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CALENDAR

Sunday, November 20, 6:00 p.m.   PMES party at Micaela’s with Sukru Hanioglu

Tuesday, November 15, 12:00 p.m., 102 Jones Hall.  "Lengthening Shadows: Implications of US Military Withdrawal from Afghanistan"

by Michael Barry, reflecting on four decades of fieldwork there.  Co-sponsored by the Institute for the Transregional Study of the Contemporary Middle East, North Africa, and Central Asia and the Program in Near Eastern Studies.   Lunch will be provided.  Please rsvp by November 11 to  jslack@princeton.edu 

Tuesday, November 15, 4:30p.m., “The Nationalist-Islamist Split among Palestinians and its Impact on Palestinian-Israeli Relations,” by  Khalil Shikaki of the Palestinian Center for Policy and Survey Research in Ramallah. Also co-sponsored by the Transregional Institute and the Program in Near East Studies.
Letter from the President:

I am pleased to announce that going forward our newsletter will bring you more information about the PMES.  Thanks to technology and a willing board member, lectures will be accessible on YouTube.  

Because of our partnership with the University that donates lecture space, we host our lectures at 4:30 p.m. As a service to our members who are unable to attend our lectures, we will publish transcripts and summaries in the newsletter.

PMES is happy to announce that Prof. Stanley will join will join Profs. Tom Leisten, Amenay Jamal, L. Carl Brown and Paul Sigmund on our Advisory Board.  They have been essential in giving advice on several occasions.

Our November 20, Members Only event is coming up. Prof. Sukru Hanioglu will givea talk related to his new book ATATÜRK at my house (incl. book signing).  I hope to see many of you at what has always been a sold out event.

We begin our 2012 speaker series with two dynamic women: In January, we welcome Merle Lefkoff, an expert in conflict resolution who worked during the Clinton Administration to broker peace in Bosnia/Herzegovina, and who currently works on Israel/Palestine; in February we welcome Egyptian-American journalist and columnist, Mona Eltahawy.

As mentioned in the last newsletter PMES welcomes underwriters of one or more lectures a year, consisting of a honorarium of $300 each.

Your consistent support of PMES is vital and we are deeply grateful for your contributions.

   Micaela de Lignerolles

SCOTT PETERSON’S TALK, 9/28
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zS1stkIKajw
Scott Peterson’s talk was in two sections, one illustrated with his own photographs from throughout Iran,  the other a discourse from experience on recent political relations. 

His talk started with the deposition of the Shah in 1979 and the creation of the Islamic Republic of Iran, an event celebrated every Feb. 11th with great fanfare.  Indeed, he described Iranian life as punctuated by constant festivals and commemorations; between Shi’ite history and revolutionary fervor, there is plenty to celebrate.
A crowd at Scott Peterson’s talk, September 28

However, Iranian society is not monolithic. This was perhaps the main theme of Mr. Peterson’s slide presentation and commentary.   We saw pictures of youth, both “ideological,”  as he called them (serious men, with headbands sporting Arabic script etc.),  and, for example, young women, at the opposite pole, seeking the requisite nose job as a status symbol (racism at work, one would say).   We even saw young women smiling away at the ski areas outside of Teheran where true modest attire has no relevance - yet a cleric is often posted at the bottom of the slopes to make sure.

We were told the fascinating story of the 1998 World Cup in 1998 when Iran defeated the USA --their first defeat of anyone.   Scott was in Teheran to witness the city’s mammoth response to the Iranian win,, including interesting  incidents of people in Teheran preventing the usual, indeed normal, anti-American rituals (flag burning, pamphleteering etc.)   Scott Peterson claims that at heart Iran is pro-USA,   although one expects that this is no more than the usual cultural/capitalist sell which is moving the third world at large (what else could it be?)

In the 1980’s, 200,000 died in the Iran/Iraq war.   The Iranians have not forgotten who provided the chemical weapons and intelligence to fuel this war.  Iranians go to their cemeteries with regularity to visit their loved ones who died in this appalling slaughter of a decade.   

He described both the effect of  the chest-thumping of thousands of attendant religious,  hearkening to the “madhi”  and the secretive “garage band” - a trio of western-style contemporary musicians  in an air-tight jam session.  

The Islamic Republic has furnished generous socialist benefits to the citizens of this country, on the minutest level and to the far reaches of the land.

Scott Peterson had much to say about Ahmedinejad, the current elected president of Iran who is an engineer of provincial origin, unfamiliar with western history.  His financial assets are minimal; the financial corruption scandals of late have to do rather with his ministers .  He continues the (Islamic) socialist tradition with his practice of responding to all personal letters (19 million received in his first year in office).  However, Peterson has no illusions about Ahmedinejad.  Millions were in the street, voting against the president at the time of the 2009 Meanwhile the regime cannot rely on its forces to keep the people down.   This comment must be applied to the future.

Ahmedinejad visits the UN yearly.  He loves to be on TV.  The US media ask him the same old ignorant questions, getting the same inflammatory responses that everybody wants to hear.  The isolation of Iran owes much to Ahmedinejad’s stance and bombastic rhetoric.  

Mr. Peterson revealed that there are 25,000 Jews in Iran, the largest Jewish population in the Middle East outside of Israel.   These have been utterly mortified by Ahmedinejad’s commentary on the Holocaust.  They have been making  concerted efforts to come up with alternate presentations,  unreported in this country. 

Finally, there has been consternation in Iran over the Arab Spring.  It appears that the Islamic Republic has been left behind by history.  Turkey’s Erdogan claims that separation of religious vectors and civil society is essential.   He is the current hero of the Arab world.  No Arab country is impressed today by the Islamic Republic of Iran.  Many Iranians concur.
  Thanks to Sarah Spitzer for this report
MARWAN BISHARA’S TALK, 10/6
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=NmJJxyASL8U
Marwan Bishara, senior political analyst at Al Jazeera’s English channel, previously professor of International Relations at the American University of Paris and most recently the author of a new book, The Invisible Arab: The Promise and Peril of the Arab Revolutions, opened his remark by recalling the excitement in Washington twenty years ago when peace negotiations between the Palestinians and Israelis appeared hopeful for the first time. 

Twenty years ago when Bishara was teaching a graduate school seminar at Princeton, there were three issues confronting the peace negotiations.  1).The uncertainty whether the immediate parties, the Palestinians and Israelis, really wanted peace.  The Israelis were not convinced of the limits of their victory and the Palestinians were unconvinced by the extent of their defeat.  Therefore, as far as the two parties were concerned, the diplomatic process would merely be a continuation of the conflict through diplomatic means. 2).In 1993, Israel was the stronger party in the negotiations.  Therefore any agreements signed would lead to little change.  After five years of process, both parties were unconvinced that there was actually an end game; negotiations signaled more procrastination and stagnation. 3). Successive US administrations, sponsoring the talks, were hardly seen as honest brokers with the US and Israel the two closest allies.  Right up to the Arab Spring, the failure of the process was clear. 

With the Obama administration three things happened.  1).Israel society became more radicalized with Avigdor Lieberman as the Foreign Minister and a parliament of 120 members suddenly including 16 settlers living illegally, according to international law, in the occupied territories.  2).On the Palestinian side a similar radicalization took place.  The Hamas victory in 2005/2006 meant that Abbas was no longer served as spokesman for all the Palestinians.  Finally, 3).The U.S. was no longer seen by many in the Middle East, Israel and Palestine included, as a capable, willing and honest broker.

Marwan Bishara talks with Simona Santoro, Andarew Hyslop and Virginia Kerr

Because of everything that is currently going on in the Arab world, Palestinians feel ever more assured today that for them the future looks brighter today.  Fattah and Hamas have signed another deal in Cairo and Abbas has gone to the UN.  Today’s radicalization is now more an example of anchoring back to the primary Palestinian principles and invoking the original language of liberation and universal rights. The Israeli response could best be summarized by Defense Minister Ehud Barack statement in an interview with the Wall Street Journal, “Now that there is an Arab spring/democratization in the world, we need 10 billion dollars from the U.S.”

Bishara next offered his own interpretation of the democratization in the Arab world.  Such democratization will not be friendly to Israel or to the United States.  The expansion of Jewish settlements, notably in the West Bank has made the reality of two separate contiguous states on anything resembling the 1967 border almost impossible.  With 16 members of the Israeli parliament and 4 ministers all settlers, the idea of evacuating settlements has become virtually impossible.  Therefore, the entrenchments and hardening of positions in Israel and Palestine are making a resolution anytime soon most problematic.

Bishara concluded by saying that if the region continues its move towards democracy, in the long run it will make things easier for Israel and Palestine.  But if Syria,Yemen, Libya, and Egypt do not become more democratic, the long term scenario will be severely affected. Israel and Palestine will need all the help they can get from peace-loving people everywhere in order to bring out their own humanity and love of peace.  And that may require all the miracles possible.

Thanks toMarianne Farrin for this report
ISRAELI AUTHORITY ESCALATES CLOSURES OF PALESTINIAN NGOs
From a press release by Dima Bazbaz, of the Civic Coalition of Jerusalem
www.civiccoalition-jerusalem.org 
The Palestinian Institutions in Jerusalem strongly condemn the closure of four Palestinian NGOs in Jerusalem, part of the Israeli policy to control and undermine the role of Palestinian civil society presence. and effort Jerusalem. On the 25th of October, the Israeli Police handed a closing order to four NGOs providing services for Palestinian community in Jerusalem. The four NGOs include:  1) Shua’a Women Association, a wel- known, and well respected Palestinian NGO dedicated to the empowering of women in Jerusalem to achieve their social, economic and political rights through education, enhancing leadership, capacity building workshops and training activities. 2) Al Quds Development Foundation: a well-known and repected developmental and charitable institution located in Dahiat Al Bareed junction.  It provides legal intervention for targeted areas in Jerusalem such as Al Bustan/Silwan and material and financial support for poor and marginalized families in East Jerusalem. It organizes alternative tours of Jerusalem mainly the old city. It provides support to schools and students. such as computer centers and recreation projects. 3) Work without Borders: a professional center which provides employment opportunities for youth on-line. 4) Saeed Educational Center: an  institution located in Kufr Aqab, providing educational support to schools and students in East Jerusalem schools.. It provides creative educational programs for students as well as academic counseling and consultation for academic institutions. 
The closure of the four NGOs is not an isolated incident of socio-cultural repression in East Jerusalem. Since August 2001, the Israeli authorities have closed approximately 28 organizations serving the Palestinian community, including the reputable Orient House, the Jerusalem Chamber of Commerce and the Arab Studies Society. Since the beginning of 2009, Israeli authorities have banned, and physically prevented, numerous peaceful, cultural, and educational activities marking the declaration of Jerusalem as the "Capital of Arab Culture 2009." In addition, the Palestinian National Theater, which hosts folkloric dancing festivals, art exhibitions for Palestinian artists, and a Palestinian festival for literature, was subjected to several closures during 2009. Other institutions subjected to closures include the Cultural Forum Society, the Agricultural and Industrial Chamber of Commerce, the Higher Tourist Culture Center, and the Small Project Center, established by the European Union. The activities carried out by these institutions were publicized in the media, and all relate to the social, cultural, and economic development of the Palestinian community.  

The closure of these and other Palestinian institutions are part of a broader policy through which the Israeli authorities seek to stifle Palestinian development in Jerusalem and increase the strength of Israel’s occupation over East Jerusalem.  These closures relate to the overarching policy that includes violations of housing rights, revocation of residency, and ultimately results in the forced displacement of Palestinians from Jerusalem…. 
QADDAFI'S PEOPLE'S TEMPLE

From a long article by Prof. Juan Cole,  in his blog:  juancole.com of October 21, 2011, in which he compares the cult of Qaddafi to that of Jim Jones and the People’s Temple self-destruction in Guyana. 
….Qaddafi had on more than one been occasion offered exile abroad, but sneaked off to his home town of Sirte to make a suicidal last stand. His glassy-eyed minions determinedly fired every last tank and artillery shell they had stockpiled right into the city that sheltered them in order to stall the advancing government troops. This monumentally stupid last stand turned Sirte into Beirut circa the 1980s, as gleaming edifices deteriorated into Swiss cheese and then ultimately blackened rubble. Qaddafi had favored Sirte with magnificent conference centers and wood-paneled conference rooms even as he starved some Eastern cities of funds, and in his death throes he took all his gifts back away from the city of his birth, making it drink the tainted Kool-Aid of his maniacal defiance of reality….
Those who expect Libya now to fragment, or to turn into a North African Baghdad, are likely to be disappointed. It is improbable that Qaddafi's cult will long survive him, at least on any significant scale. Libya has no sectarian divides of the Sunni-Shiite sort. Almost everyone is a Sunni Muslim. It does have an ethnic divide, as between Arabs and Berbers. But the Berbers are bilingual in Arabic, and are in no doubt as to their Libyan identity. The Berbers vigorously joined in the revolution and more or less saved it, and are very likely to be richly rewarded by the new state….
Libyan identity is not in doubt, and most Libyans are literate and have been through state schools. Most Libyans live in cities where tribal loyalties have attenuated.

There will be conflicts, and factionalism is a given. The government is a mess, with only a small bureaucracy and limited pools of persons with management skills. But oil states in the Gulf,  facing similar problems back in the 1960s and 1970s,  just imported Egyptian bureaucrats and managers, and Egypt and Tunisia have a surplus of educated potential managers who face under-employment of their skills at home. Oil states most often generate enough employment not only for their own populations but for a large expatriate work force as well. Just as the pessimists were surprised to find that post-Qaddafi Tripoli was relatively calm and quickly overcame initial problems of food, water and services, so they are likely to discover that the country as a whole muddles through.

The new government already is gaining significant resources from oil production. In September, the TNC was pumping 100,000 barrels a day. It is now doing 200,000 b/d, expected pump 500,000 b/d by January.

The final defeat of Qaddafi and Qaddafism is a victory for the Fourth Wave of democratization that began in Tunisia and continued in Egypt. There is now a contiguous bloc of 100,000,000 Arabs in North Africa who have thrown off dictatorship and aspire to parliamentary

government (Tunisia's elections are coming up on Sunday). Those who dismiss this movement because Muslim religious forces will benefit are exhibiting a double standard. Roman Catholicism benefited from Third Wave

democracy movements like those in Poland and Brazil, as did Eastern Orthodoxy. Were democracy to break out in Burma, Theravada Buddhism would benefit. So what?....
The Transitional National Council needs our

support now, and the new, liberated Libya will remember who befriended it in these uncertain times. The bulls are running in Tripolitania and Cyrenaica.

IN THE HOLY LAND,  A CHANGED CHRISTIAN WORLD

Matti Friedman writes for The Statesman (Analysis) October 27 http://www.statesman.com/news/nation/in-the-holy-land-a-changed-christian-world-... 

The schedules for Mass at the two Roman Catholic churches in Jaffa, on Israel's Mediterranean coast, reveal a change that has dramatically, if quietly, altered the face of Christianity in the Holy Land.

The two Masses in Arabic for the town's native Arab Christian population are outnumbered by four in English, attended mainly by Filipina caregivers. Then there are others in Spanish, for South Americans; French, for African migrants; three South Asian languages, including Konkani, spoken in the Indian district of Goa; and, for a generation of Christians raised among Israel's Jewish majority, Hebrew.  In September, a colorful celebration for Indian Catholics alone drew 2,000 people. That's twice the total number of native Catholics in the parish.

FFor centuries, Christianity here meant the ancient communities of Christian Arabs. They were here when Israel was created around them in 1948, and they have kept their distinct identity within the Jewish state since. The past two decades, however, have seen one of the most significant influxes of Christians into the Holy Land since the Crusades, and it has created a wholly new Christian landscape shaped by the realities of Israel.

The newcomers include guest workers from dozens of different countries who provide the economy with cheap labor, and asylum-seekers from Sudan, Eritrea and elsewhere in Africa who sneak across the border from Egypt. And for the first time, there is a significant population of non-Arab Christian Israeli citizens, mainly immigrants from the former Soviet Union who, unlike Arabs, are fully assimilated into the Jewish Israeli mainstream.

Their presence has created new challenges for local churches that are simultaneously, like churches across the Mideast, facing the uncertain future of their local flocks. The numbers of Israel's 110,000 native Arab Christians have largely stagnated: They're not shrinking, but neither are they growing, as many young people leave for the West, squeezed by the conflict between Jews and Muslims and party to the general sense of neglect shared by Israel's Arab citizens.

Father Ramzi Sidawi, an Arab Catholic from Jerusalem, is the parish priest in Jaffa. Outside the church windows, he said, he now listens every day to children from Africa and the Philippines playing in Hebrew, the language of their schools and their parents' employers.  "You have to divide yourself, switch between languages. We have to serve everybody," he said. "The biggest challenge is to maintain the community united and not divided."

That's a difficult task, considering the gulf of language and culture that divides the newcomers from each other and from Arab Christians. There don't seem to be overt frictions or resentments, but in practice, Sidawi said, there is little contact among them beyond shared Masses on Christmas and other festivals. The non-Arabs who attend church in Jaffa, for example, live elsewhere, mainly in foreign worker-dominated districts of nearby south Tel Aviv.

If one counts all of the people in Israel who are neither Jewish nor Muslim, these newcomers outnumber Arab Christians by more than five to one. The number of newcomers who are practicing believers is far smaller, but by some estimates they equal or outnumber the members of local churches.

"This creates concern for some that in the long term there could be a change in who the Christians of the Holy Land are, and concern about what will happen to the historic churches," said Amnon Ramon, who has researched these demographic changes as an expert on Christianity in Israel at the Jerusalem Institute for Israel Studies.

There are enough newcomers now for a Catholic cathedral in every major Israeli city, said Rev. David Neuhaus, who heads the Church's vicariate for Hebrew-speakers.  "We do not have enough clergy, and we do not have enough places to pray," he said. So services are held in ad hoc locations or in the existing Arab churches.

Clergymen now find themselves dealing with problems like Sudanese asylum-seekers trying to prove paternity without papers, choir members deported by Israeli immigration police, and children who go to Jewish public schools and are drawn not by their parents' Christianity but by the culture of their Israeli peers.On a recent Sunday, the chapel at the Ratisbonne monastery in downtown Jerusalem rang with the sound of hymns in Tagalog, one of the languages of the Philippines. Most of the worshippers were women who serve as caregivers for elderly Israelis.

There were 5,000 Filipino workers in Israel when Father Angelo Beda Ison, a Manila-born Franciscan who tends to the local Filipino community, arrived in 1991. Today there are 40,000.

For the first time, the Catholic Church has to deal with Catholic kids who are assimilating into a Jewish majority. There are now several thousand children born to foreign workers who speak Hebrew as a first language, celebrate Jewish holidays with their classmates and are subject, like children everywhere, to the pull of the mainstream.

To bolster their faith, the local church has produced a catechism in Hebrew — "Meet the Messiah" — provides classes on Christianity in Hebrew and invites them to a Catholic summer camp, Rev. Neuhaus said. The church now has 25 clergymen tending to the transient populations, some brought in from the workers' countries of origin, he said.

Catholics are not the only Church dealing with demographic shifts.  Immigrants from the former Soviet Union began moving to Israel en masse in the early 1990s. Among the 1 million who came, about a third were not Jewish according to Jewish law but qualified for citizenship because they had a Jewish spouse or lineage. Among them were an estimated 50,000 to 80,000 practicing Christians, mostly Orthodox.  So the Russian Orthodox Church now holds services in Hebrew every week in Jerusalem.

"The Church never dreamed of such an arrival," said Father Alexandr Winogradsky, the priest who leads those services and a convert from Judaism originally from Ukraine. His job is to "try to acculturate the Church within the new Israeli culture and language."

Some of the new members, especially the young, are so assimilated into the Israeli mainstream they are uncomfortable entering a church, he said. Winogradsky goes to meet them, dressed in cassock and cross, for confession in cafes instead.

The tiny Ethiopian Orthodox Church, too, has been dealing with its own newcomers: asylum seekers from Eritrea reaching Israel in increasing numbers, smuggled in from Egypt by Bedouin. At a baptism ceremony on the Jordan River earlier this year, Eritreans were the most noticeable group.

These disparate groups of Christians share one trait — they have gone almost unnoticed by the majority of Israelis.  "This is a population that is present and absent at the same time," said Hana Bendcowsky of the Jerusalem Center for Jewish-Christian Relations. "No one here knows anything about their lives."
BRITISH SCANDAL LINKED TO PRO-ISRAEL GROUPS

Kevin O'Sullivan writes for The Forward, issue of Nov. 4, published Oct. 28
London — The scandal that led to the recent resignation of Britain’s high-powered defense minister has laid bare a seamy underside to the funding and influencing of politicians in the United Kingdom, and the donors of some of the country’s key pro-Israel groups appear to be near the center of the affair.

 Liam Fox, who resigned his defense post October 14, has been forced to explain the nature of his relationship with Adam Werritty, a longtime personal friend, after it was revealed that Werritty had been traveling abroad while representing himself as an official emissary of the defense minister with Fox’s knowledge. Werritty’s travels included forays to Iran, where he reportedly met with opposition activists, and to Israel, where he is said to have met with Israeli intelligence agents, including the director of the Mossad.

With no official position, Werritty could not pay for his travels via the government. In fact, his travel was funded by a nongovernmental organization he established in which three of the six principal donors are linked to pro-Israel organizations.

Despite the revelations to date, Dermot Kehoe, director of public affairs and media for the Britain Israel Communications & Research Centre, or BICOM, a major pro-Israel public relations and lobbying group, said Jewish interest groups are unlikely to suffer lasting damage.

“It hasn’t been very helpful, but I wouldn’t overstate the importance of what happened,” Kehoe said. “Inevitably, any talk around pro-Israel lobbying tends to throw up a whiff of conspiracy which unfortunately helps reinforce the negative stereotypes [of the Jewish community].”

In the United States, the pro-Israel lobby is large and vocal, and wields considerable influence in the national body politic. It also operates fairly openly and has been subject to frequent scrutiny. But across the Atlantic, Jewish interest groups have traditionally operated far more quietly and have been subjected to much less examination.

The bright light now being shone on the Fox resignation may change that state of affairs. Fox officially quit his post because he allowed Werritty, his close friend, to pursue his own business interests at the heart of government without an official role. Werritty, who was also best man at Fox’s wedding, went into hiding amid lurid headlines about the exact nature of the relationship between the two men.

It was a clear breach of the ministerial code of conduct, and Fox, a Conservative Party right-winger who was once regarded as a leadership rival to Prime Minister David Cameron, had to go.

Now the focus has shifted to Pargav, the not-for-profit organization that Werritty set up to fund his travels on Fox’s behalf. Among its major donors is Mick Davis, chair of the board of trustees of the Jewish Leadership Council and chairman of the United Jewish Israel Appeal. Davis, 52, is also chief executive of the mining company Xstrata, listed in the top 100 companies on the London Stock Exchange, with a market value of about $65 billion.

The millionaire businessman has declined to go into detail about why he decided to donate money to Pargav. But he has also paid about $240,000 to the Conservative Party and $12,000 to Education Minister Michael Gove, another staunchly pro-Israel Cabinet minister.

The second donor, Chaim ‘Poju’ Zabludowicz, is a flamboyant ex-arms dealer who contributed slightly less than $5,000 through his investment firm, Tamares. The London-based billionaire, who counts Madonna as a close friend, is also a key figure in BICOM, which is regarded roughly as the trans-Atlantic equivalent of Washington’s American Israel Public Affairs Committee.

The third notable donor is financier Michael Lewis, a former BICOM deputy chairman who gave $47,000 to Pargav.

All three men — who are understood to be close friends — have since distanced themselves from Werritty. But the fact remains that their money helped fund, at least in part, some of his 18 trips abroad on Fox’s coattails since 2009. In total, Werritty was present at about 40 of Fox’s 70 recorded engagements, domestic or otherwise, while Fox was in office.

Another aspect of the affair focuses on Howard Leigh, who is the Conservative Party’s treasurer and is also vice president of the Jewish Leadership Council, a body with representatives from community and religious groups, including Davis.In his role as Conservative Party treasurer, Leigh reportedly encouraged wealthy donors to fund Fox’s interests and office; in turn, Fox introduced them to Werritty.

The outcry over these donations has led to calls for a central registry of lobby groups, which the government is under mounting pressure to create. Kehoe said that his group, BICOM, would view any move toward such a registry as “perfectly reasonable.”

Mark Ramsdale, a prominent political strategy consultant, predicted that legislation to require such a registry would be passed during the current Parliament. He cited as a model regulations from the United States that require those lobbying Congress to register with that body. But he cautioned, “It’s one of the challenges for any government to define what a lobbyist is. For example, people can call themselves an advocate, counsel or consultant and can still operate outside the existing voluntary codes of conduct.”

Ramsdale said that statutes governing political contributions could be another area for reform. At the moment, political parties must declare donations of $12,000 or more and elected members must disclose anything they receive of $1,600 or more.

But there is no limit to the amount an individual or organization can donate or lend to a registered political party.

The focus in this case also includes Werritty’s use of the money. Virtually all the donors to Werritty’s cause have expressed surprise to learn that their cash helped fund Werritty’s apparent love of first-class air travel and upmarket hotels while on his forays. What is not clear is whether they were aware exactly how close Werritty was to Fox or how much influence, if any, Werritty wielded over policy.

Last February, Werritty arranged a dinner attended by Fox, Matthew Gould, who is Britain’s ambassador to Israel, and senior Israeli political figures at a security conference in Herzliya, Israel. Sanctions against Iran were reportedly discussed at the dinner. Crucially, it is understood that Israeli intelligence agents, including then-Mossad chief Meir Dagan, also attended the meeting.

Murkier still, Britain’s intelligence service, MI6, apparently warned Werritty that his multiple visits to Iran’s capital, Tehran, and contacts with Iranian dissident groups could be misconstrued, given his close ties to Fox, as suggesting official British support for an Iranian regime change. Foreign Secretary William Hague has taken pains to describe the notion that Werritty was running a parallel foreign policy as “fanciful.”

Before establishing Pargav, Werritty was CEO of the charity the Atlantic Bridge, which was founded by Fox to promote close relations between America and the U.K. The Atlantic Bridge was found last year to be operating with political purposes in violation of U.K. rules. The Charity Commission, the country’s regulatory body for charities, ordered it to cease its activities “immediately.” The Atlantic Bridge’s trustees closed the charity in July.

Senior City of London police officers are now deciding whether Werritty’s attempts to pass himself off as an “adviser” to Fox by handing out Westminster-style business cards could constitute fraud.

Meantime, Jewish communal leaders hope that the scandal won’t sully the reputation of pro-Israel groups. “At the moment there has been very little impact [on Jewish interests in the United Kingdom],” said Lee Scott, a Jewish member of Parliament from Ilford North, just outside London. “Normally there’s stuff put up on blogs, some of it quite nasty, but there’s been nothing I’ve seen so far. I think we need to wait a few more weeks to fully understand if there will be any effect.”

LEGAL ADVICE ON PALESTINE'S UNESCO MEMBERSHIP AND U.S. LAW

From John V. Whitbeck’s letter to members of the United States delegation to the U.N. and UNESCO,  Paris, October 18
In the context of the State of Palestine's imminent admission to membership in UNESCO, I hope that the U.S. Government in Washington and our UNESCO delegation in Paris are not making or following the analysis of U.S. law summarized in the bolded second paragraph of the article below, which I believe is utterly and obviously misguided.

 With respect to the two statutory provisions cited in the article below:

 (1) The State of Palestine clearly DOES "have the internationally recognized attributes of statehood". In this regard, I will send you separately the publication in the Washington quarterly journal MIDDLE EAST POLICY of a speech on the criteria for sovereign statehood under international law which I delivered in late March at the United Nations Latin American and Caribbean Meeting in Support of Israeli-Palestinian Peace held in Montevideo.

 (2) The Palestine Liberation Organization is not applying for membership or anything else at UNESCO. It is the State of Palestine, a state proclaimed in 1988 and already diplomatically recognized as such by 128 of the 193 UN member states, which is doing so.

 In this context, it may also be useful to note that the Pacific territories of the Cook Islands (population: 19,000) and Niue (population: 1400) have already been admitted as member states of UNESCO. The Cook Islands and Niue are "freely associated states" of New Zealand which are not UN member states, which do not even purport to be sovereign states, whose foreign relations remain entrusted to New Zealand and all of whose people are New Zealand citizens (with substantially more of them living in New Zealand than at "home"). Neither of these territories has "the internationally recognized attributes of statehood". If their membership in UNESCO did not trigger an automatic American withdrawal from UNESCO, the State of Palestine's membership should certainly not do so.

 American politicians, inspired purely by their personal career calculations, may CHOOSE to shoot their own country in both feet by having the United States withdraw from UNESCO and other UN specialized agencies after the State of Palestine is admitted as a full member, but I am not aware of any provision of currently applicable U.S. law which would REQUIRE the United States to withdraw….
Middle East News

Box 2162, Princeton, NJ 08543-2162

www.pmes.org

Editor: Letitia Ufford

Middle East News is published nine times per year from September through November and January through June by the Princeton Middle East Society, Inc. (PMES).  The members of PMES, founded in 1983, come from the academic, business, religious and diplomatic communities in the Princeton area and beyond.  Many have lived, worked or traveled in the Middle East and are interested in expanding public awareness of the history, culture and current affairs of the area from Morocco to Afghanistan.  PMES is a non-profit organization, accredited by the United Nations as a Non-Governmental Organization.  Members are American citizens; non-citizens are welcomed as non-voting members.  

For membership in PMES, mail a check for $40 (individual) or $50 (family) made out to “PMES” with your name and mailing address to the box number above.  Please indicate your e-mail address if you wish to receive notices by e-mail.  Contributions are tax-deductible to the extent permitted by law.

AMERICA'S SECRET EMPIRE OF DRONE BASES: Its Full Extent Revealed for the First Time

By Nick Turse for AlterNet and TomDispatch

Posted October 16, 2011; Printed October 23, http://www.alternet.org/story/152756/

They increasingly dot the planet.  There's a facility outside Las Vegas where "pilots" work in climate-controlled trailers, another at a dusty camp in Africa formerly used by the French Foreign Legion, a third at a big air base in Afghanistan where Air Force personnel sit in front of multiple computer screens, and a fourth

that almost no one talks about at an air base in the United Arab Emirates.

And that leaves at least 56 more such facilities to

mention in an expanding American empire of unmanned drone bases being set up worldwide.  Despite frequent news reports on the drone assassination campaign launched in support of America's ever-widening undeclared wars and a spate of stories on drone bases in Africa and the Middle East, most of these facilities have remained unnoted, uncounted, and remarkably

anonymous -- until now.

Run by the military, the Central Intelligence Agency, and their proxies, these bases -- some little more than desolate airstrips, others sophisticated command and control centers filled with computer screens and high-tech electronic equipment -- are the backbone of a new American robotic way of war.  They are also the latest development in a long-evolving saga of American power projection abroad -- in this case, remote-controlled strikes anywhere on the planet with a minimal foreign "footprint" and little accountability.

Using military documents, press accounts and other open source information, an in-depth analysis by AlterNet has identified at least 60 bases integral to U.S. military and CIA drone operations.  There may, however, be more, since a cloak of secrecy about drone warfare leaves the

full size and scope of these bases distinctly in the

shadows.

Over the last decade, the American use of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) and unmanned aerial systems (UAS) has expanded  exponentially as has media coverage of their use.  On September 21st, the Wall Street Journal
reported that the military has deployed missile-armed MQ-9 Reaper drones on the "island nation of Seychelles to intensify attacks on al Qaeda affiliates, particularly in Somalia."  A day earlier, a Washington Post piece also mentioned the same base on the tiny Indian Ocean archipelago, as well as one in the African nation of Djibouti, another under construction in Ethiopia, and a secret CIA airstrip being built for drones in an unnamed Middle Eastern country (suspected

of being Saudi Arabia).

Post journalists Greg Miller and Craig Whitlock reported that the "Obama administration is assembling a constellation of secret drone bases for counterterrorism operations in the Horn of Africa and the Arabian Peninsula as part of a newly aggressive campaign to attack al-Qaeda affiliates in Somalia and Yemen." Within days, the Post also reported that a drone from

the new CIA base in that unidentified Middle Eastern country had carried out the assassination of radical al-Qaeda preacher and American citizen Anwar al-Awlaqi in Yemen.

With the killing of al-Awlaqi, the Obama Administration has expanded its armed drone campaign to no fewer than six countries, though the CIA, which killed al-Aulaqi, refuses to officially acknowledge its drone assassination program.  The Air Force is less coy about its drone operations, yet there are many aspects of

those, too, that remain in the shadows.  Air Force

spokesman Lieutenant Colonel John Haynes recently told AlterNet that, "for operational security reasons, we do not discuss worldwide operating locations of Remotely Piloted Aircraft, to include numbers of locations around the world."

Still, those 60 military and CIA bases around the world, directly connected to the drone program, tell us a lot about America's war-making future.  From command and control and piloting to maintenance and arming, these facilities perform key functions that allow drone campaigns to continued expanding as they have for more

than a decade.  Other bases are already under

construction or in the planning stages.  When presented with our list of Air Force sites within America's galaxy of drone bases, Lieutenant Colonel Haynes responded, "I have nothing further to add to what I've already said."

Even in the face of government secrecy, however, much can be discovered .  Here, then, for the record is a AlterNet accounting of America's drone bases in the

United States and around the world.

News reports have frequently focused on Creech Air Force Base outside Las Vegas as ground zero in America's military drone campaign.  Sitting in darkened, air conditioned rooms, 7,500 miles from Afghanistan, drone pilots dressed in flight suits remotely control MQ-9 Reapers and their progenitors, the less heavily-armed MQ-1 Predators. Beside them, sensor operators manipulate the TV camera, infrared camera, and other high-tech sensors on board.  Their faces lit up by digital displays showing video feeds from the battle zone, by squeezing a trigger on a joystick one of these Air Force "pilots" can loose a Hellfire missile on a person half a world away.

While Creech gets the lion's share of attention – it even has its own drones on site -- numerous other bases on U.S. soil have played critical roles in America's drone wars.  The same video-game-style warfare is carried out by U.S and British pilots not far away at Nevada's Nellis Air Force Base, the home of the Air Force's 2nd Special Operations Squadron (SOS). According to a factsheet provided to AlterNet by the Air  Force, the 2nd SOS and its drone operators are  scheduled to be relocated to the Air Force Special Operations Command at Hurlburt Field in Florida in the coming months. 

Reapers or Predators are also being flown from Davis-Monthan Air Force Base in Arizona, Whiteman Air Force Base in Missouri, March Air Reserve Base in California, Springfield Air National Guard Base in Ohio, Cannon Air

Force Base and Holloman Air Force Base in New Mexico, Ellington Airport in Houston, Texas, the Air National Guard base in Fargo, North Dakota, Ellsworth Air Force Base in South Dakota, and Hancock Field Air National Guard Base in Syracuse, New York.  Recently, it was

announced that Reapers, flown by Hancock's pilots, would begin taking off on training  missions from the Army's Fort Drum, also in New York State.  While at Langley Air Force Base in Virginia, according to a report by the New York Times earlier this year, teams of camouflage-clad Air Force analysts sit in a secret intelligence and surveillance installation monitoring cell phone intercepts, high altitude photographs, and most notably, multiple screens of streaming live video from drones in

Afghanistan--what they call "Death TV"--while

instant-messaging and talking to commanders on the ground in order to supply them with real-time

intelligence on enemy troop movements.

CIA drone operators also reportedly pilot their aircraft from the Agency's nearby Langley, Virginia headquarters. It was from here that analysts apparently watched footage of Osama bin Laden's compound in Pakistan, for example, thanks to video sent back by the RQ-170

Sentinel, an advanced drone nicknamed the "Beast of Kandahar."  According to Air Force documents, the Sentinel is flown from both Creech Air Force Base and Tonopah Test Range in Nevada. 

Predators, Reapers, and Sentinels are just part of the story.  At Beale Air Force Base in California, Air Force personnel pilot the RQ-4 Global Hawk, an unmanned drone used for long-range, high-altitude surveillance missions, some of them originating from Anderson Air Force Base in Guam (a staging ground for drone flights

over Asia).  Other Global Hawks are stationed at Grand Forks Air Force Base in North Dakota, while the Aeronautical Systems Center at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base in Ohio manages the Global Hawk as well as the Predator and Reaper programs for the Air Force.

Other bases have been intimately involved in training drone operators, including Randolph Air Force Base in Texas and New Mexico's Kirtland Air Force Base, as is the Army's Fort Huachuca in Arizona which is home to, according to a report by National Defense magazine, "the world's largest UAV training center."  There, hundreds of employees of defense giant General Dynamics train military personnel to fly smaller tactical drones like the Hunter and Shadow.  The physical testing of drones goes on at adjoining Libby Army Airfield and "two UAV runways located approximately four miles west of Libby,"

according to Global Security, an on-line clearinghouse for military information.

Additionally, small drone training for the Army is carried out at Fort Benning in Georgia while at Fort Rucker, Alabama -- "the home of Army aviation" – the Unmanned Aircraft Systems program coordinates doctrine, strategy, and concepts pertaining to UAVs.  Recently, Fort Benning also saw the early testing of true robotic

drones - which fly without human guidance or a hand on any joystick.  This is considered, wrote the Washington Post, the next step toward a future in which drones will "hunt, identify, and kill the enemy based on calculations made by software, not decisions made by humans."…..
The Navy is actively looking for a suitable site in the Western Pacific for a BAMS base, and is currently in talks with several Persian Gulf states for one in that region, as well.  It already has Global Hawks perched at its base in Sigonella, Italy.

The Air Force is now negotiating with Turkey to relocate some of the Predator drones still operating in Iraq to the giant air base at Incirlik next year.  Many different UAVs have been based in Iraq since the American invasion of that country, including small tactical models like Raven-B's  that troops launched by hand from Kirkuk Regional Air Base, Shadow UAVs that

flew from Forward Operating Base Normandy in Baqubah Province, Predators operating out of Balad Airbase, miniature Desert Hawk drones launched from Tallil Air Base, and Scan Eagles based at Al Asad Air Base.

Elsewhere in the Greater Middle East, according to Aviation Week, the military is launching Global Hawks from Al Dhafra Air Base in the United Arab Emirates, piloted by personnel stationed at Naval Air Station Patuxent River in Maryland, to track "shipping traffic in the Persian Gulf, Strait of Hormuz and Arabian Sea."
There are unconfirmed reports that the CIA may be operating drones from that country as well.  In the past, at least, other UAVs have apparently been flown from Kuwait's Ali Al Salem Air Base and Al Jaber Air Base, as well as Seeb Air Base in Oman.

At Al-Udeid Air Base in Qatar, the Air Force runs an air operations command and control facility, critical to the drone wars in Afghanistan and Pakistan.  The new secret CIA base on the Arabian peninsula, used to assassinate Anwar al-Awlaqi, may or may not be an airstrip in Saudi

Arabia whose existence a senior U.S. military official recently confirmed to FOX News.  In the past, the CIA has also operated UAVs out of Tuzel, Uzbekistan.

In neighboring Afghanistan, drones fly from many bases including Jalalabad Air Base, Kandahar Air Field, the air base at Bagram, Camp Leatherneck, Camp Dwyer, Combat

Outpost Payne, Forward Operating Base (FOB) Edinburgh and FOB Delaram II, to name a few.  Afghan bases are, however, more than just locations where drones take off and land.

It is a common misperception that U.S.-based operators are the only ones who "fly" America's armed drones.  In fact, in and around America's war zones, UAVs begin and end their flights under the control of local "pilots." 

Take Afghanistan's massive Bagram Air Base.  After performing preflight checks alongside a technician who focuses on the drone's sensors, a local airman sits in front of a Dell computer tower and multiple monitors, two keyboards, a joystick, a throttle, a rollerball, a mouse, and various switches and oversees the plane's

takeoff before handing it over to a stateside

counterpart with a similar electronics set-up.  After the mission is complete, the controls are transferred back to the local operators for the landing.  Additionally, crews in Afghanistan perform general maintenance and repairs on the drones.

In the wake of a devastating suicide attack by an al-Qaeda double agent that killed CIA officers and contractors at Forward Operating Base Chapman in Afghanistan's eastern province of Khost in 2009, it came to light that the facility was heavily involved in target selection for drone strikes across the border in Pakistan.  The drones themselves, as the Washington Post noted at the time, were "flown from separate bases in

Afghanistan and Pakistan."

Both the Air Force and CIA have conducted operations in Pakistani air space, with some missions originating in Afghanistan and others from inside Pakistan.  In 2006, images of what appear to be Predator drones stationed at Shamsi Air Base in Pakistan's Baluchistan province were

found on Google Earth and later published.  In 2009, the New York Times reported that operatives from Xe Services, the company formerly known as Blackwater, had taken over the task of arming Predator drones at the

CIA's "hidden bases in Pakistan and Afghanistan."

Following the May Navy SEAL raid into Pakistan that killed Osama bin Laden, that country's leaders reportedly ordered the United States to leave Shamsi.  The Obama administration evidently refused and word

leaked out, according to the Washington Post, that the base was actually owned and sublet to the U.S. by the United Arab Emirates, which had built the airfield "as an arrival point for falconry and other hunting expeditions in Pakistan."

The U.S. and Pakistani governments have since claimed that Shamsi is no longer being used for drone strikes.  True or not, the U.S. evidently also uses other drone bases in Pakistan, including possibly PAF Base Shahbaz, located near the city of Jacocobad, and another base located near Ghazi.

Recently, the headline story, when it comes to the expansion of the empire of drone bases, has been Africa.  For the last decade, the U.S. military has been operating out of Camp Lemonier, a former French Foreign Legion base in the tiny African nation of Djibouti.  Not

long after the attacks of September 11, 2001, it became a base for Predator drones and has since been used to conduct missions over neighboring Somalia.

For some time, rumors have also been circulating about a secret American base in Ethiopia.  Recently, a U.S. official revealed to the Washington Post that discussions about a drone base there had been underway for up to four years, "but that plan was delayed because

`the Ethiopians were not all that jazzed.'" Now

construction is evidently underway, if not complete.

Then, of course, there is that drone base on the

Seychelles in the Indian Ocean.  A small fleet of Navy and Air Force drones began operating openly there in 2009 to track pirates in the region's waters. Classified diplomatic cables obtained by Wikileaks, however, reveal that those drones have also secretly been used to carry out missions in Somalia.  "Based in a

hanger located about a quarter-mile from the main passenger terminal at the airport," the Post reports, the base consists of three or four Reapers “and about 100 U.S. military personnel and contractors, according to the cables."

The U.S. has also recently sent four smaller tactical drones to the African nations of Uganda and Burundi for use by those countries' own militaries.

Even if the Pentagon budget were to begin to shrink in the coming years, expansion of America's empire of drone bases is a sure thing in the years to come.  Drones are now the bedrock of Washington's future military planning

and -- with counterinsurgency out of favor -- the

preferred way of carrying out wars abroad.

During the eight years of George W. Bush's presidency, as the U.S. was building up its drone fleets, the country launched wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, and carried out limited strikes in Yemen, Pakistan, and Somalia, using drones in at least four of those countries.  In less than three years under President Obama, the U.S. has launched drone strikes in Afghanistan, Iraq, Libya, Pakistan, Somalia, and Yemen.

It maintains that it has carte blanche to kill suspected enemies in any nation (or at least any nation in the global south).

According to a report by the Congressional Budget office published earlier this year, "the Department of Defense (DoD) plans to purchase about 730 new medium-sized and large unmanned aircraft systems" over the next decade. In practical terms, this means more drones like the Reaper.

Military officials told the Wall Street Journal that the Reaper "can fly 1,150 miles from base, conduct missions and return home. The time a drone can stay aloft depends on how heavily armed it is."  According to a drone operator training document obtained by AlterNet, at

maximum payload, meaning with 3,750 pounds worth of Hellfire missiles and GBU-12 or GBU-30 bombs on board, the Reaper can remain aloft for 16 to 20 hours.  Even a glance at a world map tells you that, if the U.S. is to carry out ever more drone strikes across the developing

world, it will need more bases for its future UAVs.  As an unnamed senior military official pointed out to a Washington Post reporter, speaking of all those new drone bases clustered around the Somali and Yemeni war zones, "If you look at it geographically, it makes sense

-- you get out a ruler and draw the distances [drones] can fly and where they take off from."

Earlier this year, an analysis by TomDispatch.com determined that there are more than 1,000 U.S. military bases scattered across the globe -- a shadowy base-world

that provides plenty of existing sites that can, and no doubt will, host drones.  But facilities selected for a pre-drone world may not always prove optimal locations for America's current and future undeclared wars and assassination campaigns.  So further expansion in Africa, the Middle East, and Asia is likely.

What are the Air Force's plans in this regard?

Lieutenant Colonel John Haynes was typically

circumspect.  "We are constantly evaluating potential operating locations based on evolving mission needs," he said.  If the last decade is any indication, those "needs" will only continue to grow.

Source: New Israel Fund

“That initiative wound down successfully,” said Ford Foundation director of communications Alfred Ironside in a statement he provided for the Forward. The statement noted that since 1948, the Ford Foundation’s support for programs in Israel exceeded $70 million, and stated that the foundation will “explore how best to contribute toward democracy and development in the region going forward.”

But the bottom line is clear: The partnership with NIF, which yielded $40 million for progressive NGOs in Israel, is coming to an end. “NIF has grown into a robust and capable independent foundation, and we look forward to seeing it continue to thrive,” the Ford statement concluded.

Aaron Back, director of the Ford Israel Fund, explained that the foundation’s commitments “had never been open-ended.” The new leadership of the Ford Foundation had conducted an across-the-board review of all programs and made significant changes in its priorities, he explained. The foundation’s new president, Luis A. Ubiñas, took office in 2008 after the new grant to Israel had already been approved. Both five-year funding programs were adopted during the tenure of former president Susan Berresford.

“I would obviously want to see this money continue into the future, but the legacy of the Ford Foundation’s work with NIF will continue to be noticed,” Back said. He added that despite the foundation’s decision to shift funds to other purposes, he views the funding program for Israel as a success, thanks to the support it provided to organizations that he sees as having a “hugely important voice,” and to the way in which it helped NIF in becoming “a robust and capable” organization.

The end of the Ford Foundation grants is expected to have a significant impact on NIF. Currently, Ford Foundation grants make up roughly a third of NIF’s donor-advised giving, which reaches $14 million to 15 million a year. NIF’s core giving, however, which totals between $10 million to 15 million annually, will not be affected by the withdrawal of Ford funds.

“This was not a surprise for us,” said Daniel Sokatch, the group’s CEO. Sokatch praised Ford for what he described as the foundation’s “smart philanthropy,” which focused on NGO’s by building their capacities and ensuring their sustainability. Making sure that funds are used for growth and for stabilizing the grantees, he said, did this.

Sokatch put a positive spin on the Ford Foundation’s decision. “There is a compliment here for the civil society sector in Israel,” he said. “This is a sign that they no longer need this kind of support and can stand on their own feet.”

The director of one of those groups, Jafar Farah of Israel’s Mossawa Center, which advocates for equal rights for Arab Israelis, told the Forward he hopes that the Ford grants will no longer be needed by the time they end in 2013. “I hope that by then, Israel will be a real democracy with equality for all,” he said.

But if Farah is unsuccessful in what he calls “changing the reality,” he still expects the Ford Foundation to reconsider its decision to withdraw from Israel. Mossawa owes nearly 10% of its budget to grants from the Ford Foundation.

The Association for Civil Rights in Israel, another Ford Foundation grantee, receives $100,000 a year from the fund, a grant that makes up 3% of its budget. Hagai El-Ad, ACRI’s executive director, said that the impact of the Ford Israel Fund’s loss will not be that great. “Getting notice so early in advance allows us to invest in developing new resources,” El-Ad said. ACRI devoted the money it received from the Ford Foundation in recent years to programs aimed at promoting social justice and fighting economic gaps in Israeli society.

Back believes that most, if not all, grantees will survive the loss of Ford as a funder. “I’d be surprised if any one of them will go out of existence,” he said, adding that he intends to focus his work in coming years on ensuring that grantees develop alternative funding sources for the day after the Ford Foundation pulls out.

Among the attackers were citizen militias from Misrata, the city of 600,000 that Qaddafi had determinedly besieged, subjecting its civilian population to cluster bombs and tank and artillery shells, even bombing it from the air before the UNSC intervened. The Security

Council strictly instructed him to cease attacking his own population simply because they had come out to peacefully protest his rule. Qaddafi's siege turned a Tahrir-like popular uprising into a civil war, as inexperienced young civilians in the surrounded city took up arms to fight off the armored Khamis Brigades and save their parents and younger siblings from the awful ire of the dread enforcers of Qaddafi's malevolent will.

His defiance of the UNSC order turned him into a recognized war criminal, for which he was indicted by the ICC. But of course the bomber of PanAm 103 over Lockerbie, Scotland, the butcher of Abu Salim prison, the aggressor against neighboring Chad, and the fomenter

of wars, tyranny and strife in Sierra Leone and Liberia, had long been a war criminal when few would mouth the words in public.

It is hard to see how the UNSC desire that the civilian population be protected from him could have been implemented solely on a defensive basis. As long as he had an offensive capability he would clearly deploy it, piling up towers of innocents' skulls. Once he besieged and murdered the non-combatants of Misrata and Zawiya so mercilessly, all bets were off. He began with 2,000 tanks, which he sent against the demonstrators. When he had almost no tanks left, he was done, reduced to secreting himself in a sewage drain.

In contrast to Qaddafi's encirclement of Misrata for months and use of cluster bombs in areas where children lived, the Transitional National Council troops advancing in Sirte regularly pulled back to allow local residents to evacuate, attempting to convince them to join the new Libya. Qaddafi never did a similar favor to

civilians in Misrata or Zawiya.

The last stand at Sirte was very like Jim Jones's last stand in the jungles of Guyana. Jones was an American religious leader who gradually went mad, demanding more and more sacrifice and obedience from the members of his People's Temple congregation, which then gradually

became a cult. I define a cult as a group wherein the leader makes very high demands for obedience and self-sacrifice, and the values of which diverge from those of mainstream society. When the outside world seemed clearly to be pursuing the People's Temple into Guyana, with a Congressmen showing up in Jonestown to rescue a handful of adherents who wanted to go home, Jones reacted with fury, first sending a militia to kill the congressman and the defectors, and then instructing his followers to drink poisoned Kool-Aid. Many were injected with cyanide laced with liquids or shot. Those who would not agree voluntarily to be "translated" to the next world together with their messianic leader would be subjected to the ultimate coercion.

Qaddafi's stand at Sirte underlined the cultish

character of his politics, with the Revolutionary

Committees and Khamis Brigades resembling the enforcers in Jim Jones's encampment. The tragic episode highlights the irrationality, fanaticism, violence and tyranny of his acolytes.

It would have been better had Qaddafi been left alive to stand trial. The exact circumstances of his death are murky, but it appears that some of his loyalists may have attempted to rescue him from government troops and he died in the firefight or was dispatched lest he be sprung from captivity and serve as a rallying point for

the remaining handful of cultists.

