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Cairo, February 2011: protesters demonstrate against President
Mubarak under the slogan which remains the rallying-cry for
democratic change across the Middle East: “People demand
removal of the Regime”.                                            [pic: Stockphoto]

MDG 7: Since 1990 2 billion people have gained access to clean
drinking water – children drinking water from a communal pump
in a village near Dadu in Pakistan.

[Pic: Russell Watkins/Department for International Development]

In 2013 Uniting for Peace continues to pursue its 4D Agenda for
World Peace, focusing on Disarmament, Demilitarisation,
Development and Democracy as the key components of global
peacebuilding. To this end, the theme of this year’s Spring
Conference (April 20 – see rear page) is “Linking 2Ds: Democracy
and Development for Global Peace.”

A successful democratic and development example is India’s con-
temporary experience in which a country with over a billion peo-
ple is achieving spectacular economic growth within a democratic
framework. China’s remarkable economic advance under an
authoritarian regime is causing pressures for democratic change
at many levels.

On the global scale, there is a close synergy between the estab-
lishment of democratic institutions and values and laying secure
foundations of economic advance as is evidenced in Central and
Eastern Europe, Central and South America, and increasingly in
Africa too. Very significantly, in the North African “Arab Spring”
and the continuing movements of popular protest in the Middle
East, the yearning for economic advance and opportunity is as
strong a driver as the pressure for representative and democratic
government – a sure indication that democracy and development
go hand in hand.

Democracy and development promote world peace and global
security at several levels. Democratic states rarely go to war with

each other. Societies clearly set on a path of successful and pop-
ularly beneficial economic and social advance within democratic
politics are less likely to succumb to political, ethnic and religious
extremisms, and civil wars, than those lacking or deliberately
denied such benefits.

The prevalence of massive poverty, and large-scale lack of educa-
tion, healthcare, housing and other basic human rights, constitute
both an absence of justice-based peace, and a fertile breeding
ground for resentment leading to unrest, violence and even ter-
rorism. Moral and ethical motivations, human compassion, social
and economic justice, and global security considerations, all point
to the very great importance of advancing democracy and devel-
opment for the creation of global peace. By following the priorities
of the 4D for World Peace Campaign, the world can create oppor-
tunities for all for sustainable development based on co-operation,
and equitable distribution of resources.

However the overall goal is to find out how we can end poverty in
our lifetime by implementing democratic means. Achieving the UN
Millennium Development Goals will be a historic milestone in this
process, and then we can move on to frame the new SDGs
(Sustainable Development Goals) which are going to be the new
MDGs to start after 2015.

We hope you can join us on April 20 in London for further reflec-
tion on these vital issues. Brian Cooper & Vijay Mehta
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In 2012 The Economics of Killing – How
the West fuels War and Poverty in the
Developing World, by UfP chair Vijay
Mehta, was a very significant publication
arguing for a holistic approach to achieving
a world in which peace and justice are
experienced by all nations. It highlighted
two negative tasks – Disarmament and
Demilitarisation – and two positives to be
advanced – Democracy and Development.

The four are focused in UfP’s ‘4D for World
Peace’ campaign.

On Development, I recall various projects in which I have been,
or currently am, involved. First was War on Want, whose name
deliberately calls for a ‘war’ against world poverty and hunger,
rather than military ones between nations. At the first church
where I was a minister, St. Ninian’s, Luton, at my suggeston a War
on Want group was set up, because I much appreciated the
effectiveness of WoW in tackling global hunger. Hugely active for
the same concern has been Christian Aid: supported by a vast
number of volunteers in very many churches across UK, it remains
a leading agency for development through local partner projects
in needy countries. Significantly there is now a similar
organisation within Islam. Recalling some agencies’ campaigns on
such issues as child soldiers and the arms trade, it would be
encouraging to see greater partnership between development
agencies and peace organisations for the common goal of
development for peace.

Churches’ initiatives have been significant. In the apartheid era,
as Church and Community Secretary of the Presbyterian Church,
I worked with other church representatives to set up CCSA
(Christian Concern for Southern Africa), which sought to influence

Introduction
The MDGs are a set of targets agreed by the United Nations in
2000, intended to improve conditions in the developing world by
2015. They include halving the number of people living on less
than a dollar a day, cutting infant mortality by two thirds,
maternal mortality by three quarters and putting every child in
school.

To wipe out poverty and to bring completiion of the MDGs, the
sum of $70 billion per year is needed (0.7% of GNP) to which the
governments of the world have signed, but are finding difficult to
achieve. In contrast, $1.7 trillion is the amount on military
spending which is used in wars on Iraq, Afghanistan, etc.,
ignoring urgent issues like development and climate change.

Progress so far
At a global level, progress towards the goals has been uneven. A
number of important targets have been met on 1990 level. These
are reducing extreme poverty by 50% (because of China and
India), improved drinking water, greater equality in gender
education, and improvement in child mortality. Progress on other
targets like hunger, under-nutrition and basic education remain
the most critical of global challenges.

Despite a doubling of global output, the gap between rich and
poor has barely narrowed over the past 30 years, and many

countries continue to be shackled by debt. The number of people
living on less than $1.25 a day is around 1.8 billion, the same as
it was in 1981 while the top 1% of the world’s population owns
43% of the world’s wealth.

Way forward
To make any progress on the reduction of poverty, countries
should pay 0.7% of their GNP, stop the unrestrained tide of
globalisation and promote education, aid, debt relief, transfer of
technology, and fair trade to bridge the gap between the rich-
poor divide. The co-operation of global institutions (UN, EU, IMF
and the World Bank), is essential for ending poverty.

The MDGs expire in 2015 and are due to be replaced by its
successor framework Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).
The UN has created an online portal for civil society input at
www.worldwewant.org and is promoting discussion on Twitter
with the hashtag #SDGs.

Today with the help of knowledge, know-how and the resources
the world possesses, we should accept the challenge that nobody
should go hungry and take actions to fulfil this goal. Remember,
all  of us have the capacity to change the world. Let us make the
dream of making poverty history and the completion of MDGs a
reality by the year 2015.

Vijay Mehta, UfP Chair
Full Text: www.unitingforpeace.org (speeches and lectures section)
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Millennium Development Goals – A Blueprint for Development

DEVELOPMENT for PEACE – A personal reflection
British firms in Southern Africa to improve black employees’
wages and conditions.

The Community for Reconcilliation, which I founded in mid-
1980s, has also undertaken development initiatives. We set up
UNAFRAID (United Africa Aid) which has partners in Africa,
namely PHARP (Peacebuilding, Healing and Reconciliation
Programme) based in Nairobi and active in neighbouring
countries, and MAJI MAZURI, which has its focus in the Mathare
Valley where its founder has set up several schools and a
community centre for the numerous needy children. Later we set
up VIA (Village India Aid) which has supported projects in the
Maharashtra region. One of our partners has been EKTA
PARISHAD with its inspirational leader in the Gandhi tradition,
P.A. Rajagopal. Another is YUVA (Youth for Unity and Voluntary
Action) which is active in working with farmers to encourage self-
sustaining agriculture through co-operative projects.

These development agencies demonstrate how people in varied
local communities in UK can interact with people in local
communities in Africa and India for mutual benefit. A framework
of good governance, with democratic institutions, accountability
and transparency, is vital for successful sustainable development,
but is often undermined due to corruption in the context of
poverty. By mutual support people and agencies can challenge
governments to choose education, health and development, and
reject war and conflict. With their knowledge of local situations in
a variety of countries, development agencies can challenge
Members of Pariament to choose the way of peace and human
development, rather than promoting trade in the weapons of war.
Thus local action leads to a global emphasis on the way of peace
and mutual support in a world of many needs.

Rev. John Johansen-Berg UfP Vice-President

Rev. John Johansen-Berg



Hannah makes friends with a guide dog

47%: Surprisingly, this box,
unequivocally giving up
Britain’s nuclear weapon,
was the most popular.
The reasons given, written
within seconds of ticking
the box, were impressive.

Setting a good example was several times mentioned.

Most of these answers were obtained from delegates
queueing to go into the Leader's speech, not from visitors to
the stall, so it was a fairly good random sample. By contrast
with these thoughtful responses, in Ed Miliband's Q&A
session, he was asked a carefully worded question on Trident
by a woman who specifically said she was not a unilateralist,
yet his reply merely reiterated that he was not a unilateralist,
and spoke vaguely about a minimum deterrent.
Visitors to the stand included Jim Murphy, Shadow Defence
Secretary, who accepted several pieces of literature and
promised to read them, although he did not stay long enough
to have a real in-depth debate. His speech to conference
made no reference to peace or disarmament, but a lot about
the welfare of ex-service personnel, including Labour Party
membership for £1.  Rather than becoming the Peace Party,
sadly the Labour Party is becoming more militaristic. A junior
shadow defence minister, Gemma Doyle, also stopped by
briefly, for a photo shoot and a few words.
A fair amount of literature was distributed, but not much was
sold, so it was not financially very rewarding. But then, that
is not the primary purpose of our presence. We can only keep
up our efforts until sanity and reason finally prevail.
My thanks to the team: Sheila, Harry (especially for
conducting the survey) and Luci (not forgetting Toby and
Hannah).

FRANK JACKSON

LABOUR STILL NOT THE PEACE PARTY
In 2012 the Labour Party (understandably, in its present
financial situation) decided it could no longer afford to
provide free stands to small organisations. Instead we were
offered a "reduced rate" stand, reduced, that is, compared
with commercial rates, but still a significant amount for
organisations such as UfP and Labour Action for Peace, with
whom we share the stand. However, after some discussion,
it was decided by both groups to go ahead. It was felt that it
was important that the peace movement should have a
presence at the conference, if only because otherwise the
very word peace might hardly get a mention!
Our stand was tucked away in a corner, near to a coffee bar.
There was a fairly good flow of passers-by, but the sight lines
were poor, so it did not stand out to attract attention from a
distance. This would have limited the impact of the usual
video, so only a static display was created. Those who did
pause to look at it saw a contrast between graphic images of
war on a black background and joyful images of peace on
white. It provoked a number of interesting conversations,
with general approval of our efforts. A mini-survey was
conducted, asking What Shall We do With Britain's
Nuclear Weapon? (a question notably absent from the
conference itself.) There were three possible answers: We
should 1. Keep it; 2. Negotiate it away; 3. Give it up uni-
laterally. Another column asked Why?, seeking a reason for
the choice, which produced some very interesting responses:

, 12%: Those tick-
ing this box generally gave
short answers. Security was
the keyword, sometimes
just the single word. One
added

.
 ,

41%: The desire to get rid
of nuclear weapons was evident. All those ticking this box
wanted efficient negotiations so that we could get rid of the
Bomb.

For some, negotiations were the future.
 Some made the cost a prime concern.

There was an understandable assumption that any nego-
tiations must be fair and efficient, and in good faith. In fact,
if such could be arranged, the great majority of participants,
including those ticking the ‘Keep it’ box, would be satisfied.
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A visitor fills in the survey

TRIDENT UPDATE: The Ministry of Defence (MoD) has
published its first annual report  on progress with the
Trident replacement programme. It outlines the work which
has been done since Initial Gate on the proposed new
submarines intended to replace the current Vanguard fleet,
and summarises how much has been spent to date on the
programme.
Since Initial Gate the main focus of the replacement pro-
gramme has been work on submarine system drawings and
the technical specifications required for the purchase of
equipment. To date £315 million has been spent out of a
total of £3 billion expenditure planned before the Main Gate
decision in 2016. £17 million has been spent on long lead
items for submarine construction, with further spending on
ling lead items, principally reactor items, expected in 2013.

£8 million will have been spent before the end of 2013 on
assessing the requirement for additional infrastructure in-
vestment. Claims by pro-Trident MPs that spending on the
programme is now irreversible are not supported by these
figures. Whether any amount at all should be spent is, of
course, a different question, but it is certainly not too late
for sense to prevail.
Overall expenditure is expected to remain within the 2006
White Paper estimates of £11-14 billion (at 2006/7 prices)
for Successor submarines, assuming a four boat fleet, and
that no delays are expected in delivering the current phase
of the programme by the Main Gate decision point in 2016.
A likely story, in the light of past experience. But the case
against spending any of it as strong as ever.



'Middle East -- Is Peace Possible?' was the urgently relevant
theme of UfP's Annual Conference (November 8 2012) at
the House of Commons under chairmanship of Jeremy
Corbyn MP. Eighty people heard speakers address political,
disarmament, media, faith-related and other aspects of the
Middle East multi-dimensional crisis, with Open Forum
giving participants opportunity for wide-ranging discussion. 

Opening the event, Jeremy Corbyn MP (Chair, Stop the War Coalition
and Parliamentary CND), stressed the nuclear weapons issue:
securing a Middle East Nuclear Weapons-Free Zone was vital for
regional peace and stability. Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty Review
Conferences had become 'obsessed' with Iran's nuclear weapons
potential, but IAEA inspections had reported Iran had no weapons-
grade uranium. Meaningful negotiations towards a Middle East
NWFZ had to include Iran and Israel. Dialogue was the only way
forward; military action against Iran would have seriously negative
consequences; military build-ups needed to be reduced. Criticising
David Cameron for arms sales to regimes "with questionable human
rights records", he declared: "the last thing the Middle East needs
now is more weapons!" He raised the question: "Is the West heavily
arming Saudi Arabia and the Gulf States to boost their interventions
in Syria and Bahrain?" The international community had to re-double
efforts towards settlement of the Israel/Palestine dispute: a just
peace for the Palestinians was "the key to Middle East peace".

Tim Llewellyn, former BBC Middle East Correspondent, on 'Middle
East Conflict Reporting', said UK media coverage of the region often
misrepresented or failed to report significant facts and
developments, especially in BBC coverage of the Israel/Palestine
dispute. Until 1970s UK politicians and media were overwhelmingly
pro-Israel, with the Palestinians ignored; 1970s-80s saw more
balanced BBC coverage – "I was able to report openly on the
Palestinian situation" – but around 2000-1 its impartial reporting
ended. In not faithfully reporting the Palestinians' case, the BBC
was failing in its obligation to be impartial; like most UK press, it was
'unbalanced', generally seeing the aggressor, Israel, as the one
aggressed against. Yet UK public opinion had shifted towards the
Palestinians,"because British people want fairness". BBC had
'approved' the Arab Spring, but had made no link with the
Palestinians' situation: like their fellow-Arabs across North Africa,
they naturally wanted to rise against their oppressors, and "Israel is
the biggest oppressor of Arabs in the Middle East". Public pressure
on BBC to give fair and balanced reporting was urgently needed. (In
Open Forum, the viewing of other TV news channels eg. Al Jazeera,
Russia Today, Sky News, etc. for different perspectives on
Israel/Palestine and Middle East generally, was  commended.)

Mr. Marwan Darweish, Senior Lecturer at Coventry University Centre
for Peace and Reconciliation Studies, had conducted surveys in
Israel/Palestine on Palestinian non-violent resistance after Israel
built its division Wall in 2002. "Israel regards non-violent protest as
'illegitimate'."  Lack of any real Israel-Palestine peace process, and
the fact violent resistance was ineffective against Israeli military
might, made non-violent resistance the Palestinians' only viable
option -- "and it confuses Israel."  It took various forms, 'defensive'
and 'offensive', used in different contexts: against the construction
of the Wall, against illegal settlements and settlers' hostile actions,
resisting Israeli seizures of Palestinians' lands and destruction of
their olive groves, protecting Palestinian children en route to school
by 'accompaniment', and other actions. The presence of
international supporters and observers greatly helped: "Palestinians
much value the sense of not being alone" and international
observers usually would not be readily attacked. Surveys showed
over 70% of Palestinians and over 50% of Israelis believed only
international pressure would cause Israel to change its policies and
establish a lasting peace.

UfP Chair Vijay Mehta urged consideration of the Northern Ireland
Good Friday Agreement and Peace Process as a model "for a long
term peaceful future for the Middle East, particularly the
Israel/Palestine conflict." Obstacles to the latter were clear:
Palestinians were "dealing with a right-wing Israeli government
unwilling to adopt moderate policies"; Israel had no consideration
for Palestinians' political rights and their daily struggle for survival;
inadequate condemnation by the international community of the
crimes of the occupation; the 'loss of hope' especially among
Palestinian youth, leading to resentment, anger and violence; USA
had the leverage to solve the dispute – but "the efforts of successive
US governments had been hindered by it not being an honest and
impartial broker."

Outlining the background to the 1998 Northern Ireland Peace
Agreement, V. Mehta said it had been achieved because all parties
had come together with UK and Irish  governments' involvement
and US engagement, and because it established genuine power-
sharing by Nationalists and Unionists with appropriate political
institutions, and reforming provisions on decommissioning, policing,
human rights and prisoner release. The resultant "relatively well-
functioning co-operation of a power-sharing government of
Unionists and Nationalists was a surprise to many". Northern
Ireland was now a very different place – "where increasingly
democratic politics and strictly enforced observation of human rights
and individual liberties rather than the threat and use of violence
determine the political process." While recognising this experience
as specific to Northern Ireland and not readily transplantable to
other countries, some general factors could be applicable to
Israel/Palestine. 

Such included an increasing "exhaustion with the conflict and its
violence": Israel/Palestine conflict had lasted sixty years and all
parties were longing for peace. The recognition neither side could
militarily "win" the Northern Ireland conflict had its parallel: Israel
and Palestine both had to live together and share scarce resources
of oil, food and water. Rising economic prosperity across Ireland in
1990s had been beneficial for peace: in Middle East, "international
funding which can lead to mutual prosperity for a peaceful solution"
was needed. Strong national and international leadership,and
greater efforts than earlier "to understand and address the fears
and vulnerabilities, perceived and very real ones" of both Northern
Ireland communities, had led to better conflict management
techniques. "Talking with terrorists and learning from the Northern
Ireland Peace Process is now held up as a beacon for conflict
resolution around the world." Despite the long history of the
Israel/Palestine dispute, it was a sign of hope "a majority of both
peoples say they prefer nonviolent methods to militaristic or violent
ones for achieving self-determination and security" and that "many
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2012 Annual Conference: MIDDLE EAST – IS PEACE POSSIBLE?
by a world religious leader for many years. Amid violence across the
region, and Muslim outrage over a US film attacking the Prophet, the
Pope declared his visit "a sign of fraternal encouragement and
solidarity" with Christians and all people of Lebanon and Middle East,
in their suffering and anxiety. Urging dialogue, inter-religious
tolerance and 'communion between people' as keys to peace, he
called for "silencing of weapons and cessation of all violence" and
condemned arms exports to Middle East as "a grave sin".
Tumultuous crowds, and the fact all factions including Hezbollah
welcomed his statement, spoke volumes of the region's deep
yearning for peace. 

Over the years, many faith leaders and inter-religious delegations
had visited the region, especially Israel/Palestine, meeting political
and religious leaders and urging peace. So far such efforts had been
unsuccessful; faith divisions continued to sharpen political conflicts
(eg. Sunni Saudi Arabia against Shia Iran). Yet the political triumph
of religious parties in Tunisia, Egypt and elsewhere after risings
initiated by mainly secular forces, showed faith could energise mass
movements for revolutionary political change across the region. The
challenge to all Abrahamic faith communities in the Middle East was
to be faithful to the peace dynamic in their respective traditions and
harness it for practical peace-building.

In Open Forum, it was recognised "fear of genocide is deep in Israeli
society due to the historic experience of the Jewish people": this had
to addressed."Israelis have to be persuaded their security depends
on the Palestinians having security too". It was also stated "Israel is
a 'Western' society in the Middle East": a lasting regional peace
required Israel  to "commit itself to be a Middle Eastern state and
society" (but it was  unclear what such would entail).

On the media, it was evident that various Jewish groups put
pressure on the BBC to give a pro-Israeli version of Israel/Palestine
events. Israel was a ‘de facto’ member of the European Union for
trade, and this should be challenged: economic sanctions against
Israel, if such could be implemented, would be a powerful pressure
to force it to change its policies (e.g. on illegal settlements). The role
of the UN, which had condemned Israel’s building of its division Wall,
needed to be strengthened on this issue, and a major international
conference on Israel/Palestine and Middle East peace, was now an
urgent priority. Now that the US presidential election was in the past,
it was incumbent on President Obama to lead such fresh initiatives
for a just and lasting Israel/Palestine settlement in his second term.
Prospects for such a solution were more difficult now than a decade
ago, because of the growth of illegal settlements, and because
“Israeli politics have shifted to the right” partly as a consequence of
Jewish immigration from Russia and Central Asia. A Palestinian
present  said justice was the issue across the Middle East, even with
Arab states; some Palestinians had more freedom in Israel than
some fellow-Arabs in some Arab regimes. ‘Democratising’ the UN so
the voices of Middle Eastern peoples could be heard more readily,
and the potential role of new ‘Arab Spring’ regimes in securing
peace, were other issues raised in a lively session highlighting the
complexity of Middle East problems.

Concluding, Vijay Mehta thanked all speakers and participants, and
stated UfP would seek to take further the key issues.

Report by BRIAN COOPER
(NOTE: This conference was held before the November 2012 Israeli conflict with Hamas-

ruled Gaza, and before UN General Assembly voted overwhelmingly to upgrade

Palestine's UN status to observer state.)

people are working on peaceful
solutions that respect the rights of
peoples on both sides." Lessons
and processes from Northern
Ireland's experience could be
helpful towards achieving such a
much-needed peace.

Rev.Brian Cooper, UfP Inter-Faith
Secretary, discussing  'Towards
Middle East Peace: Religious
Dimensions', said the vacuum
caused by the collapse of secular
ideologies – Arab Socialism, secular
Arab Nationalism and secular Pan-
Arabism – had been filled by the
rise of Islamism, a fundamentally

spiritual resurgence with enormous political  significance. Already
before the fall of Communism, the 1979 Iranian Revolution of
Ayatollah Khomeini had rejected Western models of society and
unleashed anti-Western Muslim radicalism. Historically, the Middle
East was birthplace of the three Abrahamic faiths – Judaism,
Christianity, Islam –  whose historic experience had ranged from
peaceful toleration to bitter rivalry and conflict, with all  tragically
misused for political power-play. Predominant Islam was divided
between Shia and Sunni traditions, the former the majority in Iran
and Iraq, Bahrain and Yemen, the latter in North Africa and much of
the region) with Ismaili, Druze, Alawi and Sufi as smaller groups. For
regional geo-political factors, Shia-Sunni relations were currently
deteriorating. 

Christianity, notably important in East Arab lands, was represented
by the ancient Churches of the East (Armenian, Coptic, Orthodox,
etc) as well as Protestants and Catholics: all had known conditions
from toleration to Christian-Muslim tensions and harassment. As a
result of US/West's wars in the region, widely perceived as attacks
on Islam, Christians felt endangered: in Egypt, Coptic Christians,
some 10% of the population, faced an uncertain future, with over
100,000 leaving since Mubarak's fall. In Iraq, Christians had lived
usually peacefully under Islam for 1400 years, but the US/UK
invasion had aroused anti-Christian extremism: Iraq's Christian
population had fallen from 1.4 million to 250,000 since 2003. Many
Christians had fled Syria, too. 

The visit of Pope Benedict XVI to Lebanon (September 2012) as a
'peace mission' had been the most significant and high-profile one

Jeremy Corbyn MP Tim Llewellyn Marwan Darweish

Pluto Press – £ 19.99
ISBN: 978-0-7453-3287-1

Marwan Darweish is
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REVIEW: The Glorious Art of Peace - From the Iliad to Iraq
"

(Plato)". John Gittings
sets out to refute these ideas.  He contrasts the number of
books on war displayed in bookshops with those on peace:
Clausewitz, Machiavelli and Sunzi appear, but not Erasmus.
Yet there is a great deal of literature on peace, which does
not get the publicity it deserves. And the impression given
by this imbalance is not borne out by the statistics: there
have been more 'peaces' than 'wars' in human history.
One apparently damning statistic is that "In over 3,400
years of documented human history, only 250 have been
years of peace." But a small local conflict is counted the
same as the two world wars in this calculation. Estimates of
the total number of deaths due to war range from 1 to 3.6
billion since 3600 BC - a huge figure, until you compare it
with the total number of humans who have lived and died
over the same period, estimated by Gittings as not less than
100 billion. Partial statistics are very misleading.
Other myths that Gittings tackles include the alleged eco-
nomic benefits of war and preparation for war, and that
war/aggression is irrevocably part of human nature. There
have been spin-offs for civilian industries, but many adverse
effects, too. Aggression is only one aspect of human behav-
iour; cooperation is much more common. The development
of human civilisation would have been impossible otherwise.
Much of this would be unsurprising to most peace activists.
Less familiar is the analysis of the texts that colour our
perception of human history. Homer's  is not a  simple
tale of unmitigated conflict; there is a great deal about
peace in it. Classical Greek times were not just a series of
wars; there were long intervals of peace and diplomacy. In
China during the 'period of the Warring States', there were
many intense discussions on war and peace, directly criticis-
ing the militarism of the time. Meanwhile the everyday
existence of the ordinary Chinese people continued.
In further chapters Gittings covers the Middle Ages, the
Renaissance with Erasmus and Shakespeare, the Enlighten-
ment to The Hague. He shows that there were always
alternatives to war. From the beginning there was a counter-
vailing narrative of demands for peace, criticism of war, and
pacific humanism. St Augustine did not spell out a Theory
of Just War; this had to be pieced together from scattered
passages in writings over many years. His major works
devoted much more space to peace. The growth of peace
consciousness continued in the 18th and 19th centuries,
albeit with many setbacks, culminating in the apparent
though short-lived triumph of the 1899 Hague Peace Confer-
ence, inspired by Tsar Nicholas II. The outbreak of the First
World War in 1914, the post-war settlement, the Versailles
Treaty, the League of Nations with its successes and
'failures', and the World Disarmament Conference in 1932
are covered. Again there were alternatives, had the powers
fulfilled their obligations; in particular, had the conference
taken place earlier and produced an effective agreement.
For today's peace campaigners the post-WW2 period is the
most directly relevant. Why has the UN's noble aim "To save
succeeding generations from the scourge of war ... " not
been achieved? The first question was whether peace could

be maintained by democratic decision of
the whole international community, or
would it depend entirely on the great
powers. The establishment of the Securi-
ty Council, with its five veto-wielding
permanent members, determined that it
would be the latter. When they, and
especially, of course, the two super-pow-
ers, fell out and the cold war started, the
door was opened for armed conflicts to
proliferate, from Korea to Syria.
Among historians of the cold war, the overwhelming view is
that its development was inevitable. Gittings challenges this.
There is a catalogue of missed opportunities, which could
have transformed the situation. While having no illusions
about the nature of the Stalinist regime, a number of Soviet
overtures (and later by China) could have been responded
to constructively rather then being rejected out of hand.
Why was there this failure? In a word: Fear.
In the penultimate chapter, Gittings covers fairly familiar
ground. The ups and downs of the peace movement are
related to the vagaries of international scene. Nuclear
weapons loom over everything in the 50s and 60s, and
again in the 80s, but fade from public consciousness after
the end of the cold war.  The relationship between peace,
disarmament and development starts to become recognised.
The greatest failure was in global peace-keeping, yet it was
not the UN but the major powers which refused to give it
the autonomy, authority and resources it needed. Then
came the Gulf War, 9/11 and the Iraq War. Sadly, this
section to some extent undermines his general thesis. The
(mis)leaders who chose war rather than law knew what
they were doing, and are still unrepentant.
Finally, there is an attempt to draw a balance sheet on
matters of peace and war for the 21st century. There are
pluses and minuses, more of the latter, but still enough of
the former to allow  an optimistic note to end on: "Much has
been done, but much more remains to be done. Instead of
taking refuge in pessimistic 'realism' about the inevitability
of war, we need to recognize the essential reality that there
is only one world and one future and ... to take an optimistic
view of the human potential for peace."
That Mankind's history is not one of almost unremitting
conflict, Gittings has succeeded in demonstrating, as he set
out to do. His plea for governments to provide human
security and good governance across the whole world is one
we can all endorse. But it is too simplistic. The capitalist
imperative to make profit, and hence the pressure for
continuous growth, applies to the military/industrial com-
plex as much as to any other branch of the economy. New
demand is created by periodic armed conflicts. When Presi-
dent Obama (Nobel Peace Laureate!) can personally choose
targets for assassination by drones, it is more than misper-
ception at play; it is a crime. We have to be optimistic, or
we would simply give way to despair. This important book
can help to sustain our optimism and is a worthwhile
contribution to the literature. But we must also have no
illusions about the magnitude of the task we face.

FRANK JACKSON
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THE Glorious ART of PEACE: From the Iliad to Iraq, by John
Gittings, OUP, ISBN 978-0-19-957576-3, hardback £18.99



George William Cox, who died on August 23, 2012,
aged 95, is very fondly remembered by many older
generation former-WDC UfP members, who recall
his devoted activism and support for World
Disarmament Campaign from its earliest years, and
his doughty peace campaigning through other
organisations, especially the Christian Peace
Conference (CPC). 

George proudly proclaimed himself ‘A Pacifist, a
Socialist and a Unitarian,’ and these three ethical,
political and religious allegiances and inspirations
united in his deep anti-war and peacebuilding
commitment. He often quoted Tennyson’s vision of
the future – “the Parliament of man, the Federation
of the world” – (Locksley Hall) as his abiding hope.

In World War Two he was a conscientious objector, granted
unconditional exemption from military service. After a
distinguished career in Customs and Excise, he retired from the
Civil Service in 1976, and then became the Social Responsibility
Secretary of the Unitarian Churches, in which role he put
disarmament and world peace at the forefront of his
denominational and ecumenical endeavours. Personally, he and
his wife Gwen were members for 28 years of Bessels Green
Unitarian Church while they lived in Sevenoaks. Gwen was his
devoted co-worker for peace: they went on anti-Bomb marches
and other peace demos together, and shared a common interest
in visiting fellow-Unitarians in Communist Eastern Europe,
especially in Hungary. George’s deep concern to build ‘Bridges of
Peace’ across the Cold War East-West divide, was also expressed
in his keen involvement in the British and international Christian
Peace Conference. He participated in its key events in East and
West Germany, Budapest, Prague, Moscow and elsewhere. He
wrote the essay “Towards a World Peace Movement” in British
CPC’s publication for the landmark 1985 All-Christian Peace
Assembly in Prague. He was also active on peace issues in the
International Association for Religious Freedom. In all these
global forums he argued consistently and cogently for
disarmament as the key to ending the scourge of war. Most

appropriately, for several years he represented
WDC on the NGO Committee for Disarmament at
the UN in Geneva.

A pioneer member of World Disarmament
Campaign from its launch in 1980, George Cox
served on both its Council and Executive
Committee during 1980s-90s, becoming Vice-
Chair by 1987 and Vice-President in 1993. He was
very active in the 1980-82 national campaign to
collect signatures in support of the disarmament
programme for the 1982 UN Second Special
Session on Disarmament; his meeting in London
with representatives of the Niwano Peace
Foundation of Japan led to several million
signatures being collected in that country.

As Secretary of WDC’s International Committee, he reported on
his work in Geneva and other UN affairs, and was primarily
responsible for the British peace NGOs’ document “A New
Disarmament Agenda” presented to the Geneva NGO Committee
(a response to Boutros-Ghali’s “Agenda for Peace”), leading to its
1995 “Unfinished Disarmament Agenda” publication. After retiring
from his Unitarian position, George served as a volunteer for
several years at WDC’s Blythe Street office in Bethnal Green, and
was also very committed to WDC’s Annual Weekend of Services
for Peace and Disarmament, in his later years organising events
at Manchester College Chapel, Oxford.

At the centre of WDC affairs for over two decades, and a
dedicated supporter until age and infirmity made attendance at
its events impossible (he and Gwen made the 2006 AGM their
last), George Cox made a memorably significant contribution to
its endeavours for world peace. He is remembered with gratitude
for all he did – and for his inspiration and encouragement to
others, his strong peace advocacy, forthright expression of his
views and lively humour. Personally, I also recall him as a most
amiable companion on our several ‘expeditions’ together to peace
conferences across Europe.

Brian Cooper UfP Co-ordinator
(Sadly, Gwen passed away on December 14, 2012, aged 98)

At the centre of the major geopolitical events of our era, Kofi
Annan was seventh Secretary-General of the United Nations,
serving two terms from 1997-2006. Annan and the UN were
jointly awarded the 2001 Nobel Peace Prize, the citation praising
his leadership “For bringing new life to the organisation.”
Interventions, his personal history of the UN and review of the
key crises of the past two decades, gives unique insight into the
processes of global diplomacy, and the problems and prospects
for UN action.

Born in Ghana in 1938, Annan was the first UN Secretary-General
from Sub-Sahara Africa, and the first elected from within the UN:
his previous service included the World Health Organisation in
Geneva, the economic Commission for Africa, and early-mid-
1990s as UN Under-Secretary for Peacekeeping. From this vast
experience – “from the struggle against HIV/AIDS to girls’
education, development in Africa to post-tsunami relief work,
advancing human rights and rule of law to insisting sovereignty
(involves) both rights and responsibilities” – he determined his
mission as Secretary-General was to bring the UN “closer to the
peoples whom it was founded to serve”, with every individual’s
“aspirations for security, development, health and human rights”
at the core of all its endeavours. In a world unprecedently united
by technology, communications and global institutions, yet
increasingly fragmented by economic, ethnic and religious
tensions, he urged all levels of the human community “to
embrace the responsibilities of citizenship”. Annan does not
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WDC Pioneer – George Cox (1916-2012)

Kofi Annan: A Life for Peace
conceal his deep frustration and disappointment over several key
occasions when the international community lacked the will and
resources (even the interest) to act decisively to avert or stop
mass human suffering.

Seared by major so-called ‘UN failures’ over Somalia, Rwanda,
Bosnia and Darfur, Annan achieved acceptance for the ground-
breaking doctrine of Responsibility to Protect, first succesfully
implemented with the Australia-led UN intervention in East Timor
in 1999. Yet Kosovo revealed the dilemmas and dangers of
“humanitarian intervention” without UN authorisation, a
precedent for the US-UK invasion of Iraq, which as Annan clearly
shows, not only caused over 100,000 civilian casualties, but
caused huge damage to the international system.

From discussing successes and failures with UN reform, the
‘transformative role’ of the Millenium Development Goals in the
fight against poverty, and his frustration over lack of a
‘comprehensive’ political solution to the Israel/Palestine dispute,
to frank comments on states’ actions (e.g. “for much of the
international community [post-9/11] the greatest threat to world
peace came not from Saddam, but from an enraged and vengeful
United States”) and his conviction UN makes possible “new
dreams  being realised in every part of the world”, Annan makes
a revealing and compelling case for a strengthened UN as key to
world peace.

Kofi Annan, Interventions (Allen Lane £25) ISBN: 9781-846-14297-0.
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Vijay Mehta’s reflections on India visit 2012 
Book launches and Peace Award

Vijay Mehta's India trip was for two weeks in November 2012
where three book discussions of The Economics of Killing took
place in Delhi, Mumbai and Hyderabad. During the stay, he also
received a peace and justice award from iCONGO (Indian
Confederation of NGO's www.icongo.in)

It is noteworthy that while most of Europe and US is beset by
financial crisis, India continues to grow at 6.7% per year.
However, $40 billion of this new found wealth is being spent on
wrong priorities as India is arming itself to the hilt, in 2011 becom-
ing the world's largest weapon importer, while 500 million of its
citizens have hardly any access to food, shel-
ter and healthcare.

India is more and more emulating the West
and turning itself into a consumerist, materi-
alistic  and corrupt society. It begs the ques-
tion what can India really contribute to the
world? India's population will overtake China
by 2030. India is the fifth largest economy in
the world. India is a country which through
Mahavir, Gautum Buddha and Gandhi gave
the gift of peace and nonviolence to the
world. So why is the country going on the
path of heavily militarising itself to becoming
a warmongering country? How can India, by
its increasing soft power, contribute to solve

some of the major global problems of today and build an ethical
world to end violence, terrorism and wars?

To highlight India's increasing military spending 3 book discus-
sions took place in Delhi, Mumbai and Hyderabad. The events
were well attended by public and media, followed by vibrant Q/A
sessions. The discussions were preceded by the UfP  film "Change
the World" inspired by the book The Economics of Killing. The film
also highlights the campaign 4D for World Peace – a holistic initia-
tive for uniting the four strands of disarmament, demilitarisation,
development and democracy. The core message of the film and

the book is disarming and demilitarising the world
with the savings thus achieved to be deployed for
poverty reduction, promotion of peace, develop-
ment and democracy. For photos and media cov-
erage of the events in different cities, please visit
the Uniting for Peace website's Latest News sec-
tion on home page: www.unitingforpeace.com 

While in India, Vijay Mehta received the Global
Indian Karmaveer (Action hero) Puraskaar (Award)
by iCONGO (International Confederation of
NGO's). He is now a noble-laureate 2012 – 2013
of the iCONGO team of advisors and mentors
(www.icongo.in). It is an award for outstanding
luminaries working for peace and social justice.

Spring Conference and AGM 2013
Linking 2Ds: Democracy and

Development for Global Peace
SPEAKERS:

Tony Simpson 
Dr. Thomas Davies

Vijay Mehta

Director,  Bertrand Russell Peace Foundation
Lecturer,  International Politics, City University London
Chair,  Uniting for Peace

Saturday 20 April 2013
10.30am – 4.30pm 

Nearest Tube Stations: Old Street or Moorgate

Wesley’s Chapel, 49 City Road, London EC1Y 1AU

Vijay Mehta receives the ‘Action
Hero’ award from iCONGO’s

representative


