti-terrorist response and does thus explain its ineffectiveness. One form of riposte to terrorism has been translated in preventive and pre-emptive just wars. These forms of force respond to an asymmetric and discriminatory definition of international law and to an autistic and egotistic understanding of security. 

On the 5th of June 2009, US President Obama declared that “as long as our relation will remain defined by our differences, we will grant power to those who spread hatred instead of peace and to those who encourage conflict instead of cooperation”.  Hence, by implementing multilateralism and by deconstructing the continuum of the terrorist logic, the anti-terroist response will become viable. Here, a useful analogy can be made : multilateralism is the positive peace, while deconstruction is the negative peace. 

With the aim of deconstructing terrorism, two answers can be provided. First, at the level of the “terrorized”, deception can be used. Indeed, deception offers the comparative advantage of its cheapness and is a conscious and rational effort deliberately used to mislead the opponent. Second, one must bear in mind that terrorists themselves are strongly dependent upon energy supplies. Hence, unless terrorist groups can secure their own energy reserves, their attacks will remain “façade” attacks, aiming to increase paranoia and pressure.  
