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The heartbreaking images of
Afghans clinging on to a Un-
ited States Air Force plane in

Kabul, on August 16, in a desperate
bid to fl�ee Afghanistan is a remin-
der of the fall of Saigon, Vietnam,
and the horrifying scenes of Amer-
ican diplomats evacuated by heli-
copter, leaving behind supporters
to languish in re-education camps.
We have the urge to ask this ques-
tion: Who is responsible for the re-
turn of the Taliban and a new rise
of barbarism in the name of Allah
in Afghanistan? 

One-sided accord
In his defi�ant speech justifying his
Afghanistan policy, U.S. President
Joe Biden conveniently omitted
acknowledgement of his responsi-
bility for the disastrous endgame.
He squarely laid the blame on the
Afghan government and army for
all the problems. One cannot shift
the blame away from the Biden ad-
ministration for the current chaos
in Afghanistan. But one has to re-
cognise the fact that once the pre-

decessor administration of Presi-
dent Donald Trump and U.S.
Special Representative for Afghan-
istan Reconciliation Zalmay Khalil-
zad signed the disastrous one-sid-
ed agreement with the Taliban,
the fate of Afghanistan was sealed.
It was just a matter of time. Wheth-
er keeping 2,500 personnel or
5,000 personnel or just one Amer-
ican soldier would have made a
diff�erence is subject to conjecture. 

Lessons missed
This does not mean that the deci-
sion to withdraw American sol-
diers was wrong per se; rather,
there was obviously inadequate
planning in preparing the opera-
tion. As usual, many innocent peo-
ple were left behind. There was
certainly a moral failure in getting
out as many of those Afghans who
supported the U.S. intervention
and military presence in Afghanis-
tan as possible. One historical les-
son that was not learned was the
predictable collapse of the Afghan
government. The surrender to the
Taliban slowly gained pace in the
months following the Doha deal in
2020, but it began to snowball as
soon as Mr. Biden announced in
April that U.S. forces would with-
draw from Afghanistan.

But there is a second part to the
debacle in Afghanistan. Surpris-
ingly, when we think of the Tali-

ban, we have in mind a shabby ar-
my of 70,000 fervently Islamist
foot soldiers confronting and de-
feating a modern Afghan army of
3,00,000 men. However, the
world was surprised by the speed
of the Taliban army in reconquer-
ing Afghanistan, from Kunduz on
August 7-8 through Mazar-i-Sharif
and every other provincial capital
last week to Kabul on Sunday. Cer-
tainly, one of the reasons for the
defeat of the Afghan army has
been the poor training and cor-
ruption of the Afghan offi�cers. 

We can also add that the strate-
gy of pushing the Taliban into the
mountains and hinterlands, while
securing towns and cities by the
Afghan army did not work as ex-
pected. It took the Taliban only a
few weeks to sweep away the Af-
ghan army, which had been fi�-
nanced and trained by the United
States for 20 years.

It is impossible to predict how
the current situation will evolve.

But we can have a better under-
standing of the Taliban’s violence
if we go back to their history. The
Taliban was a Pashtun movement
which appeared in the early 1990s
following the withdrawal of Soviet
troops from Afghanistan in 1989. 

Posing a danger
Once in power in Afghanistan, the
Taliban imposed their own violent
and authoritarian version of Sha-
ria Law, exemplifi�ed by ‘punish-
ments such as public executions of
convicted murderers and adulter-
ers, amputations for those found
guilty of theft and imposing the all-
covering burka for women. Televi-
sion, music and cinema were also
banned by the Taliban and girls
aged 10 and over were forbidden
to go to school’. All these previous
actions show that the Taliban will
rule Afghanistan once again with
extreme violence and barbarity.
However, some analysts continue
to believe that because of the ne-
gotiations in Doha, there is room
for compromise with the Taliban
and that international mediation
has played a positive role in asking
for a more pragmatic attitude from
the Taliban. This is just wishful
thinking that ignores the fact that
the rule of the Taliban in Afghanis-
tan will be a great danger for all Af-
ghans and the neighbouring coun-
tries. Let us not forget that once

again, terrorist groups such as al
Qaeda and the Islamic State will
take advantage of the new rise of
the Taliban to create their own
power bases in Afghanistan.

Challenge for diplomacy
Last but not least, on a human le-
vel, the fate of the Afghan people
under the new Taliban govern-
ment is most important. One thing
is certain. The suff�erings of the Af-
ghans will not end under Taliban
rule. From the point of view of in-
ternational aff�airs, it will certainly
take a Herculean eff�ort to maintain
decent working relations with the
Taliban. However, India, Iran, Rus-
sia, and China are hoping for sta-
bility and an end to bloodshed in
Afghanistan. But the return of the
Taliban will not necessarily be wel-
comed by all these countries des-
pite the fact that they would re-
joice at America’s setback. There
will also be a fear of Islamic jiha-
dism all over West Asia, including
in Turkey and in Saudi Arabia. So,
all and for all, the Afghan debacle
is not the story of a defeat of de-
mocracy in one country but a sign
of a fi�asco in international politics
in general.
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