THE DYNAMICS OF A STALEMATE

Devanesan Nesiak

ar negotations (o progress, (or justice and sepunty to ba

cstablished, for normaley te rerinn, for the pesce dividends
lo resch the populations most affiected, severs! eritical reforms nead
10 be adopled. Some of these may require the retrction of steps
unilateraily decaded on purportedly in the intersst of security. For
example, the crippling restrictions on [ishing i the seas off the
North and East may need to he relaxed afier negoliaimg
amangeinents for mutual security. Furher, the bulk of the northern
High Secunty Zone which covers vast tracts of once denscly
populated areas with ferrile agricultural lands may teed to be
vacated o permit the resettlement of thousands of displaced
families, after negotiating required SeCUrily provisions, Similarly,
Sinhala, Tamil and Muslim populations displaced from many parts
of the North and East may need te be helped and encouraged 1o
resettle in the lands they vacated or, even il they sre reluctant to do
S0, ™0 reclaim their property, after ensuring the safety of all
concernal. A large, varied range of other cssenifal reforms are
dlso needed 1o be undertaken early but earefully and in consultarion
with the parfics mvolved, Care and consultation are OECESIary 10
ensute thit these essentiul refarms are speedily rmiplementad by,
in sich o manner as not 10 lead to disaster,

Thure are other questions that warmnt even greater clreunspeetion.
Should the Sri Lankan Armed Forpes totally vacate their presence
inthe North and East? Sheuld the So Lankan Navy scule down its
presence in the seas off the North and Bast? Should the LTTE
dishund its Nuwy (Sea Tigers)? Should the LT'TE dismantle its
administrative. policing and judicial smuctires and its contral of
the Kilinochehi and Mullaitivu districts and other areas now
effectively under their churge? o the context of the MOU and
continuing ceaselire, should the Sti Lunkan Armed Forces and the
LTTE sharply scale down ther wilitary capncily and levals of
combat preparediess lo pro-contlict nonns? [feither party i5willing
to take such steps urilaterally, would that strengthen the poace
process? Or could it precipitate war?

Overall, the ceasefire declured by the LTTE in Det: 2002, promptly
reciprocated by the UNF povernment, and scaled by the MOU of
Feb, 2003 has held. There have been many instances of hreaches
ol the ceaselire and MOU by both partizs, but none of these has
tedh 1 cither parly repudiating the ceaselire or MOU, On the othar
hand, buth sides appear to have retained virtuzlly all of the military
capacity they possessed in Dec. 2007 their mililary camps and
dreas under their control; their military eudres, augmented with
[resh recruitment; their weaponry, supplzmented with new
purchases, theirmillitary mtelligence gathering and morale boosting
activities, cle. Is there a contradiclion between the ceasefire and

MOU on the one band, and sustined preparedness for war on the
othier?

To nddress this question we need to remind oursslves of the
cireumstances n which the ceasefire and MOL emerged, Would
these have materialiced if elther side hud [or even belizved that it
had) the capacity 1o win militarily? Alter seventeen venrs of =
terrible war that had inflicted mussive losscs to combasants on botk
sides anil, even more, 10 helpless civilioms, would it have made
sense for edther party w renounce the war if achieving victary
seemied possible? The answer, surely, is no. As in many. such
mstances elsewhers, 4 critical factor, as in the S Lankan cuse,
was a prolenged, mutually hurting onlitary stalemate.

In a game ol chess, it ix possible to win, lose or draw without
erratic play on either side. The superior skill of one player may be
Hit ONSTPOWOTING A8 L0 semmre & win, ar msy be adequite only 1o
ensure a draw. Often ina driwn position (i.c. one in which neitlier
party has the capacity to force & win without erratic play by the
other), play could go on indefinizaly 11l either party mmnkes a fatal
GI0T Or the tWo parties agree 1o a draw. A stalemate is a VEry
special situation in which the two players are deadlocked witly
neither party having a move available to break that deadlock; no
further pluy is possible and a draw is forced.  But in confict
situations, unlike in chess, moves could be retracted and errutic
steps could transform 3 stalemate position into a crisis point ora
watershed with multiple possibilitics, These could include progress
to negotations (hopefully leading to « solution to the crisis), or a
regression (hack to war); or the partics could remain deadlocked
(e.£. & in Cypris} in no win - no loss, ne peace — no war posilions

Why did the two parties persist in terrible, mutually agonizing
combat for 17 vears? Because wi nning the war wus, by far, cach
side’s first preference, It appears that both sides have now sel
aside this option, not because it has become less desirable but
because it has proved w be unatiaingble, What they are now
engaged in, negoliating a seitlement, is a difficult and risky veniure

perhaps evan more difficull and mare risky than waging all ow:
war, and less attraglive 10 that whereas ina war the victor could
expect to enjoy the spoils, in the case of 2 negotiuted solution or a
bloodiess coup, those responsible for success are seldom the main
benaficiaries. Frequently the oulcome may be unpredictable ang
some of the key negotialors may even disappear from the seene
during or afar the negotiations, even if they had plaved a eritical
role i its success. There have been many instances, in many parts
ofthe world, ofthis happening through assssination, or deposition,
or marginalization for one reason or the other. Gandhi in Indin,
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Wlessssies o frsn. Naguib in Egypt. Lumumba in the Congi, and
Sl o Uil are a few of the numeroas examples:thar could be
s Thes prolonming the status quoandisterbed by o prolonged,
e mmenanty conflict with or withoul inconclusive negotiations
s Be 5 second preforence of the leadership.  Hut this option
e S meervied to be unbesrably costly to both partias in Sn Lanka.
ASeecemeny war altogether and engaming in decisive negatiations
mmaw B omly the third preference; eventually resoried 1o when the
s options (i decisive win, and a prolonged low inteénsity conflict)
S closed. This appears to be the situation now 1n Sri Lanka.

In instances in which a military stalemate is an esssotial
precondition for successfu! negotiations, any unilateral droppicg
of defences by either side could dislodge the stalemate and be
counter productive. 1t could benet only suicidal, but alse the trigger
for the resumption of war, Every step necds to be taken carafully
and without disturbing the military stalemate, But, subject 1o this
cantion, many urgent inftiatives are needed to guickly and
substantially reduce the military bulld vp and level of gombal
preparadness so s o sustEin progress iowards fo a justand lasting

pEnce. .

AFTER THE WINNING OF THE IRAQ WAR

Eric Hobsbawm

ar thase with a lomg memory and an winderstanding of the

ambitions and histery of previous empires—and thedr
mevitable decline—the present behaviour of the United States is
semiliar amd vei unprecedvnted, It may lead to the militarisaton
of the LS, the destabilization of the Middle East and the
smpoverisimens, in svery way, of the pest of the world.

THE prosent warld situdtion is quite unprecedented, The gredt
global empires that have been seen befire, such as the Spanish in
the athand 17h centaries, and aolably the British iivghe | 9th and
20th cenlunes, bear e companson with whit we sze loday in
the Uniled Stules cmpire. The present slale of globalisation s
unprecedented ' its intogration, it technology and is politics,

We live in a world so integrated, where ordinary operalions are s
geared wo esch ather, that thers are immediate gobal cunsegusntes
0 any interruption—SARS, for instance, which wilhindays became
a global phenomenon, smrting from an unknown soune somewhere
in China, The disruption of the world transport system, intsmational
mestngs and instmutions, slobal markets, und even whole
eceonomies, happened with & speed unthinkihle in any previous
period,

Technology

T here is the enormous power of a constantly revolutionised
lechnology in economics and above all in military foree,
Technology is mare decisive in military affairs than ever bafore,
Political power on o global scale today requires the astery of
this technelogy, combined with an extremely large state. Previously
the question of size wis not relevant. Bnitamn that ran the graatest
emipire of its day was, even by the standards of the 18th and [%h
century, onlva  medium-sized state In the 1 7th century, Holland,
a stute of the same order of size o5 Switzerland. could becomea |
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plobal player, Today it would be inconceivable thot any state, other
than s relative giant — however rich and technologically advanced
1l was—gould becone a global power

There s the complex nature of toduy's palitics. Our era is still one
uf nation-states—the only aspect of globalisation in which
globalisatien does not work, But it is a peculisr kind of state
wherein almost every one of the ordinary inhabitants plays an
impartant role. In the pest the decision-maukers ran states with lictle
rofercnce to what the bulk of the population thought. And during
the late [9th and early 20th century governments could rely on o
mobilisation of their people which is. In retrospect, now gquite
unthinkuble. Nevertheless, what the population think, or are
prepared (0 do, s nowadays inore directed for them than befons.

A key novelty of the US imperial project is that all other great
powers and empires knew that they were not the only oncs, &nd
none ained af global domingtion, Nene believed themsehves
inyvulnerable, even if they belicved themselves 1o b centmal 1o the
world—as Cluna did, or the Roman empire-at iss peak, Regional
dotmnation was the maxionuon danger envisaged by the system of
international relations under which the world lived until the end of
the ¢old war A global reach, which became possible aftcr 1492,
shoald not be confused with elobal domination.

Thie British empire in the 19th century wes the only one that really
was global in a sense thal it uperaled acioss the catire planet, and
o that extent it is a pussible precedent  for the American <mpire.
The Russians in the communist pedod dreamed of a world
transformed, but they knew well, evenat the peak of the power of
tha Soviet Union, that werld domination was beyond them, and
contrary to cold war rhetoric they never seriously tried such
domination.
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