i;World War I started at
Fashoda, not Sarajeve

\ ?When most people think of how Woﬂd War 1 &mted
. ,’}‘they think of Saravejo, of the assassination of Archtluke‘_f _
" Ferdinand. But although the Balkans were the starting
_ point, the stage was set long before that, in a place ca}bd -

. kpasmda, on the Upper White Nile (now in Sudan).

. During the late 1800, France was a battleground be?if;
~ *».\tween two political forces. On the one side were those

| who desired to see France in alliance with her greates
h&stmc enemy, England, asameansofrecowﬁﬁg :
provinces of Alsace and Lorraine, annexed by
/ fokiewmg the Franca«?mssxan War o:f :

. fote:gn mmmter dumg most of t
-~ taux so&ght:a xapprochement«

Greater Israel meets Greater Serbia

Making matters worse, certain parties, both inside and
outside Yugoslavia, are putting forward extremely provoca-
tive proposals for mass transfers of population between Ser-
bia and Croatia, as a “solution” to the crisis. On July 25, the
Jerusalem Post (owned by the Hollinger Corp. on whose
board of directors sits Henry Kissinger) published acommen-
tary on Yugoslavia by Shlomo Tadmor, former director gen-
eral of the Jewish Agency. Tadmor wrote: “If the crisis is
over three-quarters of a million Serbs living in a would-be
independent Croatia, the solution is obviously transfer. . . .
It is not such an unthinkable thing to transfer 750,000 Serbs,
or to incorporate the area in Croatia where they live into
Serbia, in exchange for compensating land from Serbia.”

Tadmor stressed: “Some thorny problems have been
solved this way. A million Greeks were transferred from
Turkey to Greece in 1921. Millions of Muslims and Hindus
were transferred across the new borders when India and Paki-
stan became independent in 1947. The only solution in Al-
giers was the transfer of 1 million Pieds Noirs to France. This
sensible solution was also suggested by the Peel Commission
in 1937, recommending not only partition, but also transfer
as the solution to the evidently irreconciliable co-existence
of Arabs and Jews in Palestine.”
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tache and hfts in hxs shm promoted the Marchand ex;:e- : _;

dition to Fashoda, to plant a French flag under the nose

. ;of the British, who had also embdrked on a mission to
" Fashoda. Instead of allowing Handtaux’s “flanking ma-

s

neavers” (as he liked to call them) to reestablish France's
influence in Egypt and the Nile Valley, Delcassé sent a

v‘mmaﬁy inferior force to conffont a British contin-

-a move which could only spdrk a military confron-

Jgazmmeeu France and England | And the British Navy
_outnumbered the French two to one.

When the two contingents met t Fashoda in Septem- ]

ber '1898 .the two countries were or the brink of war. The
crisis was only 1 resolved when, under the threat of attack

on French soil by London, and amid a severe govetnment

& \szs pravoked by the London-manipulated Dreyfus Af-
\_fai:, Delcassé ordered the Marchand expedition to retreat.

Only months after Hanotaux left office, the results of

- "h:sdlpiemacy an mmms» Delcassd—-now formgn affairs
_minister— mmediately began negaimg a secret ‘en-
‘tcnrc 'y _‘th England, i’exﬁdmus

Al n:m, the conntry t!mt o

P y i =
t;d éance to the tune Q hesn'ated by London :
emﬁof mﬁmns --D g S, _Scanla;: e

In fact, the partition of India and Pakistan, created and
overseen by Britain’s Lord Mountbatten, resulted in the deaths
of millions of Hindus and Muslims. Equally amazing is the
citation of the precedent of the 1937 British Peel Commission.
Although mass transfers didn’t occur in Palestine along the lines
of the 1937 British proposal, Tadmar’s characterization of the
idea as “sensible” aligns him with the Israeli influentials who
see mass transfers as a “final solution” for the Palestinian prob-
lem, and as a means to achieve a “Greater Israel.” Otherwise,
Tadmor’s pro-Serbian article would!suggest a potential emer-
gence of a Greater Israel-Greater Serbia axis in the Balkans-
Mediterranean-Near East region.

Sources familiar with the Balkans stress that Serbian-
Zionist ties have important historical and ideological roots
and are being reinforced today. One obvious point of conver-
gence is animosity to German diplomacy in the Balkans re-
gion. In Serbia, propaganda against a new “Fourth Reich,”
including repeated comparisons of German Chancellor Hel-
mut Kohl to Adolf Hitler, is reaching fever pitch. In a similar
vein, Tadmor’s article lambasts Croatian President Franjo
Tudjman as a pro-Nazi anti-Semite.

The mess is made worse by the idiocy of European Com-
mission diplomacy, under the direction of the Netherlands,
current president of the EC, with backing from Britain and
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