
 



 



Uniting for Peace presented the 16th Annual Erskine Childers
Lecture on September 12 2012 under the theme “Building
Momentum for Peace,” at Hilton Euston Hotel, London. Attended
by 110 people, it was given by Jan Pronk, former Netherlands
Development and Environment Minister, former UNCTAD Deputy
Secretary-General and UN Assistant Secretary-General, who
primarily addressed making UN peacekeeping more effective for
contemporary security threats.

UfP chair Vijay Mehta opened the event, saying the annual lecture
recalled and carried forward the ideas of Erskine Childers, “UN
thinker, constructive analyst who recognised the need for reforms,
but a dedicated UN servant.”

Pronk recalled Childers’ re-affirmation of Hammarskjold’s warning
against ‘straight jacket’ UN peacekeeping: rather, “once country
members had agreed on principles and procedures of decision
making, each new peacekeeping operation could be cut to specific
circumstances, while the Secretary-General would act as ‘good
tailor’.”

Surveying the development of peacekeeping, he said the early
1990s’ tradegies in Sudan, Rwanda, Yugoslavia and elsewhere
proved the inadequacy of ‘traditional peacekeeping’ – with
consent of the warring parties, and neutral UN peacekeepers
maintaining an agreed peace – in civil wars with insurgents and
para-militaries. Even UN force self-protection and modest
enforcement powers had not prevented widespread escalation of
conflicts, and Security Council permanent members had often
been reluctant to support UN interventions.

Post-Cold War, “Moscow and Washington had a common interest
in preventing escalation of civil wars in other countries, which
threatened international peace. However, this had not resulted in
greater willingness to work together with UN. On the contrary,
despite a rising need for quick action, responses have been too
little and too late.”

Inadequate mandates for UN peace-keeping often caused
problems: Pronk recalled Childers’ remark that mandate changes
and reinforcement did not occur when the situation had become
desperate for a threatened populace or the UN peacekeeping
mission itself, but only if it had become politically embarrassing
for Security Council permanent members. In such situations the
big powers preferred to act unilaterally, e.g. US in Somalia and
France in Rwanda, or to press the Security Council giving UN
approval for a non-UN-commanded intervention by themselves.

Childers had rightly criticised these seemingly UN-blessed
interventions. “They were made with far larger resources, and
given far stronger mandates, than the countries had been willing
to allow the UN. Eventual successes were attributed to ‘taking
over from a failed UN operation’, while shortcomings of a major-
power intervention were framed as ‘problems in picking up the
pieces of UN incompetence’. Once the major power had exited the
theatre, UN was ordered to resume its responsibilities, but again
not properly resourced. So, the whole cycle of alleged ‘UN fiascos’
could be resumed with ease.”

“The major powers have dominated decisions as to the nature
and extent of the mandate, and the size of the forces, of every
UN peace mission since the Cold War. This has resulted in eroding
the UN’s ability to respond genuinely on behalf of the full
international community.”

In Afghanistan, Darfur and Congo the UN had been compromised;
the misuse of the Security Council resolution on Libya to legitimize
regime change had consequently paralised it over Syria, because

of Chinese and Russian suspicions of the West. However, there
had been peacekeeping successes: containing war between
Ethiopia and Eritrea, assisting North and South Sudan adhere to
their post-conflict agreement, and helping ending civil wars in
Liberia, Sierra Leone, Burundi and Ivory Coast. “Peacekeeping
forces were able to deter mass attacks, though their capacity and
resources were too limited to guarantee full protection of
civilians. These interventions, combining mediation with a fair
degree of enforcement, have established more than just
minimum security and stability. They have had a catalyzing effect
on the endeavours of conflicting parties to reach sustainable
peace between them.”

Recently developed principles –
especially that of ‘humanitarian
intervention’ to prevent violence
against civilians, protect them
and ensure safe humanitarian
assistance – had changed the
political climate for peace-
keeping, as had the ‘new
paradigms’ of human security
and development, sustainability,
and ‘Responsibilty to Protect’.
Revealing as naive and
misleading Human Security
Reports’ findings that post-Cold
war, the number of conflicts and
their victims had decreased,
Pronk said decline in inter-state wars had been paralleled by rise
in civil wars, state terrorism, rebellions, and intractable conflicts,
all worsened by the pressures of globalisation – “which goes hand
in hand with assertive geo-political behaviour by big powers and
emerging economies.” The latter undertake interventions to
secure access to natural resources and transnational
corporations’ interests, and for national security.

UN reforms were essential to prevent conflict escalation and
render peacekeeping more effective. Making the Security Council
“more representative of the world community,” by including India,
Brazil and South Africa as new permanent members, and getting
current permanent members to use their veto only ‘under very
special well-defined conditions’, would make UN peacekeeping
‘politically more respected.’ New economic and environmemtal
threats to security demanded a UN ‘Economic and Environmental
Security Council’ to act decisively on these issues. A Security
Council ‘Pre-Chamber’ with mandate to address national conflicts
long before they threatened global security, by engaging all
relevant parties, would further help “reconstruct the UN system
to act genuinely” for the whole global community, Pronk
concluded.

Responding, Marjolijn Snippe, formerly Erskine Childers’ partner,
and David Wardrop, Chair, Westminster UNA, welcomed Pronk’s
analysis and suggestions as very much in Childers’ spirit, while
the open forum heard calls for UN representation of oppressed
minorities, and a “Christian-humanitarian ethic” in international
relations.

Report by BRIAN COOPER
full text: www.unitingforpeace.org (Erskine Childers page)
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On the latest evidence from the Middle East, Western
governments continue to be the best friends of dictators with
money to hide. Vijay Mehta, UfP chair and author of The
Economics of Killing, exposes the corrupt relationship between
the Global North and South and proposes a shift for ending
conflict.

Back in February 2012, we were supposed to let out a collective
cheer when European governments said they had ‘frozen’ the
assets of Hosni Mubarak, the toppled dictator of Egypt.
Switzerland, Britain and other European states said that they had
heeded calls from Egypt’s new leadership to seize the wealth
Mubarak had hidden in their cities, and to return this money to
Egyptian taxpayers.

The British ‘discovered’ assets worth £85 million that Mubarak had
hidden in London. These were then ‘frozen’. But what happened
next was depressingly predictable. In my book The Economics of
Killing, published in March 2012, I noted how:
“It often takes a curiously long time for European countries to
repatriate such funds to their country of origin; legal questions,
ignored when the money was first ‘invested’ or laundered,
suddenly emerge.”

This was to prove sadly prophetic. By September, a BBC
investigation had discovered that many of Mubarak’s assets had
not been frozen by the British, and that Britain was refusing to
hand over the assets they had seized. Assem al-Gohary, head of
Egypt’s Illicit Gains Authority, told the BBC that the UK “doesn’t
want to make any effort at all to recover the money”. Having
accepted Mubarak’s millions on a no-questions-asked basis, the
British authorities were suddenly very sensitive to the legal status
of the sums involved.

A Corrupt West
The UK and other European governments make very little effort
to deter foreign officials from hiding their shadowy fortunes in
European bank accounts and real estate. The ‘freezing’ of assets
only takes place once a dictator is out of power, or about to be.

These ‘freezings’ fulfil three purposes for European governments:
they make them appear committed to freedom and transparency;
they let the dictator’s replacements know that Europe is on ‘their
side’; and they also let these replacements know that if they wish
to stash their own ill-gotten assets overseas, Europe is there to
help.

It should also be noted that Europe makes very little effort to
prevent its companies from bribing these corrupt leaders to
secure lucrative government contracts. For the past three years
the OECD has collected data for the number of foreign-bribery
convictions secured by the richest countries against their own
citizens and corporations.

Perhaps surprisingly, the most successful was the United States.
In 1977 President Jimmy Carter signed the Foreign Corrupt
Practices Act (FCPA), powerful legislation that to this day punishes
US companies who bribe their way through deals. In 2011, the
OECD figures showed that 58 individuals and 28 American
companies were sanctioned under the FCPA.
Compare this to the numbers from Europe. In 2011 Sweden,
France and the UK – all countries with huge arms industries,
which sell in countries known to be corrupt – between them
managed to prosecute just nine individuals and two companies
for foreign bribery.

In June, the OECD was forced to issue a statement describing
Sweden’s anti-bribery laws as ‘far too weak’, and demanding
change. Spain prosecuted no one in 2011; nor did the

Netherlands. Australia has never successfully prosecuted anyone
for overseas bribery, despite serious allegations against some of
its firms. In other words, the West is not just hiding the money
of dictatorships – it is paying it to them.

Civil War Complicity
This approach makes Western governments directly complicit in
the kind of civil war now racking Syria. As a dictatorship becomes
more corrupt, it becomes less likely to hand over power
peacefully. A leader who has ruled honestly does not stand to lose
a vast fortune if he steps aside, or to be prosecuted for
embezzlement. Indeed, he or she may benefit financially – the Mo
Ibrahim Foundation offers $5 million and a lifetime salary to
former African leaders who have governed responsibly.

Corrupt dictators have the opposite set of incentives. If they lose
power, they lose everything. Syrian dictator Bashar al-Assad is a
prime example of this trend. The UK has now ‘frozen’ an
astonishing £100 million linked to Assad and his clique.

Some estimates put Assad’s fortune at almost £1 billion,
distributed across a variety of money-laundering centres aside
from the UK. However, if he loses power in the revolution, his
replacements are certain to demand this money back.

It is therefore little wonder that Assad, like Libya’s Muammar
Gaddafi, has refused to step down or to accept offers of exile to
finish Syria’s increasingly bloody civil war. Charges of grand
corruption and money laundering will follow him wherever he
goes.

What reason, then, does he have to fear prosecution for war
crimes? In any scenario, the result is likely to be a long prison
term, or worse. The best Assad can hope for is impoverished
exile. Had Europe not made it quite easy for Syria’s dictator and
his friends to stash their assets, he would not now be clinging so
tenaciously to power.

My book The Economics of Killing explores this connection
between corruption and war which has been demonstrated many
times over, particularly in the world’s poorest countries. Yet
Western countries continue to accept the billions stolen by
dictators, with no questions asked, and no thought of the
consequences for peaceful transitions of political power. If we are
to stop global conflicts, severing this corrupt relationship between
the Global North and South must become a priority.

VIJAY MEHTA, UfP Chair
(first published in ceasefiremagazine.co.uk – Sept. 12 2012)

UNITING for PEACE UNITING for PEACE4

MIDDLE EAST: CORRUPTION, WAR and the WEST

VIJAY MEHTA
selected for

PEACE AWARD

iCONGO (Indian Confederation of NGOs) has selected Vijay
Mehta, Chair of Uniting for Peace, as the Global Indian Puraskaar.
(Award for Citizen Social Justice and Action) It is an award for
recognition of Vijay Mehta’s peace work. He is now a noble-
laureate 2012-2013 of the iCONGO team of advisors and
mentors. (www.icongo.in)

Vijay will be travelling to India to receive the award in person on
26th November. While in India three book discussions are also
taking place in Delhi, Mumbai and Hyderabad of his latest book,
The Economics of Killing. (www.theeconomics of killing.org)



The ongoing Middle East crisis is now highly complex and multi-
dimensional – a consequence of the events of 2001 and 2011,
and of the years between. For decades pre-9/11, the core was
Arab-Israeli tensions focused on Israel’s denial of a just,
independent statehood for the Palestinians, and the international
community’s failure (supremely, USA) to pressurise Israel into
such a settlement. The US alliance with Israel, its military
presence in the region, its oil alliance with Saudi Arabia, and
US/Western backing of oppressive, undemocratic regimes (except
Iraq, under sanctions) were other constants – as was the general
neglect of the wishes and interests of the ‘man in the Arab street’.

The collapse of Communism also saw the end of Arab Socialism
and secular nationalism, and the resurgence of Islam both in
personal and community faith, and in a new cultural and political
self-confident ‘Islamism’. Amid pervasive popular anti-
Westernism, a minority in the Arab-Muslim world became
attracted to radical anti-US/West and anti-Israel agendas,
including violent jihadism (‘holy war’): Al-Qaeda’s manifesto of
globalised Islamic violence against ‘apostate regimes’ and the
West, and restoration of the Caliphate from Morocco to Indonesia,
was the most extreme version. US/West response to 9/11 began
a series of ‘9/11 Wars’ encompassing Afghanistan, Iraq, Pakistan
and beyond, with terrorist atrocities committed from Bali to
London: “the appropriate overall figure for civilian and military
dead of the violence (of) the 9/11 Wars is probably near 250,000”
(Jason Burke, The 9/11 Wars. p.505).1 With estimated wounded,
the casualty figure trebles; at least 3 million people have become
refugees.

9/11 Wars wrought immense violence and suffering across the
widened Middle East  arc, fundamentally changing its dynamics.
The Iraq War’s destructive legacy is Shia-Sunni conflict widely
unleashed (currently encouraged in Syria by Iran and Saudi
Arabia), and the unforeseen rise of Iran (now threatened by Israel
because of supposed nuclear ambitions). Two US/West wars in
Afghanistan have achieved little with ‘nation building’ abandoned
for ‘force security’: recent eye-witness books2 concur on endemic
corruption, tribal rivalries, lack of security beyond Kabul,
horrifying levels of violence in the fighting, increasing deaths
among civilians, and little respect by US forces for Afghan people
and their culture, as key characteristics, with widespread support
for the Taliban and distaste for foreigners
as the not unsurprising result. Anderson
(No Worse Enemy) reports many UK
military commended for bravery believe the
Afghan war is ‘futile’. The increasing
destabilisation of Pakistan in the ‘AfPak’
conflict is a very serious consequence, not
least because it has nuclear-weapons. It is
no surprise Obama and Cameron have set
a deadline for withdrawal: with such
Western agendas as women’s rights long
since abandoned, and multi-millions of
dollars down the drain, Afghanistan is a
“venture that has become unsustainable in
every way: politically, financially,
strategically”. (Chandrasekaran, Little
America).

Amid religious resurgence, overthrown
authoritarian secular regimes (Saddam,
Gaddafi, Mubarak) have been replaced by
Islamic political forces, freshly liberated
from oppression, struggling to establish
Muslim-based societies within weakly-

founded democratic frameworks: such is the pattern to date in
Tunisia, Libya and Egypt, and somewhat differently in Iraq.
Western politicians and media, with their secular world-view and
scant grasp of faith dynamics, remain uncomprehendingly
surprised in face of this momentous development radically
transforming the North Africa-Middle East region. While 2011
Arab Spring was initially driven by educated, Western-oriented,
internet-savvy youth (usually jobless), majority populations
remained socially conservative, mosque-centred, often anti-
Western and primarily concerned about basic economic issues –
post-2000, food price riots had swept several states in the region
– and an end to corruption. The unexpected rise to power of
Rachid Ghannouchi’s Islamist Ennahda Party in Tunisia, the
Libyan government’s commitment to sharia law, and the Muslim
Brotherhood victory in Egypt, mean that in those countries the
future of democracy, relations with the West (and crucially for
Egypt, with Israel), the treatment of minorities (especially Coptic
Christians in Egypt) and the degree of internal Islamisation, will
depend on the theological-political debates within their ruling
Muslim parties. Some Western commentators (notably John
Bradley)3 fear the ‘social liberalism’ and liberation of women
prevalent in pre-revolution Tunisia and elsewhere will vanish,
especially under the impact of grassroots Islamist extremism;
others like Lin Noueihed and Alex Warren4 more optimistically
highlight the Muslim parties’ pledges of social justice and honest
government alongside conservative values.

Significantly, these Muslim forces focus on national renewal within
their nation-states; the Osama bin Laden and Abu Musab Al-Suri
(Burke,p.152-7) programmes of violent ‘global Islamic resistance’
to the West, now appeal little outside militant minority groups still
linking with Al-Qaeda brand. The latter remain dangerous – from
Syria  to Yemen, and Horn of Africa to Nigeria (where Boko-aram
commits anti-Christian atrocities) – but are no credible force for
pan-Islamic unity.

If Iraq and Afghanistan caused the West to neglect the Israel-
Palestine problem, the Arab Spring and Syrian civil war have
further tragically sidelined it. Yet there can be no Middle East
peace without ‘The Peace of Jerusalem’; if re-elected, Obama
should earn his Nobel Peace Award by giving that priority. In the
meantime, UK and the West should reconsider their one-sided

stance on Syria, and listen to those in the
international community urging a cease-
fire and all-party talks for a peaceful
transition to a new regime and an end to
the violence and suffering.

BRIAN COOPER
Co-ordinator & Churches/Inter-Faith Secretary
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MIDDLE EAST – IS PEACE POSSIBLE?
A discussion prior to UfP Conference November 8 2012

1 Jason Burke, The 9/11 Wars, Allen Lane, ISBN:
9781-84614-2741
2 Sandy Gall, War Against The Taliban, Bloomsbury,
ISBN: 9781-4088-09051

Ben Anderson, No Worse Enemy – The Inside Story of
Our Chaotic Struggle for Afghanistan, One World,
ISBN: 9781-85168-8524 

Rajiy Chandrasekaran, Little America – The War Within
The War for Afghanistan, Bloomsbury, ISBN: 9781-
4088-30079
3 John Bradley, After The Arab Spring: How The
Islamists Hijacked The Middle East Revolts, Palgrave
Macmillan, ISBN: 9780-230-338197
4 Lin Noueihead & Alex Warren, The Battle For The
Arab Spring, Yale U.P., ISBN: 9780-300-180862

See also: Ed. J. Sowers, The Journey to Tahrir, Verso,
ISBN: 9781-84467-8754
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SEPTEMBER PEACE DAYS 2012
UfP promoted the 2012 September Peace days (UN
Peace Day Sept.21 and Peacemaking Sunday Sept.
23) with high-profile events in London and
Edinburgh, and widespread mailing and internet
publicity. London events ranged from an inter-faith
peace occasion at Harrow to a peace service at Full
Gospel Tabernacle, Camberwell; the highlight was
Jan Pronk’s Erskine Childers Lecture on UN
Peacekeeping (see p.3). Five Edinburgh events
included: A Unitarian Peace Sunday service focused
on Palestinian fair trade and economic development through the
Hadeel project (www.hadeel.org), with inter-faith prayers; a
universal Peace Federation conference at the Scottish Parliament,
exploring Middle East Peace issues, and moral and spiritual
foundations for permanent peace; a Fellowship of Reconciliation
peace vigil, and a ‘Peace Pole” event at Edinburgh Peace and
Justice Centre. UfP joined with the latter and Edinburgh
Campaign Against the Arms Trade to present the major event,
‘The Economics of Killing’ lecture by UfP chair Vijay Mehta, the
Scotland launch of his book of that title, and screening of the 4D
film, at the Quaker Meeting-House (Sept.18).

“Military spending has risen to $1.74 trillion while 925 million
people go to bed hungry every night. 4% of the military spending
is enough to wipe out extreme poverty, financial crisis and climate
change. The Cold War has been over for more than two decades,
yet the world continues on an insane path to increase its military
spending year after year as if we are living in a time of unending
conflict. By over-arming ourselves in the West and Asia, we could
end up repeating the horrors and the bloodshed of the 20th
century in which 250 wars were fought and 160 million lives were
lost,” Mehta declared. He posed the central moral question: ”How

can a society be called civilised if it has an
international arms/killing industry which leads to
wars, violence and barbarism, to counter-
productive military budgets destroying social,
economic, political and cultural fabric and values?
Today countries are more and more resorting to war
instead of dialogue and diplomacy to solve disputes.
One is baffled by the fact that here we are in the
21st Century and we are still killing each other. We
need to explore nonviolent ways  for building peace,

restoring human dignity, ethics and civilisation – hence the 4D for
World Peace initiative.” 

The Military-Industrial Complex (MIC) included arms
manufacturing corporations, military technologies and dual-use
systems, legal and illegal arms trades, 25 milion soldiers
worldwide (US Defence Department is world’s biggest military
employer with 3.2 million on its payroll), national military
establishments, 1,000 military bases in 183 countries across the
globe, and all military-related industries and agencies. Mehta
expounded MIC’s many negative consequences, from untold
suffering caused by rising numbers of conflicts, oppression of
developing countries and forced transfer of their resouces to rich
states and the backlash of Islamic terrorism, to the
marginalisation of UN and NATO aggression. Drastic reductions in
military expenditure and global arms trade, and fundamental
shifts to a green, ‘wisdom-based’ economy and new pro-peace
ethic, were needed to transform the world. At the EPJC event, I
reiterated this need for a pardigm shift in moral awareness, and
ethical and spiritual consciousness, towards peace and away from
violent systems, for global transformation. ‘Peace Pole’ events
from Malvern to Brechin echoed this theme.
(Full text of V. Mehta’s speech on the UfP website).           BRIAN COOPER

Jeremy Corbyn MP invites you to Uniting for Peace Annual Conference

MIDDLE EAST
I S   P E A C E   P O SS I B L E ?

KEYNOTE SPEAKERS:
Jeremy Corbyn MP Chair Stop the War
Marwan Darweish Peace Studies Lecturer, Coventry University
Tim Llewellyn Former BBC Middle East Correspondent
Julia Häusmann MBE President, Rights and Humanity [tbc]
Vijay Mehta Chair Uniting for Peace

For more information: email: info@unitingforpeace.com   tel: 0207 377 2111  web: www.unitingforpeace.com

VENUE:
House of Commons
London SW1 AA 0AA
(Check with UfP office for room)

TIME:
6.00pm – 8.30pm

DATE:
Thursday
8 November 2012


