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Editorial |
Nuclear Disarmament

There is talk of nuclear disarmament again. It is thessentially against each other, and are now compliant.)
Great Powers who are talking about it. When Powers that It is extremely unlikely that Russia and China would
are Great by virtue of their armaments talk about disarmagree to a USA and/or Israel attack on Iran, either with
ment we can be sure that it is with evil intent. Somebody isuclear weapons or without. The attack would be unau-
being fooled so that something dire can be done to somiiorised. But it would not be illegal. Nothing that any of
body else. In the present instance we are being gulled inttee five Veto Powers cares to do can be illegal under the UN
a state of mind which would enable us to look with morasystem—at least, not unless the perpetrator chooses to
complacency on an attack on Iran—even a nuclear oneindict himself and find himself guilty.

The five Veto Powers conduct their relations with each

A kind of arms reduction agreement has been madaher as if the UN did not exist. They carefully constructed
between the USA and Russia. If it is implemented, eadhe system in 1944-45 so that things should be like that—
will retain enough nuclear armament to wipe each other o@t the US, UK and USSR did. France and China were

a couple of times over—but perhaps only three times ové@ccorded Great Power status within the UN system later:
instead of ten. China, because in 1945 the USA looked on it as its client

State.

President Obama accompanied the news of the arms One often hears it discussed whether the invasic_)n to
reduction agreement with a policy statement. He said titeStroy the state of Irag—for which Ireland provided minor
US would not again make attacks with nuclear weapons dacilities—was legal or illegal. It was neither. It was
states without nuclear weapons. outside the UN system of international law. Discussion of

Perhaps we have got the tenses and moods of legality is entirely hypothetical—i.e. would it be illegal
statement not quite right. The US does not care to dwell dff€rtainideals or principles proclaimed in connection with
the fact that it is the only state has ever used nucleHt€ formation of the UN had been forged into a system of
weapons in war, and that the populations against which¥orld law to which all were su_bject, and Wlt_hln which there
used them was not even suspected of being in the cours\§S the means of forming indictments against any member,
developing nuclear weapons. conducting trials and passing judgment. But the UN was

This President says he will not make nuclear attacks dieliberately constructed so that that should not be the case.
states without nuclear weapons, or (sotto voice) he will .
only do so to prevent them from acquiring nuclear weap- [fIranis attacked by the USA or Israel the attack will not
ons. That is to say, he retains the right to nuclear bond illegal, whatever else it might be.
Iran—or to let Israel do it, because Israeli weaponsiare
facto US weapons. The case against Iran is sometimes presented in a way
that suggests that the reason it is at fault in developing the
Iranis held to be in breach of the Nuclear Non-Proliferatechnology which would enable itto make nuclear weapons
tion Treaty, even though it is not known that it has gots that it promised no to by signing the Nuclear Non-
nuclear weapons—and the supervisory apparatus of the Psoliferation Treaty. That is a mere debating point of
is such that it would know if Iran had exploded a nucleagourse, but let's consider it.
device. Itisin breach because itis developing the means of The Iranian Government that signed the Treaty was an
producing electric power by the nuclear process, and ti@ithoritarian puppet Governmentinstalled by the USA and

technical knowledge required for doing this might beBritain after they overthrew the democratic Government of
applied to the production of weapons. Dr. Mohammad Mossadeq. Why was Mossadeq over-

thrown? Because of his policy of establishing Iranian

Israel has got nuclear weapons but it is not in breach gentrol over Iranian oil for purposes of national develop-
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty because—because BNt . L .
what? Because it has not signed the Treaty? Because it'"an was invaded by Britain in the First World War,
plays coy and refused to say whether it has got nucle§fUSing amajor Famine. Itwas invaded again in the Second
weapons or not?—while the US makes no real pretence $forld War.  Churchill, who ordered the World War 2

not knowing that it has got them. Or because the US ﬁnj‘ vasion, expressed_impatience with those trifling states,
it expedient to have a proxy nuclear state whose actions|ff€ Iran and Iraq, which went and changed the names they

can, for the sake of appearances, disclaim responsibilifigd Peen given. Which of them was Persia? Itdidn'treally
for. PP P atter. He invaded both and brought both of them into his

war.

Obama's agreement with Russia about mutual reduction And when the propaganda ideology of the war seemed
of nuclear weapons has Iran as its object. The Russitmbe bearing fruit in the form of a Constitutional Govern-
Government will agree to an intensification of UN sanciment in Iran that was tending to the national interest on
tions on Iran if it sees it as being in its interest to do so, argkhalf of the people, it was overthrown by the Free World
likewise with China. (The nuclear Powers in the EU, wittand a Shah installed. And the Shah signed the Non-
their Permanent Seats in the Security Council, count fd®roliferation Treaty on behalf of a nation he did not repre-
nothing. France and Britain shot their different boltssent.



On the occasion of the agreement between America affrivolous declaration of World War against Germany in
Russiato reduce the stockpiles of nuclear weapons—whidi939.
it is reasonable to assume will be met by discarding obso- It was frivolous because Britain had no intention of
lescent weapons—tHesh Timespublished an article by fighting the war which it declared. It had ample time to
Noel Dorr about the history of the NPT under the title, Hownake credible preparations for war during the six months
Ireland Sowed Seeds For Nuclear Disarmament between the Polish Guarantee and its declaration of war,

International Agreements usually include Utopian flour-and the 14 months between the Polish Guarantee and the
ishes which have nothing to do with the substance of whautbreak of hostilities in France. It might have foughta war
is agreed. Neither the NPT nor the arms reduction agreefcontainment in actual alignment with Poland in Septem-
ment proposes or implies disarmament, nuclear or otheser 1939, but chose not to do so. What it chose to do was
wise. let the Poles fight the Germans unassisted, having encour-

The Irish delegation at the UN, of which Dorr was aaged them with a military guarantee to refuse to negotiate
member, played a marginal partin preparing the ground far settlement of the Danzig issue. Instead of fighting in
the NPT. Itis unusual for a small, unarmed, state to achiedefence of Poland, it declared a general war on Germany
anything at all in the tight Great Power structure of the UNwhich was to be fought as a World War, and mainly fought
and itis natural that Dorr should bask in the glory of it. Butby others.
if the NPT achieved anything that would not have happened
in any case, it was to consolidate the nuclear monopoly of Britain's strategy was to involve the whole world in war
the Great Powers by weaving a benevolentideological auaad it came close to achieving it. What came out of the
around it. The Great Powers themselves were never goingaelstrom was the world dominance of the two states
to be deceived or influenced by this, but others might bewhich had fought the war most effectively and the British

Empire reduced to a hulk, but still with the semblance of

The NPT might have been made obligatory upon theorld power.
world as a Great Power arrangement with effective super- o
visory power. The UN asserts sovereignty over the world, These three states decided to set up a world organisation
regardless of whether states join it or not. (Switzerland wde serve their interests and decorate it with the Utopianism
the only state that refused to join.) of the war propaganda. And, in setting up this world
It asserted its sovereign will which need take no accoutganisation, they exempted themselves off from its au-
of the wishes of peoples by awarding the greater part #fority, leaving themselves free to do as they pleased. And
Palestine to the Jews of the world, most of whom did ndgto It remains.
live there, at the expense of the Palestinians who did live
there, and in defiance of all the Governments in the Middle If Russia had not quickly developed nuclear weaponry
East. after 1945, it would have been the victim of America's
There was nothing it might not do. It chose not tassecond nuclear war. Influential figures in Britain urged the
establish an open, binding arrangement of Great PowelS to deal with Russia while it had a nuclear monopoly.
nuclear monopoly. It chose instead to allow Ireland to spilihe US delayed for too long, and so there was peace
some Utopian ideology in the matter. between the USA AND RUSSIA.

The UN is, for all practical purpose, the five Great Whatpreserved peace between the three real founders of

Powers. These Powers were in a fundamentally hostitee UN was not the UN but the crude power-balance.
relationship with each other. The UN itself, and the _ .
fundamental antagonism between its founders, were the Britain, which had refused to negotiate a hard alliance
product of the accidental and unprincipled alliance again¥¥/ITH RUSSIA in 1939, suffered a drastic relative loss of

Germany that came about as a consequence of Britaiffgwer with relation to Russia in the World War, which it
brought about without being willing to undertake the main

burden of fighting it. It had the will, but not the power, to
carry on the war against Russia when Germany surren-

Irish Foreign Affairsis a publication of dered. US policy was disoriented by the death of Roosevelt,
the Irish Political Review Group. who had, apparently, kept his Vice-President in ignorance
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Editorial Il
The Katyn Syndrome

Aplane carrying the leaders of the Polish Governmentcrashed The business of civilising is a messy and painful business. It
in Russia on the way to a joint commemoration with the Russianvolves much destruction, much regimentation, and the encour-
Government at which it was expected that the Russian leaderslaigement of certain ways of living by the purposeful infliction of
would give an explanation or apology for the execution of Polispain. We thought the way Saddam Hussein was civilising Iraq

officers in Russia in May 1940 in the Katyn Forest. was evil—didn't we? Isn't that why we went in. And look at all
Thelrish Timescarried an editorial on the Katyn executionsthe mayhem we have brought about—because we are perpetra-
on April 9th: tors in this matter, if only little ones—in a mere six years, with no

end in sight to the killing we instigated.
“In among the birch and pine trees of the Katyn forests of Iraq is a minor episode for Britain, which has done this kind
Smolensk lie the bodies of thousands of dead, anonymous victims §f thing a hundred times, and intends to carry on doing it as the

Stalin's brutality Specifically honouring the 20,000 Polish officersyccasion presents itself. But it should be a big issue for us. We
massacred there 70 years ago, Vladimir Putin on Wednesday becagje, new to it.

the first Russian prime minister to admit the role of his predecessor's o o o
secret police in the killings. In doing so he took a significant step, as  Stalin civilised Russia in much the same was as Britain

Polish Prime minister Donald Tusk acknowledged at the joint cer€ivilised Kenya in the 1950s, with the difference that Stalinism
emony, towards patching up the tense relationship between the tweas an internal Russian civilising process, conducted entirely by
countries. elements of Russian society in a purposeful effort of economic
Butin also drawing attention to the many Russian casualties of theynstruction, while British action in Kenya—in which it is
purges who also lie there Putin carefully sidestepped the necessity {@ckoned that a third of a million Kenyans were killed—was an
what many Poles believe is overdue, an official apology. “In thigyyternal operation conducted on Kenya for an external purpose.
ground lay Soviet citizens burnt in the fire of the Stalinist repression We cannot recall anjrish Timeseditorials on the Kenya

of the 1930s; Polish officers shot on secret orders; soldiers of the Rg L ocities when survivors have tried vainlv to bring the perpetra-
Army executed by the Nazis”, he argued. y 9 Perp

Mr. Putin, who has yet to sanction full access to the files to PoIisF‘Prs to court. British Imperialism has become part of us.
historians, condemned the “cynical lies that have blurred the truth The Stalinist terror constructed the state which brought Nazi

about the Katyn shootings"—notably, of course, Russian insistenagermany to book, when Britain, after supporting it for six years,

forhalfac_entury on Na_zi responsibility. Butheinsisted that“itvi/ouldmade war on it ineffectually.

also be alie and amfmipulation to place the blame for these crimes on ¢ \ve take the word 'criminal’ seriously as a legal term, that

the Russian people”. brings up the Nuremberg Trials at which the Germans were

That the Russian government should not want to Shoum(:gpdicted for Katyri. We are not suggesting that the Germans did
responsibility for the crimes of the Stalinist era is understandabll; But the American and British Governments agreed that the
but Mr. Putin's words will strike many Poles as deeply disingend®€"mans should be charged with it. And itmustbe presumed that
ous. His own political power base rests on his articulation of Britain knew very well that the Russians did it, when agreeing
strong Russian nationalism that is busy reclaiming the countryt8at the Germans should be charged with it. . o
“glorious” history from the “foreign” naysayers. In the process If the Germans did it, it was a crime: if the Russmns did it, it
ithas played on deeply ambivalent attitudes to Stalin's role amoMgsn't.  That was the rule in the system of international law
many citizens. established on the defeat of Nazism.

His government has sponsored history textbooks describing The Russian state presumably had a reason for executing
Stalin as “the most successful Soviet leader ever” and an “effiiese soldiers. We do notknow whatitwas. Britain had areason
cient manager”, and Mr. Putin, told history teachers in 2007 th&¢r the fire-bombing of the undefended city of Dresden in 1945.
“all sorts of things happen in the history of every state. And w¥/€ donotknow whatthatwas either. Butif one s going to speak
cannot allow ourselves to be saddled with guilt. . .” He hagmotively of"crimes"in connection with these things, without
brought Soviet flags and songs back into public life. AndnY reference to any system of law under which they might be
although he has often expressed sorrow over Stalin's victims piealt with as crimes, then the indiscriminate killing of civilians in
Putin has also described the destruction of the Soviet Union 4t undefended city of Dresden at a time when the defeat of the
“the greatest geopolitical catastrophe of the century”. German state was certain, was at least as much a crime as the

As the Russian historian Mikhail Gefter once wrote, it is ndilling of a lesser number of Polish military officers in Russian

good blaming everything on Stalin, when the real power ang@ptivity.
legacy of his reign of terror was “in the Stalinism that entered into  We know what the purpose of the nuclear bombing of Hiro-
all of us”. Mr. Putin, included."” shima and Nagasaki was—or was said to be. It was to speed up
If Stalinism has entered all of them, British Imperialism ha§he surrender of Japan by killing Japanese civieansasseand
. s L aving the lives of American soldiers. And that is something that
equally entered all of us. Russians live in the civilisation broug She Geneva Convention said absolutely must not be done
into being by the Communist Party during the period of Stalin's ' gt it was not a crime, because the Security Council system
leadership, and we live in the civilisation of the British Empiregf the UN has precedence over all else, and the killing of
It was impossible to live in Russia from the mid 1920s to theindefended civilians to save the lives of soldiers could only be
early 1950s and not be part of the constructive effort that is callegliminalised with the consent of the US Government.
Stalinism. And it was impossible to live in Britain fromthe mid-  Anq as to the opening of archives: sections of the British
19th century (atthe latest) and notbe a participantand beneficiaggychives relating to Irish affairs twenty years before Katyn
of British Imperialism, and this applied to Ireland only a little lessemain closed and are not listed for opening for another genera-
than to Britain. tion.



Acts of Contrition — Irish and Turkish

by Pat Walsh

“Who remembers the ArmeniansThat is the famous quo- rewriting the history of the region so that the Turks could be
tation attributed to Hitler - even though he may never have sar@habilitated and the Greeks damned.
it. Butthatis beside the point, surely, because itis too good a story Toynbee was writing for the purposes of State—a thing that
to discard just because it does not stand the test of reliability &nglish historians do almost as a reflex. And, for reasons of State,
factual rigour. all concerns for the Armenians, and talk about‘#enenian
If Hitler actually uttered those words he was terribly mistakergenocide’, were dropped, put on a shelf somewhere, for another
in his belief. The Armenians are widely remembered todayday, when they might be useful again.
Much more so than the large and successful genocides that thePerhaps a dusting off is imminent.
Anglo-Saxon world achieved in the name of progress, but which  We should be familiar with the rewriting of history here in
are forgotten today because there is no one left to tell the talelreland. And we should be in a position to warn the Turks about
Hitler was a great admirer of the British Empire and deterit because we know, all too well, that whilst England urges the rest
mined to emulate its racial theories and geopolitics. So it iefthe world to forget, it will always remember, despite giving the
surprising that he could not think of a better example of genocidepression that it no longer cares.
than the Armenian case. But maybe he did and itwas notreported, During the last forty years there has been a conflict in
or else he kept it to himself in deference to his object oNorthernlIreland. That conflict has largely been the responsibility
admiration. of Britain’s policy in 1920-1. However, somehow, the notion has
But perhaps it was really because Hitler, himself, was aeveloped in Ireland that it is primarily the Irish that are at fault
product of the world Britain made that he remembered théor this state of affairs. And variouBeace Pledges’ have been
Armenians and forgot the others. urged on us, and set in stone at the sites of the Great War killing
The remembering of the Armenians, or tAemenian geno- fields, to chastise us for our sins and make us not be so bothersome
cide,” to be more accurate, has returned to the news. A Congres-Britain again - so she can get on with her business in the world,
sional committee has recommended that Congress vote on it amadiverted.
this has ca_used something of a stir between Turkey and the Worthern Ireland
after the stir between Israel and the Turks. o ]
We can only presume after this event that the Armenians are The Northern statelet was created by Britain to_establlsh
a political matter because they keep turning up when Turkel;verage on the rest of the island. England thought this leverage

becomes important to the West. So nothing really changes thel¥2S required when its influence seemed to be lost, with the

It seems that a war on Iran is on the cards. And TurkisHevelopmentofanindependent Irish mind from 1916. The Treaty
airspace will be greatly useful to those who wish to return Iran (@S & partial recovery for England but Ireland then gradually set
the Stone Age by bombing. So, the Armenian genocide h&df in another direction after those who had opposed the Treaty
appearedstage left’ in a congressional committee ready for théecovered and came to power. For about half a century the
floor of Congress, if needed to twist the Turkish arm. leverage that England built into the system it established was

Turkey is a sovereign independent state and has been since fH@ely undetectable because DeValera effectively resisted it by
time of Ataturk. It has an independent mind and has managed R§eventing the north becoming an obstacle to independent devel-
foreign policy with great skill. But it always has the Armenian®Pment for the south. But beginning with the Lemass overtures

allegations hanging over it since they were placed on the shdft the North in the mid-1960s the leverage began to do its work
after the Great War. again, as it had been designed to do.

Robert Fisk. in a recent debate with Turkish historians. Sincethenthisleverage has become alltoo apparentas Ireland
attempted strenuously to get them to admit the killings of Armehas allowed its history to be rewritten by Britain as part of the
nians during the Great War as being an adgehocide’. The great Act of Contrition that it has engaged in siitice Troubles’.
Turkish historians resisted, complaining that the West was trying 11€ Catholic Church in Ireland is in meltdown today but the

to impose its own narrative on their history. Where have weontrition it urged upon us is all the rage. The Act of Contrition
encountered this before? that it is obligatory to engage in is now in the form of Remem-

brance and it has taken us (or at least our head of state, plus
Chanak and the Treaty of Lausanne Imperialist entourage) again to the shores of Gallipoli.

Ataturk and the Turkish War of Independence produced the Gallipoli, although an isolated and disconnected event in the
independent Turkish State with a mind of its own. This was thenemory of the Great War, due to the loss of context, is the
reality that the major power in the world at that time, Britain, hadonnecting point between Ireland and Turkey.
to take account of. After being at war with Turkey for a decade, But it should not be if Ireland knew its history, because there
England, after the humiliation of Chanak and the Treaty ofre much more substantial and progressive connecting points
Lausanne, had to forget all its propaganda and make friends withian the one which involved Irish men invading the land of the
the country it tried to grind into the dust. And so it dropped itsTurk and attempting to kill him. However, it is a measure of how
Greek allies with a bang and forgot all about the Armenians angle understand the Great War now that Gallipoli is the only
their desire for a state. And it set its foremost historian, Arnoldonnecting point between Irish and Turk that lies in view.
Toynbee, who had produced fierce propaganda against the Turks Remembrance commemorates the common cause of Imperial
in the propaganda department of Wellington House, the task ekpansionism, in whose service Irish Catholic and Ulster Protes-
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tant died, but it ignores the common struggle of Ireland and found in all parts of the Ottoman Empire, the bulk of them lived in the
Turkey against Imperial rule. There are much more relevant €astérn provinces, a mountainous tableland on which, with their
connecting points to the history of Ireland and Turkey but they T“rk'sdh ne|gh||oo_rs, ﬂ:‘e}z fgrmed a sedentary peasantry among a
have been wiped from memory, like other events that disrupt the "°Madic population of Kurds. . . o

" . . In none of these eastern provinces did they constitute a majority of
British narrative of history. . o )

ish bli dmi f Tk the population and in this respect they differed sharply from the

Some Iris Repu |c_an§ were great admirers of Ata N Greeks and Bulgarians of the old Balkan provinces. This was not due
Catholic Bulletin a periodical that supported the Republican 4 the Ottoman conquest, for the last of the independent Kingdom of
cause, and whose editor was close to Eamon DeValera, took aarmenia Major had disappeared in the Seljuk invasion of 1079, and
great interest in events between the end of the Great War and thehe Egyptians put an end to Armenia Minor in Cilicia in 1375. It was
successful conclusion of Turkey's war of independence. It sup- not until 1514 that the Ottoman Sultan Selim |, in his campaign
ported Turkey in its struggle against Britain and the other impe- against the Persians, occupied the modern eastern provinces and
rialist powers and also defended the Turkish position in relation brought their tangled populations into the Ottoman Empire. In ac-
to the Greek irredentism that acted as British catspaw, when mostcordance with the tolerance which distinguished the great Sultans, the

of the Western Christian press were pro-Greek.

The Catholic Bulletipublicised Ataturk’s great achievement
in defeating the British Empire and saw it as an inspiration to
other countries in the world resisting the great powers. It was
particularly impressed with the Turkish negotiating skill at
Lausanne and contrasted it to the Irish failure in negotiating with
the British in the Anglo-Irish treaty of 1921 that left the country
part of the British Empire. The Turks had successfully achieved
independence arithe Catholic Bulletimescribed Ataturk as the
‘man of the year’ and the only cause for optimism in the world.

The Catholic Bulletidrew attention to the many parallels

Gregorian Church to which the Armenians belonged, was made a
recognized community in full enjoyment of its ecclesiastical and
cultural liberty. Unlike Greeks and Bulgarians in Europe who did
possess majorities and who consequently had within themselves all
the elements of nationhood, the Armenians enjoyed in their commu-
nity institutions the only degree of autonomy which they could have
enjoyed. It was comparatively easy for Greeks and Bulgarians, once
Western ideas of nationalism had reached them, to enlarge the
autonomy of their own community institutions into territorial inde-
pendence, but any attempt to transfer Armenian autonomy from a
religious to a territorial basis was quite another matter. The popula-
tion of the modern eastern provinces was such that a resuscitation of

between the experience of Ireland and Turkey between 1919 andtNe °ld Armenian Kingdom was impossible and it would have
1923. Turkey had agreed to an armistice (ceasefire) with Britain '€Mained impossible until some means had been discovered of re-
at Mudros in October 1918. But that armistice was turned into a writing ten centuries of history.” (pp.78-9)

surrender when British and French Imperial forces entered Con- When the Great War began, the Armenians and Turks had
stantinople and occupied it soon after. Turkey found its parlidseen living together for around 800 years. The Armenians of
ment closed down and its representatives arrested or fanced Anatolia and Europe had been Ottoman subjects for nearly 400
the run’, at the same time as England meted out similar treatmeygars. And the Armenians did well, on the whole, under Ottoman
to the Irish democracy. Then a punitive treaty (the Treaty ofule. In every Ottoman province the Armenians were better
Sevres, August 1920) was imposed on the Turks at the point otducated and more prosperous than the average Moslem and,
gun, sharing out the Ottoman possessions amongst the Entewtigh the Greeks and Jews, formed what then existed of an
Powers. Along with that, Turkey itself was partitioned intoOttoman bourgeoisie. They were one of the non-Moslem groups
spheres of influence, with the Greek Army being used to enfordbat the Ottomans entrusted many important positions to in their
the settlement in Anatolia, in exchange for its irredentist desirdsmpire — a thing that England saw as a generosity that was
in Asia Minor. tantamount to race suicide.

The Catholic Bulletinvarned through the 1930s that the war ~ The Armenians, who did not live in a distinct geographical
of independence was not over. And it was not speaking of trerea in the Empire, were treated in the only way they could have
north. It argued that the war of ideas continued and Ireland needeeen by the Ottomans and in most respects enjoyed a favourable
to keep up its guard against British attempts to rehabilitate itse$tatus within the Empire. Price notes that any hardships the
in the country. Various members of our current academic estabrmenians might have complained about under Ottoman rule
lishment laughed off its crude combativeness in this area. Butere experienced in much the same way by the other peoples of
who can really argue that it wasn't correct? the Empire, including the Turks themselves.

Gallipoli does have one important connecting point between Butthe position of the Armenians was complicated toward the
Ireland and Turkey that has been lost to the memory. Tha&nd of the nineteenth century by the Russian expansion into the
connecting point is the Armenians. That is because it was tHgaucasus:
arrival of the Irish and the rest of the British Empire in the “Having broken through the barrier of the Caucasus Range and
invasion force at Gallipoli that helped set off what happened to established its provincial administrations in Trans-Caucasia, Russia
the Armenians. had transferred large numbers of Armenians from Ottoman to Rus-
The Rebirth of Turkey si_an_soyergignty, had stripped them ofthe aut_onom_y of their commu-

nity institutions and had kept them in order with an iron hand. In the

The Rebirth of Turkepy an American journalist, Clair Price,  Russo-Turkish War of 1876, its Armies had halted their march toward
published in 1923, provides food for thought about what hap- Alexandretta at Kars whence they over looked the Ottoman Armeni-
pened to the Armenians. Most of all it provides context, some- ans in the eastern provinces. The Treaty of San Stefano which closed

thing that our modern historians have sought to eliminate from the War of 1876 was quashed and in the Treaty of Berlin of 1878,
history. Russian provision for reforms to be applied to the Armenians was

In achapter entitleBhe Armenian Deportations of 19REce agreed to by all the signatory Powers. In the Cyprus Convention of

. . . L T 1876, however, Great Britain had bound itself to maintain the Sultan's
provides a picture of the Armenian population in the region: realm against Russia, and the eastern provinces, now the most

“The Armenian population before the late war consisted of about difficult and the most important provinces in the outer Empire,
1,500,000 in the Ottoman Empire, about 1,000,000 in the Russian became the theatre of directly opposed British and Russian policies.
Empire, about 150,000 in Persia and about 250,000 in Egypt, Europe But Russia, despite its_ resentment at the loss _of the Sa_n Stefano
and the United States. Although small colonies of them were to be Treaty, had won at Berlin. The Armenian clauses in the Berlin Treaty



reinforced the Armenian disposition to secure redress of their wronggncouraged by the signals coming from the Anglo-Russian
independently of their Turkish neighbors who were equal suffererentente, had risen up in the hope of provoking Western interven-
with them under the Hamidian regime. This tendency presently founglon. This event should have acted as a deterrent both to the
further reinforcement in the Nihilist movement which developed inarmenian revolutionaries and the Western Powers in demon-
Russia after the Russo-Turkish War. The persecuted Armenians frating the precarious position of the Armenians in the event of
Russian Trans-Caucasia joined the Nihilist movement, but thei Christian assault on the Ottoman Empire. But it didn’t and it

headquarters at Tiflis were stamped out by the Czar's police and tu%dermined Armenian efforts to preserve the stability of the

Armenian revolutionists fled to Switzerland, Paris, London and Ne\l\‘E . - -
York. mpire that gave them their security:
Relations between Turks and Armenians in the Ottoman Empire  “It may be assumed that the Armenian deputies in the Parlia-

had thus far been generally peaceful ... and even when Westernismment were still willing, despite the disappointments of the Enver
was alienating the Bulgarians in Europe, the Armenians in the eastern regime, to work the Constitution with the Turkish deputies. The
provinces were stilfthe loyal community.” But the Armenian independence committees, however, found their inspiration in the
revolutionists in the West, instead of confining their work to Russian West and their program was electrified by the professed concern
Trans-Caucasia, soughtto raise funds in the Ottoman Empire as well, for Armenian independence with which the Allied Powers began
and the ancient Turco-Armenian relationship began to be poisoned. the war. The Russian annexationist group was similarly affected.
Armenian committees succeeded in giving the Turks the impression In their view, Russia's opportunity tiidberate’ the eastern prov-
that‘the loyal community’ was no longer loyal...” (pp.81-2) inces was at hand.

Under the 1908 Constitution, the Enver Government had a

. . L . right to mobilize Armenians of military age as well as Turks, but
Armenians if England had held to her traditional policy of armed opposition broke out at once, notably at Zeitun, a town of

blocking Russian expansionism, as part of Geeat Game'’. Armenian mountaineers who had long enjoyed an almost com-

Price notes that it was England'’s strategic re-orientation, in pjete local independence. Along the eastern frontier, Armenians
acquiring Russia as an ally during 1907 - in the project to encircle pegan deserting to the Russian Armies and the Enver Govern-
and destroy Germany - that placed the Armenians in an ambigu-ment, distrusting the loyalty of those who remained, removed
ous position in relation to the Ottoman State: them from the combatant forces and formed them into labor gangs

“In 1907, the eastern provinces became the scene of an about-facey\/hose commissariat, to put it mildly, worked even more decrep-

in Anglo-Russian relations. Under the Anglo-Russian Treaty of that itly tha;]n Lhat c.)f th? °°.m?]"?‘ta”t troops. h d both th
year, the two Powers effected an immediate partition of Persia and With this situation in his rear, Enver Pasha crossed both the

envisaged a future partition of the Ottoman Empire in which the Russian {ind E’ersian frontiers butinJan.uary., 1915, he was thrown
eastern provinces would go to Russia and Mesopotamia would go to bapk b_ehlnd h.'s own frontier by_the_ Russian victory at Sarykamish.
Great Britain ... So Russian annexation of the eastern provinces This V|_ctory fired the annexa’uonlst_hopes gnd armed bands of
became the common programme of Great Britain and Russia alike, Ar_menlan vo!unteers began °pefa“”9! behind the O“F’r,‘“?‘” Ar-
and from that date Russia adopted a policy so liberal toward its mies. In April, Lord Bryce and t.heFrlends of Armenia’ in .
Armenians in Trans-Caucasia that a small Russian annexationist London appealed for funds t(,) equip the§e vqunteerg, and Russia
group soon appeared among the Armenians in the eastern provinces.als'O was presumably n'ot uninterested in them. Seeing that both
The fact must be emphasized that there has never been any Russialg';reat .Brltaln and Russia were gt war with the Ottoman Govern-
population in these provinces and that the Armenians constituted ment, itwould have been surprising if S0 obvious amove had been
Russia's only ground for intervention and eventual annexation.” overlooked. The_se_volunt_eer band_s flna!ly capture_d Van, one of
(pp.81-2) the eastern provmcw_;ll capitals, late in Apriland, having _massacred
the Turkish population, they surrendered what remained of the
So the 1907 agreement produced a situation whereby both city to the Russian Armies in June. The news from Van affected
England and Russia requiréte loyal community”of Armeni- the Turks precisely as the news from Smyrna affected them when
ans to be a fifth-column within the Ottoman State so that a the Greeks landed there in May, 1919. The rumour immediately
justification for the conquest of Moslem lands by the Christian ran through Asia Minor that the Armenians had risen.
Powers could be made. By this time, the military situation had turned sharply against

However, at that moment an unwelcome development oc- the Enver Government. The Russian victory at Sarykamish was

curred which required a response from the Powers and interestsdeveIOpIng and streams of Turkish refugees were pouring west-

looking to break up the Ottoman Empire. It involved a progres- ward into central Asia Minor. The British had launched their

. . Dardanelles campaign at the very gates of Constantinople, and
sive development which the Western Powers had always called Bulgaria had not yet come in. It does not seem reasonable to
for but which was, now, against their interests:

assume that this moment, of all moments, would have been
“The Anglo-Russian Treaty of 1907 was quickly followed by the ~ chosen by the Enver Government to take widespread measures
Young Turkish Revolution of 1908. Turks and Armenians alike against its Armenians, unless it was believed that such measures
rejoiced at the downfall of the Hamidian regime. An Armenian bloc were immediately necessary. Measures were taken. The provin-
was formed in the new Parliament and the Committee of Union and cial governors in those parts of the Empire which were exposed to
Progress entered into apparently amicable relations with it. The bulk the enemy, like the eastern provinces and the Mediterranean coast
of Armenian opinion in the Empire seemed to be willing to work the  where British and French men of war were maintaining a patrol,
revived Constitution and to begin, in common with its Turkish ~were ordered to assemble their Armenians and march them south
neighbors, the reforms of which all the Ottoman races stood in the into the Arab country forinternment. If these deportations were to
direst need. But the Armenian revolutionaries in the West had already be carried outin an orderly fashion, the strongestand mostreliable
planted independence committees in the Empire and drilled them in police arrangements were necessary but these arrangements the
the technique of revolution.” (p.82) Enver Government either could not or would not make. In general,

According to Price. there was still considerable qoodwill the deportations only gathered the Armenians together and ex-
9 ' 9 posed them without protection to a population alarmed and

between Turk and Armenian when Russia and Britain declared zpgered by the news from Van. They broke down into a dreadful
war on Turkey and began military operations against the Ottoman p;siness in which Armenian men of military age were shot down
State. This was despite a Turkish/Armenian conflict that oc- in batches and the remnant of women, children and old persons
curred in Adana in 1909, when Armenian revolutionary groups, who had not already made their way as refugees into Russian

This complication would not have been a problem for the



Trans-Caucasia, were finally interned in Mesopotamia and Syria Itis not clear whether more Turks and Kurds died at the hands
under conditions of the direst want. This business deprived Russid Armenians and their Russian backers than Armenians died at
of its sole claim to intervention in the eastern provinces, and thighe hands of Ottoman Moslems. The only comparable situation |
British Foreign Office which shared in the Anglo-Russian pro-can see would be in the Nazi invasion of Eastern Europe during
gram of partitioning the Ottoman Empire as Persia had alreadyg41-2 when society there was reduced to its elements, when
been partitioned, has naturally made the most of it. Lord BryceEeople did not know under what authority they might live the next
estimate of th? number of Armenians who died in the course of ay, and different groups did what they had to for the purposes of
was 800,000.” (p.86-8) sheer survival.

I make no claim to know the truth of the Armenianissue -one The invading Russian armies brought with them Armenian
way or another. All | can do is point out the context of it, as Clai roups armed with Allied weapons whose main purpose was to
Price attempted to do. During the Great War and the AIIie&i” Moslem Turks and Kurds - which they proceeded to do.
invasion of Turkey, the infrastructure of life in the Ottomangyitish and Russian agents circulated amongst the Armenians
Empire, which had been seriously weakened as a result of tRenind Turkish lines and provided them with weapons and
conflicts in the Balkans, was almost completely destroyed.  yoney to enable them to create general disorder. Inthe Armenian

In the process of this destruction up to one third of th@apture of the city of Van and the general massacre of Moslems
population of the Ottoman Empire perished (Further informatiog, ¢ followed, Ottoman soldiers were diverted and prevented
on this can be found in a book by Justin McCarftig Ottoman  from reaching the front to fight the invading Russian forces. Al

Turks. Inthe main war zones, in Macedonia and Thrace, westeffese factors must have influenced the Ottomans to relocate the
Anatolia, the north-east and south-east, that percentage was@snenian population from the area.

high as two thirds - a much higher number of fatalities suffered apq along with the Armenian relocation there was also a

than in any other country that was involved in the War. relocation of up to 800,000 Moslems from the war-zone. But
Inthe decade between 1912 and 1922, as a result of the effegfgen the Ottoman authorities moved various peoples out of the
of Allied pressure on the Empire and ethnic cleansing angar zones they became prey to other groups with scores to settle,
massacre resulting from it, in the areas seceding from it, th§,ch as the Kurds on the Armenians. Moslem civilians faced
Ottoman Empire was deluged by millions of Moslem, Jewish andimjjar problems as they fled the attacking Russian armies only
even Christian refugees coming into the State. These people Wegge harassed by armed Armenian bands. And | have seen figures
fleeing the pure nationalisms that the Western Powers encouys up to 500,000 Moslems killed by Armenians, with extensive

aged inthe Balkans as a means of destabilising the Ottoman Stai&s of names and modes of death recorded by the Ottoman
And the effects of this process were compounded by the Greglihorities.

War. o . . _ The Armenians in cities in the west, like Smyrna, Constanti-
It should be understood at this point that it was in the interegfople and Ankara were not subject to the same relocations

of the Ottoman State to preserve the peace and stability of ipcause the Ottomans only wished to remove those in the general
multi-ethnic Empire whereas the powers that sought its break-Ugea of the war-zone and Russian penetration.

were determined to break it apart through promoting ethnic A gecade and a half before the Turks relocated the Armenians,
conflict within it. the British relocated the Boers and Africans away from the war-
The British blockade of the Empire zone in the Transvaal — into concentration camps. It did so in

The British blockade of the Empire, which began even beforgtable conditions, controlling the seas around South Africa, under
the formal declaration of war, was carried out with the intentior° ;l).resdsure f?f beOCkﬁdg’ with pllentlfull food SUpE“?S' Ina
of starving Ottoman citizens to force them into surrender anl?ca Ised contlict oug tina genter_nany way by their oppo-
encouraging a general collapse of Ottoman society into anarcHy: nts. And yetthey sl man.aged t_o killtens of thousands of Boer
A similar blockade was organised against neutral Greece ?Afncan }/lvodnlen ar?ddchll;jlr)enbm Fhe Prociss._ but | h
encourage regime change and her enlistment in the Allied ranks. twas catie "émet 0 30 ar arlsmh at tbe :\I/lmeh ultD ave
The spread of typhus and cholerawas one ofthe majorreasons'i’&)ée‘]r sr(]eerg)llt”ca ginoq €' (except perhaps by Michael Davitt
the high level of Armenian and other deaths and food also becarffg® Jonn brion .at the t|m.e).. )

It was the object of Britain to win the Great War, no matter

very scarce in Eastern Anatolia. hat th That is why th lasted so | d
The successful destruction of civil society caused by thd/nat the€ consequences. That Is why the war fasted so long an

blockade and by the invading Allied armies was the major facto\’ﬁhy it was so destructive. It was spread across the world when

in turning the position of Armenians and other Christian groupt§ ere proved to be no way through in Europe and the Russian

. L teamroller ran out of steam. The fact that other peoples were
from one of mainstays of the commercial infrastructure of the

Ot Empi #he loval it levolent caught up in it was neither here nor there for England. If they
oman Empiré anthe loyal communityrinto a malevolent ., ;14 pe ysed to win the war, or if their deaths could add to the
element within it. And since the objective of the Allies was th

) - ropaganda that would help win it, all the better. In the end they
destruction of the commercial life of the Ottoman State througg nted for nothing in Britain and were dropped when they had

invasion and blockade what future, indeed, had the Armenians §.ed their usefulness.
it? . If the deaths of Armenians are seerigenocide’ the power

~ Thousands of people moving around as refugees from thgat was most responsible for it was Britain. In the interests of
invading armies of Britain and Russia and the Royal Naviestroying Germany and conquering the Ottoman territories, it
blockade, in chaotic conditions, with the transportation systeffade the Ottoman State, in the space of a few months, an
collapsing, with bandits preying on them under the collapse gfnpossible place for Armenians to live, after they had lived in it
order, with the general shortage of food and with primitiveyeacefully for centuries.

sanitation conditions leading to famine, hunger and disease, This was all part of the British tactic of breaking up multi-
inevitably resulted in a general reverse to a state of nature in mughtional Empires of rival powers by sowing the seeds and
of the outlying areas of the Empire, particularly in Easternyitivating the harvest of nationalism in them (whilst repressing
Anatolia, the war zone between Russia and the Turks. it closer to home). So the clearance of Armenians from eastern



Anatolia can only be seen, within the British scheme of things, as inadvertently but inescapably - he would be helping to propagate a
a progressive development, since it was the culmination of the much larger untruth: that the whole notion of deliberate and calcu-
general process that England encouraged with regard to thelated atrocity by Germany on Belgium was unfounded.” (Lord

Ottoman territories and elsewhere in the world. irf fiestion Bryce’s Investigation Into Alleged German Atrocities in Belgium,
building.’ ' Journal of Contemporary History, July 1979, p.381)

And they were probably happy to see the Armenians suffer in Liberal propagandists for the War felt it was their duty to

the process to create propaganda in the United States that WoBHP“Sh unfounded tal_es in the service of the Wa_r effort becau_se
bring that country into the war — a war that the Entente were inot to do so would nullify the reasons for the War itself - and their
danger of losing without America’s help own support of it. By telling lies about the Germans and Turks in

Lord Bryce had been for neutrality at the outbreak of War aane service ofbthet ﬁtat_e tr;)ey were salving their own Liberal
had only become an enthusiast for British participation when pgPnsclences about having become warmongers.
read accounts of thaviolation of Belgium’ written by Tom But the British Government did attempt to try 144 Ottoman

Kettle, the Redmondite propagandist, amongst others. He pafficials interned in Malta during 1920-1 on the basis of its

came the British Ambassador to Washington and had ma |der_10e. Aftedrat\t/votzeellr |r|1(vefst|gat|011the I_Z(’jrosecutor relt(re]ase(:]
connections in the American political elite. But he was merely € prisoners due to the fack of concrete evidence, even thoug

figurehead for the real authors. The writing of his bothe the information on the sources usedlive Blue Boolwas readily

Treatment of Armenians in the Ottoman Emgir®re widely ava||tlable tr? the progecuu?n.tth tEnaland . the Ameri
known asThe Blue Bookwas actually done by Arnold Toynbee was, however, iImportant that England convince the Ameri-

and itwas issued as a companion volume to the Reporton Germ PUb“C _that_Ottoman rule was the most murderous and
atrocities in Belgium. espicable in existence because the U.S. was not enamoured by

Toynbee himself was the named author of three books on tﬁl&e idea of British or French Imperialists extending their rule into
Armenian issueArmenian Atrocities - The Murder Of A Natjon the Near East. America had to be persuadeq that th? advance of
The Murderous Tyranny Of The TugksdTurkey: A Past And A Imperial armies into the area was a moral imperative and the
Future The Bryce Report and Toynbee’s books became the basefgtablishment of Colonial administrations was immensely pref-

for Wellington House propaganda against the Turks that COﬁa_rable, and indeed an altruistic act, on the part of Britain.

structed the lasting negative image of the Turk in the Westerlﬁspeciallywhen whilst England cried out for American help inits
mind ‘war for civilization’ against Germany it was itself diverting its

. o ; i to conquer land in the East.
The propaganda against the Turks utilised the AmericafVh armies away - o .
missions in Armenia, who concentrated their activities on con- After the Great War, Britain had itin her power to bring about

verting the Armenians to Protestantism, and whose work w. Armenian state and to try those it had accused and detained in

threatened by the Russian/Turkish conflict. Nearly halfthe sourcéd nnection .With _the Armeniatgenocide_.’ But, despite attempt-
used by Bryce and identified sreign residents’were, in fact, ing many things in the world that were immensely more difficult,

unnamed American missionaries. But they were notidentifiedaast the time |t_d_ec!ded not to f°”°V_V th_rough W|th_these two
such, leading readers to believe they were simply independeWteasqreS’ asif |_td|d not take the cla_ums it made against the Turks
and trustworthy foreigners with no interest in the matter. Th&S seriously as it pretended to, during the war.

American missions then helped the process in two ways: the And the U.S., which joined the Great War on Germany in

provided the information for the propaganda and helped distri L917, and which had substantial connection with the Armenians
Ute it in America. through its missionary activity amongst them, did not even feel

The other sources fdhe Blue Bookpresented as those of it important enough to declare war on the Turks or take the
objective individuals, were largely collected from Armenianmandate for organising an Armenian state, after Britain had tried

nationalist organisations, with an axe to grind against the Ott&—ale_g it off to them. It (_awdently felt that its “war for C'V'llza.' .
mans. tion” did not need extending to encompass the Turks. There s, in

England latched on to the fact that anti-Turkish feelingfact, another event that occurred around the same time that has a

already existed amongst some sections of the American pubﬁ'&mh greater right to be calfgienocide’ than what happened to

due to the pre-War accounts of their missionaries in Armeni he Armenlans_— butitis as little known aboutin the world as the
penian one is well known.

These people had characterised the Turks as persecutors _ o _
Christians (when the Ottomans had, in fact, rather liberallyThe Great Famine and Genocide in Persia, 1917-
tolerated the presence of these proselytising and disruptive Chris919

tian missions in their Empire). The Christian missionaries had pr. Mohammad Gholi Majd in his bookThe Great Famine
often been presented as long-suffering martyrs in the America{hq Genocide in Persia, 1917-191®%poses what he calls an
media and Britain saw a chance to utilise the sympathy theyyanjan holocaust’ where 8 to 10 million Iranians perished as a
engendered in the public to use as a lever to help bring Ameriggsyt of British policy in the latter stages of the Great War. A
into the War. large proportion of Iranian crops were seized by Britain and used
There never was a formal retraction by the British Governyg feed their occupying forces, leaving Iranian people to die from
ment of the contents ®he Blue Boaleven though Toynbee later pynger, malnutrition and disease. Gholi Majd argues that the
described it apropaganda”in hisWestern Question in Greece pyitish Government were the main cause of this famine and
and Turkeyp.50) - in 1922 when the issue was dead, the Greekgenocide that occurred by preventing food imports from neigh-
had been cast adrift, and the British were keen to make peace WHBuring Mesopotamia and India, which were under its control,
Ataturk. and where there was an abundance of grain. (Now that sounds
A British historian, Trevor Wilson, recently put it like this: familiar!) The Great Iranian Famine of 1917-19 is almost un-
“Bryce did not have the choice of telling the truth or telling known despite being possibly the largest genocide of the twenti-
falsehood. If he proved so scrupulous in his investigations that heth century. According to documents in the U.S., Persia’s popu-
might have to deem the tales of sadistic crimes unproven - thefation in 1914 was 20 million and as a result of the famine it was



reduced to 11 million, by 1919. About 40% of the Iranian Katchaznouni's account is mostly interesting because it also,
population died in the space of two years during the militaryalong with Price’s, places what happened to the Armenians in its
occupation of Persia by Britain. real context - in this case, the efforts of Armenian revolutionaries
At the same time Britain had the huge revenues of Persian adl utilize the Great War and Allied forces invading Turkey in their
atits disposal, to pay for food imports for the starving people. Buswn political pursuits. It evaluates the tragic incidents as in-
these funds were diverted to the British Treasury instead tstances of war and declares that the Armenians have been tools
subsidize military operations elsewhere in the world. in the hands of foreign powers, been let down by them, and
By all accounts Dr. Mohammad Gholi Majd had great diffi- suffered defeat and disaster through their own miscalculations.
culty in getting his book published in the U.S. and whilst other Katchaznouni’s account begins just before the Great War:
publications dealing withgenocides’ were eagerly put on the “At the beginning of the autumn of 1914 when Turkey had not

market (such as that in Rwanda), the subject of an Iranian yet entered the war but had already been making preparations,
genocide produced by British agency was considered untouch- aArmenian Revolutionary units began to be formed in Transcaucasia

able by the same publishers. with great enthusiasm and, especially, with much uproar ...
Documents from the British War Office relating to the occu- In the fall of 1914 Armenian volunteer units organized them-

pation and famine in Iran/Persia are still being withheld from selves and fought against the Turks because they could not refrain

scholars by today’s Government in Westminster. themselves from organizing and refrain themselves from fighting.

We live in a world where successfgenocides’ perpetrated ~ This was an inevitable result of the psychology on which the
by those who have the control over the writing of history are Armenian people had nourished themselves during an entire
largely unknown and the acts of those that might be of use in the ger)eratlon: that mentality should have found its expression, and
political scheme of things become the news. If the tgreno- ' d'll'%z(\)/v.i.ﬁter of 1914 and the spring of 1915 were the periods of
cide’is bandied about as a tool of propaganda it becomes too good pring b

. o greatest enthusiasm and hope for all the Armenians in the Cauca-
a term to be applied to the activities of the masters of the world sus, including, of course, the Dashnagtzoutiun. We had no doubt

in creating their own backyards. that the war would end with the complete victory of the allies;

- . . o Turkey would be defeated and dismembered, and its Armenian
Postscript: The ‘Armenian Genocide’ — the lost population would at last be liberated.

view of the first Armenian Prime Minister We had embraced Russia wholeheartedly without any com-

After completing the article above an interesting document punc_tion. Without any positive basis of fact, we believed that the
came into my possession. It is a report submitted by Hovhannes CZarist government would grant us a more or less broad self-
Katchaznouni, the first Armenian Prime Minister of the Arme- gov(;arfnment m;he Caucasus Ianc; n th? Arrlnemandvn?fyets “be;

. . t T t t t
nian Republic (1918-19), and one of the founders of the Dashnags,ae rom TUrkey as a result ot our foyally, and efiorts an

. . . . " assistance.
the revolutionary Armenian group which organized the political We had created a dense atmosphere of illusion in our minds.

and military activities against the Ottoman State. _ We had implanted our own desires into the minds of others; we
It was issued to thBashnagtzoutiud923 Party Convention  had lost our sense of reality and were carried away with our

to explain the situation and was something of an apologia, which dreams ... we overestimated the ability of the Armenian people,
must have taken great guts to deliver. At the point at which this their political and military power and overestimated the extent
report was given, the Armenians had got a state, but it had beenand importance of the services our people rendered to the Rus-
provided by the Bolsheviks, rather than the Anglo-French En- Sians. And by overestimating our very modest worth and merit,
tente. The Entente had abandoned the idea of an Armenian statdve Were naturally exaggerating our hopes and expectations.

in Anatolia when they failed to hold the Turks to the Treaty of | € deportations and massacres which took place during the
Sevres, and the Armenians had to be content with autonomy summer and autumn 9f 1915 were mortal blows to the Armenian
under the Soviet State. cause. Half of historical Armenia‘the same half where the

. . . . - foundations of our independence would be laid according to the
This report was actually published in a bookin Tbilisiin 1927 .- jitions inherited by European diplomacy’ - that half was

- which was quickly banned in Armenia. Copies seemed to have genyded of Armenians; the Armenian provinces of Turkey were
been located and destroyed after that. However, a copy waswithout Armenians. The Turks knew what they were doing and
rescued from the Lenin Library in Moscow and re-published in  have no reason to regret today. It was the most decisive method of
Turkish and English recently. It is entitiBéshnagtzoutiun Has extirpating the Armenian question from Turkey.

Nothing To Do Anymoreafter the view of Hovhannes Again, it would be useless to ask today to what extent the
Katchaznouni that the Dashnags had exhausted their function andParticipation of volunteers in the war was a contribution to the
should be wound up. Armenian calamity. No one can claim that the savage persecutions

would not have taken place if our behaviour on this side of the
frontier had been different, as no one can claim to the contrary that
the persecutions would have been the same even if we had not

The book has also a number of Armenian documents, one an
account of the speech made by the military representative of the
Party to the National Congress, hel_d in Thilisi durmg Febr_uary shown hostility to the Turks.

1915 (before the deportations). This speech was interesting in ~ 1his is a matter about which it is possible to have many
describing the objectives of the Armenian revolutionary groups gjfferent opinions.

in relation to the Allied invasion of Turkey: The proof is, however - and this is essential — that the struggle

“As is known, the Russian government donated 242,900 rubles at began decades ago against which the Turkish government brought
the beginning of the war to make preparations to arm the Turkish about the deporta’[ion or extermination of the Armenian people in
Armenians and to incite revolts in the country during the war. Our Turkey and the desolation of the Turkish Armenia.
volunteer units need to break the defense line of the Turkish forces ~ That was the terrible fact!...
and to unite with the rebels and to create anarchy on the frontand ~ The second half of 1915 and the entire year of 1916 were
behind the lines and by these means help the Russian armies pas$€riods of hopelessness, desperation and mourning. The refugees,

through and capture Turkish Armenia.”(Analiz Basim Yayin Tasarim all those who had survived the Holocaust, were filling Russian
Gida Ticaret Ve Sanayi, Dashnagtzoutiun Has Nothing To Do Provinces by tens ofthousands, hundreds ofthousands. They were
Anymore pp. 17-8) famished, naked, sick, a horrified and desperate flood of human-
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ity, flooding villages and cities. They had come to a country which  to evade war. We ought to have used peaceful language with the
was itself in ruins and famished. They piled upon each other, Tyrkswhetherwe succeeded or not, and we did notdo ... this was

gifggsgur own eyes, on our threshold dying of famine and ¢ fngamental error. We were not afraid of war because we
'And we were unable to save those precious lives. Angered and thought we would win. With the carelessness of inexperienced

terrified, we sought the culprits and quickly found them: the @and ignorant men we did not know what forces Turkey had
deceitful politics of the Russian government ... mustered on our frontiers. When the skirmishes had started the

Our volunteer units were naturally trying to capture Van and Turks proposed that we meet and confer. We did not do so and
Mus without any waste of time. They headed for these places to defied them.
save the Armenians. However, Russians did not only consist of | 55014 point out that in Autumn of 1920 we were not a

Armenians and they had other intentions. This sluggishness and o L L
uncertainty to act w)rqich we evaluated as disloyalty ?sgexplainable negligible quantity in the eyes of the Turks. The terrible incidents

by the customary ineffectiveness of the Russian command (which ©f the past years were forgotten. Our people were well rested and
was witnessed many times on other fronts as well) or other general our Army was well armed with British arms. We had sufficient
military conditions unknown to us now ... By extraordinary —ammunition. We were holding a very important fortress called
mental aberration, we, a political party, were forgetting that our Kars in our hands. Finally there was the Sévres Treaty and it was
cause was an incidental and trivial phase for the Russians, SOnot simply a piece of paper in those days, it was an important gain

trivial that, if necessary, they would trample on our corpses - : :
without a moments hesitation. against the Turks. We could easily believe we could be heard,

| am not saying that we did not know the circumstances. Of because Turks were considered the defeated party.
course we knew and understood and so we started when it was We did not make an attempt ...
necessary to explain the situation. Deep down in our hearts, Wenow seethatifwe had agreed on a settlementwith the Turks
however, we did not grasp the full meaning of that word formula;  directly (in spite of the Sévres treaty) we might have gained a lot.
we forgot what we already knew and we drew such conclusions gyt we could not see this at that point ... it is also a reality and an

as though our cause was the center of gravity of the Great War, its . . : : .
cause and its purpose. When the Russians were advancing, Weunforg|vable reality that we did not do anything to avoid war but

used to say from the depths of our subconscious minds that they did just the opposite; we created excuses for it. What is unforgiv-
were coming to save us; and when they were withdrawing, we said able is that we had no idea about the military power of Turkey and

they are retreating so that they would allow us to be massacred ...” neither did we know our own army ...

Katchaznouni then deals with the second opportunity that The war resulted in our indisputable defeat. And our Army was

presented itself to the Armenian revolutionary groups - after well fed and well armed and dressed but did not fight. The troops
were constantly retreating and deserting their positions; they

Turkey had seemed defeated after the armistice in 1918, and Washrew away their arms and dispersed to the villages.”
invaded and occupied by Allied armies. '

But first there was a shock in store for the Armenians: In 1920 the Bolsheviks seized power in Armenia and

Katchaznouni was arrested as a counter-revolutionary. He fled

“In November a general peace was declared. Germany and iig,yjet Armenia in 1921, but returned to live there until his death
allies lost the war. The German troops left Georgiain haste. Turlﬁ 1938,

also receded back into their old territory. Towards the end of the
month, British troops - the troops of our allies - entered the
Batoum. We started to entertain new hopes. It appeared as if our
situation in Transcaucasia would radically change, for the victo
rious and those which replaced the German troops in TbilisiwergJ h lin Central E . t f
our allies. We had fought against the common enemy. W pheaval in Lentral EUrope in a quarter of a
certainly would attain the privilege of special friendship of theCeNtUrYy.

British, compared to the Georgians who had flirted with the
Germans and the Azerbaijanis who had openly gone over to the Maps publishedinapopularillustrated magazitiestration,
Turkish side. We were once more wrong. The British saw n@n 16 September 1939, see centre pages and comments p. 34
difference among us. They acted as if either they did not know that
we had been their ally or had forgotten this. The generosity they

showed towards the Georgians and the Azerbaijanis was unex-

pected and incomprehensible. We certainly did not like this

attitude of the British and thought they were disloyal ... We

contended that they were unfaithful and we were relieved. We did New site for Athol books sales:
not examine the reasons for this unfaithfulness.”

What is striking about his account is that Katchaznouni
concedes that it would have been better for the Armenians to have h -Ihvww.athol ks-sal r
made a deal with the Turks in 1920 than to have trusted in the ttps.// atholbooks-sales.o Y
military power of the Allies. In doing so Katchaznouni embraces
the view of the conflict between Armenian and Turk as that of a
civil war rather than what would normally be understood as

See also Documents:
A Redmondite on the Armenians p. 35

“genocide”. Secure site for Athol Books online sales
“The Armenian-Turkish war which broke our back began in ]
the fall of 1920. with
Would it have been possible to evade it? Probably not.
The crushed Turkey of 1918 had recovered during the two link to main Athol Books site

years. There came forward patriotic, young officers who formed
anew army in Asia Minor. They saw the necessity of attacking in
the Northeast, and also in the Southwest against the Greeks which
they could not do without first crushing their flank on the Arme-
nian front...

Despite these hypotheses there remains an irrefutable fact.
That we had not done all that was necessary for us to have done
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The Birth of Irish Foreign Affairs

by Pat Walsh

At the moment there is debate in Ireland as to the true natuoity and occupied the various Ottoman Ministries. The leading
of Irish-Turkish relations during the period of the foundations oDeputies and leaders in the Constantinople Parliament were
the two states, and how they should be perceived today. The focaisested by British Intelligence Officers and it was shut down.
has been the contact between soldiers at Gallipoli. But there akéany of the representatives of the Turkish democracy were sent
more important and substantial points of contact between the two internment in Malta.

nations that should be paid attention to.

A week later Mustapha Kemal opened the Turkish Grand

We feel obliged to draw attention to an early contact betweeNational Assembly in Ankara, which was attended by, amongst
the independent Irish Dail and the independent Grand Nationathers, those Deputies who had managed to escape the Allied
Assembly of Turkey, established by Mustafa Kemal Ataturk atepression of its parliament in Constantinople.

Ankara. This communication is something unique since perhaps So in 1920-1 both assemblies, in Dublin and Ankara, were
for the first time in history two fighting and two founding assailed by British occupying forces determined to shut them
parliaments established contact in their national struggles agairdwn, and prepared to use military force to do so.

a common colonizing empire. This contact was made through the The DAil, in its first act of foreign affairs, sent out this message

Dail's ‘Message to the Free Nations of the Wadlglivered to the

to the other free nations of the world (including Turkey’s new

revolutionary Grand National Assembly at Ankara, presumablyational development) declaring the existence of an independent
on a date following 10 August 1921 (as the extract from the Irislrish Government. It was read out, in Irish, to the Dail by
Department of Foreign Affairs reproduced below suggests). Th&J.O'Kelly, the editor ofThe Catholic Bulletin which was

Dail's Message was addressed td'#lected representativest

subsequently to publish sympathetic accounts of Ataturk and the

afew dozen countries. The last Ottoman Monarchical Parliameturkish struggle for independence:

was dissolved by Britain on 18 March 1920 and the only elected

body in Turkey was the Turkish Grand National Assembly which"“MESSAGE TO THE FREE NATIONS OF THE
was inaugurated on 23 April 1920. In early 1919 Britain began t9WORLD.

suppress the Irish democracy which came into being after the

1918 election. About a year later it did the same in Turkey. The
Ottoman Sultan, a virtual prisoner of the British in Constantino-

To the Nations of the World! Greeting.
The Nation of Ireland having proclaimed her national inde-
pendence, calls through her elected representatives in Parliament

ple, had been persuaded to send Mustapha Kemal (Ataturk) to assembled in the Irish Capital on January 21, 1919, upon every

Eastern Anatolia, to control Turkish forces that were preparing to

free nation to support the Irish Republic by recognising Ireland's

resist the establishment of an Armenian State, to get him out of national status and her right to its vindication at the Peace

the way. But having got there Kemal resigned from the Army,
united with these forces, and signedAineasia Protocobn June

Congress.
Nationally, the race, the language, the customs and traditions

9, 1919 declaring the intention to resist the occupation and also of Ireland are radically distinct from the English. Ireland is one

the Sultan, as its instrument. This was a rival source of power to
the puppet regime in Constantinople and became the nucleus of

a new Turkish national development.

Ataturk presided over a National Congress at Erzurum, in
Eastern Anatolia, held in July; and then in Sivas in September
1919. From these conferences was issuedviifie Misak or
National Pact. This pact proposed a settlement with the British on
the basis of self-determination for the Arabs south of the Armi-
stice line; the opening of the Straits to free commerce; full rights
for non-Turkish minorities; the retention of all non-Arab Mos-
lem-majority areas of the Empire (Anatolia, Eastern Thrace and
Mosul included); and abolition of the Capitulations.

In January 1920 the Ottoman Parliament in Constantinople,
which conducted its business within range of the Royal Navy’s
guns, declared support for the National Pact. The British occupy-
ing power viewed this development with concern and told the
Sultan to repress it. As Churchill candidly put it:

“The Allies were loyal to the principle of representative govern-
ment: accordingly the Turks had voted. Unhappily, they had almost
all of them voted the wrong way.” (David Walddihe Chanak
Incident,p.76)

To force the Ottoman government to submit to Allied de-
mands and to control events in Turkey the British authorised a full
military occupation of Constantinople on Marchild920 —
against the terms of the Mudros armistice. British forces marched
into Constantinople, arrested Turkish nationalist leaders in the
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of the most ancient nations in Europe, and she has preserved her
national integrity, vigorous and intact, through seven centuries of
foreign oppression: she has never relinquished her national rights,
and throughout the long era of English usurpation she has in every
generation defiantly proclaimed her inalienable right of nation-
hood down to her last glorious resort to arms in 1916.

Internationally, Ireland is the gateway of the Atlantic. Ireland
is the last outpost of Europe towards the West: Ireland is the point
upon which great trade routes between East and West converge:
her independence is demanded by the Freedom of the Seas: her
great harbours must be open to all nations, instead of being the
monopoly of England. To-day these harbours are empty and idle
solely because English policy is determined to retain Ireland as a
barren bulwark for English aggrandisement, and the unique
geographical position of this island, far from being a benefit and
safeguard to Europe and America, is subjected to the purposes of
England's policy of world domination.

Ireland to-day reasserts her historic nationhood the more
confidently before the new world emerging from the War because
she believes in freedom and justice as the fundamental principles
of international law, because she believes in a frank co-operation
between the peoples for equal rights against the vested privileges
of ancient tyrannies, because the permanent peace of Europe can
never be secured by perpetuating military dominion for the profit
of empire but only by establishing the control of government in
every land upon the basis of the free will of a free people, and the
existing state of war, between Ireland and England, can never be
ended until Ireland is definitely evacuated by the armed forces of
England.



Forthese among otherreasons, Ireland—resolutely and irrevo- '
cably determined at the dawn of the promised era of self-determi- TWO |etterS N the
nation and liberty that she will suffer foreign dominion no

longer—calls upon every free nation to uphold her national clainl I‘ISh T| mes 16/4/10

to complete independence as an Irish Republic against the arro-

gant pretensions of England founded in fraud and sustained only

by an overwhelming military occupation, and demands to b&evin Barry's last letter

confronted publicly with England at the Congress of the Nations,

in order that the civilised world having judged between English

wrong and Irish right may guarantee to Ireland its permanent Madam, — Perhaps it is indicative of where we are at as a
support for the maintenance of her national independence.” (Frogbciety that the sale of historical documents such as Kevin

Dail Eireann Debates - Volume 1 - 21 January, 1919) Barry’s last letter merit little serious analysis or debate in your

Of course, Versailles and the peace conference were to pro@P€r beyond its potential market value (Home News, April
a great disappointment to the Irish and the Turkish. Ireland fount3th)- 1t is a given that public institutions will enter into the
its representations vetoed by England and the Turks got gy to bid for such items, but surely an argument should be
punitive Treaty of Sévres, which partitioned Turkey and thénade for the preservation of our historical record rather than
Moslem lands of the Ottoman Empire amongst the Wester®r its commercial dispersal. Our historical record might
Christian Powers. indeed be a little more complete if owners, vendors and/or

Some background to the Dail declaration - and the subsequgmirchasers were at the very least required to submit details of
establishment of a Foreign Affairs Department, a prerequisite @fll such sales to a central cultural repository so that the final
independence - is given in a Department of Foreign Affairéocation of any “lot” can be formally recorded. It should be
Report of 10 August 1921. It suggests that although the messageted that our French colleagues, who have the fortunate
was read to the Dail in January 1919, the difficult circumstancagsource of much more extensive institutional collections, may
in which it operated did not lead to its delivery to other nationsgefine such records, either private or public, as “historical
with supporting information, until 1921: archives” and therefore as items of public interest. Such

records become the property of the state and the previous
“On his return from America, the President having in view thegyner is paid indemnity. — Yours, etc, CRONAN O

importance of strengthening and increasing our representation t5'OIBHLIN Head of Special Collections, Archives and
foreign countries, the co-ordination of the work of our Foreign ' '

Representatives and the necessity of getting these representati!%eespOSItory Services, Boole Library, University College Cork,
in closer touch than was hitherto possible, deemed it wise fyollege Road, Cork.

establish a separate office for the department of foreign affairs.

The work of this department had hitherto been centred in thg1arking the 1916 anniversary
office of the General Secretary, who had done splendid work in
spite of the fact that he could only give the Department a fraction . -
of histime. The new office was established in February of this year Madam, — Itis notable that coverage by RTE of the. 1916
and since then a good deal has been done in the matter of &remony at the GPO on Easter Sunday was the last item on
ordinating the work or our Foreign Representatives and of keeghe 9pm news. One more breaking news story and it would
ing them closely informed on the situation at home. Specighave slipped off the radar completely. This is indicative of a
envoys have been sent to Germany, Russia, South America aparefully fostered attitude over many years past on the part of
South Africa, an accredited representative ha_s been_appointed“'tgfﬁcia| Ireland” to the question of remembering and under-
Germany; press bureaux have been established in Germaryanding the revolution. That attitude is to revise it, ridicule it,
Switzerland, Spain and Rome and the organisation of similge the breath out of it, bury it. On the April 24th, 1916 my
bureaux in South .Afr'ca' AUStral.'a' ¢h|lg and th? Argentine 'Z%randfather, Volunteer John Stokes, said goodbye to his wife
under way. In addition the organisation in the United States h - o .

and children, not knowing if he would ever see them again,

been put on a new basis ... LY . R
One of the first duties of the Department was the preparation &nd walked away to join his comrades in Boland’s Mill. Over

the material accompanying the 'Address to the RepresentativestB next five days he, and they, faced down the military might
Foreign Nations', which was adopted at the January Session of A the British Empire knowing that the odds were heavily

Dail. This document was forwarded to our Foreign Representstacked against them. Why would a rational man, a loving
tives with instructions to have it translated into the differenthusband and father, walk away from the life he loved and
languages and delivered to each elected representative in ttvards potential disaster for himself and for his family?
following countries: - France, Spain, Germany, Portugal, ItalyBecause he believed that we Irish should enjoy the status of
Greece, Bulgaria, Austria, Czecho Slovakia, Hungary, Rumanigiying as free citizens of an enlightened republic and not be
Switzerland, Turkey, Jugo Slavia, Belgium, Holland, Swedens, caq 19 Jive as subjects of a feudal monarchy. That the Irish
Norway, Denmark, Russia, Japan, Ch'n"’." Ph"'pp”?es' the Britis tate subsequently failed to vindicate the Republic is not John
Colonies and all countries on the American Continent. A gre Elokes,s fault, or the fault of any of his comrades of 1916.

deal of this work has already been done. Arrangements have be h f . hf £ th | .
made to have the Address read before the United States Senate af§Y S€t the test for us in paragraph four of the Proclamation.

it is hoped that the same may be done in many other countries’Nus far, we have failed the test. The proof of this lies all
around us. John Stokes survived the revolution to rear his

In view of the above, there is now a decision to be made arfihildren. At the age of 58 he died rescuing a young woman
this involves either denying or honouring the past ‘com-  from drowning at the Shelley Banks. A brave and honourable
memorating’ an isolated point of conflict between Ireland andnan to the last, a good citizen. 1 will remember him and all of
Turkey at Gallipoli or celebrating the substantial points of contadtis comrades of 1916 on April 24th. That is, for me, Republic
between two nations fighting and establishing their independ?ay. — Yours, etc, TOM STOKES, Season Park,
ence and democracy against a common Imperialist enemy. Newtownmountkennedy, Co Wicklow.
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CHARLIE DONNELLY ON IRISH NEUTRALITY AND BRITAIN’S 1935 WAR PLANS

[Introduction by Manus O’Riordan:
The 22 year old Tyrone-born poet Charlie Donnelly was
killed in action on February 27, 1937 during the Spanish Anti-

fascist War’s battle of Jarama. Due to the earlier deaths of Galway

volunteer Mick Kelly and Belfast volunteer Bill Henry, at the
time of Donnelly’s own death he was acting commander of the
James Connolly Unit of the nternational Brigade’s Abraham
Lincoln Battalion. Two years previously, on June 8, 1935, the
following article had been published by the Communist Interna-
tionalinits journalmprecorr, otherwise known daternational
Press CorrespondenceHe was introduced bimprecorr as
“Charlie Donnelly, Irish Republican Army”, but that was both
misleading and untrue. In 1934 Peadar O’'Donnell and Frank
Ryan had split from the IRA to form the anti-fascist Republican
Congress. Donnelly was chairman of the London branch of that

Englishman nor a traitor; | am an Irishman captured in a fair attempt
to achieve the independence of my country, and you can no more
deprive me of the honours of the position than the abominable
crueltiesinflicted 600 years ago on William Wallace in this city ... My

neck is at your service if it amuses you to break it; my honour and
reputation are beyond your reach. | ask for no mercy, pardon or pity.”

CASEMENT: “Shaw’s version is all right: but he does not under-
stand one tenth-part of the issue the Crown had in view. They are not
after me — except in so far as they have to keep in with public feeling.
They are out to befoul Germany first of all; to show up @erman
plot’ and‘Clan-na-Gael’ plot and then to belittle me personally and
point to the trio as fine guides and helpers for the Irish people. The
reaction is to have this effect — glorification of goodwill of the Irish
fighters who fought and died in Ireland — misled and deceived by
Germany and me — but contempt and scorn for those who misled them
and later (in the aftermath of a hopeless delusion) to get all the Irish

Nationalists into the war on England’s side, and satlefyal Irish
Nationality’ by some promise of Home Rule — that nauseous fraud —
when the common enemy, Germany, is beaten.”

same Republican Congress and co-editor, together with the
Dublin Jewish Republican Leslie Daiken, of its publicatitsh
Front. Donnelly gave that paper a sharp anti-fascist character. In
the September 1935 issue he wrote:

“The germs of Fascism are present in Ireland; organisations, Despite a Si”."”ar originality of analytical thought in ”.‘“Ch of
institutions and sentiments which could be welded into a fascisi€lmprecorrarticle that follows, | have nonetheless omitted the
movement, for example, Anti-Semitism... General O'Duffy may final few paragraphs where Donnelly does in fact fly off on a
seem a joke at present. The joke is merely that he is without Haditionalleftisttangent, culminating in thus accusing de Valera:
paymaster... If the General can create a movement worth taking over,
his unemployment may only be temporary.”

“The agenda of the Free State Government today has as its main
aims: Capitulation in the Economic War, surrender to the war aims of
British imperialism, and increased repression of the revolutionary
advance.”

And in the October 1936 issue he also wrote:

“On Sunday, October 4th, the London working class dealt a blow
to the aspirations of Fascism. Thousand of Jewish, Irish and English | cannot say if such a judgment would have survived if
workers in the East End of London came together and by their unite®onnelly had not been killed at so young an age. But | can speak
efforts prevented Sir Oswald Mosley and his Fascist army fromof Frank Ryan, whom Donnelly had goaded into leading a
staging a provocative march through the Jewish quarters.” contingent of Irish volunteers to defend the Spanish Republic
Charlie Donnelly was both an anti-fascist fighter and thinker.@gainst Fasci_sm, before he himself also went out to fight in Spain.
And precisely because he was such a thoroughgoing one, R€€ Wvw.irelandscw.com/docs-Ryan2.htm and
adamantly refused to countenance any “anti-fascist” gloss bein§fWW.ireélandscw.com/org-RyanComm.htm where | have dealt
put on the stratagems of British imperialism. Furthermore/n detail wnh_Frank_Ryan’s enth_u5|ast|c wprk on behalf of de
although a Marxist, Donnelly never became a member of eitheY@lera’swartime policy of neutrality. Seeww.irelandscw.com/
the CPI or CPGB, being too independent a thinker to subjedvol-CollectedCD.htm and www.irelandscw.com/docs-
himself to any Communist Party control. Such independence wagivision.htm for more on Charlie Donnelly. In the article below,
evident in his attempt to capture the mindset of Roger Casemef@uare brackets are_used forthose interpolations that are mine; the
in an article, simply entitled “Connolly and Casement”, pub-round brackets are in Donnelly’s own text.]
Ii;hed in the July 1936. issue beft Rev.iew In a fictional Text by Charlie Donnelly:
dialogue, Donnelly surmised what he believed were the reasons
why Casement had in factrejected the very real offer made by [the On May 30[1935] Mr. JH Thomas, eulogising the unity of the
still alive in 1936] George Bernard Shaw to script the defenc&mpire in preparation for war, boasted how from “even the Free
case for his 1916 trial on the charge of high treason: State” came no discordant note. [On May 31itisé Timeshad
SHAW (for the defence): “The fact that | served England well directly quoted Britain’s Colonial Secretary Jimmy Thomas —a
enough to have my services publicly acknowledged and especiallipombastically imperialist National Government renegade and
rewarded shows that | have no quarrel with England except theleserter from the Labour Party — as emphatically declaiming in
political quarrel which England respects and applauds in Polanda banquet speecHrish Free State, even — make no mistake
Italy, Belgium, in short, in every country except those conquered anéibout the significance of the last word’M.O’R] At a confer-
denationalised by England herself.” ence on Imperial Defence (held on May 23, the day following the
CASEMENT: “Yes | have. | deny England’s claim to India and announcement in the House of Commons of the trebling of the
Egypt even as | deny her claim to Ireland — on the very ground thaBritish Air Force), the Free State representative [High Commis-
what | claim for one country | should not withhold from others, and sijoner John Dulanty] got up and said:
not aid them, too, to obtain. | am not only an Irish nationalist, but an
anti-imperialist.”

“We endorse the British policy. We want to proclaim to the world
that, if they assume, because of internal differences at the moment,

SHAW (for the defence): “If you persist in treating me as an  they can use the Free State as a gate to attack England, then we,
Englishman you bind yourselves to hang me as a traitor before the regardless of our political differences, hereby proclaim that that they
eyes of the world. Now, as a simple matter of fact, I'm neither an gre deceived.”
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On the day following this declaration the political corre-Government show that, as far as it is concerned, the economic
spondent of th®aily Herald reported that the British govern- collapse of the Free State under its policy has made the time ripe
ment was engaged in informal conversations designed for tHier an imperialist victory.
improvement of trade relations between the two countries. Anxi- On both sides of the Channel the way is being skillfully
ety for a settlement with the Free State is strong in the Britisprepared for a surrender of the Free State to imperialist war plans.
press. TheHerald in a leading article supports the rapproche-t is appropriate that the Labour ParBaily Herald, foremost
ment, declaring that: “Mr. de Valera has removed one of the majropagandist of the [anti-] Hitler alliance, should here also be the
obstacles to a fundamental understanding by his unequivoaalost active spreader of confusion in the interests of the British
declaration that no Free State government would allow Ireland twarlords. The issue, according to tHerald, is simply Irish
be used as a base for hostile operations against Britain in the eveattrality in the event of war.
of war.” The guarantee that, an Irish Republic once allowed, “the Irish

TheDaily Expressof whose friendship Irishmen have hith- people would use all their resources to see that no attack should
erto been curiously unaware, proclaims its editorial desire “tcome to Britain across Irish territory” has been repeatedly offered
bury for ever all feuds with Ireland, ancient and modern”. to the British Government by Mr. de Valera — and repeatedly and

There could not be a greater mistake, however, than twompletely ignored. The guarantee in question now is not a
imagine that this sudden desire to end the Economic War meagugarantee of Irish neutrality in war — it is a proposal for an
the slightest change toward the one definite and unchangimgfensive and defensive alliance with Britain.

demand of the Irish peoplethe demand for national inde- There can be no question of Irish neutrality while part of
pendence The real meaning of the “settlement” talk is exposedreland is garrisoned by British troops. And while the strategic
by the reactionarfgxpress which naively writes: positions of the Free State coast are in British hands. Only an

“Wherever such deep divisions exist within the Empire thdndependent Republic could have neutrality. The whole policy of
business of good citizens is to remove them and build instead tf&fitish imperialism has been directed to preventing Ireland
common front. Every day that the world moves along its preserecuring the right to neutrality in a war in which Britain is
course the need for Empire unity increases.” engaged.

The desire to settle the Economic War is dictated by the Irish Republicans support the statement of de Valera that a
approach of international war and the necessity of securirfgee Ireland would not allow its territory to be used for an attack
Ireland as a war base. There is no change in the British attitudm Britain. They are no more friendly to the war plans of any other
no mention of a concession to Republican feeling. Today, as froimperialist power than they are to those of Britain. But there can
the very beginning of the Economic War “there can be nde no question of neutrality until Ireland is free. Any settlement
settlement of the Irish question” except on the basis of Commomade with Britain on the present political basis, involving, as it
wealth acceptance and Irish alignment with imperialist war plansvould, the identification of the Free State with British war
The meaning of the settlement talk is simply that the neanterests, will be repudiated and fought not only by the Republi-
approach of war makes it necessary for imperialism successfulban movement, but by everybody who wishes Ireland to escape
to conclude its attempt to break Republican resistance and secthie horror of participation in an imperialist war in which she has
Ireland as a war base, and that the statements of the Free Staidnterest.......

MEXICO’S SAN PATRICIOS AND SPAIN’S IRISH AND BRITISH INTERNATIONAL
BRIGADERS HONOURED

by Manus O'Riordan

In the brief space of a fortnight this Spring of 2010, three2id=113320 for “The Irish Soldiers of Mexico”, by Michael F.X.
different commemorative events took place that each containétébgan, “History Ireland”, Winter 1997.
both Hispanic and Irish anti-imperialist reverberations: the re-
lease of the “San Patricio” CD on March 9, preceded by a Charlie |n July 1998 my father Micheal O’'Riordan, as an Interna-
Donnelly commemoration on February 27 and followed by a Jadkonal Brigade veteran of the Spanish Anti-fascist War, was

Jones commemoration on March 13. chosen to lead the European contingent of the US Pastors for
Peace Friendship Caravan that was acting in breach of the US

REMEMBERING THE SAN PATRICIO BATTAL- bIock_ade by bringing medical goods to Cljlba..SWBNEI tu.ie/

ION OF MEXICO bulletin/pdf/cubareport.pdf Tp14 and ww.siptu.ie/PressRoom/

NewsReleases/2009/Name,10884.en.html re Ireland/Cuba] He

. . . ... travelled to Cuba via Spain and Mexico, and in the San Angel
In April 1846 the USA invaded Mexico and waged acolonlalls&istrict of Mexico City, that July 20, he had an initial act of

war of conques_t to seize California and _New Mexpo. Appallg olidarity to perform - to place a bouquet of flowers at the San
by what was being asked of them, a contingent of Irish conscrlpgatricio memorial, along with this dedication:
f ' '

deserted the U.S. Army and volunteered to fight in defence o
Mexico under the banner of the San Patricio Battalion. Cap_tured “Homage to the San Patricio Battalion — the heroic Irish who
in battle, 48 of them were brutally put to death by the US military - toght in defence of Mexico in 1847 — from an anti-fascist soldier of
commander in September 1847. Their memory has, however, the Irish Connolly Column of the ¥5international Brigade who
lived on as heroes of Mexico and, in their honour, the Mexican fought in defence of the Spanish Republic in 1938 — and who today
Army continuesto a have a San Patricio pipe band in its ranks. Seeis an Irish caravanista fighting against the blockade of Cuba. Michael
www. historyireland.com/volumes/volume5/issued/features/ O'Riordan (aged 80), Dublin, Irlanda.”
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In 2005 Niamh Parsons, accompanied on the guitar by Graha&imply entitled “San Patricio”, and launched on March 9, it
Dunne, recorded a powerful tribute to the San Patricio Batalliorcarries the following observations by Paddy Moloney:
penned by the Cork songwriter Ron Kavana and entitled “The
Men That God Made Mad”. At the annual general meeting of the “To this day the story of the San Patricios is a little discussed and
International Brigade Memorial Trust held in Dublin’s Liberty ~ even less understood footnote in the greater panorama of American
Hall on October 15, 2005, they performed that song in honour of Westward expansion. During the Mexican-American War of 1846-
the four International Brigade veterans present — Bob Doyle, 48 _Captaln John Rlley and a small pattallqn of soldiers aban_doned
Micheal O'Riordan. Jack Jones and Jack Edwards. See thelrpastsandfuturgs|nthe burge_onlng United States ofAmerlcaar)d
WWW.Nme com/vidm/ia/FchSNklvFO/search for their perform- followed their conscience — or their fortune perhaps — across the Rio

* v " . Grande to fight side by side with the Mexican army under the

an%e of t_h|s song on Basque Rad|o Euska(_:l! on May 12, 2006 ~command of General Antonio Lopez de Santa Ana. Reviled by the
90" anniversary of the execution by the British Government of - yanifest Destiny minded America of the day as traitors and deserters,
the II’iSh SOCialiSt Ieader and Vice—PI’eSident Of the PrOViSionaI they have |arge|y been forgotten in the rete”ing of history_ But to

Government of the Irish Republic proclaimed by the 1916 Rising, generations of Mexicans and Irish they are remembered to this day as

James Connolly. heroes who bravely fought against an unjust and thinly veiled war of
In his epic poem “The Ballad of the White Horse” G.K. aggression... The majority were Irishmen recently arrived in America.
Chesterton had written: Driven from their homeland after years of oppressive occupation and

the devastating effects of the Irish Potato Famine, pressed into
military service by poverty and circumstance, they often found
themselves obliged to serve under officers with the same English and
Protestant leanings they had suffered under at home; mistreated and
maligned as unwelcome and asked to fight in a war few understood...
Ultimately for Mexico and the San Patricios it was a war of tragedy
and great loss. After distinguishing themselves for skill and bravery
But there was nothing merry about their wars, and Ron in many hard-fought battles the battalion found themselves making
Kavana's lyrics in honour of the San Paticios, provided an their last stand at the fort of Churubusco alongside their embattled
appropriate corrective: Mexican comrades. Knowing their fate would be sealed in defeat they
fought on against the inevitable, some say captured only after their
Far, far from Clifden’s rocky shore o'er the broad Atlantic sea ~ @mmunition had been exhausted, refusing to surrender... court-
The Battalion of St. Patrick tired of harsh brutality. martialed for treason and made to pay the final price on the gallows...”
“No more abuse or bigotry!” their angry cry wholehearted.
Near Matamoras lives were lost, that's when the fighting started. See wvw.youtube.com/watch?v=d6KnV 7JINBk’for a won-
derful video about this album anttih//concordmusi cpress.com/

For the great Gaels of Ireland
Are the men that God made mad,
For all their wars are merry,

And all their songs are sad.

CHORUS: releases/San-Patricio/ for associated text. As the Mexican Ar-
Who were those men, what was their crime my’s San Patricio pipe band plays the stirring “March to Battle”
For which their lives were wasted? composed by Paddy Moloney himself, the internationally re-
Did they rob or rape, or was their fate nowned actor Liam Neeson [the title role in “Michael Collins”
As the poet once related? among his many film appearances] recites the following verses
Were those great Gaels of Ireland penned for the album by Brendan Graham:

The men that God made mad?
Their wars were never merry

> We are the San Patricios, a brave and gallant band.
But all their songs were sad.

There’ll be no white flag flying within this green command.
We are the San Patricios, we have but one demand,
“Land of the Free” meant liberty to the U.S. Army’s Irish To see the Yankees safely home across the Rio Grande.
Till James K. Polk he sent them south to civilise the Spanish.
In a war to extend slavery and unjust exploitation

: g . ) But when at Churubusco we made our final stand,
They’d not repeat what Cromwell did to their poor Irish Nation.

No court of justice did we have in the land of Uncle Sam.
As traitors and deserters all, we will be shot or hanged
CHORUS Far from the green, green shamrock shore across the Rio Grande.

At I'Angustura, Irish blood drenched the sun-baked clay We've disappeared from history like footprints in the sand,

And Mexico still honours those_brave men who died that day. And our song is in the tumbleweeds and our love is in this land .
But the worst was yet to come in the hour that war was ended But if in the desert moonlight you see a ghostly band

When General Scott hung the Irishmen to celebrate with vengeance.  \ye are the men who died for freedom across the Rio Grande.

CHORUS: REMEMBERING CHARLIE DONNELLY, JAMES
Were those great Gaels of Ireland CONNOLLY UNIT, ABRAHAM LINCOLN
The men that God made mad? BATALLION, 15 th INTERNATIONAL BRIGADE

Their wars were never merry
But all their songs were sad.
Following the death in action at the battle of Jarama of Mick
Now, in 2010, Paddy Moloney, founding leader of the worldKelly, commander of the James Connolly Unit, the Irish poet
famous lIrish folk ensemble the Chieftains — and previously th€harlie Donnelly briefly, if unofficially, assumed command,
piper with the late Sean O Riada’s pioneering Ceoltoir Chualanmntil he himself was killed in action on February 27, 1937. See
- has teamed up with Ry Cooder of the USA to bring togetherwww.dfa.ie/upl oads/documents/embassy/M adri d%20EM/
host of Mexican performers — including the San Patricio pipeharlie%20donnelly.pdf —for the address by the Irish ambassa-
band —foraunique albumin honour of the Irish Batallion martyrdor to Spain, Justin Harman, at the unveiling of a Jarama




memorial to Charlie Donnelly on his"fjaanniversary, Febru- rate the 9! anniversary of the 1916 Rising on Easter Sunday,
ary 27, 2010. See ww.elpais.com/fotografia/madrid/ 2006, see wvw.siptu.ie/Resources/SIPTUPublications/
Homenaj e/poeta/brigadista/internacional/Charlie/Donnelly/  ArchivedSIPTUpublications/Name,4047,en.html and see
elpfot/20100228elpmad 5/les/* for a photo of that Jarama www.albavolunteer.org/2010/03/cel ebrating-the-life-of-jack-
ceremony. Seewwv.irelandscw.com/ibvol-CollectedCD.htm  joned for the publication of my report on the March 13 Jack Jones
for more on Charlie Donnelly andww.irelandscw.com/ commemoration in “The Volunteer”. See alsatg//
docs-Division.htm for how he came to be in the Abraham archive.constantcontact.com/fs071/1102805358929/archive/
Lincoln Battalion. 1103190210248.html for its publication in “Liberty Online”
[SIPTU], under the heading of “Connolly*®ebel Song’ in
Imperial War Museum”. This report also has a photo of Micheal
JACK JAMES LARKIN JONES COMMEMORA- O'Riordan [1917-2006], Bob Doyle [1916-2009] and Jack Jones
TION, MARCH 13, 2010 [1913-2009] outside Dublin's Liberty Hall at the IBMT agm on
Octoberl5, 2005 — the last weekend all three of these Interna-
For an account of International Brigader Jack Jones annal Brigade veterans teamed up together. For an exposure of
fellow Liverpudlian veteran Jack Edwards singing along withv|5 dirty tricks, see ww.atholbooks.org/jackjones M15.pdf to
James Connolly’s “Rebel Song” in Catalunya to commemoaccess my dossier on the British intelligence smear campaign
against Jack Jones.

US-Israel Relations: Tiff or Tipping Point?

by David Morrison

General David Petraeus is the head of US Central Commard recruiting sergeant for al-Qaeda
(CENTCOM), whose area of_responsﬂ_)lhty (AOR) stretches This conclusion by General Petraeus is rather obvious: an
from Egypt to the borders of China, covering a large swathe of th

. Nferaeli state in conflict with Palestinians is a recruiting sergeant
Muslim world. As CENTCOM commander, General Petraeus ig, al-Qaeda. But it is rarely acknowledged publicly in the US.

in averall command of US military operations in Afghanistan andInstead, across the political spectrum, Israel is portrayed as the

Iraqg. , ; ; ; P "
S’s sole reliable ally in the Middle East in its “war on terror
tort] 1t6 t’;]/larjg 2010} hf: prezesnted_ a r%)ort on CENICO gainst al-Qaeda and much else besides, a portrayal that Israel
activity to the enate Armed Services Commitige In it, i(tﬁelf is at pains to accentuate.

hethsbt_elz_d a senesb Otf f?ctotrs that '(t:%’n' s?k:veCaEsNr_lc_)gtoc':\;aluses Speaking to the American Israel Public Affairs Committee
Instability or as obstacles to security” In the area, AIPAC) in Washington on 22 March 2010, Israeli Prime Min-

First on the list is “insufficient progress toward a comprehensiv ister, Benjamin Netanyahu, said that today Israel “is helping

Middle East peace”, of which he wrote: America stem the tide of militant Islam3][ In reality, Israel is

“The enduring hostilities between Israel and some of its neighborenharlclng the tide of militant Islam” by adding to the anger in

presentdistinct challenges to our ability to advance our interestsin th e Muslim Wor_ld on which al-Qaeda thr_lves. . .
AOR. Israeli-Palestinian tensions often flare into violence and large-  What benefit does the US get from its close relations with

scale armed confrontations. The conflict foments anti-American!Srael, which costs it $2.5 billion tax dollars a year? Unlike the
sentiment, due to a perception of U.S. favoritism for Israel. ArabMuslim world, Israel has no resources such as oil to which the US
anger over the Palestinian question limits the strength and depth #vould like access on favourable terms. As regards population,
U.S. partnerships with governments and peoples in the AOR antsrael is tiny compared with the Muslim world — 7 million or so
weakens the legitimacy of moderate regimes in the Arab worldcompared with upwards of 1.5 billion — so the scope for US trade
Meanwhile, al-Qaeda and other militant groups exploit that anger tgnd investment is much less. It makes no sense for the US to ally
mobilize support. The conflict also gives Iran influence in the Arabijtself 5o closely with this tiny state and thereby alienate 1.5 billion
world through its clients, L ebanese Hizballah and Hamas.” people to such an extent that al-Qaeda profits and Americans are
. _ ) killed, the more so when Israel continues to add to the alienation
General Petraeus made similar remarks in the equivalen jis ceaseless confiscation and colonisation of Palestinian land.
report in April 2009, saying: Clearly, in its own interests, the US should apply whatever
. . _ . pressure is necessary to force Israel to make peace with the
“The [Arab'l.srae"] conflict has created a.deep reservo'r.qf antl-5 o lestinians by agreeing to the establishment of a Palestinian
American sentiment, based on the perception of US favoritism for " - . .
Israel.” 2] _state_wnhm the 1967 borders. Or, falllng t_hat, it shogld terminate
its alliance with Israel —and save $2.5 billion ayear in tax dollars.

The clear message here is that the ongoing conflict betwee
Israel and Palestinians — and the US alliance with Israel — i
detrimental to US relations with the Muslim world and generates  When President Obama embarked on his Middle East initia-
support for al-Qaeda and similar groups, which threaten Ameritive, shortly after his inauguration in January 2009, it looked as
cans, and American interests, at home and abroad. In oth#he might be prepared to apply the necessary pressure to Israel.
words, the US is acting contrary to its own interests by allying First, he stated repeatedly that such a settlement was in the US
itself closely with Israel, while Israel has not made peace with thénational security interest4], and so did George MitcheBb],
Palestinians and other Arab states. his Special Envoy to the Middle East. In other words, the US was

bama’s initiative
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taking this initiative, not out of a passing concern for the plight o& Zionist, was in Israel at the time to launch the talks and reassure
Palestinians, butin pursuit of concrete national interest. While Heraelis publicly of Washington's “absolute, total, unvarnished
did not spell out the message as Petraeus has done that ¢eenmitmentto Israel’s security”, to quote from his remarks as he
ongoing conflict was making the world less safe for the US, thadtood beside Netanyahu on 8 March 2@10The announcement
was the implication in the phrase “national security interest”. took Biden by surprise and a rare event occurred in US-Israel
Second, the initiative was accompanied by declarations bielations — the US uttered the word “condemn” in respect of an
President Obama that he wished to improve US relations with theraeli action. In a statement, Biden said:
Muslim world, for example, in his speech in Cairo on 4 June 2009.
A key element in that process had to be the US using its muscle “I condemn the decision by the government of Israel to advance
to bring about a comprehensive settlement in the Middle East, planning for new housing units in East Jerusalem. The substance and
along the lines proposed by the Arab League in Beirut in March timing of the announcement, particularly with the launching of
2002 ], and later endorsed by Muslim states in the Organisation proximity t_alks, is precisely the kind of step that underr_nlne_s the tr_ust
of the Islamic Conference. This Arab initiative envisages the xztnl?fedr:fdhagfg:?;églrz@‘io”mer to the constructive discussions
creation of a Palestinian state within the 1967 borders and, in the ]
event of a comprehensive settlement being reached, the normali-
sation of relations between Israel and the Arab state members cff . . . o
clear, since Israel had never agreed to exercise any “restraint
the League. . N
. i o whatsoever in respect of settlement building in East Jerusalem.
A settlement on the lines of this Arab initiative brought about . .
. . . Apparently, Biden spoke extremely harshly to Netanyahu in
by the US would do wonders for US relations with the Muslim_". . . . .
world private. Anaccount of their conversation appeared in the Israeli
' newspapelY edioth Ahronotlon 11 March 2010, in an article
headedBiden: You're Jeopardizing Regional Pedt#]. Here's
aﬂn extract:

Why this action merited such unusually harsh words is not

Obama backs down
Initially, President Obama demanded that Israel freeze
settlement activity in the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, “While standing in front of the cameras, the US vice president

prior to the start of negotiations, as required by the Road Map. made an effort to smile at Binyamin Netanyahu even after having
This fuelled expectations that this time a US president intended |ggrned on Tuesday [9 March] that the Interior Ministry had approved
to stand up to Israel and force it to cease its confiscation and pjans to build 1,600 housing units in the East Jerusalem neighborhood
colonisation of the land which is supposed to belong to a Pales- of Ramat Shlomo. But in closed conversations, Joe Biden took an
tinian state at the end of the negotiations. entirely different tone. ...

Both the President and his Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton,
made unusually blunt demands of Israel that settlement building  “People who heard what Biden said were stunt¥us is starting

should cease. Forexample, on 27 May 2009, Hillary Clinton laid to get dangerous for us’, Biden castigated his interlocutafbat
down the law in the following terms: you're doing here undermines the security of our troops who are

fighting in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan. That endangers us and it

“With respect to settlements, the President was very clear when endangers regional peace.

Prime Minister Netanyahu was here. He wants to see a stop to

settlements — not some settlements, not outposts, not natural growth 1 he vice president told his Israeli hosts that since many people in
exceptions. ... That is our position7] [ the Muslim world perceived a connection between Israel’'s actions

and US policy, any decision about construction that undermines

But, when Israel said no, the President capitulated and last Palestinian rights in Ea?‘ Jerusalem. coyld ha\’? an impact on the
personal safety of American troops fighting against Islamic terror-

September settled for an Israeli promise of “restraint” in settle- . "~

ment activity outside East Jerusalem lasting 10 months. Thatthe

US had backed down was bad enough; that, standing beside ¢ the time of writing (6 April 2010), the dispute between the
Prime Minister Netanyahu in Jerusalem on 31 October 20095 an |srael is ongoing and there are no plans for negotiations
Hillary Clinton described this ill-defined "restraint” as “unprec- v, hegin. The PLO has reverted to its original position that it will
edented” made matters worssj. [ In practice, the Israeli “re- o1 enter into negotiations of any kind with Israel until it freezes

straint” has made no identifiable difference. all settlement activity, as required by the Road Map.
Hopes that had been raised had now been dashed and, under-

standably, the PLO refused to accede to US pressure to enter igigst jerusalem is “occupied” territory
negotiations with Israel. If the US was unwilling to force Israel
to cease its confiscation and colonisation of Palestinian land even

o . . Ma
for a limited period, what hope was there that the US was going . . B

. . S wish settlements in East Jerusalem — on the grounds that Jews

to force Israel to abandon its colonies on Palestinian land ar{g/ere building there 3,000 years agb.|
withdraw to the 1967 borders so that a Palestinian state could be Israel regards East Jerusalem as an integral part of its territory,

established? ; o N
having annexed it in 1967 shortly after occupying it by force.
US condemns Israel This annexation is in breach of Security Council resolutions 252,

In March 2010, with the blessing of the Arab League, the PL@67, 271, 298, 476 and 478 that demand its reversal.
yielded to pressure and agreed to indirect talks with Israel, in East Jerusalem is therefore “occupied” territory, within the
which George Mitchell was to act as an intermediary. Howevefmeaning of the ! Geneva Convention, like the rest of the West
just as these talks were about to begin, it was announced orBgnk, and Israel is the Occupying Power.
March 2010 that 1,600 housing units were to be built at Ramat Building Jewish settlements there, and in the West Bank, is
Shlomo in East Jerusalem. contrary to Article 49(6) of the Convention, which forbids an

The US vice-president, Joe Biden, who is proud to call himsefPccupying Power from transferring its citizens into the territory

In the interim, speaking to AIPAC in Washington on 22
rch 2010, Netanyahu reasserted Israel’s absolute right to build
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it occupies. Nevertheless, Israel continues to build settlementtsrael, while Israel has not made peace with Palestinians and
despite Security Council demands in resolutions 446, 452 argther Arab states.
465 that it cease and remove the existing settlements.

At this time when Israel is refusing to freeze settlemenThe status quo is not sustainable, says US
activity as a prelude to negotiations, it is important to note that, Another straw in the wind indicating a shiftin US policy is the
if Israel complied with Security Council resolutions, as it isrecent emphasis by the US administration that$thgus quas
supposed to do as a UN member state, there would be no Jewigit sustainable” for demographic reasons. This has been a
settlements in the West Bank and East Jerusalem, and the laitensistent line from the administration of late.
would not be annexed to Israel.

Inaspeech at Tel Aviv University on 11 March 2(d6ouple
Gates on US national security interests of days after his “humiliation”, vice-president Biden said:
General Petraeus’ political master, Secretary of Defense,
Robert Gates, was asked to comment on his remarks at a press “Ladies and gentlemen, tiséatus quads not sustainable.
conference on 25 March 2010. He responded: “It's no secret the demographic realities make it increasingly
difficult for Israel to remain both a Jewish homeland and a democratic
“ .. the lack of progress toward a ... Middle East peace is clearly an country in the absence of the Palestinian state. ... For Israel, then, this
issue that is exploited by our adversaries in the region and is a sourceiS about both preserving your identity and achieving the security you
of certainly political challenge. ... there is no question that the absence deserve, lasting security.14]
of Middle East peace does affect US national security interests in the
region, in my view.” 12] To the best of my knowledge, this is the first time that the US
has spelt out publicly to Israel the uncomfortable message that it
Other US foreign policy specialists have been blunter in theis impossible to have a Jewish state encompassing the whole of
assertion that a settlement in the Middle East is essential for UBandate Palestine — because Jews are in a minority in that area.
national security. Listen to this: Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton, reiterated this uncomfort-
able message in a speech to AIPAC on 22 March 2010:
“Osama Bin Laden did not commission attacks in New York and
Washington, DC tdfree Palestine’. Yet tens of millions of young “... there is, | think, a belief among many thatdtetus quean be
men and women in the Arab world and the Muslim world beyond — sustained. But the dynamics of demography, ideology, and technol-
the products of demographimuth bulges’ in challenged economies  ogy make this impossible. First, we cannot ignore the long-term
— are targeted for recruitment by al-Qaeda and its affiliates partly on population trends that result from the Israeli occupation. As Defense
the basis of ongoing defeat, injustice and humiliation in the Arab- Minister Barak and others have observed, the inexorable mathemat-
Israeli context. Some of these recruits have found their way to Irag. ics ... of demography are hastening the hour at which Israelis may
Others no doubt await opportunities to strike at American interests have to choose between preserving their democracy and staying true
and persons ... . to the dream of a Jewish homeland. Given this reality, a two-state
“ ... it is essential that the incoming administration make Arab- solution is the only viable path for Israel to remain both a democracy
Israeli peace a high national security priority from the beginning. A and a Jewish state.1$]
comprehensive Arab-Israel peace will not erase al-Qa¢elait
would help drain the swamp in which the disease thrives and mu- That comes close to saying that Israel’s claim to be a democ-
tates.” racy is bogus, while it rules over millions of Palestinians in the
o ) occupied territories and these Palestinians are unrepresented in
This is from a document entitlédiast chance for a two-state ne |sraeli institutions that govern them.
Israel-Palestine agreemei3], addressed to the incoming Obama
administration from a bipartisan group of ten former senioReferences:
government officials, both Republican and Democrat. [1] www.senate.gov/i~armed_services/statemnt/2010/03%20March/
These included Brent Scowcroft and Zbigniew BrzezinskiPetraeus%2003-16-10.pdf . .
National Security Advisers to, respectively, President Georggg-% armed-services.senate.gov/statemnt/2009/April/Petraeus%2004-01-
HW Bush and President Jimmy Carter; Lee Hamilton, vice- [3] www.mfa.gov.il/MFA/Government/Speeches+by+Israeli+leaders/
chairman of the 9/11 Commission; and James Wolfensoh@010/PM_Netanyahu_AIPAC_Conference

i _22-Mar-2010.htm
former head of the World Bank and Tony Blair's predecessor as [4] www.whitehouse.gov/the_press_office/Remarks-by-President-

Special Envoy for the Middle East Quartet. Obama-and-Israeli-Prime-Minister-Netanyahu-in-press-availability/
General Petraeus isn’t a lone voice in saying that an Israeli % \évww-state-gOV//p/r_lea/?lslr%/Zggglleblfggg-2;?8525617b006d88d7/
. . . . . e _ omino.un.org/unispal.nst/Ya a a
state in conflict with Palestinians is a recruiting sergeant for ak:c,07ccafec652985256c470066373b

Qaeda. [7] www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2009a/05/124009.htm

Since 9/11, protecting the US homeland, and US interests [8] www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2009a/10/131145.htm

. - [9] www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/remarks-vice-president-
abroad, from al-Qaeda has been the major priority for the US. Mden-and-prime-minister-netanyahu-a-joint-statement-press

bringing about a settlement in the Middle East comes to be seen [10] www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/statement-vice-president-
as a means of reducing this threat, then it would be difficult folpse[pl_qir-blden-lrl_t_ biogs! 10310/
. . . Www.politico.com/blogs/laurarozen
Israel and its supporters in the US to hold back a determined effQqf - “siden told_Netanyahu_behind_closed_doors_This_is_
by the US to force Israel into allowing a Palestinian state to be set starting_to_get_dangerous_for_us.html
up. [12] www.defense.gov/transcripts/transcript.aspx?transcriptid=4592

, T . s e [13] www.usmep.us/usmep/wp-content/uploads/official-a-last-chance-for-a-
We haven’t reached this tipping point yet, but it is difficult 10 o-state-israel-palestine-

believe that the current dispute between the US and Israel dgreement-11.pdf

mere|y a tiff which will blow over and allow relations to resumel14] _www.whitehquse.gov/the-p_ress-office/remarks-vice-president-biden-
on the same basis as before. And the awful truth is out: the UST gg'srlg'n%a_‘ir;?:sh'p'betwee”'u”'ted

acting contrary to its own interests by allying itself closely with[15] www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2010/03/138722.htm
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OECD: Approving Israeli illegality?

by David Morrison
Israel is expected to be granted membership of the The OECD is happy for Israel to provide accounts that
Organisation for European Co-operation and Developmerihclude these illegally acquired territories and also the Jewish
(OECD) in the near future, perhaps as early as next month (Magttlements on other parts of the West Bank. These are in breach
2010). of the 4N Geneva Convention, which forbids an Occupying
Power from transferring its citizens into the territory it occupies.
30 of the richest nations in the world are OECD membersNevertheless, Israel continues to expand these settlements in
Most of them are European, and include Ireland, but the USlefiance of Security Council resolutions 446, 452 and 465
Canada, Japan, South Korea, Australia and Turkey are aldemanding that it cease.
members. Membership has no significant economic advantage,
but it would confer on Israel additional international legitimacy  All this illegality will receive the seal of approval of OECD
as amember of an exclusive club of nations —which is why Israelembers, if Israel is admitted on this basis — in which case they
has been seeking membership for nearly 20 years. will have no further grounds to complain about Israel building
Jewish settlements in East Jerusalem, because they will have
Israel's accession to the OECD is set to go ahead even thougbcepted Israel’s claim that all of Jerusalem is as much a part of
Israel is in breach of the rules that the OECD applies for thisrael as Tel Aviv.
presentation of national statistics - its statistics cover, not just the
territory west of the Green Line that is internationally recognised OECD fundamental values

as belonging to Israel, but also the Golan Heights, EastJerusaIemIn December 2007, the OECD agreed a “roadmap” towards

and th_e Jewish se_ttlt_aments in the West Bank. The OECRembershiij with Israel. According to this, the OECD has
Committee on Statistics has acknowledged the breach, butdg,, jamental values” to which members must adhere. These
nevertheless recommending that Israel be admitted tQ),ge “a commitment to—pluralist democracy based on the rule
membership. of law and the respect of human rights”.

This is revealed in a leaked OECD report, tikeession of Israel has ruled over millions of Palestinians in the Occupied
Israel to the Organisation: Draftformal opinion of the Committeer g yitories since 1967, without according them any democratic
on Statistic1]. The OECD normally insists that members ;g _ oniy Jewish settlers in the Occupied Territories can vote
adhere to the UN-approved standard for the presentation pf'y nesset elections. That demonstrates a 40-year record of
national accounts, 1993 System of National Accounts (SNA},ontempt for democracy rather than a commitment to it and is

but the leaked report states plainly that “to the extent thalyin g the voting system that operated in apartheid South Africa.
economic activity is measured according to a criterion of

nationality, Israel’s data is at variance with one of the basic As for respecting human rights, Israel discriminates

concepts of the SNA” (paragraph 19). The data is at variancg stematically against its Arab minority in a variety of ways, and
because itincludes the economic activity of Israeli settlers '”tn‘?as done so since the foundation of the state. In education. for
West Bank, but not that of Palestinians. example, arecent OECD repisriaeli Child Policy and Outcomes
L . [3] states:
Approving illegality
Israel is unwilling to conform to the OECD rules for the «... government spending per child is much lower in the
presentation of national accounts, but nevertheless is beinga,on sector than in the Jewish sector. This financial gap is

recommended for admission. reflected in different ways: First and most directly, average

spending per child in the Arab localities is estimated to be
The accounts that the OECD bureaucracy deem acceptableyg gos |ower than in Jewish localities.”

include territory which Israel seized by force in 1967 and which

is not recognised internationally as part of Israel. If Israel is In employment, former Prime Minister, Ehud Olmert
allowed into the OECD on that basis, then the existing OECQagcrihed the discrimination against Arabs as “deliberate and
members (all of whom must approve its admission) will be party, ¢ \¢ferable” in evidence to a parliamentary commission of
to Israel’s continuing illegal occupation and colonisation of th‘?nquiry on 11 November 2008 Clearly, Israel's internal
West Bank, including East Jerusalem, and the Syrian Golagyjicy towards its Arab minority is not guided by respect for the
Heights. human rights that is a requirement for becoming an OECD

. . member.
Israel’s annexation of East Jerusalem in 1967 amounts to the

acquisition of territory by force, which is contrary to the UN
Charter. Israel has maintained this annexation in defiance of References:
countless demands from the international community to reverse [1] cryptome.org/israel-oecd.zip
it, for example, in Security Council resolutions 252, 267, 271, [2] www.olis.oecd.org/olis/2007doc.nsf/LinkTo/
208, 476 and 478. NTO00004872/$FILE/JT03237381.PDF
[3] www.olis.oecd.org/olis/2010doc.nsf/LinkTo/
Likewise, Israel annexed the Golan Heights in 1981 an®TOOOOOEBE/$FILE/JT03280340.PDF
holds on to it in breach of Security Council resolution 497. [4] www.haaretz.com/hasen/spages/1036798.html
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Review: Le Monde Selon K . by Pierre Péan
(The World According to K.)

by John Martin

It can be quite depressing to observe how some journalists ineant that such doctors had to make heart-breaking decisions as
Ireland delight in denigrating aspects of our history and cultureo who would be treated and who would not. Kouchner and his
Defence of the Independence struggle is seen as being backwardlleagues were frustrated by what they perceived as the bureauc-
We are urged to celebrate British imperialist traditions such as thracy of the Red Cross. All donations were routed through its head
“poppy”. And the willingness of some Irish people to acceptguartersin Geneva and fromthere it was decided which part of the
baubles from the British Queen is considered a sign of ouwvorld would benefit. De Gaulle attempted to short circuit this
maturity. process by giving French State aid directly to the Red Cross in

It is tempting to conclude that this characteristic of self-Biafra. In effect, he wanted to make the Red Cross an instrument
loathing is a psychological condition. Perhaps it is. But it isof the French State.
noticeable that the neurosis fits in with a coherent Anglo-Ameri-  Also many of the medical volunteers brought the situation in
can view of the World. And unfortunately, as this book showsBiafra to the attention of the media. However, it was not just
this tendency is not confined to Ireland. presented as a humanitarian catastrophe, but a conflict in which

The “K” in the title of the book refers to Bernard Kouchner, 0N€ Side was good and the other side was evil. This was a
who was — and may still be — one of the most popular politician€°MPpletely different approach to that of the Red Cross, whose
in France and is currently the Minister for Foreign Affairs in theP©lICY iS to remain independent of political conflict. Arising from
government of Nicolas Sarkozy. The author's opening scene [8iS Philosophical differencéédecins sans Frontieresas
set in a restaurant in 2007. The diners are watching a televisiéfunded. This organisation has become associated with Kouchner,
screen showing the rugby players of France and England arrif¥!t he was just one among many people who founded the
on the pitch of the Stade de France for the semi final of the Worl@fganisation. However, he acquired the habit of speaking on its
Cup. As the opening strains 6bd Save the Queenre heard, behalf without consulting with the organisation. For this reason

Kouchner jumps up from his seat and stands to attention with hi€ Was expelled and founded anew organisation ddbelécins

right hand on his heart. To the astonishment of his fellow dinerd! Monden 1980. . o
he resumes his seat when Marseillaisebegins. Kouchner’s experience in Biafra had a formative influence.

Erom there the author traces Kouchner's politicalengagemeﬁ{is conclusion was that the distinction between humanitarian
from the late 1960s to the present with particular emphasis on Hrig_llef an_d pol!t|cal activism should_ be dissolved. But whereas in
record in recent years. As a young man in 1967 he volunteered #gﬂafra his actions had served the interests of the French State, all
the Red Cross to relieve the suffering of the people of Biafra iffuPSeduent engagements have been in favour of US foreign

their struggle for independence from Nigeria. This reviewePClicY:

vaguely remembers pictures on collection boxes of the distended Normally such a person could be dismissed as a “right
stomachs of starving Black babies from Biafra, and talk that Iriskvinger” or “neo-con”, but Kouchner was a Communist in his
priests had become too involved. The sense | had as a child wasuth. He has a long association with the French Socialist Party
that Irish priests had taken political sides and that this waand was considered as a possible Presidential candidate for that
frowned on by Rome. It was therefore interesting to read Péanfmrty. His pro-American positions have been supported by French
description of this conflict with the perspective of 40 years. intellectuals such as Bernard-Henri Lévy and André Glucksman.

Biafra wanted independence from the rest of Nigeria, but thid "€ author thinks that Kouchner - and not Sarkozy - is the real
was not just a local conflict. The secessionists occupied territof§?@n Of Tuptur€’ in French politics. [Rupture = radical break,
that was rich in oil reserves, which did not go unnoticed amonfJ€e Préak with traditional French positions in the world.]
powerful interests outside the country. Britain supported the Kouchner supported the first Gulf war in the early 1990s and
Nigerian government against the secessionists because BP @hd American invasion of Irag in 2003. In the 1990s he supported
various Anglo-Dutch multinationals, such as Shell and Unileverthe NATO bombing of Yugoslavia. The author exposes many of
were closely involved with the Nigerian government. The UShe lies that were told during that conflict. He quotes from Alia
and, curiously, the Soviet Union, which had a lucrative arms tradizetbegovic, the leader of the Bosnian Muslim, who admitted that
with Nigeria, also supported the central government. there were no extermination camps run by the Serbs. But

Biafra was supported by Salazar’s Portugal, Franco’s Spailzetbegovic knew that such allegations would facilitate NATO
and de Gaulle’s France. These countries were fearful that a strobngmbardment. The author also refers to a US public relations firm
Nigerian State would undermine their ex-colonies. France alsand its role in the conflict. The spokesman for the firm was
saw Biafranindependence as a means of gaining a foothold on tparticularly proud that it had won the support of the American
region’s oil resources for her own Oil Compd&ifat the expense Jewish lobby against the Serbs. This required a degree of skill
of ShellandBP. since the Bosnian Muslims had a strong fundamentalist element

Another important element in the conflict was the fact that thend the Croats were proud of their support for the Nazis during the
central government was largely Muslim whereas the BiafranSecond World War.
were Catholic. This might explain why a young Irish boy in that  Kouchner was High Commissioner of the UN and for a brief
more innocent time was under the impression that the Biafranseriod had quasi-dictatorial powers in Kosovo. During his time
were on the side of the angels! there he denounced and exaggerated Serbian killing of Albani-

Along with other doctors in Biafra, Kouchner was tending toans, but took an extremely understanding view of Albanian
the wounded around the clock. The lack of medical resourcestrocities against the Serbs. The author quotes him saying that
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Albanian vengeance was an “antidote” to the ravages of warity of its judicial process. It is also yet more evidence of
Kouchner also was not too concerned about the trafficking of tH€ouchner’s propensity to abase the French State to American
organs of dead Serbs by the head of the Kosovar Governmduateign policy.
Hashim Thaci. Rwanda has accused the following French Statesmen of
As the French Minister for Foreign Affairs, Kouchner hasComPplicity in genocide: Francois Mitterrand, Dominique de
taken a close interestin Darfur. The situation there resembles thall€Pin, Edouard Balladur, Alain Juppé, Paul Dijoud and Hubert
of Biafra in the late 1960s. The government of Sudan is MuslinY €drine. These names do not have a political party in common,
and the secessionists are Christian. The country is also rich in 8t @ll of them —unlike Kouchner - believed in an independent
reserves. But there the resemblance ends. In the case of Darf@F€ign policy. _ _
the US along with the Christian right in that country and Israel 1N author refers to Kouchner's own book on international
support the secessionists. Jacques Chirac was sceptical of Am&ff@irs in which the latter recalls a conversation he had with
can intervention in Africa, but Sarkozy and Kouchner are muchiubert Védrine (a foreign Minister in Lionel Jospin’s Govern-
less critical. Kouchner has accused the Sudanese governmenfnt)- Kouchner says:
genocide in Darfur. However, this has been contested by an
International Commission, under the Italian Judge Antonio  “The right of interference in countries’ sovereignty is growing.
Cassese, which concluded that the Sudanese government was ndftérnational consciousness of the rights of man has developed a
conducting such a policy. globalisation of energy.
In June 2007 after the election of Sarkozy and the appointment ) )
of Kouchner as Minister for Foreign Affairs, the French organ-  Védrine replied:
ised an international conference on Darfur. Although Condoleezza
Rice was invited, representatives of the Sudanese government “| distrust this. Nations remain key, not the emotions of television
and the African Union were not. China, which is a close ally of Viewers”.
the Sudanese, was invited. Sudan supplies 7% of China’s oil
needs. This reviewer thinks that China’s involvement in Africa  Elsewhere, in the book Kouchner is quoted as saying:
provides a good “antidote” (to use a Kouchner word) to the
activities of the Americans. “Today our ambition for the future is to strengthen our transatlan-
In 2008 the Americans had secret negotiations with the tic partnership, not against the rest of the world but with it.”
Sudanese government in Khartoum. By a strange “coincidence”
after the talks had collapsed the International Court of Justice Imperialism always has sweet sounding words to justify its
found the Sudanese regime of Omar Hassan Ahmad al-Bashittions!
guilty of “genocide”.

Kouchner has been the most bellicose of world politicians on This book suggests a profound philosophical difference be-
Iran. He has made inflammatory comments such as “prepare faveen the world view of Kouchner and Sarkozy on the one hand
the worst”. He has also warned the Obama administration not @&nd the more traditional independent line of de Gaulle and
prolong negotiations with this country as Iran is only indulging inMitterrand on the other. This division cuts across party lines and
delaying tactics. The author suggests that the Americans mustig@y be more significant than any other political division. If
bemused at theolte-facein French foreign policy. Under Chirac, France continues to subordinate herself to the interests of the US,
France urged the Americans to remain negotiating with Iraq tber influence in the world will inevitably diminish.
avoid war, but under Sarkozy and Kouchner she has become
more neo-con than the neo-cons of the Bush administration.  Irish readers will have no difficulty in identifying a similar

The author is particularly critical of Kouchner in relation to division in the politics of this country. This book is highly
Rwanda. The French State under Mitterrand took a constructif@commended because it gives an invaluable French perspective,
role in this tragic country. It encouraged movement towards gnabling the reader to place our own native variety of anti-
power sharing democratic government. But such a developmepgtionalists in an international context.
was destroyed following the shooting down by the minority Tutsi
militia of an aeroplane carrying the Hutu Presidents of Rwanda
and Burundi as well as French citizens. This sparked one of the

most vicious civil wars in history, which culminated in the Look Up

coming to power of the Tutsi leader Paul Kagame with the

backing of the United States. Since coming to power the Rwandans Athol Books

rs;ﬁlrit)e: a war in Zaire leading to the deaths of between 4 and 5 on the Internet
A few years ago a French judge found the Tutsi militia

responsible for the shooting down of the plane. In response to this www.atholboo kS.org

the Rwandan Government has accused the French State of

comphcny in genocide: an allegation which has no factual_ basis. You will find plenty to read;
Incredibly, Kouchner has begun the process of restoring full ou can look over

diplomatic relations with Rwanda and since this book was y

published has co-operated with the Rwandan authorities in the the Catalogue,

arrest of the assassinated Hutu President’s wife, who is resident and

in France. The author considers that this restoring of relations order publications

shows complete contempt for French State policy and the integ-



“To understand historical reality, it is sometimes necessary not to know the end of the story.” Pierre Vidal-Naquet

The Fall of France, The Nazi Invasion of 1940
OUP 2003
By Julian Jackson, Professor of Modern History at Queen Mary and Westfield, University of London

Review by Cathy Winch

This is a book about the military campaign of 1940 thatled to  The first part of the book is a military account of the German
the fall of France. You could almost read it in one sitting, excepattack in May 1940.
that you might need to stop every few pages to get over the The Frencharmy was taken by surprise in 1914, butthen there
surprises he presents the general reader, for examplBJithkat was time to correct initial mistakes. In 1940, after the initial
krieg (lightning war) is not the right word for what happened insurprise, there was no time to correct the situation; the French
1940. He revises a lot of what is taken as fact about the pericarmy was like someone stunned by a punch who doesn’t have the
The French themselves have not written much about 1940, btime to get back on his feet before tweip de gracés adminis-
more about its aftermath. After the war historians concentrateigred.
on the Resistance, later they wrote about Collaboration. Some The Allied strategy was for a long war accompanied by a
military historians have written about the defeat but they are nditlockade of Germany. The war to be fought in Belgian territory
considered part of mainstream history writing. and on no account on French territory. The best French units were

Official history strangely followed the Vichy regime in attrib- tN€réfore in Belgium when the attack came through the French

uting blame; leaving aside who they blamed, it is the instinctiv@°rder- , y
reaction 'there must be an explanation, there must be someone to | '€ Germanarmy came inthrough the Ardennes forest; itwas

blame' that clouded the thinking at the time and for a long timyery difficult terrain, units of soIdi_e_rs.got thoroughly entangled
after, even to this day. with each other, there was a terrific jam and the Germans were
Jackson shows that you can always work backwards aneadrem_ely vulnere}ble for atime; French planes had observed this
interpret events preceding a catastrophe as causing the catastfgt their observationreports were notacted upon. The thick mass
phe. He asks us toimagine that France was beaten in 1914 (whfh!ntelligence was like a fog the French were unable to see
in fact nearly happened); he then marshals facts about Frenfjough. Reports of a possible German attack through Switzer-
society in the years leading up to 1914 and presents them in aV\)Q}'?d' for example, were given so much credence that substantial
that shows how you could 'prove’ that politicians of the timd€Sources were employed to counterit.
caused the defeat. He uses the same counterfactual method to! '€ €rossing of the Meuse with rubber dinghies and tempo-
imagine the defeat of Britain in 1940, He then lists politiciand @Y Pridges also exposed the Germans to enormous risk; Rommel
who supported alliance with Hitler to show how you could makectually led such a crossing of the Meuse; without his extraordi-

a case that British society was so rotten that it could not resi8g"Y €x@mple, the manoeuvre might not have worked.

Hitler. He thinks that in both examples the case is spurious, and Suderian led the army west then northwards, cutting off the
therefore it is spurious too in the case of France in 1940.  Pest French units who had gone into Belgium and stretching

French historians however followed the Vichy regime inGerman unitsaway from the body of the German army; the result
attributing blame to the politicians of the Third Republic, like W8S described as resembling a turtle sticking its neck out very far

Blum and Daladier. [The Third Republic (1875-1940) was estap@d making itself very vulnerable. But the French High Com-
lished after Napoleon Il and the defeat of 1871.] In fact, undé@nd was unable to see what was happening and could not react
the shock of the defeat these politicians did accept the respon§Peedily enough. ,
bility for the defeat and they did hand over the government of the 1S Was the working out of a plan that was predesigned but
nation to a man, Marshall Philippe Pétain, who had not been pa/yto.rk_ed beygnd expectations. _Gud.erlan exploited the situation.
of the political body of the 1930s, except as a diplomat, and whbiS IS Why it was not strictly Blitzkrieg strategy.
was associated with a minority right wing view of politics. "Blitzkrieg in fact emerged in a rather haphazard way from the
After the Armistice, Parliamentarians voted Pétain full pow- €xperience of the French campaign, whose success surprised the
ers to alter the Constitution. The 'left' secularist government of Germans as much as the French. [...] The victory in France came
the thirties thought it had led the country to defeat. Itwas time for 2Pout partly because the German High command temporarily lost
it to admit its responsibility and give the right wing the chance to control of the battle. The decisive moment in this process was

. . Guderian’s decision to move immediately westward on 14 May, the
putthe country back onits feet. Inreality, says Jackson, the defeatOlay after the Meuse crossing, wrenching the whole of the rest of the

was a military collapse, and army along behind him." (p 215)
167t)here was no need to invoke rottenness in the body politic” (p This is all explained in detail with lots of maps. Then Jackson

compares the two armies. (Note that he does not compare the

Politicians and Generals were put on trial by Vichy to accounghree armies, even though France and Britain were supposed to be
for their part in the defeat; by then, Blum and Daladier hadighting together. He mentions

recovered their senses and they defended themselves so effec-
tively that the trial was aba_ndoned after two months. General in the early stages. Ironside [Chief of the Imperial General Staff]

Gamelin, head of the Army in 1940, refused to speak throughout ¢, mmented on 17 May: | found that Greenwood was inclined to say
thetrial. However, Blum and Daladier were not'exonerated' after 'these bloody gallant Allies'. I told him that we had depended upon the
the war, when pO”tiCS intervened to prevent Clearing theirnames, Erench army. That we had made no Army and that therefore it was
and the responsibility of the Third Republic remained as given. notright to say 'these bloody Allies'. It was for them to say that of us."

Jackson takes a step back from the question of blame and asks(p 214)
what actually happened, and how did it happen?

"the simple fact that the British could only offer very limited help
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The French army had mobilised massively (over 2 million Hitler allowed Britain to escape unscathed from its continen-

men) but it was badly prepared. There were too many reserws{gl adventure, and to continue the war to defend itself and its

both among soldiers and among officers. Jackson quotes HItIanpire. Hitler stopped his army 24 km south of Dunkirk, and the
who, 'r? a I_etter tp I\]flussr(])hgl on 25 |\|/|a3;)1940, said that Man itish Expeditionary Force of 200 000 men, which is all the
French active units fought desperately, but British had committed to the Continent, was allowed to embark
“the reserve units are for the most part obviously not equal to thgyer ten days (26 May-4 June)—albeit under bombardment—
impact of battle on morale." (p180) and save the bulk of itself.

Most units had never trained together. During the Phoney Why did Hitler do this? Jackson examines the idea that Hitler
War mobilised units were disrupted more often than they wer¢anted to finish the war with the West and give Britain an
welded together: industrial workers were returned to their facta®pportunity to make peace. Jackson dismisses the idea, prefer-
ries, armament factories in particular, where production hating to think that Hitler had cold feet; but what was there to have
slowed with the mobilisation. This caused resentment amorgpld feet about? Where was the extra risk?
agricultural workers who remained at the front. In fact the signing of a negociated peace is what the French

Equipment was insufficient and badly designed, for exampl@xpected would happen and the reason why they could sign an
in the case of tanks. French heavy tanks were solidly armouré@gmistice that among other things consigned their one and a half
and as aresult required frequent refuelling, which was difficult tanillion prisoners to German POW camps until peace was signed
organise on the battlefield. Their main gun was placed on th#ith Britain.
body instead of on a turret, and the whole tank had to be The declaration of war by Britain, then France, in September
manoeuvred to point the gun. On the other hand 1939, was a response to the invasion of Poland by Hitler; yet as

"the French armaments industry was in many areas out-producinlpckson says clearly,
the German". (p 217). "There was never any intention of saving Poland, at least in the
The defeat was not a foregone conclusion. The German armyShortterm.” (p 75)
was not entirely mechanised either: So Britain made an empty gesture towards Poland, which led
"The truth is that the German army in 1940 was more dependet@ the defeat of France which led to a World War.
OGr;m;e;er,ml%Z?pprt than the French one. Only sixteen of the 550501 does not draw the conclusion that Britain brought
ermn y's ivisions were fully motorized; and each mfam%bout the World War through its foreign policy.
d|V|S|Qn required be_tween 4 000 and 6 000 horses to transport its He does not examine either the responsibility of the French
supplies from the railhead to the troops". (p217) e . ) o . g L
government in its relations with Britain and Hitler in the thirties;

The French people were not keen on the war in 193%rench politicians could have resisted British pressure and stopped
mobilised troops on their way to the front marched past acres gfe invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1938. No wonder they felt
white crosses of the military cemeteries of the previous conflicpesponsime in 1940!
and through places with names like Chemin des Dames and Historians should not look so much at social and economic
Verdun. Their families and themselves in the case of thictors in France as leading to the disaster, but at French foreign

reservists remembered vividly the sufferings of WW1. policy, and the influence of Britain on French foreign policy.
The Germans had also been at Verdun, obviously. The

population of Germany was no more keen on war than the French.
Jackson quotes reports by William Shirer and another observer in

support of this idea, along with reports of the German securitfS|PTU MEETS MINISTER

police between 1933 and 1939

"which suggested that the Germans were 'notin an aggressiMI'A‘RTI N O N CU BA

warlike mood but full of resignation, fear of war and longing for
peace™ p217. On March 11 a SIPTU delegation met with Minister of

The German High Command had not been impressed by tlgénrelgn Affairs Micheal Martin to present him with a report

lack of fighting spirit demonstrated by certain units in Poland in the|r visit to Cuba, to argue for a stronger Irish sta_nd
1939. against the U.S. blockade and to advocate greater Irish —

N Cuban cooperation. See http://archive.constantcontact.com/

"It was for all these reasons that the German military leadersgn71/1102805358929/archive/

even Guderian, saw the victory of 1940 as a ‘miracle’” (0 219) 1103156564954 .htmI#LETTER.BLOCK167 for an account of

Jackson then has a chapter about the consequences of this meeting, www.siptu.ie/bulletin/pdf/cubareport.pdf for the
defeat. The main consequence was that the war became a wdlPTU Cuba Report and www.siptu.ie/PressRoom/
war: NewsReleases/2009/Name,10884,en.html for the joint

"The war that had broken out in September 1939 had not beensd P TU/Cuban commemoration of James J. O'Kelly, the
world war but a European conflict involving France, Britain, Ger-Fenian leader who had published an eyewitness account of

many, and (briefly) Poland. Itis at least possible that if the Allies hagcuba’s first War of Independence in 1874.
succeeded in holding off the initial German attack, a stalemate might
have ensued, resulting in some kind of negotiated peace. [...] The Fatt

of France, however, transformed the international balance of power, Look Up
sucking other powers into the conflict until by the end of 1941 the war
had become a truly global one.” (p 236) Athol Books
Italy and Japan, which had stood on the sidelines indecisive on the Internet
about which camp to join, joined the winning camp. Hitler was
b olon ) g camp www.atholbooks.org

emboldened to try thBlitzkriegin Russia.
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British war strategy, the SOE and the IRA

"what Collins did in Dublin had a noticeable impact ... through two
of his junior but intelligent opponents, [Major] J.C.F. Holland and
[Major] C. McV. Gubbins... Both were profoundly impressed with

The Special Operations Executive (SOE) was established in the powerlessness of regular troops against the resolute gunmen who
1940 to support or create resistance movements in Europe andcould rely on the local population not to give them away ... both saw
organise widespread “sabotage and subversion” as an extensiorthe advantages, in economy of life and effectiveness of effort, of the
of the British war effort. It was consciously outside and contrary Irish guerrillathey could not see. And both were determined that next
to the “Rules of War” and was accompanied by military coups timg, if_there had to b_e a next time, guerrilla should be used by the
and sabotage raids organised by other branches of the secrepritish instead of against them.”
services in pursuit of British war aims. The Anglo-German War Later at the War Office J.C.F. Holland undertook a special
of 1939-41 gave way in summer 1941 to a much wider and vestudy of‘irregular warfare” andwas put in charge of the secret
different war, which, as a former leading operative of SOEservice unit set up to work on it in 1938, - “General Services
described it, led to (Research)” or GS(R). When offered the chance to pick an

“an upsurge of anti-Fascist resistance throughout Occupied E@SSOciate, he chose his old colleague Colin Gubbins. In early

rope on a scale hitherto undreamed of by SOE.” (P.A. Wilkensen, 3939, and building on their Irish experience, they proposed a
Bright Ashley, 1993, p. 94) comprehensive plan for an army“e&botage and subversion”

jo operate outside the laws of war in taking on the enemy through
flying columns, civic disobedience, the execution of traitors and

_ _ ~ enemy agents, explosions and intelligence. In 1940 they were
“but we were controlling as it were very large numbers of patriot, g a4 with establishing the Special Operations Executive (SOE),

forces; 16,000 perhaps in Denmark; 20,000 in Norway; 100,000 ip .. . 3
France; 18,000 in Burma, and so o8lbbins, Sir Colin, 1974, p. gizlggd.General Gubbins later went on to command. Foot con

105)

By Philip O’Connor

At the peak of the war, according to its former commande
SOE consisted of about 10,000 personnel,

o o “The Irish can thus claim that their resistance provided an originat-
Unfortunate Irish inspiration ing impulse for resistance to tyrannies worse than any they had had

M.R.D. Foot—in WW2 a British intelligence officerinvolved 0 éndure themselves.” (M.R.D. Foot, 1973, pp. 57-69.)
in clandestine activities - was commissioned by Harold McMillan  Foot, of course, may have been a man on a mission and may
to write the official history of the SOE in France, and went on tdvave had grounds to want to flatter such an impressive audience.
write numerous books and articles on the subject. He deliveredl@69 was a year of intense British activity in Ireland. When the
lecture in Dublin in 1969 to the Military History Society on North erupted in August, Gilchrist, who had experience of
‘Michel Collins and Irregular Warfare’. Present atthe lecture —hpostings in many trouble spots around the world, acted as a go
subsequently noted — was between to the Foreign Office and Downing Street for Major Tom

“an alarmingly large number of former participants [in the Anglo-McDowell, himself a former British intelligence officer.
Irish War] .. including Collins' chief of staff in the Troubles, McDowell wanted to place his newspagite Irish Times)nder
subsequently commander-in-chief of the Irish Army ...; three silenthe direction of London, as its editor, Douglas Gageby, a former
survivors of thé Twelve Apostles’; his personal bodyguard; and twowartime Irish Army intelligence officer, was, according to
former members of the detective division in Dublin Castle, who hadvicDowell, “... on Northern guestions a renegade or white
doubled their official task by acting among his leading intelligencenigger.” (See John Martir2008.) But Foot — who knew person-
agents.” ally many of those involved at the top of SOE —repeated his thesis

Also present, though Foot does not mention it, was the Britisbf the Irish inspiration for the SOE in more depth in later
Ambassador, Sir Andrew Gilchrist, a former counter insurgencpublications, sometimes in even more emphatic terms. (E.g.
specialist and senior intelligence officer. M.R.D. Foot, 1981, p. 185.)

Foot said some interesting things, including that in 1914 the Foot's views on this issue have come under attack. That post-
United Kingdom had been dithe verge of civil war” over  war British military officials might have second thoughts about
Ulster, pre-empted at the last minute only by the Britain’degitimizing a source of terrorism and insurgency like the SOE,
declaration of war on Germany. On the Anglo-Irish war of 1919as has been argued, for example, by military historian John
21 he expressed his admiration for the IRA as a sparsely resourdégiagan, is hardly surprising. The IRA inspiration for SOE
guerrilla movement, its underground state, and its intelligencestrategy is regularly played down in British accounts of SOE
based insurrection.— (Footis an exception), and this is hardly surprising — Britain is not

“Ireland,” he said, had become “a world model of how to conducin the habit of announcing to the world that it learns anything

a successful insurrection against an occupying colonial power.” Much from Ireland. After fighting “insurgencies” for centuries,
to be promoting and organising them, as they did in WW2, was
a novelty. And, after the war, Britain was to return to its more

"... the British drew an offensive as well as a defensive lesson fromccustomed role of wide scale counter-insurgency operations in

the Irish difficulties, learning how to stimulate resistance to an Kenya, Malaya, Cyprus, Aden and elsewhere. Indeed, when SOE

occupying army when engaged in another kind of anti-imperialisjyas dissolved on January 15, 1946, 260 of its key intelligence
struggle themselves.” agents and various of its underground networks were moved to
Lessons (or personnel) from thgoings-on in Ulster in  MI6 precisely for this purpose. (John Keegan, 2003.)

1913-14"played no role itsubversive British activity in the war Eunan O’Halpin, “Bank of Ireland Chair of Contemporary
of 1939”, but: Irish History at Trinity College Dublin”, writes extensively about

He also stated:
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Ireland and British intelligence. In his most recent book, he British war strategy in 1939
decisively throws cold water on the notion of an IRA/Sinn Féin

inspiration for SOE, or indeed the idea that Britain learned 1he beginnings of the SOE lay not in anti-fascist struggle but
anything from its war in Ireland: in Brlt_lgh war planning of the 19305_. .
Few British military thinkers sought to draw wider lessons _ British “appeasement” strategy in the 1930s was one which
from the Irish War of Independence. A number of officers wha©ught to come to terms with the weakening of the British
were to make their names as intelligence or irregular warfargMPire. It was first adopted towards Indian demands for Home
specialists, such as J.C.F. Holland of the War Office think-tanRul€ and then towards De Valera's Ireland. It was a policy which
GS(R), which in 1939 developed into MI(R), Colin Gubbins ofhad few frlen_ds at the Foreign Ofﬂce or the Imperial General
the Special operations Executive (SOE) and Kenneth Strong(@ff- Churchill was the most vociferous opponent of appease-
Eisenhower's chief of intelligence in 1944-5, had served ifnent, particularly towards India. Another leading anti-appeaser
Ireland between 1919 and 1922 (Gubbins commanded the d¥as Leo Amery, a former Colonial Secretary and Governor of
tachment which provided the field gun with which the Provi-India. Wh|le_d|sagree|ng with Churchill’s hard Illne on Indlg, he
sional Government troops shelled the Four Courts at the cordPPorted him on Ireland. Amery had been a die-hard during the
mencement of the Civil War, and was also in charge of thiish War of Independencél had been opposed to Irish Home
handover of the gun-carriage lent to the Irish to bear the remaiff/le from first to lastj, (Leopold S. Amery, 1953, p. 245.) and
of Michael Collins). _opposgd .the Anglo-Irish Agreement of 1938 as a sell out of
Undue emphasis has been placed on the importance for sufperial interests. The agreement settled the issue of Land
officers of the experience of Irish rebellion and counter-insurfNNuities and agreed a final British military withdrawal from the
gency. In 1969, M.R.D. Foot, the official historian of the Specialish Free State. Like Churchill, Amery was a supporter of
Operations Executive (SOE) in France, presented a celebraté{Pnism as a project of British imperial expansion, despite
lecture in Dublin orfMichael Collins and Irregular Warfare’. €XPressing a dislike of Jews and recalling
Amongst his audience was the British Ambassador, Andrew  “the great deal of shirking of conscription among Jews in the East
Gilchrist, himself an old SOE hand, who thought the lecture End of London”in WW1. (Leopold S. Amery, 1953, p. 245.)

brilliant. So too did Gilchrist's closest Irish friends, Colonel In 1919 Churchill had defended the anti-Jewish pogroms
David Nlligan and Major-General Sean Collins-Powell, respecheing committed by Deniken"d\Vhite Army’ in Russia and went
tively Collins’s “spy in the Castle’ in 1920 and 1921, andon to denounce the Soviet Union as a “world wide communistic
Collins’s nephew. Gilchrist bemoaned the absence of a singlgate under Jewish domination.” He later championed Mussolini
politician from the ruling Fianna F-il party at the lecture. Butand Fascist Italy as a world bulwark against Soviet Russia,
perhaps the Fianna F-ilers were right to doubt the weight of thfefended the Italian invasion of Abyssinia, the Japanese on-
speaker's argument, because a survey of inter-war British milsjaught on China and Franco’s rebellion in Spain. GR Agril
tary thought and planning yields very few references to th@937 he told the House of Commons:
intelligence, COL_Inter-insurgency, or irregular W_arfare lessons of “I' will not pretend that if | had to choose between Communism and
t7he) Irish campaign of 1919-21. (Eunan O'Halpin, 2008, pp. 26- Nazismlwo%ld choose Communism.” (See Manus O’Riordan, April

: 2010.)

O'Halpin’s colleague, Keith Jeffery of Queen’s University  The opposition of Churchill, Amery and others to the “ap-
Belfast, who also specialises in British intelligence and has be%asement” of Germany in allowing it to reverse the armament
appointed to head the team writing the official history of M16and territorial aspects of the Versailles Treaty was from the
drew the same lesson as O'Halpin, though twenty years earligferspective of the weakening of British power, not because of any

with regard to the Irishcounter-insurgency” aversion to fascism. They equally opposed the “appeasement” of
Scarcely any lessons with regard to counter-insurgency caifhe Soviet Union.

paigning generally were drawn from the Irish experience... M.R.D. Imperial circles in Britain, who had supported German re-
Foot has, however, asserted that in the persons of J.C.F. Hollaggnhament — culminating in the Anglo-German Naval Agreement
and C. Mv. Gubbins, both of whom had served in Ireland, thgf 1935 — as a counter-balance to France and a bulwark against
experience of that campaign was not entirely lost, at least in it§gyiet Russia, moved in 1936 to a strategy of containment of
contribution to SOE. (Keith Jeffery, (1987), no. 1, pp. 118'147-bermany. As developed in that year by the Imperial General

But he is not as cock sure as O’Halpin in dismissing thistaff, this strategy did not foresee large scale involvement in a
influence, and quotes one book used in staff colleges — Col. H.land war, but instead, in the words of the Imperial General Staff,
SimpsonBritish Rule and RebelliofEdinburgh, 1937) —which would start with

described th&Sinn Fein campaign in Ireland in 1920-2HS the “weakening Germany and ltaly by the exercise of economic
“one most skilfully managed by the other sidé&he main lesson pressure and by intensive propaganda, while at the same time build-
Simpson drew was that ing up our major strength until we can adopt an offensive strategy.

Command of the sea would then confer freedom of choice in striking

“It is better to win first and then give, as we did in South Africa, )
» at the enemy’s most vulnerable points.”

than do as we did in Ireland in 1921 and are doing now in Palestine.
(Jeffery, 2006, pp. 32-53.) Germany, which depended on imports of critical materials,

(Although these seem to the present writer to be pretty cledfould collapse through these measures. The doctrifecot
“lessons”, Jeffrey gives a clue as to the political reasons why thef@mic warfare’, in addition to blockade, embraced the air bomb-
was a reticence to talk too much about‘trish experience”in  ing of industrial targets combined witsabotage and psycho-

1930s Britain, the era of “appeasement” towards Ireland -:  logical warfare”. In pursuance of this strategy, armament
“In the standard inter-war text on what is now called intensity ~ investmentin the 1930s was concentrated on Bomber Command

conflict’, Imperial Policing Sir Charles Gwynfthought it inadvis- and the Royal Navy, and the development of propaganda and
able to draw on experiences in Ireland, instructive from a militarysubversion techniques. (David Stafford, 1980, pp. 10-11.)
point of view as many of them were’.(Jeffery, 1987) Following the German absorption in February 1939 of the
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Czech rump of Czechoslovakia (the Slovak part went on to The role of Poland after its (presumed) defeat was to continue
establish a separate state and was not occupied), Britain was putarassing war of sabotage from the underground against Ger-
on awar footing and activated the strategy of the Imperial Generadany. To lay the groundwork for the underground war, Colin
Staff. Partly to forestall an imminent Polish-German Axis, onGubbins of the secret planning unit of the War Office travelled to
315t March 1939 Britain (and France) declared a unilateraRomania and Poland in May 1939 —four months before the Polish
“Guarantee” to defend Poland in case of attack. The surprisedar actually started - where, he later reported, he organised
Polish Foreign Minister, Jozef Beck, rushed to London anbn 6instruction in partisan and sabotage tactics in case of German
April and signed a military alliance of mutual assistance in caseccupation, and also tried to organise pre-emptive sabotage
of attack by'a European power’; with a secret protocol defining missions in Romania to break off oil supplies to Germany. He
this as Germany. A week later Britain followed this with similarknew Poland well. Up to the change of British strategy in 1936 he
unilateral guarantees to Romania and Greece, also thought tolmed organised joint covert actions with Poland across the Polish
dangerously on the verge of concluding co-operative agreemeriisrder into Soviet Russia. In May 1939 a British Military
with Germany. Poland, which had rejected Soviet proposals fdvlission was established in Warsaw and the Poles were again
a common security agreement, now secure in its alliance witlissured in July that in case of a German attack

Britain stalled its talks with Germany. Up to the British guarantee  «no Government of His Majesty will provide immediate

Germany had sought an agreement with Poland over the matt&lcisiance on the ground, in the air and at sea.” (Peplonski, p.
of a link to its East Prussian province across the two-mile Polis{|74_)

corridor.

) " In the event, following the German-Soviet Pactﬂézqu—
The role of Poland in British strategy

gust) and the German invasion off September, the formal
When Britain and France issued their “Guarantee” to Polandleclaration of war on Germany by Britain and France 6h 3
they had no intention of defending it. In fact, British military September was followed solely by the forceful implementation
planners had already written it off. On the eve of Chamberlain’ef the blockade already established in Britain’s war strategy. It
announcement of the “Guarantee”, the Imperial General Staff iprepared to move an expeditionary army to France and set about
March 1939 concluded that in a Polish-German conflict, fightingoreparing the ground for warfare throughout Europe. In a fare-
would last two to three months and, while Germany would winyell speech to Polish military leaders o Feptember — as the
its army would suffer considerable losses and be severely dBed Army moved in to occupy eastern Poland up to the Curzon
pleted. This would put the French army at a major advantage ovkeine of 1921 - Gubbins, as instructed, solemnly promised the
Germany and enable it to box it in. They assumed the BritisRoles that

military would be unable to render any assistance to the Polish «gitain would fight on until Poland was once more free and

Army. Defending Poland was not the aim. Rather a Germag erritory restored.” (E.D.R. Harrison, 2000, no. 4, p. 1073.)

attack on it would act as the trigger for war to be executed against _ _ L X
Germany until its destruction. In May 1939 the French and The Poles had believed that with their “Guarantee” they were

British high commands met and agreed a “long war strategyp.Oised for vic_tory. The_y massed their army in the Poznan sali_ent
This foresaw Poland being left to its own devices. But in JuI;}’VGSt of the Vistula believing that the promised French offensive

1939 the French Chief of Staff, General Gamelin, informed hill! the west against the numerically inferior German army, com-
British counterpart, Lord Gort: bined with promised British bombing of Germany, would cause

i;iquerman collapse and enable the Polish Army break through and
becoming a general conflict only little by little. We will thus have the :;;(2 (i)th\I/BaZr“z;i Esépow;]lgn2;?%23”;;%@?)233 ?23 g‘latsf:;erﬁ
time necessary to put on a war footing all Franco-British Forces W th ) y p_
(Nicole Jordan, 1992, p. 294) Poland on 17' September under the terms of the Soviet-German

] _Pact, the Poles pleaded for the west to declare war on the Soviet
The massive French army would hold the western front whilgy.ion  Britain’s Foreign Secretary, Lord Halifax, coolly re-

British military and diplomatic actions throughout the continentsponded that Britain had no obligation to do so under the

and at sea would slowly strangle Germany until it was weaks,arantee”, which referred exclusively to Germany. (Quoted in
enough for an offensive against it. The British Embassy an@itq 3. Prazmowska 1995.)

Military Mission in Poland were ordered to keep the Franco- o .

British plan of May 1939 secret from the Poles. (Andrzej PeplonsifVhat Britain was fighting for

etal, 2005, pp. 172-5.) While France and Britain would gotowar On 3d September 1939, Britain and France launched a war of

over Poland, that country was in fact simply to loa@asus belli  encirclement and blockade against Germany. France instituted a

for a continent wide war on Germany. system of government by decree and banned and began to arrest
The combined strategy of naval blockade, aerial bombardnembers of the communist party. Before its defeat, Poland since

ment and sabotage/subversion was an offensive strategy thatttwe mid-thirties had been evolving rapidly towards a fascist state,

“We have every interest in the war beginning in the East an

the words of a German historian, with Government sponsored anti-semitic persecution. Until early
“Presupposed and aimed at the expansion and prolonging of t4&40 Britain hoped to gain fascist Italy, Romania and Greece as
war.” (Gerhard Schulze, 1982, p. 37.) allies, especially after Mussolini attacked the Soviet-German

.- . Pact as a betrayal of tHgrinciples of fascism”.In 1939 Ger-
Avoiding a war with Germany through greement over the : . . .
«Polish Corridor” King t tai d it should it st tmanywas afascist state — it arguably became something different

olish Lorridor™ or seeking fo contain or end it Should it start, o o0 rse of the “Second World War”. But in 1939 it was one

formed no part of the strategy. It wasin this context that the Sov"f%scist state among very many in Europe, some of which were

Union moved to securegi;s exclusion from the war for as 10ng 8§jies of Britain. Germany's anti-semitic laws and legal and
that was feasible. On 27 August 1939, Germany and Soviet ¢cqnomic squeezing of its Jewish population aimed at inducing

Russia signed a wide-ranging Non-Aggression Pact dividing,eir emigration (and a large proportion had emigrated by 1939)
eastern Europe into “spheres of influence” and committing th@ere not of themselves uniquely exceptional in Europe. Nor were
parties to extensive economic, political and military cooperationhey ever mentioned as a cause for war on the part of Britain and
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France. The problem with Germany was not that it was fascist, anain battle with Germany to take place in Belgium.
anti-semitic, but that it was Germany, and that it was resurgent. In late 1939 Britain unleashed the naval war across the
Of the myriad “independent states” that emerged in the baclétlantic Ocean, driving the much smaller German navy out of it,
wash of the 1914-21 catastrophe, the Irish Free State was virland began bombing German cities. By 1940, despite some
ally alone in still being a parliamentary democracy in 1939. Angpectacular successes by U-Boots, the German “blockade” of
virtually every state in Europe, from Spain to Lithuania, HunganBritain amounted to twelve submarines in the North Atlantic.
to Norway, Ireland to Romania, declared their neutrality follow-Britain and France considered intervening in the Finnish-Soviet
ing the opening of the Anglo-French war on Germany, presumingar on the Finnish side, the British seeing it as an opportunity to
it to be a struggle between the powers to re-arrange the balarstéke into Sweden and halt ore supplies to Germany. The Finns,
of power between them. however, while accepting supplies of aid from France, did not
What Britain’s public, propagandist, war aims should be -want to be drawn into an ever expanding war strategy, and cut
beyond its obvious imperial interests in defeating Germany - wakeir losses by concluding a peace deal with Russia. Britain then
briefly a matter of confusion to itself. The American author andlecided on an audacious plan to mine Norwegian harbours and
historian, Lynne Olson, describes the agitation on this issugend raiding forces into Sweden bringing those countries into the
among Britain’s ruling circles in the months following the defeatwar and completing the northern blockade against Germany.
of Poland as follows: These plans were discovered by the Germans and precipitated a

"If Britain was not going to defend Poland, people wondered, why@st minute and previously unplanned pre-emptive German occu-

on earth were they still at war? Was there any other reason to continQétior_] _Of Denmark and Norway. _
this supposed conflict? If so, Chamberlain’s government never said British forces throughout the Empire backed up the blockade

what it was, despite pleas from Commonwealth leaders and othersstrategy by securing swathes of territories in Africa and Asia.
tell them what Britain’s war aims were... " After the German defeat of the Franco-British forces the French

unease and industrial unrest were spreading rapidly in the poptimPly rejected the legitimacy of the French agreement with
lation, with the communist interpretation of the war as anotheg€rmany and proceeded to attack and sink much of the French

thy: warfare in France in league with some French officers who
When Lord Halifax asked Lord Cadogan what he thoughtefused to accept the defeat of the French state.
difficulties” in anything that might be proposed. sense in British ruling circles of being on the point of defeat. Even

m

y . ) . ... while the “Battle of Britain” raged, military and underground
| suppose the cry iAbolish Hitlerism,” Cadogan wrote in his operations were planned and executed in Abvssinia. the Mid East
diary. “But what if Hitler hands over to Goering? Meanwhile, what P lons were p xecu ! yssinia, ! S

ofthe course of operations? What if Germany now sits tight? ... wh&nd the Balkans. It was widely believed in British government
do we do? Build up our armaments feverishly? What for? ... Time i§ircles that the blockade would bring Germany to its knees. It
on our side...” secured massive economic and military aid from the American
?overnment and set about planning to bring the US into the war.

Churchill was included n the government _and remained n June 1940 Hugh Dalton, a Labour minister in the Churchill
loyal supporter of Chamberlain until Amery engineered a reshut-

fling of the Government in May 1940. With Churchill, the British 9°VerMent, in his diary predicted that within six months Europe

cause found its voice. In his first speech as First Lord of th\(’avOUId be faced with

Admiralty on ft October 1939, Olson reports, “famine, starvation and revolt, most of all in the slave lands which

. . . Germany had overrun”
“he savaged Hitlerand his group of wicked men, whose hands are

stained with blood and soiled with corruption’, and promised that ~and Sir Stephen King-Hall predicted in his newsletter that

Britain, as theédefenders of civilisation and freedom,’ would flght to “in due course Field Marshall Famine may knock at Hitler's door.”

the end.” (Lybbe Olsen2007, pp. 241-2, 263. . .
(ty PP ) George Orwell expressed similar sentiments and Harold

It was 1914 all over again, wittHitlerism’ replacing  Nicholson predicted starvation in Germany by 1941. (Stafford, p.
‘Prussianism’, a new Great War of Good versus Evil. 16)
The Anglo-German war 1939-41 Every step in the escalation of the war after the defeat of the
grmies of France and Britain was initiated by the British, who

not changed. Blockade, aerial bombardment and diversionafy-nd t0 the *long war” strategy, while Hitler persisted in his
sabotage, subversion and raiding attacks ever widening tiioP€s of a peace with Britain and the preservation of the British
periphery of the war zone and engulfing state after state wadnpire. Iq 1940 Britain’s armies in North Afr|ca_|nfl|cted d_efee_lts
pursued. The declared “neutrality” of states was regarded &8 the ltalians, who had been busy trying to build a colonial niche
immateriaL Germany had no p|ans beyond Po|and and set abégf themselves there. In February 1941 Hitler felt Ob“ged to send
implementing its deal with Russia over spheres of influence ia diminutive force under Rommel to shore up his Italian ally and,
Eastern Europe, understood on the German side in econontfceveryone’s surprise, soon had the British in headlong retreat.
terms. “Germanisation” and “ethnographical policy” focussedAs earlier with Scandinavia, Germany had no offensive plans
on transporting German minorities from East European countriegith regard to the Balkans and, again as with Scandinavia,
“back to the Reich” or to occupied Poland. To deal with thgoresumed their neutrality. Britain, however, supported an anti-
Franco-British war against it, at the end of 1939 Hitler ordere@German military coup and toppled the neutral Yugoslav govern-
plans be prepared to take on the French, whom he hoped rtent, and moved a large expeditionary force into Greece. British
“knock out”, conclude an armistice with them and then reach &fforts at regime change in Romania were forestalled by military
peace with Britain. The military plan for attacking France develdevelopments. Following the Yugoslav coup, Wehrmacht

oped in December 1939 included ignoring Belgian neutrality, buj;rmed south, rapidly occupying the Balkans and again ejecting
then so did the Anglo-French plans, which prepared for theife British armies.

Under Churchill the strategy of the Imperial General Staff wa;
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The SOE in the Anglo-German War though in the context of the “long war” planned to commence

eral Services (Research) — GS(R) — a section of the intelligen¥¥arfare The Partisan Leader's HandboakdHow to Use High
division of the War Office, tasked with researching and develog=xPlosivesThese set out the conditions for successful guerrilla
ing a comprehensive strategy for the war of subversion an#far. including a supportive population, long-term strategies for
sabotage foreseen in the planning of the Imperial General Stdffaking territories ungovernable, the development of under-
for a renewed war on Germany. Hollartdn enthusiast for ~9round quasi-government networks, the role of flying columns,
guerrilla warfare since fighting the IRA in 1919-23tho also  the intelligence function of supportive populations, including
had experience in India and as an airman with T.E. Lawrence, afgPecially women and children, the organising of small mobile
had studied “irregular warfare”, was broughtin to head it. (SimoQroups and broader support networks, tactics in eliminating
Anglim, 2005 pp. 631-653.) He recruited his old colleague, CofPi€s, informers and traitors, withstanding interrogation and
Colin Gubbins, to assist him. Gubbins had served a year #Qrture, etc. The character, patriotic commitment, abilities and
Northern Russia in 1919 as adjutant to General Ironside’s exp¥:cal popularity of partisan leaders, as well as efficient intelli-
ditionary force sent to aid the anti-Bolshevithite Army’ ~ gence systems, are seen as the keys to suctéssAft of
Gubblins described Holland as developing his theories of guefne-Art-of-Guerrilla-Warfare) o _
rilla warfare from his These handbooks, which were distributed by the thousand in
Europe, bear all the hallmarks — and shortcomings — of intelligent
. . ; . ' British understandings of what the IRA of 1919-21 was about.
of the Sino-Japanese conflict and of his own experiences of the uls__e .
made by the Irish of irregular troops during tieoubles™. (J. A. or example, they do not refer to how partisan movements are
Ashley, 1971) rooted in a political legitimacy — in the Irish case the 1918

elections and the IRA oath of loyalty to the elected D-il then under

Exactly what Gubbins did in Ireland is unclear (beyond higuiar onslaught by the British state. They also stay within the
formal posting as an artillery officer). His 250-page biography by, ,nfines of British strategy, which foresaw such movements

close_assqcie_ltes in intelli_gence, Peter Wilkenson and Ja_ne AShI%)fing tightly controlled from the outside by the greater strategy
mentions in just a few lines the three years he spent in Irelang o gyitish military leadership and with British officers and
from November 1919. But, once there, trainers appointed to them. But they provide a detailed descrip-
“he settledintolearn all he could about clandestine warfare and thfyn of successful guerrilla warfare in nature more familiar from
intelligence without which it could not function. " (Wilkenson and |rejand than Iraq or China. And reflect British counter-insur-
Ashley, p. 26-7) gency thinking from the 1919-21 war in how they describe
While he deeply disliked the forces opposing him in bothprobable counter-measures and also in the combination of under-
Russia and Ireland, he was intrigued by the tactics of the IRAyround warfare withblack’ and'white’ propaganda techniques.

“studies of Boer tactics in South Africa, of the Civil War in Spain

Throughout the 1920-30s — (See Brian P. Murphy 2006) M.R.D. Foot describbé Art of
“his experiences in Ireland and North Russia making him arf>uerrilla Warfareas*based on direct experience in Ireland and
obvious candidate for intelligence” much reflection sinceand it is difficult to fault this assessment.

—he was involved in covert anti-Soviet intelligence work both(FOOt’ 1976, p. 137)
in eastern Europe and at the War Office. GS(R) organised the training of officers, operatives and
The first product of Holland and Gubbins’ joint work at agents in these techniques over the following months, and were
GS(R) was a proposal to the Imperial General Staff in May 193also involved in some clandestine operations in Romania, Po-
arguing that the German takeover of Czechoslovakia and dipléand, the Balkans, Scandinavia and elsewhere, and planned
matic advances in the Balkans presented opportunities for partisan groups for the eventuality of an invasion of Britain itself,
p : . .. With Gubbins appointed to command them. Along with the naval
an alternative method of defence ... to organised armed resistan . - . .
... based on experience we have had in India, Irak [sic], Ireland aﬁockade and the strategic bombing of Germany, implementing
Russia, i.e. the development of a combination of guerrilla and IRANE planned “Irregular War” was a top priority of the British war
tactics.” strategy.
In a later memo they argued that the lack of an indigenous Gubbins and Holland were not the only officers with “Irish

. ) o - _experience” to play a prominent role in intelligence and partisan
resistance movement should not stop guerrilla activity bein P playap 9 b

: ; " . Eactics in the Second World War. Peter Hart, author of the now

fostered pro-actively from the outside, perhaps initially agains f h di . d ise th

the wishes of the local population — in amc_n_JsT e !RA an |_ts Enemielsas expressed surprise that
the British police chief in the Anglo-Irish war — General Hugh

“Unless they arise spontaneously from within the countries conTydor —chose as his Chief of Intelligence an artilleryman, the
cerned ..,. the organisation will have to be fostered from outside. Thj&nglo-lrish Colonel Ormonde de I'Epée Winter

shouldn’tin the end prove impossible of achievement; the Irish revolt

was largely fostered from the USAAnglim, pp. 634-6.) “who had no experience of intelligence or police work.” (Peter
o . ) Hart 2002, p. 6 f.)
They proposed an organisation be established to direct and

control a strategy of subversion in Europe. As M.R.D. Foot put ButWinter hadrisen to command a division in the Great War
it Holland and Tudor himself came from the Royal Artillery, as did Gubbins.

In fact it is surprising just how many British artillery officers
ré‘t’erving in Ireland were involved in counter-insurgencyl/intelli-
gence and propaganda roles and went on to play key roles in
Their proposals were enthusiastically received and they wegritish intelligence operations in WW2. Col. Henry de
immediately commissioned by the Chief of the Imperial Generallountnorency, an Anglo-Irish aristocrat, was another artillery
Staff, General Lord Gort, to draft detailed manuals on guerrillafficer in WW1 who returned to Ireland as a bitter opponent of
warfare. In mid-1939 — months before the start of the Polish wasgparatists and worked under Winter as the Intelligence Officer

“had conceived some such body as the SOE when in Ireland duri
the Troubles of the early 1920s.” (M.R.D. Foot, 1976, pp. 129)
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of the Auxiliaries in County WestmeathF(om Patriot to Spy’ Following a long memo from Dalton, in August 1940 the
(Obituary),The Irish Times4th August 1979). Dudley Wrangel plans were systematised for the SOEctmordinate all action,
Clarke was another one —in WW2 he was to be involved in settingy way of subversion and sabotage’German occupied areas,
up both the SAS and the Commandoes. Yet another was EfBough controlled

Mockler-Ferryman, Royal Artillery and intelligence, who rose in “in step with the general [British] strategic conduct of the war.”
WW2to intelligence chiefin North Africa under Eisenhowerand  (sir Colin Gubbins, 1974, pp. 74 ffSOE Charter’, quoted in
commander of SOE in North Western Europe. (Nicholas Rankin Stafford, 1980p. 26.)

200;3’ f}p' 17% ff.) thing to d ith th | Dalton imbued the strategy with left wing purpose, seeing it
erhaps it was something to do wi € uselessness 8& the start of a “people’s war” and believing, probably correctly,
artillery in the situation the British found themselves in Ireland N at Churchill had selected him to oversee the SOE because of the
1919-21! Ilabour movement’s left-wing connections in Europe.

In July 1940, th_e Coalition Governm_ent heade_d by Church_il But, during the course of the Anglo-German War, the strategy
agreed the establishment of the Special Operations EXGCUtIVCﬁd not have much success. In September 1940 a British intelli-

Josef Garlinski, an officer in the Polish underground Home Arm nce assessment of the potential for resistance was highly

and a close colleague of Gubbins in the war, wrote an account . : : ;
: . P ative, particularly regarding France, Belgium, Holland and
matters in the 1960s. Reflecting on events in 1940 and tI”B g P y e9 g 9

. . . L enmark, where for the emergence of resistance movements
astounding cross-party unity constructed in Britain to securSeyonol circles of former officers

“survival and victory in yet another of Britain’s wars'he . )
describes the meeting on™ July 1940 when Churchill met “‘much would depend on the policy adopted by the Germans in the
with Ministers Anthony Eden and Hugh Dalton and announced occupied areas.” Probable state of readiness and ability of certain

. . . countries torise againstthe Nazirégime’, report by MI(R) to the Chief
his decision to launch a war of subversion and sabotage across g J portby MI(R)

i h
Europe. Garlinski paraphrases Churchill from the surviving gg:zgcigtnlegvé(g;?;ulrg f?-t)rateg% Beplember 1910, reproduced
accounts: ) o ) . Countries found themselves occupied as a consequence of the
"Precedents for this type of fighting were not lacking. Although it ascading of events and believed — and, apart from Poland, and
was centuries since Britain had had to resort to underground methoﬁ% Serbi initially treated — th, h thi t ’ )
in their own country, they had had much to do with such movementg er er, 1a, \.N(.a're initially treate as thoug IS \.Nas atempo
in the course of battling to maintain their empire. One had only abd affair arising from a temporary pF’WE’r conflict betlween
remember the Sinn Fein organization which for years harried Britiskngland and Germany. The great “Partisan War” for which the
troops in Ireland. If Britain, which was still free and at war, extendedBTritish secret services had planned was simply not happening,
a hand to the conquered but subdued peoples of Europe, Germ@nd British subversion activities virtually nowhere went beyond
troops and authorities could be effectively attacked by unseen enrganising sabotage activities with underground groups of former
emies... Sabotage, propaganda, attack [sic] on the lives of kenilitary and intelligence circles in defeated states. During this
officials, the disruption of work and industry and a general stirring ugperiod the sabotage function was developed through other special
of the occupied countries — such were the purposes for which it Wagrces, such as the Special Air Services Regiment (SAS) and the
proposed to set up a far reaching organization.” (Josef Garlinsks ommandoes - so-called by their South African born commander
1969, p. 21.) after the raiding Boer Commandoes he had fought forty years
Churchill added, however, that such activities could not b@reviously.
left to local control, or According to Peter Wilkinson, a leading figure in SOE, and
“isolated from what the [British] government and armed forces ardater biographer of Gubbins:
doing. The secret operations must fitinto the general military picture, "The truth was that ... SOE had become the victim of a widely held
and you must keep the Services informed of your plans in general fa|jacy that Occupied Europe was smouldering with resistance to the
terms. Nazis and ready to erupt if given the slightest support or encourage-
After Churchill had outlined his plan at the meeting, Dalton ment. In reality, in these early days, most people in occupied Europe

asked : were still stunned by defeat and, except for a few ardent patriots,
“So, we are to go to work everywhere and with all available asked for nothing but to be left in peace. Compared with the horrors
means”, of invasion, the German Occupation, though disagreeable and hu-
to which Churchill responded, miliating, was as yet by no means intolerable, and most people were
“Set Europe ablaze!” (Churchill's commentis recorded in Dalton’s ~ content for the time being to remain neutral, if only to survive."
diary. Entry for ZQdJuIy 1940, p. 62.) (Wilkenson, Ashleyp. 79)

Dalton, the Labour Party “Minister for Economic Warfare”,  As Colin Gubbins, the covert operations specialistwho largely
includes in his memoirs a letter he wrote that day to Halifax, theonstructed the SOE, put it in 1940
Foreign Minister, describing thevar from within” which he was “we may be able to provide for the T.E. Lawrences, we have also
now tasked with overseeing: to find the Faisels and provide them with opportuniti@bitl., p. 36)

"We must organize movements in enemy occupied territory]T he anti-fascist War 1941-5

comparable to the Sinn Fein movement in Ireland, to the Chinese Britain’s reckless war strategy since 1939 had resulted by
guerrillas now operating against Japan, to the Spanish Irregulars Wi, 1941 in German military control of much of Europe, though
played anotable partin Wellington's campaign or —one mightas wello me countries preserved their neutrality and others had joined
admit it - to the Qrganlzatlons which the Na2|s themselves develope[ﬂe German side. The Germans had never planned for anything of
so remarkably in almost every country in the world. We must Usgye sort to happen. Intoxicated by how things had transpired
many different methods, including industrial and military Sabmagethrough the effects of the British “long war” strategy in engulfing
Iabqur agitf’;\tion and strikes, continuous propagandaj terrorist adffe continent in the Anglo-German conflict, the Germans pro-
against traitors and German leaders, boycotts and riots ...” (Hu%]aimed d@New Order’ in Europe, one led by the Germanic race.
Dalton, 1957, p. 368) German occupation regimes shifted in character in 1941 from the
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Maps published in a French popular illustrated Corridor, Memel, Bohemia, and South Tyrol,
magazine, I'lllustrationpn 16 September 1939 (see Germans were denied any plebiscite or voice in
centre pages). choosing the nation to which they wished to belong.

p 93
August 1919
Rumania doubled in size,

The Versalilles Treaty stripped from Germany “acquiring Transylvania and the eastern Banat
one-tenth of her people and one eighth of her from Hungary, Bessarabia from Russia, northern
territory; the country was splitin two and Danzig  popruja from Bulgaria, and Bukovina from the
separated from East Prussia. dismantled Habsburg Empire.”

Undel’ the tl‘eatieS Of St Germain and Tl’ianon the Austria and Hungary were made into Sma”

Austro-Hungarian Empire countries. Hungary was reduced by two thirds.
“Three million Hungarians had been force-
“was cut into pieces to be distributed to the marched into new nations.” P 93
nations that had supported the Allies. Northern
provinces went to the new Poland. Czecho- The result of the carve up was that
Slovakia, [...] was ceded rule over three and a half  «_ the new born nations baptized at Paris, ...were

million ethnic Germans, three million Slovaks, OoN€ glmost as multiethnic as the Habsburg Empire_ “
million Hungarians, 500 000 Ruthenes and 150 00G>g4
Poles.” Austrian South Tyrol was given to Italy,

less territory than had been promised in secret Quotations from Patrick Buchanan Churchill,
treaties. Hitler and the Unnecessary Wan08.
“Germans were handed over to Denmark, August 1939
Belgium, France, Italy, Czechoslovakia, Poland, and
Lithuania without their consent. Plebiscites were Hungary regained some of her territory after

granted to peoples who wished to break free of ~ German border changes, not all annexations,
German rule. Butin Alsace, Lorraine, Danzig, the contrary to what the map shows.



Documents . .
A Redmondite on the Armenians

[In the debate on the Treaty of Lausanne, T.P. O’Connor, oridinor were destroyed—about 700,000 peopleinall, men, women,
of the last remaining Redmondite MPs left in the British Housand children. There were a great many Armenians under the
of Commons, made an impassioned plea on behalf of the estaleminion of Russia, who, with all her faults (and she had many
lishment of an Armenian State in Anatolia, which had beefaults under the late Czarist system), at least preserved the
abandoned in the Treaty signed by the British Empire with thproperty and lives of her Armenian subjects.

Turks. An effort was again made by Turkey to win the Armenians to
The bulk of O’Connor’s speech is taken up with quotationtheir side, and they proposed to the Armenians that they should
expressing support for the Armenians during the war and detafielp to create an insurrection in the Caucasus, which, of course,
ing the betrayal of the Armenians by the same Western Powessuld have been a tremendous weakening of the Russian front.
after it. However, the following sections in which O’ConnorNot only did the Armenians refuse this insidious offer, but they
credits the Armenians with having played a vital role in thexctually sent 200,000 Armenian soldiers to fight the battle of
collapse of the Ottoman Empire, despite attempts by the TurksRussia, then one of our Allies, and it was their splendid resistance,
gain their loyalty, is interesting in relation to the matter ofwhen the Russian army broke down, to the Turks in the Caucasus

context:] which helped us finally to win the War. | believe | am right in
) saying that nearly 200,000 Armenian soldiers lost their lives
T.P. O’'Connor’s speech in the House of Commons fighting for the Allies during the War. If it makes no appeal to our

“Perhaps | ought to apologise to the House for turning frohumanity, | think that enormous sacrifice in face of immense
the subject now under discussion to an altogether different topigmptations gives the Armenians a supreme right to our gratitude
... Some of our best hopes of the rescue of the Armenians have
been falsified by the events at Lausanne. What are the facts? My Armenia has the sympathy, at least the lip sympathy, of every
charge against the world, against the Christian countries of ti§@untry in the world. | was in America for 13 months during the
world, America included, is that the story of the treatment of th¥/ar, and I knew no sentiment which appealed more forcibly and
Armenians culminated practically in their desertion at Lausann#hich got more assistance from the American people than that of
It is a tale of perfidy. the Armenians. There was not a little Sunday school up and down

Let us trace what happened to the Armenians during the Wéhatimmense country where the little boys and girls did not carry
Turkey was in a tight place. She made every effort to obtain tf@und their subscription lists every week to get money to relieve
support, or at least the quiescence, of the Armenians. She offetb@ Armenians ...
them autonomy when assembled at a National Congress in 1914.How has it all ended? They ask for a national home. Is that an

She applied the condition that the Armenians should join Turkeynnatural request? Those parts of Asia Minor were in the hands
in carrying on the War against the Allies. The offer of autonomyf the Armenians centuries before the Turks invaded Asia Minor

was, of course, very attractive, but the Armenians declined t0 The Armenians have been a cultured and civilised race for
accept it. The result—and they must have anticipated it—of thenturies. Every one of them to-day could become prosperous
refusal of the Armenians to fight for the Turks and against thgnd safe on the one condition that they foreswore the gospel of
Allies, ourselves included, was the greatest and the most systeghrist and took up the Crescent. | am proud to have lived still to

atic massacre of the Armenians even in their bloodstained hisay a word for the protection of this noble, this fine race.” (House

tory. Two-thirds of the population of the Armenians in Asiaof Commons Debates, 28 March 1923, vol. 162 cc630-43)

A forthcoming genocide.

[Genocides that lie in the past are discussed much more than In the following article, the Indian novelist Arundathi Roy
genocides that are in the process of happening. But if you onbays that everyone knows that developed countries have taken
complain about genocides once itis too late to do anything aboatvay peoples' land and existence in order to exploit resources:
them and if you do nothing to stop new ones that could be averted, ¢ the flat-topped hills are destroyed, the forests that clothe them
how serious are you? will be destroyed, too. So will the rivers and streams that flow out of

In India now ancient societies are under threat of destruction. them and irrigate the plains below. So will the Dongria Kondh. So will

Minerals lie under forested hills in India, where people have the hundreds of thousands of tribal people who live in the forested
lived for centuries. Exploiting the minerals means taking overthe heart of India, and whose homeland is similarly under attack.
peoples' land and destroying their villages, way of life and In our smoky, crowded cities, some people say, 'So what? Some-
religion, which are inseparable from the land. Even if the ©One has to pay the price of progress. Some even say, ‘Let's face i,
villagers survive the expulsions, they will be destroyed as a these are peoplewhosetlme has come. Look atany developed country

— Europe, the US, Australia — they all have a 'past'.’ Indeed they do.
people. So why shouldn't ‘we'?"

This will be a successful genocide. The Indian state has given '
permission for private exploitation to go ahead. The State has By notcalling the extermination of the original populations of
declared that the Maoists, who are defending the tribal people, af¢nerica, Australia, New Zealand and Tasmania genocides, we
now the 'gravest internal security threat' in India. When th&€lp bring aboutthe further destruction of irreplaceable societies:
struggle against the genocide is reported in the media, if it is, it Western developed countries can commit successful genocides
won't be described as such; we will hear instead about the rel®d still assume moral leadership in the world, what's to stop
Maoists causing unrest. others? C.W.]
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Documents

Indian Rebels and Developers
by Arundathi Roy

The heart of India is under attack several descendants of the Communist Party of India (Marxist-
To justify enforcing a corporate land grab, the state needs areninist), which led the 1969 Naxalite uprising and was subse-
enemy — and it has chosen the Maoists. quently liquidated by the Indian government. The Maoists be-
lieve that the innate, structural inequality of Indian society can

from: guardian.co.uk, Friday 30 October 2009 only be redressed by the violent overthrow of the Indian state. In

its earlier avatars as the Maoist Communist Centre (MCC) in

The low, flat-topped hills of south Orissa have been home to'@'khand and Bihar, and the People's War Group (PWG) in
the Dongria Kondh long before there was a country called India"dhra Pradesh, the Maoists had tremendous popular support.
or a state called Orissa. The hills watched over the Kondh. TH¥/hen the ban on them was briefly lifted in 2004, 1.5 million
Kondh watched over the hills and worshipped them as living€0Pl€ attended their rally in Warangal.)
deities. Now these hills have been sold for the bauxite they But eventually their intercession in Andhra Pradesh ended
contain. For the Kondh it's as though god had been sold. They dskdly. They left a violent legacy that turned some of their
how much god would go for if the god were Ram or Allah or Jesustaunchest supporters into harsh critics. After a paroxysm of
Christ. killing and counter-killing by the Andhra police as well as the

Perhaps the Kondh are supposed to be grateful that théitaoists, the PWG was decimated. Those who managed to
Niyamagiri hill, home to their Niyam Raja, God of Universal Law, survive fled Andhra Pradesh into neighbouring Chhattisgarh.
has been sold to a company with a name like Vedanta (the branthere, deep in the heart of the forest, they joined colleagues who
of Hindu philosophy that teaches the Ultimate Nature of Knowlhad already been working there for decades.
edge). It's one of the biggest mining corporations in the world and Notmany 'outsiders' have any first-hand experience of thereal
is owned by Anil Agarwal, the Indian billionaire who lives in nature of the Maoist movement in the forest. A recent interview
London in a mansion that once belonged to the Shah of Irawith one of its top leaders, Comrade Ganapathy, in Open maga-
Vedanta is only one of the many multinational corporationgine, didn't do much to change the minds of those who view the
closing in on Orissa. Maoists as a party with an unforgiving, totalitarian vision, which

If the flat-topped hills are destroyed, the forests that clotheountenances no dissent whatsoever. Comrade Ganapathy said
them will be destroyed, too. So will the rivers and streams thatothing that would persuade people that, were the Maoists ever
flow out of them and irrigate the plains below. So will the Dongriato come to power, they would be equipped to properly address the
Kondh. So will the hundreds of thousands of tribal people whalmostinsane diversity of India's caste-ridden society. His casual
live in the forested heart of India, and whose homeland iapproval of the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) of Sri
similarly under attack. Lanka was enough to send a shiver down even the most sympa-

In our smoky, crowded cities, some people say, 'So whatPetic of spines, not just because of the brutal ways in which the
Someone has to pay the price of progress.' Some even say, 'LeTS E chose to wage its war, but also because of the cataclysmic
face it, these are people whose time has come. Look at atragedy that has befallen the Tamil people of Sri Lanka, who it
developed country — Europe, the US, Australia — they all havedaimed to represent, and for whom it surely must take some
'past'.’ Indeed they do. So why shouldn't ‘we'? responsibility.

In keeping with this line of thought, the government has Rightnow in central India, the Maoists' guerrillaarmy is made
announced Operation Green Hunt, a war purportedly against tip almost entirely of desperately poor tribal people living in
'‘Maoist' rebels headquartered in the jungles of central India. @bnditions of such chronic hunger that it verges on famine of the
course, the Maoists are by no means the only ones rebellingnd we only associate with sub-Saharan Africa. They are people
There is a whole spectrum of struggles all over the country thatho, even after 60 years of India's so-called independence, have
people are engaged in—the landless, the Dalits, the homelesst had access to education, healthcare or legal redress. They are
workers, peasants, weavers. They're pitted against a juggerngeople who have been mercilessly exploited for decades, consist-
of injustices, including policies that allow a wholesale corporatently cheated by small businessmen and moneylenders, the
takeover of people's land and resources. However, it is theomen raped as a matter of right by police and forest department
Maoists that the government has singled out as being the bigggs&rrsonnel. Their journey back to a semblance of dignity is due in
threat. large part to the Maoist cadre who have lived and worked and

Two years ago, when things were nowhere near as bad as tleught by their side for decades.
are now, the prime minister described the Maoists as the 'single If the tribals have taken up arms, they have done so because
largest internal security threat' to the country. This will probablya government which has given them nothing but violence and
go down as the most popular and often repeated thing he ever saidglect now wants to snatch away the last thing they have — their
For some reason, the comment he made on 6 January, 2009, ktrad. Clearly, they do not believe the government when it says it
meeting of state chief ministers, when he described the Maoistsly wants to ‘develop’ their region. Clearly, they do not believe
as having only 'modest capabilities’, doesn't seem to have had that the roads as wide and flat as aircraft runways that are being
same raw appeal. He revealed his government's real concerntarilt through their forests in Dantewada by the National Mineral
18 June, 2009, when he told parliament: 'If left-wing extremisnDevelopment Corporation are being built for them to walk their
continues to flourish in parts which have natural resources ahildren to school on. They believe that if they do not fight for
minerals, the climate for investment would certainly be affectedtheir land, they will be annihilated. That is why they have taken

Who are the Maoists? They are members of the bannatp arms.

Communist party of India (Maoist) — CPI (Maoist) — one of the  Evenifthe ideologues of the Maoist movement are fighting to



eventually overthrow the Indian state, right now even they knowre non-combatant Maoist sympathisers valid targets? When |
that their ragged, malnutritioned army, the bulk of whose soldienwas in Dantewada, the superintendent of police showed me
have never seen a train or a bus or even a small town, are fightipigtures of 19 '‘Maoists' that 'his boys' had killed. | asked him how
only for survival. | was supposed to tell they were Maoists. He said, 'See Ma'am,

In 2008, an expert group appointed by the Planning commidhey have malaria medicines, Dettol bottles, all these things from

sion submitted a report called 'Development Challenges in ERUISIde.’
tremist-Affected Areas'. It said, 'the Naxalite (Maoist) movemenOperation 'Green Hunt'

has to be recognised as a political movement with a strong base \yhat kind of war is Operation Green Hunt going to be? Will

among the landless and poor peasantry and adivasis. Its eMgg oy er know? Not much news comes out of the forests. Lalgarh
gence and growth need to be contextualised in the social conglinyest Bengal has been cordoned off. Those who try to go in are
tions and experience of people who form a partofit. The huge 9@ing peaten and arrested. And called Maoists, of course. In
between state policy and performance is a feature of theggniewada, the Vanvasi Chetana Ashram, a Gandhian ashram
conditions. Though its professed long-term ideology is capturing, , by Himanshu Kumar, was bulldozed in a few hours. It was the

state power by force, in its day-to-day manifestation, it is t0 bggt neytral outpost before the war zone begins, a place where

looked upon as basically a fight for social justice, equalityjornalists, activists, researchers and fact-finding teams could
protection, security and local development.' A very far cry frorrgtay while they worked in the area.

the 'single-largest internal security threat'. ) ) ] _
Since the Maoist rebellion is the flavour of the week, every- Meanwhile, the Indian establishment has unleashed its most

body, from the sleekest fat cat to the most cynical editor of theOtent weapon. Almost overnight, our embedded media has
most sold-out newspaper in this country, seems to be sudderﬁk}bSt't”_ted its steady su_pply of p!anted,_ unsubstantiated, hyste_rl-
ready to concede that it is decades of accumulated injustice tHzt! Stories about ‘Islamist terrorism’ with planted, unsubstanti-
lies at the root of the problem. But instead of addressing thated, hysterical stories about 'Red terrorism’. In the midst of this
problem, which would mean putting the brakes on this le{__acket, at ground zero, the cordqn of silence is being inexorably
century gold rush, they are trying to head the debate off in 4gntened. The 'Sri Lanka solution’ could very well be on the

completely different direction, with a noisy outburst of piouscards. It's not for nothing that the Indian government blocked a

outrage about Maoist 'terrorism’. But they're only speaking tgruropean move in the UN asking for an international probe into
themselves. war crimes committed by the government of Sri Lanka in its
The people who have taken to arms are not spending all th&fcent offensive against the Tamil Tigers. _
time watching (or performing for) TV, or reading the papers, or The first move in that direction is the concerted campaign that
conducting SMS polis for the Moral Science question of the da>h_as been orchestrated to shoehorn the myriad forms of resistance
Is Violence Good or Bad? SMS your reply to ... They're out therd2King place in this country into a simple George Bush binary: If
They're fighting. They believe they have the right to defend the)f®U are not with us, you are with the Maoists. The deliberate
homes and their land. They believe that they deserve justice. €Xaggeration of the Maoist ‘threat’ helps the state justify
In order to keep its better-off citizens absolutely safe fronmll_tgrlsanon. (And surely does no harm to_the Maoists. Which
these dangerous people, the government has declared warRgitical party would be unhappy to be singled out for such
them. A war, which it tells us, may take between three and fivettention?) While all the oxygen is being used up by this new
years to win. Odd, isn't it, that even after the Mumbai attacks §°PPelganger of the ‘war on terror', the state will use the oppor-

26/11, the government was prepared to talk with Pakistan? 1£4nity 0 mop up the hundreds of other resistance movements in

prepared to talk to China. But when it comes to waging wathe sweep of its military operation, calling them all Maoist

against the poor, it's playing hard. sympathisers.

It's not enough that special police with totemic names like | use the future tense, but this process is well under way. The
Greyhounds, Cobras and Scorpions are scouring the forests wifest Bengal government tried to do this in Nandigram and
a licence to kill. It's not enough that the Central Reserve Policgingur but failed. Right now in Lalgarh, the Pulishi Santrash
Force (CRPF), the Border Security Force (BSF) and the notoriodgrodhi Janasadharaner Committee or the People's Committee
Naga Battalion have a|ready wreaked havoc and Commit[eﬂgainst Police Atrocities — which is a people's movement that is
unconscionable atrocities in remote forest villages. It's not enougi¢parate from, though sympathetic to, the Maoists — is routinely
that the go\/ernment supports and arms the Salwa \]udum, tmierred toasan overground Wlng of the CPI (Maoist). Its leader,
'people’s militia’ that has killed and raped and burned its waghhatradhar Mahato, now arrested and being held without bail,
through the forests of Dantewada leaving 300,000 people homis-always called a ‘Maoist leader'. We all know the story of Dr
less or on the run. Now the government is going to deploy thBinayak Sen, a medical doctor and a civil liberties activist, who
Indo-Tibetan border police and tens of thousands of paramilita§Pent two years in jail on the absolutely facile charge of being a
troops. It plans to set up a brigade headquarters in Bilaspur (whi€Rurier for the Maoists. While the light shines brightly on
will displace nine villages) and an air base in RajnandgaoRpPeration Green Hunt, in other parts of India, away from the
(which will displace seven). Obviously, these decisions weréheatre of war, the assault on the rights of the poor, of workers, of
taken awhile ago. Surveys have been done, sites chosen. Interég landless, of those whose lands the government wishes to
ing. War has been in the offing for a while. And now theacquire for ‘public purpose’, will pick up pace. Their suffering
helicopters of the Indian air force have been given the right to fir@ill deepen and it will be that much harder for them to get a

in 'self-defence’, the very right that the government denies if¢earing.
poorest citizens. Once the war begins, like all wars, it will develop a momen-

Fire at whom? How will the Security forces be able totum, a logic and an economics of its own. It will become a way
distinguish a Maoist from an ordinary person who is runnindf life, almostimpossible to reverse. The police will be expected
terrified through the jungle? Will adivasis carrying the bows ando behave like an army, a ruthless killing machine. The paramili-
arrows they have carried for centuries now count as Maoists to&@y Will be expected to become like the police, a corrupt, bloated
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administrative force. We've seen it happen in Nagaland, Manipwafficials who worked for the mining companies. People de-
and Kashmir. The only difference in the 'heartland' will be thascribed the often dubious, malign role being played by certain
it'll become obvious very quickly to the security forces thatNGOs funded by aid agencies wholly devoted to furthering
they're only alittle less wretched than the people they're fightingorporate prospects. Again and again they spoke of how in
In time, the divide between the people and the law enforcers willharkhand and Chhattisgarh activists as well as ordinary people
become porous. Guns and ammunition will be bought and sold.anyone who was seen to be a dissenter — were being branded
In fact, it's already happening. Whether it's the security forces ddaoists and imprisoned. They said that this, more than anything
the Maoists or noncombatant civilians, the poorest people will dielse, was pushing people to take up arms and join the Maoists.
in this rich people's war. However, if anybody believes that thi¥hey asked how a government that professed its inability to
war will leave them unaffected, they should think again. Theesettle even a fraction of the 50 million people who had been
resources it'll consume will cripple the economy of this countrydisplaced by 'development’ projects was suddenly able to identify
) o ) 1,40,000 hectares of prime land to give to industrialists for more
Meetings of civil liberties groups than 300 Special Economic Zones, India's onshore tax havens for
Last week, civil liberties groups from all over the countrythe rich. They asked what brand of justice the supreme court was
organised a series of meetings in Delhi to discuss what could peactising when it refused to review the meaning of ‘public
done to turn the tide and stop the war. The absence of Purpose’ in the land acquisition act even when it knew that the
Balagopal, one of the best-known civil rights activists of Andhrayjovernment was forcibly acquiring land in the name of "public
Pradesh, who died two weeks ago, closed around us likeparrpose' to give to private corporations. They asked why when
physical pain. He was one of the bravest, wisest political thinkethe government says that 'the writ of the state must run’, it seems
of our time and left us just when we needed him most. Still, I'nto only mean that police stations must be putin place. Not schools
sure he would have been reassured to hear speaker after speakenlinics or housing, or clean water, or a fair price for forest
displaying the vision, the depth, the experience, the wisdom, thoduce, or even being left alone and free from the fear of the
political acuity and, above all, the real humanity of the commupolice — anything that would make people's lives a little easier.
nity of activists, academics, lawyers, judges and a range of oth€hey asked why the 'writ of the state' could never be taken to mean
people who make up the civil liberties community in India. Theifjustice.
presence in the capital signalled that outside the arc lights of OWejection of the New Economic Policy

TV studios and beyond the drumbeat of media hysteria, even ] ) ) )
among India’s middle classes, a humane heart still beats. Small 1 "eré was atime, perhaps 10 years ago, when in meetings like

wonder then that these are the people who the Union hontiaese, people were still debating the model of .'deve_lopment' that
minister recently accused of creating an ‘intellectual climate’ thdf@S P€ing thrust on them by the New Economic Policy. Now the
was conducive to ‘terrorism'. If that charge was meant to frightdigiection of that model is complete. Itis absolute. Everyone from
people, it had the opposite effect. the Gandhians to the Maoists agree on that. The only question
The speakers represented a range of opinion from the libef@PW IS, what is the most effective way to dismantle it?
to the radical left. Though none of those who spoke would An old college friend of a friend, a big noise in the corporat.e
describe themselves as Maoist, few were opposed in principle ¥§ld: had come along for one of the meetings out of morbid
the idea that people have aright to defend themselves against sEHEOSItY aboutaworld he knew very little about. Even tho‘;'gh he
violence. Many were uncomfortable about Maoist violenceN@d disguised himself in a Fabindia kurta, he couldn't help

about the 'people’s courts' that delivered summary justice, abd@pking (and smelling) expensive. At one point, he leaned across

the authoritarianism that was bound to permeate an armed strig-me and said, 'Someone should tell them not to bother. They
gle and marginalise those who did not have arms. But even as thé@n't win this one. They have no idea what they're up against.
expressed their discomfort, they knew that people's courts onlyth the kind of money that'sinvolved here, these companies can
existed because India's courts are out of the reach of ordinap/y Ministers and media barons and policy wonks, they can run
people and that the armed struggle that has broken out in tHir own NGOs, their own militias, they can buy whole govern-
heartland is not the first, but the very last option of a desperafBents- They'll even buy the Maoists. These good people here
people pushed to the very brink of existence. The speakers wetdould save their breath and find something better to do.’
aware of the dangers of trying to extract a simple morality out of When people are being brutalised, what ‘better' thing is there
individual incidents of heinous violence, in a situation that had®" them to do than to fight back? It's not as though anyone's
already begun to look very much like war. Everybody hacPffering them achope,unlt_ass it's to commit suicide, like some of
graduated long ago from equating the structural violence of tH9€ farmers caught in a spiral of debt have done. (Am | the only
state with the violence of the armed resistance. In fact, retiret’® Who gets the feeling that the Indian establishment and its
Justice PB Sawant went so far as to thank the Maoists for forcif§Presentatives in the media are far more comfortable with the
the establishment of this country to pay attention to the egregiolf€@ ©f poor people killing themselves in despair than with the
injustice of the system. Hargopal from Andhra Pradesh spoke §é2 of them fighting back?) , ,
his experience as a civil rights activist through the years of the FOF several years, people in Chhattisgarh, Orissa, Jharkhand
Mauoist interlude in his state. He mentioned in passing the fact thafd West Bengal — some of them Maoists, many not — have
in a few days in Gujarat in 2002, Hindu mobs led by the Bajran§'@naged to hold off the big corporations. The question now is,
Dal and the VHP had killed more people than the Maoists evdloW Will Operation Green Hunt change the nature of their
had even in their bloodiest days in Andhra Pradesh. struggle? What exactly are the fighting people up against?
It's true that, historically, mining companies have often won

People who had come from the war zones, from Lalgarftheir battles against local people. Of all corporations, leaving
Jharkhand, Chhattisgarh and Orissa, described the police repraside the ones that make weapons, they probably have the most
sion, the arrests, the torture, the killing, the corruption, and theerciless past. They are cynical, battle-hardened campaigners
fact that they sometimes seemed to take orders directly from tlamd when people say, 'Jaan denge par jameen nahin denge' (We'll
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give away our lives, but never our |and)' it probab|y bounces oﬂublic domain. Somehow | don't think that the .plans afoot that
them like a light drizzle on a bomb shelter. They've heard it/ould destroy one of the world's most pristine forests and

before, in a thousand different languages, in a hundred differef€osystems, as well as the people who live in it, will be discussed
countries. at the climate change conference in Copenhagen. Our 24-hour

Right now in India, many of them are still in the first classnéws channels that are so busy hunting for macabre stories of

arrivals lounge, ordering cocktails, blinking slowly like lazy Maoist violence — and making them up when they run out of the
predators, waiting for the Memorandums of Understandingeal thing —seem to have no interest at all in this side of the story.
(MoUs) they have signed — some as far back as 2005 — tavonder why?

materialise into real money. But four years in a first class lounge Perhapsit's because the development lobby to which they are
is enough to test the patience of even the truly tolerant: th& much in thrall says the mining industry will ratchet up the rate
elaborate, if increasingly empty, rituals of democratic practice®f GDP growth dramatically and provide employment to the
the (sometimes rigged) public hearings, the (sometimes fak&fople it displaces. This does not take into account the cata-
environmental impact assessments, the (often purchased) clegiophic costs of environmental damage. But even on its own
ances from various ministries, the long drawn-out court caseBarrow terms, itis simply untrue. Most of the money goes into the

Even phony democracy is time-consuming. And time is money2ank accounts of the mining corporations. Less than 10% comes

So what kind of money are we talking about? In their semina}0 the publlc.exchequer. A very tiny percentage of the displaced
eople get jobs, and those who do, earn slave-wages to do

soon-to-be-published work, Out of This Earth: East India Adivasi . . o i
. . umiliating, backbreaking work. By caving in to this paroxysm
and the Aluminum Cartel, Samarendra Das and Felix Padel sa . L2 ’ )
greed, we are bolstering other countries' economies with our

that the financial value of the bauxite deposits of Orissa alone Is |
$2.27 trillion (more than twice India’s GDP). That was at 200§ ~° 09"
prices. At today's prices it would be about $4 trillion. Whenthe scale of moneyinvolvedis whatitis, the stakeholders
Of this’ off|c|a||y the government gets a roya|ty of less thargfe not alW&yS easyto |dent|fy Between the CEOs in their pl’ivate
7%. Quite often, if the mining company is a known and recogiets and the wretched tribal special police officers in the ‘people’s’
nised one, the chances are that, even though the ore is still in fRditias —who for a couple of thousand rupees a month fight their
mountain, it will have already been traded on the futures marke?Wn people, rape, kill and burn down whole villages in an effort
So, while for the adivasis the mountain is still a living deity, thelo clear the ground for mining to begin—there is an entire universe
fountainhead of life and faith, the keystone of the ecologica®f primary, secondary and tertiary stakeholders.
health of the region, for the corporation, it's just a cheap storage These people don't have to declare their interests, but they're
facility. Goods in storage have to be accessible. From the corpallowed to use their positions and good offices to further them.
ration's point of view, the bauxite will have to come out of theHow will we ever know which political party, which ministers,

mountain. Such are the pressures and the exigencies of the fiich MPs, which politicians, which judges, which NGOs,
market. which expert consultants, which police officers, have a direct or

I . - . .
That's just the story of the bauxite in Orissa. Expand the $|2d|rect stake in the booty? How will we know which newspapers

trillion to include the value of the millions of tonnes of high- reporting the latest Maaist ‘atrocity’, which TV channels ‘report-

L ) . ing directly from ground zero' — or, more accurately, making it a
quall_ty Iron ore in Chhatt|sggrh anq Jharkh_and a_md the 28 oth <r)gint not to report from ground zero, or even more accurately,
precious mineral resources, including uranium, limestone, dol

mite, coal, tin, granite, marble, copper, diamond, gold uartzite)-/ing blatantly from ground zero - are stakeholders?
' 1N, g ' O'€, Copper, dia »90id. g " Whatisthe provenance of the billions of dollars (several times
corundum, beryl, alexandrite, silica, fluorite and garnet. Add to

. more than India's GDP) secretly stashed away by Indian citizens
:1?;;2? fg?;\;\é?ireslapr::, ;Ihuem(ijr?iTri, grfengzw?ﬁ’ ;Tletf];eiltﬁgrr]dpsmss bank accounts? Where did the $2bn spent on the last
. . f eneral elections come from? Where do the hundreds of millions
infrastructure projects that are part of the hundreds of MoU

. . f rupees that politicians and parties pay the media for the 'high-
(r_nore than 90 thha:!(han? r;lone) tlhatfha;]ve been .S'gnedaﬂé%td‘, 'low-end’ and 'live' pre-election ‘coverage packages' that P
gives us a roug outline of the scale of the operation an tl%eainath recently wrote about come from? (The next time you see
desperation of the stakeholders. a TV anchor haranguing a numb studio guest, shouting, 'Why
Memorandums of Understanding (MoUs) don't the Maoists stand for elections? Why don't they come in to

The forest once known as the Dandakaranya, which stretchB mainstream?’, do SMS the channel saying, ‘Because they can't
from West Bengal through Jharkhand, Orissa, Chhattisgarffford your rates.’) _ _ _
parts of Andhra Pradesh and Maharashtra, is home to millions of 100 many questions about conflicts of interest and cronyism
India's tribal people. The media has taken to calling it the Reg@Main unanswered. What are we to make of the fact that the
corridor or the Maoist corridor. It could just as accurately béJnion home minister, P Chidambaram, the chief of Operation
called the MoUist corridor. It doesn't seem to matter at all that tHg"€en Hunt, has, in his career as a corporate lawyer, represented
fifth schedule of the constitution provides protection to adivasf€veral mining corporations? What are we to make of the fact that
people and disallows the alienation of their land. It looks a§€ Was a non-executive director of Vedanta — a position from
though the clause is there only to make the constitution look god¥ich he resigned the day he became finance minister in 20047
— a bit of window-dressing, a slash of make-up. Scores (w_hz_at are we to make _of the fact that, when he became finance
corporations, from relatively unknown ones to the biggestminin?'r_"s"er’ one of the first clearances he gave for FDI was to
companies and steel manufacturers in the world, are in the fray lgvinstar Holdings, a Mauritius-based company, to buy shares in
appropriate adivasi homelands — the Mittals, Jindals, Tata, Essate'lite, a part of the Vedanta group?

Posco, Rio Tinto, BHP Billiton and, of course, Vedanta. What are we to make of the fact that, when activists from

There's an MoU on every mountain, river and forest gladeQrissa filed a case against Vedantain the supreme court, citing its
We're talking about social and environmental engineering on arolations of government guidelines and pointing out that the
unimaginable scale. And most of this is secret. It's not in thBorwegian Pension Fund had withdrawn its investment from the

39



company alleging gross environmental damage and human righitee people's anger has to do with their desperate poverty, and the
violations committed by the company, Justice Kapadia suggestel@cades of suffering at the hands of the police and the Harmads,
that Vedanta be substituted with Sterlite, a sister company of tlilee armed militia of the Communist Party of India (Marxist) that
same group? He then blithely announced in an open court that nas ruled West Bengal for more than 30 years.
too, had shares in Sterlite. He gave forest clearance to Sterlite to Even if, for argument's sake, we don't ask what tens of
go ahead with the mining, despite the fact that the supreme coutt®usands of police and paramilitary troops are doing in Lalgarh,
own expert committee had explicitly said that permission shouldnd we accept the theory of Maoist 'adventurism’, it would still be
be denied and that mining would ruin the forests, water sourcesnly a very small part of the picture.
environment and the lives and livelihoods of the thousands of The real problem is that the flagship of India's miraculous
tribals living there. Justice Kapadia gave this clearance withougrowth' story has run aground. It came at a huge social and
rebutting the report of the supreme court's own committee. environmental cost. And now, as the rivers dry up and forests
What are we to make of the fact that the Salwa Judum, thdisappear, as the water table recedes and as people realise what
brutal ground-clearing operation disguised as a 'spontaneousbeing done to them, the chickens are coming home to roost. All
people's militia in Dantewada, was formally inaugurated in 2005ver the country, there's unrest, there are protests by people
just days after the MoU with the Tatas was signed? And that thhefusing to give up their land and their access to resources,
Jungle Warfare Training School in Bastar was set up just aroumdfusing to believe false promises any more. Suddenly, it's
then? beginning to look as though the 10% growth rate and democracy
What are we to make of the fact that two weeks ago, on 1&e mutually incompatible.
Oct_ober_, the man_datory public hearing for Tat_a Steel's stegihe need for war
project in Lohandiguda, Dantewada, was held in a small hall

inside the collectorate, cordoned off with massive security, with 10 9€t the bauxite out of the flat-topped hills, to get iron ore
an audience of 50 tribal people brought in from two BastaPUt from under the forest floor, to get 85% of India’s people off

villages in a convoy of government jeeps? (The public hearinrﬂ;éir land and into the cities (which is what Chidambaram says

was declared a success and the district collector congratulated f#gd like to see), India has to become a police state. The govern-
people of Bastar for their co-operation.) ment has to militarise. To justify that militarisation, it needs an

What are we to make of the fact that just around the time tH€My. The Maoists are that enemy. They are to corporate
prime minister began to call the Maoists the 'single |arge§yndamental|stswhatthe Muslims are to Hindu fundamentalists.
internal security threat' (which was a signal that the governmel(nlls there a fraternity of fundamentalists? Is that why the RSS has

was getting ready to go after them), the share prices of many §XPressed open admiration for Chidambaram?) =
the mining companies in the region skyrocketed? It would be_a grave m|s_take to imagine that the paramilitary
o ) ] troops, the Rajnandgaon air base, the Bilaspur brigade headquar-

The mining companies Qesperately negd this -wa_r‘. They W'{lgrs, the unlawful activities act, the Chhattisgarh special public

be the beneficiaries if the impact of the.V|0Ience drives out th?ecurity act and Operation Green Hunt are all being put in place

people who have so far managed to resist the attempts that hgye 1, flush out a few thousand Maoists from the forests. In all the

been made to evict them. Whether this will indeed be thgy ot Operation Green Hunt, whether or not Chidambaram goes

outcome, or whether itll simply swell the ranks of the Maoist§,neaq and presses the button’, I detect the kernel of a coming state

remains to be seen. of emergency. (Here's a maths question: If it takes 600,000

~Reversing this argument, Dr Ashok Mitra, former financegqgiers to hold down the tiny valley of Kashmir, how many will
minister of West Bengal, in an article called 'The Phanto

. ) NOM} take to contain the mounting rage of hundreds of millions of
Enemy', argues that the 'grisly serial murders' that the Maoists 35€ople?)
committing are a classic tactic, learned from guerrilla warfare | «taad of narco-analysing Kobad Ghandy, the recently ar-
textbooks. He suggests that they have built and trained a guerrillasiaq Maoist leader, it might be a better idea to talk to him.
army that is now ready to take on the Indian state, and that the |, ihe meanwhile. will someone who's going to the climate

Mauoist 'rampage' is a deliberate attempt on their part to invite trghange conference in Copenhagen later this year please ask the

wrath of a blundering, angry Indian state which the Maoists h°p8nly question worth asking: Can we leave the bauxite in the

will commit acts of cruelty that will enrage the adivasis. That,, ntain?
rage, Dr Mitra says, is what the Maoists hope can be harvested - /aww.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2009/oct/30/min-
and trgnsformed mtg an insurrection. . ing-india-maoists-green-hunt]

This, of course, is the charge of 'adventurism' that several
currents of the left have always levelled at the Maoists. It suggests .
that Maoist ideologues are not above inviting destruction on thBOStC”pt ) ) S )
very people they claim to represent in order to bring about a Arundathi Roy spent days_wnh Ma0|sts in tribal areas this
revolution that will bring them to power. Ashok Mitra is an old Year- See her accouri®yalking With The Comradesn
Communist who had a ringside seat during the Naxalite uprisinyWw-outlookindia. Here is an extract from the article:
of the 60s and 70s in West Bengal. His views cannot be summar- We walked to the bus stand, only a few minutes away from the
ily dismissed. But it's worth keeping in mind that the adivasi temple. It was already crowded. Things happened quickly. There
people have a long and courageous history of resistance thatVere two men on motorbikes. 'I_'h_ere was no cqnversationfjust a
predates the birth of Maoism. To look upon them as brainless 9!ance of acknowledgment, a shifting of body weight, the revving of
puppets being manipulated by a few middle-class Maoist engines. I_had no |deawht_are we were gomg.We p_assed the house of
ideologues is to do them a disservice. the Superintendent of Police (SP), which | recognised from my last

L ; . L visit. He was a candid man, the SP: “See Ma’'am, frankly speaking this
Presumably Dr Mitra is talking about the SIFuatIOI’] in Lalgarh problem can’t be solved by us police or military. The problem with
where, up to now, there has been no talk of mineral wealth. (Lest {hese tribals is they don’t understand greed. Unless they become
we forget —the current uprising in Lalgarh was sparked off over greedy, there’s no hope for us. I have told my boss, remove the force
the chief minister's visit to inaugurate a Jindal Steel factory. And and instead put a TV in every home. Everything will be automatically

where there's a steel factory, can the iron ore be very far away?)sorted out.”
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