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There is no freedom either in civil or ecclesiastical [affairs],
but where the liberty of the press is maintained.

—Matthew Tindal

Democmcy is more stable, and people are more free,
when the press is free.

—William Fefferson Clinton

If all mankind minus one were of one opinion, and only
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So long as books are kept open then minds can never be closed.
—Gerald R. Ford

1 grew up understanding that the greatness of our democracy
is the difference of opinion and the ability to voice it freely.
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PREFACE

mericans are proud of their Constitution, especially its Bill of Rights.

The First Amendment right to freedom of speech and religion has
inspired dissenters and nonconformists everywhere. Censored writers such as
Salman Rushdie, Pramoedya Ananta Toer, and Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn have
looked to the United States’s example for strength as they battled for their
rights to express their own thoughts and for the rights of others to read them,
even at the risk of their lives.

Yet, censorship has been a major part of American history from the time of
Roger Williams and other early colonial freethinkers. Many of the richest lit-
erary works—The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn, The Color Purple, The Grapes
of Wrath, The Fungle, Uncle Tom’s Cabin, Tropic of Cancer—have been censored
at one time or another. Even today school boards, local governments, reli-
gious organizations, and moral crusaders attempt to restrict our freedom to
read. Advancing technology has provided more diverse targets—the record,
film, and television industries and the Internet—for censors and would-be
censors to aim at as they work their strategies to restrict free expression and
the freedom to read, watch, and listen, dumbing down the public in order to
shield their children, and you, from original or disturbing thoughts.

In this second edition of books censored for political reasons, Nicho-
las Karolides adds to his illuminating collection of censorship histories
from around the world with examples from China (Tzowang [Fugitives],
and Chezhan [Bus Stop], by Gao Xingjian), Turkey (After Such Knowledge,
What Forgiveness?—My Encounter with Kurdistan, by Jonathan C. Randal),
Canada (Did Six Million Really Die? The Truth at Last, by Richard Har-
wood), Nigeria (The Open Sore of a Continent: A Personal Narrative of the
Nigerian Crisis; The Man Died: Prison Notes of Wole Soyinka, both by Wole
Soyinka), Palestine (The Politics of Dispossession: The Struggle for Palestinian
Self-Determination, 1969-1994, by Edward Said), Israel (The Patriot and
The Queen of the Bathtub, by Hanoch Levin), and Chile (E/ libro negro de la
justicia chilena [The black book of Chilean justice], by Alejandra Matus).
While blatant political censorship of books in the United States is not as
widespread or obvious as in other countries, alternative methods of politi-
cal censorship are equally heinous and do affect what books get published
or read. Examples from the new millennium include opening up library
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records to the government under the USA PATRIOT Act in the name
of fighting terrorism; branding opponents of government policies, no
matter how misguided those policies may be, as traitors and unpatriotic;
or threatening religious organizations with revocation of their nonprofit
status if leaders express antiwar views.

Fortunately, the United States has a strong tradition of fighting cen-
sorship. Groups such as the National Coalition Against Censorship, the
American Library Association’s Office for Intellectual Freedom, People
For the American Way, the American Civil Liberties Union, the PEN
American Center, and the National Writers Union exist to defend the
First Amendment and support independent writers, through legal action
and by raising public awareness. They deserve our moral, political, and
financial support.

The first edition of the Facts On File Banned Books series came out as
a four-volume hardcover set in 1998. The four volumes in this revised and
expanded collection add to our rich First Amendment tradition by spotlight-
ing approximately 450 works that have been censored for their political,
social, religious, or erotic content, in the United States and around the world,
from biblical times to the present day. While many of these have been legally
“banned,” or prohibited “as by official order,” all indeed have been banned
or censored in a broader sense: targeted for removal from school curricula or
library shelves, condemned in churches and forbidden to the faithful, rejected
or expurgated by publishers, challenged in court, even voluntarily rewritten
by their authors. Censored authors have been verbally abused, physically
attacked, shunned by their families and communities, excommunicated from
their religious congregations, and shot, hanged, or burned at the stake by
their enemies. Their works include novels, histories, biographies, children’s
books, religious and philosophical treatises, dictionaries, poems, polemics,
and every other form of written expression.

It is illuminating to discover in these histories that such cultural treasures
as the Bible, the Koran, the Talmud, and the greatest classics of world literature
have often been suppressed or censored for the same motives, and by similar
forces, as those who today seek to censor such books as My Brother Is Dead,
Daddy’s Roommate, and Heather Has Two Mommiies. All Americans reading these
volumes will find in them books they love and will undoubtedly be thankful that
their authors’ freedom of expression and their own freedom to read are constitu-
tionally protected. But at the same time, how many will be gratified by the cruel
fate of books they detest? Reader-citizens capable of acknowledging their own
contradictions will be grateful for the existence of the First Amendment and will
thank its guardians, including the authors of this series, for protecting the reading
public against its own worst impulses.

It is to Facts On File’s credit that it has published this new version of the
original Banned Books series. May the day come when an expanded series is

no longer necessary.
*kKk



PREFACE

"To prevent redundancy, works banned for multiple reasons appear in only
one volume, based on the judgment of the editor and the volume authors.
The alphabetical arrangement provides easy access to titles. Works whose
titles appear in SMALL CAPITAL LETTERS within an entry have entries of their
own elsewhere in the same volume. Those whose titles appear in ITALICIZED
SMALL CAPITAL LETTERS have entries in one of the other volumes of this
series. In addition, each volume carries complete lists of the works discussed
in the other volumes.

—Ken Wachsberger
Publisher, Azenphony Press
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INTRODUCTION

he phrase suppressed on political grounds casts a shadow of a heavy-handed
government blocking its citizens from receiving information, ideas, and
opinions that it perceives to be critical, embarrassing, or threatening. This
image, unfortunately, is too often reality. It is not, however, limited to dic-
tatorships such as those of Adolf Hitler’s Nazi Germany, Joseph Stalin’s
Communist Soviet Union, Suharto’s Indonesia, Augusto Pinochet’s Chile,
and Sani Abacha’s Nigeria. The political turbulence of the 1990s dismantled
several of these, establishing more open government in Indonesia, Chile,
Nigeria, and Russia. The governments of democracies, however, also par-
ticipate in attempts to censor such critical material in order to protect their
own perceived state security. Indeed, repression of freedom of expression is a
significant operative factor in South Africa of the apartheid era, in pre-1990
South Korea, in Turkey, in postcommunist Ukraine, and recently in Russia. It
is a factor, as well, in the United Kingdom and the United States today.
Further, the impression that censorship for political reasons emanates
only from national governments is mistaken, Another common source of
such activity, notably in the United States, is at the local community level,
generated by school board members or citizens, individually or in groups,
who attack textbooks and fiction used in schools or available in school librar-
ies. In contrast to censorship challenges at the national level, challenges at
the local level are aimed at the political values and images that children are
receiving. In past decades, the chief targets were socialism, communism, and
the portrayal of the Soviet Union. A companion concern was the portrayal of
the United States. At the center of such objections was the fear that the Soviet
Union would be viewed too positively or the United States too negatively.
Continuing in the present, examining flaws in American society is deemed
unpatriotic to critics, who become concerned when past and present policies
of their government are questioned in school textbooks and library books.
Expressing flaws in behavior of its citizens is deemed inappropriate for stu-
dents. Books conveying the dynamics of war situations are targets of censor-
ing challenges.
The titles discussed in this book vary considerably in subject and form.
Some texts have extensive or impressive censorship histories. Other works
appear to have had comparably limited censorship exposure. The Grapes of
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Wrath was challenged and burned within months of its publication in 1939
and has been subject to attacks for more than 60 years. The censorship of
Solzhenitsyn’s books by the Soviet government gained international notori-
ety. Four other novelists whose works are included have had their entire oeu-
vre censored by their respective governments: Nobel Prize winners Miguel
Angel Asturias of Guatemala and Gao Xingjian of the People’s Republic
of China; Duong Thu Huong of Vietham; and Pramoedya Ananta Toer
of Indonesia. Harriet Beecher Stowe’s antislavery novel, Uncle Tom’s Cabin,
was broadly censored in the South in the 19th century, and My Brother Sam
Is Dead, the antiwar, nonromanticized Revolutionary War novel by James
Lincoln Collier and Christopher Collier, has drawn considerable fire since
its publication in 1974. Some works have faced significant court cases: Decent
Interval, by Frank Snepp; I Am the Cheese, by Robert Cormier; Slaughterbouse-
Five and Cat’s Cradle, by Kurt Vonnegut; Spycatcher; by Peter Wright; and
United States—Vietnam Relations, 1945-1967 (The “Pentagon Papers”), issued
by the U.S. Department of Defense.

Not all objections are formalized or publicly announced; some are
reported only in local newspapers. Self-censorship by teachers and librarians
is common. I recall the comment of a librarian who accounted for the lack
of challenges to her collection through her tactic of not ordering books that
were censored elsewhere. Further, not all attacks are identified forthrightly; it
is apparently more difficult to protest the politics of a text than it is to protest
its offensive language. Lee Burress, who has conducted five state and national
surveys of censorship of school library and classroom materials, referred to
this mask as the “hidden agenda” of censorship.

The accounts of these attacks at local levels may seem to the glancing
eye diversified and transient; those at the national and international levels
may appear remote and arcane. These multiple streams of curtailed thought,
however, combine to form a treacherous current. Its undertow can ensnare
the mind in the tangled weeds of ignorance and irrationality. Denied both in
individual incidents and en masse is the sine qua non of democracy, the right
of fundamental inquiry, the ebb and flow of thought.

NOTE ON THE REVISED EDITION

"This revised edition is updated in two ways. First, 10 entries have been added.
These books spotlight the international scene. One, Did Six Million Really Die?
is set in western Europe. The others are dispersed around the globe: Chile (£/
libro megro de la justicia Chilena), China (Bus Stop, Fugitives, and Waiting); Nigeria
(The Man Died and The Open Sore of a Continent), Kurdistan (After Such Knowl-
edge, What Forgiveness?), Palestine (The Politics of Dispossession), and Israel (The
Patriot and The Queen of the Bathtub). Two of the authors, Wole Soyinka and Gao
Xingjian, have been awarded the Nobel Prize in literature, bringing the total of
such prestigious authors included in this volume to seven.
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The second strategy entailed a research review of each entry of the origi-
nal edition, primarily focusing on censorship events since the first edition’s
publication. The results are assorted updates, some of them extensive, nota-
bly for All Quiet on the Western Front (the additions pertain to the censoring of
the film), The Fungle (additional insights have been drawn from the discovery
of the original manuscript), and Mein Kampf (more state censorship has taken
place since the publication of the first edition). Other entries were amended
with the addition of a recent school challenge, such as The Grapes of Wrath
and Black Boy. In a few cases, occasional clarifications were made to texts’
summaries.

—Nicholas J. Karolides

University of Wisconsin—River Falls
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THE AFFLUENT SOCIETY

THE AFFLUENT SOCIETY

Author: John Kenneth Galbraith

Original date and place of publication: 1958, United States
Publisher: Houghton Mifflin

Literary form: Nonfiction

SUMMARY

“. .. [T]he experience of nations with well being is exceedingly brief. Nearly

all throughout all history have been very poor.” The exception, “great and
unprecedented affluence,” is found in Europe and the United States in the
last few generations. With this stark assertion, John Kenneth Galbraith sets
the stage for his analysis of the economic attitudes and behaviors of this afflu-
ent society. Essentially, he attacks current economic thinking. An underlying
point is that the standard economic ideas (i.e., “conventional wisdom”) were
developed in a world where poverty was normal, where scarcity of goods and
services was accepted as the way of life.

In the late 18th century, Adam Smith, a key figure in the “central economic
tradition” (a phrase used to denote the classical tradition, the main current of
ideas in descent from Smith), posited a hopeful vision of an advancing national
community in An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations. In
his view, the economic society was regulated not by the state but by competi-
tion and the market, the market consisting of small entrepreneurs; people,
using their resources, worked for the enrichment of society. Smith perceived
that the distribution of wealth depended on bargaining power that favored
merchants, manufacturers and landlords; workers, subject to market forces,
“could not for very long rise very far above the minimum level necessary for
the survival of the race.” This concept became a basic premise—with some
qualifications—of economists David Ricardo and Thomas Robert Malthus,
Smith’s successors in the central tradition; it also served as the crux of Marx’s
attack on capitalism. According to Galbraith, by the onset of the 20th century,
the severity of this position was diminished but not altogether negated.

A presumption of inequality was inherent to the competitive model of the
central tradition, defended by the rich, whom it benefited, and conservatives.
The competitive, efficient entrepreneur was rewarded as was the comparable
worker, but the rewards were not equal. In dissent from the central tradition,
some economists, including Marxists, have argued that the redistribution of
wealth and income was possible—and necessary. Indeed, some leveling, achiev-
ing a reduction of inequality in advanced countries, has occurred. Some credit for
this reduction is given to the progressive income tax but, more so, to an increase
in production (i.e., an expanding economy). This progress has caused a decline of
interest in and attention to the issue of inequality, though equality has not been
achieved and a self-perpetuating margin of poverty still exists.

Galbraith points out that comparable tension exists between the inse-
curity also inherent in a competitive system and the search for security.
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Businesses attempt to reduce risks; individuals, when their stake is high
enough, seek job and social security. Modern corporations through their size
and wealth have significantly minimized insecurity; government intervention
(e.g., unemployment insurance, price supports for farmers, fair trade laws),
unions, and trade associations have mitigated the dire effects of insecurity for
individuals and small businesses. Stabilizing the fluctuations of the business
cycle, held by the central tradition to be inevitable, became a principal goal
of public policy, including the control of depressions. Despite the long-held
belief that economic security was the enemy of production, the reverse seems
to have become the case. Galbraith identifies two interlocking ideas: “A high
level of economic security is essential to maximum production. And a high
level of production is indispensable for economic security.”

A third, predominant concern is production. A focal factor for the central
tradition theorists because goods were scarce, production was also meaning-
ful in providing basic comforts. In modern times it has become a requisite in
maintaining economic security; it established and ensures the American stan-
dard of living. Loss of production is taken very seriously. However, whereas in
the past, production was geared to needs, it is now oriented toward economic
security: employment and income. Galbraith claims that the measures used
to manage the problems of production are traditional, harking back to those
relevant in the last century, and irrational. In the context of production, he
asserts that the main task of his essay is the “concern . . . with the thralldom
of a myth—the myth that production, by its overpowering importance and its
ineluctable difficulty, is the central problem of our lives.”

Linking production to consumer demand, which is further linked to adver-
tising, Galbraith promulgates two important ideas: the source of demands has
shifted from needs to wants; in contrast to the theory of consumer demand
that wants are generated by the individual, production itself “creates the
wants it wants to satisfy.” Consumption is driven principally by the social
goal for a higher standard of living, as abetted by emulation of others, and
the availability, thus accumulation, of new products. “The urge to consume is
furthered by the value system which emphasizes the ability to produce. The
more that is produced the more that must be owned to maintain the appro-
priate prestige.” Advertising’s central function is to create desires where they
did not exist. Advertising (thus wants) is induced by the producer, establish-
ing production as the prime urgency. The demand for goods is artificial; the
things produced are not of great urgency. The assumption that wants are
unlimited, justifying unrestrained production, Galbraith argues, may have
dangerous consequences to the economy.

A related discussion is that of social balance, that is, what the society
produces. The great emphasis is on privately produced goods, which can be
sold, to the detriment of public services, which depend on tax outlays. Goods
privately produced are not often balanced by equal regard for public services
they might require: good and sufficient streets and roads and parking for cars,
traffic control and safety, and breathable air. Goods are superfluous, often
frivolous, while human needs—schools, parks, hospitals, housing—which at
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least indirectly relate to production, are neglected. The factor of inequality is
operative in this regard, and inflation is a causal agent in the deterioration of
public service since it favors the private economy.

Galbraith proposes solutions. Since steady jobs and a steady income are
needed and desired rather than production of unnecessary and oversupplied
goods, a substitute for production as a source of income is required. A system
of unemployment compensation is proposed: Cyclically Graduated Com-
pensation (CGC). Under this system, unemployment compensation would
increase to a large percentage of normal income during periods of recession
when jobs are hard to find; compensation would increase as unemployment
increases, and it would decrease to a minimum level during periods of job
availability. This procedure would break the connection between production
and income security and would provide comparative stability of income.

Reversing the social balance to provide support for public services can be
accomplished by a sales tax. “The relation of the sales tax to the problem of
social balance is admirably direct. The community is affluent in privately pro-
duced goods. It is poor in public services. The obvious solution . . . by making
private goods more expensive, public goods are made more abundant.” In
addition to upgrading such universal services as roads, schools, hospitals, and
the environment, addressing public service requirements would have the mer-
itorious effect of meeting the needs of the poor, reducing self-perpetuating
poverty through investment in the children of poverty.

A concluding discussion focuses on the nature and extent of toil. The
workweek has been drastically reduced over the last century, evidence of the
acceptance of the lessened urgency of goods, of production. The attitudes
toward work and leisure have also changed. Galbraith suggests that work
can be made easier and more pleasant, that hours may be shortened, and that
fewer people could work—the latter two related to lower production needs.
In the context of the emergence of a “New Class,” for whom work is satisfying
and enjoyable, offers prestige and the opportunity to apply thought to work,
and does not involve toil in the ordinary labor sense, Galbraith proposes “the
greatest prospect . . . what must be counted one of the central economic goals
of our society—to eliminate toil as a required economic institution.” Educa-
tion is the qualifying entrance mode.

These suggestions offer a commonality that projects a unifying force for
the text: a concern for the human perspective, an investment in individu-
als. “A society has one higher task than to consider its goals, to reflect on its
pursuit of happiness and harmony and its success in expelling pain, tension,
sorrow, and the ubiquitous curse of ignorance. It must also, so far as this may
be possible, insure its own survival.” This closing statement is a goal distant
from that expressed by Adam Smith and his successors.

CENSORSHIP HISTORY

On June 14, 1972, the board of education of Roselle, New Jersey, voted to
remove The Affluent Society from a high school library list. It was among 520
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titles identified as reference texts for a federally funded course in American
studies. The removal was initiated by John Everett, president of the board,
who lined out this title and three others—THE AGE oF KEYNES by Robert
Lekachman, The Struggle for Peace by Leonard Beaton, and Topay’s 1sMs:
COMMUNISM, FASCISM, CAPITALISM, sociALIsM by William Ebenstein—just
before the board took action to approve the program. Everett claimed that
every board member had received the list of books and had been invited to
make deletions. Only he took this action.

“I will do anything to thwart permissive liberalism,” he was quoted as
saying in the Newark Star-Ledger. “I violently disagree with them. . .. If I'm
in a position to stop these books from being distributed then I think it’s my
political right.”

Three days later, he was quoted in the New York Times as saying, “I guess
I’'m known around here as a book burner, but it doesn’t bother me. In my opin-
ion, the books were too liberal and I disagree with their points of view. . . .”

Galbraith’s and Lekachman’s books were specifically earmarked as
advocating “too much permissiveness.” Everett said, “I deny their right to
tell me that their theories are correct.” In deleting the book The Struggle
for Peace, he noted that he objected less to its contents than to its author,
“Cecil” Beaton, whom he described as a “kook.” (Another board member,
Brother John Tevlin, pointed out that the author was Leonard Beaton,
a reporter for the London Times.) The vote seems to have identified The
Struggle for Peace, by “Cecil” Beaton, as the text to be deleted. Referring
to Ebenstein’s Today’s Isms, Everett noted that the author “finds nothing
wrong with communism, but his big bugaboo seems to be fascism” and
“he beats up on capitalism.” The four books were deemed far too “astute
for tender minds that are not able to distinguish between right and wrong
when reading such texts.”

The board voted 4-3 in support of removing the titles. One of the four,
Judith Solujich, indicated she had voted to ban the books because “they didn’t
agree with my political philosophy.” She and one other of the book banners
admitted they had not read the books. Among the dissenters, Brother John
"Tevlin asserted the action was based on “nothing more than the whim of one
board member. It is the most blatant example of repression. . . . something
out of the McCarthy era.” Another dissenter, Garvey Presley, said, “If we
were debating the merits of a textbook to be used in class it would be one
thing, but these books were part of a reference library for the new humanities
course.”

In subsequent weeks educational groups spoke out against the actions of
the Roselle Board of Education. The New Jersey School Boards Association
rejected the action as the “use of naked power to subdue legitimate points of
view” and “unethical behavior for those entrusted with advancing education.”
In parallel language the New Jersey Education Association deplored the
banning as “contrary to the ideals of education to try to limit or censor ideas
because one disagrees with them.”
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A New Jersey Department of Education official, Clyde Leib, special assis-
tant to the commissioner, indicated that if a complaint were filed, the rule of law
might recognize that banning the books was within the purview of the board
of education. However, “Philosophically, we strongly disapprove of Everett’s
action, depriving the young people varying points of view. We live in a society
that values dissent and I doubt if the republic would crumble as a result of a few
unpopular books in the library. . . . The republic is surely in far greater danger
by the banning of books than exposing young people to them.”

In an interview of June 22, Everett said, “I want equal time and I want
it known that our libraries are filled with liberal books and very few books
reflecting the conservative point of view.”

On July 5, the superintendent of schools, Robert F. X. Van Wagner,
announced that he had placed rush orders for the books and that they would
be on the library bookshelves. The four books would be purchased for the
school system’s libraries “administratively” even though the board had voted
not to include them among those funded under the federal grant. They would
be “balanced by at least four books with conservative viewpoints,” a provision
that Everett had offered. He indicated that he had read the books and had not
found them objectionable.
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AFTER SUCH KNOWLEDGE, WHAT FORGIVENESS?
SUMMARY

In the last several pages of After Such Knowledge, What Forgiveness? Jonathan
Randal remarks: “Yes, I confess the gambler in me was rooting for the Kurds
to make something of the situation they’d inherited in 1991,” a sympathetic
posture evident throughout his text. After introductory chapters of compact
geographic data, a basic historical overview, and a general portrait of the
Kurds, Randal focuses on the significant situations and actions of the Kurds
themselves and on the attitudes and behaviors of several nations’ leaders
toward them, principally Iraq, the United States, Israel, and Turkey.

Kurds populate a broad expanse of the Middle East, a contiguous core
area, spanning from northwestern Iran across northern Iraq and southeast-
ern Turkey to the Syrian border; there are isolated communities elsewhere
in these countries and in neighboring Armenia and Azerbaijan, for example.
The Kurds are the Middle East’s fourth largest community, the top three
being Arabs, Iranians, and Turks. Kurdish society is multilingual, multiracial,
and multireligious, yet the Kurds share a common historical experience and
political aspirations. They are a recognizable ethnic community, the “world’s
largest ethnic group without a state of their own.”

Modern Kurdish history begins in 1918 with the end of World War 1.
In the 19th century “Kurdistan had declined into an isolated ‘mountainous
irrelevancy’. . . . When peace returned in 1918, Kurdistan was a land with its
infrastructure wrecked, its society in utter disarray, its intelligentsia dispersed,
and the tribal chieftains and sheikhs in full control of what was left.” During
the war President Woodrow Wilson in the 12th of his Fourteen Points had
“promised the Kurds a vaguely defined country of their own, to be carved out
of the carcass of the defeated Ottoman Empire”; however, resurgent Turkey,
under the leadership of Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, rejected this proposal, as did
the British who had been entrusted with a League of Nations mandate for the
territory that became Iraq. The Kurds’ territory was divided up among Iraq,
Iran, Syria, and Turkey. The thwarting of Kurdish nationalist ambitions—the
Kurds “virtually alone of the Ottoman Empire’s subjects [being unable to]
establish their own state”—was based in part on Western notions of a mod-
ern centralized state (an idea used by various Middle Eastern governments
to suppress Kurdish revolts) and in part that “Britain was more interested
in safeguarding Kirkuk’s oil [in the Kurdistan area] for itself than in Kurdish
nationalist aspirations.”

Over the intervening years between 1918 and 1997, the Kurds from
time to time experienced a sense of freedom, particularly in their mountains,
remote from the centers of power, before planes and helicopters bridged this
impediment. They resisted assimilation with constancy and maintained their
goal of achieving nationalist rights: for the Iraq Kurds—autonomy within a
democratic Iraq. “The Kurds realized no one was willing to accept an inde-
pendent Kurdistan carved out of Irag—or Iran or Turkey.” The Iran Kurds
were of like mind; the Turkish Kurds were separatist rebels, focused on inde-



AFTER SUCH KNOWLEDGE, WHAT FORGIVENESS?

pendence from Turkey. Given the active aggression of this group, Turkey was
particularly fearful of any attempt of these three groups to unify to create a
country of their own. This united front seemed unlikely, given the evidence:

So strong were traditional Kurdish tribal rivalries that one tribal leader’s deci-
sion to join a nationalist uprising often prompted another to remain aloof or
even accept arms and money to fight for the government. Even clans within
a given tribe have ended up fighting each other. . . . But Kurdish history is
also replete with Kurds betraying fellow Kurds. This cast of warring stock
characters at times starred illiterate tribal leaders arrayed against the urban
intelligentsia as well as villains drawn from both categories and willing to play
the government’s game for their own short-term tactical purposes.

Three nationalist groups emerged: Kurdistan Democratic Party (KDP) in
Iraq, initially led by Mullah Mustafa Barzani and later by his son, Massoud,;
Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK), led by Jalal Talabani; and Kurdistan
Workers Party (PKK) in Turkey, led by Abdullah Ocalan. These groups par-
ticipated in internecine warfare against one another, but in 1991, the KDP
and PUK did organize genuinely free elections, agreeing to split power when
the results were inconclusive. By 1994, however, the two groups resumed
their feuding, the results being disastrous. Amnesty International reported
in February 1995 that both the KDP and PUK were “fully responsible” for
most of the abuses: torture and arbitrary arrest; deliberate killing of political
opponents, peaceful demonstrators, and rival militiamen captured in battle;
and the “abandonment of fundamental human rights principles to which the
Kurdish leadership had committed itself.”

Randal dips into earlier centuries, expressing a long tradition of national-
ist spirit and revolts. Examples in the 20th century abound: In early 1925,
Sheikh Said of Piram led a short-lived revolt in Turkish Kurdistan, covering
a third of the region; he and four dozen lieutenants paid “on the gallows.”
Before the harsh, specially instituted

Independence Tribunal was disbanded two years later, 7,440 Kurds were
arrested and 660 executed. Hundreds of Kurdish villages were burned, and
between 40,000 and 250,000 peasants died, in the ensuing “pacification.”
Over the next dozen years or so, perhaps a million Kurdish men, women, and
children were uprooted and shipped to western Anatolia. Sixteen more Kurd-
ish revolts in Turkey ensued at irregular intervals over the next decade and a
half, and all of them were brutally repressed.

In August 1945, Mullah Mustafa Barzani led a general revolt that initially
gained considerable success against Iragi troops. However, after rival tribes
were paid off to join the Iraqis, “Barzani’s forces—some ten thousand follow-
ers, a third of which were fighters—retreated into Iran.” Fighting between
Barzani forces and the government started again in September 1961 and
lasted until 1975, excepting periods of extended cease-fires. In May 1966,
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facing a major offensive to deprive him of vital logistical access to Iran,
Barzani won his most important victory at Mount Hendrin; however, peace
talks failed because Barzani refused to negotiate if Talabani was a participant.
When fighting resumed in 1969, Saddam Hussein having achieved power,
the Iraqi forces again were defeated. Subsequently, on March 11, 1970, Iraqi
president Ahmed Hassan al-Bahr announced Iraqi recognition of “the exis-
tence of the Kurdish nation.” The Kurds, however, were out-maneuvered
several years later, in 1974. The fifth Kurdistan war erupted in response to
Baghdad’s having reclaimed much of the Kurdish area. “The fighting was by
far the most devastating and demoralizing yet, prompting an agonizing reap-
praisal in Kurdish nationalist ranks. Barzani’s [guerrillas] from the start gave
up ground, abandoning more territory in six months than the government
had controlled since 1961,” writes Randal.

During the 1991 Persian Gulf War to rescue Kuwait from Hussein’s
occupation, which had occurred on August 2, 1990, U.S. president George
H. W. Bush, on February 15, 1991, urged the Iragi military and the Iraqi
people “to take matters into their own hands.” Yet, in the weeks before and
during the invasion, the Bush administration had not consulted or coordinated
with the Kurds. After the American-led coalition forces had liberated Kuwait
and abruptly ended hostilities, “from President Bush on down, no one in
the administration made any pretense of hiding the fact that its number-one
priority . . . was to declare victory and ship the troops home,” based, as Ran-
dal notes, on a fear of getting involved in a Vietnam-type situation. Despite
repeated protestations by the Bush administration that it had misled no one,
“Talabani said, the Kurds had been set up by the Bush administration. First,
Washington encouraged them to revolt, then by not shooting down the heli-
copter gunships gave Iraq the green light to attack Kurdistan.” In the after-
math, Hussein put down a Shia uprising in the south (U.S. troops actually
stood by as Iraqi army units moved in) and then crushed the Kurd insurrection
in the north. Once again the United States had let the Kurds down.

In the book the United States and specifically Presidents George H.
W. Bush and Richard Nixon and National Security Advisor/Secretary of
State Henry Kissinger are significantly criticized regarding two other situ-
ations: humanitarian aid to the Kurds in the post—Persian Gulf War period
and the May 1972 arms deal with Iran. In the first, humanitarian aid was
delayed, despite “tireless lobbying” by U.S. ambassador to Turkey Morton
J. Abramowitz; calls from the British, French, and other European allies,
including Turkey; domestic critics; and mounting evidence of need .

Among the Kurds, exhaustion, exposure, not to mention lack of food, clean
water, and sanitation, produced epidemics of diarrhea, dysentery, and other
communicable diseases. The death toll rapidly mounted, although probably
never reaching the sustained rate that American officials and a U.N. spokes-
man in Iran in late April estimated at 1,000 to 2,000 a day. Most of the victims
were under five or elderly. U.S. health authorities estimated that 6,700 Iraqi
Kurds along the Turkish border died during the three weeks of exodus—
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which was 6,200 more than would have been considered normal in northern
Iraq. The U.N. High Commissioner for Refugees estimated that 12,600 of
the Kurds who sought refuge in Iran also succumbed.

It was not until “April 16, more than two weeks after the exodus began, [that]
Bush reversed himself,” having been “forced to consider abandoning his stub-
born heartless refusal to deal with the Kurds.”

Comparably, Nixon and Kissinger, during a 22-hour stopover in Tehran,
gave the shah of Iran a free hand to purchase U.S. military weapons, reversing
two U.S. policies: discouraging the shah’s military and geopolitical ambitions
and opposing aid to Barzani’s rebellious Kurds.

Leaked in early 1976, [the report of the Select Committee on Intelligence,
chaired by Otis G. Pike] revealed how the Shah, with American connivance,
first inveigled Barzani to resume 