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World peace is not a Utopian dream. It can be realised by overcoming forces of destruction, violence and warmongering.
Uniting for Peace, incorporating Action for UN Renewal and World Disarmament Campaign,

is a new civil society organisation helping to do just that.
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They may have died in a bad cause, but they are some mothers' sons, too

Dead soldiers loyal to Libyan leader Muammar Qaddafi, whom rebels claim are
mostly mercenaries from different countries, are seen in the morgue of the Jalaa
hospital in Benghazi, eastern Libya, (AP Photo/Anja Niedringhaus)

Thou shalt not kill
EXCEPT

???
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Libyan Army (Italian) Palmaria
howitzers  destroyed by French
Air force

Demonstrators on an aban-
doned Russian tank

IMAGES OF WAR

A tank and other vehicles belonging to forces loyal to Libyan leader Muammar Qaddafi explode after an air strike by coalition forces.
                  And the crews? (Reuters/Goran Tomasevic)
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For weeks the headlines have been dominated by the News of

the World telephone hacking scandal. While justified in their

own right, there are other important issues that have been

given less attention than they deserve. First, it should be

noted that all of the Murdoch press (and all the other tabloids,

of course) have consistently supported the various wars in

which the UK is engaged. Meanwhile those wars are ongoing,

with the cost of Afghanistan to date now estimated as over

£18bn. Without that support, and with more accurate and

balanced information, the already significant public opposition

to these ventures

might become

strong enough to

defeat the war-

mongers.

Unless one is an

absolute pacifist,

one must concede

that there may, just

possibly, be inst-

ances where there

is no other option

than military inter-

vention to prevent a

humanitarian dis-

aster, as an absol-

ute last resort. But

none of the recent

conflicts fulfil that

criterion. Even

Libya, which was

undoubtedly a horr-

endous situation, could not be solved by bombing, as is

confirmed by the current stalemate and the latest statement

by Foreign Secretary William Hague that Gaddafi may now be

allowed to stay in Libya provided be gives up power. It ought

to be obvious that one cannot achieve peace, security,

democracy or human rights by killing people, whoever they are.

And that is ignoring the hypocrisy of the powers that support

dictators, including supplying them with the weapons used to

bolster their regimes, until they realise that their vested

interests such as oil are threatened.

The "Arab Spring", is no longer among the biggest stories,

apart from Libya. The situation varies from country to country,

and space has only allowed us to publish two articles, on Libya

and on Iran. What can be said in general is that the initial

euphoria following the successful revolts in Tunisia and Egypt

faded. In Egypt, where the support, or at least forbearance, of

the army was crucial in the deposing of Mubarak, it remains

the dominant power in the country both militarily and econom-

ically. The regimes in Bahrain, Saudi Arabia and Syria remain

entrenched and are still killing their own people, with the

"democratic" West turning a blind eye. But even though it may

be two steps forward and one step back, that still represents

progress and huge hope for the future.

Democracy is a fine

word and a fine

concept. But put-

ting it into practice

is a long and comp-

licated process.

What is often not

recognised is that

political democracy

is not enough when

unaccountable ec-

onomic power re-

tains more control

over people's lives

than any politician.

The arms trade

which enables re-

pressive regimes to

maintain their grip

may be promoted by

politicians, but it is

financed by the very

same banks and bankers that caused the world financial crisis

that is still simmering.

In the longrun, world disarmament remains a key element in

the quest for a world without war. It really is time that the

human race learned to settle its differences without periodical-

ly slaughtering one another, and squandering precious resourc-

es on the means to do so. The power of the military/industrial

complex must be curbed. Although differences would still exist,

they would have to be solved by peaceful means. There is

ample evidence that this is possible, given the political will,

and Uniting for Peace will continue to make its contribution to

creating that will.

Editorial: WARS and OTHER PRIORITIES
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Steve Bell, The Guardian

Brian Haw, peace campaigner extraordinary, has died of cancer
at the age of 62. His ten-year long vigil and display opposite
Parliament became internationally known, and survived many
attempts by the authorities to remove him. He started it in
2001 as a protest against sanctions on Iraq, following the first
Gulf War, which he claimed was killing children. After the wars
on Afghanistan and Iraq started, he widened his scope to
encompass those killing fields. How much influence he had is
a matter for debate - the wars are still going on - but at least
he kept the question in the public eye. He argued that
thousands joining him for a significant period, rather than
thinking that a two million strong march on just one day was
enough, would have achieved victory. He was sometimes
criticised for being cantankerous and confrontational with
people who did not fully agree with him, but that is perhaps
understandable in the circumstances.

A number of suggestions have
been made for a memorial to Brian,
including a statue outside
Parliament, a Blue Plaque and, by
Tory MP Peter Bottomley, a
memorial service in Westminster,
and a plaque in the pavement
where he camped (after the
removal of the "unsightly camp of hangers-on"). This last has
been dismissed by Brian's friend Babs, who is continuing to
maintain the camp, as showing Parliament's contempt and that
what they would like to do is walk all over Brian and remove
his campaign. But by far the best memorial for Brian, and the
one he himself would surely have wished, would be no more
illegal wars and an end to the ongoing ones.

FRANK JACKSON



With the merger of WDC and
ActUN now firmly established,
Uniting for Peace has launched a
major new campaign, with the
theme of 4Ds: Disarmament;
Demilitarisation; Development
and Democracy. We live in an

interdependent world, and most of the global issues (poverty,
wars, terrorism, human rights violations, climate change) are
interlinked. The 4Ds campaign tackles the underlying causes of
conflict and underdevelopment by working on the links
between these issues.

Kofi Annan, former Secretary-General of the UN, said in his
report A more secured world: Our shared responsibility:

"Today's threats to our security are all
interconnected. We can no longer afford to
see problems such as terrorism, or civil wars,
or extreme poverty, in isolation. Our
strategies must be comprehensive. Our
institutions must .overcome their narrow
preoccupations and learn to work across the
whole range of issues, in a concerted fashion."

The Uniting for Peace 4Ds campaign takes up
this theme and aims to develop solutions to
the threats and challenges of today. It reflects accurately the
purpose of the UN Charter, its treaties and conventions, and
works for the implementation of global peace and
development priorities for the 21st century. Disarming and
demilitarising the world, with the savings  deployed for peace
building, development and democracy, is a necessity for
building a world free from wars, want and fear.

To carry forward this exciting project, we will be working with
Leaders, Civil Society, NGOs, MPs and academics to spread

awareness of the campaign. To do so, Uniting for Peace is
appointing a campaign manager and a media person to take
forward the 4D initiative

The 4D goals include:

· Disarmament, nuclear and non-nuclear
· Demilitarisation and reduction of military spending
· Poverty reduction and sustainable development
· Respect for Human Rights
· Economic and Social Justice

· Rule of Law
· A strong, credible and effective United Nations

Uniting for Peace is hosting two events later this year. First, on

21stSeptember, UN International Day of Peace, Rt Hon Hilary
Benn MP will deliver a lecture on “After the
Conflicts – How can Development Build
Peace?” The second is a conference
highlighting the Arab Spring. In the House of

Lords on 9thNovember the speakers will
discuss the latest situation in the region
especially in Libya and also the role of UN and
NATO under the title of “The Morality of
Intervention, Responsibility to Protect (R2P)
and the role of United Nations”.

Although there is positive news with the grassroots youth
movements, challenging the despotic regimes of dictators, the
situation in other parts of the world, like Afghanistan, Iraq,
Libya and Syria remains dire with death and carnage a daily
occurrence. With this grim situation of the world, Uniting for
Peace along with other peace movements has a vital role to
play in discrediting the war agenda and propaganda.

VIJAY MEHTA
Chair, Uniting for Peace

Message from the Chair: 4D Charter for World Peace
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Vijay Mehta
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Demilitarisation: Armoured Personnel
Carrier trashed under the CFE Treaty

Democracy Demo, Iran April 2011
Development: Tree planting Sierra Leone
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It is 50 years since the death of Dag
Hammarskjöld, the second UN Secretary-
General in a (still unexplained) plane crash.
The 2011 Erskine Childers lecture
combined a commemoration of
Hammarskjöld with the launch of a book
of Childers' writings and speeches,

produced by the Hammarskjöld Found-
ation. The lecture was given by Henning Melber, Executive
Director of the Foundation in the presence of Erskine’s partner,
Marjolijn, son David and an audience of some 200.

Dr Melber recalled the foundation of the United Nations in 1945,
a year after the Normandy landings marked a turning point in
World War 2. Article 1.1. of the UN Charter declares as its first
purpose: “to maintain international peace and security, to take
effective collective measures for the prevention and removal of
threats to the peace, and for the suppression of acts of
aggression or other breaches of the peace, and to bring about by
peaceful means, and in conformity with the principles of justice
and international law, adjustment or settlement of international
disputes or situations which might lead to a breach of the peace.”

Eleanor Roosevelt played a major role in the drafting of the
Charter’s Preamble,  “We, the peoples…” with the following
commitment “to save succeeding generations from the scourge
of war, which twice in our lifetime has brought untold sorrow to
mankind”. She also co-drafted the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, “the Magna Carta of our time”, adopted on 10
December 1948 in Paris by the UN General Assembly. Its Article 3
states plain and simple: “Everyone has the right to life, liberty and
security of person.” In summary: Article 1.1. of the Charter and
Article 3 of the Declaration say it all. Alas, in the history of human-
kind, we have never managed to live up to the noble statements.

In 1958 Dag Hammarskjöld addressed Cambridge University:

“We meet in a time of peace which is no peace, in a time of
technical achievement which threatens its own masters with
destruction.” Since then, the last half century was marked by an
increased arms race. The US, Russia, Germany, France and the UK
remained the five biggest arms suppliers. 2010 showed
continued growth, military spending topping $1.63 trillion. The
language of power has not changed. We remain captives of a
mindset which bases a pseudo-security on the ability to create
insecurity, danger and destruction.

Dr Melber outlined Hammarskjöld's thoughts on technical
innovation versus moral maturity, the choice between new
prosperity and new holocausts, and the challenge this represents
for humankind. He added that all arms in the world will not
prevent the melting of the Arctic ice caps or protect us from the
effects of climate change, ultimately threatening the survival of
the human species. Human security is less threatened by
conventional arms than by our excessively opulent consumerism
in the world of the relatively privileged, who share the latest
communication gadgets and designer brands to be purchased in
airport shopping malls from Adelaide to Addis Ababa, from
Bahrain to Berlin, and from Cape Town to Chicago.

This way of life is the flip side to mass poverty, hunger and
destitution. Money may not buy happiness but poverty, in

contrast, is often a root cause for despair.
Poverty prevents us from living in peace,
as peace is more than the absence of war.
The inter-relationship between peace,
security and human rights led on to the
role of the UN Economic and Social
Council. It had not been given the place it
should have in the hierarchy of the main
organs of the United Nations. "While the
Security Council exists primarily for
settling conflicts which have arisen,
ECOSOC exists primarily to eliminate the causes of conflicts by
working to change these conditions in which the emotional,
economic, and social background for conflicts develop.”

Hammarskjöld would have agreed with the passionate appeal by
Erskine Childers, to give more weight and influence to ECOSOC,

on the occasion of the 50th anniversary of the UN. He combined
this plea with a similarly passionate challenge to the concept of

‘Realpolitik’: “Its adherents argue that the only ‘sensible’ ap-
proach to international relations is that the economically mighty
and the militarily most powerful will always determine the con-
duct of world affairs and the conditions of our United Nations.
Not ethics, not norms of international law; not the principles of
democracy; not the wishes and views of the other 180 or so
nations and of the huge majority of humankind – ‘realism’ dis-
misses such references as the irrelevancies of ‘idealists’ and

‘starry-eyed utopianists’ and insists that traditionally measured
power is the arbiter of our destinies. And all the ordinary rest of
us might as well accept this. I refuse to.”

Hammarskjöld would most likely – though in a rhetorically
different way – have articulated a very similar concern and
sentiment. In his last address to ECOSOC in 1961, he linked the
principles of national sovereignty with international solidarity
and social consciousness. The measured words of the Swedish
diplomat and international civil servant Dag Hammarskjöld seem
to have little in common with the passionate polemics of the Irish
activist and firebrand Erskine Barton Childers. But both shared a
fundamentally common, dedicated commitment, a true belief in
the necessity of a world organization like the United Nations.
They were birds of the same feather.

50 years after the untimely death of Dag Hammarskjöld and 15
years after the similarly untimely death of Erskine Barton Childers,
it is a great privilege and honour to remember both their legacies
in their efforts to improve our world. We owe it to both,
Hammarskjöld and Childers, that we remain loyal to the values
they relentlessly promoted and lived. Let us carry the torch they
passed on and let us hope that we come closer to the ideal, which
Hammarskjöld formulated in 1953 in an address at the American

Association for the United Nations: “As individuals and as groups
we can put our influence to the best of our understanding and
ability on the side of what we believe is right and true. We can
help in the movement toward those ends that inspire our lives
and are shared by all men of good will – in terms very close to
those of the Charter of the United Nations – peace and freedom
for all, in a world of equal rights for all.”

FRANK JACKSON

"In a Time of Peace Which is No Peace "
Peace and Development: 50 Years after Dag Hammarskjöld
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Dag Hammarskjöld

Henning Melber



John Johansen-Berg, UfP Vice-
President, opened his talk to the 2011
Spring Conference by recalling his
schooldays, and his introduction to
international affairs through the Council
for World Citizenship, and later at
university the UN Students Association,
of which he later became national
president. In 1959 he went with Philip

Noel-Baker to Geneva for a UN Conference and so entered a
lifelong commitment to issues related to peace and justice,
and to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Today the
ancient enemies of the human race, poverty, hunger and
disease are being tackled through the Millennium
Development Goals, and we should be devoting resources to
these not wounding and killing other human beings, to
sustaining life, not causing death.

Rev Johansen-Berg then went on to give examples of
campaigns, with their successes and limitations. In the
struggle against apartheid in South Africa, Christian Concern
for Southern Africa (CCSA) was an alliance of activists from
trade unions, churches and community groups. Discrimination
against people simply because of the colour of their skin was
gross injustice. Black workers could protest, but they could
not alone change the system. The international movement
against apartheid took many forms. CCSA specialised in
challenging British Companies to change their ways. On one
occasion they succeeded in having a resolution put to Shell
AGM to disinvest. It received more than 4 million votes,
although it was still defeated. However, great publicity was
achieved, and this was one strand in a movement that

eventually brought about fundamental change and a
multiracial society. Nelson Mandela became President of
South Africa in 1994 and set a gold standard for peaceful
change in the liberation of a nation.

The Jubilee Campaign, calling for the cancellation of the debts
of the poorest nations, achieved great success in a short time.
Its weakness is in the danger that the process begins again;
new loans can be made with rising interest rates. The flow of
wealth from poorer to richer countries has a nasty habit of
reappearing. The variety of words, resolutions and action in
these examples show the importance of Non Governmental
Organisations (NGOs), especially in the area of development.

Fundamental change is needed in the system. There has to be
reform of the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund
and the World Trade Organisation. It needs an international
alliance and level of commitment akin to that which liberated
the black population of South Africa. Years, perhaps decades
of combined efforts are needed but the prize is worth the
effort.

This is where NGOs come in. They can be a vital part of the
needed pressure for change. There are 3051 NGOs in
consultative status with the Economic and Social Council of
the UN. There are some 40,000 international NGOs, while India
alone has an estimated 3.3 million NGOs. Globalisation during
the 20th century gave rise to the importance of NGOs. The
WTO, IMF and World Bank were designed to help the nations
recover from the effects of World War 2. But there are mixed
opinions about their results. Bangladesh has suffered from
one visit and is reluctant to receive such loans again. India is
an example of loans made with strings attached. They
demanded that farmers changed from self-sustaining
agriculture to the production of cash crops. Companies in
richer countries benefited while small farmers ended in debt.
There can be immense differences within countries. India has
many wealthy individuals in the urban centres, while land-
owners can be very wealthy too. But small farmers have to
work very hard to make a living and are vulnerable in times of
drought or flood. The loans undermined self-sufficiency which
was built on local production, producing food for the family,
the extended family and a small amount for sale to the local
community. IMF loans went to the large landowner and were
unsuitable for the small farmer who was obliged to buy
expensive fertilizer and to grow crops for export. The system
led to growing debts and feelings of shame, resulting in
suicides on a vast scale. The system of loans is too weighted
towards the providers of capital so that the poor end up
making the wealthy richer. The emphasis should be on grants
rather than loans.

There is an opportunity for NGOs to support and speak out
for the poor. Uniting for Peace, bringing together the emphasis
of the former World Disarmament Campaign and Action for UN
Renewal, has a great opportunity for a creative role in
pressing for the reform of international economic agencies
and encouraging initiatives in development in areas of great
poverty. We can press for a reformed and renewed UNO which
will help to alleviate poverty through reformed and renewed
economic agencies. This is  the hope for the future and we
can play our part in fulfilling that hope.

FRANK JACKSON

SPRING CONFERENCE: The UN, NGOs and DEVELOPMENT
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John Johansen-Berg

UfP Annual General Meeting 2011:
The 2011 Annual General Meeting of Uniting for Peace was held at
Wesley's Chapel, London on 16 April. Vijay Mehta, UfP Chair,
opened the meeting by welcoming those present. He announced
that UfP President, Lord Peter Archer, could not be present as he
was convalescing after an operation. Also he announced the sad
news that Professor Theodore Macdonald, human rights activist
and writer, who had been scheduled to be the keynote speaker for
the afternoon Spring Conference, had died suddenly. A minute's
silence was observed in respect.

The officers presented their reports on the first year of the new
organisation, which had been very active. The Chair reported that
a substantial legacy had been received from the Charlotte
Sonnenberg Trust and would enable even more to done in future.
Discussion emphasised the need for careful ethical investment.

Brian Cooper presented a document 'From 2010 to 2011'
summarising the decisions and actions taken during the year in
relation to the merger: setting up a UfP bank account, two
Executive Committees forming a single EC, and preparing a
permanent Constitution. The EC recommended this Constitution
to the AGM, and it was endorsed after some discussion.

Officers elected included: President, Hon Lord Archer of Sandwell
QC; Chair, Vijay Mehta; Vice-Chairs, Rosemary Addington & Prue
Wendt; Treasurer, Abdul Muhib; Co-ordinator, Brian Cooper;
Publicity Officer, Gill Morris.

Following the business session there was a discussion on Libya,
Ivory Coast and the role of the UN.

The Spring Conference in the afternoon comprised presentations
by John Johansen-Berg on The UN, NGOs and Development; Vijay
Mehta on Reforming the UN for the 21st Century; and Brian
Cooper on The UN and Inter-Faith Harmony.

To round off the day, Vijay Mehta introduced the 4Ds campaign:
Disarmament, Demilitarisation, Development and Democracy,
which is to be the main thrust of UfP activities in 2011-2012.

BC & FJ



NATO’s engagement in Libya has run into
the desert sand faster even than the
invasion of Iraq did. Support for the bomb-
ing started to unravel within days of the UN
Security Council vote that authorised •all
necessary measures to protect civilians
under threat of attack. The secretary
general of the Arab League, Amr Moussa,
whose support had been crucial in per-
suading China and Russia not to veto allied

action against Libya, recanted within just 24 hours of the
commencement of hostilities. The five BRICS nations of Brazil,
Russia, India, China and South Africa issued a statement
denouncing the military action and backing the African Union
proposal for a political solution.

International concern mounted still further as NATO leaders
swiftly moved beyond the UN mandate of protecting civilians
to openly advocating regime change. The press article by
Cameron, Obama and Sarkozy carried by the Times,
Washington Post and Le Figaro on 15 April stated explicitly that
Gaddafi  must go and go for good, and pledged that their forces
would continue operations until his removal. The three leaders
appear supremely indifferent to the fact that military inter-
vention to bring about regime change in another country is
illegal under international law.

Further contravention of the UN mandate of protecting
civilians came with the decision to deploy unmanned aerial
vehicles (drones) for bombing raids on areas held by pro-
Gaddafi forces. The British media continue to parrot the official
line that drones offer the possibility of targeting military
installations more accurately – minimising the risk of civilian
casualties, according to the BBC formulation. The reality could
not be more different. The UN’s special rapporteur on
extrajudicial executions, Philip Alston, has warned that the use
of such indiscriminate weapons may well be a violation of
international humanitarian and human rights law.

Responsibility to protect

The NATO assault on Libya reveals serious problems with the
principle of humanitarian intervention itself. Following the
Rwandan genocide of 1994, in which half a million Tutsi were
massacred while the international community looked on, the
call for outside intervention to protect civilian populations from
such atrocities grew more and more vocal. The subsequent
crises in Bosnia, Kosovo and Darfur added further impetus to
the conviction that something must be done.

The principle of humanitarian intervention was given normative
expression in 2001 as the responsibility to protect•civilian
populations from mass atrocities, or R2P for short. This
responsibility was adopted by the UN’s 2005 World Summit,
which committed the international community to take
collective action in order to protect civilians from genocide, war
crimes, ethnic cleansing and crimes against humanity if and
when peaceful means to prevent such crimes prove inadequate.
The summit gave ultimate power to approve any such use of
force to the UN Security Council, in keeping with Chapter VII of
the UN Charter.

It should be noted that neither the invasion of Afghanistan nor
the Iraq war had been cast as instances of humanitarian
intervention. In the case of Afghanistan, US and UK rep-
resentatives argued to the UN Security Council – which had
given no mandate for military action – that their operations
were acts of self-defence under the UN Charter in response to
the attacks of 9/11. The pretext given for the Iraq war was,
infamously, Saddam Hussein’s supposed possession of
weapons of mass destruction. Tony Blair’s retrospective
attempts to justify the invasion on humanitarian grounds
fooled nobody.

In both instances, of course, the true causes of war ran deeper.
The geopolitical importance of Afghanistan in relation to Iran
and the resource-rich countries of Central Asia had already
singled it out as a potential target even before 2001. In Iraq’s
case, the primary strategic goals of the invasion were to
maintain a low and stable oil price and to secure access for
Western companies to the country’s giant oil fields.

Self-interested intervention

Libya boasts the largest proven oil reserves of any country in
Africa, as well as significant reserves of natural gas. When BP
returned to the country in 2007 through an exploration and
production agreement worth an initial $900m, chief executive
Tony Hayward called it BP’s single biggest exploration commit-
ment. Shell had already signed its own $200m gas exploration
deal when sanctions on Libya were lifted in 2004. No fewer
than 35 foreign oil and gas companies are active in Libya,
including several national oil companies from NATO member
states.

It is childish to suggest that NATO’s intervention in Libya was
undertaken without reference to the country’s natural
resources. NATO member states are not disinterested
observers but key players with strategic investments in Libya
and across the wider Arab world. The fact that the protagonists
have been able to cloak their actions in terms of humanitarian
intervention does nothing to disguise the underlying agenda of
securing key supplies of oil and gas.

This points to the central problem with the responsibility to
protect, namely that the decision to intervene will always be
taken according to the political and strategic interests of those
prepared to commit their armed forces. To pretend that the UN
Security Council represents a safety mechanism •above•such
considerations is disingenuous. Indeed, NATO forces now treat
the Security Council as no more than a convenient fig leaf for
their most aggressive ambitions.

Advocates of humanitarian intervention need to address these
realities head on. The responsibility to protect civilians from
war crimes or other atrocities has degenerated into a
convenient excuse for selected acts of aggression, while other
equally pressing human rights crises go untouched. NATO is not
a benign force for peace in the world but a coalition whose
leaders take military action for their own political and strategic
ends. We must challenge such imperialism, not legitimise it.

John Hilary is executive director of War on Want.

The Islamic Republic of Iran is a brutal
dictatorship where an ever diminishing
circle of clerics and revolutionary guard
generals are intent on holding on to the
reins of power and Iran's economy -  a
theocracy which has jailed, tortured
and killed trade unionists, journalists,
academics, students, peaceful
protesters, human rights lawyers,
women activists and minorities.

However, there are those who are still duped that it is some
kind of popular anti-imperialist regime and attempt to make
excuses for it.

Peace activists who are not duped nevertheless face a dilemma.
How can they oppose the Islamic Republic and still not identify
themselves with US/Israeli hawks? Is there anything they can
do to help bring the regime down without helping
warmongers?

First, what peace activists should not do. The very minimum is
for them not to take part in or support the regime's
propaganda exercises. Every time non-Iranian peace activists
take part in Islamic Republic propaganda exercises, the events
are broadcast on state TV. The purpose of these broadcasts is
to break the spirit of the Iranian people. The state is trying to
tell the people in Iran: look, you can protest and demonstrate
as much as you like, you can go on strike, you can shed blood
but no one will know or care about you; instead they are on our
side! Such expensive propaganda exercises are designed with
the sole objective of breaking the spirit of the Iranian people.

Every year the Iranian regime organises a demonstration
throughout the streets of London, known as the Al-Quds march.
Supposedly it is in support of the Palestinian struggle and again
many peace activists who support the Palestinian cause turn up
for the march, not knowing that they are actually taking part in
an Iranian government propaganda exercise. Its sole aim is to
promote the Iranian regime. Pictures of the Iranian Supreme
Leader and other Islamic Republic figures are paraded in this
march. The whole event is organised by Islamic Human Rights
Commission (IHRC) which is funded and directed by the Islamic
Republic. Few Palestinians take part in the march and the
majority are naive individuals who have not seen through the
propaganda. During the march, slogans are chanted against
Iran's dissidents and leaders of the Green Movement. How this
is supposed to help the Palestinian cause is difficult to see: a
regime which has not liberated its own people and has brought
them nothing other than tyranny, misery and poverty will not
liberate the Palestinians nor any other people.

Islamic Republic's English speaking media outlet, Press TV, is
yet another of regime's platforms which should be avoided by
human rights activists. At a time when Iranian journalists
languish in jails and foreign reporters are banned from Iran, to
appear on Press TV is nothing other than a seal of approval for
the tyranny of the Supreme Leader.

The very top priority of Iranian pro-democracy activists should
be to solicit the help of international public opinion, which
should never be underestimated. This is different from

appealing to foreign governments for intervention, it is an
appeal to the decent people in the free world who seek justice
for all, to stand with the Iranian people. Never underestimate
the power of the simplest solidarity message. Any dissident
from anywhere around the world will tell you their worst fear
was to be forgotten. Tyrannies know this too well and they go
out of their way to induce the prisoner of conscience into
thinking that they are all alone and forgotten. Where physical
torture fails to break the spirit of a prisoner of conscience, the
psychological feeling of abandonment can break the strongest
of spirits.

What peace activists around the world can do for the people of
Iran, is no different from what was done for Vietnam or South
Africa. Whereas in South Africa, there was a racial apartheid,
Islamic Republic is none other than a religious apartheid. It
therefore demands the same global mass resolve to break its
ability to repress the voices of freedom.

For those who fear any attempt against the Islamic Republic
will help the hawks, the best way to defend Iran against any
military intervention is by helping bring about a secular
democracy that respects people's basic human rights. This will
completely disarm the hawks. Political Islamism was in fact
created by the hawks against the Soviet expansion. Political
Islam and Western Militarist Hawks need and feed off each
other. Much of what we see as this confrontation  is nothing
other than rhetoric and balderdash. When Bush was including
Iran in his "axis of evil", Dick Cheney's Haliburton company was
signing contracts with the ruling regime and Jack Straw was
calling the Islamic Republic, •gthe West's important partner in
the fight against terrorism•h.

The Supreme Leader of Iran is allowed to have a representative
office in London, the Islamic Centre in Maida Vale. So do other
reactionary repressive holocaust denying clerics such as
Ayatollah Makarem Shirazi, who has a whole complex in
Harrow Road. Many of the pillars of the regime and major
human rights abusers in Iran regularly travel to UK for holidays,
business trips and medical treatment.

The hawks, if anything, justify their existence because there is
an entity called the Islamic Republic. Israeli extremists justify
their actions by saying Israel is the only democracy in the region.
What would be more dangerous to Israel's hawks and
extremists if this were no longer the case and there were other
democratic regimes which respected the human rights of their
own citizens?

Standing up for human rights in any part of the world is a noble
and worthwhile thing to do. The people in Iran have the same
flesh and blood as you do, they feel pain in the same way as you
do, they want the same freedoms you take for granted, they
want to live . To say helping them will fuel the hawks and war
is nothing but a feeble excuse.

Potkin Azarmehr is an Iranian-born jornalist who left Iran after
his involvement in resisting the "cultural revolution" which
took place soon after the religious hardliners hijacked the
1979 revolution in Iran.
http://azarmehr.blogspot.com

ARAB SPRING: HOPE, BUT THE KILLING GOES ON; NO ROOM FOR EUPHORIA
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BOMBING FOR PEACE IRAN: A DILEMMA FOR PEACE ACTIVISTS

John Hilary Potkin Azarmehr



The rise of the so-called 'BRIC' powers - Brazil, Russia, India and
China - appears to herald profound changes in the dynamics of
the world community, especially as expressed through the
United Nations, according to a leading Scandinavian authority
on global issues. Iver Neuman, Norwegian Institute of Inter-
national Affairs' Research Director, addressing the Oslo Confer-
ence of the Universal Peace Federation, held at the Norwegian
Parliament (April 30-May 1 2011) on 'Global Challenges to
Peace and Security', stated this was a strong possibility. He
interpreted the current world order as one in which major
powers - especially USA, Britain and France, and other mainly
European states - took a proactive role at the UN and other
forums to secure action by the international community key
issues of global security, conflict prevention and post-conflict
peace-keeping. However imperfectly it was done, and for
whatever motives, it was very much an
'activist' approach to world affairs - but he
feared the rise of the BRIC states, primarily
as economic powers, could portend a very
different and 'less activist' approach. While
sometimes involved in regional peace
initiatives, these states were "preoccupied
with economic advancement, and less
inclined to be activist and inter-ventionist in
world affairs". Their view of the role of the
international community was "more
detached" than that of current major powers, and their
abstention on the UN Libya ‘no-fly zone’ resolution had
illustrated this attitude.

India's erstwhile role as a moral force in world affairs was
fading "as the Gandhi tradition is now on the wane within
India". China, with 1.34 billion people ruled by a pro-capitalist
Communist Party, "remains the great unknown", but its
suppression of democratic freedoms and human rights, and its
population control policies, so far did not give hope for a future
creative role in world affairs. If such powers came to dominate
the world scene over the next decades, especially with the
decline of USA, "the working of the international community
could be very different from today".

In such a context, the 'soft power' role of the European Union
was both vital today and must continue to significant in the
future, stressed Dr Wim van Eekelen, a former Dutch defence
and Secretary-General of the Western European Union.
Currently a member of the Dutch Commission on European
Integration, he said EU's values and peace priorities made it a
source of great hope: "as a rules-based organisation, balancing
economic competition with social solidarity and cooperation,
practising and promoting democracy, the rule of law and
accountability", the EU, for all its faults, was a model other
areas of the world could well emulate. That war on the
European continent was 'now unthinkable', was a 'truly
remarkable achievement' often not fully appreciated or just
taken for granted. The EU view, that "no crisis can be solved by
military means alone", but required a range of non-military
conflict prevention and solution measures, was extremely
significant. "This EU approach is in contrast to how USA often
opts for 'quick-fix' military solutions which in the end just don't
work - Iraq and Afghanistan have shown that."

Kristian Harpviken, Director of the Norwegian Peace Institute,
highlighted five key 'Global Peace and Security Dilemmas':
Should the 'War on Terror' be continuing or should political
solutions be given primacy? How can the claims of national
sovereignty be reconciled with the need for international inter-
ventions? Should those guilty of crimes against humanity be
held legally responsible - or was the way of amnesty and post-
conflict reconciliation more conducive to building lasting
peace? Is liberal democracy a universally applicable political
model, or should a variety of political systems be accepted?
Likewise, was free market liberalism a universally applicable
economic model, or should the world have a variety of econ-
omic models suitable for regional and local needs? Working
through these key dilemmas was at the heart of many current
issues.

Other presentations highlighted the
importance of restoring community health
provision in post-conflict situations, the
urgent need to combat Islamophobia as a
source of community strife in contemporary
Europe, the moral necessity to end
European states’ arms trade to dictatorial
regimes especially in Africa and Middle East,
and the potential benefits of world faith
leaders advising the UN on the ethical
aspects of contentious issues.

Representing UfP, in the open forum sessions I discussed the
contemporary international significance of Russia as both an
energy ‘giant’ and major diplomatic and military power, and
also the Importance of clear principles for peaceful conflict
resolution and post-conflict peace-building.

BRIAN COOPER UfP Co-ordinator
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The European member organisations (MOs) of Nonviolent
Peaceforce met in June 2011 in the historic and beautiful Aland
Islands to discuss how to support Unarmed Civilian Peacekeep-
ers working around the world. The Aland Islands are a demilita-
rized zone mid way between Sweden and Finland, part of the
peaceful resolution of a conflict between them. Politically part
of Finland, they use Swedish language and culture on the Is-
lands.

Nonviolent Peace MOs in Europe have met every year since
2003; they include organisations doing training and campaign-
ing for peace and nonviolence, those sending people to other
projects or in solidarity with those working for peace, plus
many other activities. They come from Spain, Italy, Germany,
Romania, Netherlands, Austria, Germany, Sweden, Norway,
France and Finland. This year I represented Uniting for Peace,
as the UK member organisation.

Tim Wallis, Executive Director of Nonviolent Peaceforce, gave
an update on the progress of all the field projects. Unarmed
Civilian Peacekeepers have been working in Sri Lanka since
2003, but are due to leave soon, handing on the work to local
people. In Mindanao, Philippines, teams are working as a Civil-
ian Protection component of the Ceasefire Monitoring mecha-
nism. Alongside the Red Cross, NP teams, mixed local and
international staff, respond to incidents to prevent the spiral-
ling of violence, people becoming displaced, and make sure
that people feel that there is some real continued on p9

STORTING (Norwegian Parliament)



p8 protection and hope for peace. Nonviolent
Peaceforce has also started working in Southern Sudan,
protecting people so that they don't lose cattle and schools
remain open, which has a real impact on their lives. Further
projects are being developed in South Caucasus and Kyrgyzstan.

How to support Nonviolent Peaceforce in our own countries
was discussed. In the UK we host NP speakers at some events,
teach about Unarmed Civilian Peacekeeping at Leeds
Metropolitan University and take leaflets to other events, but
ideas suggested included a travelling photo exhibition, a local
website, and building media interest. So there is much we can
do to expand the support in the UK: watch out for a meeting,
event or exhibition near you!

A number of workshops were held. I ran one on behalf of UfP
on how we could better show what we do; it discussed what we
did now and how satisfied we were with it. New research
subjects were proposed, including the costs of both military
and civilian peacekeeping, where unarmed civilian
peacekeeping fits into the larger international structures and
how to use evaluation reports to influence more people.

Arrangements for next year's meeting were discussed; also how
we will continue to communicate  and how to link into the
International Governing Council (IGC) of Nonviolent Peaceforce.

An •'Interlink'•group includes European representatives on the
IGC. This group will now start to liaise with other MOs, across
the world.

In 2012 Nonviolent Peaceforce will be 10 years old and an
international assembly will be hosted in Europe. We have
pledged to hold a celebratory event in the UK, prior to the
international meeting. As part of this programme we will
organise talks by people who have worked as Unarmed Civilian
Peacekeepers, invite financial support of ¢10 (for the 10 years
of NP) and build a network of supporters in the UK.

Nonviolent Peaceforce is making a difference to people's lives
every day. The annual meeting of European MOs is an opport-
unity to think and plan about how best we can support them.
We want long-term sustainable peace, and I hope that the
actions we plan in the UK as a result of this meeting will show
our support for Unarmed Civilian Peacekeeping across the world.

 To offer support, meeting venues or request more information
please contact Uniting for Peace or myself, Rachel Julian, email:
rachel@peacehouse.org.uk

Rachel Julian previously worked for Nonviolent Peaceforce and
is currently a researcher in evaluation and conflict
transformation.
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SEPTEMBER PEACE DAYS 2011
For the third successive year, Uniting for Peace is promoting
the 'September Peace Days': the UN International  Peace Day
on September 21, and for churches, September 18 as the
closest Sunday for special services for peace. For September 21
itself, UfP is hosting a high-profile meeting in central London
with Rt Hon Hilary Benn MP, former Secretary of State for
International Development and currently Shadow Leader of the
House of Commons, speaking on After the Conflicts – How Can
Development Build Peace? at Friends House, Euston Road
NW1 2BJ, 6.30 – 8.30pm

Through the publicity networks of
UfP Churches & Inter-Faith Work,
local faith groups are being encouraged to link up with other
civil society bodies such as local UNA branches and peace and
justice groups, to hold September 21 events on peace themes
especially with a UN focus. It is hoped UfP members will get
involved in events in their localities, and if nothing is arranged,
will consider taking the initiative in organising an event. The
UN's strategic role in global security and international peace-
making and post-conflict peacekeeping, and its worldwide
work for development and humanitarian relief through its
various agencies such as UNICEF and UNHCR, would be very
relevant topics for such meetings. Also, with North Africa,
Middle  East and other conflict zones very much in the news,
and bearing in mind that UN urges  the international
community to observe September 21 as a 'Day of Global
Ceasefire', an event on the theme of 'Overcoming Conflict,
Building Peace', would also be very appropriate.

Conflicts have many causes: super-power hegemonism; states'
desire to control natural resources; economic and social
injustices; suppression of popular aspirations; community,
ethnic and religious divisions, and many others. For followers
of the Christian and other religions, if they are true to their core
beliefs and values, peace - with the Divine, the human
neighbour and throughout the global community - must be
both the highest aspiration and constant challenge to action.

Mindful that so often in history religion has been perverted by
violence, and that in today's world religious fundamentalisms
threaten community harmony and global stability, faith
communities today have a particular responsibility to be
bearers of good news of peace.
Accordingly UfP Churches & Inter-Faith Work is promoting
September 18 as 'Peacemaking Sunday' for local church
services and also urging churches and other faith communities
to hold inter-faith occasions for peace over the Peace Days

period. As the Sunday closest to
UN Peace Day September 18
affords ideal opportunity for a
local church to dedicate one of its

regular worship occasions to the Biblical theme of God's call to
peace with justice,with relevant hymns, readings, prayers and
sermon. Or a special ecumenical service may be held, with local
'Churches Together' bodies hosting such an occasion.
(Peacemaking Sunday is also promoted by the 'public issues'
departments of the Baptist, Methodist and United Reformed
Churches, which issue a worship resource pack. See:

www.jointpublicissues.org.uk )
Uniting for Peace gives special importance to promoting those
occasions when representatives of different faith communities
come together for public affirmation of a common
commitment to peace-building. For September 2011 UfP
Churches & Inter-Faith Work is once again promoting this
concept of inter-faith occasions on the theme of local
community harmony and global peace. Relevant readings for
the various sacred scriptures, statements from different
traditions, meditation, music, visual presentations and other
means can form an engaging event, expressing the highest
peace aspirations of the world's religions.

(UfP is producing a special Inter-Faith Resource Pack: £5 from:
UfP Peace Services, PO Box 28209, Edinburgh EH9 1ZR, phone
0131‐446‐9545 ― cheques to 'Peace Services').

BRIAN COOPER, UfP Churches' & Inter-Faith Secretary



declared: “Muslims have no monopoly of the
Koran - it is for alll humanity”. It should not be a
source of division, as it “honoured all prophets”
prior to Mahomet, and required all Muslims to
honour and respect them. It was contrary to the
Koran to create discord and conflict in the name
of religion: ‘all religions are expressions of the
One Religion’. Quoting extensively from the
Koran, he stressed Muslims were called to reach
beyond their own community of faith to other
faith communities in tolerance, respect and

understanding, to help create peaceful societies; if Muslims did
not do so, they ignore the Koran's teaching. “Allah calls
humankind to create a world of peace”.

Siraz Khan explained origins of Muslim ‘Just War’ theory. When
Mahomet was persecuted and went from Mecca to Medina,

“God told him he could take up arms but only for three reasons:
in self-defence, to resist oppression, and to protect holy places
against attack, specifically churches, synagogues and mosques”.
Mahomet had exhorted his followers to protect other religions,
not only Islam. This was very significant and needed to be more
widely known, especially in view of widespread
misunderstanding on the issue of Muslims and violence.

“Muslims are instructed to co-operate with those of other
religions to build peaceful communities and a peaceful world.”

Giving a ‘Faith Perspective on the Global Scene’, Rev. B. Cooper
doubted whether the death of Osama Bin Laden would make
the world more peaceful. “His activities caused huge
misunderstanding and prejudice between the Muslim world
and the West as well as much suffering, but the manner of his
end - being killed rather than being captured and put on trial -
will surely not help world peace. The myth of Bin Laden the
martyr could make him more powerful in death than in life, and
the injustices he addressed, albeit with a nihilistic response,
remain to be resolved: the long history of Western military and
political interference and economic exploitation in Muslim
Middle Eastern countries, Western support of repressive
regimes in the region and US support of Israel and failure to
secure a sovereign Palestinian state.” By supporting the
democratic wave across North Africa and Middle East, and
stopping arms sales to repressive regimes, the West could
begin to re-establish its moral standing, but the long-standing
grievances - and the poverty of so many in the region - needed
to be tackled if lasting peace with justice between the West and
the Muslim Middle East were to be achieved.

Mr. Kenny MacAskill, Minister of Justice in the Scottish
Government (SNP), welcomed the event as contributing
valuably to inter-religious understanding in the city, and faith
perspectives on the world scene. It was now his priority to
tackle the sectarianism still causing violence at some football
matches and even terrorist threats. "It really now has nothing
to do with rivalry between Catholics and Protestants. Scotland
welcomed the Pope and celebrated the Scottish Reformation."
Football tribalism used sectarianism to foster violence, and it
had to be stopped.

BRIAN COOPER, UfP Churches & Inter-Faith Secretary

INTER-FAITH IN EDINBURGH
Eighty people packed Annandale Street Mosque
community centre for the third Edinburgh
Christian-Muslim inter-faith event for world
peace (May 14), arranged by UfP Churches &
Inter-Faith Work with the mosque authorities.
After previous events on Buddhist, Christian and
Muslim approaches to world peace, and the

‘Clash of Civilisations?’ theory, its theme was
‘World Faiths: Positive Action for World Peace’.
Mosque chairman Mr. M. Aslam said such
events helped inter-faith understanding and co-
operation on world peace issues, a view Rev. B. Cooper, CIFW
Secretary, endorsed.

Rev. Dr. Marcus Braybrooke (Church of England), President of
the World Congress of Faiths, acknowledged: "while religion is
seldom the primary cause of conflict, all too often religious
differences inflame hostility, partly because religion is so bound
up with identity. Although both Christianity and Islam are
religions of peace, their scriptures have often been used to
justify violence and aggression." Christians had too often
betrayed Jesus' call to the way of non-violence, preferring Just
War theories. "What is clear is that killing in the name of God is
blasphemy." The world religious leaders' call at the Millennium
World Peace Summit at UN for non-violent resolution of
conflicts must be constantly stressed, along with commitment
by people of faith to help build a culture of peace, starting with
'recognising the sacredness of the other'.

Faith communities should take ‘specific measures’ towards a
more peaceful world. “They should give a lead by ridding
themselves of the suspicion, hostility and competitiveness so
often shown to each other. They must preach a message of
human unity, challenge false nationalism and encourage
support for international law. They need to champion the poor,
oppose the arms trade, seek a new world order based on a
shared ethic - and engage more strongly in practical peace-
building efforts.” The role of religious NGOs at the UN was
significant: “they often take the lead in speaking out against
human rights abuses, the spiralling arms trade and widespread
use of torture, and recently have been particularly active in
trying to extend the ban on cluster bombs.” By such means,
people of faith could have a major preventative role in helping
remove causes of conflict.

“During conflict, religions’ role seems limited: Bush and Blair
ignored the Pope’s call for peace.” As well as helping the
injured and refugees, people of faith should “help moderate
public opinion and discourage demonising of the enemy”.

Helping ‘the healing process’ in post-conflict contexts by
encouraging repentance, forgiveness and reconciliation, and
stressing recognition ‘of our common humanity’, by
overcoming false patriotism and religious exclusiveness, were
possibly ‘the most essential contributions of world faiths to
world peace’. People of faith should be “trustees of their
sacred traditions of peace for the benefit of all humanity”.

Discussing the role of the Koran as source of division or peace,
Siraz Khan, Muslim researcher at Edinburgh University,

Left to Right: B Malik; Brian Cooper;
Kenny MacAskill; Siraz Khan;
Marcus Braybrooke; M Aslam
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BLOODLANDS: Europe between Hitler and Stalin
From the Armenian genocide and World War One
slaughter to the Nazi Holocaust against Jews, Slavs
and others and US mass incineration of Japanese
civilians by firestorm bombing, Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, the first half of the 20th century saw
mass killing on a scale without parallel in human

history. Nor were such dreadful phenomena absent post-1945,
the worst examples being the two million Indonesian victims of
CIA's anti-Communist coup in that country, a similar number of
civilians killed by the US war in Vietnam, and another two
million by Pol Pot in Cambodia.

In all these instances, and several others, state realpolitik
harnessed military power, technology and the basest instincts
of citizens brainwashed by perverse ideologies, to overcome all
ethical norms, moral restraints and human sympathy. It is a
profoundly significant and hopeful advance that the
international community, at least in principle, is now
committed to preventing recurrence of such horrors (though
this has not prevented the suffering of the people of Iraq).

A major new dimension to our knowledge of 20th-century
genocide is given by Timothy Snyder, Professor of History at
Yale, in his monumental study of the mass killings perpetrated
by the Hitler and Stalin regimes in the 'bloodlands' - today's
Belarus, Poland, Ukraine and eastern Baltic states. In this 'zone
of death' between Berlin and Moscow, they starved, shot and
gassed some fourteen million people - the greatest man-made

demographic catastrophe and human tragedy in European
history".Beyond the 'bloodlands', the regimes killed another
three million civilians. While Stalin's starvation of the Ukraine
in 1933 and Terror were internal policies, directed against
Soviet citizens and before the coming of war, the Nazi
starvation of Soviet prisoners of war, mass murder of civilians
in reprisals and the Holocaust were after its outbreak and (with
exception of 165,000 German Jews killed) all against other
nationalities. Yet none of these victims were killed in warfare;
the multi-million civilian and military casualties of the European
war must be added to the grim tally of death.

Stalin's policies were driven by a toxic mix of ruthless modern-
isation and totalitarian utopianism; Hitler's motives added to
his versions of both the poisons of racial superiority, philosophy
of exterminationism and techno-barbarism.

Snyder's authoritative volume, a major contribution to
understanding the scale of 20th-century atrocities, is also a
powerful warning against their recurrence, even on a smaller
scale, in our own time. For such were only possible through the
complicity of large numbers of ideologised military and para-
military personnel - and the menace of allying superpower
ideology with hi-tech militarism is an ever-present danger.

BRIAN COOPER

: What a good idea; about time
there was a counter to the millions of words about war. and
these four massive volumes certainly look impressive.

After a Foreword by the Dalai Lama, an Editor's introduction,
and an Introductory Essay by Nils Petter Gleditsch, President
of the International Studies Association, there is a Chronology
of Peace in History. This timeline of peace events, actions and
ideas is revealing. From the Treaty of Kadesh, the first
recorded peace treaty, between Rameses II of Egypt and
Hittite king Hattusili III in 1258 BCE, to Obama's Nobel Peace
Prize in 2009, the number of treaties signed, organisations
formed, and tracts published, is astonishing. Yet despite all
these efforts we are still periodically slaughtering one another.
In 1518 the London Treaty of Universal Peace was signed
between France, England, Holy Roman Empire, the Papacy,
Spain, Burgundy and the Netherlands. How long did that last?

No doubt it would be impossible to be absolutely comprehen-
sive in such a list, but there is one very strange omission. The
founding of the World Disarmament Campaign in 1979 is
included, but the Special Session on Disarmament of the UN
General Assembly 1978, which gave rise to it, and the two
further SSDs in 1982 and 1988, are not. In the main body of
the encyclopedia, in the entry on Arms Control, there is just
a single sentence about the SSDs, and the Final Document of
the First Session is not included in the Key Documents
reproduced in Volume 4. Although Fenner Brockway and Philip
Noel-Baker are both mentioned in the text, there is no
reference to WDC among their activities.

A short review obviously cannot contain a comprehensive
critique of 850 articles, even if one had the expertise on every
topic, and the time to read them all. So, just a few specific
points: nuclear weapons rightly receive quite a lot of attention
under different headings, including the Labour Party and
Peace, but the so-called unilateral versus multilateral disarma-

ment debate is oversimplified, accepting the common idea
that these are opposites, whereas it can be argued that they
are complementary; as already noted, WDC is not mentioned,
yet in the early 1980s, with the great May 1980 Rally at
Central Hall, Westminster and the 2.3 million signature petition
to SSD2, it was a major part of the UK peace scene; climate
change as a factor in fomenting conflict is discussed, but not
the converse, conflict and mil;itary activities contributing to
global warming, directly and indirectly.

A review in the  pointed out a number of mistakes,
including misspelt names of J B Priestley and Eric Hobsbawm
among others. But what may be an even worse error than a
simple misspelling is a reference to a "Ken Loakes", a name
unknown to this reviewer, in a context which suggests that it
might really be Ken Coates, who does appear in his own right
elsewhere. In discussing scientists' opposition to nuclear
weapons, Scientists Against Nuclear Arms and Scientists for
Global Responsibility are listed, but the former is said to have
been disbanded whereas in fact it became the latter.

These mistakes may be thought to be relatively trivial, and
there is certainly a lot of good material in the work. But it is
not clear at whom it is directed. At £200 very few individuals
will be able to afford it and, in these cash-strapped days, not
many libraries are likely to splash out this amount either.
Activists will not find enough practical guidance for their
campaigns, while academics are likely to go direct to original
sources. The reviewer suggested that it might have
been better to publish it electronically, so that it could be
updated and mistakes corrected more easily. That seems like
a sensible idea, which could still be taken up for the future.

FRANK JACKSON

BLOODLANDS: Europe between Hitler and Stalin, by Timothy Snyder

Bodley Head, hbk, £25.00, pp.524, ISBN:978-0-224-08141-2

OXFORD INTERNATIONAL ENCYCLOPEDIA OF PEACE

OXFORD INTERNATIONAL ENCYCLOPEDIA OF PEACE, ed
Nigel J Young, OUP, ISBN 978-0-19-533468-5, £200 hbk

 UNITING  for PEACE                11            UNITING for PEACE



UN INTERNATIONAL DAY OF PEACE, 21 September 2011
After the Conflicts - How Can Development Build Peace?

Rt Hon Hilary Benn MP
Shadow Leader of House of Commons; Former Secretary of State for International Development

Friends House, 173 Euston Road, London NW1 2BJ
Wednesday 21 September, 6.30pm - 8.30pm
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& PO BOX 28209 Edinburgh EH9 1ZR • 0131 445 9545

House of Lords, Westminster, London SW1A 0PW, Room 4A
Chair: Lord Frank Judd, Former Minister for International Development

Speakers: Geoffrey Robertson QC, Human Rights lawyer and author
    Christopher Black, Lead Defence Counsel, ICTR
    Jeremy Gilley, Founder, Peace One Day (TBC)
    Tim Wallis, Director, Nonviolent Peaceforce
    Vijay Mehta, Chair, Uniting for Peace
    Brian Cooper, Co-ordinator, Uniting for Peace

UNITING FOR PEACE ANNUAL CONFERENCE

Arab Spring: Uprising in Middle East & North Africa
The Morality of Intervention, Responsibility to Protect (R2P)

and the role of the United Nations
Wednesday 9 November 2011, 6.00pm - 9.00pm

INFORMATION DESK
Dag Hammarskjöld Foundation (p4): www.dhf.uu.se War on Want (p6): www.waronwant.org

Nonviolent Peaceforce (p8): www.nonviolentpeaceforce.org/fieldwork
Aland Islands Peace Institute (p8): www.peace.aland.fi/ Peace Research Institute Oslo (Norway) (p8): www.prio.no/

IN BRIEF: NEW ARMS RACE MADNESS
China has launched its first aircraft carrier, fuelling fear of an arms
race in the Far East. It is claimed, as always, to be purely for
defensive purposes. But, just as we ask about the UK's "defence"
spending, who is it defending against? Yes,  there are ongoing
disputes and rivalries in the area. Nevertheless no one is attacking,
threatening to attack, or can conceivably be expected to attack
China in the foreseeable future. Who would be stupid enough to
attack the world's most populous country, with the largest army?
The many millions of Chinese who still live in dire poverty, despite
the economic growth of recent years, could find much better uses
for the resources devoted to this and other military spending.

Meanwhile, in Geneva, the UN Conference on Disarmament (CD)
remains moribund. The prospective fourth special session on

disarmament of the General Assembly, which has been on its
agenda since the 1990s, has been mentioned several times recent-
ly, including by Sergio Duarte, UN High Representative for Disarma-
ment Affairs, but there is no political will to implement it. Yet in the
context of general disarmament negotiations, the incipient arms
race noted above and others around the world could perhaps be
prevented from escalating. The peace movement must continue to
make the case for disarmament as a crucial element if the quest
for peace. The CD should be at the heart of this process, rather
than engaging in interminable arguments on procedure. Actions, not
words, are needed. It has not been completely idle, however: In the
interests of economy, its officers have been instructed to limit
their reports to no more than 10,700 words!                           FJ
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