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The Final Statement of the 
11th Palestinians in Europe 
Conference – Brussels. 

The 11th Palestinians in Eu-
rope Conference ended in 
Brussels, on Saturday, 18th 
May 2013. The conference was 
convened under the title, 
“Signs of Return is blossom-
ing”. Thousands of Palestinians 
participated in the annual 
event, which was attended by 
delegations from various Euro-
pean countries.   

A number of Palestinian poli-
ticians, community leaders and 
public figures participated in 

the event.  They came from 
locations either in the occupied 
Palestinian territories or the 
Diaspora. European MPs, activ-
ists, journalists and representa-
tives of various NGOs also took 
part in this year’s event.  

The conference was orga-
nized by the General Secretari-
at of the Palestinians in Europe 
Conference, the Palestinian 
Return Centre (PRC), and the 
Palestinian Assembly in Germa-
ny. 

The conference reaffirmed 
declarations from the previous 
years: London 2003, Berlin 

2004, Vienna 2005, Malmo 
2006, Rotterdam 2007, Copen-
hagen 2008, Milan 2009, Berlin 
2010, Wuppertal 2011 and 
Copenhagen 2012, and added 
new ones. After a day of en-
gaging discussion, workshops, 
lectures and debates, the con-
ference concluded the follow-
ing: 

1-We reaffirm our adherence 
to the Right of Return for Pal-
estinian Refugees. This right is 
inalienable and non-
negotiable. It can’t be vetoed, 
circumvented, supplanted or 
altered.   

The Right of Return is a col-
lective and individual right that 
is irrevocable. Our people will 
continue their struggle until it 
is achieved: 

2-We are proud of the strug-
gle and resilience of the Pales-
tinian people who continue to 
make great sacrifices, 65 years 
after the Nakba, against occu-
pation and oppression for their 
dignity freedom and self-
determination: 

3-We express our deep con-
cern over the Israeli aggres-
sions on Jerusalem and its in-
digenous Palestinian residents, 
especially in the light of grow-
ing deportation. We warn 
against the systematic discrimi-
nation against Jerusalemites 
which sees them besieging in 
their residential areas by 
settlements and the apartheid 
wall.   We also warn against 
the assault on historical Mus-
lim and Christian sites in Jeru-
salem: 

4-We are proud of the sacri-
fice and determination shown 
by Palestinian prisoners in Is-
raeli jails, especially their brav-
ery against unjust Israeli poli-
cies. The issue of Palestinian 
prisoners is one of our main 
priorities and we ask the inter-
national community to demand 
an end to their mistreatment: 

5- The conference affirmed 
the need to intensify efforts to 
face the systematic expulsion 
of Palestinians in the West 
Bank and occupied Palestine in 
1948 territories. The policy of 

apartheid, segregation, annex-
ation of land trough the illegal 
wall and settlements should 
come to an end so people can 
live freely: 

6- The conference salutes the 
steadfastness of the people of 
Gaza. Despite Israeli aggression 
and a long siege they remain 
strong. We vow to continue 
exposing Israel and its crimes 
against the people of Gaza: 

7-We condemn the call for 
land swap between the state of 
Palestine and the Israeli re-
gime. We warn that such a step 
will jeopardize Palestinian 
rights and legitimatize Israeli 
occupation.  It also endangers 
the rights of Palestinians inside 
occupied lands of 1948.  We 
totally reject such plans and 
reaffirm our inalienable and 
legitimate rights: 

8-We declare our solidarity 
with the Syrian people in their 
plight. We are extremely fear-
ful of their future and very con-
cerned over the growing hu-
manitarian crisis where thou-
sands have died and millions 
have been displaced.   

We also call on all sides in 
Syria to refrain from dragging 
the Palestinian refugee into 
their internal differences. The 
camps should always remain 
neutral. Humanitarian aid 
should be offered to Palestini-
an and Syrian refugees freely 
without any restriction: 

9-In light of the dreadful con-
ditions that Palestinian refu-
gees experience in Arab coun-
tries, including those fleeing 
Iraq and Syria; we call on all 
Arab countries to treat Pales-
tinian refugees justly and fairly. 
We invite the Arab League to 
investigate the extent of Arab 
countries’ commitment to the 
Casablanca Protocols of 1965 
concerning the treatment of 
Palestinian refugees. This 
should be in accordance with 
their right of return to occu-
pied Palestine: 

10-We stress the importance 
of achieving National Palestini-
an Unity Agreement between 
all Palestinian parties.  
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This should include reforming 
the Palestinian Liberation Or-
ganization (PLO). This is an 
indispensable building block 
within the internal Palestinian 
community. This unity would 

ultimately help to 
protect our nation-
al rights. Such 
measures will 
unite the Palestini-
an people and 
enable them to 
face Israeli occupa-
tion.  Additionally, 
we call for demo-
cratic representa-

tion of the Palestinians in Eu-
rope. The conference also calls 
on Palestinian parties to en-
force the civil NGO work wher-
ever the Palestinian people 
exist.   

In this regard, we call on Eu-
rope and the International 
community to respect the 
democratic choices made by 
the Palestinian people: 

11-The conference stresses 
historical responsibility of Eu-
rope for the Palestinian Nakba 
and displacement of 1948. 
Generations of Palestinian peo-
ple are still paying the price of 
Europe’s mistake and still Eu-
rope continues to assist in the 
expansion of the state of Israel 
and its illegal policies.   

We announce our full sup-
port for the International Cam-
paign demanding an apology 

from Britain for the Balfour 
declaration which marks the 
beginning of Palestinian suffer-
ing: 

12-We commend all efforts 
by everyone helping the Pales-
tinians in challenging and con-
fronting Israeli wars, siege and 
illegal practices. We urge eve-
ryone to remain steadfast and 
develop these efforts that sup-
port the Palestinian people for 
their fight against occupation 
and injustice towards freedom, 
justice, human rights and a 
democratic Palestine. 

The Palestinian Return  
Centre (PRC) 

Obituary of  MANOUCHEHR 
SABETIAN    

Dr. Manouchehr Sabetian, a 
left-wing Iranian and a mem-
ber of Liberation since its early 
days, died on 11th May, 2013.  
Born in Tehran on 8th January, 
1928, of a distinguished family 
which had embraced the Ba-
ha’i faith, in 1946 he won one 
of twenty-one scholarships to 
study abroad and qualified in 
medicine at Durham Universi-

ty.   
After initially practising at the 

Connaught Hospital, Waltham-
stow, he became a Fellow of 
the Royal College of Surgeons 
both of England and Edinburgh 
and achieved prominence as a 
consultant in the National 
Health Service, in which he 
eventually spent the whole of 
his working life. 

Manouchehr Sabetian first 
came into contact with left-

wing ideas as a student in Iran. 
Subsequently, in Britain, he 

played a key role in the for-
mation of the Confederation of 
Iranian Students in 1960, be-
came its secretary, and joined 
the Tudeh Party (the Com-
munist Party of Iran).  The Con-
federation campaigned against 
the tyrannical rule of Moham-
mad Reza Shah, who had been 
restored to absolute power by 
a US CIA-inspired coup against 
the Iranian Prime Minister, 
Mohammad Mossadegh, on 
19th August, 1953. 

On 10th April, 1965, a mem-
ber of the Shah’s Imperial 
Guard at the Marble Palace 
attempted, unsuccessfully, to 
assassinate the Shah and was 
killed in the exchange of fire.  

Six students were arrested 
and charged with complicity, 
including Parviz Nikhar, former 
chairman of the London-based 
Students’ Association. 

Manouchehr Sabetian and 
another Iranian, Razavi, were 
reported to have been in-
volved in the plot and the Ira-
nian Government asked for 
Sabetian to be extradited to 
Iran. 

This request was not acceded 
to, but Dr. Sabetian, who con-
tinued to campaign against the 
Shah’s regime, never dared 
visit his native land as long as 
the Shah remained in power. 

Liberation and representa-
tives of the British Labour 
Movement consistently sup-
ported denunciations of abus-

es of human rights by the Irani-
an authorities. 

In 1979 the Shah was over-
thrown and left the country.  
However, instead of a demo-
cratic left-wing government 
being installed, the fundamen-
talist Moslem regime of the 
Ayatollah Khomeini took pow-
er.  Manouchehr Sabetian was 
deeply disappointed and left 
the Tudeh Party when it con-
tinued to give support to the 
new government, despite its 
gross violations of democratic 
and human rights. 

He now raised his voice 
against the mullahs who had 
taken over as vehemently as 
he had condemned the Shah.  
Although the Tudeh Party 
changed its line when it came 
under attack from the regime, 
Dr. Sabetian remained aloof. 

He continued his contacts 
with opponents of the regime 
and wrote articles to denounce 
it.  He served as a president of 
the Iranian PEN in Exile organi-
sation from 1996 to 1998 and 
remained an implacable critic 
of the Iranian theocracy to the 
end of his life.  Because of his 
stand, he could no more visit 
Iran under the Ayatollahs than 
under the Shah. 

Aside from his political and 
medical interests, he loved 
tennis and sailing.  He is sur-
vived by his wife, Anne Marie 
le Solliec, his three sons, Domi-
nic, Oliver and Julian, and two 
granddaughters’ 

 Stan Newens 

Israeli troops arrest children 

Manouchehr Sabetian 

http://nlp.prc.org.uk/lists/lt.php?id=cE1XCwNVVQFbAUgMBF0dAwgE
http://nlp.prc.org.uk/lists/lt.php?id=cE1XCwNVVQFbAUgMBF0dAwgE
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The Mau Mau War took place 
from 1952 to 1963, when it 
ended the oppressive British 
colonial rule declared in 1895, 
and replaced it with the sover-
eign Republic of Kenya, almost 
50 years ago.  This was the first 
decolonisation war in modern 
Africa, later to be followed by 
Algeria, Guinea Bissau, Zimba-
bwe, Angola, Mozambique, 
Western Sahara, Namibia and 
of course South Africa. 

Being the first gives a sort of 
distinction, but it has its disad-
vantages, such as not having 
lessons from others.  This was 
the misfortune of the Mau 
Mau, who were not only mar-
ginalised, stitched up and legal-
ly banned in the new dispensa-
tion concocted by the de-
parting British and Kenya’s new 
rulers.  Kenya’s liberation 
movement was only unbanned 
on 29 October 2003 by newly 
elected President Mwai Kibaki, 
i.e. after 46 years of Kenya’s 
independence!   

 The veterans at once formed 
the Mau Mau War Veterans 
Association to enlist, organise, 
mobilise and fight for their 
interests.  The organisation 
launched the now famous 
court case against the British 
Government at the High Court 
in London, with two women 
and three men selected for the 
role.   

Over the past four years at 
the Royal Courts of Justice in 
central London they have won 
three stunning victories in a 

row against obdurate re-
sistance by the Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office (FCO).  
Even then, in October 2012, 
the stubborn government went 
to the Court of Appeal, dismiss-
ing the veterans’ offer for a 
negotiated settlement.  On 
behalf of the London-based 
Mau Mau Justice Network, my 
last words on 5 October 2012 
in our support of the veterans’ 
demarche were: “WE CALL FOR 
A NEGOTIATED SETTLEMENT.”  

It was only after seven wast-
ed months, just as the Appeal 
Court case was due to start on 
May 13 2013 that the Govern-
ment agreed to negotiate.  The 
negotiations that Britain so 
much feared took place in Nai-
robi, and in less than one 
month a settlement was 
reached.   

On Thursday, June 6, William 
Haig, the Foreign and Com-
monwealth Secretary, an-
nounced the details at the 
House of Commons, while the 
British High Commissioner to 
Kenya addressed the assem-
bled veterans in Nairobi.  Natu-
rally the Mau Mau Justice Net-
work was in attendance at the 
House.    

As the terms of the settle-
ment were announced, I ticked 
off or crossed the list of our 
campaign demands.  Haig met 
our very first demand, which 
was to publicly acknowledge 
the killings, torture and other 
crimes against humanity com-
mitted by Britain. 

However, Haig obstinately 
avoided the words “apology” 
and “sorry”; choosing instead 
“regret”.  We could live with 
that. 

Item number 3 in the cam-
paign’s demands reads: 
“Erection of a Wall of Honour 
at Uhuru Gardens on which the 
names of all killed and de-
tained will be inscribed.”  We 
welcomed the UK’s agreement 
to fund this memorial.   

While the above deals were 
sentimentally very important, 
the really fundamental issue 
was that of compensation.  The 
Government agreed to pay a 
sum of £19.9 million.  The 
amount consisted of two parts: 
the costs of the marvellous 
Leigh Day & Co lawyers (who 
had previously distinguished 
themselves by representing the 
British prisoners-of-war by the 
Japanese during the Second 
World War in South East Asia) 
and the actual veterans’ com-
pensation.  The latter amount-
ed to about £13.5 million. 

Since there were only three 
veterans left in the court case 
after the death of the other 
two in the course of the court 
proceedings, this £13.5 million 
looks a pretty handsome 
amount.  It is not.   

The veterans in the court 
case were in fact representa-
tives of all of the 5,228 Leigh 
Day clients; and this money 
was to be shared among them 
all.  On a simple average basis, 
each would receive a paltry £2, 
582!  Nevertheless, I ticked off 
this item.  My sentiments 
about this were strengthened 
when I later learned that at an 
earlier veterans briefing on the 
settlement no one had object-
ed to the deal. 

Following on the footsteps of 
Leigh Day, other legal firms 
have since the court case start-
ed recruited their own veteran 
clients; and they are quite like-
ly to lodge their own claims.  
So, it would seem that we are 

far from seeing the end of the 
claims, in spite of Haig’s asser-
tion that the payment was “in 
full and final settlement”. In-
deed it is rumoured that the 
widow of Dedan Kimathi has 
decided to lodge her own case 
for compensation.   

Surely that would be an irre-
sistible case.  When the British 
finally caught up with the Mau 
Mau leader, they were ecstatic, 
his photograph was on every 
newspaper, and the news were 
repeated ad nauseam on the 
radio.   

Then they ‘disappeared’ him.  
To this day they have refused 
to reveal what they did to him, 
or where his remains are.  How 
can his widow be denied “full 
and proper” compensation?  
How can Kenya and Britain 
heel the historical wounds and 
develop sound relations  that 
the Foreign Secretary claims 
the government wishes, with-
out providing this essential 
information on Kenya’s nation-
al hero?   

The Government statement 
made no mention of the other 
demands by the campaign.  
Apart from those listed above, 
these included: “The truth 
about General Kimathi’s burial 
and/or remains”.   

As in the cases of all past 
leaders of our people’s armed 
resistance against the British 
occupation, our national hero 
Dedan Kimathi was killed and 
‘disappeared’ when his turn 
came.  Dedan Kimathi should 
be the first in the now agreed 
heroes memorial. 

In the interests of the esti-
mated 40,000 surviving Mau 
Mau War veterans as reflected 
in the membership of their 
organisation, the campaign had 
demanded: “A Medical Fund to 
cater for the needs of the veter-
ans.”  This was not agreed, 
which is particularly disap-
pointing in view of the fact that 
these are elderly people, with 
the associated medical needs.   

MAU MAU settlement 
Dan Thea on the £20 million achieved so far 

Celebrating the settlement 
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Their tortures, maiming, 
beatings, hard labour, and oth-
er mistreatment meted out to 
them by the British; the ne-
glect by the Kenyan Govern-
ment since independence; and 
poverty mean that they are 
generally in poor health.  That 
is what made the demand so 
relevant, and also makes its 
rejection so unjust. 

In the interests of historical 
record and as a sound founda-
tion for discussion and proper 
understanding of the Mau Mau 
War, the campaign had de-
manded: “Britain to fund a 
comprehensive study by inter-
national and Kenyan experts 
of the Mau Mau War, and to 
compile an accurate and com-
prehensive report of all the 
victims: those who were killed; 
those who were detained; 
those who were confined in 
‘Emergency Villages’; the Mau 
Mau fighters; those, mainly 
women, who took food and 
other supplies to the fighters; 
etc.”   

Even after 50/60 years, there 
is still far too little understand-
ing of the Mau Mau War itself, 

its background or its conse-
quences.  That is why this de-
mand was very important; and 
that is why it is extremely re-
grettable that it was not con-
ceded.   

The most fundamental na-
tional demand was: “Britain to 
agree and to assist and sup-
port the Government of Kenya 
in resolving the historical in-
justices on land.”  It was not 
even mentioned in the settle-
ment.  Yet this issue has been 
the basic and most difficult 
problem in Kenya since coloni-
sation; arising from the confis-
cation of our people’s best 
land at the point of a gun or 
bayonet by the British in the 
process of establishing the 
infamous “Kenya White High 
Lands.”   

Admittedly it does not only 
concern the veterans, (and this 
would appear to have been the 
basis on which it was not 
agreed) but it is nevertheless 
the creation of the British.   

The British created it; im-
mensely benefitted from it; 
and they should undertake to 
be fully involved in resolving it.  
The demand was just.  The 
British escaped their responsi-
bility simply because they were 
negotiating from a position of 
strength, reflecting today’s 
notorious ‘international com-
munity’s rule of the jungle in 
the world. 

William Haig’s statement was 
followed by six MPs, with 
Douglas Alexander, his Shadow 
counterpart kicking off.  His 
was a poor performance: 
thanking Haig for prior infor-
mation, announcing cross-
bench agreement, regretting 
“the suffering on all sides” dur-
ing the war, urging the govern-
ment to build “even stronger 
ties” with Kenya, and other 
platitudes.  The four other con-
tributions were forgettable.  
But not that of Jeremy Corbyn.  
He challenged Haig on the Gov-
ernment’s hypocrisy to 
“continue to deny liability” 
while proceeding to pay com-
pensation. Jeremy proceeded 
to educate the Foreign Secre-

tary of the fact that Libera-
tion’s own veterans “Fenner 
Brockway, Barbara Caste, 
Leslie Hale, Tony Benn, and 
many other MPs raised the 
issue in Parliament during the 
1950s.”  He reminded the 
House of “the use of concen-
tration camps, torture, castra-
tion” and so on.  He informed 
his colleagues that he met the 
Mau Mau veterans here last 
year; and Dan Thea even ap-
peared in the Hansard.  Foggy 

–minded Haig could only con-
cede Jeremy’s “extensive 
knowledge” of the issues. 

The Mau Mau’s was a stun-
ning victory in the global con-
text.  Attempts at impunity 
failed; the sixty years delay was 
overcome; and the bonfires of 
incriminating files in Kenya 
together with secrete archives 
in Britain succumbed to truth 
and justice. 

Dan Thea is President of the  
Mau Mau Justice Network. 
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Ken Fuller, resident in the 
Philippines since 2003, has 
been following the political 
scene in his country of adop-
tion with the thorough and 
methodical research typical of 
the best investigative journal-
ism; an expert on the ins and 
outs of the Philippines' political 
landscape and intrigues, he has 
penned three volumes on the 
history of Philippines' left-wing 
grass-roots movements and 
activism, and currently writes a 
column on the Daily Tribune. 
Regular Liberation readers  
might remember Ken Fuller's 
column sometimes appearing 
on this publication in the past. 
One of such pieces, A Long Six 
Years in the Philippines 
(Liberation, Volume 53 No5 - 
November 2010, soon to be 
made available on our online 
digital archive), was published 
during the Philippines' 2010 
presidential elections.  

It was a realistic and down-to
-earth op-ed, cautioning read-
ers against high expectations at 
the electoral victory of presi-
dent Benigno Simeon 
“Noynoy” Aquino III, and show-
ing that there was little ground 
for hope of a break from the 
previous nine and a half years 
of graft, corruption and theft 
which had characterised the 
administration of Gloria 

Macapagal Arroyo. 
Now, with his new book, The 

Long Crisis, he takes a closer 
inspection at those infamous 
nine and a half years of Ar-
royo's presidency. 

Against the backdrop of a 
“sequence of presidents [all 
more or less acting out their 
roles] as directed by Washing-
ton […] and faithfully sup-
porting US foreign policy”, 
Fuller begins his narrative by 
tracing the mark left on Filipino 
history by Gloria Macapagal 
Arroyo's ancestors: a dynasty 
which makes regular appear-
ances in the country's political 
scene through the decades, 
from a Mariano Pidal Arroyo, 
governor of Iloilo in the 1930s 
(found to be the recipient of 
illegal gambling payoffs in or-
der to “cover anticipated elec-
tion expenses”) to Gloria 
Macapagal Arroyo's own fa-
ther, Washington-supported 
Diosdado Macapagal in the 
1961 elections – and responsi-
ble for  “scuppering the coun-
try’s modest attempts at indus-
trialization” by entering “ into 
the Philippines’ first agreement 
with the International Mone-
tary Fund”.  

None of this, the reader will 
guess from the start, foretells 
any good news for the Philip-
pines' economic and social 
development throughout suc-
ceeding decades. 

The reader is briefly remind-
ed of the presidency of Estra-
da, possibly the only true ex-
ception in a long string of US-
endorsed neo-liberal presi-
dents and a true people's serv-
ant who, despite his flaws, is 
remembered for implementing 
policies which benefited the 
country's poor and attracted 
the anger of the US masters 
(parallels with Hugo Chávez are 
not entirely out of place). Es-
trada's downfall, we learn from 
The Long Crisis, was eventually 
brought about by an alliance to 
get him out of office, formed 
by the country’s business elite 
and the church, as well as by a 
number of not entirely base-
less allegations of corruption 
and insider trading, and in a 

climactic so-called “popular 
revolt” which was nothing 
short of a “coloured revolu-
tion”, complete with a pseudo-
opposition coalition designed 
in Washington.  

The clues pointing to the fact 
that Estrada's ousting was in 
fact the result of a plan 
hatched by globalists in the 
superpower across the Pacific 
lies in a self-fulfilling prophecy 
in a report published by US 
intelligence firm Stratfor 
(which alluded to a possible 
impeachment of the president, 
even before the appearance of 
the first hint of a formal 
charge) and in the colour revo-
lution-like engineered marches 
of protest (including one or-
ganised by “gays and lesbians 
[...] in Baguio City, somewhat 
bizarrely blaming the economic 
crisis on Estrada’s womanizing 
culture”) and finally a series of 
made-up threats of a possible 
military coup d'état. 

Next, the book really sinks its 
teeth into the intricate web of 
corruption around Mrs Arroyo, 
her close associates and her 
family members, such as First 
Gentleman Jose Miguel “Big 
Mike” Arroyo, accused in 2003 
of money laundering through 

secret bank accounts, opened 
under fictitious names. The 
reader is thus presented with 
an overwhelming succession of 
cases of graft, nepotism, em-
bezzlement and bribery, in an 
environment where no sector 
of society is immune from cor-
ruption, from Congress to the 
armed forces (where a General 
Carlos Garcia seems to win the 
first prize), the police and pris-
on service and, needless to say, 
top members of the church. 

This, Fuller informs us, 
prompted the German-based 
Transparency International to 
deem the Philippines the elev-
enth most corrupt nation of 
the 102 in its survey, and the 
Hong Kong-based Political and 
Economic Risk Consultancy to 
publish a survey in March 
2007, where it turned out that 
1,476 expatriate businessmen 
regarded the Philippines as the 
most corrupt of the thirteen 
Asian countries included in the 
survey. 

The book also offers a de-
scription of the ruthless 2004 
presidential campaign of Mrs 
Arroyo herself who, after 
briefly pretending to renounce 
to run as a candidate in the 
elections.  

The Long  
Crisis: Gloria 
Macapagal 
Arroyo and 
Philippine  
Underdevel-
opment.  
By Ken Fuller. 

Flipside  
Publishing. 
Rinaldo  

Francesca 

Reviews. 

Gloria Arroyo and friend 
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But was apparently talked 
back into the game by US-
based chairmen and CEOs of 
companies with Philippine in-
terests, who informed her that 
greater investment would be 
available with the political sta-
bility brought about by her 
candidacy.  

Some of the dirtiest tricks 
imaginable employed by the 
Arroyo campaign team are 
presented to the reader – in-
cluding forging the birth certifi-
cate of opponent Fernando 
Poe, in order to cast doubts on 
his Filipino nationality, and 
issuing voting cards to non-
existent citizens in areas tradi-
tionally populated by Arroyo's 
supporters. Amidst strong sus-
picions of rigged elections and 
voters' disenfranchisement - 
some of which claims dragged 
on for years into her presiden-
cy - Gloria Macapagal Arroyo 
took office in June 2004. 

Seeing every ploy in the book 
of political scheming deployed 
by the Arroyo administration to 
keep her in power in the suc-
ceeding years makes for a dis-
turbingly fascinating read: im-
peachment efforts cleverly 
deflected, temporary alliances, 
abuse of emergency powers 
(such as declaring a state of 
emergency and issuing Execu-
tive Order 464, which forbade 
government officials from testi-
fying without her express per-
mission) are but a few tricks 
punctuating much of Arroyo's 
presidency from 2005 to 2007 
– a whole string of abuses 
which Fuller implacably lays 
down for the reader to marvel 
at.  

Even the state of emergency 
– proclaimed in response to a 
plot of left-wing military offi-
cials to depose Arroyo – is pre-
sented as an opportunity for 
plunder, through the exploita-
tion of an article in the Consti-
tution reading: “the State may, 
during the emergency and un-
der reasonable terms pre-
scribed by it,  temporarily take 
over or direct the operation of 
any privately owned public 
utility or business affected with 
public interest”! 

As for the Constitution itself, 
and the efforts to amend it or 
revise it during Arroyo's presi-
dency, Fuller quickly points out 
how even these endeavours, 
involving the removal of consti-
tutional restrictions on foreign 
ownership and investment, 
were manipulated by “those 
who fought on the economic 
front, armed with ideological 
weapons manufactured in 
Washington and Brussels”. 

Further down – unsurprising-
ly at this point – we learn that 
“the administration had been 
seeking funding from a foreign 
power (the USA) for the pro-
posed constitutional reform 
exercise, and that an agree-
ment had been signed with 
lobbyists Venable LLP by, unac-
countably, national security 
adviser Norberto Gonzales, for 
a retainer said to be $75,000 
per month”. 

The reader will have realised 
at this point that the broader 
picture we are offered of a 
glimpse of in Fuller's book, far 
from being an exercises in 
pointing the finger at yet an-
other corrupt country in the 
developing world, is in fact a 
sad look at the inevitable con-
sequences of colonialism – old 
and new – where a sovereign 
nation and its people are sub-
ordinate to the interests of a 
dominating superpower. 

In fact, given the Philippines' 
history of foreign domination  
and exploitation by the US em-
pire, the logical conclusion one 
can see underlying The Long 
Crisis is that, in a country 
where economic affairs are 
directed by foreign interests, 
such levels of corruption tend 
to inevitably become the natu-
ral order of things “like ty-
phoons or landslides”, in 
Fuller's words, ultimately 
blocking the political leader-
ship from even considering a 
nationalist stance aimed at 
putting the interests of the 
Filipino people before all else. 

Ken Fuller is a former Unite 
trade union official from Lon-
don. He has been resident in 
the Philippines since 2003, hav-
ing first visited the country in 

1989. His Radical Aristocrats, a 
labour history of London bus 
workers, was published in Lon-
don by Lawrence & Wishart in 
1985. In 2007, the University of 
the Philippines Press published 
his Forcing the Pace: the Par-
tido Komunista ng Pilipinas, 
from Foundation to Armed 
Struggle, a finalist for the Na-
tional Book Award the follow-
ing year. This was followed by 
A Movement Divided: Philip-
pine Communism, 1957-1986 
(UP Press, 2011). The third vol-
ume is forthcoming. Aside from 

writing a weekly column for 
the Daily Tribune (Manila) he 
also publishes occasional fea-
tures for progressive publica-
tions in London, including Lib-
eration. 

The Long Crisis is also availa-
ble as an e-book from the usual 
outlets (Amazon, iTunes, etc), 
and from the publisher Fli-
preads (http://flipreads.com/
long-crisis), for which format it 
is not necessary to own an e-
book reader, as free reading 
devices can be downloaded for 
use of desktop computers. 

No sympathy  for Arroyo 

Gloria Arroyo visits Libya 

http://flipreads.com/long-crisis
http://flipreads.com/long-crisis
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Professor Avi Shlaim is an 
Israeli-born academic. He is a 
lecturer of International Rela-
tions at Oxford University and 
has written the book The Iron 
Wall: Israel and the Arab 
World. 

He talked to Liberation on 30 
May 2013. 

The occupation is illegal.  
All Israeli settlements  that 

are built on occupied land - 
without a single exception – 
are illegal and so is the annexa-
tion of Jerusalem; Palestinians 
are engaged in a struggle for 
national liberation: it's proba-
bly the last anti-colonial strug-
gle of the post-war world. Isra-
el is an ethnocentric state in a 
cosmopolitan world society, a 
reactionary status quo power 
opposing change.  

This is perpetuated through 
American support for Israel. In 
America, Israel is not foreign 
policy issue, it's a domestic 
policy issue. Because of the 
power of the Israel lobby in 
America, Israel has tremendous 
influence over the broad spec-
trum of America's policy to-
wards the Middle East: because 
of America's one-sidedness and 

partiality towards Israel, and 
because America has a veto at 
the UN Security Council, the 
international community has 
not been able to discipline or to 
sanction Israel. That's how Isra-
el gets away with its latter-day 
colonialism. 

Since 1978, America has used 
the veto on the Security Coun-
cil 42 times on behalf of Israel. 
Here is one extreme example 
of how Israel de facto wields 
the veto at the Security Coun-
cil. In September 2011 there 
was a draft resolution before 
the Security Council condemn-
ing Israel's settlement expan-
sion on the West Bank: not 
condemning the existing settle-
ments, only settlement expan-
sion, and asking Israel to stop 
it.  

Fourteen members of the 
Security Council voted in favour 
and America defeated the reso-
lution by exercising the veto. 
Now, since 1967, the American 
official position on the settle-
ments is that they are illegal 
and an obstacle to peace, and 
yet they voted against this res-
olution. America used the veto 
to defeat its own policy.  

During the Cold War, Israel 
was commonly described as a 
strategic asset for America; I 
never accepted this descrip-
tion. I always thought that Isra-
el was a liability for America, 
but since the end of the Cold 
War and the collapse of the 
Soviet Union, it's become 
pretty clear that Israel is no 
longer an asset for America: 
you cannot rationally argue 
that Israel's occupation of the 
West Bank serves America's 
interests: it doesn't. Even Gen-
eral Petraeus, when he was 
head of Central Command, told 
the Senate that the Israeli oc-
cupation of Palestinian territo-
ries is a major source of hostili-
ty toward America worldwide, 
adding that Israel's occupation 
of the West Bank puts lives of 
American soldiers in Iraq and in 
Afghanistan in jeopardy. This is 
not me saying this, it's a senior 
American general who says 
that Israel is a strategic liability 
for America. In broader, politi-
cal terms, because of its blind 
support for Israel – including 
the occupation of the West 
Bank – America alienates the 
Arab world and antagonises the 
Muslim world. So I totally reject 
the notion that Israel is a stra-
tegic asset for America: it's a 
liability and an embarrassment. 

Israel is an aggressive and 
belligerent country that resorts 
to force too readily, and is 
therefore a destabilising force 
in the entire region. In my 
book, The Iron Wall: Israel and 
the Arab World – which I am 

now updating for a new edition 
– I put forth a very simple 
theme: ever since its creation, 
Israel has been very ready to 
resort to military force and 
remarkably reluctant to engage 
in meaningful diplomacy to 
resolve its conflict with the 
Palestinians. So, my summary 
of Israeli foreign policy since 
the beginning is: too much 
brute military force and too 
little diplomacy. That also goes 
for Israel's position in relation 
to Iran: ever since the Islamic 
revolution in Iran in 1979, Israel 
has been engaged in demoniz-
ing Iran and spreading misinfor-
mation about Iran and exagger-
ating the extent and scope of 
the Iranian nuclear program. 
Netanyahu's real objective was 
to induce America to launch a 
military strike against Iran. For-
tunately he has not succeeded 
in unleashing America against 
Iran, but he continued to beat 
the war drums, and to threaten 
an Israeli military strike against 
Iran. However, all the intelli-
gence and security chiefs are 
opposed to such an action: it 
would be far too risky and it 
could have disastrous conse-
quences for the entire region 
and for America as well.  

So, despite his best efforts, 
Netanyahu has failed to pro-
voke America to take military 
action against Iran and he 
doesn't have the support of 
anyone, any of the leaders of 
the defence establishment in 
Israel for taking military action.  

He has been stymied, luckily. 

Israel: US liability and threat to its neighbours 

Professor Avi Shlaim talks to Rinaldo Francesca 

Professor Avi Shlaim 

Israeli rules by force 
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But the important point to 

note is Israel's behaviour to-

wards Iran. The Iranian nuclear 

program is not an Israeli issue: 

it's an issue which involves the 

entire international communi-

ty, because it raises the threat 

of nuclear proliferation; the 

international community has 

dealt very effectively with it. 

Iran has been cooperative, 

willing to deal with all the is-

sues and put them on the table 

and have negotiations, includ-

ing the nuclear issue.  

It was America, under the 

Bush administration, who re-

jected dialogue in favour of 

threats against Iran. So, here is 

one more example of an inter-

national issue which Israel ap-

propriates, trying to stop nego-

tiations which might resolve 

this issue peacefully and keeps 

threatening military action: it is 

one more example of Israel as 

a destabilising force in the re-

gion and a prime example of 

Israeli double standards, con-

sidering it has nuclear weapons 

and yet makes such a fuss 

about a civilian nuclear Iran. 

Now, one reason why Iran 

wants to have nuclear weap-

ons, or rather the capability to 

use nuclear weapons, is be-

cause it is under constant 

threat from Israel, therefore it 

needs a deterrent. Worse still, 

it is an example of western 

hypocrisy and American double 

standards: the US has pushed 

for sanctions against Iran, it 

threatens Iran over its civilian 

nuclear program, but does not 

say a thing about Israel's nucle-

ar weapons.  

This kind of American double 

standards provokes distrust 

and hostility, not only in the 

Arab world, but throughout the 

Muslim world. The main issue 

for Muslims everywhere is not 

Iran's nuclear program: it's the 

Israeli occupation of Palestine, 

Israel's oppression of the Pales-

tinians and America's blind 

support for Israel's oppression 

of the Palestinians.  

So what we have in today's 

world – at least in the Middle 

East – is not a liberal interna-

tional order, but Israeli military 

domination underwritten by 

America: a colonial situation 

with Israel as a colonial power 

in occupation of Palestinian 

territory and exercising military 

domination of the entire re-

gion, intimidating its neigh-

bours, near neighbours and far 

neighbours like Iran and all of it 

with the full support of the sole 

surviving superpower. 

As for Britain, it has tended 

to follow America on all major 

issues, including the Middle 

East, the war in Iraq and Israel 

and Palestine. Britain has not 

behaved like an independent 

or impartial power, but has 

always followed the American 

lead. Ever since 1967, the 

Americans have arrogated to 

themselves a monopoly over 

the diplomacy surrounding the 

Arab-Israeli conflict.  

They excluded the Soviet 

Union during the Cold War and 

they have excluded the Euro-

pean Union and they continue 

to exclude Russia and the UN. 

They arrogated to themselves 

a role that by rights belong to 

the United Nations: they have 

had a monopoly over diploma-

cy and the so-called peace pro-

cess, but they have not deliv-

ered a settlement, they have 

not delivered peace.  

Since 1991, at the aftermath 

of the first Gulf war, we have 

had over two decades of the 

American-sponsored peace 

process: a lot of process and no 

peace. Now, the American-led 

peace process is not just a cha-

rade: it's worse than that, be-

cause it gives Israel just the 

cover it needs to pursue its 

aggressive colonial agenda on 

the West Bank. It can do what-

ever it likes, and the fact that 

there are peace talks going on 

– although the peace talks are 

an exercise in futility – gives 

Israel some kind of thin veneer 

of legitimacy for its colonial 

expansion on the West Bank. 

There is one other organisation 

that is relevant here, and that 

is the Quartet.  

The Quartet consists of 

America, Russia, the EU and 

the UN. In other words, the UN 

– which should be the supreme 

world body regulating the Is-

raeli-Palestinian conflict – is 

relegated to being one mem-

ber in  group of four actors.  

It's a wrong hierarchy: the 

UN should be dealing with this 

dispute, not the Quartet: the 

Quartet has in fact no basis in 

international legality: it's an 

American invention. America 

invented the Quartet in 2002, 

and it hasn't achieved any-

thing. I regard it as a clever 

American device for wasting 

time because, again, there is a 

pretence of doing something 

about the Israeli-Palestinian 

conflict, when in fact nothing is 

being done. In 2003, the Quar-

tet came up with a very good 

plan, the Road Map, which 

envisaged a Palestinian state 

on the West Bank and Gaza by 

2005 and, because of Israel's 

obstruction, it fell by the way-

side. 

Rinaldo Francesca  

interviewed Professor Shlaim 

for Liberation. 

Middle East Quartet 

Obama addresses the issue 
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Broken heads, tear gas, wa-
ter-cannon: it must be Cairo, 
Tripoli or some other capital of 
a brutal dictatorship. Yet this is 
not Tahrir but Taksim Square, 
in Istanbul, Europe’s biggest 
city and the business capital of 
democratic Turkey. The pro-
tests are a sign of rising dis-
satisfaction with Recep Tayyip 
Erdogan, Turkey’s most im-
portant leader since Ataturk. 
The rioting spread like wildfire 
across the country. Over 4,000 
people have been hurt and 
over 900 were arrested; three 
have died. 

The spark of protest was a 
plan to redevelop Gezi Park, 
one of the last green spots in 
central Istanbul. Resentment 
has been smouldering over the 
government’s big construction 
projects, ranging from a third 
bridge over the Bosporus to a 
crazy canal from the Black Sea. 

But only after this first pro-
test was met by horribly heavy-
handed policing did the blaze 
spread, via Twitter and other 
social media. A local dispute 
turned national because its 
elements—brutal police behav-

iour and mega-projects 
rammed through with a dis-
missive lack of consultation—
serve as an extreme example 
of the authoritarian way Mr 
Erdogan now runs his country 
For some observers, Turkey’s 
upheaval provides new evi-
dence that Islam and democra-
cy cannot coexist. But Mr Er-
dogan’s religiosity is beside the 
point. The real lesson of these 
events is about authoritarian-
ism: Turkey will not put up 
with a middle-class democrat 
behaving like an Ottoman sul-
tan. 

Alighting from the  
democratic train 

In some ways, Mr Erdogan 
has done well. GDP growth has 
averaged over 5% a year since 
his Justice and Development 
(AK) party took office in late 
2002. The government also 
pushed through enough re-
forms to earn the start of 
membership talks with the 
European Union in 2005, a 
prize that had eluded Turkey 
for 40 years.  

Mr Erdogan has done more 
than any of his predecessors to 

settle matters with his coun-
try’s 15m repressed and rest-
less Kurds. Turkey has come to 
be seen as a model for nations 
emerging from the Arab spring. 

This record explains why AK 
has won three commanding 
electoral victories, the most 
recent in June 2011. Mr Er-
dogan remains popular, espe-
cially among small-business 
owners and the conservative 
Anatolian peasantry who make 
up most of the millions of re-
cent migrants to the cities. 
Against a useless opposition, 
AK may well win again. 

Yet there have long been 
worries about Mr Erdogan. He 
once called democracy a train 
from which you get off once 
you reach the station. He is 
disdainful of the cosmopolitan 
bourgeoisie of Istanbul and 
Izmir.  

His party’s religious roots led 
many to fear the Islamisation 
of Ataturk’s proudly secular 
state: a new law restricting 
alcohol sales lent credence to 
those worries.  

Some fret that, far from be-
ing a model of Islamist democ-
racy, AK might expose the con-
cept as an oxymoron. Yet there 
are many in Mr Erdogan’s party 
who, like its co-founder, Tur-
key’s president, Abdullah Gul, 

disapprove of the prime minis-
ter’s authoritarianism and find 
his interpretation of democra-
cy too narrow; and there are 
many non-Muslim leaders, 
such as Russia’s Vladimir Putin 
and Hungary’s Viktor Orban 
who behave high-handedly. 
The problem is not Islam but 
Mr Erdogan.  

He has a majoritarian notion 
of politics: if he wins an elec-
tion, he believes he is entitled 
to do what he likes until the 
next one. Sometimes, as in 
defanging the coup-prone ar-
my, he has used power well.  

But over time the checks on 
him have fallen away. AK nomi-
nees fill the judiciary and AK 
people run the provinces; their 
friends win the big contracts. 
Mr Erdogan has intimidated 
the media into self-censorship: 
as the protesters choked on 
tear gas, the television net-
works carried programmes 
about cooking and penguins. 

More journalists are in jail in 
Turkey than in China. Mr Er-
dogan has locked up whole 
staff-colleges of generals. 
Within his own party, people 
are afraid to stand up to him. 
His self-belief long ago swelled 
into rank intolerance. His social 
conservatism has warped into 
social engineering. 

Erdogan regresses from Prime Minister to Sultan 
George Anthony searches the internet 

Erdogan, democrat to despot 

Police versus the people 
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The risk is that he will now 
hold onto power even more 
tightly. Under AK party rules 
that limit deputies to three 
terms in the parliament, he 
must stand down as prime 
minister at the next election in 
2015. He may be tempted to 
change the constitution so that 
he can become a powerful ex-
ecutive president, or run his 
party from the presidential 
palace, or simply change the 
rules so that he can stay on. 

Ottomans are to be  
sat on, nowadays 

For two reasons Mr Erdogan 
must abandon these ideas and 
prepare to pass leadership of 
AK, and executive power, to 
the more statesmanlike Mr Gul 

at the next election. One is that 
many Turks are tiring of him—
just as poll-tax riots in 1990 
signalled that Britons had tired 
of Margaret Thatcher, or the 
French rejected Charles de 
Gaulle after 1968. If Mr Er-
dogan stays, he may find his 
country increasingly ungovern-
able. 

He also needs to preserve his 
achievements, which are al-
ready fragile and are at risk of 
unravelling. The economy has 
slowed sharply, partly because 
of recession in the euro zone, 
Turkey’s biggest market. Talks 
with the EU have ground to a 
halt and Mr Erdogan seems to 
have lost interest. Negotiations 
with the Kurds, particularly 

with Abdullah Ocalan, the 
jailed leader of the Kurdistan 
Workers’ Party, are on a knife-
edge. 

Mr Erdogan could use the 
promise of an orderly succes-
sion to set Turkey on the right 
course. The country needs a 
new constitution to replace the 
1982 one drafted by the army; 
but it should be done by con-
sensus among all parties and it 
should devolve rather than 
centralise power.  

Were Mr Erdogan to devote 
his remaining time to constitu-
tional reform, to finding a 
settlement with the Kurds and 

to using revived EU talks to 
keep democracy and the econ-
omy on track, his place in Turk-
ish history would be secure. 

This week’s protests have not 
been all tear gas and streaming 
eyes. Ordinary people in ordi-
nary districts have been bang-
ing pots and pans and hanging 
out flags to make their voices 
heard.  

Many Turks have found a 
new sense of unity that in 
time could foster genuine, 
pluralistic democracy—if only 
the sultan would listen. Much 
is riding on how he treats the 
protesters in Taksim Square. 
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  UCATT 

says  

      End the aggression in Gaza 

       Justice for the Palestinians 

         Solidarity with the PGFTU 
 Steve Murphy  General Secretary                  Neil Vernon Executive Council Chair                                                                    

                            Union of Construction Allied Trades and Technicians 

UCATT House, 177 Abbeville Road, London SW4 9RL 

Tel: 020 7622 2442 Fax: 020 7720 4081 

email: info@ucatt.org.uk 
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www.unitethe union.org.uk 

Trade Union Rights are Human Rights 

Keep industrial relations  

Out of  the courts 

Support ILO Conventions 87 and 98 

Peter Kavanagh—Regional Secretary                                Jim Kelly—Regional Chair 
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