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The debate over whether Islamic State is behind the terrorist killing and shooting of police in 
Brighton on Monday reflects the foolishness and superficiality of so much Australian debate 
about terrorism.  Islamic State has requested its followers and all those inspired by its 
ideology to go out and kill people in the West, without seeking or needing any further 
authorisation. 
 
Throughout the West many people are responding to this call. 
 
While it is right that we should not glorify or overstate the influence of Islamic State, it is 
profoundly ill advised to deceive ourselves, not to speak truthfully and plainly to the public 
and to pretend that terrorist attacks are not terrorist attacks unless there is a signed order 
from Islamic State central command. 
 
Malcolm Turnbull was direct, straightforward and compelling in describing the Melbourne 
events as terrorism and asking why the terrorist was out on bail. 
 
In this case the terrorist killed an innocent civilian, took another innocent person hostage, 
proclaimed his inspiration from Islamic State and al-Qa’ida and opened fire on police, 
injuring three. 
 
Let’s pause for one second to praise once more the courage of the Special Operations Group 
of the Victoria Police, three of whom were wounded. These brave professionals save lives 
and risk their own. How would you feel about walking towards gunfire? 
 
Turnbull is right to seek reform of the parole system, similar to the bail reforms most states 
have adopted. Man Haron Monis, another terrorist murderer whose actions some of the 
bien pensants did not want to classify as terrorism, undertook the Lindt siege while on bail. 
The police had opposed bail in that case. 
 
How many women have been assaulted or murdered by men with records of violent 
offences out on bail? 
 
Overall there are far too many commentators and analysts in this country who shy away 
from speaking directly about terrorism. For a long time there was a tendency to deny the 
Lindt siege was terrorism because the terrorist had had some mental health issues. This is 
ridiculous. 
 
One of the lessons of the age of terror — and it is a lesson that informed Theresa May’s 
short, tough speech after the London Bridge attacks, and Turnbull’s equally direct, tough-
minded words yesterday, is that political leaders must speak honestly about terrorism. 
 
It is right that they speak calmly. It is right that they reassure the public. It is right that there 
be no guilt by association for normal, law-abiding Muslims. 



 
Turnbull and May use the correct term: Islamist terrorism. Islamism describes an ideology 
derived from Islam. It acknowledges the connection with Islam but it does not attribute 
terrorism to the religion as a whole.  
Similarly, it is absurd to underplay the threat. 
 
A few days after the Manchester bombing I was on a TV panel in which one of my fellow 
panellists argued that car accidents kill more people so we shouldn’t be too fussed about 
terrorism. This is an almost insane position. You may as well argue that nuclear weapons 
didn’t kill anyone so we were foolish to worry about a nuclear holocaust during the Cold 
War. 
 
Another panellist attributed the cause of terror to our society not being welcoming to young 
Muslim migrants. Apart from being plainly untrue, this is equally unhinged. How is it then 
that Hindu, Buddhist and all the other migrants, to whom society is also presumably 
unwelcoming, don’t find a small but significant number resorting to this violence? 
 
You can’t treat a problem unless you diagnose it properly and speak of it honestly. 
 
And you certainly cannot take the public with you if they can see that you are patently 
talking rubbish. 
 
 
 


