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Editorial

Sovereignty and economic recovery

Fianna Fail-Green governance of the economic crisis ha®llaboration in the EU, hints of De Valeraism have re-emerged
operated to date on foreign policy instinct. The manner in whicim the state’s responses to the world, most notably in the position
the crisis unfolded and negative commentary on Irish policy bgdopted internationally and at EU Council of Ministers level in
British and European politicians and the British/Irish press ha®lation to Palestine since Israel’s onslaught on Gaza a year ago.
made this necessarily so. As Irish economic meltdown and threign Minister Michedl Martin, despite the disappointing grasp
alleged hollowness of the “Celtic Tiger” were being proclaimeaf history revealed in his book on Cork politics published last
from London’s Fleet Street, and reiterated in our national presgear, can be given credit for this.
the country’s credit worthiness went into freefall. Whatever Irish Foreign Affairsis under no illusion about the intellec-
about possible alternatives, the Irish Bank Guarantee Schenteal health of Fianna Fail. Half a dozen years ago, Bertie Ahern,
denounced by EU President Sarkozy among others, rapidfyotivated perhaps by Peace Process goodwill, said we should
stabilised the financial system and was soon being emulat&dep open the option of rejoining the Commonwealth. Martin
elsewhere. This occurred against a background of the failure bfansergh, the party intellectual, had after all been assiduously
the Euro-Zone to operate as a coherent currency interest in thidtivating a framework of thought on Anglo-Irish matters for
global crisis. A cabal of European Big powers (including thever a decade conducive to such a change in direction by the state.
hostile Sterling currency zone) presumed Lisbon gave themAdl of this coincided with a marked retreat in Irish EU policy from
basis for functioning on behalf tEurope’ and they proceeded to a European integration line. The strategic alliance with France
do so. But, through the Bank Guarantee, and subsequently t#wed Germany carefully nurtured by Haughey and Reynolds (and
creation of the National Asset Management Agency (NAMA)Yo some extent by Fitzgerald before them) was thrown away in
and the December 2009 budget — again what were the possifdgour of an ever closer alignment of the state with the UK in EU
alternatives? —the Irish Government created the type of basis foatters. Over the last year of economic crisis the state has paid
recovery that has restored national and international confidendearly for its relative isolation in the EU resulting from this ill-
(the core factor in functioning capitalism) without resorting toudged foreign policy alignment. Hopefully we will now see
society-destroying deflationispur. The state operated compe- some initiative in a new direction in the stormy post-Lisbon
tently and apparently successfully in the face of UK-EU advicenonths ahead.
to the contrary. The assertion of a sovereign line in economic policy in the

This functioning on instinct in a crisis has had a healthy dezurrent crisis has stabilised the Cowen government, and relocated
Anglicising effect on Government and gave it something of athe political crisis to the opposition. In a special New Year
independent sense of purpose. The public has slowly been givieditorial (Td January 2010)The Irish Timesonceded with
to understand that while GDP has fallen 13% in the last year, abthtant displeasure that the Fianna F-il-Green government was
may well fall another few percentage points, and unemploymentaking “considerable strides in handling the crisis”. It continued,
has risen to over 12%, these must be set against GDP havimgwever, with a bizarre warning ‘the dangers of nationalism
grown by 135% in the previous fifteen years, the workforcg“protectionism on a national scale and domination by vested
having doubled to 2.3m and general standards of living havirigterests on a local scale”). The opposition had little to offer,
risen to among the highest in the world, a position that ibaving “spent much of the past decade fruitlessly waiting for a
obviously unrepresentative of actual Irish wealth creation budevastating tribunal disclosure which would propel them into
enjoyable while it lasted. Managing a “landing” in the new globabffice.” Leaving aside the fact that Tara Street had not a little to
economic reality is the programme the Government is offeringlo with this state of affairs, the editorial went on to warn that the
The balance at the end of the Celtic Tiger is that a giant leagpposition seemed to be facing into a looming election with little
forward in economic and social terms has ended in a relativety nothing to say. The point was driven home by political
small step back. In per capita GDP terms Ireland is still €orrespondent Stephen Collins, who had once worked for the
incredibly - the second richest society in Europe. Panic measur@anday PressHe urged opposition leaders to start telling the
were avoided and, despite the stalling of the social partnershiblic what they would do differently in government, or risk
process, the budget indicates that the project of creating a “sociamaining in opposition: “If the Opposition parties are not seen
market economy” on the European model was not abandoned.be facing up to the issues in an election that is about policies
The failure to produce a social partnership agreement has mather than personalities Fianna Fail could actually stage a bit of
been accompanied by the unravelling of the many layers efcomeback”. Such a scenario apparently was to be prevented at
“social dialogue” it produced in its heyday. The willingness ofall costs.
public sector workers to take staggering cuts in take-home pay (in Former Fine Gael leader Garret Fitzgerald caused something
the order of an average of 15%) as a first stage in the procesfsa sensation a few months ago when he called on Fine Gael to
shows a degree of social solidarity that one would have believéarget its “Good Bank” proposal, realise that the state was facing
had gone out of fashion. The social state was not deconstructdrisis of economic survival and, in that context, facilitate it in
but trimmed and consolidated. getting the McCarthy Report implemented, NAMA securely

This act of economic sovereignty seems to have rubbed off @mto the statute book and a tough deflationary budget through the
other areas of Government too. Following the desultory record &féil. He presumed that such measures were only possible against
Irish foreign policy during the arrogant period of Irish-UK the will of the population as they would entail a high costin social



expenditure. Electoral considerations could be returned to thergest the Rainbow faced, in 1997. After he subsequently lost the
after (Government must not fall until crucial measures impleine Gael leadership he rose rapidly through the European
mented’,Irish Times 29 August 2009). Within a week Alan People’s Party (Christian Democrats) and from there stepped
Dukes - another former Fine Gael leader, who twenty years ageto the role of EU ambassador to the US, a position which ended
had championed what he had wrongly presumed to be Haugheyéscently.

Thatcherite recovery plan of 1987 —also threw cold water on Fine Since ceasing to run a state he has developed the idea that the
Gael's plans, describing its “Good Bank” as “very cumbersoménation state” is redundant and has advocated an alternative. In
very doubtful of success and much less clear than the NAMAR004 he was keynote speaker at the first (and only) conference of
proposal” {rish Times 6 September 2009). the ‘Reform Movement’ - a grouping that campaigns for the

Though the Government acted other than predictedAnglicisation of Irish matters and advocates an Irish return to the
Fitzgerald's article collapsed the opposition, a collapse fronBritish Commonwealth. He told the Movement that the system of
which it has yet to recover. nation states “established by the Peace of Westphalia in 1648”

The Irish Timess keen to fill the void occupying the space thatwas redundant and declared his adherence to the alternative
should be the mind of the opposition. Stephen Collins in hisvision” of John Redmond, the Irish Parliamentary Party leader
article recommended a policy platform of property tax, electoraivho broke with IPP anti-imperialist tradition when he hitched
reform and general anti-corruptionism, while the editorial urgedreland to Britain’s Great War’ in 1914. Bruton has continued to
a foreign policy alignment that countered the threat of “protecpropagate this position. In 2008 he declared the 1916 Rising a
tionism on a national scale”. This alternative was presented in“aaste of time” and claimed that Redmond had been a “federal-
column by John Bruton, another former Fine Gael leader anikt” who believed that Ireland “could do best as an autonomous
until recently, EU ambassador to the US. The editorial endorsezhrt of a wider comity of equal nations, linked together by a
Bruton’s thoughts on foreign policy and recommended them t8enate, including Australia, Canada, New Zealand and South
the opposition as part of their approach to winning a gener#frica, as well as England, Scotland and Wales.” He gave the
election. Fine Gael/Labour would be well advised to ignore thifollowing interpretation of Redmond’s great achievement:
advice.

Bruton declared the end of the nation state and proposed a “Therecord will showthatthe constitutional nationalist leadership
world system in which the will of the “international community”  inachieving Home Rule had created an Irish Parliament with substan-
was enforced politically and militarily. Americaand Chinamust tial powers and capable of making the case for a progressive addition
learn to subordinate themselves to this will. This would mean © those powers. It retained continued representation of all of Ireland

L . . at Westminster thus providing, in the event of Partition, a vital form
Sor.nehow preventlng_mterfe_rence_from Congress in US foreign of protection for Nor[tjhern Ngtionalists which did not exist in the
policy. Europgan nat!ons - |_n_clud|ng Ireland - should abandon Treaty of 1921.”
separate foreign po_llcy positions gnd comk‘)‘_me as one of the (John Bruton‘Why 1916 was a waste of time’,
powers submerged in the leadership of the “international com-

munity” (‘Nation state model no longer works in today's complex Sunday Independert2 April 2008).
: : Of course Redmond achieved no such thing. Following the
world’, The Irish Times2"d January 2010). urs eV Su ng wing

) o ) ) suspension of the Home Rule Bill and the installation of the
The naivety of this view of the world is breath-taking. John,elected Unionist War Coalition in Britain in 1915 which

Bruton had an innings as Finance Minister in the 1980s and a8, ersed the previous Liberal Government's promises to the Irish
Taoiseach of the Rainbow Coalition of 1994-97. He had 41y all-reland Home Rule was dead in the water. By 1918 and
tendency in opposition to advocate socially divisive andg 5 girect outcome of the failure of the IPP Great War project, the
uninspired foreign policy positions, but in power abandoned, e Irish population had moved way beyond Home Rule and
these and worked creatively with the options inherited, ”0tab|¥verwhelmingly voted for the establishment of a sovereign
in finance, the Peace Process and social partnership. He WaFi&ublic. As regards his “vision” of a “wider comity of equal
competent and effective Taoiseach, but failed the only electorglions” made up of the Anglo-Saxon/Celtic bits of the British

Empire (with the other bits in subordinate child-nation roles), his
naivety regarding the prospect of Irish “equality” with the state
then commanding the most powerful empire in the world defies

Irish Foreign Affairsis a publication of belief.
the Irish Political Review Group. What Britain’s war had shown more than anything else was
55 St Peter's Tce.. Howth. Dublin 13 that*Small Nations’ were going to have to look after themselves

in the World Order created at Versailles. TRaghts of Nations
to Self Determination’ proclaimed in Allied wartime propaganda

Editor: Philip O’Connor was firmly and solely to be applied to the peoples of the non-
ISSN 2009-132X Allied multi-national powers, even where those peoples had

never sought it. In the Irish case, it was forced by the Imperial
Printers: Athol Books, Belfast power to defend in arms its democratically declared sovereignty

againstthe counter-insurgency forces sent by that Imperial power
to suppress it. In his recent New Yé&@sh Timesarticle, Bruton
sees it as “ironic” that the “United States that pioneered the idea
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on to bemoan the fact that “big nations, like the US and China,
All correspondence, orders: clung to the old and bankrupt notion than nations should be

absolutely sovereign inside their own territory and should not be

philip@atholbooks.org bound by global rules.” But the US, though it had created the




League of Nations, never joined it (the US democracy would ndfungary and the Ottoman Empire was the result of the dogmatic
countenance the idea that its sovereignty could be subject to atipulation of Britain and the US of a compulsory “Right to
international organisation). Britain and France ran the Leagudational Self-Determination” in nation-state form at the end of
thereafter, and ensured that its role of “global rule maker” applied/orld War One, applicable only and compulsorily to the
to everyone but themselves. When Roosevelt created the Unitestritories of the defeated powers. The nationalism of small
Nationsin 1945 itwas as a “global rule maker” dominated by fiveations played no role in the causes of the First World War, except
veto-empowered Great Powers (“the policemen of the world"perhaps the outside manipulation of it in the case of Serbia. To
who would make “international law” to keep the rest of theclaim the situation in the world today to be anything like that of
peoples of the planetin their place. This followed a further WorldEurope in 1914 flies in the face of historical fact.

War in which Allied commitments to “small nations” had again  Bruton regrets the arrangement of non-binding political agree-
been trumpeted in thétlantic Charter’ of 1941 — though only ments rather than binding rules that characterise current world
after Churchill had secured a commitment from Roosevelt that §overnance on matters such as Climate Change. He believes:
the British Empire would be exempt from its provisions.

The world in which the UN is the supposed “global rule “Asin 1914, we now live in aninterdependent world, where no one
maker” is a very unequal place. Small states with a will to survive power is any longer completely dominant, and where there is no
have rapidly made pragmatic arrangements — where allowed — toProperly functioning system for making binding decisions collec-
enable them to do so, and have not relied on the UN. Various fively between nations. We are instead relying on a serias béc
agglomerations such as the UN, EU etc. have yet to seriously arrangements of the very kind worlq leaders trled before the F_|r_st
supersede in any way the need for states to act pragmatically jnVorld War Those arrangements did not suffice when the crisis
their interests. In the globalised world, whatever sentimental erupted between Austria and Serbia in July 1914... Anyone who

. . ) . . L studies the history of Europe between the years 1900 and 1914 will
tribute might be paid to such international arrangements or useful so ¢ how dangerously weak and ineffective such political
agreements made through them, the reality remains that the onlyngerstandings can prove to be.”
thing that stands between the individual and global chaos or
domination by others s the state. It has not been superseded in anwyorld governance where even medium powers voluntarily
substantial way, including by the EU, as the recent economigake their interests subservient to the will of the “international
crisis demonstrated all too clearly. community” is and always has been a myth. His analogy with

John Bruton’s views on the nation state in history are alsg914 makes little sense, as in fact there was a functiomlaice
seriously flawed. In his latest article he again returned to thgf power’ which was deliberately disrupted by Britain in pursuit
Peace of Westphalia of 1648, at which, he claims “the concept gf the elimination of an emerging industrial rival that threatened
the modern nation state was devised” and, following it, “théts pre-eminent position in world power. The only alternative to
nation state was a perfectly workable means to organise worlshlanced arrangements between powers, states, regions etc. is
affairs, and remained so for centurie\4tion state model no  domination by a few of them. Bruton seems unable to see Britain
longer works in today's complex world@he Irish Times2" operating either in 1914 or now in its own interest on the world
January 2010). In fact Westphalia simply involved the arrangestage and be prone to locate the problems of world governance
ment of state matters in Europe at the end of the Wars of Religioamong foreigners. His blindness in relation to the realities of the
re-organising relations between powerful states established I\ and power in the modern world is of a kind with his blindness
military force through the religious wars. None of the new or oldn relation to the project Redmond proposed to Ireland in 1914 of
states involved either was or regarded itself as a “nation statez future as a junior partner in a world dominating empire.

The idea of the “people” and popular sovereignty underlying The chaos of the Eurozone in the face of global economic
the “nation state” was forged in the French Revolution a centunyisis led Ireland to act as if it had the measure of the new EU: it
and a half later and only gained a type of general currency in thgd what was required to get them off its back (passed Lisbon)
19N century. The idea that popular sovereignty was only possibigien proceeded to act unilaterally to ensure its own survival,
through the formation of separate “nation states” was considergsiling back in the process on its De Valerist instincts. If the
by many European peoples in 1848 but disregarded by most, wagproach to the world being proposed instead by John Bruton and
went on instead to seek to reform in their interests the largethe Irish Timess indeed adopted by the opposition leaders it
entities in which they lived. Most “nation states” — apart from theyould be surprising if it formed the basis of an election victory for

imperial states - only arose later when the larger entities in whiaiem.Irish Foreign Affairswould advise them to disregard it.
various peoples co-existed were wilfully destroyed from outside
(notably the Habsburg and Ottoman Empires, destroyed by
Britain) or where the larger entity could not bear to contain
national groupings except on the basis of total assimilation (the New site for Athol books sales:
British Empire in relation to Ireland or the Russian and German
in relation to Poland).

It was the destruction of non-“progressive” agglomerations
which never sought to assimilate their nationalities into a con- httpS://WWW.atholbookS-SaleS.Org

formist common culture and language, like the evolving Austro-

Hungarian and Ottoman “empires”, that left peoples - if they Secure site for Athol Books online sales
wished to survive in the jungle created at Versaillesin 1919 - with
little choice other than to organise themselves as nation states. with

The scramble to do so characterised the disastrous history of

Europe and the Middle East between the Wars and, in destroying

—among other things - the framework for the trans-empire Jewish link to main Athol Books site
middle class, created the political anti-Semitism of the interwar

years that made the Holocaust possible. The breakup of Austria-
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The Launching of the Second World War (2)

by Brendan Clifford

[This article is the second in a series following crucial pointssermany. There was also an opinion thatthe source of the trouble
in World War Two in this 78" anniversary year; the next issue lay much farther back, in the time of the Roman Empire, when the
will deal with Churchill's position on Finland and with the German barbarians destroyed the Roman Legions of Varus in 9
Norwegian affair.] AD at the Battle of Teutoburg Forest and as a consequence failed

to become civilised. But all were of the opinion that, for one or

Britain declared war on Germany on 4th September 1939. @ther of these reasons, the German State formed by Prussian
bombarded Germany with millions of propaganda leaflets andction was the major source of disorder in the world, and that the
exchanged a few rifle shots with the Germans across the frodfification of Germany brought about by Prussia in the course of
lines in France. Then, at the end of 1939, it began preparatioli§ war of defence against France in 1870 could not be allowed to
to engage in serious warfare with the Soviet Union in Finland.stand.

The issue on which it declared war on Germany was that But it wasallowed to stand. Britain in 1919 promptly forgot
Germany had acted without its permission to incorporate thell it had been saying about Germany for four years and insisted
German city of Danzig into the German state. that a German State combining Prussia, the Rhineland and

Germany had done many things without Britain's permissioBavaria must be part of the post-War order of Europe, but under
after coming under Nazi government in 1933. German miIitary:onditions which were provocations to revengeful nationalism.
power was very weak in 1933. It grew stronger through a seridd'e new German Government was compelled to confess to
of breaches of the conditions of the Versailles Treaty of 19193erman guilt for the War, knowing it was a false confession. A
Britain might have acted against it on any of those breaches froifile bit of Germany was given to Belgium and settled down.

a position of great military superiority. A mere declaration ofAnother bit, separating the East and West Prussian regions of the
intention to act would have been sufficient to stop Germany in itgerman State, was given to Poland. The German city of Danzig,
tracks at the time of the early breaches. adjacent to East Prussia, was made a 'Free City' under League of

Since it did not oppose the Nazi breaches of the Versailldsations authority while being notionally, though not actually,
conditions, it supported them. Neutrality was not a possiblgart of the new Polish State.
position for the British Empire with relation to the VersaillesBreaches of the Treaty of Versailles
Treaty. Maintenance of the Versailles arrangement was pre- The major breaches of the arrangement made for Germany by
dominantly the responsibility of the British Empire. the Treaty of Versailles, which was International Law under the

The United States did not sign the Treaty because it was keague of Nations system (the League itself being a creation of
breach of the express conditions on which it had entered the Gréag Versailles Treaty) were:

War and gained victory for the Entente Powers. The introduction of military conscription by Hitler in 1935;

The conditions on which Italy declared war on Austria and The Anglo-German Naval Agreement of 1935, allowing Nazi
Germany, and joined the Entente, were dishonoured by its Alli€germany to build a Navy—and a much bigger one than it had
in 1919 so that the superficial, opportunistic, spurious 'nationmeans of building then or for many years afterwards. This major
state' of Yugoslavia might be formed, and Italy saw itself as Breach of the Versailles conditions was authorised by Britain
victim of the power-War settlement masterminded by the Britishvithout reference to France or to the League;

Empire. It was, however, willing to act against Germany in the The militarisation of the Rhineland, i.e. the putting of the
matter of preventing a German-Austrian merger, but it gave waerman Army into a 50 kilometre zone east of the Rhine, which
when it saw that Britain was not willing to act. was prohibited by Versailles. This was done in early March 1936

France, which had gone to war in 1914 for the irrendentistnd was not even debated by the British Parliament for three

recovery of Alsace and Lorraine, which it had lost through itsveeks;

1870 aggression, wanted security against a counter-irredentisim The Anschlussi.e. the merger of Germany and Austria, in

of Germany to regain Alsace-Lorraine. Britain denied it thaMarch 1938. Democratic Governments in Germany and Austria
security. had wished to merge the two states in the early 1920s and had

France wanted Germany disabled after defeat. It would hav&@ught permission from the Versailles authorities to do so.
been entirely in accordance with the British war-propaganda dtermission was denied, and the Germans and Austrians obedi-
1914-18—which got 50,000 Irishmen killed—to have disablecently refrained from uniting. It was only at this point, after the
Germany by dismantling the German State formed in 1870. ThH&nschlussthat Fascist Italy began to be an ally of Nazi Germany
message of the war propaganda was that the German State wadithany real sense. Mussolini did not see it as being in Italy's
major source of disorder in the world. There was somethintjterest that Austria, its neighbour, should become part of the
about Germans which made them incapable of running a civilis€german State and he supported the patriotic Austrian Fascists
state. Some influential British war propagandists were of thagainst the Austrian Nazis, who were for unification with Ger-
opinion that this was because of the bad example of Frederick tAgany. But he was not prepared to act alone, without the co-
Great, while others thought it was because Frederick's exampderation of the other Versailles authorities. When Hitler crossed
had not been followed. Some thought it was because of Bi#e Austrian border without the permission of Britain, France, or
marck's influence, while others thought it was Bismarck had beggeneva, and Britain did nothing, he took it that a new order of
sacked. Still others (the Redmondite, Tom Kettle, to the forghings had come into being in Central Europe and accepted it as
amongst them) said it was because a diabolical philosophy of e¥fie status quo.
invented by Nietzsche had infected German political culture, Inthe Autumn of 1938 British collaboration in enhancing the
while another group thought it was because Nietzsche's warninggwer of Nazi Germany went far beyond the breaching of
about the German State formed in 1870 were not heeded Wersailles conditions. The Sudetenland region of Czechoslova-



kia had never been part of the German State. It had not been takenBritain did not declare war when the Czech remnant became
from Germany by the Versailles Powers in 1919. The only basesGerman Protectorate, but the story is that that is why it decided
of a historic German claim to it was through the merger withio make war on another pretext. The other pretext was Danzig.
Austria, which was itself a breach of the Versailles conditions. But Danzig was an authentic and practically unsustainable
The integrity of Czechoslovakia was guaranteed, not only by thenomaly left behind by the Versailles Treaty. It was a German
Versailles Treaty, but by a subsequent Treaty between Czechuty alongside the East Prussian section of the German state. It
slovakia and France. There was also a Treaty between Czechas notionally part of Poland, though an anachronistic 'Free City"
slovakia and Russia which would be activated if the Czech Treatynder League of Nations supervision, and actually governed by
with France was activated. arepresentative, and therefore German City Government. It was
Furthermore, Czechoslovakia had a strong arms industry, aadpre-national arrangement within a European system whose
arange of hills between the Sudeten region and Germany gavenedium was both officially and substantially nationalistic.
a defensible frontier. But, when Hitler indicated that he would When making the Danzig arrangement Britain reverted mo-
like to add the Sudeten region to the German State, Britain usetentarily to mediaevalism. It was hoped that Poland would do
its influence to give it to him. It discouraged the French fronlikewise and use Danzig as its port. Poland refused to regress into
standing by their Treaty with the Czechs, and browbeat the CzeahHanseatic time-warp in this particular while remaining in-
Government into handing over the Sudeten region to Germantensely nationalistic in general. When it failed to Polonise
Czechoslovakia was a country of national minorities, throwrDanzig, it built a port under its own authority, Gdynia, and began
together by Britain and France when they decided to destroy the boycott Danzig. This was the anomaly that Britain decided
multi-national Austro-Hungarian Empire in 1918. After theearly in 1939 to use as a pretext for making war on Germany.
Sudeten region was torn from it by Britain in 1938, the rest of iThe Guarantee to Poland
fell apart. Poland seized the Teschen region. The region In 1934 Germany made a Treaty with Poland to settle the
populated by Hungarians went to Hungary. And the Slovakorder issue. None of the democratic German Governments had
region declared itself independent. The unviable Czech remnaatcepted the border arrangement with Poland as legitimate. They
was then made a German Protectorate, without resistance,hiad not accepted the Corridor—the stretch of Poland that sepa-
March 1939. rated East Prussia from the rest of the German state—as legiti-
It was later said that the German occupation of the Czeainate. Hitler gave up the German claim on the Corridor in the
remnant showed Britain that Hitler could not be trusted and934 Treaty, but left aside the Danzig anomaly for future settle-
determined it to make war on him. That is the language ahent.
simpletons, or of bad apologetics, inappropriate to power poli- Early in 1939 he suggested that the time had come for a final
tics—and Britain was the most powerful state in the world.  settlement, and proposed the transfer of Danzig to German
Britain made no attempt to police its Munich Agreement withsovereignty by transferring it to East Prussia, and the connecting
Hitler, and to hold Czechoslovakia together minus the Sudetesf East Prussia with the rest of Germany by means of an extra-
region. It did not assemble the Versailles Treaty authorities (therritorial road across the Corridor. That was when Britain chose
League of Nations) to legitimise its agreement with Hitler on theo offer Poland what seemed to be a watertight military alliance
Sudetenland. On any realistic reckoning that amounted towith a Polish finger on the trigger—and France followed suit.
repeal of the Versailles Treaty by Britain. The Guarantee could only have been intended to encourage
The fundamental weakness of the League from the start w@pland to refuse to negotiate a settlement. When Poland accepted
that in the British view it was secondary to the British Empirethe Guarantee, Germany treated that act as a Polish engagement
And in 1938 Britain openly marginalised the League and took ité a military alliance hostile to Germany (which the Poles took it
place as the legitimising authority in world affairs. That had beeto be, and which it would have be in substance as well as in form
its tacit position since the Anglo-German Naval Agreement off Britain had been in earnest about it) and declared it revoked the
1935. It became explicit with th&nschlussand the Munich ~ German-Polish Treaty of 1934.
Agreement of 1938. The outcome was the German/Polish War of September 1939,
If the narrow Agreement with Hitler was not to be a signal foiin which Britain did not intervene, but used as an occasion for
the disintegration of the rest of Czechoslovakia, decisive actiotleclaring general war on Germany.
by Britain was required. But Britain just let the disintegration The only serious action in the British war on Germany in
happen. The Poles, Hungarians and Slovaks took apart the st8&ptember 1940 was naval action. The Royal Navy again, as in
which the persuasive Czech leaders had got the Versailles Powgisgust 1914, stopped the seaborne trade of Germany, but the
of 1919 to establish for them, but over which they then failed teffect was not as serious as in 1914 because this time Germany
establish effective hegemony. had a Non-Aggression Treaty with Russia. The Royal Navy did
Germany then occupied the Czech remnant of the statmot, despite its great superiority over the German Navy, attempt
encountered no resistance, and declared it a Protectorate. fdamccupy the Baltic, which might have had a considerable effect
Czech resistance worth speaking of developed, even when Brdgn the German/Polish War. The stopping of German trade other
ain later declared war on Germany, and Churchill embarked ahan with Scandinavia had no effect on the Polish War.
the policy of'Setting Europe Ablaze"To create the semblance  The major action of Britain on the Western Front of Germany
of a Czech Resistance, a terrorist group was parachuted inw@s the bombarding of Germany with millions of leaflets by the
assassinate the German Governor. But the Protectorate carriRAF. The text of the leaflet was givenlihe People's History Of
on peacefully producing arms for Germany—and then in 194%he 2nd World War: September 1940-December bh94arold
made amends by the slaughter or ethnic cleansing of the defeaWheeler, published by Odhams Press. The book has no publica-
Germans. If Britain in its many Occupations had met with aion date, but the content indicates early 1941. That was while
response similar to the Czech response to the German ProtectBritain still "stood alone'in the war which it had launched alone,
ate, it would have declared that a peaceful Union had taken plakaving lost the ally which it had intended to do the main part of
by general consent. the fighting, France. After the serious fighting began six months



later, it was felt that this miserable effort was best forgotten: Finnish independence in 1917, it was not in negotiation with a
"During the night [of 4th September 1939] Royal Air Force hody which could be taken to be the effective Government (as
machines made reconnaissance flights over Northern and Westesfinn Fein could be taken to be by Britain in 1919, but was not).
Germany and dropped 6,000,000 leaflets headed, "Waming:  fxinnish government remained to be determined, and there was
Message from Great Britain”. Civil War between Whites and Reds. The Whites won.
Britain's Propaganda Leaflet . . L L
"The information scattered from the clouds ran as follows: It V\_/a_s In accprdan_ce with th_e Sp_'m of the time in London that
“German men and women. The Government of the Reich havdN€ Civil War, in which Russia did not intervene, ShOUId be
with cold deliberation, forced war upon Great Britain. They have'€presented as a War of Independence against Russia.
done so knowing that it must involve mankind in a calamity worse Another book published in London in 1940 about the 1918
than that of 1914. The assurance of peaceful intentions the Fuehfeinnish Civil War had the titld=inland Breaks The Russian
gave to you and to the world in April have proved as worthless as hiShains.
words at the Sportpalast last September, when he said. 'We have no Early in 1940The Epic Of The Finnish Natipby Stephen De

territorial claims to make in Europe.’” Never has government ordered|iman, was published. It ranged over the centuries, with sub-
subjects to their death with less excuse. This war is utterly unnecegges such adPeter The Great And Stalin”

sary. Germany was in no way threatened or deprived of justice. "Finland is fighting for all we believe in and stand for; she is one

Was she not allowed to re-enter the Rhineland, to achieve the ot 5 small number of fine, sound, noble and civilized nations which
Anschluss (reunion with Austria), and take back the Sudeten Ger- naye penefitted mankind by their material and intellectual efforts, so

mans in peace? Neither we nor any other nation would have sought 4t their downfall, besides being a tragedy in itself, would be a most
to limit her advance so long as he did not violate independent non- gerigys plow to civilisation... What would have happened if, at the

German people. Every German ambition—just to others—might - yecisive moment, Finland had backed down and given in, or if she had
have been satisfied through friendly negotiation. PresidentRoosevelt ¢ ,ccumbed at once in her heroic struggle? Nothing would have

offered you both peace with honour and the prospect of prosperity. giopned the Soviet, that mixture of Romanov imperialism and Marxistic
Insteat_:l, your rulers have condemned you to the massacre, miSeries,orid-revolution, from going ahead with its victorious campaign
and privations of a war they cannot even hope to win. Itisnotus, but \hile the rest of the world was engrossed in the Western War..."
you they have deceived. Foryears theiriron censorship has kept from (pp120,123).

you truths that even uncivilized peoples know. Ithasimprisoned your

O ; ) ) About a year and a half later Finland took part in the attack on
minds in, as it were, a concentration camp. Otherwise they would n

. L Hussia as an ally of Germany. And, in January 1940, the rest of
have dared to misrepresent the combination of peaceful peoples to : .
secure peace as hostile encirclement. We had no enmity against yﬁ?f Worl.d was natengrossed in the \_Ne_stern Wait was mt_ent
the German people. of keeping out of that war. And Britain and France, which had
This censorship has also concealed from you that you have not tAgclared that war, also seemed to be intent on keeping out of it.
means to sustain protracted warfare. Despite crushing taxation, yélaving declared war—and having thus abrogated such interna-
are on the verge of bankruptcy. Our resources and those of our Alliggonal law as existed—they let the declaration lie. There was no
in men, arms and supplies are immense. We are too strong to brefigghting—or hardly any—and yet there was war.
by blows and we could wear you down inexorably. You, the German By declaring war, Britain effectively legitimised whatever it
people, can, if you will, insist on peace at any time. We also desirghose to do towards the enemy, or towards third parties as ameans
peace, and are prepared to conclude it with any peace-loving Govergy getting at the enemy. And of course it also legitimised
me,,m In Germany.” , . whatever the enemy chose to do towards it.
oring S o ey e (o1 OTPaper BUt Aot wnen Russia invaded Finland, the possibily of a Briish-
In mid-September, when the Polish Armies were defeated a@erman alliance was me_nt|oned in Parliament. The Governm_ent
the Polish Government had left Warsaw. the Soviet UnioS eclared_ 'Fhat no such alliance was contemplated. But the actions
¥ of the British and French Governments suggest an awareness that

occupied and annexed Eastern Poland. If the British purpose n o :
) . ; there were many ways the cookie might crumble. The old cookie
going to war had been to secure the independence and mtegrltfy

4th September 1939 was still intact when the Russian action in

of Poland, that purpose could then only have been achieved ﬁ}/ .
) . : nland on December 1st set up a new cookie, and there were
making war on Russia as well as Germany. It did not declare war

on Russia. But a few months later it engaged in some Vemdeed many ways the new one might crumble.

ambiguous activity which might have led to war against Russi _(—:'Iutlraldlgelal.ndd_t i wralin th dthe G ¢
That was in the context of the Russian-Finnish War. reland declared itself neutralin the war and the &overnmen

Russia gained Germany as a neighbour as a result of tﬁgcordingly est_ablis_hed a hewspaper censors_hip_ to curb war
German-Polish War. It then set about securing its position r°P?‘9a”da- ltis said by people who hold authoritative academic
Treaties with the Baltic States, where there was considera € sitions, as W‘?” as bt);]p?tcjr]ple who ouhght to ktnOV\; better out Oft
sympathy with Germany, and with Finland where public opiniont elfr(r)]wrc/\;axpfenenk():e_, a Iledc_?ﬂsox 'pwentas faras prevent
was also well-disposed towards Germany. When the Find89 ' 1€ Yvar from being calle € War.

refused the concessions demanded. Russia invaded. The inva- "This was the society we who were born in the thirties inherited.
’ ) We were told that we were the sons and daughters of revolutionary

sion was held Py,a” effective Finnish defence for a couple of heroes and that our role now was to be one of gratitude... What they
months and Britain and France began to make preparations t0expected from us now was a new kind of heroism, heroic obedience.
engage in the Finnish War while doing nothing on the German |n the 40s, while Europe was tearing itself to pieces, Ireland, neutral,

frontier in the West in their declared war. drifted even further from the reality of the outside world. We weren't
Einland even allowedto callita war. Officially itwas The Emergency" (Peter
A book calledFinland's War Of Independencey J.O. Lennon in his 1968 filnRocky Road To Dubljnvhich was restored

Hannula, was published in London in late 1939, with a Preface by PY the Irish Film Board and issued as a DVD in 2004.)

General Sir Walter St. G. Kirke. | was puzzled by the title as | N BBC'sMasterminda couple of years ago the right answer
understood that Finnish independence had been conceded with{N€ questionWhat was the official name of the Second World
outwar by Russia in 1917. What the book was actually about wif¥a' in Ireland? wasThe Emergency

the Finish Civil War of 1918. When the Bolsheviks recognised Professor Ferriter of UCD has given fmsprimaturto the
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nonsense, establishing it as a sort of official truth sixty years aftefetermined that the Irish state should remain defenceless against
the event. it. Thenin 1939-40 it demanded that this state, which it had kept
And yet there is not a shadow of doubt that in Ireland duringn an unarmed condition, should make war as its ally. But what
the 2nd World War the name it was called both in public and iRind of alliance could there be between a militaristic Great Power
private was the Second World War. A few years after 194and a small neighbouring state, which it had kept in an unarmed
Britain called its war in Malay@he Emergencyo that it would  condition, but one of subordination?
not be subject to the new laws of war proclaimed at Nuremberg. |t is said that Britain behaved handsomely towards Ireland
InIreland the term was applied exclusively to a state of readineg&iring the War, protecting it from Germany and ensuring that it
in case either party to the World War decided to force Ireland intgot some tea despite the blockade. But the only danger to Ireland
it. from Germany arose from Britain's decision to wage a long, slow
The War was called The War. | am just old enough tavorld War against Germany, in which control of the seas by the
remember the start of it. It was marked for me by the disappeaRoyal Navy played the major part, instead of making good its
ance of two items: Johnny Cakes, made from maize meal, f{@uarantee to Poland in September 1939 by a sharp attack on
which I had acquired a taste, and mechanical toys from Japan,@érmany by air, land and sea.
which | remember particularly a marvellous aeroplane. My The "German expansionismafter 1939 occurred in the
mother explained to me that these things could not be had forcantext of Britain's World War approach, and consisted of
while because it seemed that England had to have a World W@éfensive actions against British interventions here and there.
every twenty years. These effective defensive actions were extrapolated by the Brit-
The Emergency was the condition in which Ireland wassh propaganda into a plan of world domination—the kind of
placed by being cut off from the world by England's War and byhing that no James Bond film can do without. But the dominant
the strong possibility that England would try to take over Irelangvorld power was Britain, and the ham-fisted duplicity of Britain
for its War. It is now fashionable to suggest that Ireland wam the conduct of its world power led Germany from being a
virtually a participant in the War on the English side, and thagniddling European state in 1937 close to controlling Europe from
what was apprehended was a German invasion. That is not whiaé Pyrenees to the Urals and the Mediterranean to the Baltic in
I remember, and | know of no evidence that it was the case. Inthe41.
enforcement of its neutrality Ireland had, of course, to bend more My understanding of the War is no doubt influenced by the
towards England, because part of Ireland was in the British stat@ct that | read about it in its last years in the newspapers of
and that part was armed to the teeth with the most modemmergency Ireland with the propaganda filtered out, and heard it
weapons. A small detachment of the British Army might crossiiscussed by people who, despite the Censorship, knew very well
the Irish Border with no more difficulty than it would encounterwhat the British propaganda was and gave it some consideration.
in a mere practice manoeuvre and throw the state into turmoithe Censorship did not 'isolate' Ireland. What it meant was that
Irish frontier defence against Britain was a non-starter. All thaghe newspapers had to concentrate on hard military information
was possible was harassment following Occupation. And thgbout the World War, which, despite Professor Feritat was
probability of guerilla resistance on a scale which was a multiplaevercalled The Emergency.
of the resistance of 1919-21 was the only deterrent. | suppose that early influence encouraged objective habits of
The revisionist critique of Irish neutrality suggests that itmind which saw The War in its distinct military parts—and war
could not be authentic because the Irish state had neglectedfger allisa military event—and discounted propaganda ideology
acquire the means of frontier defence. That critique does nft the explanation of crucial events when the course of a military
probe the reasons for which the Irish state was virtually unarmegvent itself left no need for it, e.g., the Fifth Column in the Fall of
What we call its Army was called a Defence Force—and that wasrance.
inthe days before Britain wentin for euphemism and changed the Many distinct military events, which were distinct in the
name of its War Office. experience of the peoples engaged in them are rolled together in
Britain now hasDefence Forcesivhich make war thousands the propaganda concept of the World War of 1939-45: the
of miles beyond the British frontier. The Irish Defence ForceGerman-Polish War; the Norwegian War; the ltalian/Greek
could not have sustained an hour-long battle on its frontier if @/ar; the Anglo-French war against Germany; the war of
battalion of the Army across the frontier was ordered to invadégngland against France; the German-Serb war; the German-
Itwas not even a Defence Force. Or, to putitanother way, tf@reek war; the German-Finnish war against Russia; and the
last thing it was allowed to be was a Defence Force, because therican/Japanese War. It was not until the last two that there
Army across the frontier was the Army of the State which had sgfas something like a world at war.
it up. And Britain, when setting up the Free State in the 1922 The Russian/Finnish War of 1939-40 was not part of The War.
‘Civil War' in Ireland, was not so imprudent as to allow the Fregsuppose thatis why it could be commented on freely by the Irish
State to have a military force geared towards defending its langhpers.
frontier against the only enemy that might have come across that The Irish Times—a British newspaper in Ireland—has re-
frontier, which was itself. cently been accorded the statu4bé Irish newspaper of record"
This Irish Defence Force might conceivably have been trangy the Government, so it must be given pride of place. Here s its
ported to other parts of the world to help as a minor adjunct of th&itorial for 1st December 1939:
British Army in one of those aggressive moves that Britain calls ~ "War In The Arctic
'‘defence’, but it was not intended that it should be able to defend "Yesterday occurred another of those heartless assaults by a strong
the frontier of its state against the creator of that state. nation upon a weak neighbour which are honoured nowadays by the
It was set up in 1922 as a kind of internal paramilitary force, name of wars... There is no reason to suppose that Russia will have
whose task was to break the Republican Army that had fought & walk-over. The Finns can place 600,000 men—from the hardiest
Britain to the negotiating table in 1919-21. In the 1930s De Stock in Europe—in the field against them, and their country is so
Valera tried to develop it into an Army, but his efforts were compact of mountains, lakes and_morass that tt_we 'nvaderSd'mcu”.y
. . . will be enormous. Nevertheless, if the contest is confined to Russia
thwarted at every turn by the influence of Britain, which was



and Finland, there can be no doubt of the result... Itis not yet certain ready to believe that her conscience genuinely was revolted by
what the Russians propose to do. Perhaps they will be contentto seizeGermany's barefaced disregard of all her previous professions. It is
the districts which they demanded from the Finns; perhaps they will most unlikely that Italy would have come into the war in any event;
follow Herr Hitler's example in regard to the Sudetenland, and will  but whatever small chance existed of her participation was shattered
take the whole country. Whatever their purpose may be, they have once and for all in those last days of August [i.e., when the German/
committed an act which disgraces them in the eyes of the whole Soviet Non-Aggression Pact was signed]. We do Signor Mussolini
world. the further credit to believe that he was shocked by the invasion of
"Both the French and German Governments have expressed theirPoland. Itis true that Italy had carried fire and sword to Ethiopia and
horror. The Americans, who have a sentimental regard for Finland as Albania, but she had given notice to the former, at least, and she had
the only European nation that has continued to pay its war debtin full, not disclaimed any intention of harming them up to the very last
make no secret of their anger and disgust. General Franco has beemmoment[i.e., as Russia had done towards Finland]. Doubtless Signor
quick to condemn. The lItalians, whose faith in the solidity of the Mussolini was relieved. Germany's action provided him with an
Rome/Berlin “axis” was severely shaken by the German alliance with - admirable opportunity to evade the consequences of the axis partner-
Russia, are ablaze with anger... Herr Hitler cannot condemn the ship. Itis questionable whether, in any case, he could have fulfilled
Soviets' conduct... but must be profoundly uneasy. Itwas bad enough his obligations, if any, to Germany. The Abyssinian campaign was
that he should wage a campaign against Poland in order that Russianot an easy or an inexpensive one... More lives were squandered upon
might obtain the lion's share of the spoils without the loss of a single the reinforcement of General Franco's revolt in Spain, and Italy was
man; and now he is compelled to watch the Russians adding anotherin no position to face the cost of the European war... Thus it is that
huge slice of territory to their empire while he himself is locked in  since the war began Italy has been playing the part of an interested

mortal struggle with two powerful enemies. onlooker rather than that of a potential belligerent. Mr. de Valera has
"Great Britain and France, having expressed their abhorrence of been no more assiduous to stress the neutrality of the 26 counties than
Russia's conduct, remain ominously quiet. Their quarrel for the the Fascist Press has been to stress the neutrality of the Italian Empire.

time being is with Germany..." L "Since then the whole trend of Italian policy has been towards
It might be that in sophisticated Ireland revisionism has made friendship with the democratic Powers—not, perhaps, because she

"factism—Senator Harris's name for fagtual accurapasse loves them more, but because she loves their enemies less. The
but | have never been able to rise to the higher truth. | am tetheredrascist Grand Council shows itself to suffer from no delusions. Ithas

to fact. And it was not a fact that Hitler took the whole of re-asserted the nation's neutrality... The Grand Council makes no
Czechoslovakia. Poland took the Polish part; Hungary took the secret of its real concern—which is the Balkans. ltaly foresees—and
Hungarian part; and the Slovaks set themselves up in a state ofvho shall challenge her belief>—that Russia has abandoned her

their own called Slovakia. former “pre-purge” policy. The Bolsheviks no longer are content to
Thelrish Timesof December 1st also published the editorial safeguard themselves ggainst any d_anger of attack from the other
of the LondonTimesof December 1. And itsondon Letter Powers: they want territory and empire...

Editorial, December 18th:

"Nothing in modern times has shocked the world's conscience so
widely as the Russian invasion of Finland. When Germany attacked
her neighbours, she could argue, at any rate, that she needed territory
for the expansion of her own people—however tenuous that excuse
may have been. Russia had no shadow of justification for her
conduct...”

began: "Mr. Stalin is copying carefully the example of Herr
Hitler in his dealings with the Finns."
Thelrish Timeseditorial of December 2nd said:
"History affords no precedent to this unspeakable crime... Cold-
blooded cynicism could go no further; even Germany's attack on
Poland has been outdone.

"One cannot but wonder how Russia's savage attack on Finland is ¥ . ; :
being regarded in Germany. When Herr von Ribbentrop made hi The"world's consciencetoday is the USA and the UK. In

famous pilgrimage to Moscow last August neither he nor his augu 939itwas the B,m'Sh Empire (and F.rance). The _great_ m_ultltude
master in Berchtesgaden can have foreseen the consequences 010r1;i9ther states mlght f.eel other consciences bUO,'d'”g within them,
fateful mission, and we should not be surprised if the Nazi leadefdUt they are stifled in the bud by the conscience of the big
have been spending sleepless nights of late. Russia’s invasionk#ttalions. Perish the thought that | should be suggesting that
Finland is a direct threat to Germany's influence in the Baltic. It haRightis an attachment of Might! But one cannot help noticing the
already acquired naval bases in Latvia, Estonia and Lithuania, andgbincidence that they are invariably found together. Every big
she succeeds in her nefarious plans, Finland will become a mepattalion which knows that it is powerful also knows that it is
Soviet colony. Notonly will Germany's influence be cancelled in theRjght. And, when one of them is comprehensively defeated by

Baltic; Sweden and Norway will be inimminent danger. The wholeyngther, its sense of having been Right somehow falls away from
civilised world is aghast at this latest example of Realpplitik the

civilised world at the moment is helpless, more is the pity. Great In the military, narrowly conceived, the moral sense is devel-
Britain and France are engaged in a life-and-death struggle with

Germany, whose Government opened the doors of Western EuroBQ?d glong with the Sense by,Wh'C,h .the drill directs th_e fe_et. In
to the Bolshevist horror... The ideals for which free men have beeW'“tar'3m more widely Fonce'ved itis Qeveloped, malntqlne.d,
willing to die throughout the ages are being launched to scorn, and tR@d amended as required, by the daily newspaper editorials,
tyrant seems to be triumphant everywhere. No man can tell how thihich in foreign policy matters are a kind of drill.
present war will end. Great Britain and France are alone against the The Irish Timesformed part of théworld's conscienceln
forces of German totalitarianism... Russia's intervention has changd®39. It had suffered the trauma of being cut off by Britain from
he whole aspect of the war. Who will deliver mankind from thethe close family of the Empire in 1921, but, like Job, it remained
oppressor?" . . _ faithful: "Though he destroy me yet will | believe in hirAhd
Butthere was one bright spot. The Nazi accommodation Wittherefore it was profoundly disconcerted by the turn of world
Russia, which opened the doors of Western Europe to the Bolsh&rents from August to December 1939. It had the feeling that the
vist horror, undermined the Nazi-Fascist alliance. This Wagrrong war was being fought, but could not see a way of getting
explained in the editorial of December 9th: into the right war.

"Italy’s Outlook "Who will deliver mankind from the oppressor®hat a
"...The axis wobbled and broke when Herr Hitler overnight an- PP w

. ) . . . : uestion to be asked, in a despairing tone, by a moral institution
nounced the conclusion of his treaty with Soviet Russia. Fascist Italy, the British Empire! A British | Th hould
at least, has been consistent in her hatred of Communism, and we |fe € priish Empire: riush newspaper: € answer shou

ave been so obvious that it prevented the question from being
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formulated. The Knight In Shining Armour will deliver mankind Bishopric of Derry in the first instance and then with the
yet again. And of course thesh Timesbelieved—but it was Archbishopric of Dublin. Southern Ireland was the most difficult
with a kind of forlorn belief. It knew from its own experience thatlocation for a Protestant Ascendancy revolutionary between the
Britain was not what it used to be. Within three years of crushinianding of William in England in 1688 and his victory at the
Germany and adding large tracts of the world to an Empire whicBoyne in 1690.
was already the greatest the world had ever seen, it managed toKing was imprisoned for his revolutionary activity during that
lose Ireland—or to lose the civilised part of it where Anglo-period, and was stimulated to think things out on the basis of First
Ireland lived. And now, only 21 years after the glorious Armi-Principles in a way that philosophers in the safety of William's
stice, it seemed as if the world of which it was the conscience wasitourage did not do. And his conclusion was that the world is far
slipping away from it. too complicated a place for the good and bad of it to be worked
Since August the Bolshevik horror had moved into Polandout by objective exercise of the understanding as the precondition
Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia, without firing a shot, while Britainof moral action. Nevertheless the will isimpelled towards action.
was fighting Germany—or was not fighting it, though at war withAnd effective exercise of the will is experienced as good.
it. And now Bolshevism was attacking Finland, and Britain had Goodness is the triumph of the will. That was Archbishop
to remain ominously quiet because it was (not) fighting Germanying's view of the matter, and it corresponds with British expe-
Since Britain was not actually fighting the state it was at warience of the following two centuries. (Seburch & Stat®8 for
with, there was a possibility that it might fight the state it was noKing's argument.)
atwar with. And some attempt was made towards doing that. But Then in 1939 the will was puzzled and evil followed—as the
the possibility of it lay in too great an abstraction from currengreat Elizabethan cynic saw would be the case when the will is
actuality to be functional. indecisive, the scruples of understanding set in,'amalscience
The British predicament followed from its conduct betweermakes cowards of us ‘all
March and August. Inits own mind it had kept allits options open Britain found in 1939 that, as a consequence of the way it
as between Germany and Russia, while at the same time settimgndled its victory of 1918-19, two major obstacles to its will had
up a German/Polish conflict by means of the Polish Guarantee amisen. Against all expectations, Bolshevism had not only sur-
March 1939, which ended the active collaboration with Gervived in Russia but had become a substantial military and
many. industrial power in its own right, and it had in addition a strong
This has some similarity with 1914, when Britain had kept albasis of ideological support in other European states. And
its options open while making diplomatic arrangements condusermany had become the dominant power in Central Europe,
cive to a Franco-Russian war against Germany and Austria. With active British encouragement and support until March 1939.
had done this while making hard military arrangements with In1918-19 Churchill had suggested that Britain should scotch
France after 1908 to take part in its war with Germany. But thetthe Bolshevik development in alliance with Germany, instead of
was nothing on paper that France could hold it to if it did not makplundering and humiliating Germany and campaigning to Hang
good on the tacit alliance. And the Prime Minister and Foreigithe Kaiser. But the War Coalition let Bolshevism be. It
Secretary had repeatedly told Parliament that Britain was free obncentrated on 'making the Germans pay'. But, almost as soon
Continental engagements. as the damage was done in Germany, it realised that there was a
Its 1939 position was the reverse of this. It made a publidanger of France becoming the hegemonic Power in Europe, and
alliance with Poland under which the Poles had—or thought thdy set about disabling France and bringing on Germany as a
had—their finger on the British trigger. But it made no militarycounterweight, but without amending the Versailles conditions
arrangements with Poland, as its Treaty ally, of the kind it hadn Germany.
made with France withouta Treaty, or a public undertaking ofany Atthe same time Fascism developed as an effective European
kind. And when Germany, finding itself within a military counterto Bolshevism, and itwas explicitly supported by Churchill
encirclement but seeing that the major Powers in that encirclen that ground and tacitly supported by British ruling circles in
ment were making no active preparation for war, struck at Polargeneral. The consolidation of the Italian state, and of the post-war
when the Poles refused a Danzig settlement, Britain and Franfiex, by the Fascist movement counted for little in the British
declared war but did not wage war, except at sea (at a momertkoning of things. But, when Fascism was applied in Germany,
when war at sea could have no immediate effect). Churchill took alarm—though not because it was Fascist but
Britain decided early in 1939 that it would probably havebecause it was restoring the effectiveness of Germany.
another big war fairly soon, and it brought in a Conscription Actmperial Churchill
in preparation for it. But it did not know what war it would be.  Churchill's concerns were Imperial. His opposition to ap-
Or, to put it another way, it did not know which war it would peasement had nothing to do with Germany or Fascism at the
inflict on the world and call a just war. start. The first enemy against which he tooKamti-appease-
British morality ment"stand was Indian nationalism. He resigned and went into
| have been intrigued by British morality ever since | readhe wilderness over a mild measure of Indian local government.
Churchill's history of the 1939 War in the early 1950s. IHe was an admirer of Hitler at first, and said that, if England had
concluded that the British view was that what Britain did in thébeen put in the position in which Germany was put by the
world was moral because itwas Britain that did it—rather than th€ersailles Treaty, he hoped that somebody would have arisen to
converse, i.e. that Britain did what it did because it looked at théo for it what Hitler was doing for Germany. But, when the Hitler
matter from all sides, established what the objectively morakegime began to make Germany strong again, Churchill's 'bal-
position was, and chose it. ance-of-power’ instinct—which he described as"thenderful
| never expected that conclusion to be confirmed by amnconscious instinctthat guided British foreign policy—was
authoritative British source. But | find that it was established asiggered.
the only realistic position three hundred years ago by Archbishop Churchill chose Germany to be the enemy in the mid-thir-
King of Dublin, who played a part, as Dean of St. Patrick's, in thees—and grossly exaggerated its military strength in his propa-
Glorious Revolution, and was rewarded for it by William with theganda. He did not cease to regard Bolshevism as the enemy of
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civilisation, but he saw a strengthening Germany as the moigaged war on Germany early in September 1939.

immediate enemy of the Empire.

European civilisation from
Bolshevism had in the prog—

_ When Churchill took over in May 1940 he made no secret of
It was an awkward fact that the force which had savegis intention to spread the war by any and every means. But the

ess made Germany ontce
again a powerful state, and
a rival of Britain by virtu
of that fact. But, if th
Empire was to be preserved
as the Great Power in the
world, itwas necessary that
the force which had saved
European civilisation
should be subjected to the
traditional balance-of;
power treatment. Britis
freedom of action in th%
world required that Europg
be kept at odds with itself.
Churchill did not allow ’
his will to be puzzled. He ¢ L
chose Germany as the en-_»
emy that counted—the im-
mediate enemy—andurgdd ¢
alliance with the basic en-
emy of civilisation against
it. And then— well, it| <
was the destiny of Britain
to wage one great war afte
another, and therein lay it
greatness. Churchill purt
sued no will-o-the-wisp of
Perpetual Peace. Although
he had played an active part
in the Great War of 1914
he was completely un

=

[

Stockholm

prmansk

touched by the delusions
which were peddled by th¢

Finland

state in order to militarise

war he was intent on
spreading was war
against Germany. The
Chamberlain Govern-
ment did not, as far as |
know, have an explicit
policy of spreading the
war, butits actions were
conducive to spreading
it. And it was not com-
mitted by actual en-
gagement to Germany
as the definite enemy.

Russia, seeing how
the wind was blowing
in the Summer of 1939,
made a Non-Aggres-
sion Treaty with Ger-
many when Britain
dragged its heels on the
making of an agreement
against Germany. And
it made a conditional
arrangement over Po-
land, which it put into
effect when Germany
attacked Poland and
Britain did not deliver
on the Guarantee and
the Polish state col-
lapsed.

Russia then insisted
on military agreements
with the Baltic states,

the masses, while it seems that many of those who were runni@ghere there was pro-German sentiment. And a couple of months
the state in the 1930s acted in the shadow of those delusions, g&@r, with Britain still sitting on its heels and keeping all its
could neither make war nor organise peace. options open, Russia proposed an exchange of territory with
The National Governmentformedin 1931 had perhaps wardetnland in order to strengthen its defences against all-comers
off a more explicit Fascist development during the recession byom the West. It demanded that the Finnish frontier be moved
suspending actual party conflict while maintaining a semblancgack beyond artillery range of Leningrad, and that it should have
of it within a Parliamentary form, but in the late 1930s it waspossession of islands in the Baltic and the port of Hanko in the
incapable of making a decisive choice of an enemy (and an allglarelian isthmus in order to control access to the eastern Baltic,
and acting on it purposefully. It toyed with two conflicting and the port of Petsamo in the North as a defence of Archangel.

courses of action—with Germany against Russia, and with Rugvhen the Finns refused to concede Hanko, Russia took it by
sia against Germany—possibly hoping to be relieved of itgrce.

dilemma by a German/Soviet War arising out of the Polish issue. Wwas the Russian-Finnish War part of The War, or was it
It ended up declaring war on Germany over Danzig (whil&omething altogether apart from The War, which should be
assuring everybody that neither Danzig nor Fascist Poland—asiifdged in an exclusively Russian-Finnish context?
was generally seen—was the issue) without any serious intention The War was Britain's. Britain started it, and still claims it as
of waging it, and then made an effort to get into an actual wats own. And the application of British morality to it determines
relationship with Russia in Finland. that, if the Russian/Finnish War was part of it, the Finns were not
It seems extremely improbable that there would have beegntitled to the outraged feelings of violated sovereignty to which
any war in Europe in 1939 if Britain had made appropriatghey gave expression—and which thigh Timesechoed. In The
military preparations to implement its Polish Guarantee, with ojvar neutrals which were invaded as a move against Germany
without an agreement with Russia. And it seems unlikely thagere required to relativise their feelings and see themselves

there would have been a Russian-Finnish War, or even a Russi@@rally in the larger context, and to deliver judgment against
occupation of eastern Poland, if Britain and France had actualfijfemselves.




Churchill, who was clear in his mind about The War—that itkaiser speech in the 1918 Election in order to save his seat. In a
was against Germany—saw the Finnish War as a Russian most€mocracy it is sometimes necessary to do disgraceful things.
against Germany. And it was only if war against Russia was sti{But thelrish Times a detached piece of Britain in Dublin, was
in contemplation in Britain—as it was—that it could be seen agnger no such democratic compulsion.)
something else. And in any case it was never realistic to see it as cyrchill's position on Finland will be dealt with in a future

an gﬁharfhdi”v; gzlvoificn lirfrler]c?(;:tgx?i?'?f:?ﬁ;gzzci)r;:tlrgelrsrrm:\ﬁscg "article, as will the Norwegian affair. The eight months between
he was obliged to contribute to the outcry against Russia in ord 1© British declaration of war on Germany and the German

to retain the foothold on power which he had just regained afté?sponse t‘? it, during which Britain engaged .in no .meaning.ful
along absence. He made a radio broadcast on the linegrisfithe  action against Germany, was not a period in which nothing
Timeseditorials—as he had been obliged to make a Hang THEpPpened. It was a period when Britain did what was in it to do.

Extracts from The Gathering Storm.
Winston Churchill.
History of the Second World Wat.ondon,1948.
[Churchill explains why the Soviet Union invaded Finland intheir troops on the Karelian frontier. On November 28 Molotov
November 1939.] denounced the Non-Aggression Pact between Finland and Rus-
"Meanwhile the Scandinavian peninsula became the scenesid; two days later the Russians attacked at eight points along
an unexpected conflict which aroused strong feeling in BritaifFinland’s thousand-mile frontier, and on the same morning the
and France, and powerfully affected the discussions about Narapital, Helsingfors, was bombed by the Red Air Force. pp 425
way. As soon as Germany was involved in war with Great Britain [Churchill describes the end of the conflict between Finland
and France, Soviet Russia in the spirit of her Pact with Germaimyd the Soviet Union]
proceeded to block the lines of entry into the Soviet Union from The honourable correctitude [i.e. not going through Norway
the West. One passage led from East Prussia through the Baliied Sweden without their permission] which had deprived us of
States; another led across the waters of the Gulf of Finland; they strategic initiative equally hampered all effective measure for
third route was through Finland itself and across the Kareliagending munitions to Finland. We had been able so far only to
Isthmus to a point where the Finnish frontier was only twentgend from our own scanty store contributions insignificant to the
miles from the suburbs of Leningrad. The Soviet had ndtinns. In France however a warmer and deeper sentiment
forgotten the dangers which Leningrad had faced in 1919. Evemevailed, and this was strongly fostered by M. Daladier. On
the White Russian Government of Kolchak had informed th#larch 2, without consulting the British Government, he agreed
Peace Conference in Paris that bases in the Baltic States andsend fifty thousand volunteers and a hundred bombers to
Finland were a necessary protection for the Russian capit&inland. We could certainly not act on this scale, and in view of
Stalin had used the same language to the British and Frengle documents found on the German major in Belgium, and of the
Missions in the summer of 1939; and we have seen in earlieeaseless Intelligence reports of the steady massing of German
chapters how the natural fears of these small States had beenranps on the Western Front, it went far beyond what prudence
obstacle to an Anglo-French Alliance with Russia, and had pavegbuld allow. However, it was agreed to send fifty British
the way for the Molotov-Ribbentrop Agreement. bombers. On March 12 the Cabinet again decided to revive the
Stalin had wasted no time; on September 24 the Esthonighans for military landings at Narvik and Trondheim, to be
Foreign Minister had been called to Moscow, and four days latésllowed at Stavanger and Bergen, as a part of the extended help
his government signed a Pact of Mutual Assistance which gave Finland into which we had been drawn by the French. These
the Russians the right to garrison key bases in Esthonia. Byans were to be available for action on March 20, although the
October 21 the Red Army and Air Force were installed. The sanieeed of Norwegian and Swedish permission had not been met.
procedure was used simultaneously in Latvia, and Soviet garfeanwhile on March 7 Mr Paasikivi had gone again to Moscow;
sons also appeared in Lithuania thus the southern road to Lenihis time to discuss armistice terms. On th#18e Russian
grad and half the Gulf of Finland had been swiftly barred againsérms were accepted by the Finns. All our plans for military
potential German ambitions by the armed forces of the Sovidandings were again shelved, and the forces which were being
There remained only the approach through Finland. collected were to some extent dispersed. The two divisions
Early in October Mr. Paasikivi, one of the Finnish statesmewhich had been held back in England were now allowed to
who had signed the peace of 1921 with the Soviet Union, went fpoceed to France, and our striking power towards Norway was
Moscow. The Soviet demands were sweeping; the Finnisieduced to eleven battalions. p. 453
frontier on the Karelian Isthmus must be moved back a consider- [Consequences of the collapse of Finland]
able distance so as to remove Leningrad from the range of hostile The military collapse of Finland led to further repercussions.
artillery. The cession of certain Finnish islands in the Gulf of...] On the 19! of March Mr. Chamberlain spoke in the House
Finland; the lease of the Rybathy Peninsula together with Firnf Commons. In view of growing criticism he reviewed in some
land’s only ice-free portin the Arctic Sea, Petsamo; and above adletail the story of British aid to Finland. He rightly emphasised
the leasing of the port of Hango at the entrance of the gulf ®fiat our main consideration had been the desire to respect the
Finland as a Russian naval and air base, completed the Sovieutrality of Norway and Sweden, and he also defended the
requirements. The Finns were prepared to make concessions@avernment for not being hustled into attempts to succour the
every point except the last. With the keys of the Gulf in RussiaRinns which had offered little chance of success. The defeat of
hands the strategic and national security of Finland seemedRinland was fatal to the Daladier Government, whose Chief had
them to vanish. The negotiations broke down on November 1fiken so marked, if tardy, action, and who had personally given
and the Finnish government began to mobilise, and strengthdisproportionate prominence to this part of our anxieties." p. 454

12



The Rwandan Catastrophe
Review: Noires fureurs, blancs menteurs. Rwanda 1990-198y Pierre Péan (Black
Furies and White Liars), Paris, 2005.

by John Matrtin

This book is about much more than Rwanda. It is an indictaearing. This was particularly the case in Uganda where the
ment of the selective nature of the West's humanitarian “concerfutsis native to Uganda and the Rwandan EmigrEs had a deter-
as well as an exposé of how easily the media can be manipulatedinant influence in Ugandan politics and the military. Both these

The author begins with the assassination in 1994 of Juvéngtoups were prominent in the overthrow of Idi Aminin 1980. The
Habyarimana, the President of Rwanda, and Cyprien NtaryamirRwandan émigrés supported Yoweri Museveni but the latter
the President of Burundi at Kigali airport in Rwanda. Both ofreceived an insignificant vote in the subsequent democratic
these leaders were from the Hutu tribe. The author describes thkections. Museveni never accepted the verdict of the Ugandan
event in detail. They were flying back to Rwanda from a conferpeople and in 1985 a military coup overthrew the democratically
ence in Zaire. Two missiles were launched from an area of tteected leader Milton Obote. The following year Museveni
airport controlled by the minority Tutsi tribe and which wasacceded to power. Such was the influence of Rwandan Tutsis on
supervised by Belgian troops. One of the missiles was a direct liigandan politics that Museveni had an incentive to supply them
with the inevitable result. The author is in no doubt as to who wasith military aid. If they did not gain power in Rwanda, there was
the culprit and adduces overwhelming evidence from an officisd danger that they would continue to de-stabilise Ugandan
French investigation to support his thesis. politics; this time at the expense of Museveni himself.

The missiles were transported from Uganda by the military TheFront Patriotique Rwandai§~PR) was founded in 1987
wing of theFront Patriotique Rwandai§PR) whose aim was to by Rwandan Tutsi exiles based in Uganda, Tanzania, Burundi
restore Tutsi power in Rwanda. Its leader Paul Kagame hoped tteaid Zaire. But its international links extended beyond the Con-
the elimination of the leadership of the Hutu Government wouldinent of Africa. The author says that 75% of its funding came
disable the latter from defending itself against the massacre whiftom the United States under the aegis of—and get this—the
the Tutsis had planned, which was a precursor to seizing Statenerican Committee for Refugeds! 1988 this Committee
power. organised a conference for Tutsi émigrés—or “refugees” —in

Having focussed on this key incident in this story of massacr¢/ashington. By the end of the conference the FPR felt that it had
the author steps back and gives a historical perspective. Rwarisigen given a blank cheque from the US, which was also a
was originally a German colony in which the aristocratic Tutssupporter of the Museveni regime.
tribe held all the key administrative posts and dominated the The campaign of destabilisation escalated into a full-scale
majority of the population. The Belgians took over following thewar in October 1990 when 7000 FPR troops invaded Rwanda
First World War and continued to use the Tutsis as agents éfom Uganda. The author does not think it a coincidence that this
colonial rule. The author quotes from a Belgian Minister for thénvasion took place at precisely the time that Habyarimana was
Colonies who in 1938 justified this system on the grounds of thiaitiating democratic reforms. It is probable that the FPR feared
“intellectual superiority” of the Tutsis. When the colonial powerthat if it waited any longer to attack Rwanda the government
began the process of leaving in the 1950s, the Tutsis, wheould have achieved greater legitimacy. The Tutsi army occu-
represent about 10% of the population, attempted to maintafsied large tracts of land and there was widespread ethnic cleans-
themselves in power. However, the Hutus, who represented tiveg of Hutus.
vast majority of the rest of the population (about 85% of the total) At the beginning of the war there were disagreements within
were not content to remain the downtrodden race and rose uptite FPR. Its leader Fred Rwigema was assassinated by his own
a social revolution in 1959. troops. The author is a little vague as to the reason, but suggests

The Catholic Church in Rwanda supported the Hutus anthat Rwigema was less hardline than other leaders. However, the
accordingly the Tutsis blamed imperialism (!) and the Catholi®Army seems to have been so faction ridden that nobody within it
Church for encouraging the Hutus to rebel. In its propaganda tlveas capable of seizing the reins of power. The next most senior
Tutsis claimed that the Rwandans were one people and demanelsders—Bayingana and Bunyenyezi—were put in charge on a
for Hutu rights were a legacy of the colonial policy of “divide andcaretaker basis.
rule”! However the Tutsis were unwilling to put this proposition At the time Paul Kagame was head of military intelligence
to the test. When Rwanda achieved internal autonomy in 1960 thed was studying in Fort Leavenworth, a US military college.
Tutsis boycotted the first democratic elections. There was algeresident Musevenirecalled him and attempted to impose him as
mass emigration by the Tutsis in the 1960s following full indeleader. Howeverwhen Kagame arrived in FPR occupied Rwanda,
pendence in 1962. There is no evidence that this exodus wBayingana rejected him on the grounds that he was “physically
caused by ethnic cleansing. On the contrary, the reason was thatd mentally unfit to lead the people”. He was told to go back to
the Tutsis were deprived of what they believed to be their rightfulganda and ask Museveni to put a native Ugandan in charge to
place as rulers of Rwanda. The Tutsi émigrés set up politicalanscend the factionalism. Kagame departed for Kampala and
bureaux in countries such as Egypt and Uganda with the aim mdturned with Ugandan soldiers and senior personnel from the
restoring Tutsi power. Ugandan army. On the same day Bayingana and Bunyenyezi

From the 1960s a campaign of destabilisation was wagaslere killed and from then on Kagame was the undisputed leader.
within the borders of Rwanda and also from outside. Tutsi Although the APR, the military wing of the FPR, was smaller
émigreés were among the most militant opponents of Hutu rule anblan the army of the Rwandan Government, it was far better
tended to look down on not only the Hutus but the Tutsis whequipped and trained. The “international community” played an
remained in Rwanda who they considered to be little better thamwitting role in this. The IMF gave loans to Uganda on condi-
collaborators. tion that she reduce her Army. Uganda easily complied with this

The Tutsi tribe extends beyond the borders of Rwanda argl allowing the substantial Rwandan Tutsi proportion of the
therefore the émigrés from Rwanda received a sympathetidggandan Army to join the APR.
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It was clear from the outset that the Rwandan war was goingaranoid delusion. There is also less of ataboo againstidentifying
to be particularly vicious with a danger of it escalating intoa politician’s religion).
neighbouring countries and so it proved. President Habyarimana In France the leading exponent of the Tutsi cause was Jean
appealed to Francois Mitterrand for military aid. The FrenchCarbonare who was active in French Protestant religious organi-
President was sympathetic to the Hutu leader’s plight, but hgations. The French Catholic Church was sceptical of Tutsi
realised that helping the Rwandan government would leave hipropaganda because its missionaries were well aware of the facts
opento criticismin France, not least within his own party. It couldn the ground, but the Protestant Churches were much more
be perceived as being French imperialist interference. receptive to Tutsi influence.

A second difficulty was the nature of the Rwandan Govern- Other sectors of French society that were receptive to Tutsi
ment. Rwanda was a reasonably successful State notwithstanmepaganda were the Left and charitable organisations such as
ing its political problems. It had a higher income per capita thaMédecins sans FrontiereShe Left was more than willing to
neighbouring countries such as Uganda, Burundi, Zaire anlelieve that French policy in Rwanda was motivated by imperi-
Tanzania. The government was quite popular among Tutsalism in spite of—or maybe especially because—a socialist
living in Rwanda to the extent that some Hutus accuse@®residentwas in power. One of Mitterrand’s most virulent critics
Habyarimana of favouring them. However, it could not bewas his socialist rival Michel Rocard, who also happens to be a
considered a democracy. General Habyarimana had been Rnotestant.
power since 1973. Therefore Mitterrand was open to the charge Bernard Kouchnerwas another vigorous critic of Mitterrand’s
of not only French Imperialism but of propping up an AfricanHutu sympathies. Kouchner, whose father was a Jew and mother
dictator. a Protestant, was a co-foundeMédecins sans Frontieresie

Thirdly, Mitterrand could not justify the interference on theis a former Communist Party member and was also a member of
grounds of French national interest. Rwanda had never beertle Socialist governmentin the 1990s. Recently, he was touted as
French colony. a possible socialist candidate for President. He is widely seen as

Mitterrand decided to supply the Rwandan government witlsympathetic to American foreign policy and opposed to Gaullism
arms and training. However, he made this aid conditional on #&s evidenced by his support for the American invasion of Iraqg.
moving towards greater democracy including the participation of With this array of political influence ranged against him, it
the Tutsi minority in Government. was difficult for Mitterrand to sustain his policy of critical

The author of this book is sympathetic towards Mitterrand asupport for the Rwandan government. His response was an
this reviewer is. But the movement towards greater democracgftempt to encourage greater United Nations involvement. How-
which Mitterrand encouraged, might have caused greater politever this proved disastrous. The author suggests that part of the
cal instability. If the politics of the Tutsi opposition had anreason was the sympathy of the US and Belgians for the Tutsis,
internal basis, the sharing of power with the Hutus might have legthich ensured that UN involvement would be ineffective in
to peaceful coexistence. But the driving force behind the Tutgestraining the FPR’s rise to power.
opposition was external and was largely based in Uganda. As The author quotes from a CIA document showing that the
indicated above the Tutsi leader Paul Kagame had his base in thanericans had no illusions about Tutsi ambitions. However, the
country. He was educated in America and according to the authaiar between the Tutsis and Hutus developed the character of a
looked down on the French speaking Tutsis in Rwanda. Sinagonflict between Anglophone and Francophone Africans since
Kagame’s political base was outside Rwanda there was rtbe driving force behind the FPR were Rwandan Tutsi exiles who
pressure on him to deliver peace. He had no interest in comprerere based in former British colonies. In such circumstances the
mise and saw power sharing only as a means to achieve politidamericans were always likely to support the Tutsis.
dominance. It is quite remarkable that the general perception of Rwanda

The road to Rwanda’s hell was paved with good intentionss that the victims were the Tutsis and the perpetrators of “geno-
and of all those with good intentions Mitterrand was the leastide” were the Hutus. The author does not deny that there were
culpable. The Tutsis had a sophisticated political network inmassacres perpetrated by Hutu extremist elements. However, the
Europe, which ensured that their political views were wellmassacres had a different character. Those perpetrated by the
represented in the media and political circles. Also Tutsi womehiutus tended to be spontaneous, disorganised and indiscrimi-
are particularly beautiful, which was a factor that the FPR did natate. The Hutu perpetrators had scant regard for international
hesitate to deploy to influence media and political figures.  opinion and tended to exaggerate the number of their victims so

In Belgium the Tutsis’ most influential advocate was Jearas to appeal to their own community who felt under siege. The
Gol. The author makes the point that in Belgium the divisiormassacres perpetrated by the Tutsis, on the other hand, were
between secularism and Christian Democracy is as significant atanned centrally. They were targeted at the educated section of
the Flemish/Walloon divide. Gol was an implacable opponent ofhe Hutu population and appear to have been designed to deprive
the Catholic Church and its role in Rwanda. In his youth he wakhe Hutus of its actual and potential leadership. The Tutsis were
a Trotskyist but in later life moved towards the right and becamextremely sensitive to international opinion and often denied acts
President of the Liberal Party. Throughout his life he was af massacre that they had committed. Sometimes, even though
passionate advocate of Zionism. His grandparents were killed the victims were Hutus, they blamed the massacres on the Hutu
the Second World War and his parents emigrated to Britaipopulation.
during the war. The author describes Gol’s political orientationas The author estimates that during the war over 1 million Hutus
“Atlanticist” (i.e. pro American). He believed that the Tutsis werewere killed and about 280, 000 Tutsis perished. Not all the Tutsis
the “Jews of Africa” and he was supported in this view by seculawere killed by Hutu forces. The FPR killed many Tutsis whom it
Jewish organisations in Belgium. Gol was also a prominerdeemed to be collaborators of the Hutus. The enormity of these
Freemason. (Unlike in this country, | have noticed that it is takefigures is almost impossible for the reader to grasp. The author
for granted that Freemasonry is a factor in Continental Europeatescribes the row upon row of corpses lining roads; the stench of
politics and is often stated in a matter of fact manner with ndurning flesh following efforts to dispose of the rotting dead; and
imputation that the person remarking on it is in the grip of dhe thousands of corpses floating down rivers poisoning the water

supply.
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The so-called victims of the genocide, the Tutsis, ended up rance’s most distinguished journalists. This well researched,
power. Butthe war did not end with their victory. The Tutsis usegbrensic analysis would put our own attitudinising journalists to
their State power to destabilise and dismember neighbouriggsme. The book is about much more than Rwanda. It is an

Zaire. o . : L
Bernard Kouchner is now a Minister of Foreign and Europea;I d'CtmeTt of th?l selective nat,ur(?c ﬁf the Wle!stths hurr:jgmtanag
Affairs in Sarkozy's government and is currently trying to reopentONCerM" as well as an expose ot how easlly the media can be

diplomatic relations with Rwanda, which is still led by Paumanipulated. Itis a pity that an English language edition is notin
Kagame. print as an antidote to the American view of this tragic country,

The author of this 500 page book, Pierre Péan, is one wiew which tends to dominate the English-speaking world.
The rest of his book is a child's eye view of Ireland as he found

Thatcher on the Reunification of Germany it just after the War, and as such is a joy to read and a welcome
[Thisis a translation dFrance opens her diplomatic archivesrelease from current dogmas about the awfulness of life in rural
5 years early’ inLe Point28.10.09] Ireland then and since. It makes one want to invite more Germans

France opened her diplomatic archives on the fall of the Berlihere to spend some time and write about us because to paraphrase
Wall and German reunification, which confirm British hostility Kipling they would hopefully, like Herbert Remmel, come to
and French lack of enthusiasm towards these momentous everdisow the real Ireland so well because they more than Ireland
A sample of these 1989 diplomatic archives was shown to tHenow.
press before the presentation of the whole on November 9, The Arms Conspiracy Trial

anniversary of the Fall of the Wall. The government opened the Ireland. 1970: The Prosecution Of Charles
archives five years earlier than is the normal procedure. Several H ’ h C tain Kell d Other
diplomatic reports show that Paris was late in understanding the aughey, Laptain Kelly an ers

imminence of reunification. In October 1989, a reportthe by Angela Clifford

German Question’ prepared by the Quai d'Orsay [Foreign Of- Athol Books 2009 _ o
fice] indicated that reunification was not at the momént The Arms Trial is the central point of the Arms Crisis of 1969-

realistic proposition’. 70—an event in Irish political life provoked by British misgov-

In a telegram of March 13, 1990, the French ambassador g§nment in Northern Ireland. _
London, Luc de La Barre de Nanteuil, relayed the words of At issue was whether Irish Governments were to actively
Margaret Thatcher at a dinner at the residefiéehl is capable ~ @SSISt 'Fhe defence of a beleaguered Northern minority, or leave
of anything. He’s changed, he’s beside himself, he sees hims&itholics to fer_nd for themselves under the shock of the assault
as masterful and is beginning to act like that’ she said, accordifgade on them in August 1969. o
to the ambassadofThe combined action of the United States, 1aoiseach Jack Lynch delivered a speech promising not to
France and Great Britain regarding this problem has shown thgtand by” on 13th August. If that speech was not to be followed
way to go; thisentente’ has worked well’, she said according tothrou_gh with active assistance to the Nationalist minority, then it
the same source. These French documents corroborate WS irresponsibly inflammatory. _
substance of the British archives declassified last September, Lynch ordered his Army to do what it had never done
“The reunification of Germany is not in the interest of GreaPefore—to envisage incursionsinto the North and make prepara-
Britain and Western Europe’ Margaret Thatcher said to Mikhaifions for them. Representatives of the Army established working
Gorbatchov during a meeting in Moscow in September 198d€lationships with the Northern Defence Committees which
according to transcripts of this interview clandestinely removegrought together a wide spectrum of Catholic opinion in the

from the Kremlin two years later. North. _
Then, suddenly in May 1970, Lynch shocked the countryby

sacking two senior members of his Government without explana-
BOOKS tion and charging them with conspiracy against the State a couple
From Cologne To Ballinlough of weeks later. An officer in Military Intelligence, who had done
A German and Irish boyhood in World War Il and no more than carry outo_rders,withinthe _chain of command, was
post war years, 1946 - 49 also charged with conspiracy. It was denied that the Government
! policy from August 1969 to May 1970 had ever been Government
by Herbert Remmel,

o . policy.
Aubane Historical Society 2009 But official documents have come to light which gave the lie
This refreshingly unusual book is mainly about rural Irelan

: > ) o ?0 Lynch and supported the Defence pleading and the Jury
in the 1940s and it is full of fun, enjoyment, insights and shegr,jict.
delight in everything about that society. It describes everything |, particular, it pointed to a Government Directive to the

that the current literary establishment refuses to admit existedArllmy of 6th February 1970 to assist Northern defence—a docu-
that place at that time. But this author has no axe to grind, MQant since released and reproduced in this book.

agendatofollow. , Colonel Michael Hefferon, Captain Kelly's commanding
Herbert Remmel's objectivity derives from the fact that hBicar and the Director of Military Intelligence, was listed as the
was an outsider who found himself in the middie of the sociefy,o ey prosecution witness. If he had given the evidence ex-

and writes straightforwardly about what he experienced and the ye 4 of him, itis possible that the Defendants would have been
impressions made on him, and writes with great talent for vividl iven long jail sentences. In the event, he found he could not
painting a variety of people and situations in a few sentences, o ,re himself and told enough State secrets in Court to confirm
Herbert Remmel was one of the German children who wej; e attempted Arms Importation was indeed conducted under
brought to Ireland after World War Il by the Red Cross. His booK \ arnment auspices. Hefferon's original police Statement,
begins with wartime life in Cologne and there is a graphig i implicated Defence Minister Gibbons in the operation was

description of War and everyday life in a suburb of Cologne angh, .+, e for the Trial. It was released under the 30-year rule, and
further afield as experienced by a small child, his family and [(Continued p.33)

neighbours.
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The invasion of Iraq: the basic facts

by David Morrison

There is a widespread feeling in Britain that Prime Ministertional Security adviser. The key sentence in this is:
Tony Blair was, to say the least, economical with the truthinthe  “I said [to Condoleezza Rice] that you would not budge in your
lead up to the invasion of Iraq in 2003, in particular, that he support for regime change but you had to manage a press, a Parlia-
expressed a certainty about Iraq’s possession of “weapons of mentand a public opinion that was veifferent than anything in the

mass destruction” that was unwarranted by the intelligence States.”12] _ o
evidence available to him at the time. In other words, in March 2002 the Bush administration was

However, the story of how in the 12 months prior to thegdiven an assurance that the Prime Minister was unflinching in his
invasion he engineered the UK’s participation in a war to over€0mmitment to regime change in Iraq, and not merely to its
throw Saddam Hussein's regime is not widely known, everflisarmamentin accordance with Security Council resolutions, as
though the basic facts have been in the public domain for marfye told the British public. - .
years. This Prime Minister's commitment was confirmed by another

The basic facts of the matter can be found in a series dfaked document, this one in a memo from Sir Christopher

pamphlets and a series of articles | wrote before and after tféeyer, the British Ambassador in Washington, to Sir David
invasion, all of which are available on my websitg [ The himself. This reported on a conversation with Paul Wolfowitz,

pamphlets are: the US deputy Defense Secretary, on 17 March 2002. The next
Iraq: Lies, Half-truths & Omissions $iEdition, Nov 2003)3] day, Sir Christopher wrote to Sir David, as follows:
Iraq: Lies, Half-truths & Omissions (2nd Edition, May 2002]) [ “I opened by sticking very closely to the script that you used with
Irag: How regime change was dressed up as disarmament (Dec Condi Rice. We backed regime change, but the plan had to be clever
2005) #] and failure was not an option. It would be a tough sell for us
The Attorney-General's legal advice was sound (Mar 2@)6) | domestically, and probably tougher elsewhere in Eurod]'n[
Irag WAS a US ally in "war on terror" (Nov 2006 [ Later, in November 2005, Sir Christopher published an ac-

Also, in June 2003, | made a submission to the House gfount of his time in Washington as British Ambassador in a book
Commons Foreign Affairs Committee inquiry into the decisioncalled,DC Confidential In it, he wrote:
to go to war in Iragq] and in November 2003 | wrote a critique “By this stage, Tony Blair had already taken the decision to
of the Committee’s report, which the Committee publisi@d [ support regime change, though he was discreet about saying so in

In the following, | set out some of the basic facts, and indicate PUPlic” (p241) , _ ,
where further information can be found in my earlier writing. The ;tqge In question was prior to the meetmg between Bush
Blair backed regime change in March 2002 and Blair in Crawford, Texas, in early April 2002. .
On 31 October 1998, “regime change” in Iraq became the So, there is no doubt t.hat, by Mar_c.h 2002, Bla|rwas commit-
official policy of the US. On that day President Clinton signedted to supportm_g,Bush. in taking rmhtary action to ove_rthrow
the Iraq Liberation Act, Section 3 of which states: Saddam Hussein’s regime. But, in the words of (;hnstopher

“It should be the policy of the United States to support efforts toMeyerj there had to be a “clever plan” to sell the project domes-

remove the regime headed by Saddam Hussein from power in Irdéfally in Britain. As we will see, the essence of the “clever plan”

and to promote the emergence of a democratic government to replatéds to dress regime change up as disarmament.

that regime.” 9] Disarming Iraq

By March 2002, President Bush had decided to invade Iraq to In the aftermath of the Gulf War, the Security Council passed
put this established policy into effect. From the British point ofa series of resolutions, beginning with 687 passed on 3 April 1991
view, the most significant fact about the invasion is that, by[14], which required Irag to give up its “weapons of mass
March 2002, Prime Minister Blair had given the President alestruction” and imposed severe economic sanctions, which
commitment to support him in this endeavour. were to remain in operation until the disarmament process was

However, for the next 12 months, the Prime Minister kept thiscomplete.
from the British public and pretended that his objective was In reality, the process was complete in a few years — within
limited to the disarmament of Iraq of its “weapons of massmonths, Iraq unilaterally destroyed the vast bulk of its chemical
destruction”, in accordance with Security Council resolutionsand biological weapons and related material (see Iraq Survey
For example, a few weeks before the invasion, on 25 Februafgroup report15], published on 6 October 2004, Chapter 1, page
2003, he told the House of Commons: 46) and UN inspectors destroyed the rest in the next year or two.

“I detest his [Saddam Hussein’s] regime — | hope most people délowever, the Security Council refused to accept that disarma-
—buteven now, he could save it by complying with the UN's demandment was complete and the economic sanctions remained in
Even now, we are prepared to go the extra step to achieve disarm'g;ace_ The US made it clear that it would not countenance

ment peacefully.”10] . ~sanctions being lifted as long as Saddam Hussein was in power.
Before the invasion, it was widely suspected that the Prime inspectors left Iraq in December 1998. They were not

Minister was determined upon regime change by military meansyown out, as the Prime Minister constantly stated in the run up
despite his protestations to the contrary. But unambiguoug, he invasion of Irag. They were withdrawn at the request of
evidence did not emerge until September 2004, when 6 officigbresident Clinton, because the US and the UK were about to
documents from March 2002 were leaked to the Daily Telegrapfy nch Operation Desert Fox, abombing campaign to punish Irag
and came into the public domain. Facsimiles of them can be reag; s alleged non-cooperation with the weapons inspectors.

on my website herel]]. . o (This wasn't true — see Appendix D of my pamplhiag: Lies,
One of these was a memo to the Prime Minister, dated 1@ i.truths & Omissiong2)).

March 2002, from his Foreign Policy Adviser, Sir David Man-  ynderstandably, Iraq refused to allow the inspectors back in

ning. The memo reported on Sir David’s discussions in Washingagain and, in March 2002, there had been no inspectors in Iraq for
ton with Condoleezza Rice, who was then the President’s Nasver 3 years and sanctions were still in operation.
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The “clever plan” Yet he (and Bush) prevented inspectors going in to “clean up”

So, how were Bush and Blair going to justify invading Irag teeither the “old remains” or the current “active, detailed and
the world? In March 2002, they differed on how this should bgrowing” programmes.
done. The “clever plan” fails

On the one hand, Blair wanted to make the case in terms of On 8 November 2002, the Security Council passed resolution
disarming Iraq as laid down in Security Council resolutions. Hi%441 L8] unanimously. It stated unambiguously that Irag was in
“clever plan” was to persuade the Security Council to passhaeach of the disarmament obligations laid down by the Council,
resolution demanding that Iraq re-admit the inspectors, but dmt gave Iraq a final opportunity to mend its ways, co-operate
terms that would make it impossible for Saddam Hussein tweith inspectors and disarm properly.
accept. Inthat event, there would be a reasonable possibility that The British Government portrayed the passing of this resolu-
the Security Council would authorise military action, ostensiblyion as a triumph for British diplomacy. In fact, it represented a
to disarm Iraq of its “weapons of mass destruction”, and, asmaajor defeat for the US/UK —because Saddam Hussein agreed to
byproduct, the Iragi regime would be overthrown. This was thallow UN inspectors to operate under its terms.
plan he sought to put into operation in March 2002 in order to Resolution 1441 was based on a draft proposed by the US/UK
dress up regime change as disarmament. [19], which was designed to set terms that Iraq couldn’t accept.

However, in March 2002 Bush was opposed to the issue beifRgr example, it allowed (a) the US/UK and other permanent
put on the agenda of the Security Council. He had takenn@embers of the Security Council to be represented on any
decision to overthrow Saddam Hussein by military means arigspection team with external armed protection and (b) the
didn’t see the need to ask the Security Council for authority to destablishment of no-fly/no-drive zones, exclusion zones, and/or
it. It was an unnecessary complication that could do more hamgnound and air transit corridors, enforced by external armed
than good by stirring up international opposition to the projecforce. And, in the event of Iraq refusing to admit UN inspectors
However, in September 2002, he agreed to the Prime Ministeds those terms, which no self-respecting sovereign state would
pleas to take “the UN route”, having been persuaded that it woudetcept, the draft resolution authorised member states “to use all
be difficult, if notimpossible, for Britain to join with the US in an necessary means to restore international peace and security in the
invasion without focusing on the issue of “weapons of masarea”.
destruction”. So, if the draft resolution had been passed by the Council, and

The impression given to the British public at this time was that Iragq had refused to accept inspectors on the terms laid down in
Blair had persuaded Bush to modify his position from regimé, the US/UK would have been unambiguously authorised by the
change to disarmament under UN auspices. In reality, from ti&ecurity Council to take military action against Iraq forthwith.
outset, he shared the President’s objective of regime change, butBut, the US/UK draft resolution wasn't passed. Instead, atthe
he persuaded the President to co-operate in dressing this objestigation of France, it was amended to remove the terms that
tive up as disarmament under UN auspices. would have been unacceptable to Irag. The explicit authorisation
Evidence for the “clever plan” of military action was also removed. This amended resolution

What's the evidence that the Prime Minister had a “clevewas passed as resolution 1441 on 8 November 2002, and UN
plan”to persuade the Security Council to make Saddam Husséispectors returned to Irag. The “clever plan” to “wrongfoot
an offer on inspection he couldn’t accept? Saddam on the inspectors” had failed.

There's a clue in Sir David Manning’s memo to the PriméAnother excuse — non-cooperation
Minister, where he writes that “renwed refused [sic] by Saddam So, the Prime Minister had to manufacture another excuse to
to accept unfettered inspections would be a powerful argumentistify taking military action against Iraq. It had to be that Iraq
for military action [12]. was not co-operating with the inspectors, in the manner required

In similar vein, Sir Christopher Meyer reported in his memdy resolution 1441.
to Manning that if the US “wanted to act with partners, there had It was difficult to convince the world of this, since the
to be a strategy for building support for military action againshspectors were being allowed unfettered access. All of the sites
Saddam”. He continued: “I then went through the need toamed in the September dossier as possibly being used for agent/
wrongfoot Saddam on the inspectors .13][ weapons production were visited by inspectors in December

The leaked minutes of a high powered meeting on Iraq 2002 and January 2003 and the inspectors found no evidence of
Downing Street on 23 July 2002 provided further evidenceurrent, or recent, production activity. Other sites, nominated to
There, Blair is recorded as saying: the inspectors by the CIA and MI6, were also visited with the

“...itwould make a big difference politically and legally if Saddamsame result. Iraq even allowed the destruction of its Al Samoud
refused to allow in the UN inspectors. ...If the political context wergnjssiles that had a range that was marginally (if at all) beyond the

right, people would support regime changés]| ~ 150km permitted by Security Council resolution 687.

Those are not the words of a person dedicated to the disarma-g5ced with this lack of evidence that Iraq possessed pro-
ment of Iraq in accordance with Security Council resolutions, &-riped weapons, Blair's response was to publish the largely
process that required UN inspectors to be on the ground in Irafjagiarised February dossier, entitleay - its infrastructure of
On the contrary, as I've said, Blair's plan was to put conditionéonceamem, deception and intimidatif20], the purpose of
on the re-entry of inspectors so that they would never be allowgghich was to explain to the world that the inspectors’ failure to

in again. o find any proscribed material was due to Irag’s hiding it, rather
Consistent with this plan, when on 16 September 2002 Irafan to its non-existence.

time, he told the House of Commons: Use of force “legal”, says Goldsmith
- [Saddam Hussein’s] chemical, biological and nuclearweapons -, 17 pmarch 2003, in a written answer in the House of Lords
programme is not an historic left-over from 1998. The inspectors a 81 the Attorney-General, Lord Goldsmith, declared that the
not needed to clean up the old remains. His weapons of m y ' !

destruction programme is active, detailed and growingy [ had the authority of the Security Council to use force against
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Irag. A UK invasion of Iraq would be “legal”. “...itis indeed the Prime Minister's unequivocal view that Iraq
How did he come to this remarkable conclusion, given that is in further material breach of its obligations, as in OP4 [Operative
there was no explicit authorisation for the use of force to disarm Paragraph 4] of UNSCR 1441, because'fafse statements or
Iraq in resolution 1441 (nor in any earlier Security Council omissions in the_ declarations submlttec_i by Irag pursuant to t_hls
resolution), and, as we will see, US/UK attempts to persuade theresolutlon and failure by Iraq to comply with, and co-operate fully in
. ! ' e . . ._ . the implementation of, this resolution’.”
Council to pass a further resolution failed miserably? This is . S . -
discussed at length in my pamphiiae Attorney-General's legal . No doubt the Prime Minister was up all night anguishing over
advice was soungb]. | summarise here. thlsArse?alyr.esult the Attorney-General was able to assert in his
The argument used by the Attorney-General was a variant of ' Y

. - Written answer in the House of Lords on 17 March 2003:
one that had been used on several occasions by the Bml\gh “Itis plain that Iraq has failed so to comply and therefore Iraq was

Government to justify taking mIII'Fary aCt'or]. against Iraq in the_ at the time of resolution 1441 and continues to be in material breach.”
1990s, for example, for the bombing of Iraq in December 1998 igy, 14 conclude that 678 authority had revived. So, the use of
Operation Desert Fox. At that time, when Robin Cook Wagyce against Iraq in March 2003 was “legal’, having been
Foreign Secretary, the Government claimed that the bombing i+orised by the Security Council in November 1990.

was authorised under resolution 678 passed on 29 Novembﬁﬁomey-General’s conclusion nonsensical?

1990 P2], which approved the use of force for the very different On the face of it, the Attorney-General's argu.ment and

purpose of expelllng, Iraqi forces from KUW?'L ) conclusion is nonsensical. At the time he published his conclu-
The.Governmen.t S ar.gument, for what it S worth, is based Ojon, 11 out of 15 members of the Security Council were opposed
the notion that the first disarmament resolution 687, passed 0n 3 ,jitary action against Iraq and wanted the inspection process
April 1991, setout the terms of a ceasefire and suspended, but %dcontinue. Nevertheless, he declared the use of force against
hot terminate, t_he authqrity to use forge in resqlution 678. As ﬁlaq in March 2003 to be ahthorised by the Security Council in a
consequence, if atany time the Security Council found Iraq to B . o passed over a decade earlier, authorising the use of

In breach of the F(_erms of 6_387’ the.n the Sepurity Coungil aUthorit%rce for an entirely different purpose, namely, the expulsion of
in 678 to take military action against Iraqg instantly revived — anqir

. i ; aqgi forces from Kuwait.
every state in the world had Security Council approval to attack

I But, there is no judicial body in the world in a position to
rag. geclare that the Attorney-General’s conclusion was nonsensical

The US went one better, taking the convenient view that, | nd that the UK'’s use of force was “illegal”. Since the UK has a

any state in the world was of thg opinion th‘f"t Iraq was in breagfy, on the Security Council, the Council itself is not in a position

of 687, then the authority in 678 instantly revived. In otherword o challenge the Attorney-General's view that in November 1990
atany time since April 1991 the US (or, for example, Iran) could} o 4 origed the UK's use of force in March 2003. So, the UK can
havg "?‘“a‘?"ed Iraq with t.h? authority of the_Security Councilyg 55 imaginative as it can get away with in argu’ing that the
providing it was of the opinion that Iraq was in breach of 687. ¢, il has authorised its military action (and the same is true of
How 678 revived, allegedly ) the other veto-wielding members of the Council).

In early 2003, when there was no hope of the Security Council |, practical terms, all military action by the UK is a priori
explicitly authorising military action to enforce disarmament, the‘legal”, since the UK is immune from conviction and punishment
Government had to fall back on the 678 revival argument. Tgy e Security Council for carrying it out, and there’s only a very
give its own version of the revival argument a semblance Qfy, 5| chance that any other body will bring the UK, or its political
validity, the Government required a clear statement by thR,qers to book. The statute of the International Criminal Court
Security Council that Iraq was in breach of its disarmamenfgesn't include the crime of aggression, so the Prime Minister
obligations. This is what the Government tried to get in the Qs rest assured that he won't be indicted for it.
called “second resolution"2B]. The draft of this had one ot course, wherever possible, the UK likes to say that its

operative paragraph, which said: i ; ; ; qo
' military action has been authorised by the Security Council, in
) [The Security Council] D.ec'des that Irag has failed fo take theorder to justify its actions domestically and internationally, and
final opportunity afforded to it by resolution 1441(2002) - - . L
. ; . o the more clearly the Council has given authority for military
Voting for that meant agreeing with the proposition that Iraq_ . o ; . 7
: R S . ction the better the justification it provides. On this occasion, it
had failed to comply with its disarmament obligations in 687 an . . . o
equired a considerable stretch of the imagination to reach the

. r
subsequent resolutions. But, only 4 out of the 15 members of trg:%nclusion that authority had been granted.

Security Council agreed with that proposition when the resolu- Ideally, the Prime Minister wanted a resolution overtly au-

tion was taken off the table just prior to the invasion. The reihorising military action against Iraq to disarm it of its “weapons

beheyed th.at the.UN weapons m;pector; should be allowed o? mass destruction”. That's what he tried, and failed, to get with
continue with their work. The British version of the 678 revival .
the draft resolution that eventually became 1441.

argument was therefore inoperative. Alternative' continue inspections

Undaunted, the Government called upon the American ve of ” s that the ridicul it
sion of the revival argument, which merely required that the Ul%h tthcour.?te, event.| one accet;;s ) ad be tr;1 'Cg ouslfr%posu |(_)In
be of the opinion that Iraq has failed to comply with its disarma., at the military action was authorised by the security Lounct,

ment obligations in order to revive the 678 authority to takéhzdﬁom'ctaltﬂems'tc.m to prg(c):el\ﬁd V\éaSO%;eparBat_ﬁ rrr:?tter. In h'ts
military action against Irag. address to the nation” on arc , as British forces wen

So, as explained in the Butler rep@d] (paragraphs 383-5), into action, the Prime Minister justified this decision as follows:

; “For 12 years, the world tried to disarm Saddam .... UN weapons
on 14 March 2003 the Attorney-General wrote to the Prime inspectors say vast amounts of chemical and biological poisons, such

Minister to ascertain the UK’s opinion on this matter. He sought 45 anthrax, VX nerve agent, and mustard gas remain unaccounted for

confirmation that in Irag.

“. .. itis unequivocally the Prime Minister’s view that Iraq has “So our choice is clear: back down and leave Saddam hugely
committed further material breaches as specified in paragraph 4 of strengthened; or proceed to disarm him by force. Retreat might give
resolution 1441” us amoment of respite but years of repentance at our weakness would
to which the Prime Minister replied the next day, saying: | believe follow.” [25]
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But, if one was cqmmitted_ .to disa”."ame”t rather than regim&dn,t identify the munitions to which the 45-minute claim was
change, the alternative to military action in March 2003 was noéupposed to apply, nor from where to where the munitions could
“to back down and leave Saddam hugely strengthened”: it was £ moved within 45 minutes (ibid, paragraph 52).

continue inspections. Even if one believed that Iraq had an 5, this sjim foundation the 45-minute claim was included in

arsenal of proscnbed_weapons and was manufactunng_ MO%e dossier not once, but four times. Of the claim, the ISC said:
there was no need to invade Iraq, and overthrow the regime, I e fact that it was assessed to refer to battlefield chemical and

order to disarm it. biological munitions and their movement on the battlefield, notto any
Inspection could have continued indefinitely and it stands to other form of chemical or biological attack, should have been high-
reason that, while inspection and other forms of surveillance were jighted in the dossier. The omission of the context and assessment
going on, Irag’s ability to manufacture agents and weapons and allowed speculation as to its exact meaning. This was unhelpful to an
deploy them, assuming it had a mind to, would be greatly understanding of this issue.” (ibid, paragraph 112)
inhibited. Objectively, the 45-minute claim amounted to very little. As
The bottom line was that the continuation of inspections waghe 1SC said:
not an effective alternative for a Prime Minister who refused to  “That the Iragis could use chemical or biological battlefield
budge in his support for regime change. And the US military weapons rapidly had already been established in previous conflicts
timetable dictated that regime change should begin. and the reference to the 20—-45 minutes in the JIC Assessment added
Intelligence “sexed up” nothing fundamentally new to the UK's assessment of the Iraqi
The most fundamental aspect of the Prime Minister's deceit battlefield capability. “ (ibid, paragraph 56)
on the road to war with Irag was to pretend that his objective was So, a claim which “added nothing fundamentally new” ap-
disarmament, when from the outset it was regime change.  peared four times in the dossier — and appeared each time in a
Another aspect was the exaggeration of the known intelliform that didn’t make clear that it referred to battlefield weapons.
gence about Irag’s “weapons of mass destruction”, notably in th&nd it was widely misreported in the press on 24/25 September
dossier|raq’s Weapons of Mass Destruction: The Assessment 902 with frightening headlines, as referring to strategic weapons
the British Governmem, pUb“Shed on 24 September 2002. Capab|e of h|tt|ng Cyprus_
The purpose of this was to portray Iraq as a grave threat to its The Evening Standard headline on 24 September4Fas
neighbours and the world in general in order to work up publigsinytes From AttackThe Sun headline the next day \BRITS
enthusiasm for taking military action against it. 45 mins FROM DOOM Many people formed the opinion that

| set out the extensive evidence of this exaggeration in My, \as capable of striking London with a nuclear weapon. The
pamphletraq: Lies, Half-truths & Omissionpublished in No- Bri(tqish publi?: was grossly?nisled pon.

vember 20034] and my evidance to the Foreign Affairs Select And the Government did nothing to dispel these frightening

Committee in November 2008]; gepressions that were not justified by the intelligence. Defence

The Government’s dossier made extravagant claims, not on X .
that Iraq possessed chemical and biological weapons and we cretary, Geoff Hpon, admltted to .the Hu_tton Inquiry, t.hat he
\yas aware of the misreporting, but did nothing to correctit. And

ons-related material, and various delivery systems, left over fro i : .
before the Gulf War, but also that it had re-established facilitie@0" did @nybody else in the Government. Hoon told the Inquiry:
“... lwas notaware of whether any consideration was given to such

to produce these weapons, and was trying to re-establish its _ . .
P P ying a correction. All that | do know from my experience is that, generally

nuclear weapons programme. So, it was not just a matter Ofs eaking, newspapers are resistant to corrections. That judgment ma
getting rid of remnants manufactured before the Gulf War: Iraq P 9 bap ' Jucg y
have been made by others as weR8][

was producing more weapons in September 2002, and therefore The proposition that Ministers did not attempt to correct the

the threat from Iraq was increasing all the time. . .
0riqlsleadmg press reports because the press would not carry such

The Government claimed that all this was soundly based DRI ; )
the existing intelligence. Unambiguous evidence to the contrafy COrection is risible. A Downing Street press release carrying
correction would have been headline news, not just in Britain,

came into the public domain in September 2003, with the publF Bt
cation of the Intelligence and Security Committee (ISC)’s report?”t around the world, and would have destroyed the credibility of

Iragi Weapons of Mass Destruction — Intelligence and Assesihe dossier at a stroke — which may account for the absence of a

ments[27]. Evidence given to the Hutton Inquiry around thecorrection from Downing Street.

same time about the compilation of the document cast graldes about France

doubt on whether it gave a reliable summary of the existing Another serious example of the Government misleading the

intelligence. public concerned France’s stance at the Security Council. The

45-minute claim Prime Minister lied to the House of Commons about this on 18
Here is one of the many examples of the gross manipulatialarch 2003 in the debate about taking military action. The

of intelligence that the Government got up to. Famously, theesolution endorsing military action, passed by the House on that

dossier stated that Iraq was “able to deploy chemical or biologicaly, had the same lie embedded in it.

weapons within 45 minutes of an order to do so”. A year later, The lie was that, in a TV interview on 10 March 2003,

the ISC report confirmed that this claim, which appeared not ongsyesident Chirac had said that France would always veto Security

but four times in the dossier, was of very little significance.  council authorisation of military action against Irag. In fact, he

The intelligence that led to the claim, such as it was, referreghiq that, if a vote was called on the “second resolution” then
to the deployment of battlefield weapons, not to strategic weagsfore the Council

ons, capable of hitting Cyprus. But, the dossier didn’t make that  «rrance will vote'no’ because she considers this evening that
clear. there are no grounds for waging war in order to achieve the goal we
The ISC report revealed (paragraph 49) that the claim was have set ourselves, i.e. to disarm Iraq” (see English translation of
derived from an MI6 report dated 30 August 2002, allegedly interview 29])
based on information from an Iragi military officer, who was in _However, he also made it clear that France would support
a position to know, received by MI6 through a third party. ~ Military action if UN inspectors told the Security Council: =
The information was that on average it took 20 minutes to . we are Sor,ry but Iraq_ Isn't cooperating, the progress, Isn't suffi-
move chemical and biological munitions into place for attack (the Cf;:érv]\g::f: t'slnd?sg?ﬁzfnnetnc;’?chleve our goal, we won't be able to
maximum response time was 45 minutes). But the information g . '
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In that case, he said: ment that the intelligence services shared their view.
“... itwill be for the Security Council and it alone to decide the rightTarrorist threat to Britain
thing to do. But in that case, of course, regrettably, the war would Most likely, the bombings in London on 7 July 2005 would
b_?ﬁome '?ﬁ V't;ble'.lé'sntt today. | tating th ist not have taken place if Britain hadn’t been a party to the invasion
ere, tne rresident was merely restating the consis hd occupation of Irag. Two ofthe London bombers, Mohammad
French position that disarmament through inspection should k§dique Khan32] and Shehzad Tanwe@8], made videos prior
replaced by disarmament through military action only if inspecfo their deaths and they both stated clearly that it was British

tors rgported f:?ulure, and thgr) only with the authority of th‘?ntervention in the Muslim world, and Iraq in particular, which
Security Council. Itwas a position held by 11 out of 15 memberﬁ]otivated their action

of t_?ﬁ COU?C'I'b fore the H fC 18 March 200 Nevertheless, the political establishment in Britain was more
id- € motion betore the House of -ommons on arc 3 less unanimous that British intervention in Iraqg played no part
sald: in bringing about the bombings.t Instead, we were told that

“That this House ... regrets that despite sustained diplomatic effo estern democracies are all under threat from Muslim extrem-
by Her Majesty's Government it has not proved possible to secure,

second Resolution in the UN because one Permanent Member of l'ﬁés' who want to destroy our way of life (whatever that means)

Security Council made plain in public its intention to use its vetc®Nd it_WaS simply Brita_in’s_turn on 7 July 2005.
whatever the circumstances30] This stance was maintained even though in July 2005 the MI5

In proposing the motion, the Prime Minister identified thewebsite said in a page headéuteat to the UK from International

Permanent Member as France, which, he said, had underminggrrorism _ _
support for a second resolution: “In recent years, Irag has become a dominant issue for a range of

“Last Monday [10 March], we were getting very close with it [the ~ €Xtremist groups and individuals in the UK and Europe.”
second resolution]. We very nearly had the majority agreement. ... 1his straightforward message remained on the MI5 website
“Yes, there were debates about the length of the ultimatum, but tffer the next couple of years.
basic construct was gathering support. Then, on Monday night, A few months earlier, in April 2005, a Joint Intelligence
France said that it would veto a second resolution, whatever th@ommittee report, entitlethternational Terrorism: Impact of
circumstances.”d0] Irag, was even more explicit about the motivating effect of the
Thatis a lie. invasion of Irag.t The following extracts from it were published
Irag and al-Qaida in The Sunday Timemn 2 April 2006 in an article, entitlécaq
Unlike the US administration, the British Government did noterror backlash in UK 'for years'
give the impression that Saddam Hussein’s regime supported al-  “Iraq is likely to be an important motivating factor for some time
Qaida,. (For US lying on this, see my pamphiag WAS a US to come in the radicalisation of British Muslims and for those
ally in "war on terror"[6]). However, a major part of the Prime extremists who view attacks against the UK as legitimate.”
Minister's case for taking military action against Iraq was that ~ “There is a clear consensus within the UK extremist community
there was “areal and present danger” that chemical and biologicalthat Irad is a legitimate jihad and should be supported. Irag has re-
weapons would find their way from Iraq to al-Qaida or associated €nergised and refocused a wide range of neworks in the UK.
groups. We judge that the conflict in Iraq has exacerbated the threat from

international terrorism and will continue to have an impact in the long
For example, on 18 March 2003, he told the House of term. It has reinforced the determination of terrorists who were

Commons: _ y _ already committed to attacking the West and motivated others who
“The key today is stability and order. The threat is chaos and | are not.”

disorder—and there are two begetters of chaos: tyrannical regimes  «gome jihadists who leave Iraq will play leading roles in recruiting

with weapons of mass destruction and extreme terrorist groups who g organising terrorist networks, sharing their skills and possibly

profess a perverted and false view of Islam. ... _ conducting attacks. It is inevitable that some will come to the UK.”
“The possibility of the two coming together—of terrorist groups g4

in possession of weapons of mass destruction or even of a so-called This was the considered assessment of the British intelligence

dirty radiological bomb—is now, in my judgment, a real and present__ . Aai .
danger to Britain and its national securitgi] services afew months before al-Qaida struckin London.t Clearly,

When he said that, the Prime Minister was aware that th%l‘ltlsh military action against Irag was an outstanding success in

intelligence services had no evidence that Iraq had considergattlng Britain firmly on al-Qaida’s hit “St.' o
. . : . : . (See my pamphlethe London bombings: Britain's blood
using chemical and biological agents in terrorist attacks or had.

passed such agents on to al-Qaida. He was also aware that, in |8e[§1_). L .
H{Umanitarian intervention?

judgment of the intelligence services, a collapse of the Iradi o - : .
regime would increase the risk of chemical and biological war- 179 Brmsh mllltar)_/ perspnnel were k|IIe_d and 315 seriously
ounded during the invasion and occupation of Iraq.

f hnol finding thei into the h f al
are technology or agents finding their way into the hands of a At least a hundred thousand Iragis, and perhaps a great many

aida or associated groups, whether or not as a deliberate Iraqgi . ) .
rQegime policy group rrgore, have been killed, as a result of the US/UK invasion and the

This information was made public in the ISC regpara- destruction of the Iraqi state. Many more have been injured.

graphs 125-127). Butthe Prime Minister chose notto divulge arﬁb%m 2 m|II|;)hn Irgqlsllf}re refugde:esl n Scjyrla: and”JoTrd;T,tr?nd
of this information to Parliament prior to the invasion, under erhaps anotner = miflion are displaced Internaly. 1S,

. . . . ks to US/UK intervention.
standably so, since it would have undermined an important atﬂa” ) . .
y P P We will never know how many Iragis have been killed,

of his case for military action. .
The intelligence services also judged that al-Qaida and asslat_ecause, in the fa”.“’“S yvords of G?neral Tc3mmy Franks, the:, us
mmander of the invading forces: “We don’t do body counts”.t

ciated groups continued to represent by far the greatest terror . :

threat to Western interests, and that the threat would be heig :[r_]l_ethd',[e.s atre Ir"’f‘?" h_e dSh?kl‘“' Idt: a}[ve g?ﬂed tob be acctjtrate.th

ened by military action against Iraq (ibid, paragraph 126). Th € estimates ol lraq| deaths that exiSt have been put togetner
y organisations other than the occupying powers.t From the

latter view was advanced by most opponents of military actio . o .
against Iraq. The Prime Minister chose not to divulge to Parlig2utset the Iraq Body Count (IBC) organisation has compiled a
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count of Iragi civilians killed from media reports of incidents.t14] www.david-morrison.org.uk/firag/blairs-big-lie.pdf
. L . . . L 5] www.david-morrison.org.uk/irag/ags-legal-advice.pdf
This count is inevitably an underestimate since not all incidentg) www.david-morrison.org.uk/irag/irag-was-ally. pdf

in which Iraqgis die are reported in the media. [7] www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200203/cmselect/cmfaff/813/

i i 3we26.htm
As of 7 January 2010, the IBC estimate was in the ran www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200304/cmselect/cmfaff/81/

94,939 to 103,5883F] (and the death toll is rising again). The 3120219 htm

IBC view is that the actual number could be double that. Otheg] thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c105:H.R.4655.ENR:
estimates have been much, much higher. [10] www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200203/cmhansrd/vo030225/

. debtext/30225-05.htm
But, a murderous tyrant has been removed and is no longer Iﬁ www.david-morrison.org.uk/irag/leaked-documents-index.html

a position to murder innocent Iragis? This was the message tie] www.david-morrison.org.uk/other-documents/manning020314.pdf
Prime Minister gave the House of Commons on the eve of tH&3] www.david-morrison.org.uk/other-documents/meyer020318.pdf

invasion (19 March 2003): [14] www.david-morrison.org.uk/scrs/1991-0687.htm

“Of course, | understand that, if there is conflict, there will belg1 www.cia.gov/library/reports/general-reports-1/iraq_wmd_2004/
! ' ! index.html

civilian casualties. That, | am afraid, is in the nature of any conflict[1_61 www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/news/uk/article387374.ece

but we will do our best to minimise them. However, | point out to my[17] www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200102/cmhansrd/vo020924/
hon. Friend that civilian casualties in Iraq are occurring every day agebtext/20924-01.htm

a result of the rule of Saddam Hussein. He will be responsible fdf8l www.david-morrison.org.uk/scrs/2002-1441.pdf

. - - www.casi.org.uk/info/usukdraftscr021002.html
many, many more deaths even in one year than we will be in aryy; www.number10.gov.uk/Page1470

conflict.” [37] 21] www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld200203/Idhansrd/vo030317/text/
The message was clear: left alone, Saddam Hussein would Ki317w01.htm

more innocent Iraqis in a year than will be killed in the upcoming22l www.david-morrison.org.uk/scrs/1990-0678.htm
23] www.david-morrison.org.uk/scrs/2003-draft-2nd.htm

qu_IfIICt. QItlmater, more II_VeS would be saved by taking o4 yww.archive2.official-documents.co.uk/document/deps/hc/hcgas/
military action to overthrow him. 898.pdf

So, on 19 March 2003, how many innocent Iragis would on&5] www.number10.gov.uk/Page3327

have expected Saddam Hussein to kill in the next twelve montt’%q1 d‘g’;"s‘?gf‘gdr}“’ez'O”iCia"docume”ts'°°'”k’d°°“me”“ repsfiraq/

if he were leftalone? Presumably, the Prime Minister had a figuig7] www.cabinetoffice.gov.uk/media/cabinetoffice/corp/assets/
in his head when he spoke. Scores would seem to be a reasonabléications/reports/isc/iwmdia.pdf

; . ; ; u 8] www.the-hutton-inquiry.org.uk/content/transcripts/hearing-trans39.htm
estimate: Amnesty International estimated that scoresofpeop 9] www.david-morrison.org.uk/other-documents/chirac-20030310.htm

including possible prisoners of conscience, were executed” i3g] www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200203/cmhansrd/vo030318/
2002, a similar number in 2001 and “hundreds” in 2@3), and ~ debtext/30318-06.htm

nobody can accuse Amnesty International of being soft OE;} www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200203/cmhansrd/vo030318/
ebtext/30318-07.htm

Saddam Hussein. o [32] news.bbc.co.uk/2/hiluk_news/4206800.stm
Saddam Hussein would have had to remain in power fgB3] news.bbc.co.uk/2/hiluk_news/5154714.stm
thousands of years to match the carnage unleashed by the US/B3# www.timesonline.co.uk/article/0,,2087-2114502,00.html _
; ; : [35] www.david-morrison.org.uk/counter-terrorism/britains-blood-price.pdf
in overthrowing him. ;
[36] www.iragbodycount.org/

References: [37] www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200203/cmhansrd/vo030319/
[1] www.david-morrison.org.uk/irag/index.html debtext/30319-03.htm

[2] www.david-morrison.org.uk/irag/b-liar-e1.pdf 38] www.david-morrison.org.uk/other-documents/amnesty-international-
[3] www.david-morrison.org.uk/irag/b-liar-e2.pdf reports2000-2002.htm

A Socialist View Of The Ottoman Empire

By Pat Walsh

Our understanding of the Ottoman Empire is deeply colouregut of the Ottoman Empire by the European Powers. But at this
by the British Great War propaganda of Wellington House, &me England was most unwilling to see the Russians down at
secret department of the British State, established to wage ideDonstantinople and instead of a sharing of Ottoman spoils they
logical war on the enemy—whoever that enemy might be. Ivent to war with Russia in the Crimea the following year to
November 1914 the British war took on a new enemy—theesuscitate the “sick man of Europe.”

Ottoman Empire. Propaganda was necessary to cultivate hatred But a half century later there was a dramatic turnabout and the
of the Turk to put the masses in uniform. And because the Liber@ttomans became the “sick man of European empire of

war discounted compulsion, even to save civilization, propaArmenian massacres, peopled by a lazy race of bloodthirsty
ganda had an essential function in volunteering. Turks, incapable of governing themselves, let alone others, who

This propaganda was designed to counter the view that “theestroyed everything they touched and retarded progress every-
Turk is a gentleman” —a view promoted by England when thevhere they had conquered. The Turks were “a merciless oppres-
British State wished to justify its support for the Ottoman Empirgsor,” “a remorseless bully,” “pure barbarians,” “degenerate,” and
in the face of the hostility of Gladstonian Christian morality. had “strewn the earth with ruiriThese are some phrases used

The Ottoman Empire was characterized in this propaganda agout Turks inThe Clean-fighting Turk, a Spurious Clalg
a decrepit and ramshackle affair—the “sick man of Europe.” Thiark Sykes. But they could have come from a hundred similar
origin of this phrase is older than Wellington House, dating backublications from the period)
to the t|me_of the Crimean War. Czar N_|c_:holas attempted to The message was that the demise of the Ottoman Empire was
convince Sir Hamilton Seymour, the British Ambassador ainevitable and far too long in coming.
Constantinople, that the Ottoman Empire was on the point of And yet the Ottoman Empire was an amazingly successful
collapse. The Czar told the Ambassador, “we have a sick man @nd durable constructioffhis fact was well argued by—A.S.
our hands, a man who is seriously ill; it will . . . be a greaHeadingley ifThe British Socialistvol. 2., No. 5. May 15, 1913,
misfortune if he escapes us one of these days, especially befgpp. 193-202.)
all the arrangements are madé€Cited in Alan PalmerThe The article was published just after the conclusion of the peace
Banner of Battle; the Story of the Crimean Wab6) _in the First Balkan War.

The “arrangements” the Czar had in mind were for the sharing The First and Second Balkan Wars were two wars in South-
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Eastern Europe during 1912-1913 in the course of which the opportunity of earning his living under the laws that were based on the
Balkan League of Bulgaria, Greece, Serbia and Montenegro, Koran than under the laws established by the feudal lords in Christian
encouraged by Russia, attacked and conquered the Ottomarfountries. Because Islam was comparatively and in practice far more
territories of Albania, Montenegro and most of Thrace—and then democratic than the Christian forms of government. Under Islam all
fell out over the division of the spoils—leading to Turkey Who embrace the faith are really equals, and both in Egypt and India
recovering Eastern Thrace up to Adrianople. even slaves have become Sultans. The_ European serfs were more

The Balkan Wars came about as a result of the Anglo-Russian cruelly downtrodden than the poorest children of Islam.

Agreement of 1907. This Agreement represented a settling of _ Further, and what is too readily forgotten, Christians fled from
accounts on England’s part with the Russians in order that the Christian countries, sought refuge under the Crescent, so as to enjoy
“Russian steamroller” would be enlisted for a future war on religious freedom. Thus the Nestorians were saved from total extinc-
Germany. Itended the Great Game between England and Russiation by seeking asylum in Mohammedan countries. Even to this day,

The Great Game had an Asian aspect around Afghanistan putthousands and thousands of _pl_lgrlms and tourists go every year to the
it also had a European aspect. The European aspect involvedHoly Land where they unwittingly pay homage to the tolerance
blocking Russia in the Balkans through support of the Ottoman Showed by the Mohammedans. When the Saracens conquered Jeru-
Empire as a bulwark against Russian expansionism. But with the Salem they respected the holy places of a religion in which they did
1907 Agreement, and without the restraining forces of England hot believe. When did a victorious Crusader show any respect for a
and France, Russia saw itself as having a free hand in the Balkanglohammedan mosque? When did a Christian sect refrain from
and initiated the first steps of its movement down to Constantino- Persecuting another Christian sect if it was strong enough to satisfy
ple. its resentment?

The Balkan League was largely a creation of Izvolski, the To-day, at Easter, at Jerusalem, it is the Turkish troops who, with
Russian Foreign Minister, who hoped to use it as an instrument fixed bayonets, prevent the rival Christian sects from tearing each
to finally drive the Austrians from the Balkans and the Turks from other to pieces. Let those who cannot afford to travel so far and see for
Europe. It was aided by certain agents of the British State who themselves get some photographs of the Easter festivities. Thus, from
were let loose to sow the seeds of chaos in the Balkans, in thethe first, Christians fled from fellow Christians to find freedom and
interest of destabilizing the region and making it a barrier to safety among the children of Islam. Thus we get our first lesson. It
German links to Asia. And all restraints were removed from the Should be fully elaborated with much historical evidence in support;
various Balkan nationalisms by this activity. then we would realise that the Moors, the Saracens and the Turks

In the course of writing a book about the Great War on Turkey triumphed in Europe because they were more tolerant, because they
| came across a socialist argument against the reorientation ofgranted more freedom, because their social institutions permitted
British policy which was driving Europe to war. It is very gree_tter social eqL_Jallty, and because t_he!r_economlc laws rendered it
interesting in what it says about the character of the Ottoman easier for the willing worker to earn his living.

State, its success, Islam and the implications of British policy for ~ |f we Socialists are one day to rule the world we must study what
the area. Below then is the socialist case for the Ottoman Empire, Were the causes that facilitated the great changes wrought in history.
and its preservation, in the interests of peace and stability in the Wecannot, of course, blindly imitate thos_ewho were successfulinthe
region, and the world, from A.S. Headingley Tine British past, but many of the elements that contributed to such success would

Socialist Vol. 2., No. 5. May 15, 1913, (pp. 193-202.): still constitute a force in a modern movement. Now, above all, Islam
“In ordinary history, we read of the Oghuz Turks driven out of represented the cause of Education. Christianity had obliterated the

Central Asia in the earlier part of the thirteenth century and establish- science, the philosophy, the literature, the arts of the ancient Greek
ing themselves in Armenia, where, after varying fortunes, they found and Roman civilisations, and had plunged Europe into what the
a great leader in the person of Othman or Osman. He invaded Christians themselves described as the Dark Ages. The Saracens had
Byzantine territory, and after him is named the Ottoman Empire the great works of the ancient Greeks, notably Aristotle, translated
which he founded. But what we want to know is the why and into Syriac and Arabic, they encouraged learning by every means

wherefore. How came this Empire to spread so far over Europe,
subjugating Christian countries, and why did so many Christians
gladly abjure their creed to embrace the faith of Islam? Already other
Mohammedans had swept Christianity clean out of Egypt and all the
northern coasts of Africa. In Spain, in Italy, in the south of France, and
from the East right up to the walls of Vienna, in the centre of Europe,
the victorious tide of Islam rose irresistibly. Why? Historians say but

little about this.

They talk of the generalship, of the warlike qualities of the
Mohammedans, as if half Europe could be conquered by generalship
and the discipline and training of troops. Neither Julius Caesar nor
Napoleon could have invaded the greater part of Europe if they had
not brought with them something the invaded countries desired. With
Julius Caesar came all the advantages of a much higher civilisation,
with Napoleon the aureole of the Revolution, the advent of democ-
racy, the destruction of inherited privileges. When, however, it

possible.Go,” says Mohammedand ask everywhere for instruc-
tion, even, if necessary, as far as China.’ A verse ifHhdice,’ or
‘Words of the Prophet,” say$je who seeks after instruction is more
loved by God than he who fights in a holy war.” While the Christians
forbade all the sciences and burnt the scientists at the stake, Moham-
med proclaimed, with a voice of thunder, thdtt is a sacrilege to
prohibit science. To ask for science is to worship God, to teach is to
do an act of charity. Science is the life of Islam and the pillar of our
faith.’

And finally we have this sublime sentencg4e who instructs the
ignorant is like the living among the dead.’

There, then, we have our moral: just as the Saracens and the Turks
routed the Christians so shall the Socialists rout the Capitalists when
the Socialists prove that they have attained a higher standard of living
in the sciences, in the practical application of democratic principles

became evident that Napoleon was betraying the cause he hadand in the realisation of economic progress.

represented, Europe, instead of submitting, rose against him and he

was defeated.

To-day, then, of all time, is the chosen moment for explaining why
Islam triumphed in Europe, and why at present it is no longer able to
hold its own. We are not going to bring about the Socialist millennium
by standing in the gutter and crying out to busy men and women that
they should pause and pity the sorrows of the poor working man. The
workers who will forward the cause of Socialism are the historians
and the scientists who can grip hold of every current event that does
attract the attention of the great mass of the people and point out its
economic and moral cause, its economic and ethical remedy. All great
events lend themselves to such interpretations, and certainly this is
the case with the Eastern question.

Why did Christian countries offer so feeble a resistance to the
conquering sword of Islam, why was Christianity so easily replaced
by the newer religion? Because the tiller of the soil had a better
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It may be objected, however, that | am writing as if the Turks had
been victorious instead of defeated in the recent war. That shows |
suffer from the usual frailty of preferring the agreeable to the
disagreeable, and it is more pleasing to describe how obscurantism
was humiliated than to relate why those to whom we owe so much are
now well-nigh driven out of Europe.

Here, again, we have an illustration of a need of a Socialist Press,
instead of only a capitalist Press and a Press devoted to the religions
of capitalism. This Press, nevertheless, must think we are very blind
and very ignorant. It gives various reasons why the non-Moslem
populations of the Balkans are now dissatisfied with Ottoman rule,
but why were they not dissatisfied before? During centuries no
complaints were heard. It is only within the last eighty, or at most a
hundred years, that the various peoples under Ottoman rule began to
agitate and to rebel. For centuries they seem to have been fairly



satisfied, and the Socialist will at once note that the development of the Sheik if | have not spoken well.’
dissatisfaction coincides with the development of modern industrial- Thus the occasional massacre of Christians by Turks is ho more
ism. It may also be observed that in England the anti-Turk feeling is due to religious fanaticism than the Luddites’ riots in England, or the
strongest among the Party and section of the people who are mostTrade Union outrages Broadhead organised many years ago against
intimately associated with industrialism and commercialism. Thus, the blacklegs in Sheffield. But it suited the politicians, who were in
just as the Socialist was a pro-Boer, so is he likely to be a pro-Turk. search of a pretext for attacking the Turk and robbing him of his
And, just as the Boer and the Turk were not in the swim of modern possessions, to ascribe this regrettable violence to his religion. There
cosmopolitan high finance, so are they both likely to go under—at again we need a Socialist Press to expose the economic basis of
least till the Revolution comes. current events. The British Nonconformists have been especially
There are, of course, many factors affecting the alteration of the eloquent in the misrepresentation of what has happened in Turkey.
position; but steam power and modern machinery may be considered Pozzo di Borgo, former Russian Ambassador, was far more frank, for
as having the most potential. As such facilities of international he openly confessed that as the Russians were nearly beaten by the
communication as railway lines and steamships increased, the Otto- unreformed Turks, they were not going to allow them to reform. Ali
man Empire was placed at a disadvantage in its relations with the rest Pasha and Fuad Pasha nobly strove to make the paper reforms, drawn
of the world. So long as the Empire’s business could be carried on by up after the Crimean War, real and effective reforms. We know that
the small handicraftsmen and by small tradesmen, the Ottoman it was the intrigues and pressure of Russia that caused the exile of
Empire held its own. With its guilds to maintain a living wage forall Midhat Pasha and thwarted his constitutional schemes. Disorder has
the workers there was no widespread dissatisfaction. But railways been systematically maintained in Turkey, and good administration
brought in cheap machine-made articles that sapped the trade andrendered impossible, by foreign, especially Russian, provocating
labour of the handicraftsman. They and the steamships also renderedagents. Is it conceivable that Russia would allow orderly constitu-
an invasion much easier; and we know that, from the time of tional government to be established on its frontiers, either in Turkey
Catherine the Great, it has been the traditional policy of Russia to or in Persia, while keeping the Russians themselves under the
endeavour to seize Constantinople. On the other hand, Austria, tyrannical and cruel rule of the Czar?
defeated by Prussia, has been forced to relinquish its former position  All this underhand, murderous, and criminal intriguing has now
as a Germanic Power, and therefore directs its ambition in the cometoahead. The Turkish Empire has been dismembered and exists
opposite direction—namely, towards what used to be the Ottoman no longer as an important European Power. The natural consequence
Empire. Salonica, in the hands of Austria, would probably replace is that the thieves are quarrelling over the spoils. Already there has
Brindisi as the nearest port to the Suez Canal for the overland route been a good deal of unofficial fighting between the Bulgarians, the
to India. Already Austria has annexed Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Servians, and the Greeks as to their respective shares of the newly-
has frequently threatened the military occupation of the Sanjak of acquired territories. But they are mere pawns in the game. The real
Novi Bazar. Neither Austria nor Russia, therefore, had any desire to contest that imperils the peace of Europe is between Austria and
see the Ottoman Empire consolidate itself. The more disorder the Russia.Bulgarians, Servians, and Montenegrins being, broadly speak-
greater the opportunities for interference and for annexations. Thus it ing, of the same Slav race and the same religion, have throughout been
is that agents were sent to foment discord between the rival races andbacked by Russia, and are, in practice, mere outposts of the Russian
creeds. Empire. Through them Russia hopes ultimately to become a Mediter-
Disturbances were all the more easy to produce as the economicranean Power.
situation was becoming more and more unfavourable to the inhabit-  On her side, Austria seeks to check this Russian expansion and
ants. The Mohammedan religion forbids usury; therefore most of the prepare the way for her own growth. Therefore she has conceived the
banking is done by Armenians, Greeks and Jews. This did not matter idea of creating a new Principality by giving the Albanian race a
so much in the handicraft days; but now that most enterprises need national existence of their own. For the moment, therefore, the
Iarge Capital the Turk is placed at the terrible disadvantage of haVing Strugg|e is between Russia, which endeavours to make this new
to seek the aid of those who do not belong to his race, or creed, whenprincipality as small and as weak as possible, and Austria, which, on
it is necessary to obtain a loan. It is the Armenians and other non- the contrary, would have Albania stand forth as a powerful buffer

Moslems who have been chiefly instrumentalin creating the Ottoman  giate Where our interest as Socialists comes in should now be clearly
I_Debt. Novy_the Turk demands that thg Armenlan shou_ld_ respect his defined; and here, once more, we need a wealthy Socialist Press, able
life as a citizen and not break down his guild and his living wage.

When a business is sold it is the Armenian who outbids the Turk;
then he undercuts the other Turks who are in the same business. Th
lr;ssr:g); sar,?(;r?ne;klgg ﬁi?]:]tsr:\éisp?pg\sli;?elen:ggn-{nuéko;r\migﬁ rrzg\/\tl)lgrgely thg world from Constan;inople’? Or is_ Austria to expand t?ll ’she
understands. Patiently he waits till the Turk is away, serving his time '€installs the Holy Catholic and Apostolic Church at St. Sophia’s, so
in the army. The usurious Armenian then swoops down on the estate that, from Constantinople, Europe may come under the heel of the
and takes more than his due when there are only relatives present to?€SUIt?
defend the rights of the absentee. Also it is quite probable the soldier ~ Thisis aprospectthat places us between the Devil and the deep sea.
will die while in the army, and never return to put matter to rights. But these are the practical politics of to-day, and our future depends
Thus the impoverished widow and orphan children grow up to hate to alarge extent on the solution of these problems. As the knowledge
the Armenian. Usury, so widely practised by Christians, is an abomi- of these dangers extends, there will be a better appreciation of the
nable crime in the eyes of the simple-minded, unenlightened Moham- service rendered to the cause of peace by the Ottoman Empire, and
medan. Itis the cause of many murders, particularly if the usurer is an greater regret that by its disappearance the dogs of war have been let
Armenian and the borrower is a Kurd. Yet in England we have been loose. Itis true that, for the moment, the more acute causes of quarrel
led to believe that the massacre of Armenians was due to religious have been removed, but the situation is inherently dangerous, and is
fanaticism. likely to remain so for a long time to come. The Socialist Party has,

ATurk explains the situation in his way:and my son are bakers | sincerely believe, largely helped to preserve the peace so far. Itis the
and barbers. You and your sons are lapidaries and gardeners. But ifknowledge that there is a revolutionary party at home keenly watch-
you bid one of your sons to be a barber, a second to be a baker, a thirdng for its opportunity that has so alarmed the various Governments
alapidary and a fourth a gardener, all is confusion, and how can good concerned as to make them fear to embark on foreign wars. But we
come of it?’ cannotrely on this for all time, and therefore greatly need information

‘Furthermore, he is no barber nor baker who does not belong to the and guidance as to the economic bearing of all these complications,
Guild of Barbers and the Guild of Bakers. If your son go not to the and how the difficulties the capitalist Governments have brought
Peshkadin and rank himself among the apprentices; next to the ahout should be handled by Socialists. We have to prove our superior

Tchavosh, to bid him inscribe his name on the rolls; then to the statesmanship before we can expect communities to entrust us with
Kihaya, to pay himtoll, how would he be a member of the Guild? Ask  the reins of government.”

to employ learned specialists, with local experience, to elucidate the
roblem. Is Russia to advance and advance till, as Napoleon said,
urope becomes Cossack and the Holy Orthodox Church dominates
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Review
Marxist approaches to Irish history writing

L'Ecriture marxiste de I'histoire irlandaise
By Romain Ravel
MA dissertation 2007 University of Reims, France

by Cathy Winch

This is a 570-page dissertation written (in French) by Romain  With this enormous amount of material, Ravel cannot also
Ravel, a student at a French university, about Marxist writing ofxplain Irish history; he directs the unsure reader to a French
the history of Ireland. It begins with three quotes, from Jamesistory of Ireland by Jean Guiffan or to Roy FostéWfsdern

Joyce, Karl Marx and the BICO: Ireland 1600-1972(Ravel believes that history is always written
‘History, Stephen said, is a nightmare from which | am tryingvith a purpose, yet he is seduced by tigective’ authoritative
to awake’ James JoycH)ysses historian who has done research and has become the ultimate

‘The tradition of all dead generations weighs like a nightmaresference.) Neither does he have the space to comment on the
on the brains of the living." Karl Marg,8th Brumaire of Louis  views of his authors; as he says himself, he lets the texts speak for

Bonaparte themselves. But to keep track of his various authors Ravel puts
‘In Ireland, history is propaganda.” BICThe Economics of markers on them: for example, thErotskyite’ Lysaght, the
Partition. ‘academics’ Bew, Gibbon and Patterson, @ member’ T.A.

The BICO features prominently in the dissertation: it isJackson, and those are labels which the recipients would not

mentioned at some length in at least 57 separate occasidie"y- Other markers, such as tlseali_ni?t/Unionist’_ BICO/
throughout the dissertation, with numerous quotes; the organisgréndan Clifford and theanti-khruschevite’ Angela Clifford are
tion is often mentioned at the end of the various sections, asGPntroversial and not explained, originating probably from un-

given the last word on all questions. questioned hearsay. _ _ _ .
Because of the way the work is structured, however, you do Th|s isavery comp_rghenswe work; it considers p_rofessmnal
not get a clear idea of what the BICO is or what the author think¥Storians, and also militants and others whose writings can be
of it: Ravel does not analyse each author or group one aftéf€n as historical. Ravel says he has only read works in English
another, instead he examines what each author or group has to &8¢/ French and so probably missed out on important research
under a (large) number of different headings. from Russia and Poland for example which has not been trans-

Romain Ravel begins with an overview, or catalogue (hiddted- However, 138 works are listed at the end as primary
word) of the writers of Irish history (not all of them Irish) who SOUrces, 60 more as additional sources, then newspapers from
have had some connection at some point with Marxism; then H898 10 1941, then interviews and written answers to a question-
looks at important events in Irish history and for each event d}2iré Ravel sent to his authors. An interview with A. and B.
period describes what each writer had to say aboutit. So the viey4fford in 2006 is acknowledged. _ _
of the BICO are not explained all in one go but piecemeal, in After that there is a huge bibliography under six headings (On

connection with various events, and the same goes with all t}darxism, Onlreland, On disciplines other than history, Websites,
other authors. etc); the seventh headirigvhat should also have been read’

Ravel starts with the classics, Marx, Engels, Connolly an&ontains other books by authors already mentioned. You get the

Lenin, then continues with those who would say that they arfg'Pression that the author has read the books. One book he is
followers of Marx e.g. C. Desmond Greaves, David Reed, anid"fair about—The Great Hungby Cecil Woodham-Smith, an
those who have read Marx but do not consider themselveQVer simplistic best seller’ according to him—he does not list as
Marxists. (Chapters 1 and 2). The bibliography follows thiN€ he has read; he must have picked up this comment in Mary
division: the main sources atiarxist’ and include the BICO Daly’s Revisionism and lrish history, the Great Famiaed
The Economics of Partition, The Two Irish Naticasg BIcO ~ @dopted it (he acknowledges his debt to Mary Daly in his
articles published between 1971 and 1979. The next section lidf§atment of the Famine). _ _ _
non-marxist writers connected in some way to Marxism, and Because he is writing an academic thesis he has to start with

includes later BICO publications. Ravel however mainly usef1® questions he intends to answer by the end of the work. He
early publications, principallfhe Economics of Partition. presents two questions: _ _ _ _
Ravel does not set out the events in chronological order, but 1) Whatis the role of Marx's ideas in the battle of ideas in
in order of ideas: first the founding theme of Marxist history!réland?*Socialists in all countries have always followed Ire-
writing on Ireland (Chapter 3), second, the modes of productiold"d’s struggle againstits oppressors with the greatest of sympa-
in Ireland (Chapter 4); third, the (national) revolution (Chaptefy’ (Kautsky) but socialism and Marxism have had few echoes

5); then the last part (Chapters 6 and 7) is devoted to Northelf I'éfand. _ _
Ireland. 2) What does it mean to represent oneself as a Marxist?

The founding theme of Marxist history writing in Ireland is And what is the connection between historical interpretation and

the Union to the Crown 1801-1921. The items dealt with here aR®litical practice? _ _ N o

Grattan's Parliament, the Famine, the Land League, Young queach writer he yvants_ to f|r_1d out his tradlt_u_)n, his poI|t_|caI

Ireland, movements like the Ribbon Society, the Fenians, tHidentity, and also his intentions in terms of politics or relations

Home Rule movement, and the Land Acts. with other history writers, and, in the light of both his past and his
Chapter 4 leaps back to the Gaels to discuss modes future, to analyse his present writing. Rather an ambitious plan:

production in Ireland: primitive communism, feudalism, thel© do that for one author would have been plenty.

conquest, development or not of capitalism. Grattan appears

again, the Volunteers, the United Irishmen, Robert Emmet and The dissertation actually begins with a lengthy discussion of
1803. history writing, Marxism, and the Marxist treatment of the
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national question, with Ernest Gellner and Tom Nairn, themnd be able to defend his interpretations. This is not his purpose,
‘Ronald’, Lenin, Kautsky, Otto Bauer, Rosa Luxemburg, Karlputthis approach leaves the reader with a feeling of an incomplete
Radek, Trotsky, and more. work with a disappointing conclusion. His conclusion does not
Ravel remarks that Marxism is past its heyday. Marx is deagio beyond the idea presented in the introduction that the Marxist
This decline of Marxist thinking has consequences for historgtandpoint in history writing is outdated and no more than
writing. ‘conceptual dressing up’. Strangely, he had also given a preview
According to Ravel, there is no accepted definitiofMdrx-  of this conclusion half way through the book when mentioning
ist’; the frontier between Marxist and non-Marxist is not wellBrendan Clifford’s words:l stopped writing as a Marxist thirty
defined. Marx himself said he was not a Marxist. Ravel will calyears ago’.
‘Marxist’ the founding fathers and their continuers; also authors  The conclusion however does not do justice to the work.
who tried to understand the problem raised by the history @Ravel has given a very comprehensive panorama of Irish history
Ireland through concepts taken from Marxism, e.g. mode aind of history writing about Ireland. To get an idea of his
production and class struggle, without necessarily thinking cichievement let us look at his treatment of one event, the Famine,
themselves as Marxists, for example: Peadar O’Donnell, Andrewhd in annex, one author, James Connolly. First, the Famine.
Boyd, and lan Lustick. After remarking that The Famine is the only universally
Ravel makes general comments about history writing: it iknown event in Irish history’ Ravel starts with Marx’s treatment
never arlimmaculate conception’. History has been written forof the event then that of Connolly, Kautsky and nationalist history
political purposes, starting with the British colonial power,writers. Then he comes to thevisionist’ view.
putting out the idea that there was no trace of civilisation in the  Marx’s standpoint, while clothed in scientific language, was
island before the conquest. Today it is always influenced by tf@ndamentally moral in origin. The famine according to Marx
personality of the writer, his political or academic objectiveswas an economic war launched against the Irish people.
even his career objectives. However Ravel does not always keep Marx wrote in the New YorlDaily Tribuneof 1853:The
this caveat in mind; he has a tendency, as | mentioned above ri@edy Irish tenant belongs to the soil while the soil belongs to the
refer to‘historians’ as authorities who have the last word againgtnglish Lord.” The famine was a gigantic expropriation. This is
the squabbling politicos. For exampl&o-day’'s historians  also the view of nationalist history writing, e.g. D. George Boyce.
agree thatvalue-free’ history is a naive idea:Historians agree When reading Marxist writing about the famine, one feels a
that the Irish Celtic past is a mythHistorians (here in the shape sort of weight of the past, a rage; e.g. T.A. Jackson, D. Greaves,
of Richard English itrish Freedomagree thaDuring the Great  Erich Strauss, Terry Eagleton (the Irish Auschwitz).
Famine and the following decades the character of the Irish rural |n the nationalist version of events, the causes of the famine
population changed from predominantly proletariat to predomiare free trade and the market economy, the decline of the
nantly bourgeois.” economy since the end of protectionism and Grattan’s Parlia-
Ravel explains to his French audience the meaning of the teriilent; Connolly thought that there was enough food on the island
‘revisionism’ in Irish history writing: it started in the thirties but to feed twice the number of people, an idea found in John Mitchel
became significantin the seventies due to the growing tensionsaind taken up by Canon John O’Rourke in 1874. Kautsky does not
Northern Ireland. It is an attempt to overcome the division ofnention the famine, Ravel surmises that this is perhaps because
historical practice in two rival camps: unionism and especialljye had welcomed the 1921 treaty and did not want to stress
nationalism. It is an effort to promote the dialogue betweegnglish Irish differences.
researchers and students of the two communities. Ravel quotesErich Strauss thought thiaihe dependence of Irish agriculture
a specialist of the question, Paraskevi Gkotzaridis, who, in agn foreign markets, which contrasted so strangely with the crude
unpublished Ph.D. thesis, sees revisionism as susceptible @fbsistence farming of the mass of the people, was the necessary
several definitions: first it can be seen as coming from a natiofesult of Ireland’s colonial status.’
tormented by the question of its identity, secondly, as a late Cecil Woodham Smith also gave a nationalist account.
intellectual reply by the descendants of the old elite against the After this nationalist history of the Famine came a revision
winners on the political and economic level of the earthquake @fhich according to Mary Daly started in the 1960s with the
1916-1921-23; itis thirdly, and more plausibly, an understandingrecursors Louis Cullen and a Marxist, Raymond Crotty. For
that the global solution to the misfortunes of the island cannot kgrotty, the famine was not a break in the history of Ireland, but
a unilateral nationalism which did not take into consideration thg continuation and a consequence of the economic situation
aspirations of the protestant community. created by the end of the Napoleonic wars, i.e. the end of high
These three views of revisionism are presented with the ontyemand for Irish agricultural produce.
comment that the third definition is probably the best. The third Crotty considered the long-term economic cycles; he studied
definition denies all political bias, except a benevolent onethe increase in population, due according to him to increased
revisionist history writing will help to solve the country’s prob- demand for food, in particular wheat, in England from 1760; the
lems. Ravel calls Connolly a precursor of neo colonialism theoryjictory of 1815 meant that European markets were opened to
by which he refers to the question of the relationship between tiEhgland, and the price of wheat fell. Rents in Ireland however did
erstwhile colonial power and its former colony. However, henot fall. That meant that large holdings for cattle rearing, as
does not pursue the idea or see that it might be central to th@posed to wheat growing, were the only ones that could be
question of revisionism in history writing. He thinks revisionistviable financially. This meant turning the peasants from the land
history is a good thing in terms of peace and reconciliation anghere wheat was cultivated. The famine contributed to this
does not enquire further. expropriation, but it would have happened anyway. The historian
Ravel discusses practically the whole of Irish history, and hgouis Cullen is in agreement. According to Mary Daly, this
describes so many views of it by so many authors, that he caniteinoved the Famine from its central position in Irish history.
judge which interpretation fits the facts better; in order to do that, This was not new according to Ravel: Connolly and commu-
he would need to have a strong view himself on interpretationgist authors also saw the year 1815 as determinant.
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The BICO approved of Crotty’s analysis. inducing stories of the St Bartholomew massacre, the repeal of
The aftermath of the famine was an improvement in th¢he Edict of Nantes and the subsequent mass exodus of the
standard of living of the surviving farmers, and a decline in theHuguenots’. The essayist Montaigne, who lived during the
number of the landlords. This goes against Marx and ConnollyWars of Religion, is remembered and celebrated as advocating
who insisted on the poverty of the masses after the famine, witblerance between the religions. The Wars of Religion are
the repeal of the Corn Laws. The BICO however approved of thiemembered as a shameful episode of senseless violence.
development, in a cold-blooded manner: In chapter four Ravel makes a connection between European
‘Butthere can be no doubt that, in terms of class developmemgligious wars and Irish wars: wars in Ireland in th@téntury,
it was the peasantry who benefited from it [the Famine]. Thae says on p 314, were religious confligtsherited from the
landlords individually did not starve during the famine, as did th&uropean religious wars of the”l‘@:entury’. He is aware that
peasantry. Butthe Famine brought the old landlord class to rui@romwell etc waged wars of conquest, but does not draw any
while it speeded up the economic development of, and legabnclusions from that.
emancipation of, the peasantrifhe Economics of Partition Ravel has a title in his fourth Chapter: “Religious tensions
Ravel says that it is undeniable that peasants who survived abdtween Catholics and Protestants in th Cntury” which
did not emigrate had a more secure life, and that free trade signe@dkes you think he does not have the measure of the situation.
the death warrant of aristocratic domination. Here Ravel in- |wonder if Ravelis influenced by Connolly on this, as well as
dulgesin alittle commentary on the BICO: describing this changey his own background; he says that Connolly wrote in order to
coolly in terms of'class development’ could only be done byreduce differences between the two communities. The quota-
someonéwho takes ownership of the crimes of Stalin’. Well, if tions Ravel chooses from Connolly to describe the Penal Laws for
you keep calling a groustalinist’ without knowing why you do  example do minimise their anti-Catholic character:
so, you have to do something with that label and this must have
seemed an opportunity too good to pass. “Those laws, although ostensibly designed to convert Catho-
Ravel had presented revisionism as favouring reconciliation lics to the Protestant faith, were in reality chiefly aimed at the
between Catholics and Protestants. However he says that theconversion of Catholic-owned property into Protestant-owned prop-
revision of the history of the Famine centres round the question erty.”
of whether the Famine marked a watershed in Irish hisidng.
Economics of Partitiofooks at that question and sayslepends Connolly said the Penal Laws of 1690-1720 were not imple-
what is meant by watershed’ and points out that the changes timaénted, because they were “too horrible” ebour in Irish
were necessary after 1815 did not occur in a controlled mannkliistory); Ravel comments that the Penal Laws had a limited
butin a catastrophic manner, and in that sense the Famine markexbact, except symbolically. And again here he relies on a “real”
a drastic change. The catastrophe does not lose its character &stgective” historian, who has the last word, R. Englishish
catastrophe for having its roots in the past. Freedomwho corroborates Connolly on thi his does not stop
The passage ifhe Economics of Partitiothat Ravel is Ravel from saying one sentence later that the Irish were excluded
referring to, in hisstalinist’ criticism, continues with a discus- from owning property and that some wentinto commerce instead,
sion of the uses of Marxism for good history writing; a critic ofwhich seems quite a result from laws that were not implemented.
The Economics of Partitiomad accused it of not being Marxist The special case of therévision’ of the history of
on one crucial pointWhither Marxism!’ was the exclamation of the Famine.
the critic. The reply to that criticism quoted from Marx to the  When Ravel talks about the revision of the history of the
effect that capitalist development did not follow a set patternFamine, all he sees is that lategyisionist’ historians shifted the
adding that once capitalist development had occurred in sonfiecus from 1845-47, the Famine years, to the years before the
countries—that is, historically, in Britain and Holland—this famine, whereas earlier historians had focussed on the role of
would ensure that it would not be able to occur in the same waBritain during the Famine. He does not draw the conclusion that
in other countries, e.g. Ireland. Here is an example of use of thénce the economic situation of Ireland was entirely dependent on
original Marxist text, and of Marxist ideas, together with aher relationship with Britain, saying that this situation had been
demonstration that you need to look at what actually happenegoing on for years does not change the character of British actions
which Ravel might have taken notice of. during the Famine. Itis not as such a revision of history, because
Revisionism in history writing both accounts complement each other and are not contradictory.

Ravel mentions the importance nationalists and unionista nnex: James Connolly
both attach to history, and cites the marches that both groups \what follows is Ravel's description of Connolly’s ideas,
indulge in. Itseems to him therefore that a history that did nottakg,ger a series of headings as set out in the dissertation, together
sides would reconcile the two groups. with Ravel's few comments. Ravel saysthat Connolly isin many
Thus, in his view, revisionism is a good because it aims gegpects the greatest revolutionary that the British Isles have
reconciliation, and reconciliation can only be a good thingproduced; he is perhaps also the most original Marxist thinker
especially when the quarrel was not fundamentally serious. F@ong English speakers.
him the parties that need reconciling are Catholics and Protes- \jany think his magnum opusabour in Irish History(1910),
tants, not the Irish and the British. a compilation of articles from the newspajéorkers Republic

I have the impression that for Ravel the quarrel in Ireland igom 1898 ought to occupy a more prestigious place in the world
essentially religious, and therefore pointless. | wonder if higjarxist corpus.

Catholics as special, the wof@atholic’ to them is almost imported into Ireland by the English, and the Irish working class
synonymous wittfChristian’; being Catholic is their way of s the only force capable of knocking down British domination.

being Christian; Protestants have had a very low profile ify 1896 Connolly founded the Irish Socialist Republican Party in
France. They feature in French history (and recent films) in guilt-
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Dublin to establish an Irish socialist republic, founded on the Connolly did not believe in the possibility of an independent
public ownership of land and the means of production, distribueapitalist Ireland: if Ireland were capitalist, it would be still
tion and exchange. The conquest of power would be via the balldependent on England, as we saw above. He did not want to
box. Transport and banks would be nationalised; social securitpnsolidate the capitalist classThe act of Union was made
increased, access to education widened and universal suffrggessible because Irish manufacture was weak, and, consequently,
established, including for women. Ireland had not an energetic capitalist class with sufficient public

Connolly then went to America where he became involved ispirit and influence to prevent the Union. Industrial decline
trade union struggles. Back in Ireland in 1910, he admired th@aving set in, the Irish capitalist class was not able to combat the
work of the Irish Transport and General Workers Union, the tradafluence of the corruption fund of the English Government, or to
union of James Larkin, which was bold in the face of employersreate and lead a party strong enough to arrest the demoralisation
and independent vis a vis British trade unions. of Irish public life.” (fromLabour in Irish History. This was a

Labour in Irish Historyrejects most bourgeois historians. bold idea for the time and represented a break with orthodox
‘Irish history has ever been written by the master class—in thdarxism, according to Ravel.
interests of the master class.” Ravel noteslthbour in Irish Ravel leaves Connolly there and examines Marxists who
History rests almost entirely on reading bourgeois, in particulajudged the Grattan parliament positively before looking at Marx-
nationalist, books. Its originality, more formal than real, is in itdsts who developed Connolly’s views, viz Crotty and then the
attempt to throw light on the producers, the humble Irish peopl&I1CO.

One book Connolly praises is the nationalist work of Alice The next topic to be considered is O'Connell. According to
Stopford Green. Connolly declares that his own book can be se€onnolly, O’Connell was the instrument of the Westminster
‘as part of the literature of the Gaelic revival’. He wants Irelandiberal politicians and enemy of trade unions; he hoodwinked the
to return to the Gaelic principle of communal property of thepeople, another betrayal of the Irish people by the middle classes.
sources of food and sustenance. The Famine.

According to Ernest Gellner, the revivalist ideoldglaims Connolly interprets it as confirmation of eternal bourgeois
to defend popular culture whereas in fact it is creating highetrayal./[The start of the famine] brought to a head the class
culture; it claims to protect an ancient popular society whereasantagonism in Ireland, of which the rupture with the trades was
contributes to the construction of an anonymous mass societgne manifestation and again revealed the question of property as
In other words, these Gaelic revivalists were (unconsciously) pattie test by which the public conduct is regulated, even when those
of a movement useful to the economic needs of the countrynen assume the garb of revolutiofthose men’ are the majority
which required the cohesive component of a nationalist ideologyf the supporters of Young Ireland. According to Ravel, Connolly

Anglo lIrish literature has given false ideas about the Iristiollows the nationalist tradition about the famine, in the sense that
character and the history of Ireland. This idea makes Connollye supports the thesis of English giit:is a common saying
the first theoretician of neo colonialism. amongst Irish Nationalists th&rovidence sentthe potato blight;

The Irish question is a social question’; the capitalist systerbut England made the famine’. The statement is true, and only
is the most foreign thing in Ireland. Socialism on the other handeeds amending by adding thBhgland made the famine by a
is not a foreign idea, since the Irish William Thompson was &gid application of the economic principles that lie at the base of
precursor of Marx in Ireland. Political independence is a vaigapitalist society”(abour in Irish History. However,
objective, since England will always dominate Ireland economi- Connolly also saw 1815 as a turning point in Irish history.
cally (unless Ireland becomes socialiEngland would still rule The next topic is the agrarian struggles 1848-1867. Connolly
you ... through her capitalists, the whole array of commercial anstrongly criticises the leaders of Young Ireland: they Waresed
individualist institutions she has planted in this country.” Hereby the fatal gift of eloquence’ and they missed the revolutionary
Connolly again anticipates neo colonialism. opportunity that existed then; James Fintan Lalor and John

The middle classes are irremediably linked to England byitchel were exceptions. On the other hand Connolly approves
economic ties. They cannot therefore lead the struggle faerrorist agrarian movements of the time.
independence. The Fenians.

Terribly disillusioned by the failure of the Dublin lock outin  Connolly quotes abundantly Marx’s remarks on the Fenians.
1913-14 and the rout of the internationalist socialist movemerHe approves of the FeniariEenianism was a responsive throb
with the outbreak of the first world war, Connolly took partin thein the Irish heart to these pulsations in the heart of the European
1916 Rising, a movement not led by the working class and witivorking class which elsewhere produced the International Work-
‘a quasi imperceptible socialist colour’. ing men’s Association.” Ravel comments that Connolly is trying

The first chapter, on the main texts of Marxist history writingto place the Irish movement in an international context in order
on Ireland, concludes that Marx, Engels, Connolly and Lenitio give it validity. Connolly also thought that, although, nor-
formed the theoretical foundation of Irish communism and morenally, objective conditions should be ripe for a movement to
generally the Marxist approach to Ireland for the following half-succeed, the Fenians gained some success despite the conditions
century. not being right, from a Marxist point of view.

We find Connolly again in Chapter Three, when Ravel con- The Home Rule movement for self-determination and the
trasts the views of Marx and of Connolly on the Act of Union.agrarian question 1870-1903. Connolly thinks tkize partial
According to Marx, the Act of Union destroyed Irish industry bysuccess of the Land League has effected a change in Ireland, the
abolishing the protectionism established by the Irish Parliamengortent of which but few realise.” He says about the very end of
On the other hand, according to Connolly, the fact that the Unigparnell’'s careefit was the real and the true-hearted workingmen
placed all Irish manufactures upon an absolutely equal basi$ Ireland who sprang to his side and fought his battles.’
legally with the manufactures of England is usually ignored; th he management of the crisis by Britain: the
idea that the fleeting prosperity of Ireland was caused by thegnd Acts 1870-1909.

Grattan parliament is not true According to Connolly, the Land Act®pened a way for
It was an idea propagated by Redmond and the IPP. fundamental reorganisation of the social life of the community’.
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Lenin was less naive than to think that; for him reforms were Marxist approaches to the writing of Irish history
useless: without revolution the ruling class kept its privileged
place.
Chapter 4 leaps back_ln time to the Gaels, in ord_erto examine  |noduction: making history and writing history
the succession of the different modes of production: primitive Definition of the topic of the thesis, and its point
communism, feudalism, the conquest, and the beginnings ofHistory as such: intellectual origins of Marxist history writing on
capitalism until 1798. "e'ah”_dk " A . _ "
Without James Connolly the theme of primitive communism EOt. ink with Marx, to be or to appear Marxist: questions and issues
. L . . . efinition of revisionism in Irish history writing: an effort to
in Ireland would not exist in Marxist history writing on Ireland.  yercome the division between unionists and nationalists.
Connolly situated his own work within the Gaelic renewal, as we
saw above. Ravel thinks that Connolly read Engels on the earlyart one: History Writing in | ﬁland in all its forms put in
history of Ireland. For Connolly the Irish clan systéamas context. Mid 19" century- 2005
founded upon common property and democratic social organisg, . . . Chapter 1 . o
s, . S . . arxism and Irish nationalism: a century of history writing
tion’ and this form of primitive community survived longer and “flowing together
with greater vitality than anywhere else in Europe. The IrishQuotes from Marx and Connolly
having known a certain democratic Golden Age, have nevér The Texts or a national question connecting to the Marxist theory

assimilated feudalism and capitalism. England and Iréfeeid ~ ©f class: Marx & Engels, Connolly and Lenin

Table of contents

fundamentally different ideas on the vital question of property in }éevolu'\t/ilc?rrm)'(' Engels, the Irish national cause and the idea of
land.” Connolly was influenced in that by Lewis Henry Morgan 5. The naturalised Marxism of James Connolly
(himself admired by Marx and Engels) and by Alice Stopford 3. The Irish question, imperialism and Marxist-Leninist theory

Green. Hisvisionisidyllic, butfalse. This Golden Age is a mythll Between loyalty to the USSR and a conception of an Irish nation
Today’s historians agree that Celtic Ireland never existed. Latéfat is one but wrongly divided 1918/21-1968

Marxists stress that Connolly’s point was to make a contrast with ;'0Iitical'iig;ggf?ﬁfg'?;: rfgr an international new deal and a new
Britain and thus to attack Britain by putting forward certain ~ 3y Fajse ideas of Labour on bolshevism and the way to the first

values and a critique of individualism. Irish communist party 1917-1921

The conquests. b) Ireland (1922) by the&renegade’ Kautsky

Connolly is polemical rather than didactic when dealingwith ¢ Unhappy attempts to graft communism into Ireland and
absence of historical interpretations of any value

this topic, indignation is the dominant factor. 2. Communist writing in the 20s and 30s: the weight of
For Connolly the defeat of the rebellion of 1641 meant the end international turbulence

of Irish civilisation; the Confederation of Kilkenny was defeated a) The 30s, the Komintern recuperates the movement and the first

because of its hybrid composition, a mixture of clan chiefs and ‘true’ Marxist Leninist party of Ireland. _
Anglo-Irish nobles Elinor Burns, Gerhart Eisler, Ralph Fox, Brian O'Neill,

- . T.A.Jackson,
The Williamite Conquest._ 3. The 50s and 60s history writing: calm before the storm?
Connolly was not a Jacobite; James |l represented the oldErich Strauss, C. Desmond Greaves, Raymond Crotty,
aristocratic ruling class and William of Orange represented the Chapter 2

bourgeoisie allied to Parliament, and their clash had no appreci-Troubles’, crises, revision, pluralistic profusion and reflux;
able consequence fo the rdinary people. They Wesdorces  Manisi and the exploding of story writing orthodory
of two English political parties fighting for the possession of the evision 1969-1979
powers of government’. The so-called Patriot Parliamentwasin a) The turning point of 1969.
reality, like every other parliamentthat ever satin Dublin, merely ~ Michael Farrell, People’s Democracy, B. Devlin, BICO, D. R.
a collection of land thieves and their lackeys. Sycogﬂfr Lysi%,:t ol ibertarians interoretation

Connplly’s views are valid, according to, Ravel; furthermore, .J)ean-Pie(il(’eec(?arlaseso,aArI1d(-:¢‘3rs"j1 Ii’:a:)silru;)e, FS).eV?aLOer Straeten & Ph.
he consistently endeavoured not to take sitiése unfortunate Daufouy
tenantry of Ireland, whether Catholic or Protestant, were enlight- ¢) The BICO
ened upon how little difference the war had made to their position d)  Bob Purdie and C.D. Greaves: a Trotskyite version, the
as a subject class’. His objective was to build bridges between2 Cm”}‘;}?\}\/;gﬁfgf theanti-imperialist interpretation and the
Catholic and Protest.ant wor!<er§ of his tllm(.e. dissonance of theStalinists’

Connolly broke with Marxism in not wishing for the develop- a) The Communists
ment of capitalism in Ireland as a necessary evil for the develop- C.D. Greaves, M. O'Riordan, Sean O’Casey
ment of a working class as a vehicle of a socialist revolution; he b)  The Trotskyites

did not believe in an independent capitalist Ireland. gam?hne'\g?;%n;’s %(fe?:eregégl’ Roger Faligot
. . . . ni
Creation of secret societies in 1740. 3. New generation, new question, new means; Marxist academ-
Connolly approve_d of the Steelboys of Ulster ics; Maurice Goldring, Conor Cruise O’Brien, the New Left, Tom
The Grattan Parliament Nairn,P. Gibbon, P. Bew, H. Patterson, B. Probert, A. Morgan

The Patriots were not really defending the poor but only usinlj Between unsurpassed militant horizons and dilution in academic
them. Grattan wathe ideal capitalist statesman; ... he cared©Search 1980-2005
for the interest of property than for human rights or for the 5’ Theendofanera
more tor Ot property g 2. The Trotskyite continuity
supremacy of any religion’. a) The 80s
Chapter 5. The incomplete revolution. Mike Milotte N o
Connolly’s destiny marked the failure of socialismin Ireland, ~ )  Trotskyite history writing after the fall of communism, in the

. . . o S period of the peace process
but his personality and his writings had a determining influence =< "\, Group, Peter Hadden, Ted Grant, Kieran Allen

on the_'-?ft in |r_e|and- - 3. Marxism at university: Trojan horse or element soluble in the
This is a brief summary of Ravel's exposition of Connolly. system?

The rest of the dissertation contains many more mentions of
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PART Il Marxist Historiography of Ireland from the
Clans to the Republic
Chapter 3:
The founding theme of historiography; the union to the
British Crown (1801-1921)
I. The controversy around the Act of Union

1. The cause of the Union according to Marxist historiography
a) Marx and Connolly: two contrary interpretations
b)  Marxists for the traditional nationalist position [on Grattan]
c) Posterity of the Connolly relativist position

2 Evaluation of the effect of the Union on the economic and

political levels
a) Incidence on the economy of the island
b)  Understanding O’Connell and the first mass mobilisation of
catholic nationalism through the notion of class
Il Irish starvelings, accursed victims of economic upheavals
1. Telling the story of the horror, the burden of history and what
is at stake here
2. The causes of the human disaster; the fellow travellers of
nationalist history writing and the precursors of its revision, Louis
Cullen and Raymond Crotty
3. Aftermath of the famine
Il Agrarian struggles, national question

1. Undisciplined movements 1848-1867
a) Young Ireland
b)  Terrorist agrarian movements
c) The Fenians
2. The Home Rule movement for self-determination and the

land question 1870-1903
a) The time reference of the king without a crown: Parnell,
discipline, masses in movement
b)  How Britain dealt with the crisis: Land Laws 1870-1909
Chapter 4
Modes of Production and Class Struggles in the Green Eire
from the Gaelic Clans to the United Irishmen
| ‘Primitive communism’ and feudalism
1. Use of the historiographic term ‘girimitive communism’
2. Colonisation, survival of the clans and feudalism
Il Colonial imprint, insinuation of capitalism in the feudal frame-
work and religious dissensions
1. Revolts, wars and new British conquest in thid téntury.
2.
Catholic and Protestants in the”i%entury
3. The economic subjection of Ireland and Crown policy
4. Instances of resistance amsdcial revolts’ of the 18 century
Il nationalism, separatism and attempt of bourgeois revolution:
upheavals of the end of thellg
1. Grattan’s Parliament and the Volunteers
2. Rising of the United Irishmen
Chapter 5
The Unfinished Irish Revolution : National Revolution,
Connolly and the Regime of the South
| Thinking the national revolution
1. The state of political forces at he beginning of thi® 20
century: class analysis and imperialism

2. An age of war and revolution
a) The Easter rising
b) The march towards independence
c) The civil war as revealing the class structure of the national

movement?
Il James Connolly object of history

1. The political and intellectual journey of a Marxist of the time
of the Second Internationale

2. Controversies on history writing about the years 1914-16
3. After Connolly; his memory in history writing

11l From the Free State to the Republic of Ireland

1. The setting up and viability of the regime 1921/23-1932
2. The Thirties
3. The economic new deal and the contemporary Republic
Part Three
The Protestant Minority and Northern Ireland
Chapter 6

From a quasi blind spot to re-evaluation: the question of the
Protestant particularism jn Ulster
| The origins of Ulster particularism (17-19century)
1. The implantation of a population and the Catholic population:
17" and 18" centuries

a) The Ulsterplantation’ and the present tense of the Marxist
writers
b) The Ulster Custom
c) Unequal development and communal tensions
2. Weak movements towards independence at the end of the
18th century in Ulster
a) The market and national sentiment
b) The attempted bourgeois revolution, the United Irishmen and
the Orange Order

3. Ulster during the first phase of the Union (1801-1886)
a) The turning point of the Union
b) The different developments of the economy in Ireland and

Ulster integrated into the British economy
Il Divide and Rule?: the Home Rule crisis and the way to Partition
(1886-1912)
1. Home Rule as a threat to capitalism, crystallisation of
religious differences
a) Home Rule: what threats for which categories
of the population?
b) Exacerbation of religious tensions
2. The key role of Protestant workers and the interclass unionist
alliance
Chapter 7
Northern Ireland: imperialism, state apparatus an class
struggles, communal conflicts
| The Northern Irish state
1. The genesis and foundation of the Northern Irish regime
(1912-beginning of the twenties)

2. The foundation stone of a inter-class segregationist regime
a) A‘sectarian’ and segregated political system
b)  The functioning of the State apparatus
c) Social contestations and oppositions

Il the ‘Troubles’: a revolutionary situation?

1. New contradictions as origins of thEroubles’
2. From thée Troubles’ to the present solution
a) The radicalisation of tensions (1968-1974)
b) Political crystallisation, fall of the State, the Sunningdale
agreement
c) Evolution

Conclusion
A nightmare undone?
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Tonight with Vincent Browne: WW1 Commemorations
TV3— Thursday 6 November 2009

with Eunan O’Halpin, Frank Callanan, Pat Walsh and Sean Murphy

Should we be wearing the poppy to commemorate the Iriskhd privately so, but should it be a state occasion? | see a great
who died in the First World War? Or were the people wh@ontradiction in it being a state occasion when the state originated

encouraged them to die no better than war criminals? Trinity, the 1916 Proclamation which talked about our gallant allies in
College Historian Eunan O’Halpin, Barrister and Historian Franlcrope who were effectively the Germans.

Legion join Vincent. . PW. That was the view of Pearse and Connolly.

VB. Next Sunday is Remembrance Sunday; in the words of /g That was a fiction.
the British Legion, to remember those who have given their lives pyy. |t wasn't.
for the peace and freedom we enjoy today. Today we discuss yB, Of course it was a fiction; they did nothing except send
whether the commemoration is appropriate since it is argued Byfe\ guns in a boat with Roger Casement and nothing else.
many that those who died in the First World War died not for the pw . |t's been written out of history that Connolly described
freedom and peace we enjoy today butin the cause of the impefigé German state as virtually a socialist state and he welcomed the

ambitions of the major European powers of the time. idea that Ireland might become an independent country
Pat Walsh, author of several books about the First World War, g That's another fiction

which have been critical of participation by Irish people in that  o'Halpin what do you think?

war. O'H. We are already very confused and we've barely begun.
Pat Walsh, should the First World War be commemorateRemembrance Sunday isn't a state occasion, it's in a sense a
should the memory of those who died in the First World War bgyjyate occasion; many people welcome the fact that the poppy
commemorated? has reappeared on Irish streets because part of the widespread
Pat Walsh. Well, I think we should consider why it wasn'tacceptance of the peace process, of the legitimacy of different
commemorated for many years; | think the reason for thatis thafinds of memory in Ireland; | take issue with Pat on several
after the war, Ireland saw itself as having participated in Boints; for instance after independence it's not the case that the
shameful act, and that it was conned into fighting a war for sma§oppy simply disappeared; the commemorations may have been
nations and ultimately it was a war for imperialist expansionisiiyore discreet, but at Trinity college in 1924 there were 74 000
and | think Ireland really felt a lot of shame about this and reallyeople in College Green to mark Armistice day and so on; the

decided to forget the Great War dangerisif you look at the detailed record of November 11 in Irish
. VB. Whatis the evidence that Ireland felt a lot of shame abo‘r'ﬁemory it is more complex, it is more visible, it may be less in
this? your face perhaps.
PW. Well, they retreated from the imperial trappings that g Should we commemorate?
were associated with militarism. O’H. In the 20s and 30s it certainly didn’t go away and
VB. That's a different point; what is the evidence that Irelanqomrary to what people suggest it wasn’t considered by the state
felt shame? to be particularly hostile or illegitimate and so on.

~ PW. We canlook at the histories, the war against Turkey for The British Legion was allowed to march; don't forget, so
instance is almost completely forgotten; nobody bothered tgany thousands of Irishmen did die, the idea that they should be

write a history of it; large parts of the Great War were forgottegjmply written off because they'd gone to serve a cause which one
about; they were seen as a thing that an independent Irelagghy think may have been wrong.

should not have considered participating in. VB. What is a right one?

VB. But Ireland wasn’t independent at the time. O'H. Ifyou are trying to turn Redmond into Karadzic you are
PW. No, it wasn'tindependent; but the state that came aft@htjrely mistaken; the terminology of war criminal was used by
that, the Free State, and the republican element within the Frggs producer before we came on; Redmond was in a very difficult
State obviously distanced themselves, and the historians t'"p%sition in 1914; on the one hand he believed in Empire and he
grew up around that, historians of independent Ireland for twentyanted to demonstrate the loyalty of Ireland to the Empire; he
or thirty years decided that this was an act, a massive act @hnted to demonstrate that potentially Home Rule Ireland
political vandalism that was best forgotten. wouldn't jeopardise the security of the British Isles and to show
VB. For the people who took part from all parts of Irelandinat nationalists just like unionists could be loyal.

they behaved in many instances very courageously, risked their yvg_ gyt loyal to what? The people he encouraged to give
lives and then gave their lives for a cause that they believed in@kir lives, what were they giving their lives for?

the time, or were led to believe in at the time; now shouldntthat o'H. Among other things A) as they saw it the qualified

be commemorated? freedom of Ireland; and B) the defence of Ireland and the British
PW. Now thatis certainly correct these men were courageoy§es against what they saw as a hostile aggressive force that was

but the Irish state was essentially founded in opposition to thgyerating in Europe.

power that encouraged these people to join up and to join B, There was no aggression against the British Isles.

Redmond as the recruiter of these people, so it would have beeng'H, we are talking about a different war then; I'm talking

a vast contradiction for republican Ireland about the First World War.

VB. | asked you, should it be commemorated? VB. Yes, at the beginning of the war there was no aggression
PW. Of courseitshould be commemorated by those involved,
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against the British Isles. I would have been totally anti-Redmond but | think, as we mature

O'H. B(_acguse the Ger_mans hadn’t got there right. _ and learn a bit more and consider his point of view, that
'VB. Britain engaged in the war not for the protection of  Redmond did what he saw to be right. Nationalist Ireland felt
Britain but for the protection of British imperial interests. at that time that their involvement in the war would lead to Home

O’H. Why did they go to war in Europe then? Itis a Europeamrule. If the war had finished before 1916 we would have had
war initially and primarily, not an imperial war; Germany doesHome Rule.
not present and never intended to present an enormous colonialVB. Should we commemorate; people were duped and we
threat, notwithstanding the early 1900s and so on, the Kaisghould attach odium to the memory of the people who duped
wanting his place in the sun; that's not what the war was abouhem.

It was the balar_me of power in Europe _ Sean Murphy. But they weren't duped.

VB. That's right, the balance of power in Europe had nothing VB. But they were told about peace and freedom, and
to do with the freedom of Ireland. Catholic Belgium ...

O’Halpin. Irish national sensibilities... to some extent it was
about little Catholic Belgium and so on. SM. That was the press of the day and you represent the press

VB. Yes, it's nothing to do with balance of power in Europe;¢ today giving a message.
little Catholic Belgium was a really vicious nasty state whichhad The man who came from my background wasn't duped, he
done appalling things in the Congo for instance. joined for a shilling a day ... Redmond, God love him, did not
O'H. It certainly had. foresee the slaughter, ...the poor bloody infantryman is required

VB. And the idea of Irish people going to war in defence o numpers to win a war (as today in Afghanistan) and given that
a state that had committed such atrocities and war crimes in thg is willing to do that he should be honoured ...

Congo is absurd, isn't it?

O'H. John Redmond believed, ultimately hoped that Home O’H. There is also a tradition; there is a strong Irish tradition

r})fjoining the armed forces, particularly for fit young men partly
?%ilitarised already, with the rival volunteers groups in Ireland
before the war,; there was a large element of young men joining
%Because their mates were joining and there was a war on. Not for
any higher patriotic motives; Tom Barry for example, the legen-
r2)gary guerrilla leader; he was fighting in Mesopotamia; lots of
"Riluential IRA figures even on the anti-Treaty side got their first
military experience in the British army.

VB. But the portrayal of that war as somehow heroic is a
vesty of the reality.

state, in other words he believed in the Empire; we don’t have
say he was right.

VB. Frank, Redmond said it was Ireland’s duty to go as far
the firing line extends in defence of right and of religion.

Wasn'tthat outrageous, essentially the war was about nothi
and Redmond was encouraging people to give their lives for
cause; there was no cause?

Frank Callanan. Times were different, it is very difficult to
recreate, though Eunan made a good fist of it, the sense t?!;\
responsibility that there was, of piety, the identification with
small European nations. In retrospect we'd be a litle more | _ _ . ,
sceptical about it; in our own times there have been terrible ©Halpin. You show me a war that is heroic where? | don't
mistakes about wars; the horror of war that is so prevalent in offf\®" What you expect, when somebody gets shot, that they get
own time goes back to the first world war; precisely because of'°t cleanly? That they don'tget eviscerated? All wars for those
the horror of WW1, the scale of the slaughter is such that people’d'© are doing the killing and are killed are horrific and they are

thinking about war has changed. ghastly. .
| have a certain difficulty with Redmond’s position, which is VB. You can argue that for some wars there is an element of

a limited one. heroism in them but this was not a part of WW1.

The Irish Parliamentary Party had got into a somewhat false S(?m? wars are fought forJUStﬁalf)seS; this wasn’tone ?}f th(:]m.
position; one area of rhetoric that | find quite unsettling, whichis © Halpin. How can you say that? How can you say that the

the argument that nationalist Ireland had to match loyalist uniorﬁjhea;h Ofr? s?ldlerlg_n ther:Neds_tern l;ron,t IkS more of l_eTS heroic than
ist Ireland in the number of people it sent to the front ultimatel'€ death of a soldier who dies, I don’t know, at Little Big Horn

. . . ?
in terms of casualties; that was a hopeless position for Redmoff anyr\]/vhere elf]e g _ > Wh he
politically to have got into and, if there is a single issue which What was the just war in1939? What was the just cause on

marks how far Redmond had travelled from his original Parnellism- 552 - Why did Britain go to war in 1939 To defend Poland's
it's that. frontier? What happened on ti'(!:?eptemberwhen Poland’s other

VB. Redmond is still commemorated by sections of fOIfrontier got attacked by the Soviet Union? What is a just war?

example John Bruton when he was Taoiseach had a painting or ¥B- Why are you asking me? - _
photograph of Redmond in his office but this was a man respon- ©H- You seemtoknow everything; | thoughtyou might able
sible for the slaughter of tens of thousands of Irish people with his’ * , , ,
encouragement to join this meaningless awful pointless war.  VB: You'Te a professor aren't you? It's professors know
FC. We have a different set of values today; people wer@eything ... _ ,
much more prepared to go to war; the idea that you could_o H. That Vincent Browne knows everything, that’s the one
persuade people to go war today is absurd; it would not 89 Professors know. _
successful: people’s mind set was different; and we have the VB. s You resort to sneers rather than argument; it says
wisdom of hindsight: nobody believed the war was going to lasSCMething about the quality of your arguments.
VB. And Redmond continued to advocate people joining this

war long after it became apparent that it wasn't going to be a short Pat Walsh. 1 think the important thing about this war is that
war. itis so catastrophic; we live with the results of it today; the vapour

Sean, what do you make of this? trails that went across the Atlantic on 9/11 they come from the
Sean Murphy. When | was young and I read the Irish pres&irst World War, that's where they stem from, the destruction of
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the Moslem state, the Ottoman Empire etc etc, that's where thélying they feared it would be. This joining together on the
originate; the other thing is, just on Eunan’s point there, | thinkattlefield contributed in a small way to the peace we have today
what's very different about this war is that Redmond is the prim@g Northern Ireland.
minister in waiting of Ireland, he’s looking for an Irish armyand  VB. Remembrance Sunday is also the anniversary of the
essentially this is the first time in Irish history where Ireland isappalling slaughter in Enniskillen on Remembrance Sunday in
doing something international and people are being recruited a987 when 11 people were murdered at the Cenotaph; | suppose
Irishmen as part of an Irish nation, albeit within the British armythat’s another reason why we should be respectful of the com-
and that makes it significantly different from the economicmemorations that happen; what do you think Pat?
conscription that happened in the years gone by, the battle of Pat. | don't think there is any question of being disrespectful
Waterloo and stuff like that; this is a marker for the future ofo unionists commemorating the Great War, they’ve always done
Ireland, Home Rule Ireland, a junior partner in the imperiako; | think what's emerged in recent years is a completely
project right across the world and the important distinction herdifferent thing; it's emerged within nationalist Ireland and it's
is that Redmond and the Parliamentary Party during the Boer wpart of a project that is trying to rehabilitate British militarism in
were on the side of the underdog as they were in Africa and othieeland; that is summed up in the book that RTE released last year,
imperial projects but this new redmondism meant that they wergalledOur War. It was commissioned by RTE and took owner-
going to be junior partners in imperialism ; this is what marks ithip of the WW1 for Ireland and that's definitely a development,
out from previous Irish participations. a strange development and it's a completely different thing from
respecting unionists and nationalists commemorating former
Frank Callanan. The First World War changes the way weelatives or whatever in their ceremonies; there is a political
think about war; everybody would be deeply intolerant of theroject that is attached to this and that is the problem with the
level of casualties that arose out of the deadlock ... westemtole issue.
democracies because of the First World War will not tolerate high

level of casualties. O’Halpin. Can | just say on that
O'H. What you get as an alternative is the mass killing of | remember talking to Tod Andrews who is an anti-Treaty
civilians, is that any better? Republican and so on, my grand-parents and so on; he mentioned

Vincent Browne. Professor O’Halpin said at the outset of hign his memoirs, in the early sixties he had been very keen on the
remarks that it was a private occasion; but itisn’t; you have Margroject of building a bridge between Ireland Bridge and Phoenix
MacAleese going to St Patrick’s cathedral on Sunday, you haweark, precisely to incorporate the Ulster dead and the nationalist
the Taoiseach probably there, the Irish state is very much intead in the wider theme of commemoration if you like of 1916
volved in the commemoration of this war and should we band so on and | don’t think you can call Tod Andrews some sort
commemorating this as something that was in anyway noble# lily livered neo conservative pro British or pro empire type
Rather than remembering it as a crime against humanity? Thofigure; his view and that of many including my republican grand-
who encouraged people to join should be remembered witharents was that both the unionists and the nationalists who died
contempt. in WW1 of course deserved to be remembered; it's a different

thing from arguing that the cause for which they fought was in

Sean Murphy. We are all horrified by what happened in théact the one they thought it was or that the outcome was the one
war but we are not commemorating a war, but individuals; wavhich they felt had been promised to them. But the idea that you
take pride in the Wild Geese ... should ignore them or dishonour their sacrifice O Many IRA

men, of course, were ex-service men; Tom Barry in 1919 was

VB. These poor people were encouraged to give their lives fGVEISeas ... o _
nothing; the war should be remembered as something awful that VB- My question is not about attitudes then but about
happened in Irish history. attitudes now. Should we celebrate? Something to be remem-
O’Halpin. Redmond was hoping for an improved version off€réd with pride or with outrage? .
Home Rule as a result of Irish involvement, rather than the Frank Callanan. Celebrations are fairly sombre here; perhaps

uncertain and diluted version that was offered at the time. ~ YOU can make an argument that in Britain they are shot through
with triumphalistic overtones, something | have never perceived

VB. (to Pat Walsh) Another dimension of the commemora-here; suppt_)r_t for Redmond did not collapsg unt!l after post 1916,
fter the Rising. There was no huge nationalist outrage about

tion is an acknowledgment that there are other traditions in th : L : . .

country who have other memories and the acknowledgment dmond’s pos_ltlon in the war at the t!me, outside a.f"’?'”y sr_nall

the validity of these other memories is an important aspect oftjleafscem repub!lcan movement, outside Arthur Griffith, Sinn

reconciliation of the island as a whole; doesn’t this argume ein. a small Irish left, .
Sean Murphy. Contrary to what Pat says, commemorations

carry some force? ted in the 1920
Pat. Of course it does, but the way that John Redmond sa\/ﬂf’lr edin the S: . . o
Ireland Bridge memorial gardens, the finest memorial site in

was, that there was going to be a mutual blood sacrifice g ; g s
doing ?ese Islands built by ex-soldiers of the British army and the Free

nationalist and unionist on the western front to create a unite ot Th 't ting Britain: and th h
Ireland, and that is a different thing from the current peac ate army. €y weren't supporting britain, an 0s€ Who

processthatdoesn’tinvolve the killing of Germans or Turks to geetngage n c_qmmemoratwe services today do not commemorate
Home Rule, and to unite Ireland, which I find an obnoxiousanythlng British.
project.

Sean Murphy. At the time our northern brethren showed no
interest in a united Ireland; Redmond saw that nationalist Irelarfid€ad Ireland's Great War on Turkey 1914-1694
joining the North in the war would persuade the unionists thad?at Walsh;Athol Books, 2009.

throwing in their lot with southern Ireland would not be the bad
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Interview with the Israeli ambassador to London, Ron Prosser, on Radio 4'Joday’
Programme. July 24, 20009.

[The item was introduced by reminding listeners that thef disagreement and most people see this as an obstacle to
Israeli ambassador to France has been carpeted yesterday algpagress.
the continuing building of settlements in East Jerusalem. The P: | feel that that this something the world must get used to,
same had happened with the Israeli ambassador in Washingtibre fact that Jerusalem is the capital, the only capital of the Jewish

last week.] people, it is not and never was a capital of any Arab country nor
R4: Ambassador, have you been talked to by the Foreigmill it ever be. | was at Camp David [2000] when Ehud Barak

Office here about this matter? put a lot on the table. But it was not taken up. | don’t recall any
P: Always and we have constant talks all the time Arab compromises made to their public. Yes Jerusalem is a
R4: What have they said about the settlements in East Jerushfferent story, yes, this is disputed and we have a good reason.

lem specifically? R4: If we had a Palestinian talking he would say with equal

P: Like everyone else they pass some judgement about that lmanviction that Jerusalem will be the capital of a future Palestin-
it is important for you to know that Jerusalem from an Israelian state and that it has enormous importance in Islam just as in
perspective is completely different both on the legal side, and aludaism.
everything else; Jerusalem is the Eternal Capital of the Jewish P: | am sure they would say that but we look at it historically.
people, for 4 000 years and it will stay the Eternal Capital. Jewderusalem was and is the Eternal capital of the Jewish people,
live and will stay in the capital there, others are allowed to livanever a capital in the Arab world. After Mecca and Medina
there and in the final talks the status will be on the table. maybe it comes out third and may be relevant.

R4: But you heard what Obama said in Cairo: “The United R4: Mr Prosser, you know you are being dismissive in a way
States does not accept the legitimacy of continued Israeli settlérat is offensive to what is important to many Moslems.
ments. This construction violates previous agreements and under- P: Oh it is true, it must be repeated and if you say Israel must
mines efforts to achieve peace. It is time for these settlementslgave Jerusalem, this is our capital, this is the heart of the Jewish
stop.” He was clear and unambiguous, no ifs and buts anmkople; you can continue and say what you will but if compro-
Jerusalem was no different. mise means Israel completely to leave the Holy Land and the

P: He also talked about the bond between the US and Israepital of the Jewish people then we have a problem.
being unbreakable which has many foundations. We don’t see R4: Nobody is saying that.

Jerusalem as a settlement. P: | feel what is essential, when we are making progress and

R4: But everyone else does—that is the trouble in the growing economy in the West Bank, whose assets have

P: That's the trouble but the trouble also is, when was the laseen 7% growth in the past year. Probably the only bank whose
time anyone in the region articulated anything that would be doressets have grown in the past year......
towards a compromise. What are they willing to do? R4: We must leave it there....

R4: Thatis part of the broader argument; this is a specific point
which the US has made regarding settlements in East JerusalemBOOKS (Continued from p.15)

P: There is an important difference, Jerusalem was the capitat

of the Jewish people when certain capitals including London Wer![%éegcr)%?fced in this book, along with the version submitted to

still a swamp. It is the capital and will stay the capital. Every Jew The second main witness was Gibbons, whose prevaricating

and every Israeli will have the right to live in our eternal capital of . :
L . . performance in the witness box appalled all those eager to see
Jerusalem, it is and will always stay the Eternal capital.

R4- Havina the riaht to live is not the same as buildin convictions, including the British Ambassador to Dublin.
) 9 9 . (?r On the evidence placed before the Court, it was impossible to
by international iudaements Ponvict and the jury didn’t. But interested parties immediately
y ) onarjucg L - %tarted to undermine that verdict and have continued to do so.
P: Well, it is not by our judgement and the specific case talke JJsing newspaper reports, this book provides an account of
aboutin Jerusalem, the present problem centres on the Sheph%re Court case and sets it in the context of released official
Hotel which has been in Jewish hands since 1985, this is privattﬁ%cuments—man of them Ton Secret—from both Irish and
property. Yes, there is a dispute about that. What | am sayingés y P

; itish Archives. It allows the principals to speak for themselves.
that a lot of progress is to be seen by the Netanyahu governmen - . .
. . The Arms Crisis cannot be understood without knowing what
both in access and movements, and settlements, taking down

checkpoints, lessened from 41 to 14, this is important and peopléflepened inthe Arms Trial—and thatis what this book is about.

should listen to that. Also a pamphlet:

R4: People do listen but it cannot detract from the fact that
what happens in Jerusalem is so important in terms of a long teThe Arms Crisis: What Was It About?
settlement and that what is happening runs in direct contradiction by Angela Clifford
to what the US and everyone else wants to happen. Athol Books 2009

P: Now we will focus on how to move forward and have the
Arab world made something tangible on their behalf and | have
never seen what their vision is.

| have never heard Mahmoud Abbas say what they propose.

R4: Forgive me but you are escaping from focussing on this https://www.atholbooks-sales.org
particular issue which you must accept is important and is an area
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United Nations Deliberations on the Question of Palestine - The Khazars

[At the meeting of 18 October Mr Husseini of the Arab ‘Koestler was not certain, in the 1970s, whether the non-Ashkenazi
Higher Committee raised the question of the Khazar origin of the Jews were descendants of the Judeans, and if the Khazar conversion
Jews of Eastern Europe; he said thtze Jews of Eastern Europe, was an exception in Jewish history. Nor did he understand that his
the Ashkenazim, had no ethnic connection with Israel nor, battle against anti-Semitic racism might deal a mortal blow to
consequently, with Palestine; they were of Khazar origin. Yet Zionism's principal imaginary. Or rather, he did and did not under-
they were largely responsible for the existence of the Zionist Stand. and naively assumed that if he declared an unambiguous

movement.' Mr Husseini quoted from the Jewish Encyclopaedia political position at the end of the book, he would be exonerated:
on this topi.c [quotation fromThe Thirteenth Trilde

‘lam aware of the danger that it may be maliciously misinterpreted

o ) as a denial of the State of Israel’s right to exist. But that right is not
The matter was not an obscure detail in the history of the Jews pased on the hypothetical origins of the Jewish people, nor on the

but had been part of historical research especially in Russia/the mythological covenant of Abraham with God; it is based on interna-
Soviet Union and among Jewish historians. tional law-i.e., on the United Nations’ decision in 1947 ...Whatever
According to the 2007 edition of Encyclopaedia Judaica the Israeli citizens’ racial origins, and whatever illusions they enter-
(Macmillan Reference, USA, (Thomson/Gale) Keter Publishing tain about them, their Stat_e exidisjureandde factoand cannot be
House, the Khazars were a national group of general Turkic type, undone, except by genocide.’
independent and sovereign in Eastern Europe frontthe the But we have seen that the arguments put forward at the United
10th century. During part of this time the leading KhazardNations Deliberations of 1947 included the claim of areturn to the
professed Judaism. They were originally nomadic, and may hagéiginal land. We have seen that the Balfour Declaration of 1917
belonged to the empire of the Huns. Their precise racial affinitie@ly mentioned the establishment AfJewish National Home’
are not readily defined. Their conversion to Judaism may haJe Palestine but that, by the time of the Mandate after WW1, the
occurred towards 740 CE. Their territory was around the Caspid¥Prding had changed tdhe Jewish National Home’. Shlomo
Sea. They had little or no contact with the central Jewisfand says: _
organisation in Iragq. One mark of their influence is to be found ~_ “ it was no use. In the 1970s Israel was caught up in the
in early Russian legal codes which contain traces of Mosaic and momentum of territorial expansion, and without the Old Testamentin
Talmudic legislation. The entry conclud&Ehere seems to be a its hand and theexile of the Jewish people’ in its memory it would
iderabl .t f evid ttesti ’ h fi d have had no justification for annexing Arab Jerusalem and establish-
COHSI. erable amount or evidence attesting e, continue ,pres'ing settlements in the West Bank, the Gaza Strip, the Golan Heights,
ence in Eurgpe o_f d(_e_scendants of the Khazars.” The question of ;.4 even the Sinai Peninsula.’ (p. 240)
their numerical significance is left open.

Jonathan Wittenberg, rabbi of the New North London Syna-

Shlomo Sand iffhe Invention of the Jewish Peoffi]nglish  goque, writes in his review Fhe Invention of the Jewish People
translation 2009) points out that the question of the significancerhe Guardian, 9.1.10) that

of the Khazars should be investigated further with archaeological  ‘sand’s key thesis that the bulk of modern eastern European Jewry
research in particular, but that, for political reasons, no one at the owes its origins to the converted kingdom of the Khazars, has been
moment is interested in furthering that research. He deals with widely debated, and rejected, especially in the wake of Arthur
that topic in his chapter entitled significarftRealms of Silence'. Koestler's famous book on the subject.’
There was research by Jewish scholars in the nineteenth century But as we have seen, the thesis has not been rejected, itis still
on the Khazars, and in the Soviet Union and Israel up to the195®ging studied and needing further research . The reviewer
Since 1951 no work on that topic has appeared in Hebrew. Tigentinues:
Soviet Union also played down the role of the Khazars in the ‘Sand’s allegation that this whole episode was hushed up because
history of Russia. But until the 1960s, the idea that it vitiated the Zionist notion of Jewish ethnobiological continuity,
‘the majority of the Yiddish people did not originate in Germany Cannot be maintained.”
but in the Caucasus, the Volga steppes, the Black Sea and the Slave Why can't it? Wittenberg also writes in the next paragraph
countries was an acceptable assumption, caused no shock, and Wzt Sand examines Jewish histtagmost without reference to
not considered anti-Semitic, as it was after the early 1970s.’ p. 24&s religious life and literature’. But Sand ends fiRgalms of
Arthur Koestler wrot& he Thirteenth Tribam 1976 aboutthe Silence’ chapter on the Khazars with the words:
Khazars. Sand quotes from that book: ‘... the further we move from religious norms and the more we
‘The large majority of surviving Jews in the world is of Eastern focus our research on diverse daily practices, the more we discover
European — and thus perhaps mainly of Khazar- origin. If so, this that there never was a secular ethnographic common denominator
would mean that their ancestors came not from the Jordan but from between the Jewish believers in Asia, Africa and Europe. World
the Volga, not from Canaan but from the Caucasus, once believed to Jewry had always been a major religious culture.” P. 248
be the cradle of the Aryan race; and that genetically they are more In other words, what connects Jews historically is religion.
closely related to the Hun, Uigur and Magyar tribes than to the sed@ar from ignoring the religious life of the Jews, Sand gives it a
of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob. Should this turn outto be the case, thefhtral place.]
the ternfanti-Semitism’ would become void of meaning, based on a Cathy Winch
misapprehension shared by both the killers and their victims. The
story of the Khazar Empire, as it slowly emerges from the past, begins
to look like the most cruel hoax which history has ever perpetrated.’
Shlomo Sand writes:
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United Nations. Official Records Of The Second Session Of The General Assembly On
the Question of Palestine. [Part Il]

Summary Records Of Meeting5 September to 25 November 1947.
Ad Hoc Committee On The Palestinian Question

Chairman: H.M. Evatt (Australian Minister for External Affairs

Vice Chairman: Prince Subha Svasti Svastivat (Siam)

Rapporteur: Thor Thors (Iceland)

57 Countries Represented

[There were 10 UK representatives: Arthur Creech-Jones; Hector McNeil; Hartley Shawcross; Alexander
Cadogan; H.M.G. Jebb; J.M. Martin; Harold Beeley; D.C. McGillivray; H.T. Moran Man; V.G. Lawford]

[The previous issue of Irish Foreign Affairs reproducedwithout having participated in that war, were resisting the claim
extended extracts from meetings upto 17 October 1947. Here a/ethe Jewish people for a place in the family of nations by

extracts from the final meetings.] invoking the Charter.

Mr. Shertok invoked the Preamble and purposes of the Char-
Jewish Agency Statement NIr. Shertok) 17 ter in support of his contention that there was no effective way of
October 1947 saving succeeding Jewish generations from extermination and

The Jewish Agency was a body representing Jews throughdime sorrow of homelessness except by the establishment of a
the world who were organised to defend the interests of théewish State in Palestine. The Jews of Palestine had become a
Jewish people as a whole in regard to Palestine... nation, deserving the same rights and the same self-determination

[There was a disparity in statwss a visthe Arab Higher as other peoples.

Committee, since there were also delegations from Arab States.] With regard to the Arab denial that the Jews were a people or

First, Palestine was the only country in which the Jewisfthat they had any valid connexion with Palestine, it was true that
people could hope to attain a secure home and a national stakigtorical associations alone could not decide a burning political
equal with that of other independent nations; secondly, that thesue. It was rather the organic facts of history which counted.
Arabs of Palestine were not a people in themselves, but a fractidhe Jewish people had been born in Palestine, their mass settle-
of a much larger unit secure in their possession of vast areas an@nt had continued until the seventh century and their efforts to
enjoying full-fledged sovereignty and independence. return had never ceased. Zionism and the idea of a Jewish State

He referred to King Hussein's articleAhQuibla, which said  had not been conceived with the Balfour Declaration, but were
that immigration was welcomed so long it was an exclusively ghe products of history and the practical ideals which had ani-
Palestine phenomenon. He referred also to the 1919 agreemarated the first returning pioneers in the 19th century.
between Weizmann and Feisal, when Feisal had agreed to the Claims that the Jews of Europe were not Jews at all but
encouragement of Jewish immigration into Palestine.] descendants of a Mongolian tribe were fantastic. The Jewish

Certain representatives had argued that Great Britain had h&#icyclopaedia frequently referred to by Arab representatives in
no right to promise Palestine to the Jews, yet its pledges to Sytfhatregard in no way substantiated such a claim. Suchdiscussion,
and Irag had been regarded as binding. Jews from all over théa pseudo-scientific kind, was quite irrelevant.
world, including Palestine, had fought with the Allies in the First The Arabs had attempted to draw a distinction between
World War, and it was an established fact that no Palestiniatidaism and Zionism and had resorted to false statistics to show
Arabs had taken a share in the fighting. The final victory of théhat organized Zionists were only a small minority of the Jewish
Allies had been responsible for the liberation and creation of theeople. Zionism was the quintessence of Jewish national life and
independent Arab States, as well as the promise of Palestine to i@vish striving for a better future. It was the core of Jewish
Jews. Similarly the victory in the Second World War, to whichnational will and energy, centred on Palestine. Large numbers of
the Arab States had contributed nothing and in which they halews were Zionists at heart if notin name. Zionism had in recent
finally joined at the last moment in order to qualify for member-times been universally accepted as a decisive political factor in
ship of the UN, had saved Arab independence from possibiewish life.

Nazi-Fascist enslavement. Mr. Shertok seriously doubted whether A parallel had been drawn between Zionism and Nazism. The
Iraq had offered to send troops to fight in North Africa with thevery charge refuted itself. It was not the Jews who had associated
Allies in 1940, and denied that the offer had been rejected owinith Hitler or who had been interned during the war as allies of
to intervention on the part of the Jewish Agency, as had bedhe Nazis.

alleged by the representative of Irag... The Jews of Palestine had With regard to the historical claims of the Jews, the Arab
been the only community in the Middle East which had reallygpokesmen had argued that the guiding principle in the determi-
fought in the war, and their contribution had been rewarded byration of the right of sovereignty could not be based on past
regime in Palestine which had inflicted untold suffering on thgoossessions and that, under such a thesis, the Arabs would have
Jewish survivors of the European tragedy. Yet the Arab Statei§ie right to return to Spain. But the Arabs were settled in their
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own countries and had no tie with Spain whereas the Jews warencern of the International Refugee Organisation, he said not
striving to regain their cherished land. The so-called analoggne of the Arab states had joined that organisation. Regarding
served merely to stress the uniqueness of the Jewish attachmidia’'s urging that states should offer harbour to refugees, not one
to Palestine... had done so:]

[The Pakistan representative had argued that as Jewish claims The two issues, Jewish State and refugees, were inseparable...
could be based on benefits conferred, then the British claim to [He did not consider economic union (as proposed by the
India would have been equally valid:] Majority Report) as essential.]

But India was not the native land of the British, nor had they [Regarding Arabs being included in the Jewish State:]
endured physical hardship by wresting a living from the soil. The Itwas a decree of history that Arabs and Jews should continue
Jews had never based their claim on benefits conferred, but tteeinhabit Palestine and it was impossible to carve out a substan-
benefits were an incontrovertible fact. The development dial area for the Jewish State without including a considerable
Palestine by the Jews had inundated the entire economic sphatenber of Arabs in that area...
and in consequence had brought greater prosperity to their Arab [The area allocated to the Jews was] the indispensable mini-
neighbours. mum...

It had been alleged that as a rule Jewish enterprise employed [A Unitary State was] categorically rejected by the Zionist
only Jewish labour, but it was a fact that the proportion of Arabmovement. It would mean that Palestine would be an Arab State
employed by Jews was a hundred times greater than that of Jewith a Jewish minority at the mercy of an Arab majority.
employed by Arabs. A conspicuous trend in Palestine's eco- ...Inaunitary State, nearly 700,000 Jews would live inan Arab
nomic life was the increase of Arab employment in proportion t&tate. Under partition, between 400,000 and 500,000 Arabs
Jewish enterprise. Apart from positive evidence of that, it couldvould be included in the Jewish State. Secondly, in a unitary
be proved by the large increase in the Arab population and the riS¢ate, the Jews would feel crushed by an Arab majority, whereas
in its standard of living, together with the fact that Arabs no longethe Arab minority in the Jewish State would find a guarantee for
emigrated from Palestine but came from neighbouring States security among the neighbouring Arab States. Thirdly, in a
be employed as labourers... unitary State a highly democratic minority would be forced down

[As to the allegation that Jews were driving Arabs from theito the economic and social level of an Arab majority, whereas
land, Jews had so far got 7% of the land area of Palestine:] and les&ler partition the Arab minority would benefit from contact
than one-half of that was national Jewish property. The remainvith the progressive Jewish majority. Fourthly, in a unitary state
der was held under private ownership [and much of that had be#rere would be no immigration into Palestine to solve the problem

given up by the Arabs as uncultivable.] of the Jews of Europe, whereas the majority plan could provide
Along the coastal plain, over 150 Jewish settlements haalcomplete solution to the problem. Lastly, in a unitary State the
arisen, but not a single Arab village had disappeared. Jewish people would be condemned to permanent minority status

Inrecenttimes, the land laws had operated to the disadvantaigd’alestine as in all other countries of the world. Under partition,
of both Jewish settlers and Arab agricultural development. It wake Arab minority would be united by innumerable economic and
important to remember that a large area of Palestine was classrdtural ties with the Arabs in the adjacent Arab States...
as uncultivable. The Arabs had no incentive to develop it, while [If Arabs were against partition, why had they not objected to
the Jews had not been given the opportunity. In a Jewish Statétie setting up of Transjordan?]
would be in the interests of the Jews to promote Arab prosperity
as a market for Jewish industrial products. Mr. Husseini (Arab Higher Committee)

The I’epresentative of Pakistan had ObjeCted to the inclusion of Wished to make a Correction to the Speech just made_ The
the predominantly Arab area of Negeb in the proposed Jewigfelegation of Iraq had documents which it could bring forward to
State. The Negeb, however, comprised 45 per cent of the area:ghfirm what he had learned while in Baghdad in 1940, namely,
Palestine, although its population was less than 5 per cent. Thfat the Government of Iraq had offered to join the UK in the
choice |ay between inclusion of the Negeb in the Jewish State a%cond W0r|d War by Sending two divisions to Egypt or to
its consequent development by irrigation to the benefit of botRyrope under British command, if the British were ready to

Arabs and Jews, or leaving it in its undeveloped state. Mjmplement the terms of the 1939 White Paper...
Shertok refuted, in that connexion, the allegation that Jewish

development in Palestine was artificial. : ;
Had the Government of the UK carried out its obligations%'?éné\{,le(‘:e(t)lr?]?nilt?eg)gt()ber Mr. Husseighrab

under the Mandate, the whole area of western Palestine might the representative of the Jewish Agency had accused the

have become, in the not too far distant future, through Iarge'scaﬂﬂaléstinian Arabs (4th meeting) of having flouted the United

immigration and settlement, an independent Jewish State With\ghtions. The Arabs had refused to collaborate with the Special

Jewish majority. That was no less than the Jewish people weggmmittee simply because its terms of reference did not provide
entitled to claim and achieve. But the policy pursued by theyat it should give due consideration to the interests of the
Mandatory Power since the White Paper of 1939 had rendergghapitants. Their opposition to any dismemberment of Palestine
such immigration impossible, and the Jewish Agency had ir to the granting of privileges to a minority was no more than
consequence been faced with the imperative necessity of seekiggf-defence within the meaning of the Charter. It was the
a short-cut to independence. The Jews of Palestine, conscidnstigators of aggression who were accusing their victims of
that they had outgrown tutelage and had become a nation, weleuting the UN...
convinced that statehood was both necessary and urgent... The Jews of Eastern Europe, the Ashkenazim, had no ethnic
[As for the allegation that 30,000 Jews had been refusetbnnexion with Israel nor, consequently, with Palestine; they
permission to return to Germany and Austria, it was as untrue agre of Khazar origin. Yet they were largely responsible for the
it was unfounded...] existence of the Zionist movement.

[Regarding the suggestion that European Jews should be the He quoted a number of passages from the Jewish Encyclopae-



dia dealing with the Turkish origin of the Khazars and theithad been an explosion at Haifa police barracks killing 10 and
kingdom in Russia, the religious and cultural influence of thevounding 60, including women and children.]

Jews on the Khazars, the date of the Khazar conversion to ...the British Government's White Paper of July 1946 stated
Judaism, the importance of the Jewish population in Khazdhat, in the first place, theaganahand thePalmach controlled
territory between the 7th and the 10th centuries and the purdby official members of the Jewish Agency, had systematically
religious connexion between the Khazars and the Jews. Mamydertaken sabotage and violence under the name of “Jewish
other passages in the Jewish Encyclopaedia cast doubt on fResistance Movement”; secondly, that thgun Zvai Leumi
existence of the Jewish race with historical associations wittNational Military Organisation) and the Stern gang had co-
Palestine or with the people who had inhabited Palestine mopgerated with thélaganahin those operations during the eight
than two thousand years before..." or nine months preceding the publication of the White Paper;

[He cited DubnowHistory of the Jews in Russia And Polandthirdly, that the illegal broadcasting statikinl Israel (Voice of
From The Earliest Times Until the Present Dagarding the Israel), under the general direction of the Jewish Agency, had
conversion of the Khazars, aAd Outline Of Jewish Historyn  supported the terrorists.
this he:] mentioned the ignorance of Jews in other countries Zionism's friends and enemies alike had been obliged to
regarding this Khazar Kingdom... confess to the British Parliament and the world Press that Jewish

[In his Popular History Of The Jewjs condemnation of terrorism was mere hypocrisy.

Graetz stated that the Jewish State had ceased to exist after thel he Arab authorities, while refraining from condemning acts
13th century and that the Yiddish speaking Jewish population of legitimate defence, had used all their influence to put a stop to
the Khazar Kingdom had been absorbed in the Russian Stateviolence in 1936 and similarly in 1939.

[The last Jewish King of the Khazars fled to Spain in 1016] Above all, the Arabs had fought rifle in hand and in the open,

[Roland B. Dixon, Prof. of Anthropology at Harvaid,The  while the principal activity of the Jews had been blowing up
Racial History Of Marj civilian and government buildings with their occupants. As to

Said that Anatolia, Armenia, the Caucasus and the steppesrobtive, the Arabs had exercised their right of legitimate defence
central Asia were the cradle of the majority of contemporarygainst foreign invaders and the administration which supported

Jews, who were Semitic by language only... them. All the committees of inquiry had recognized that Arab
[Eugene Pittard, Professor of Anthropology, University ofviolence had been directed against Jewish immigration and the
Genoa inRace And History loss of independence. But Jewish violence was aimed at forcing

Recalled Renan's dictum that there were Jewish types but tiae British to agree to the continuation of immigration, in other
single Jewish type. Pittard added that Zionism had brought Jewxords, of aggression; the Jews were attacking the very troops
of widely different races to Palestine... whose arms had shielded the growth of the Jewish National

[Joseph Tenenbaum, Races, Nations And Jewsaid that Home...
there were often more differences between Jews than between The Arabs who had benefited temporarily from the sale of
Jews and Gentiles:] their lands had dug their own grave. Several Arab villages had

As Dr. Silver himself had recalled in his bodkHistory Of  been wiped off the map.

Messianic Speculation In Israel From The 1st To The 17th [The average landholding had fallen to approximately 12
Centuries but not before the Committee, Professor Krause hagcres, while 28 were needed for economic viability. ]
suggested that the Ashkenazim were none other than the Khazars.Contrary to the statements made by the representative of

The Zionist case and the reasoning which had secured tfuatemala (10th meeting) among others, the desert would re-
Balfour Declaration rested on a myth: the Zionists wished tenain a desert until heaven ordained otherwise...

“repatriate” the descendants of the Khazars to a country where the [The Arabs were famous for citrus growing.] They owned
Khazars had never set foot... 50% of the citrus groves.

The representative of the Jewish Agency had questioned the Were the Arabs alone in the world to be the victims of slavery
historical connexions of Arabs with Palestine and had denied thand discrimination?
the Palestinian Arabs were in fact of Arab origin. But the Arab [The Grand Mufti was attacked by Guatemala and others:]
population in Palestine had its roots in the soil and had survived The representative of Guatemala had accused the Mufti of
every conguest; mostly Arab by blood, its language was Arabieeing the originator of the plan for exterminating the Jews...
and its traditions and culture were the same as those of the Arab [The French Government offered him hospitality:]
conquerors of Palestine. But today Palestine was being sub- Nations which had initiated or permitted anti-Semitism had
merged by new hordes, the Zionists, who hoped to supplant the right to ask tiny Arab Palestine to pay by the loss of its rights
Arabs. for the mistakes of others. The fact that the Jews felt they had no

Unlike the Zionists, the inhabitants of Palestine had no neegbuntry did not give them the right to usurp the land of others...
to know historical or ethnical connexions: they were on the spot [The late Henry Morgenthau said Zionism was the greatest
and when a people was on its own homeland the Charter was @psurdity in Jewish history.]
its side. Inthe days of the Ottoman Empire, the Jews of Bagdad, where

[The Jewish Agency quoted condemnation of Arab atrocitie80,000 of them had lived, had needed no visa to go to Jerusalem.
by the High Commissioner in 1939. But a subsequent Higfihere had been no quotas then. Yet an infinitesimal number of
Commissioner had ordered investigation by a committee dhem had immigrated to Palestine. The feeling of homelessness
doctors, which reported that mutilations had been greatly exagright be Zionist, but it was certainly not Jewish. The Zionists'
gerated, and that the attack was made by a crowd infuriated tgve of Palestine might be more for the treasures of the Dead Sea
news of Jewish attacks on Muslims. The High Commissionghan for the Promised Land. Most Zionists were not religious.

apologised to the Arabs.] The Jewish Agency spokesman had asserted that neither the
When a crowd was excited it lost all control. But the barbarityArabs of Palestine nor those of other Arab countries had contrib-
of the Jewish terrorists was calculated. uted to the war effort during the two world wars. Mr. Churchill,

[On September 29, while Hussein had been speaking, theggldressing the House of Commons on 27 February 1945 and Mr.
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Bevin, speaking to the General Assembly on 14 December 1946, Dr. Weizmann... said that the purpose of the Mandate had
had both paid tribute to the part played by Egypt. On 18 Februapgen to give the Jewish people a National Home, to enable them
1947, President Truman had recalled the contribution to the was become once more a nation among other nations and to set up
effort made by Saudi Arabia. In 1942, Iragi troops had beefmstitutions in conformity with their own genius and traditions...
detailed to guard Allied lines of communication. At the end of [He praised President Wilson, Balfour, Lloyd George, Smuts,
1942, the Iragi army had been placed under the command Rfasaryk and Cecil.]

General Maitland Wilson, Iraq had come into the war and its  For several years Dr. Weizmann had been convinced that the
Government had offered to send troops to the front. The Britispartition of Palestine, proposed in the first place by the British
authorities, however, had asked the Iraqi forces to carry on wheRyal Commission on Palestine, was the only possible way of
they were. As for the Jews in the Iragi army, had they donemerging from the deadlock and reaching a practical compro-
anything else but serve their country in the same way as Jewsrifise. The Mandate had envisaged a far more extensive territory
the U.S. or British armies? for the Jewish State, eight times larger than that which was now

Inreply to Mr. Shertok (17th meeting), Mr. Husseini pointedproposed, and, as he had stated before the Special Committee, it
out that in August 1940, Iraq had decided to put two divisions ayas not easy for the Jews to accept such a compromise. That
the disposal of General Wavell if the White Paper of 1939 wergommittee had been composed of unbiased members and had
put into effect. General Wavell, however, had explained to thetudied the problem objectively. The principles of partition and
Iragi Foreign Minister that the Jewish Agency possessed greghmigration recommended by the majority were realistic and had
influence in the United States, and no reply had been given to theen accepted by the representatives of the Jewish Agency. They
Iraqi offer. had received the approval of alarge number of the representatives

Arab participation in the war effort had extended from Casaof the Ad HocCommittee, who were equally unbiased.
blancato Irag. The peoples of North Africa had fought heroically The establishment of a Jewish State was not a new idea; it
beside the Free French Forces. The Palestine Arabs, though thegse out of the Mandate.
had been at the time in revolt against the Mandate, had furnished The Mandate had enabled the Jews in Palestine to create new
the British with 12,446 volunteers. social, cultural and economic values and to reach the threshold of

Mr. Husseini quoted from the report of the military inquiry independence. [...] [With a Jewish State] progressive social ideas
commission set up by the British in Jerusalem in 1920, which hagould flourish in an area that had fallen behind the modern
stated that in 1918 recruiting had been successful among tBeaindards of life.

Arabs, who had been convinced that the British Government Nevertheless, as the USSR representative had said, historical
would set up an independent Arab State which would includgnd legal considerations were secondary as compared with im-
Palestine... mediate realities...

Mr. Husseini declared that King Hussein's appeal, to which [There were 700,000 Jews in Palestine, with their own lan-
Mr. Shertok had referred, had not related to Jewish immigratioguage, religion etc, confronted with another group which had
as such, but to the admission into Palestine of oppressed afched a different stage of development.]
homeless persons; which had had nothing to do with a Jewish The idea of giving the Jews a minority status in an Arab State
State nor even with a Jewish National Home. King Husseinisad been rejected by all the committees and by all impartial
refusal to agree to a Jewish National Home had in fact been t@¢bunals. It was morally impossible to subject the only Jewish
reason why the treaty which Mr. Churchill had instructed Colonehational community to the domination of the Arab Higher Com-
Lawrence to negotiate had not been concluded. mittee. It would be impossible even if the Arab Higher Commit-

Replying to Mr. Shertok, Mr. Husseini pointed out that Iragtee were not hostile to the ideals of the Jewish people. It was not
had never been represented at the N,rberg rallies. Moreover, {herder to become citizens of an Arab State that the Jews, on the
reason why many Syrian nationalists had been interned durirgrength of international promises, had made their home in
the war had been their opposition to the French, not their leaninggilestine. Certain minorities in Arab States could testify as to
towards the Nazis. whether their status was agreeable; it was sufficient to say that

The Arabs, being the indigenous population of Palestine anflat status did not correspond to the idea of the National Home
constituting the overwhelming majority, relied on the right ofand was unacceptable. A separate national community could not
self-determination of peoples upheld by the Charter and earlige forcibly subjected to another people in the name of majority
by the Covenant of the League of Nations. They could naile. Dr. Weizmann endorsed the view of the Canadian repre-
subscribe to any commitment given by any Power whatsoevegntative (13th meeting) that unity could not be imposed without
that would deprive them of that right, nor could they accept angonsent. It was by virtue of that principle that the representative
interpretation designed to explain that sacred principle away..of Pakistan, for instance, was present at the United Nations..."

The Arabs had been deprived of self-determination for a As the US representative had pointed out (11th meeting), the
quarter of a century in order that a minority might be artificiallyArabs had been able to create several independent States, extend-

created. ing over vast territories. The Jews were asking only for what the
The Arabs were not prepared to suffer the fate of the Americafrabs had already obtained on a larger scale. Emir Feisal had
Indians. signed an agreement with Dr. Weizmann declaring that if the rest

A little Jewish State, a million strong, would have no chancef the Arabs were free, the Arabs would concede the right of the
of survival surrounded by hundreds of millions of defenders ofews to settle in Palestine. The stipulated condition had been
the Arab cause. On the other hand, if sustained assistance framfilled in respect of the Arabs. The Jews had the same right to
abroad enabled it to survive, then it would poison internationghdependence. The Arabs' desire to possess an eighth State could

relationships throughout the East. not eliminate the Jews' right to possess one...
[By intensive economic development the proposed Jewish
Statement By Dr. Weizmann State could provide for 1 million of the displaced Jews in Europe.]

[The former Chairman of the Jewish Agency For Palestine:] For the Jews who had escaped massacre, Palestine was the
only solution. To suggest that they should rebuild their ruined
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homes or ask refuge of countries reluctant to receive them wai\] must provide armed forces for its implementation.

mere mockery... Ownership in the citrus production area was approximately
equally divided between Arabs and Jews, yet practically the
21 October Mr El-Khouri (Egypt) whole of the area had been allocated to the Jewish State. 83% of

Proposed the establishment of a further sub-committee to figigated land was allocated to the Jewish State, as well as 40% of
composed of jurists which would deal with the question of thé\rab industrial areas, whereas only a small percentage of Jewish
competence of the General Assembly to take and enforceifzdustrial areas would be in the Arab State. The Negeb Bedouins:
decision, and with the legal aspect of the mandate. If that suBteirlands would be expropriated (with compensation) if they did
committee’s report were unsatisfactory, then the question dfot cultivate it a year after notice had been served.
reference of the whole matter to the International Court of Justice

could be discussed. Mr Shertok
Jews who lived in Palestine felt themselves to be as deep
Mr Mahmoud Fawzi Bey (Egypt) rooted in the soil of Palestine as their Arab neighbours.
had already challenged the competence of the UN to decide
on the partition of Palestine (supported by Belgium). 24 November Mr Husseini
The Balfour Declaration and the Mandate had been drawn up
Mr Chamoun (Lebanon) without the knowledge of the indigenous population of Palestine.

Said it was essential to establish a sub-committee to study thée UK was morally and legally bound to surrender the whole
proposal mad by Saudi Arabia and Iraq and endorsed by Syr#g[ritory and the administration of the territory to a Palestine

regarding the establishment of an independent unitary State §povernment.
Palestine. The USSR and the USA had disagreed about everything in the

UN, except the partition of Palestine.
As a result of the Jewish terrorist campaign which had

Said that conciliation between the Arabs of Palestine and ttfifVeloped against the British, the Arabs asked themselves what

Jews in Palestine was very constructive and useful, but conciff’eY could expect at the hands of the Zionists as subjects or as

ation between the Arabs of Palestine and the Jewish Agency i Reighbours if the Zionists were capable of being so bitter and

the Jews of the world including those of USSR and USA}mgrateful towards their greatest benefactors.
represented a serious problem. N _
Raised the plan whereby the population of 54 villages would 13 @gainst: Afghanistan, Cuba, Egypt, India, Iran, Iraq, Leba-

be separated from their agricultural lands [no Jewish villag8©n: Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Siam, Syria, Turkey, Yemen.
would be separated from its land]. 25 for, including USA, USSR, Byelorussia, Ukraine.

17 abstentions, including Belgium, France, Netherlands, UK,
Yugoslavia.

Mr Jamali (Iraq)

22 November Mr Jamali (Iraq)
The General Assembly had power only to discuss and make

recommendations; it could not deal withe imposition by force

of a settlement contrary to the wishes of the people concerned’. Note: There were 57 members of the United Nations in 1947

and all 57 countries were represented on the Ad Hoc Committee
24 November Hevkal Pasha (E t on the Question of Pales_tlne. The General Assembly voted Fo
y (Egypy Saccept the recommendation of the Ad Hoc Committee on parti-

A million Jews lived in peace in Egypt and enjoyed all right _ .
of citizenship. They had no desire to emigrate to Palestind©n DY 33 votes to 13 against and 10 abstentions (one absent) on

However, if a Jewish State was established, nobody could preS November 1947, four days after the Ad Hoc Committee vote

vent disorders. Riots would break out in Palestine, would spred§th 25 in favour, far from the necessary two thirds majority.
through all the Arab States and might lead to a war between the

two races. Even certain pro-Zionist newspapers, such lgthe

York Postfeared that the partition of Palestine might imperil the .

Jewish resident in Moslem countries, and create hatreds which New site for Athol books sales:

might last for centuries. [The partition of Palestine might create

anti-Semitism in Muslim countries.]

=
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Mr Mahmoud Fawzi Bey (Egypt)

Only about 55 000 Jews had been settled in Palestine for more
than 20 years, others had come in and become Palestinian
citizens, or not; then there were illegal immigrants. In total 250 . )
000 Jews were Palestinian citizens; 350 000 Jews had enteredin ~ S€cure site for Athol Books online sales
the previous ten years, most of them illegally and were not

Palestinian citizens. [It was a Jewish invasion.] [The partition with
plan provided for large-scale immigration in the following
months ] link to main Athol Books site

Sir Mohammad Zafrullah Khan (Pakistan)
[Opposition to partition was certain to occur therefore the
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WHAT WAS THE POI

“Success is freeing | pyawid

the civilian population | :
of southern Israel from | MIOFFISON

the fear of anincoming | refects on lsimels

Hamas rocket.” olaricis i i
Those were the | = =

words of Israelispokes- | 4 year o, znd the §
man, Mark Regev, on ?n-eed ‘ar recovery
January 9, 2009, two |
weeks into Israel’s jal‘ld reform
military assault on |
Gaza, whichkilled over |
1,300 Palestinians, in- |
cluding over 400
women and children.
13 lIsraelis also lost
their lives.
In reality, Israel
achieved that success |
months earlier without
spilling any Israeli or
Palestinian blood. It

did so by negotiating a Palestinian women hold pictures of killed relatives during a demonstration marking the one-ye:
ceasefire agreement anniversary of Israel's last winter war, in the northern Gaza Strip refugee camp of Jabalia yesterc
with Hamas in June :

2008.

Mark Regev con-
firmed the ceasefire’s
success in the same in-southern Israel wouldbasically unaccept-able evidence, includ-tions on the import of Israel should re-open
terview on January 9. have continued to beable”. ing that in the goods into Gaza. Inthe crossings without
Whenitwas putto him free from incoming  However, critics Goldstone report, andparticular, materials for delay.”
that “there were no Hamasrockets, as theljave been slowtoiden-for the Court itself to reconstruction have |srael has ignored
Hamas rockets during had been for the previtify specific misinfor- determine their guilt orbeen almost com-countless verbal ap-
the ceasefire beforeous four and a halfmation in the report. innocence. pletely banned. As forpeals of this kind. Itis
November 4, there months. No Palestin- Richard Goldstone Israel's military as- exports, according tounrealistic to believe
were no Hamas rock- ians or Israelis needetbld Al-Jazeeraon Oc-sault on Gaza a yeathe UN Office for the thatitis going to act on
ets for 4 months”, to die in order to pro-tober22: “I have yetto ago came in the wakeCoordination of Hu- this one. If the EU is
Regev replied: “That's tect Israeli civilians hear from the Obamaof an Israeli economicmanitarian Affairs, on serious about getting
correct.” from rocket and mor-administration what blockade, which hadDecember 10, onethe crossings open any
Under the agree- tar fire out of Gaza. the flaws in the report gone on for years withtruckload of 30,000 time soon, it will have
ment, brokered by Thereportofthe UNthat they have identi- varying degrees of secarnations exited Gazao bring pressureto bear
Egypt, in exchange for Fact-Finding Mission,fied are. | would be verity, bringing the via the Kerem Shalomon Israel, by, for exam-
Hamas and other Pal-headed by Judge Richhappy to respond toGazan economy to itsCrossing; this is the ple, partially suspend-
estinian groups stop-ard Goldstone, intothem, if and when | knees and condemningirst export from Gaza ing Israel’s free access
ping the firing of rock- events in Gaza duringknow what they are.” the bulk of its 1.5 mil- since April 27, 2009. tothe EU market for its
ets and mortars out ofthe Israeli assault, pre- The report has beenlion people to grinding The Irish Govern- goods under the Euro-
Gaza, Israel undertooksented evidence oendorsed by the Hu-poverty. ment has called repeatMed Agreement.
to lift its economic “violations of interna- man Rights Council During the assault,edlyforlisraeltoendits That may cause Is-
blockade of Gaza andtional humanrightsandand by the UN Gen- Israel destroyed arounchlockade of Gaza andrael to honour its obli-
cease military incur- humanitarian law anderal Assembly (with 3,500 houses comso has the EU. Ongations tothe people of
sions into Gaza. possible war crimesthe support of Ireland) pletely and over 11,000December 15, Gaza — and would be a
Israel didn't lift the and crimes against huand referred to the Se-partially, according to Catherine Ashton, thelaudable foreign policy
bockade of Gaza, butit manity” by Israel andcurity Council. The the UN Developmentnew EU foreign minis- achievement for the
did cease military in- of possible war crimesbest way to proceedProgramme (UNDP). ter, told the Europeanpost-Lisbon EU. Ver-
cursions into Gaza un- by Hamas. fromhere onwould be  In addition, consid- Parliament: —“We are bal appeals certainly
til November 4, when ~ The report has beeffor the Security Coun- erable damage wasieeply concernedwon'.
the IDF entered Gazaharshly criticised bycil to refer the matter done to Gaza’s eco-about the daily living *David Morrison
and killed seven mem- Israel and the USto the International nomic infrastructure, conditions ofthe Gazanworks in political ad-
bers of Hamas. Speaking for the US orCriminal Court. Then, many factories andpeople: since the Januyocacy and is co-
In retaliation, September 17, foreignt would be for the businesses being deary conflict donors founder of Sadaka, the
Hamas restarted rocketpolicy adviser and cur-Prosecutor of the Courtstroyed or damagedhave not been able tdreland Palestine Alli-
and mortar firing into rent US ambassador teo determine if any in- apparently deliberately.do reconstruction work ance.
Israel. Had Israel main- the UN Susan Rice dedividuals should be  Since the assault, Isand serious issues per-
tained the ceasefire, thescribed it as “unbal-indicted, taking ac- rael has continued tosist like the lack of Irish Examiner
civilian population of anced, one sided andount of all the avail- impose severe restricclean drinking water.  Monday 28. 12.2009
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