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 Thy neighbour's life

 GENOCIDE: From Khmer Rouge

 Cambodia to Nazi Germany, the genesis of

 genocides share common idealogical roots.

 It should be no surprise, therefore, that they

 produce the same terrible results

 Ben Kiernan

 The tragedies of East Timor and Cambodia have brought Southeast Asia

 to worldwide attention. Not so well known, however, are the similarities

 and differences between these cataclysms and others throughout the

 world.

 Twentieth century cases of genocide varied in important ways, yet also

 shared some ideological features. Extremism, one-party dictatorships,

 relentless pursuit of "enemies" and violence against "contaminating"

 elements are prominent features of most.

                        But territorial expansionism, transnational

                        terror, and ideological concepts of "the

                        land" and "the people" can also be

                        detected in most genocides. They share

                        with racial and religious hatred both a

                        transnational dimension, and a construct

                        which ignores real people but claims to

                        justify extreme actions in their name.

                        Take three cases from around the world,

 across the century. The ideologically diverse perpetrators of the Armenian

 genocide (1915), the Holocaust (1939-45), and the Cambodian genocide

 (1975-79) were, respectively, militarists, Nazis and communists. Yet

 racism was a key component of the ideology of each-Turkish, German

 and Khmer. It was also conflated with religion, particularly targeting

 religious minorities (Christians, Jews, and Muslims), even though all three

 regimes were atheistic.

 All three also attempted to expand their territories into a contiguous

 heartland ("Turkestan", "Lebensraum", and "Kampuchea Krom"),

 mobilising primordial racial rights and connections to the land. Consistent

 with this, all three regimes ideologised their ethnic peasantry as the true

 "national" class, the ethnic soil from which the new state grew.

 These international ideological elements-race,

 religion, land and "people"-make for an explosive

 mixture. Most also appear, in different colours and

 compounds, in the chemistry of other cases of

 genocide. The early 1990s saw the first ever

 international legal implementations of the 1948

 Genocide Convention-the Ad Hoc International

 Criminal Tribunals for the Former Yugoslavia and

 Rwanda.

 Two other series of mass killings marked the

 century. These fall into the category of ideological

 or political mass murder of opponents or suspected opponents,

 sometimes called politicide. Communist regimes, most particularly Stalin's

 USSR and the later Soviet client state Ethiopia, as well as China and its

 client states North Korea and Cambodia, targeted entire social and

 political groups for physical extermination.

 The kulak class of rich peasants, almost the entire Soviet political class,

 religious and other dissidents, and various ethnic minorities, were all

 targets of Stalin's murderous purges, which took millions of lives,

 especially in the 1930s. Mao Zedong's extermination of China's landlord

 class after 1949 took several million more. Another 20 to 30 million

 Chinese perished in the greatest human tragedy of the postwar world, the

 famine during the Great Leap Forward of 1958-1961. The enforced

 starvation of Cambodians in 1975-1979 by the pro-Chinese Pol Pot

 regime, ostensibly pursuing a Super Great Leap Forward, also involved

 ideological retribution and mass political killings (as well as ethnic

 exterminations), accompanied by food exports amid nationwide hunger.

 Secondly, political mass murder by anti-communist regimes, with links to

 the United States and an ideological obsession with guarding national

 security and preventing social reform, has been prevalent in Latin America

 and Southeast Asia. Such regimes have instigated the Matanza massacres

 in El Salvador in the 1930s and the army-organised death squads which

 killed 70,000 people there in the 1980s, the state-sponsored slaughter of

 150,000 indigenous Indian peasants of Guatemala from the 1960s, the

 murderous 1973 coup in Chile, the dirty wars and mass disappearances

 of civilians in Brazil, Uruguay, Argentina, Colombia and Peru.

 This continental phenomenon may be compared to the killings of

 500,000-800,000 communists and other civilians by the Suharto regime

 in Indonesia in 1965-66, and of similar numbers of Vietnamese,

 Cambodian, and Lao civilians by US and allied forces in Indochina during

 the wars of intervention of 1954-75. To these may be added the 200,000

 East Timorese victims of the Indonesian army's bloody campaign to annex

 and incorporate their territory from 1975 to 1999.

 Because East Timor is a distinct territory which was invaded from

 outside, scholars consider Indonesia as guilty of genocide against a

 national group. But this genocide was committed by the same regime

 which had committed politicide within Indonesia a decade earlier. The

 aggression against East Timor could be seen as an international extension

 of those anti-leftist massacres. And last year, a UN Truth Commission in

 Guatemala found that the massacres of Indians there in the 1980s

 constituted genocide as well. Regimes which commit genocide are also

 likely to resort to politicide and ethnic cleansing.

 RELIGION AND RACE

 Perpetrators of genocide and ethnic cleansing are usually preoccupied

 with ethnic or racial visions-and divisions. But their concepts can be

 dissimilar, internally inconsistent, or combined with a range of other

 political features. They may be based on notions of religious heritage,

 racial hierarchy, ethnic purity, biological theory, geographical origin,

 national citizenship, or combinations of these with other ideological

 preoccupations.

 In colonial genocides, racial divisions are usually clearcut. In other cases,

 religion has played an equally important role. The Armenian genocide,

 which coincided with massacres of Greeks, has been portrayed in part as

 an attempt to eliminate Christian non-Turks from a newly defined Turkish

 Muslim nation. In Cambodia, Islam, Christianity and Buddhism were all

 repressed by an anti-religious regime, but the fiercest extermination

 campaign was directed at the ethnic Cham Muslim minority.

 In the German case, Saul Friedlander argues, anti-Semitism gives Nazism

 its sui generis character... "the Jewish problem was at the centre, the very

 essence of the system." In the words of Hitler's October 1941

 proclamation, "The Jewish question takes priority over all other matters."

 Gerald Fleming notes Hitler's "unlimited and pathological hatred for the

 Jews, the very core of the dictator's Weltanschauung." But he also makes

 a distinction between two different aspects of Hitler's hatred: "the one a

 traditionally inspired and instinctively affirmed anti-Semitism that due to its

 racialist/biological component took a particularly rigid form; and the other

 a flexible, goal-oriented anti-Semitism that was pragmatically

 superimposed on the first.

 "Genocidal regimes, radical and often unstable, make decisions on

 pragmatic as well as ideological grounds, in order to maintain or secure

 their grip on power. 

 For similar reasons, genocidal racialism often proves deadly to many

 members of the supposedly privileged or protected race. This was least

 true in the case of the Armenian genocide, where the number of Turkish

 victims, excluding military casualties in World War One, was low.

 By contrast, in absolute numbers, most of the victims of the Khmer Rouge

 regime were from the country's ethnic Khmer majority. Under Nazism,

 Jews were the largest single group to be exterminated; no other large

 group was exterminated more systematically than Jews were. But the

 numerous other victims were not even limited to "non-Aryans" such as

 Gypsies and Slavs. Hitler targeted German homosexuals, communists,

 liberals, trade unionists and other oppositionists.

 In the Nazi purge of German culture, books and paintings were burned,

 literary and film criticism abolished, and modern music banned. The day

 after the Kristallnacht pogrom, Hitler speculated that he "might one day

 exterminate the intellectual classes in Germany if they no longer proved to

 be of use." During the Nazi invasion of Poland, "over three-quarters of a

 million ethnic Germans were removed from their homes" and put into

 camps. The result, Richard Evans notes, was that "numerous villages and

 other areas of German settlement were emptied, destroyed, or turned

 over to the Poles." He concludes that the Nazi definition of a "German" or

 "Slav" area was arbitrary and elastic. This illustrates "the rejection of the

 individual in favour of the race," not a privileging of individuals by virtue of

 their membership of it.

 Nazi "eugenics" eliminated 70,000 Germans with hereditary illnesses.

 George L. Mosse pointed out the link, spanning the races, between this

 euthanasia and the Holocaust: ideas of unproductivity and physical

 appearance were both constantly applied to Jews. Evans adds, "It was

 not these people's racial identity that marked them out for elimination, but

 their supposed biological inferiority, irrespective of race."Religion also

 confused the Nazi racists. Yehuda Bauer reports that Jewish

 grandparents were "defined by religion rather than so-called racial

 criteria." Raul Hilberg adds that "a person was to be considered Jewish if

 he had three or four Jewish grandparents... If an individual had two

 Jewish grandparents, he would be classified as Jewish only if he himself

 belonged to the Jewish religion (or) was married to a Jewish person. The

 critical factor in every case was in the first instance the religion of the

 grandparents."In Cambodia, Khmer Rouge racism was even more

 inconsistent, with no attempt at scientific precision. Formal Nazi and

 communist ideologies aside, there are parallels between the two

 genocides. The Khmer Rouge considered their captive urban populations

 "subhuman" (anoupracheachun), the same term the Nazis had used for

 conquered Slavic untermenschen. Democratic Kampuchea referred to its

 enemies as "microbes"; the Germans had talked of "vermin" and "lice". Pol

 Pot considered his revolution the only "clean" one in history, just as the

 Nazis "cleaned" occupied areas of Jews. Both regimes were obsessed

 with the concept of racial "purity". Pol Pot called himself the Original

 Khmer, but his preoccupations had precedents.

 PEOPLE AND LAND

 Genocidal regimes often proclaim a need to purify not only a race, but a

 territory. The Young Turks dreamed of a pan-Turanian empire of

 Turkish-speaking peoples across Central Asia. As Christian provinces in

 the Balkans seceded from the Ottoman Empire in the years before World

 War One, there was not only, in Bernard Lewis's words, a "growing

 insistence on the Turkishness of what remained". The Young Turks

 initially chose to name their country "Turkestan", with irredentist Central

 Asian connotations.

 The collapse of the Tsarist armies in the Caucasus in 1917-18 allowed a

 revival of Pan-Turanianism. Young Turk armies pushed into Russian

 Armenia where 300,000 survivors of the 1915 genocide had taken

 refuge, extending the genocide of Ottoman Armenians to the Russian

 Armenians.

 After the defeat and fall of the Young Turk regime, Kemalist forces again

 invaded the fledgling Republic of Armenia in 1920. The Minister of

 Foreign Affairs instructed the Commander-in-Chief of the Eastern Front

 Army: It is indispensable that Armenia be annihilated politically and

 physically. Purification and expansion went hand in hand.

 Christopher Browning has pointed out that the Nazi achievement of

 Lebensraum through the invasion of Russia and the Final Solution to the

 Jewish Question through systematic mass murder were intimately

 connected. Hitler initially envisaged three belts of population-German,

 Polish and Jewish-from west to east. Pragmatic considerations gave first

 priority to deporting rural Poles to make way for German settlers, before

 expelling or exterminating Jews.

 Idealisation of the land itself played an important role. Enver Pasha

 claimed that his Young Turk army had drawn "all its strength from the

 rural class", adding: all who seek to enrich those who do not work should

 be destroyed. David Welch has noted that Nazi nationalism sprang

 directly from the doctrine of "blood and soil" (Blud und Boden). This

 sought strength for the Herrenvolk (Master Race) in "the sacredness of

 the German soil... which could not be confined by artificial boundaries."

 And in peasant virtues. Hitler declared the farmer "the most important

 participant" in the Nazi revolution. In Mein Kampf, he linked German

 peasant farmland with German racial characteristics. Then the Nazi

 peasant leader Walther Darre{AAC} took up the concept of Blud und

 Boden, becoming "the main theoretician of eastward continental

 expansion and agricultural settlement".

 Prefiguring Pol Pot, Hitler proclaimed that "a nation can exist without

 cities, but... a nation cannot exist without farmers". He described modern

 industrial cities as "abscesses on the body of the folk, in which all vices,

 bad habits and sicknesses seem to unite. They are above all hotbeds of

 miscegnation and bastardisation." The Khmer Rouge took this much

 further, in evacuating the cities of Cambodia and seeing "only the

 peasants" as allies in their revolution.

 In Cambodia from 1975 to 1979, the Khmer Rouge demonisation of

 ethnic Vietnamese encompassed two features: some were considered

 exploitative city-dwellers, workers and shopkeepers consuming rural

 production without benefiting the peasantry in return, and others rice

 farmers occupying land which Pol Pot saw as belonging to the authentic

 homeland of the Khmer. The regime's strategy of food self-reliance was

 seen as the retort to this kind of exploitation.

 Philip Verwimp notes that the proto-genocidal Habyarimana regime in

 Rwanda (1973-1994) also idealised the peasantry, claiming that the one

 who refuses to work is harmful to society. "Our food strategy gives

 absolute priority to our peasants," Habyarimana added, calling them "the

 essential productive forces of our country." Verwimp considers the

 Rwandan dictator to have been influenced (like the Pol Pot group) by

 rural-oriented Physiocratic economic theories.

 Literature about Nazism was found in Habyarimana's home after his

 death. The dictator considered cities a place of immorality, theft and

 prostitution Rwanda is a peasant economy and should remain one. In

 Verwimp's view, the Rwandan genocide was indeed a final solution, to

 get rid of the Tutsis once and for all, and to establish a pure peasant

 society.

 The land question is geographic as well as ideological. The decline of the

 Ottoman empire from the 16th century made fear of further territorial

 diminution a political preoccupation. By 1625, Ottoman rulers were

 warned that without defensive action, the Europeans will rule over the

 lands of Islam. An Ottoman official cautioned in 1822: Let us.. not cede

 an inch of our territory.

 In an extraordinary speech in August 1939, Hitler described Germany

 and Poland with rifles cocked: We are faced with the harsh alternative of

 striking now or of certain annihilation sooner or later.

 "I have taken risks," he went on, "in occupying the Rhineland when the

 generals wanted me to pull back, in taking Austria, the Sudetenland, and

 the rest of Czechoslovakia." Thus, even as he recited his list of territorial

 gains, Hitler was still proclaiming the threat of Germany's "certain

 annihilation". Failure to expand meant annihilation. This special perception

 of the conditions of Germany's survival has a counterpart common among

 Cambodian nationalists. I believe the reasons are also similar: an

 historically recent national territorial formation, and the twin peaks,

 heightened by the proximity of such recent gains, of national ambition and

 national insecurity.

 Modern Germany is a 19th century amalgamation. Rising anti-Semitism,

 and German colonial expansion soon began. Territorial setbacks and

 defeat in World War One fuelled German nationalism and chauvinism.

 Modern Cambodian territory, like Germany's, was consolidated as

 recently as before World War One. 1907 saw the "return" to Cambodia

 (then under French rule) of its entire northwest quadrant, which had been

 under Thai rule since 1794. In 1914, more territory was restored to

 Cambodia by the French, in an exchange with their other colony,

 Vietnam, to the east. A third territorial dispute was resolved in

 Cambodia's favour, at Thai expense, in 1961.

 The return of the northwest territories had a major impact on Cambodian

 elite nationalism. The new areas included the temples of Angkor.

 Cambodian nationalist attention now focussed on other, longer-lost,

 Khmer-speaking areas. These included several provinces of modern

 Thailand whose ethnic Khmer majority still call themselves "Upper

 Cambodians", and also Vietnam's Mekong Delta, whose minority is

 known as "Lower Cambodians".

 The 1907-14 territorial gains undoubtedly encouraged the Cambodian

 government in the 1940s to petition France for an additional transfer, of

 the Mekong Delta from Vietnamese to Cambodian rule for the first time

 since 1750.

 In World War Two, with Japanese support, Bangkok again seized the

 northwest of Cambodia (just as Germany had lost territories in World

 War One). The tide was turned again in 1946, when Thailand had to

 return the territories. But Khmer vulnerability had been re-emphasised in

 both military defeat and territorial diminution. This became the nationalist

 nightmare, even though it had been a loss only in post-1907 terms, and

 only a temporary one.

 Some German historians have emphasised Germany's dilemma as "the

 country in the middle", unprotected by natural boundaries, and threatened

 on two fronts by "the seismic pressure of her great neighbours: Russia on

 the one side, France and Britain on the other". Hagen Schulze asserts that

 "Germany has been Europe's No Man's Land... (with) no natural

 midpoint; no country has had so many capital cities."For its part,

 Cambodia has been called "The Land in Between", resembling what

 David Chandler calls "a walnut caught in the open jaws of its neighbours,"

 Thailand and Vietnam. 

 James Fenton sees "the clue to Cambodian politics and character" in a

 "fear of total extinction": "Look at Cambodia on a map-see how little

 coastline it has, and how eerily Thailand has eaten away at its share. Look

 at the Mekong Delta, look as far as Saigon-all that was Cambodian once.

 It is really not incredible to a Cambodian that the Vietnamese should

 decide to initiate a final solution." And not unthinkable to some

 Cambodians to initiate a "preventative" one.

 Pol Pot saw Cambodia's decline as uninterrupted by its 20th century

 expansion. His milennial view of the past stressed "2,000 years of

 exploitation", and rule by national traitors selling off territory. In his major

 public speech in 1977, Pol Pot urged his people to "prevent the constant

 loss of Cambodia's territory." This required both tempering his country's

 population and reconquering long-lost territory.

 The next year, Khmer Rouge radio exhorted its listeners not only to purify

 the masses of the people of Cambodia-but also to sacrifice only 2 million

 troops to crush the 50 million Vietnamese, and we would still have 6

 million people left.

 Ben Kiernan, author of The Pol Pot Regime (1996), is the A.Whitney

 Griswold Professor of History and Director of the Genocide Studies

 Program at Yale University.
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