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Preface

At a time when America, with Europe in tow, is leading the world to war—whether Cold or Hot remains to be
seen—it is useful to re-read articles which appear&@simPolitical Reviewin 1991: shortly after the collapse of
the Soviet Union: a time when there there was just one Super-Power.

In the generation since 1990 ‘The West[ failed to draw a willing Russia into its orbit and instead set about
weakening, dismembering, and encircling it: all with the willing cooperation of a bunch of starry-eyed innocents
in the Kremlin. The result was a dire deterioration of internal living standards in the former Soviet Union and
mayhem in international affairs—with no Power willing to curb the inane policies of the sole Super-Power.

With no Vetoes exercised on the Security Council, the UN became an instrument of Imperial aggression—until
President Putin, who has taken his country in hand, called a halt.

Eileen Courtney
July 2014

Irish Political Review is a magazine which has been in existence in
1986. It was a follow-on from the Irish Communist. There was
much interesting material produced in Irish Political Review, both
stimulating to thought and giving an account of what was
happening in society. At this lapse of time, the Irish Political
Review provides a historical record of what happened a generation
ago. Problems Of Capitalism proposes to issue selections of
articles from these early magazines, not necessarily because it
would stand over every word that was said, but as an aid to
recalling what is in many ways a different world.
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Irag, America, And
International Law

December 1990 was the hundreds anniversary of the military operation of the American Army against
an Indian tribe at Wounded Knee. It was the last campaign that the Union found it necessary to
prosecute against the native Indians of that continent, which have been reduced to a tiny, demoralised
minority, bereft of land and culture. Nowadays, American ambitions are focussed on a larger stage.
The Irish Political Review is pleased to print below the edited transcript of a speech analysing
American foreign policy in the context of the Irag/Kuwait conflict, given by Brendan Clifford
to the Cork University Labour Club on November 19th, 1990.

For the first time in half a century the neutral nationsVar era. France was included among the Veto Powers at
have no role whatsoever in world affairs because @hurchill's insistence. France contributed nothing in
what has happened in the United Nations in these pgstrticular to the defeat of Germany and its allies in the
three or four months. Neutral nations used to haveSecond World War, in fact, it made peace with them. But
functional role when the world was divided basically}Churchill had decided that France was to be one of the
between two major military and political blocs. ThisGreat Powers in the post-War world. And America saw
division created space for small states that saw themseltieat China under Chiang Kai-shek was given a Veto.
as having something independent to contribute to worBiut, basically, it was an arrangement made between
affairs to make an attempt to do so. They could tadkritain, America and Russia to impose what it called
between the two power blocs. But the conflict of powelinternational law" on the world, and to exempt
blocs has disappeared during the past year and now themselves from international law. Exemption of the
world order is American oligarchy exercised throughPowers that made the United Nations from the functioning
the medium of the United Nations. of the United Nations as a law enforcement body was an

essential component of the United Nations. Without it,

It has been said by many people, including Condhe United Nationsould not have been set up. None of
Cruise O'Brieninthe first week of the crisis, that the nethe Great Powers would have agreed to the establishment
state of affairs in the world has caused the Uniteof an international body that could act against them.
Nations to become what it was originally intended to be.

The United Nations over the years was the sort of
The Soviet Union has suffered internal politicabrganisation that attracted idealists to work in it, to staff
collapse, but not the destruction of its military power. Itg, and these people had a very rosy idea of what the
military power remains as it was but it doesn't knownited Nations was, or could be. They were on the one
what it stands for in the world at this juncture and it iand. And, on the other hand, there were the politicians
preoccupied with trying to keep itself together. Andyvho sat on the Security Council, who were absolutely
China seemsto be very eager to compensate in Ameriggical about the idealism of the United Nations. They
opinion for what it did in Tiananmen Square in thqised the ideology of the United Nations, but they
Summer of 1989. And it is of no great consequence gfiscounted it as fast as they used it. It meant nothing to
it now what happens in the Middle East, so it wilkthem. The United Nations was a form of power politics.
ingratiate itself by not using its Veto. And the fact that the Powers constituting it set up exemp-
tions for themselves from international law: that became
So, for all practical purposes, the Veto, as it has maae irritant to each of the Great Powers in its relations with
the United Nations functional for the past 45 years, nfe others.Each side obviously considered that it was
longer exists. And Conor Cruise O'Brien says now thatorally entitled to dominate the post-War world. Britain,
the United Nations is finally becoming what it wasafter twenty years, got sort of phased out of Great Power
intended to be. Now | can see no grounds whatsoever falitics with the end of its Empire. So, what it came down
that statement, because the Veto was an essential cagwas the Soviet Union and the United States, each of
ponent of the United Nations. The United Nations wagem building up its armies, and each of them using its
made by the United States, Britain and Russia, the thrggto as it considered expedient in the Security Council.
great Powers that won the Second World War antind, unless all five were agreed, the Security Council
decided to share the world between them in the posieuld not do anything, which meant that they could not
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act against each other, or against each other's clienade its Judgement, and yet had no way of implementing
states, through the United Nations. its Judgement. Only the Security Council could imple-
ment its Judgement, and when it came up forimplement-
Whether another arrangement was possible | do@tion by the Security Council, the United States vetoed
know: whether you could have had a United Nations ndt And that was the end of international law as anything
dominated in law, as well as fact, by a couple of Greatdependent of the Security Council. So thatthe Security
Powers. | doubtit very much. But, in any case, this waouncil is both the judge and the policeman, in real
the arrangement. Law was to be imposed on all therms, of what it called international law. And the five
states, except the states that were most likely to commermanent members remain exempt from international
aggressions. Thatwas clearly understood between thdaw.
And most of the aggressions since 1945 have been
committed by the United States or by Russia, and the You cannot credibly have a system of international
United Nations has had no function with regard to thodaw from which the major aggressors are exempt. But

aggressions, because the United States and Russia wegething worked after a fashion so long as the major
exempt from international law. aggressors were divided into two major blocs. The

Vetoes on either side cancelled each other out. Two
There is an institution called theternational Court Wrongs made a sort of right.

and, if you look up the Charter of the United Nations, you
will find that the International Court s called joelicial Now what happened, essentially, in August 1989,
organof the United Nations. The International courtvas that the United Nations fell into the hands of the
was never taken seriously until Nicaragua appealed tdftree Western Powers of 1945, and became their
in 1984. The International Court was made up accordifgstrument for remoulding the world.
to a formula by Judges from the five or six different
divisions of the world. The Nicaraguan case was so openEverybody has heard about the Soviet Veto over the
and shut that the International Court found against thé&ars, but the American Veto has been used just as
United States and in favour of Nicaragua for the bombirgffectively, and the French and the Chinese Veto—they
of harbour installations, for the mining of its harbourshave all been used. The Allies who fought the Second
for the financing of insurgency movements, for thvorld War had a fundamental difference of opinion as
waging of psychological warfare, for training the Contrad0 what the post-War world should be. And each of them
for a whole range of things. There were about tefgconstructed the bit of the world under its influence
different charges brought by Nicaragua against the Unit@gcording to its own ideas, and tried to encroach on the
States, and the International Court voted twelve judgéghere of interest of the other. And that has been
to three that the US had broken the law. The three agaifasically the politics of the past 45 years.

were, as far as | remember, the United States itself,
Britain, and either France or Japan. So what happens when one of the parties to this major

dispute in the world disappears? Itis not a system of law

Now what happens with a Judgement of th&nobstructed by the Veto that comes into being. Itis that
International Court? That is the only major judgemerfine side of the dispute of 1945 considers that the world
it ever gave that | know of. It said that the United Staté¥w belongs to it. And that, it seems to me, is what
should immediately stop doing what it was doing, andappened in early August, 1990.
that it should pay an immense sum to Nicaragua for the
damage caused. Now, since there is talk these days off hatcher was on vacation in the United States; the
bringing Saddam Hussain before some internation@nding of the Cold War raised the problem of what was
tribunal to make him pay for the damage done in Kuwaig0ing to be done with NATO. The logical thing, if you
itis interesting that this only award made by the Court ¢felieved all that had been said for the previous 40 years,
the United Nations was simply set aside by the Unitetias that, since the Warsaw Pact was dissolving, NATO
States in the Security Council when it came up foghould also dissolve, because NATO was supposed to
discussion. The International Court is a Court withoutave the exclusive function of countering the threat of

any independent means of putting its Judgements irffee Warsaw Pact forces to Western Europe. It had very
effect and the USA vetoed implementation of th&learterms of reference. But Thatcher made it clear that

Nicaraguan Judgement. she did not want NATO dissolved.

A system of law that has no means of putting its own Now I think that, in the short term, it would have been
judgements into effectis an absurdity, it simply isn't lawreasonable to keep NATO in being to ensure that the
To have law you have to have a body of laws which calvarsaw Pact forces actually were dissolved, because a
be broken, and you have to have some sort ofindependkmtas been said in this past year, but very little has been
judicial tribunal that can make judgements, and you haw®ne, so the actual army, whatever itis called, in the east,
to have a police force that willimplement the judgementsemains in being, therefore the army in the west should
Now the International Court of Justice is a court whiclhemain in being.
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But that wouldn't do, because you have popularorld if there is the threat of a major military conflict
pressure for winding down military budgets in Americagyoing on than they would be if the military confrontation
and Britain. So Thatcher and Bush raised the possibilitf the past 45 years was all superseded and a different
of using NATO for other purposes, using NATO'fout  kind of development occurred. So both of them had
of area" operations, as they call it. This discussiovested interests in having a major crisis in the Summer
evolved in May and June, 1990, and a lot of people weoé 1990.
discontented at the thought of NATO being used for out ) )
of area operations. Notgut of area’bperations means ' 10M what has come out, it seems that American
that you have a world police force in the interests dfiPlomacy indicated to Saddam Hussain that if he took
Britain and the United States, and France is somehdlirect action to settle his dispute with Kuwait, American
going along with it, though it has never been as enthy&0uld not consider it any of its business.
iastic about these things as Britain or the United States o o
have. So that we have this massive army (assuming thd VoW Kuwait is undoubtedly one of the most artificial
Warsaw Pact is going to disintegrate), this massiviates on _earth. Basw_ally, P_(uwalt is a landlord §|tt|ng
Anglo-American army, looking for things to do. And theOVer an oilwell. The oil sh_elkhdoms were ponstltuted
signs, as | read them, say that they contrived somethimjo a state_for western political and economic purposes,
for themselves to do. They had to have a war. If thd)’ Separating the oil of the Arab world from the people
were going to keep their armies in being as a ﬂourishil:g the Arab world. There are arange of minuscule states
military alliance, they had to have a war, otherwise th&°"d the Gulf. They are tiny little states. Ireland is a

armies would have been eroded. And the indications ai@all state, but all of these together probably would not
that they contrived this war in the Middle East. even add up to the population of Ireland. There are about
six families, that own something like two-thirds of the

The strange thing, in this time of instant and univers¥f0rld's oil, made up into states for Western strategic
communications, is that any sense of history in the neWsPOSEs.

has been wiped out. People can't remember what o4 is 4 |arge country, comparatively speaking, in the
happened three months ago, never mind what happengghqie ast, and a comparatively poor country in the
over the past forty-five years, with regard to the Unitegh;jqje East, that has to work for a living. Ithas some oil.
Nations. | know that in England you have had totatere gre other states there without any oil. The contrast
control of the news by the Government—and the fagh standards of living between Yemen and Kuwait is
that the Labour Party has not been a real Opposition 9y ething fantastic. Kuwait, Qatar and the United Arab
the last ten years has facilitated it. Really the news !i;smirates have the highest per capital gross domestic
Governmenthand-outs. And Governmenthandouts Will.oqyct in the world. That is not because they produce
not fill in the real background to this crisis. anything. Thatis because oil is taken up from under their

But, in America, where you have more flourishingdeserts and they are paid fantastic sums of money. Itis
newspaper media, the background has been to sofif¥ that they have any particular use for the oil. The
extent filled in. And the background is that |Americafndustrialised world needs the oil and the USA and
diplomacy set up this conflict between Iraq and Kuwaf8ritain have constituted these tribes into states so that
in order to have a conflict that would justify thethey can keep control of the oil.

cont|.nuat|c_>n of m."'t‘f’“y power. Because another What happened between Kuwait and Iraq seems to

consideration, again, is that everybody was assuming a - .

i . ave beenthatthe oilin one of the major wells has outlets

year ago, that what you were going to have in future was . ) o

. . . N both Irag and Kuwait, and Kuwait was not abiding by

economic competition. But the two great States whic .

i , : agreements as to the amount of oil that was to be taken

were least fitted to profit from a transformation of the

Cold War into an era of economic competition, the twﬁlrg;lﬁnyglvrig%eeirt'slr?\?atso?;:i?]e Viltes w troatgijwaﬁgx
states least fitted to flourish in that situation, wer 9 a9 ' 9 broperty. '

Britain and the United States, which were the two majoruwalt is stinking rich. It didn't need the money this

military powers in the West. Britain has undoubtedlextra oil brought in.So, presuma_bly, it was doing it
. : . ecause somebody suggested that it would be a welcome
been going down economically for a very long time, an

in recent vears Japan has dot a verv clear edge over?ﬁt towards the Western world (a plentiful supply of oil
y P 9 y 9 anthe world market helped to ensure a low price for oil).

United States economically. Sothese were two econonjic

: : Ut it is a serious matter for a country that has got a
Powers still very, very powerful, but no longer in the; . . . :
. imited amount of oil to have this 600,000 people with
ascendant, and in an era of peaceful economj

. . fe highest standard of living in the world breaking an
competition, their power would undoubtedly be eroded. : o

. a%reement as to how their common pool of oil is to be
The two coming Powers were Japan and Germany, an

. : used.

you have other minor Powers like South Korea.
Capitalism is flourishing least in its heartlands these It also seems that, during the Iran/Iraq War, Kuwait,
days, and it is taking off in other places. So that Britaifor no good reason, extended its boundaries and

and the United States remain far more important in th@croached on Iraqi territory.
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These states, you see, were all drawn up on the spuagowerful state in 1980, as a result of fighting this war,
the moment by Sir Percy Cox and Gertrude Bell in 192@ade itself into a powerful state, and it was decided in
These were the expert Arabists in the British Foreigiihe United States that something had to be done about
Office who thought they knew everything. They wer¢his.
there in Baghdad in 1920 deciding what the Middle East
was, and they drew their lines on the map to be the statesKuwait was encouraged to provoke Iraqg, and Iraq was
And, when they found that Kuwait and Qatar and theggven to understand that direct action against Kuwait
places had oil on them there was no question but thabuld notbe consideredtoinfringe on Americaninterests.
these would be the states. And, in those days, there was
the question of surrounding Saudi Arabia. Saudi Arabia |t doesn't seem that in Britain there was any great

then was quite a different thing from what it is now. Itoncern about Iraq until very late. Because, when the
was avery vigorous body of people, and itwas threatenipgws about the 'super-gun' came out in May 1990, the
to take over the whole peninsula, so Saudi Arabia had@gitish Foreign Office did not want to know about it. It

be bottled up. So, for one reason or another, Westafad to be forced on its attention by the newspapers. The
strategic interests determined that all these comic-opeggtish Foreign Office still saw itself as the ally of Iraq,

states should be set up and used against the main bodigg Iraq as the main supporter of, not so much Western
of the Arab people. economic interests, as Western political standards in the

Middle East, because it was a secular Arab state.
The rulers of Kuwait gained an advantage for

themselves during the Iran/lrag War, in which Iraq was
actually defending them against the Iranian revolutior}].
Kuwait, Saudi Arabia and all of those states were terriﬁeﬁ#J

by what was happening in Iran. There was a real thre what to do with NATO; the imminence of political

to them from the popularIslam|cfundamentallsmwhm@evelopment in the Common Market—apparently

had won state power in Iran. It wanted to upset theéruggestedto both Bush and Thatcher (and this is supported

delightful little apple-cart. Resurgent fundamentalisnb the instantaneous response to the occupation of

inthe shape of Iran, was threatening to spread OUta"O\fgﬂwait by both of them on 2nd August 1990, and the fact

the Middle East in the way that the Wahhabi fundament:- : o
. ; . . at the UN Resolutions were passed within hours of the
alism of Saudi Arabia had threatened to do in the 1920s. .
: occupation) that they could restructure the world more to
And Irag was used to contain Iran. It was urged to make "\ ". : ) . .
. . their liking by using Kuwait was the occasion of setting
war on Iran. It was financed by the West during the :
. dp anew world order as they called it. And the New
course of the war with Iran.

World Order was basically to be the world policed by
There is a history of the Iran/iraq War that wadritain and America, the two great military Powers of

published earlier this Summer by an Arab, and there ydi¢ United Nations, once the Soviet Union and China

have the passing remark that, of course, Irag’s allies /g€ neutralised.

the oil-rich monarchies of Kuwait and Saudi Arabia. . . . . o
Now, until this Summer, that was how it was. Iraq had Within America, but certainly not within Britain, you

fought a major war on behalf of itself, fair enough (it id2d People of influence prepared to stand up and ridicule
a secular Arab state, not a fundamentalist Islamic statB}/Sh for the comparison of Saddam with Hitler, and
but also was seen as acting in the interests of everythipiggPared to say they wouldn't stand for it. At the height
that was not popular fundamentalism in the Arab worl@ the war-mongering in August, they were questioning

and particularly as the defender of Kuwait and Saudfpe validity of the Bush-Thatcher policy, and because of
Arabia. that the probability of war decreased. It could still

happen, because Bush is going to look absurd if he pulls
The last thing the Kuwaitis needed was more moneguit.

But, instead of facilitating Iraq in every way it could as
its defender against the Iranian fundamentalist threat, it But what | am saying is basically that his has got
broke its agreements with regard to the use of thabsolutely nothing to do withternational law And, if
common pool of oil, and encroached on its territory angde look at the Security Council, which passed those
to have conspired with the United States to aggravaResolutions, we have the five permanent states, but then
Irag this Summer. For it seems that the United State#ithe other states, from five or six divisions in the world,
rather than Britain saw that Iraq, as a result of fighting ire all taking their turns to sit on the Security Council as
war in the Middle East for ten years, and incurringiphers. To have a Security Council Resolution that is
something like a million casualties, had made itself inteffective you have to have the five permanent states and
a major state in the region. Because, at the beginnirfigur others.
Irag was not a major state. Iraq itself was on the verge
of disintegration in 1975 as a result of the Shah of Iran When we were being told since August wtilie
funding the Kurdish Rebellion. So Iraq, which was notvorld had decided"we were never told which states

This view changed because of the convergence of a
mber of different things in July—the state of affairs in
world resulting from Soviet confusion; the problem
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constituted the world for the purpose of deciding its The safe thing for these small states to do was to raise
destiny in the Security Council. The list was too farcicaheir hands as they were told to. If you had had India and
to bear scrutiny. In August 1990 it included Rumanisgsome other substantial states in the Security Council at
which had undergone a revolution since being electedttre time, things would have been different. The situation
the world government and was in a dreadful confusiomas ideal for Thatcher and Bush to say: we've got the
(It was Ceaucescu's Government that was elected to theited Nations. We are going to do everything we have
Security Council.) And Ethiopia, which has been wagingver dreamed of doing. By using the United Nations in
war againstits own minority nationalities for a generatiorthis way we can run the world and have a New World
And the Ivory Coast, whose Government extracte@rder.

sufficient wealth from the misery of its own downtrodden

people to build the biggest basilica in the world and have However the thing ends, it is not going to end with
the Pope to openitin the early Summer. And Columbiiternational Lawbeing a more credible thing than it

with its state threatened by drug producers. was before the Cold War ended a year ago.
Irish Political Review
January 1991

United Nations:
The Myth Of The 20th Century

[The UN War On Iraq, 1991]

IRISH NEUTRALITY of readiness of these contingents and plans for their

Ireland preserved a general right of neutrality until combined action shall be determined, within the limits
1955, and then relinquished it. Since 1956, it has onlylaid down by the special agreement..., by the Security
had a right of neutrality with regard to conflicts onwhich Council with the assistance of the Military Staff
the Security Council is divided. By joining the United Committee.”
Nations, it signed away its soul to the five great military article 48:
powers which, under the Charter, have control of that
body. It agreed that it would, when called upon, provide
cannon fodder for the wars of the Security Council, just

"The action to carry out the decisions of the Security
Council for the maintenance of international peace and
security shall be taken by all the Members of the United

or unjust. Nations or by some of them, as the Security Council may
) o determine.”
Garret FitzGerald states what is indisputable when he
says: By signing the Charter, Ireland made a contract to

"We may have reservations about many aspects of tﬁght in wars declared by the Security Council without
Gulf War, but we are not entitled to claim the right to pickiaving any right to be consulted about whether war
and choose which U.N. Security Council decisions wehould be declared. (The clause about special arrange-
will accept” {Time To Face Up To Our Responsibilities ments has no bearing on the principle. In the nature of
Irish Times, 26.1.91). things a general obligation is met in a particular case by

a particular arrangement for putting it into effect.)
Article 43 of the UN Charter says:

"Allmembers of the UN ...undertake to make available AnYone who can read a set of rules and envisage an
to the Security Council, onits call and in accordance witrganisation functioning under them should be able to
a Specia| agreement or agreements, armed fOI’Cégl,l from reading the Charter what sort of Organisation
assistance, and facilities, including rights of passage.the United Nationsis. And yet professional commentators

(i.e., people who are paid to give their opinions and who
Article 45: therefore might be expected to do an elementary thing

"In order to enable the United Nations to take urgen“ke reading thg Chqrter) are aI_most allofthe opinionthat
military measures, Members shall hold immediatelyhe United Nations is, or was intended to be, something
available national air-force contingents for combinedvhich the Charter carefully arranged that it could not be.
international enforcementaction. The strength and degréBe Corkmanis the only paper | have seen which
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opposed the War on Iraq straightforwardly, and felt nAmerica, Britain, and Russia. The world was to be
need to make ritual obeisance to the supposed ideal®ofanised into a system of order which suited the interests
the United Nations while doing so. of the three great military Powers and was to be kept that
way by the authority of those Powers.
ILLusive UN

Even Dr., FitzGerald, while pointing out that Ireland LAw OR ORDER?
has no right to support only just wars waged by the Order was not to be maintained through the medium
Security Council, expresses illusions about the UN. Hgf law. Law and Order are very different things. Order
says: may or may not result from law. In the United States

"The United Nations is not and never was intended #éself, which is the country where law plays the greatest
be a kind of tame pussy cat confined to patrolling peag#art in society, orderly behaviour is far from common-
lines after conflicts between states had ended with oneplace. And, in some of the most orderly societies, there

other side victorious. It was established to enforce thg little recourse to law by individuals.
rule of law."

. ] Fine Gael got very confused abut Law and Order in
It is perfectly true that the UN was notintended to bggo7.31. |t got into a state of paranoia about the

something harmless. It was not intended to be a peaggyelopment of the anti-Treatyites into Fianna Fail. It
keeping influence on states which were at war, but agfed to check its growth by 'law and order' harassment.
body which would make war in its own right. ItSgyt the law to which it resorted was increasingly
originator, President Roosevelt, devised it as amergency law. And emergency law is almost a contra-
organisation by means of which the dominant militaryiction in terms. Emergency law is a measure which
Powers of 1945 would control the world, and woulgyer-rides the law. (When the British Government found
bomb into submission any state which challenged thejhecessary to break the law for the purpose of maintaining
dominance: order, Parliament made it immune from prosecution by
"The President related the conversation which he hdgdemnity Acts. | think that Indemnity Acts do less
had with Clark Eichelberger with respect to the League 6famage to law than rule by emergency laws does.)
Nations Association. He suggestion the name be changed
to 'The United Nations Association'... The central idea Fine Gael has neverrecovered fromiits'law and order’
involves a situation where there are four policemen in theampage of 1927-31. The middle ground shifted away
world—the US. Great Britain, Russiaand China—chargeflom it then because order maintained by emergency law
with the responsibility of keeping the peace. The rest ¢f pyittle. Fianna Fail became the major party because it

the world would have to disarm... Inspection would b§ oy the difference between Law and Order, and had the

arranged b.y the four.p°|'cemen inall the countries to S?:olitical ability to maintain order through the medium of
that they did not begin to arm secretly... As soon as a(g .
rdinary law.

of the other nations were caught arming they would b

threatened first with a quarantine and if the quarantine Perhaps it is understandable that Dr. FitzGerald, a
did not work they would be bombed: (White Houseproduct of Fine Gael culture, should look at the United

Memorandum, 13 November 1942. Published i tions and it ] being to enforce the rul
Roosevelt Letterd-rance was added as a fifth policemar{\Ia ONS and see IS purpose as being to entorce the rule

on Churchill's insistence. China was given a Permanefit [aW, because in his vocabulary law and order are
Seat because itwas then an American sphere of influer@d10nyms. Butthere is nothing in the structure of the UN
but, after the fall of Chiang Kai-shek, the new Chines#&hich would mislead anybody who knows that law and
Government was kept out of the UN for more than 20rder are different categories of things into supposing
years). that it is an institution based on law. Perhaps people
projected onto the UN ideals which had nothing to do
The structure of the UN was systematically workedkith it, but it must be said in defence of the founders of
out in accordance with Roosevelt's blueprint. Whethe UN that they did not attempt to deceive anybody
Stalin was asked to participate, he objected that thd@out what they were setting up.
League of Nations had condemned the Russian invasion
of Finland in 1939 and tried to arrange international (Switzerland is the most democratic, though not the
intervention in support of Finland. The British andnost progressive, state in the world. It is the oldest
American leaders explained to him that, under the rulemocracy. It developed itself as a democracy, while
of the United Nations, such a thing would not be possibleeing surrounded by powerful and hostile feudal or
The General Assembly would have no power of actio@psolute states, therefore it does not use the phrases of
and the Security Council could not act against théemocracy as the small coin of political banter, as the
interests of any of the Permanent Powers. vast majority of other states do. Switzerland refused to
join the United Nations and armed itself to maintain its
Roosevelt did not pretend to be establishing a systéntdependence against the world. It is the only state of
ofinternational law. His aim was to establish amechanisamy consequence which is entitled to be neutral in a
of order under the military dominance of the world bysecurity Council war. All other states are under
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contractual obligation to support the Security Council.) But, given how the USA and Kuwait had behaved up
to 2nd August 1990, it was not realistic to expect that Iraq

If the UN had been designed to function within avould subsequently behave as an individual mightinthe

system of international law, neither Russia nor Americtace of threatening behaviour by policemen who had

would have joined and, if Britain had joined, it wouldtricked him.

have been with Jesuitical reservations. President Wilson

in 1918-19 had devised the League of Nations to function WaR AND THE ENGLISH

as a framework of international law, and the Congress England is without a doubt the most militaristic nation

had refused to let the USA join it. Congress is thi Europe. | state thatas nobvious fact, notas a criticism.

guardian of the absolute sovereignty of the USA. To gétis a fact which may be to its credit or its discredit. |am

its approval for joining the United Nations, Roosevelonly concerned to say that it is a fact.

had to make it crystal clear that it would not thereby be

placing itself under a system of international law. The last threat to English national security was in

1588. During the four centuries since then, various

The United Nations cannot be the framework of furopean nations have gone through a militaristic phase.

system of international law because its Charter leav€¥ly in England, which had the least cause for it in

the five most powerful states in the world free to do d&Pncerns of self-defence, has militarism notbeen a phase

they please, and it often pleases them to invade otf¥ft @ permanent condition. From which it follows

states. And, with the Permanent Members of the SecurifjgScapably that the English are the most warlike people

Council themselves giving such bad example, the Unitdg EUrope.

Nations is also unfit to impose order on the world by _ _ o o _

moral authority. The present war against Irag, which Spaindeclined asa military Power within a generation

everyone knows is a one-off affair, serves neither & the Armada. = Since then the Dutch, who had to

purpose of law nor a purpose of order. The human spiffevelop a considerable military capacity in order to

which has resisted the systematic use of massive pov\@;,tabhsh themselves as a state, have been militarists for

is unlikely to prostrate itself before one exceptional an@ While, as have the Belgians. The Swedes were briefly
disgraceful use of it. one of the greatest military Powers. The Germans

roused themselves out of lethargy for two hundred years.
Perhaps an individual within a state may collaps@nly the Fren.c.h cgntinue, aftera_fashion, to emulate the
morally in the face of capricious use of power againgtérmanent m|I|tar|sm.of the English. .An(_j, for the past
him. Britain and America (and Douglas Hurd inSix months, the English have been jeering at them as
particular) seemed to believe in August 1990 that statéémps because their warmongering has been com-
would bow the head to lawless intimidation as a largearatively sluggish.

proportion of individuals will do within a state. | i ) .
ventured to differ with them: The English revel in warfare as only a people which

is neither volatile nor vivacious can. As a people they are

"A clear and consistent application of a law is morelour and parochial, though humorous. They have no
necessary, not less necessary, where the subjects of lgtional culture and therefore they cannot have a system
are states rather than individuals. States cannot Benational education. Their flair for living all went into
overawed by the sheer power of police when the law iSrjtanism. Itis not exhilarating to be amongst them, as
ﬁip”%gsisﬁ gzé?;'v'%uals Tllgg?(t) be” (PEhe Crisis In iy is 10 be amongst the ltalians, French or Spaniards, nor

@ y, AUgus ) does itinduce a philosophical feeling of well-being like
. . . . aGerman environment. England is a conglomeration of
. If there was (‘asystem of international law in Operat_'ogarishes unified by a gentry, and that pattern of life is so
in the world, I'm sure Iraq would not have occupie trong that, as the traditional gentry decline, Yuppies are

Kuwalt.. It Kuwait .h".’ld been a real state, and nOt_aentrified by the expectations of the peasantry.
concoction for retaining Western control of Arab oil

after the formal ending of colonialism, I'm sure Iraq A digest of economic statistics tells us little about the
would not have occupied it. If Kuwait had not behavegky| jife of England. That is, it does not enable one to
with particular malice against Iraq after Iraq had Save&hticipate how England will behave. For the purpose of
it from the fundamentalist wave from Iran, there woulGynticipating behaviour, it is best to think of England as
have been no invasion. If America had made it cle@f\yas two hundred years ago, and to assume that the
through diplomatic channels that it would go to war iheasantry will follow the lead which the gentry give, and
Kuwait was invaded, there would have been no invasioghat the gentry will give the lead which the peasantry
And if, after the invasion, America and Britain had take@xpect, even though, in terms of economic abstraction,
the attitude that Iraq should withdraw in return for a neyhere are hardly any peasants in England today and none
frontier settiement, the system of international law woulgs the gentry are genteel.

not have collapsed, because no such system exists, or

had existed even in aspiration since 1939. Very few ideas have gripped the dour, parochial and
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comicalimaginations of the English. Theidea of warfare The French had no stomach forit. But for the English,
is one which has. The English peasantry, by whichthe war would have ended half-way through under some
mean the lower middle class and a large part of tlerangement which would have been much more
working class, still sees itself slogging it out withconducive to long-term peace than the arrangement
foreigners and getting the better of them through sheerade in 1919. But the English were determined to
pig-ignorant stubbornness. outlast the forces of Evil and to parade in smug, self-
) ) _ . righteous triumph over them, so they filled up the spaces
The English have contributed little or nothing 10, the jine caused by French mutinies, and soldiered on
military tactics. That is not their way. They do not seg, victory and the catastrophic Treaty of Versailles.

themselves as being clever. They despise clevernegs,gandis much better at starting wars than at concluding
On the other hand, it would not be right to say that thg}io 1, with a functional peace settlement.)

take pleasure in the sheer brutality of warfare, because
they are largely insensitive to that brutality. But their ENGLISH EXISTENTIALISM

way is to slog it out, line against line, without any great gngjand is at war again in 1991, and therefore it is at
concern to get it over with. ease. The problems of existence, which have been a

The three years of trench warfare, from 1915 to 191F0Urce of profound depressionto itfora number of years,
is one of the most appalling things in human historﬁa"?_ been shelved_ for the_ time being. Itis bagk in the
England declared war on Germany without any reasd@miliar and reassuring routine of warfare—and historical
of national security for doing so. For Germany, encircle@<Perience tellsitthatawar, if itis big enough, can ward

by hostile states with immense armies, preparation foff Problems of existence for a very long time. It is
war was a matter of survival. It tried to win with a speefléréfore doing its utmost to expand this war far beyond

and flair and minimum human losses all round. And it¥/hat anybody supposed was intended by the Security

opening manoeuvres almost finished the war. BtOUNcil Resolutions.

England had made careful preparations to counter that o ) .

manoeuvre. And, once the German sweep into France-@Pour's Neil Kinnock, who is trying hard to be
had been stopped, all Germany could hope to do wiaglish, dec_lares t_hat fche destru_ctlon oflraq—th_at is, of
establish a defensive line against superior numbers gl Staté which exists in the region called Irag—is not a
armaments and inflict sufficient casualties on th¥ar aim: it is much better than a war aim, he says,
attacking force to get a peace move more or less on {fgcause it is a peace aim. But that is a much too lucid
lines of the openingtatus quo But England wasn't form of gibberish. .ThellncomprehenS{bIe patterc_)f War
interested in peace. It designated Germany as ewifcretary, Tom King, is much more in the traditional
incarnate in order to rule out thought on the matter, affd'9!ish style. He slithers all over the place, but in the

declared its intention of doing the only right thing withProcess establishes the feeling that the world East of
evil, which is to wipe it out. Suez needs to be reordered, and that the war provides the

opportunity for getting a grip on it again.
For more than three years, England assaulted the
fortified German trench lines, disdaining even the use of Fortunately, it is not down to the English this time.

machine guns. They assaulted with rifle and bayonethe war will last as long as the Americans want it to.
because itis awellknown factthat fancy foreigderst ~ And, though the Americans are not less warlike than the

like it up 'em. They themselves were slaughtered nglish, they are warlike in a different way and for a
droves, but that didn't seem to matter much to themifferent purpose.

because they had taken on a collective existence, like

ants. They made homes in the trenches and sang funny¥england needed this war because the development of
songs. the Common Market was starting to prey on its mind.
| saw Franl§ McGuinness's pla&eho_ld The Sons Of Though the English pioneered industrial capitalism,
Ulster Marching Towards The SomnmeBelfast last . . L
&hey are not an industrious people. As militarists they

year. It was painful watching a nationalist Irish min !
. . : ened most of the world to their manufactured goods,
attempting to envisage the human element which ma I ;
Ut their industry was quickly overtaken once other

the Somme possible. As the moment for going over the . .
) . . peoples, more sociable in character, got the hang of

top approached, the behaviour of the little platoon (whm% o

. : . ) capltallsm.

is the scene of play) becomes increasingly bizarre an

volatile. And that got it as wrong as could be. The England has adecliningeconomy, onwhich Thatcher-

Somme, and the half-dozen other battles like it, were tligm has made little impression. Thatcher's concern was

culmination of the English method of warfare, and thewith money rather than with industry, and the easier the

were possible only because the English imaginatianoney was got, the better. The City of London was her

takes that sort of thing in its stride. And the reallyprovince. English manufacturers realised years ago that

dreadful thing is that the war was won by battles like thehe was not on their wavelength. Sterling was all-

Somme. importantto her, both as a symbol of national sovereignty
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against the Europeans and as a source of accumulation oBut now, for the first time ever, the English cannot

wealth by money-changing. To the manufacturers, tregford the cost of a therapeutically necessary war—or so
maintenance of sterling came to be seen only as #rey say, and there is probably some truth init. So they
obstacle to trade with what was supposed to be a Comrreme going around with a begging bowl to pay for the cost
Market. of bombing Baghdad. They're having a whale of a time,

) ) ] but they just can't afford the bombs.
England has not flourished economically in the

Common Market. Butthe development of the Common tha Germans were required to pay the cost of the

Market, combined with the loss of Empire and thq914 war because they fought. They are now being

emergence of strong capitalis_t economies in the Iear\_'%tquired to pay the cost of destroying Iraq, because they
expected places, means that it cannot hope to make jisjine to take part in a massacre.

own way in the world economically, without accelerating

its economic decline. The signs of desperation in | e world does not recoil from this terror bombing
traditional ruling class circles have been muchin ewden% the United Nations, and it becomes the pattern of the
these past few years. New World Order, it would seem a good arrangement

) ) for the English just to become mercenaries in German
Thatcher might sayNo, no, no!"in Europe, but

everyone knew that, if she did not give way each yearon”
what she had said the previous year she would not give

way on, Europe would just detach itself from England. UN: CARTE BLANCHE

As the United Nations mode of warfare gathers

. . momentum ibbl re rai t how the war i
Ayear ago she had hernotorloussecretmeetlngwthO entum, quibbles are raised about ho ¢ waris

. . eing conducted and how i is being controlled. But
experts'. Her great concern then was to ward off the . . .
o . nited Nations enthusiasts can rest assured that
unification of Germany. She was relying on Gorbacheyv oo . : )
: everything is as it should be. The Security Council (the
to do that for her. But Gorbachev had given the go-ahegd .
; : . ive Permanent Powers) gasgete blanchéo America
for German unity by the time the minutes of the Chequers o )
meeting were leaked and Britain to do as they please. And the authority of the
g ' Security Council within the United Nations is absolute.
If the founders in their wisdom had not intended that the
ecurity Council should have absolute power, it would

cause a rift with France and disrupt EurOpeaﬁaa/eestablishedamechanismthroughwhich its conduct
development. When itbecame clearthat France aCCeprreught be challenged. There is no such mechanism. Both

rman unification, an rmany remain mmitt .
German unification, and Germany remained co e?}e General Assembly and the International Court are

t

to European development, the only hope for England, ) : .
(for the bulk of the Tory Party and for much of theInferlor bodies to the Security Council.
Labour Party, whose belated Europeanism was hardly

. . . . .~ 7 The war has seen a collapse of the mainstream British
skin deep), was some massive external diversion which = . :
eft—indeed it has become the pacemaker for the
would mess up the Common Market.

Government. Its flimsy world outlook had collapsed
England determined on war on August 2nd, becau§@lring Thatcher's second and third terms and was finished
it needed a war. It decided on war long before Americif by Gorbachev's game of skittles with his East European
did. And they are telling no lie when they say the war igUppet states. Tony Benn, after along delay, beganto be
not just about oil. critical, but, since he long ago reduced himself to
eccentricity, his opinions carry little weight with public
Thatcher, Hurd and King saw the occupation ofpinion. Only Ted Heath has had the moral substance to
Kuwait as one of those acts of Providence with which tl’@) against the stream from the start, and it is almost
prayer of the National Anthem is periodically rewardedentirely because of him that the British public has heard
They did not act as if their concern was to secure a retufigws differing from the propaganda of the Government.
of Kuwait to the strange nation of Kuwaities. They acted
as if they were determined not to let the possibility of

. . rt of the Imperialist consensus. As a member of the
having a war over Kuwait escape. And the Labour FroQt_.. .
. . o ational Executive of the Labour Party, she voted, on
Bench rowed in behind them: indeed, Kaufman an

. January 30th, for a pro-War resolution, which went far

noises than the Government, while the Prime Minist Beyond the.llberfﬂmn of thg ribal Qespot|§m of the al-
abahs. It lists d| peace aimthe dismantling of Iraq

and Foreign Secretary have been more warlike than the . . o

: . as a state—the destruction of its nuclear potential, its

Americans. The President had a long struggle to g ! . : i

. cpiemical industry, etc., and the reduction of its

Congress approval, but the debate in the Mother @ .

; conventional army to a token force. It declares that the
Parliaments was only put on for show.

"regional superpower statusf Iraq must be ended and
England is at war because England was finding that no other state must be allowed to take its place. The
impossible to cope with peace. only practical meaning of that declaration is that America,

The hope then was that German unification woul

Clare Short, the rebel from Crossmaglen, has become
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assisted by Britain (in other words, the United Nations), Clare Short not only voted for the NEC resolution, but

must ensure that no Middle Eastern state shall in futuappeared on Radio Fouksy Questionsn 25th January,

be allowed to become strong enough to actindependerdiyd behaved as part of the consensus.

of them. And it means that Israel is to be maintained as

a regional superpower, because not a word is said abusSSince Ireland is not actually involved in the War, and

the fact that it is known to possess nuclear weapons aagassive public opinion is more or less evenly divided

the means of delivering them. about it, it is easy to be critical of the War in an Irish

context. Mary Holland has been very critical of it in her

(In the publicity of the past six months there has bedrish Timescolumn. She has one thing in common with

reference to Israel'sccupied territories; as if nothing James Connolly, in that she has a British as well as an

had happened since 1967. In fact, Jerusalem and Golash dimension. But there the resemblance ends. She

are not occupied, but annexed. Israel annexed themaippeared on th&ny Questionpanel on 1st February,

defiance of UN Resolutions, and apparently for thand took care not to upset the applecart.

purpose of making it clear that it recognises no UN Brendan Clifford

limitation on its sovereign right to do as it pleases.) Irish Political Review
February 1991

A United Nations War?

Before 2nd August 1990 the United Nations was a  "Notone element of these provisions has been observed
delusory ideal What is it going to be now? Without any UN warrant whatsoever, yet claiming to be
‘acting under the UN', Operation Desert Storm is using
Erskine Childers the Third (son of the late President, the greatest high-explosive force ever assembled against
grandson of the British military writer and Irish gun- anyc_ountry—alreadyflvetlmestheforce ofthe Hiroshima
runner and anti-Treatyite) served for over twenty yeas inatomic bomb
the United Nations apparatus. He saw from the_ inside gnd that was in the first fortnight.
how the United States has manipulated the situation ever

since August 2nd for the purpose of contriving the War e sees the refusal of linkage of the Kuwait resolution

which was finally launched on January 16th, and hgjh earlier, unimplemented, Security Council resolutions

described itin an article, published in thieh Timeson 54 veinforcingsuspicion that the US and its key Western
February 9th. He writes that, thoutjie UN is dedicated . jies had intended war all along".

to 'saving succeeding generations from the scourge of

war'...", in the present instance of a peaceful resolution chjjgers' view of the politics of the matter is accurate.
of the Kuwait issue being actively sought was i has peen evident since the first week in August that
deliberately prevented.” He continued: American and Britain, probably having lured Saddam
"Within 48 hours of Iraqi forces beginning to crossHussein into Kuwait by diplomacy, were not going to let
into Kuwait, King Hussein of Jordan had secured IragBim withdraw without a war.
agreement to halt, and readiness to withdraw, if its long
disdained (and by no means illegitimate) complaints Childers takes the reason to be oil. | could never see
against Kuwait were at last brought to negotiation anghat oil was more than an excuse, or a means. In a
arbitration through an emergency Arab summit. pamphlet published within a fortnight of the occupation
“That was to take place at Jeddah two days later. Irgf Kuwait, | suggested that American self-sufficiency in
made only one condition: that there be no furthesj| meant that, if it threw the Gulf into turmoil, it would
condemnatory statements pending the Jeddah meeting, e jts more efficient economic rivals, Japan and
This Initiative was promptly nu”'f'?d by Conde.mn.at'onGermany, by the short and curlies. That has been amply
from Washington and Cairo. By miraculous coincidenc . . . .
aU.S. $10.3billion Egyptian debt was forgiven. Baghda%Orne out. At. first America caused the_pnce of oil to go
now assumed war was being prepared.” up and down like ayo-yo. Andthen, hgvmg de_monstrated
its power, it ensured a low stable price for oil when the
Childers then proceeds to argue that, even leaving thve@r began. The Germans and Japanese, who would
aspect of the matter aside, the procedures followed, @iobably be opposing the War if they were economically
not followed, invalidate the war in the Gulf from beingindependent, are so vulnerable to oil blackmail that they
a United Nations war. He lists the provisions of Article®ave had to declare their support for the War and even to
42, 44, 45, 46. And he comments: pay for much of it.
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And the reason for the War is certainly not admirationannot be in breach of itself. Any argument that it is in
for poor, plucky little Kuwait. | cannot imagine anybreach of the Charter is a mere debating point, because
European or American who knows thiwaiti nation"  there is not within the structure of the United Nations any
having any other feeling for it than contempt. There hdsdy authorised to judge the actions of the Security
been much talk ofevil" since last August. | don't Council.
pretend to know what evil is. But | would say that one
of the most repulsive forms of humanity in being was to It was not by oversight that America and Russia made
be found in the monstrous paradise of Kuwait. the Security Council supreme. The Charter was drafted

in America, and no American politician could fail to see

The reason for the War is to demonstrate Unitedhat wasnot being provided for in the UN Charter,
States power to every part of the world, now that Ameridaecause itis what is provided forin the US Constitution—
has won the conflict for world hegemony called the Coldnd in the Irish Constitution, for that matter. It would
War. And Britain joined in so enthusiastically becausbave been a simple matter to give the International Court
it found it could no longer play its traditiorfdlalance of  the authority to decide, on appeal from a member of the
power" game against Europe, and was having seve@&eneral Assembly, whether the Security Council was
existential problems as a consequence: and becausejng in breach of the Charter. But the UN was
without a major diversion from domestic affairs, theleliberately constructed in such a way that there is no
Tories seemed certain o lose the next election. appeal from the Security Council. Therefore, whatever

is authorised by the Security Council is authorised by the

The crisis is about the New World Order, andJnited Nations. And there could have been no real doubt
secondarily, it is about messing up European develoflwee months ago that the Security Council was giving
ment. But the affair has been dragged on for so long, acarte blancheo the United States (or tBuwait and its
the war military approach of trading off Iraqi civiliansallies”) to make war as it pleased against Iraq. The
against American soldiers has delayed the decisive battésolution was drafted in a way that gave infinite scope
for so long, that the ruling circle in Russia seems to hate expansion by interpretation. If restriction had been
been jolted back into a sense of reality about the way imtended, the wording would have been different.
the world—or, what amounts to the same thing, a ruling
circle has been reconstituted an the process of One might make the debating pointthatthe Resolution
disintegration is being stopped authorising war is being interpreted perversely. But

there is no body empowered to make a ruling to that

If Bush had joined battle last August, and had accepteffect. And all concerned knew very well what the
a degree of casualties appropriate to the businessfonctional rules of the United Nations are.
establishing mastery of the world, he would probably
have found the world at his feet, at least forawhile. Nine The only real surprise in the affair is that France
months later the result may be very different. allowed the thing to be done like this. Gaullism ended

last August. Thatis to say, France ceased to exist as an

Erskine Childers is, however, entirely mistaken whemdependent force in world affairs last August. Does that
he says this is not a United Nations War because certamean that the only resource for its self-respect is to
procedures were not observed. What's the pointin citirgpsure rapid political development of the EC?

Articles, if there is no competent authority to cite them Brendan Clifford
to? The Security Council in the UN Charter, like Irish Political Review
Parliament in the English Constitution, is sovereign. It March 1991
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The Iraqi Rebellions And
The United Nations

.On April Fool's Day the British Foreign Secretarycommittee on foreign affairs, who has been flying kites
replied to appeals for help by the Kurdish and Shia rebdts Douglas Hurd ever since August 2nd, was interviewed
in Iraq This reply took the form of a statement to then BBC Radio Four§odayprogramme on March 25th.
British media, assuring the British public thae should He said:
not get into the business of using force which would
involve British and American soldiersi the effort to
overthrow Saddam Hussein.

"Saddam should go... but these things aren't going
exactly to script, as the land war did... It may not even
be practical to insist that Iraq should stay in one piece..."

that it was the intention of the United Nations thahng it might not be practical to keep it on into the 21st
Saddam Must Go. Under that front page headline oncentyry.

March 2nd theGuardian reported: "The Foreign

Secretary, Douglas Hurd, yesterday made clear that the on March 25th, it still seemed possible, to those who
victorious alliance against president Saddam Husseiquiged in wishful thinking, that the rebellion which
would not rest until the Iraqi leader had been topplegiad been instigated by the United Nations would succeed.
from pover.’ And, on the political level, the British and American
Governments have engaged in nothing but wishful
On the same day the Secretary General of the Unitg(lnking since last August. Douglas Hurd in particular
Nations expressed disagreement with the proclaimegs peen a Machiavellian fantasist. As Northern Ireland
policy of overthrowing the Government of Iraq. He saidsecretary he made a great peace settlement which halted
"As Secretary General, | cannotagree with overthrowinghe downward curve in sectarian killing and sent it
the government of a country which is a member of th@aring up gain. And now, as Foreign Secretary, having
United Nations" But who gives a damn what the\yon a war by virtue of a vast superiority of machinery,
Secretary General thinks? Certainly not the Unitefle tilised that victory to instigate a civil war in Iraq,
Nations. without any earnestintention of supporting the rebellions

in any decisive way, and apparently without having

The Government of Panama was overthrown by thgyyred out the fairly simpleealpolitik of the region.
United States army in December 1989 without a

semblance of authority from the United Nations Yetthe anglo-American policy at the beginning of March

United Nations connived at that action. The Uniteg,5s to overthrow Saddam by inciting rebellion against
States might, with infinitely greater justification from nim, by facilitating the flow of arms to the Shia rebels in
United Nations viewpoint, have overthrown thehe South, and by restricting under the ceasefire terms,
Government of Iraqg in March. lIts failure to do so haghe Government's means of putting down the rebellions.
nothing to do with scruples that it might be exceeding i';&ccording to aSuardianreport of March 18th'The US
mandate from the UN. The UN resolutions had beggbsitionis... to create what one Pentagon official called
freely interpreted by Britain and America during theg |eyel playing field' while the people of Iraq fight out
previous month in a way that gave them ample authorififeir own future".And James Baker, who has grown to
to overthrow the Government ofirag. And the overthroyye the world'collateral”, explained that assistance to
of the Iragi Government by the agents of the Uniteghe rebelémay be a collateral effect of the suspension of

Nations in the first week in March would have beempostilities agreement that we entered into in military
infinitely more humane than either the United Nationgy|ks with the Iraq forces"

bombing of defenceless cities, precisely destroying the
utilities on which urban life depends, during the previous The"level playing field'prolonged the civil war, and
six weeks, or the policy of overthrowing Saddam byyaximised casualties, without giving the rebellions any
stimulating civil war, which followed during the next g prospect of success. They had no prospect through
four weeks. their own efforts, because they were not Iraqi rebellions
but secessionist movements. Heterogeneous elements
David Howell, Chairman of a Westminster backbenctvere thrown together by the British Colonial Office in
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1920, called Irag, and required to function as a natioand then from across the river watched the Nazis put it
state. The Ba'ath regime is the most successful effortdown. Britain and America declare that Saddam is
date to generate national life in the state. another Hitler. And they have behaved towards the
Kurdish and Shia rebellions exactly as they say the Red
Great publicity was given by the Western media il\rmy did towards the Warsaw Rising.
mid-March to a conference of Iragi opposition groups
organised by Syria and held in Lebanon. The Kurdish The Kurdish leaders declared in January that they had
representatives were induced to say that they did noten used as stooges too often by outside interests and
want a Kurdish state, and the Shia representatives thiaén left in the lurch, and that they would not allow that
they did not want an Islamic state, and it was pretendéahappen again. Unfortunately, they allowed themselves
that the secular democrats represented a substantmalbelieve the United Nations was more genuinely
forcein Iragi society. The scene was enough to turn one@mmitted to them than the Shah of Iran proved to be
stomach—a great democratic alliance of irreconcilablesixteen years ago. But, in the moment of truth, the
organised byAssad! United Nations proved to be only their other oppressors,
Turkey and Syria.
Of course Syria and Turkey, those valiant crusaders
for freedom and justice in the United Nations Coalition, As for the United Nations in its universal dimension:
might have transformed the situation in the twinkling ofhe latest motion on Iraq is, as we go to print, being
an eye by ceasing to oppress their own Kurds, amdferred to the full membership of the Security Council,
arranging for the establishment of a state of Kurdistahaving been negotiated over for a week by the five
Since they did not do that, the Kurdish rebelliorithe  Vetoist Powers. The analysis we made last Autumn is
level playing field'of Irag was bound to be suppressednow plain for all to see. It has been said in recent weeks
And, inthe South, Saudi Arabia knew that it did not warthat the War has strengthened the Security Council. It
a Shia state on its borders. has actually reduced the Security Council to an obvious
hulk.
Britain and America incited the rebellions of the
Kurds and the Shia, prolonged them by placing curbs on For practical purposes the United Nations is the
Iragi military activity, and then on April Fool's Day Vetoist Five. When they act together they need four of
washed their hands of the whole business. the ten elected, transient members as a rubber stamp.
The General Assembly is of no consequence.
In the Autumn of 1944 the Russian Army (according Brendan Clifford
to the later Western view) incited Warsaw to rebellion Irish Political Review
April 1991
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East Germany

.The socialist states of Eastern Europe were demolishétkstern democracy—developed a capacity to exist
by the Kremlin in 1989. The Kremlin was God inindependently of the Kremlin. In Rumania the State
relation to these states, insomuch as they could nebuld not have fallen to mere demonstration, therefore
survive for a moment without its support. | cannot sajn Rumania the demonstrations had to be stiffened by
precisely when they ceased to have the capacity what used to be called 'aevolutionary cadre!
sustain themselves but, when I first looked at them in tli@ommunists loyal to Moscow led the revolution against
early sixties, | had no doubt that they were puppet statdee Communist who made himself independent of
kept up by Russian strings. Moscow and accepted a knighthood from the Queen of

England. The upshot was that, after the real revolution,

They had of course been established under Russitwe Rumanians found themselves being governed by
political tutelage and within the military framework ofmembers of the Communist Party who had led the
the Soviet conquest. But, for a decade or so, they hadramolution, and many of the demonstrators were peeved
inner life of their own, and the Russian influence coulecause things had not worked out with them as they had
operate indirectly. The first military action by Russidn other places where the revolutions had been mere
against once of these states happened in Hungaryd@monstrations.

1956. Despite the considerable influence which Russia

could exert on Hungarian political life, Hungarian politics  The Irish Timesof 6th May 1991 carries a long

threw up a Government which Russia felt it could onlyhinging report by Helena Sheehan about East Germany

cope with by overthrowing it by military invasion. since unification, which she describes "asbrutal
Anschluss" (Much more brutal than th&nschlusd

| have therefore taken 1956 to be the watershed yamould say, in which there was very little brutality.
after which all East European regimes—excepting th&ustria was fascist before unification with Germany,
regime of Sir Nicolai Ceaucescu—were Russian puppetmnd the merger seems to have given great satisfaction on
Thereafter, it needed only a clear indication from thboth sides.)

Kremlin that it would not support those Governments

against popular opposition to cause them to fall. She purports to describe what is happening in East

Gorbachev gave that indication early in 1989, and by tli&ermany now from the viewpoint &he vanquished"

end of the year all those regimes had gone. who, she says, includeot only deposed politburo or
even party members, but those who led the people's

I do not know what Gorbachev's purpose was. rhovement which deposed them".
suspect that he outwitted himself with a scheme that was
too clever by half for disrupting the political evolution of The East German economy is being dismantled, she
the Common Market. But there can be no real doubt thedys, and is being comprehensively replaced by the
it was he who disrupted the socialist system of statesiimstitutions of the West German economy. And there is
Eastern Europe. great social disorientation:

| took little interest in thérevolutions"while they "I have never seen such a deep and drastic undoing of

were happening. | thought the word was debased bya social order. People have had the ground go from under

being apolied to those demonstrations. The tooolin c)ftheir feet and their whole world turned inside out and
g app : PPING Otsh e are still too stunned to know what happened to

puppets after the puppet master has let go of the stringg,em \what most disturbed me was the revelation of how

is not a revolution. The revolutionary every which far the social fabric was coming unravelled, how some
caused those states to fall was a brain-wave in the mlnq)eome were actua”y unra\/e"ing from within. The loss

of the puppet-master. of solidarity in this society in which this solidarity once
seemed so strong, not only in general, but in groups and
The Rumanian events—the only serious contest forpersons | know, ...this really got to me... Itis not only
power between the state and the demonstrators—gav@ society where no one is sure what exactly the public
conclusive proof that the revolutionary was the Kremlin rules are anymore, but one where very few even know
dictator. Itwas only in Rumania that he could not cause'Vhat their own criteria are anymore.”
the regime to fall by letting go of the strings. In Rumania
he had to organise a revolution in earnest in order to
overthrow a regime which had—to the admiration of  "The tragedy of th&Vendggreat change) was that it

And:
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opened everything up and then closed it all down agaiocode, was for comprehensive capitalist development in
During the period of the Modrow government and th&€zechoslovakia. Up to the momentwhen Russiainvaded
Round Table, there was a burst of cultural creativityand whisked Dubcek off to Moscow, there was no
people were beginning to shape the sort of society {joscow critique of Sik's political economy. There
which they had always wanted tolive, to make the sort o, g not be because he was careful to express himself

television programmes they had always wanted to wat .
to write the sort of articles they always wanted to read, 10 the language pioneered by Moscow. But, after the

sing the sort of songs they always wanted to hear. | W%vasmnkanqkthe eztabllshmednt of;c]he puppet Gfovern_m?_nt
there last spring just at the end of this period, just as tRHuUsak, Sikwas denounced as the pioneer of a capitalist

Deutschmark was casting its dark shadow over it counter-revolution.

The reader of thigish Timess informed that Helena | condemned the invasion without any equivocation
Sheehariis a freelance writer and lecturer on politics The question of whether Sik's political economy was
and philosophy"but not that she is (or at least was for &apitalist was entirely separate from the question of
considerable period) a member of the Communist Partyhether Czechoslovakia should be self-governing.
of Ireland, on the hardline Moscow wing. And thatis a
factwhich makes the pathos of that last sentence spurioushe Communist Party, as | recall, also opposed the
andrendersthe genemaﬁveta)f her reportunacceptab|e_ Russian invasion, but on the ground that, as it had been

saying in echo of Moscow, Sik's political economy was

There is little about Bernard Shaw that | admire. Butocialist. But the General Secretary did not agree with
he made one hard-headed decision at the outset of #i§ position of his Party. He supported the invasion.
political career in Britain, and that was not to play afnd, as he was not ousted, he used his Office to
revolution. He refused to dabble in revolution and thedccumulate support for changing back into tune with
Whinge about the consequences of failure. He faced Nb)SCOW. Sometime in the seventies, the CPI declared
to the massacres in which the Paris Commune endedfat its condemnation of the Russian invasion of
the inevitable outcome of bungled revolution. And h&zechoslovakia had been mistaken.

became a Fabian. But Helena Sheehan wants to have it
both ways. At about the same time the CPI became abrasively

atheist. About 1964 | had a meeting with the General

In the late sixties | gave a series of talks on politicabecretary in which he expressed strong disagreement
economy in Liberty Hall. One of them was about th@ven with describing the actual position of the Church in
political economy of the Liberman School, fostered bgociety and with relation to the State, and said that a
Khruschev in the Soviet Union and further developed byecision had been taken not to sell Marx and Engels
Ota Sik in Czechoslovakia under Dubcek. | showed thagfitings on religion in the party bookshop (then on
in terms of Marxist political economy, tHsocialist Pearse Street). But | noticed that, in the party paper,
Commodity"_the Commodity with the transformed support for the invasion of Czechoslovakia was
nature—was sheer mysticism. It was a slippery concepgcompanied by atheist propaganda.

with which it was impossible to think A commodity was Many of those who had opposed the invasion of

a commodity—whether in Marxist or Ricardian pO“tlcaICzeChoslovakia and who believed in the socialist

economy_—and an ecohomy in which all goods Wer(':?ommodity left the Communist Party for the Labour
commodities was a capitalist economy.

Party then. Butthe General Secretary introduced couple
. f Young Turks who put the new line with gusto. As |
Those meetings were attended by members of trSeecall, they were Helena Sheehan and Eoin O Murchu

Communist Party (or the Irish Workers' Party, as it w. . o
then called) and by new Marxist leaders of the IR;(?)ne of the family of capitalist Murphys for whom | once

Since thé'socialist commodityWwas then the Moscow dug trenches in the outskirts of London).
line, they disagreed with what | aid, but were unable t0 The communist Party of Ireland was damn all use

reason on the subject. Their disagreement was purgijen it came to liberalising public life in Ireland. It did
emotional. not assert its dogmatism when the going was tough. It

(After one of those meetings | was told that th(la((apt a low profile and applied complédialectics™to

) i . . explaining away the obvious facts about life in the

in a University. | don't know whether’ if the offer Waﬁepubhc in the sixties as a clerical dictatorship. If you

' X . N “had any experience of life there you knew very well that

made, | would have gone into a University. Unfortunateh{ atis what it was. But it was laid down that. since the
no one has ever tried to bribe me. And, having the hab|[1 ) ’

of mind of the people of Slieve Luacra, beyond the bac Férgy were not an economic cIass_, .they could not
. i : exercise social dictatorship. | asked, if it accorded with
of Mushera, | have never pined for a University.)

Marxism to say that it was a bourgeois dictatorship,
Ota Sik's programme, deciphered from its ideologicaxercised in clerical form. That seemed to comply with
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doctrine, but it was not approved of by the official In Russia and Eastern Europe a semblance of Marxist
Marxists, because their object was to conjure away opposition against Marxist Governments presented itself.
thought the brute fact that the Bishops ruled. That wad$e emptiness of all Marxist opposition, and the
how they sought tolerance. acceptance by it of ideological taboos set by the Govern-
ments, demonstrated conclusively that the capacity for
Catholic Ireland in its prime was unchallenged by thpurposeful human thought had evaporated from it. And
Communist Party. The challenge was made in tHelemonstrated, at least to my own satisfaction, that Roy
middle and late sixties by the Irish Communist Organisviedvedev had a hollow head and that the only Russian
ation, led by Dennis Dennehy; by the upsurge of raw bbead that was full and active was Solzhenitsyn's. But
highly thoughtful working class feeling that it fostered irSolzhenitsyn was a believer in God, therefore he was a
organisations such as the Housing Action Associatiomsactionary, therefore he and anyone who spoke in his
and the Ballyfermo€apital Study Group; and, in the favour had to be ridiculed. | coped with that ridicule as
late sixties, by the most remarkable of all the studeatduck copes with water.
movements of the time: the Trinilgternationalists
Why did the Soviet regime crumble from within? Not
Liberalism in modern Ireland began when the ICMecause the performance of the economy was poor. The
flew in the face of Catholic opinion in 1966, in the mostondition of the economy has worsened greatly during
aggravating way possible, and was not crushed. Thentbe six or seven years glasnostandperestroika and
fifteen years later, when Dublin at least had becontbere was never any ground for expecting otherwise.
reasonably safe for atheists, the CPl became atheist inkisonomically, the Leninist regime might have carried
published materials. And its atheism was interwoveon indefinitely. The problem was that it had nothing to
with the Brezhnev Daoctrine. live by. | have no inside knowledge, but | assume that
The Gulag Archipelagand August 1914had more
By that time, exhibitionist atheism, which had beerffect on the minds of the ruling elite—to which they
necessarily in the sixties in order to establish a poinyere available, and by which they were undoubtedly
served no social purpose. What was required in the laad—than the economy had. | would say that
seventies and the eighties was the establishment of n8aizhenitsyn snapped the sense of purpose in the
cultural trends that people might live in, and a tran®8rezhnevite generation of Leninists, in whom it had
cending of Catholic-nationalism by the establishment aflready become brittle.
an adequate historical conception of it. Catholic-
nationalism was the cultural mediumin which the nation Helena Sheehan must know that, in the game in which
was formed. Itwas aremarkable historical phenomenoshe became an active participant on the Brezhnevite
It changed the real world, and its history needed to Iside, in the event of there being a winner, winner takes
written sympathetically, in order to make furtherall. East Germany is being incorporated into West
evolution possible. Opinion about the existence of Ga@ermany because West Germany developed as a
had nothing to do with it. functional society and East Germany didn't. So now
East Germany is being remoulded by the West. That is
It was then that the CPI chose to make an atheisappening because the forty-five years after 1945 were
confession of faith, and to condemn the Catholica mere hiatus in the East. If a functional society had
nationalism which it had previously denied the existenadeveloped in the East on different principles from West
of. And it did it at the moment when atheism in Easter@erman society, unification would have involved
Europe had become morally bankrupt. complex negotiation and the united Germany would

] ) ) have been an interesting mongrel product of East and
Itis notthat viable social cultures cannot be formed OVest. But. since East Germany did not live by any vital

atheist presuppositions, but that the particular atheisfinciple, unification was only a matter of assimilating

culture which the CPI proclaimed in the seventies, anfle East into the West. once the Kremlin gave the go-
which passed from it to the Republican movement, Wagead '

a barren atmosphere, incapable of sustaining social life.
Helena Sheehan'srhapsody on East German life inthe

Marxism might have flourished if it had developed asModrow period—the period between the toppling of the
a tendency within the liberal European culture of theld East German regime by Gorbachev and actual
18th and 19th centuries and if it had made itself thenification—is reminiscent of descriptions of Weimar
conserver of that culture. Until about 1970 | had in m@ermany in the 1920s. But Weimar—crippled at the
own mind always taken it to be that. The point at whichutset by the Versailles Treaty—was not a functional
| ceased to be a Marxist was the point at which, b$tate. It was a pleasant anarchy for some and a condition
consensus of the Communist Parties and the Trotsky@ftmisery for most. Modorow's Germany was even less
groupings, Marxism was cut adrift from liberal philo-functional than Weimar. If the condition of things
sophy and was presented as a comprehensive and saéfscribed by Helena Sheehan had been anything more
sufficient philosophy on its own. than along holiday, the subsequent process of unification
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would be different from whatitis. It might be added thatyears or so, has become a manipulatdimsédges”and
while the Ulbrecht an Honecker regimes were in placen advocate of the dialectics of showmanship. Soisita
the Helena Sheehans of this world did nothing to brinBarnum and Bailey world?
about the state of liberal freedom they began to admire
so much when assimilation into West Germany was in | was a failure as a Marxist because it always seemed
prospect in 1990. tome that every actual society lived in an actual historical
culture. The great sweeps of doctrinaire generalisation

Ten or fifteen years ago, the CPIl and associatedade me dizzy very quickly—even though in other
Republicans preached the theory of two German natiomsspects | have never been subject to vertigo. | always
It was asserted that the separate East German state Wwadt for the particulars of historical development. | was
taken root as a distinct German nation. The notion evéned within alocal culture which included large remnants
popped up within the B&ICO and was disputed in &f Jacobite and Young Ireland culture and | rebelled
series of articles by Angela Clifford. And, around 1979%gainst the Catholic nationalist strain in it. And Canon
the B&ICO formally adopted &ne nation"view of  Sheehan is the only Irish novelist that | read out of sheer
Germany. | presume that Helena Sheehan, as oneirdkrest. And the best way | can think to end this article,
Mick Riordan's militant intellectuals, was then amow that there is so muemgstabout 1916, is to quote
advocate of the two nations theory with regard térom the posthumously published novel directed against
Germany, where itdid not apply, while rejecting it wherg¢he doctrinaire emptiness of the time, Redmondism, that
it did apply, in Ireland. helped to produce the War of Independefte Graves

At Kilmorna The hero, Myles Cogan, an old Fenian, is

"Scientific socialism'has proved to be a delusion—travelling in Germany on release from a long stretch in
an empty formula which prevents thought and whicBartmoor, discussing the world with various Germans.
does notinclude a culture in which people can live. An@n leaving prison, he found post-nationalism all the rage
in this respect, there is no difference between Trotskyist Ireland. He discusses this with a German:
and Communist Party forms. | have heard some ‘Well, what is to be will be', said the Thuringian.

Trotskyists complaining on tglevision that in Easte_rn ‘Democracy has but one logical end—Socialism.
Europe they were included in the general revulsion gqciajism is cosmopolitanism—no distinction of
against Marxism, even though they had always opposethationalities any longer; but one common race. That
the regimes. But the Trotskyist variant of Leninism is, means anti-militarism, the abolition of all stimulus and
if anything, even less suitable than the Brezhnevite to berivalry. And who who going to work or fight, my friends,
the cultural medium of politics. Itis only inthe conflicts for that abstraction called Humanity? Not I. But, thank
around Leninist Marxism that Trotskyism has life. To God, we have the past to live in! They cannot take that
people not involved in those conflicts Trotskyism was away from us!"..." The Graves At KilmornaAthol
indistinguishable from the line of Marxism in power, B0Oks, 2013, p200).

therefore people did not turn to it in the popular upsurge

against the old regimes after Gorbachev gave the nodTN€ Past has been in scarce supply in Ire'land these
and wink. past twenty years. But the empty formulas'pdst-

nationalism"have left the present confused. Ireland a
hundred years on would be familiar to Myles Cogan.
Brendan Clifford
Irish Political Review
June 1991

If "scientific" socialism is a delusion, what then>
Eoghan Harris, who was a scientific socialist for fifteen
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The Russian Coup

The Russian people were Communist for threafter 1945, the ‘West’ took a similar view of its com-
generations. In politics they are a passive people, willifgpnent parts as national in form and social democratic in
to do whatever the State requires them to do, providedntent. On both sides, nations were regarded as super-
this does not make too great demands on them to dispfayfal decorations, creating a semblance of variety in
initiative. Historically, they are a people organised by populations that were all basically the same. Each side
State. They have neverled a national life independenttoied to disrupt the other by encouraging nationalist
the State, as the Germans did for centuries. And thegbellions, but neither side had any real success in that
have never been greatly concerned about the label whiehterprise.
the State stuck onitself. Among Slavic peoples they and
the Poles are p0|ar opposites_ Their on|y requirement of Soviet instigation was not the cause of the nationalist
the state is that it should be the stable framework of thégbellion in Northern Ireland, any more than Western
existence, and should not suffer from existential problerri§stigation was the cause of Polish resistance. lIrish

Republicanism—the genuine article, not Roy Johnson’s

Some readers may find this kind of genera|i5atioM3.inSt concoction of the late sixties—and Polish
Objectionab|e in princip|e_ If so, they are ||V|ng in anationalism lived their own lives, oblivious to the spirit
bygone era. There was a time when it was W|de@f the age. They, like the Afghans, are the authentic
supposed that nationality as a basic organising principgdéticles—the incorrigible nationalist flies in the
in human affairs was being superseded by some ottf@smopolitan ointment. They are the insuppressible
organising principle which was cosmopolitan inhationalisms, though none of them has much aptitude
character. Thatwas the time of the Cold War—the tim&hen it comes to running states. The IRA spoiled the
when the world was organised by the conflict of the twdtmosphere for the West in the idyllic days of the 1970s,
great social principles of undiluted collectivism and@nd rightly rejected comparison with disgruntled
undiluted economic egoism. That conflict overlay th€osmopolitan fragments such as the Red Brigades and
national question on both sides. the Baader Meinhoff group.

In that bygone era, it might have been unbecoming to Now that the number of the states in the world is to be
show much concern for national characteristics as politicgicreased by the formation of many new nation states in
factors. The real entities in world affairs were thegurope, and that the world is hailing this as progress, let
cosmopolitan blocs of NATO and the Warsaw Pact—us have the decency to recognise thatitwas the Provisional

the instruments of the Truman Doctrine on the one hamgdA that kept the national principle operative in the West
and of the Brezhnev Doctrine on the other. But thQuring the age of cosmopolitan illusion.

Warsaw Pact has dissolved and, in the absence of the

Warsaw Pact, NATO has become an ineffectual force in The Russian people were Communist for three
world affairs, despite the ambition of the American angenerations because the State was Communist. Before
British Governments to preserve it as an instrument @iat, they were democrats for about nine months because
world domination. the State was democratic—but because Russia has never

] sustained civil society at a national level, the Russian
When most of the world was organised by NATO anfle mocracy of 1917 was chaotic. And, before 1917, the

the Warsaw Pact, and conflict was limited to regions @§,,ssjan people were the children of their Little Father
the Middle East, South East Asia and Africa where neyy. ahqut three centuries.

states were being formed in the aftermath of the inglorious

winding up of Anglo-French-Portuguese Imperialism, on Sunday, 18th August, the Russian people were
national antagonisms were thought of as atavistigill communist, though their political identity was

remainders of more barbarous times. But, now that Wgade insecure by the uncertainty which was emanating
are to have a multitude of states in central and east@fgm the State. On Monday, 19th August, the Russian
Europe, where previously there were in effect only tWgegple believed that the State had sorted outits existential

states (or two systems of states in which the systegoblems, and that the framework of their lives had been
hegemonised its component states), that old sentimeri@de secure again.

attitude towards nationality will no longer do.
Western ‘experts’ also took theoup to be an
Stalin said that the component parts of the Sovieiccomplished factonthe Monday. Andthe only question
Union were'national in form and socialist in content” being discussed was whether the West should conciliate
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the new Soviet Government, or should start up the Colthich had taken it upon itself to declare a state of
War again. And a BBC commentator made themergency. But, in the course of the day, he judged that
remarkable statement that everything now depended tive couphad been bungled from the outset and would
what“the ordinary decent Communisth Russia did. degenerate into fiasco, and therefore he opposed it. H
sounded pleased with the way he had behaved. But the
Overthe years, British media discussion of the prospd8BC reporter could not get her mind around what he was
for peace in Northern Ireland has centred on the miragaying. Because he had not opposed citgp un-
figure called'the ordinary recent citizen”(ODC). The thinkingly, on the ground of some abstract principle, but
ODC is a political mirage because he is by definitiohad made a practical reckoning on the basis of some
apolitical. The ODC is the person who wants to get dmours’ experience of it, it seemed to her that he had acted
with personal life and only requires from the authoritiea discreditable and shameful part in the affair. That is
that they will provide him with a secure public frameworkvhat BBC reporters have come to.
for his private affairs The Protestant community consists
of an abnormally high proportion of ODCs. But the (The BBC was placed at the centre of the Russian
ODC is a figure of no political consequence. If he werstage by Gorbachev on his return to Moscow. That was
of political consequence, he would not be an ODGne more act of extraordinary ineptitude on his part.
Political affairs are, by definition, tended to by peopl&ven if the BBC had not lost the aptitude for well-
who are not ODCs. informed, analytical reporting which it once possessed
in some degree, it would have been entirely imprudent
The ordinary decent Communist (ODC) in Russia ifor Gorbachev to place it at the centre of Soviet affairs at
very similar up to a point with the ODC in the North. Thea moment when those affairs were in flux. British
identity of acronym between the two is entirelybroadcastingis, by a Parliamentary decision of the early
appropriate—up to a point. But a point is reached whel®20s, a propaganda apparatus of the British State. And
the ODC in the North ceases to be an ODC. In Octobeo competent head of any state, whatever the circum-
1985 the Ulster Protestant community consisted atances, recommends the propaganda apparatus of a
something like 99% ODCs. But, in November 1985foreign state as Gorbachev recommended the BBC.)
almost all the ODCs ceased to be ODCs. The Anglo-
Irish Agreement provoked the great majority of the A couphad become inevitable in the Soviet Union
hitherto ODCs into heated political demonstration ithis Summer, insofar as any political event is ever
Belfast. inevitable. | can say that with assurance now, a week

. after the event, having said so in print a couple of weeks
In Moscow, on the other hand, the ODCs remainggutore the event, despite having taken only the most

ODCson August 19th. The ordinary decent Communigtyga| interest in Soviet affairs during the past ten years.
being a sample of Russian citizenship, did not take it to
be his business to interfere in the affairs of State. He afior the death of Brezhnev, the KGB decided to
wanted to know whether theoup had succeeded or reform the Soviet State on lines which | described at the
failed, so that he might know what he was. But he wagyq a4iiperal totalitarianism”. Andropov did notlive
not_so presumptuo_us as to take sides in the matter bef&yﬁg enough to give any definite shape to this reform.
the issue was decided. His protege, Gorbachev, took over in 1985. He was safe
) . against théhardliners” because he was known to be a
The fate of theeoupwas determined behind closedy Gg man, and Lenin had declared that the KGB (or the
doors. Yeltsin assembled a very small group of peopiéheka as it was then) was the cream of the Party. The
around the Russian Parliament in an act of defiance, aeg \vas not only feared but also admired. The talent

he made a speech or two. When he was not arrested, gfhe party was concentratedin it. It was the only region
when the Parliament building was not occupied, thghare a semblance of thought occurred.
people of Moscow realised that the old State had crumbled

from within, and that they would have to change. They Sothe KGB determined on aliberal totalitarian reform,
observed this on the Tuesday. And, on the Wednesdayid Gorbachev was its agent. The envisaged reformwas
they flocked onto the streets—notto defendtii®rm”  self-contradictoryin principle. Itdid not have arealisable
against thethardliners” , but to show themselves thatobjective, and therefore no method could be found of
they had adapted to the new order, whatever it be. realising its objective.

On the first anniversary of thwwup—the first weekly By the mid-1980s, | had only a residual interest in
anniversary, thatis—an Army Colonelwho had opposefoviet affairs. About fifteen years ago | decided that
the coupgave an interview to the BBC explaining hisMarxism-Leninism was dead from the neck up. Some
position. He explained that, in his view, the situation ha@orbachev enthusiasts told me a few years ago that |
required extraordinary measures. On the Mondashould not be so dismissive of him because he was
morning he had agreed with the declaration of a state sdmething new and vital. It seemed to me that he was
emergency, and he had therefore supported the graugw only in the sense of knowing less about the character
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of the Soviet system than | did, and of trying to do what In the event, the Army could only very partially
could not be done, and not trying to do what could benlearn the lesson in political obedience which Stalin
done. had taught it by such painful methods. But the bungled
gesture in the direction otaupwas sufficient to dispel
Gorbachev's political skill resembles that of CaptaiGorbachev's dream world. The sleepwalkers woke up
O’Neill, who became Prime Minister of Northern Irelandwith a shock, and what they have been doing and saying
in 1964, when itwas a comparatively stable little statelefipr some years began to register in their minds as ideas.
and with ineffectual gestures towards an unspecifieind, suddenly;in the twinkling of an eye'as the Bible
reform reduced it to a shambles in five years. puts it, they were transformed. One day they were
ordinary decent Communists. The next day they were
Gorbachev brought about a state of affairs in therdinary decent something else4¥Russian nationalists™
Soviet Union which could not continue. In the name ak the word being used, but at this distance from the Black
economic reform he had worsened the economy year blyindreds, Russian nationalism is to most ODCs a name
year. Inthe name of the market, he had erected barrigrithout definite connotations.
to the flow of goods between the different parts of the
Union. And he had stimulated the growth of nationalism Russian nationalism without the Little Father, without

in the Baltic and the Caucasus, but was not prepareddgin Slavism, and without Gogol, Dostoevsky and
let the nationalities go their own way. He had disruptederdyayev—what is it going to be? What is it that is
the pO”tiCS of the State to an extent that had thrown @bmg to be the human Subject of Russian Democracy?
regions of it into turmoil and prepared it for diSSO'UtiOﬂDemocracy is an empty form. And just now Russian
yet he had made no provision for an orderly dissolutiomationalism is an empty formula. But it is well to
Week by week he was inflaming nationalist sentimerfemember that the Russian nationalism of a century ago,
by stimulating it in words and stamping onitin deed. Hghich in its most progressive tendency contributed
had reduced the political atmosphere to a conditigfeavily to some of the greatest literature of the world,

appropriate to a country defeated in war. But the Sovighd three common features: Slavic sentimentality, anti-
Army had not bee defeated in war. The Red Armgemitism, and anti-Catholicism.

remained the Army of a Superpower, while the State

which in constitutional theory was its master was Dostoevsky's novels were laid on in the rudimentary
dissolving all around it. Irish public library service of the early fifties, probably
because he had the reputation of being a religious
Itrequired no great perspicacity to see that Gorbach@¥actionary, and had opposed Russian Communismwhen
had brought about a highly unstable condition in thg was little more than a notion in the mind of Cherny-
relationship of the elements which constitute a Statghevsky who was an influence on Lenin a generation
Since nobody else seemed to be pointing this outdter. | was then engaged in a solo rebellion against the
pointed it out: dictatorship of Catholicism in Ireland (solo because
"The collapse of the state system of MarxispobodyelseW(_)uldjoin)_, and | fed myself on Dostoevsky’s
Communism in 1989 was an unprecedented event in tgguberant anti-Catholicim:The Brothers Karamazov
history of the world, and it has placed the world in &I”ed Catholicism stone dead for me. So | look forward
position of unprecedented danger... with interest to what Russian nationalism is going to be
"The Red Army is well educated in politics and knowghis time round. And it will not upset me if Leningrad is
its proper place in the scheme of things. But when thghanged back into Petersburg, Dostoevsky's city of

scheme of things in which it knows its places ceases {@hite Nightswhich is how I first encountered it.
exist, what then?

"No single element in a society can remain in its . .
proper place, unless the other elements are in their proper. . Russian lady (Nora _Grlnberg) vyho had been an
places. There are no absolute positions for social elemeﬂ{g'nary decgnlt Communist for a while (she explalngd
taken in isolation. The elements exist in relationshighat she had joined the Komsomol out of respectability
Position is defined by relationship. An Army canno@nd an honest ambition to advance her career), appeared
remain in its proper place under the command of the civiin Channel 4'®pinionprogramme on August 29th, and
power, if the civil power is disintegrating and isincapabl¢alked into the camera for half an hour about being
of commanding it effectively... Russian. It was a fascinating performance—not a

"...If the Government of the Soviet Union continuesperformance at all in fact—which | happened to see just
to subvert the state, a point must be reached when thger | had written the preceding part of this article. If |

Army, as a matter of survival, will consider interfering inhad been doubtful about what | had written she would
politics in order to find a state to be subordinate to. Thr‘?ave dispelled my doubts

sharp lesson against meddling in politics, which Stalin
taught it in the late thirties, is likely to wear off as the
politicians continue to demonstrate their incompetence She spoke of the change of Leningrad back to St.
in affairs of state..." Froblems Of CommunisiNo. 33, Petersburg. (Nobody seems to be proposing that it
August 1991). should have its democratic Russian nationalist name of
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Petrograd. Petrograd is nothing. It is is where Russiatand this aspect of Russian life. And she clearly felt that
nationalist democracy, in the form of Kerensky, strutted vital element was missing from the life of the free and
about in its brief moment of glory before driving off toopulent West, into whose middle class she defected last
America.) And she made some affectionate commengear, because literature counted for nothing in it. And
about Peter the Great. Peter was the Lenin and Stalinyet she gave the conventional Western explanation of
the early 18th century. He compelled Russia tthe course of eventsin Russia during the past six years—
Europeanise, but did so by methods which were ntite economic determinist one.
European. He built a city in the marshes to be the nucleus
of the European development of Russia, and made it thel cannot see how a political movement caused by
capital of his Empire. But he built it with forced labour.economic requirements could year by year have the
on a piece of Finland which he gained in a war fought faonsistent effect of disrupting the economy and cutting
no other purpose than to gain it. Peter was the organiséf the supply of consumer goods and yet carry on.
ofthe policy, later adopted by Lenin,"fhting Russian Russia under Brezhnev was an economic paradise
barbarism with barbarous methods’And the people compared with Russia after six years of Gorbachev. But
who were sentto Petersburg to be Russia’s new Europd&aarbachev was still offering more of the same.
middle class were required by Tsarist decree to learn the
art of cultured conversation and apply it at dinner parties | have seen the cause of the Gorbachev reform as
to which they invited each other. literary. The KGB was hit by a literary battering ram
during the eighties and it was destroyed by the shock.
(Two centuries and a quarter later, the exposed position
of Peter’s city on the margin of the state caused the The name of the cause of the reform is Solzhenitsyn.
Soviet Government to decide that it needed another bjpublished long reviews @ulag August 1914 he Oak
of Finland to make it defensible. It asked the Finnis& The Calf andFrom Under The Rubblen which |
Government nicely to hand over a chunk of Kareliadefended them against the Irish and British Left. The
When its request was refused, it fought a war againdtestern Left turned on Solzhenitsyn when he made it
Finland in the Winter of 193940 and took it. The Leagupainfully obvious to them that he would have no truck
of Nations condemned Russia for breaching internationaith "positive criticism'of the Soviet regime. These
law. In 1944 Churchill was negotiating with Stalin aboutpositive critics"and"creative Marxistswvere the most
the establishment of the United Nations. Stalin mentioneseless form of political life ever seen. And the chief of
how badly the League had behaved over the Sovigtem, Roy Medvedev, was the kept man of the KGB. As
invasion of Finland. Churchill apologised, and assurddwas writing dismissive reviews of Medvedev etc., |
Stalin that the Unite Nations would not be permitted toften wondered if it was possible for a writer to develop
pass judgement on actions which the Great Powensthin the Soviet system and do the kind of human job
considered necessary to their interests. And Churchillé it that Dostoevsky did on Chernyshevsky. | did not
successors have kepthisword. | have heard no suggestiuink the writer ofivan Denisovictwas it. But then it
in recent weeks that Karelia be returned to Finland, evéranspired thalvan Denisoviclwas a mere ploy which
though it was annexed by Russia by one of the cleardstauthor used to buy time.
acts of unprovoked aggression there has ever been.
Finland itself does not seem to have asked for it. But Solzhenitsyn was no metdissident” He was the
Finland learned the hard way that there is no such thipgilosopher and publicist of an alternative world, and he
as international law in the world, only Great Poweattacked the existing State at its foundations in the mind.
politics) The State withheld his writings from the people, but it
could not withhold these writings from itself. And itwas
Nora Grinberg said that Russia is the most literate aride State itself which was most capable of being affected
most literary country in the world. by that literature.

Soitis. Thatitis the most literate is an achievement Economic determinism was not an observed fact of
of Stalinism. But it has been the most literary since tHé€ in Russia, but a system of belief. Solzhenitsyn—
1820s at least. That is to say, it has been the count#io would have learned from Dostoevsky that the
where literature counted for most in public life. Russifuman environment is not amenities but people—
has had literature in place of civil society, and hageclined to have anything to do with economic determin-
therefore found it difficult to acquire the petty, universalsm. He viewed Soviet history from a standpoint which
egoism needed for capitalism of the Anglo/Americahiad nothing in common with eith@reative Marxism"
kind. (The unique social status of Russian literature m&y the egoistic simplicities of Thatcherism. And, speaking
derive from the fact that, like the middle class, it wags the heir of Dostoevsky, he told Chernyshevsky's heirs
created as an act of State by Peter the Great, who foundfa@f they had no insides, that they were hollow men.

and edited the first Russian newspaper.)
The KGB were never mere thugs, any more than the

Nora Grinberg complained that Britain did not underbominicans were mere thugs. Like the Dominicans—
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the dogs of God who held Southern France for the Y UGOSLAVIA
Church by terror and preaching—they were capable of As | write,“the world” is very anti-Serbian. It wants
great brutality, but were also an intellectual eliteCroatia to be permitted to secede from Yugoslavia on
Solzhenitsyn’s effect on them seems to have been nationalist grounds. A war is being fought because
change them from Dominicans into Jesuits. And th€roat leaders insist that the Croatia which appears on the
Jesuits have had a tendency to get too clever by half amdp becomes an independent state. The Serb leaders say
endanger the Papacy. that the Croatia which appears on the map is part of
Yugoslavia and cannot be maintained otherwise than as

| have no evidence that the KGB, having their heagsart of Yugoslavia. The Serbs in Croatia are Yugoslav
battered by Solzhenitsyn, sought refuge in Louis Althusitizens, and it is only as Yugoslav citizens that it is
ser's tortuous Marxism, which took over Westertolerable for them to form part of Croatia. But, if
academic life in the seventies. But, when | saw a reportigoslavia is to be dissolved into nationalities, it must
that Andropov was dabbling with the idea of governingot be on the lines of the internal divisions of the
through sociology departments, | thought they probablyugoslav state, but on the lines of the nationalities on he
had. ground. | can see no flaw in that reasoning.

Anyhow, there seems to be little doubt that the KGB 11 croats. who are very much in favour withe

got too clever by half and undermined a system Whi“\norld", say that Serbia is Communist, and are not
would have lasted well into the next century if it had be%quired to say what bearing that has—if it is true—on
left alone, and when they tried to call a halt, they foungle nationality argument. Serbia says that Croatia only
itwas too late. Atone point the Pope had to abolish ther existed separately as a Catholic fascist state under
Jesuits in order to safeguard the Papacy. Butthe mani 5q4is of Nazi Germany, when it conducted wholesale
the Kremlin was no Pope—he was only one of thgassacres of non-Catholics, and thatin the reconstruction
Jesuits. of Yugoslavia it was given large Serb areas‘th
) ) dictator Tito”.
| know nothing of Yeltsin, except that he has shown

himself to be a politician of Leninist calibre. Th_e dqy Only the Communist Party had ever transcended the
after thecoupended, when the world was basking in4tjona| divisions of the South Slavs. Yugoslavia could
euphoria under the influence of the BBC, he sobereg, axist as a Communist state. Ifitis to be broken up
everybody up by saying that, if the other Republic§ecayse of the overthrow of Communism, the anti-
chose separation, there would have to be revision gf,mmunists hardly have reason on their side when they

borders and population transfers, so that Russia migh{se their claims on the divisions made within the
flourish. That was a slap in the face ftre world", Communist settlement.

otherwise known as the BBC, and you could feel their

faces stinging from it. The"Greater Serbia"of the BBC echoe&Greater

Nothina like it has b inth d si L .Germany'and thus implies that the regions of Yugoslavia
othing like it has been seen in the world since Lenig, . separate states. They are not. Croatia was made

got off the train at Finland Station in 1917 and, ignoringnuch bigger, under the Communist settlement, than
the gdar:jatnds, totlﬁ the v;eltct(;]mmg commltttt(aje that h|‘?ationalist considerations would have entitled it to be. It
intended to overthrow what they represented. is madness for the EC to be encouraging Croatia to reject
. . the Serbian proposal that, if Yugoslaviais to be dissolved,
The euphorla has been dlnspelled_ an_d appreh_en3||:t)ghou|d should be on the actual lines of nationality and
has take_n mt_o pchéThe world s beg!nmng torealise not on the administrative divisions madé€the dictator
that nationalism is not to be trifled with. Tito" within the Communist settlement.
Brendan Clifford
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September 1991

Subscriptions to
Problems
and other publications ordered from

https://www.atholbooks-sales.org

Issue 15-16, page 24



