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David Fromkin: A Peace to End All Peace

David Fromkin: A Peace to End All Peace examines the profound and often
overlooked consequences of the Sykes-Picot Agreement and the subsequent
redrawing of the Middle East. Fromkin’s seminal work meticulously details how
the artificial borders imposed by Western powers after World War I sowed the
seeds of instability, ethnic conflict, and enduring political grievances that
continue to plague the region today. This article delves into Fromkin's
critical analysis of the Great Powers' motivations, the impact on local
populations, and the lasting legacy of this pivotal moment in modern history.
Understanding Fromkin's arguments is crucial for grasping the complex
geopolitical landscape of the Middle East and the persistent challenges to
achieving lasting peace.
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The Genesis of "A Peace to End All Peace":
Fromkin's Thesis

David Fromkin's groundbreaking book, "A Peace to End All Peace: The Fall of
the Ottoman Empire and the Rise of the Middle East," presents a powerful and
often unsettling thesis about the origins of modern Middle Eastern conflict.
Fromkin argues that the “peace” imposed upon the region by the Allied powers
following World War I was, in reality, a catalyst for the very turmoil and
instability that has characterized the area for the past century. His central
argument is that the arbitrary division of the former Ottoman territories
into newly formed states, with borders drawn without regard for existing



ethnic, religious, or tribal realities, created a breeding ground for
resentment, rebellion, and perpetual conflict. This imposition of external
will, driven by the strategic and economic interests of Britain and France,
fundamentally misunderstood and disregarded the complex tapestry of life in
the Middle East, leading to a "peace" that ultimately failed to achieve its
stated goals and, in fact, laid the groundwork for future wars.

The book meticulously traces the decision-making processes and the cynical
political maneuvering that led to the partition of the Ottoman Empire.
Fromkin highlights the competing promises made by the Allied powers to
various groups, including Arabs and Zionists, revealing a pattern of
deception and self-interest. He posits that the Great Powers were more
concerned with establishing spheres of influence and securing access to
resources than with fostering genuine self-determination or lasting stability
for the region's inhabitants. The title itself, "A Peace to End All Peace,"
is a stark indictment of this colonial-era imposition, suggesting that the
solutions devised at Versailles and subsequent conferences were inherently
flawed and destined to create more problems than they solved. This
foundational argument sets the stage for a comprehensive exploration of the
historical forces that have shaped the Middle East into the volatile region
it often appears to be.

The Great Powers and the Dismantling of the
Ottoman Empire

The final years of World War I marked a critical juncture for the Ottoman
Empire, a vast and ancient polity that had spanned centuries and encompassed
diverse populations across the Middle East, North Africa, and the Balkans.
Fromkin dedicates considerable attention to the motivations and strategies of
the Great Powers — primarily Britain, France, and later Russia and the United
States — as they contemplated the empire's inevitable collapse. These powers
were not driven by a unified desire for regional prosperity or self-
determination for its peoples; rather, their actions were a complex interplay
of strategic imperatives, economic ambitions, and colonial rivalries. Fromkin
illustrates how the war provided a convenient pretext for these powers to
pursue long-held aspirations of carving up Ottoman territories to serve their
own national interests.

Britain, for instance, was deeply concerned with protecting its imperial
lifeline to India and sought to control vital waterways and territories in
the Persian Gulf and Mesopotamia. France harbored ambitions for a greater
Syrian mandate, extending its influence into the Levant. Russia, prior to its
revolution, had its own designs on strategic territories in Anatolia and the
Black Sea region. The United States, initially hesitant to become entangled
in European power struggles, eventually played a role, albeit a somewhat
ambivalent one, in shaping the post-war order. Fromkin emphasizes that these
powers viewed the Ottoman Empire as a prize to be divided, a chessboard upon



which their global power struggles would be played out, with little regard
for the existing social and political structures on the ground.

The Role of Wartime Promises and Secret Treaties

A significant aspect of Fromkin's analysis revolves around the web of
contradictory promises made by the Allied powers during the war to secure
crucial support from various groups within and around the Ottoman Empire. The
Hussein-McMahon Correspondence, for example, offered Arab leaders the
prospect of an independent Arab kingdom in exchange for their revolt against
Ottoman rule. Simultaneously, the Balfour Declaration signaled British
support for a Jewish national home in Palestine, a commitment that would have
profound and lasting implications for the region. Most critically, the secret
Sykes-Picot Agreement, negotiated between Britain and France in 1916,
outlined a clandestine plan to divide Ottoman territories into their
respective spheres of influence, effectively predetermining the fate of
millions without their consent.

Fromkin highlights the deliberate obfuscation and manipulation inherent in
these agreements. The promises made to the Arabs were intentionally vague
enough to allow for future interpretations and limitations, particularly
concerning territories deemed strategically important to Britain and France.
The Balfour Declaration, while seemingly a commitment to a specific group,
was also a strategic move to garner support for the Allied war effort. The
Sykes-Picot Agreement, however, is presented by Fromkin as the most egregious
example of this duplicitous diplomacy, a naked assertion of imperial ambition
that carved up the region based on colonial convenience rather than any
understanding of the existing peoples or their aspirations. The secrecy
surrounding these pacts underscores the self-serving nature of the Great
Powers' agenda.

The Sykes-Picot Agreement: A Cartographic
Catastrophe

At the heart of David Fromkin's critique lies the Sykes-Picot Agreement of
1916, a clandestine pact between Great Britain and France, with the tacit
agreement of Imperial Russia, that essentially carved up the Arab provinces
of the Ottoman Empire into zones of influence. Fromkin portrays this
agreement not as a strategic necessity for post-war stability, but as a prime
example of imperial overreach and a foundational error that would lead to a
century of conflict. The agreement, negotiated in secret by diplomats Mark
Sykes and Francois Georges-Picot, ignored the ethnographic, religious, and
tribal realities of the Middle East, prioritizing the territorial ambitions
of European powers over the aspirations of the local populations.



The lines drawn on the map by Sykes and Picot were largely arbitrary, driven
by considerations such as access to railways, ports, and oil resources,
rather than any organic sense of national or regional identity. Fromkin
vividly describes how these lines were mere lines on paper, imposed on a
complex human landscape with little understanding of the consequences. The
agreement proposed dividing the region into zones of direct control and
spheres of influence, with provisions for an international administration in
certain areas, like Palestine. This artificial division, which would later be
formalized through the Mandate system under the League of Nations, severed
existing communities, disrupted traditional trade routes, and created states
that often encompassed disparate and sometimes antagonistic groups, thereby
planting the seeds of future internal strife and interstate conflict.

The Imposition of Artificial Borders

The most significant consequence of the Sykes-Picot Agreement, as detailed by
Fromkin, was the imposition of artificial borders that bore little
resemblance to the actual distribution of peoples and their historical
affiliations. These newly created state boundaries, often straight lines on a
map, fractured existing tribal confederations, religious communities, and
economic networks. For instance, the creation of modern Iraq, encompassing
diverse Kurdish, Sunni Arab, and Shia Arab populations, was a direct outcome
of this arbitrary division, driven by British interests in oil and strategic
access. Similarly, the borders of Syria and Lebanon, while reflecting some
historical administrative divisions, also served French colonial ambitions,
leading to the separation of populations that had long interacted.

Fromkin argues that these imposed borders created states that were inherently
unstable because their populations were not unified by a shared sense of
national identity or common historical experience tied to these particular
demarcations. Instead, many of the new states were composed of groups with
little historical affinity, forced together by colonial design. This lack of
internal cohesion, coupled with the Great Powers' continued influence through
the Mandate system, meant that these nascent states struggled to establish
legitimate governance and foster national unity. The resentment over the
imposition of these borders, and the perceived injustice of being governed by
external powers or fragmented from their kin, festered for decades,
contributing to internal unrest and regional rivalries.

Consequences for the Middle Eastern Peoples:
Artificial States and Discontent

The imposition of artificial states, a direct legacy of the Sykes-Picot
Agreement and the subsequent mandate system, had profound and enduring
negative consequences for the peoples of the Middle East. David Fromkin



meticulously documents how these newly created polities were often internally
fragmented and lacked a unifying national identity. The boundaries drawn by
the colonial powers frequently ignored existing ethnic, religious, and tribal
loyalties, lumping together disparate groups or splitting cohesive
communities across new national lines. This created fertile ground for
internal dissent, sectarian violence, and political instability that would
plague the region for generations.

Fromkin highlights the rise of nationalist movements that often coalesced
around a shared grievance: the perceived injustice of foreign domination and
the artificiality of the states imposed upon them. These movements frequently
struggled with internal divisions, as different factions vied for power
within the confines of the colonial-drawn borders. The desire for self-
determination, which the Great Powers had ostensibly claimed to support in
their wartime promises to Arab leaders, was ultimately thwarted by the
colonial powers’ own strategic and economic interests. The resulting states,
often lacking strong indigenous institutions and facing significant internal
challenges, became magnets for external interference and proxy conflicts.

The Rise of Arab Nationalism and Disillusionment

The promises of independence made to Arab leaders during World War I,
particularly in the context of the Arab Revolt, fostered significant hopes
for a unified and self-governing Arab state. However, the reality that
emerged from the post-war settlements was a stark betrayal of these
aspirations. David Fromkin details how Arab nationalists, who had risked much
to fight against the Ottoman Empire, found themselves facing a new form of
foreign control through the Mandate system. The division of the region into
spheres of influence and the establishment of separate mandates for Syria,
Lebanon, Iraq, and Palestine created a deeply fragmented Arab world, directly
contradicting the vision of a unified Arab kingdom.

This disillusionment with the West and the perceived hypocrisy of the Allied
powers fueled the growth of Arab nationalism, which became a powerful force
in the region throughout the 20th century. However, as Fromkin illustrates,
this nationalism often struggled to overcome the internal divisions
exacerbated by the imposed borders and the competing interests of various
ethnic and religious groups within the new states. The struggle for self-
determination within these artificial boundaries often devolved into internal
power struggles and resentments directed both at the former colonial powers
and at perceived internal collaborators or rival groups. The dream of Arab
unity was replaced by the complex and often contentious reality of nation-
building within colonial constructs.



The Mandate System: A Legacy of Control and
Exploitation

The League of Nations Mandate system, established after World War I, served
as the formal mechanism through which the Allied powers, primarily Britain
and France, exerted control over the former Ottoman territories. David
Fromkin critically examines this system not as a benevolent act of
stewardship, but as a continuation of colonial ambition cloaked in the guise
of international oversight. The mandates were designed to prepare the
mandated territories for eventual self-governance, but in practice, they
often perpetuated the strategic and economic interests of the mandatory
powers, further entrenching the artificiality of the borders and exacerbating
the region's inherent instabilities.

Fromkin details how the mandate administrators, while often implementing some
modernizing reforms, simultaneously solidified the borders drawn by Sykes-
Picot, reinforcing the divisions among the populations. The mandatory powers
actively managed the political and economic development of these territories
to their own benefit, often prioritizing resource extraction and strategic
positioning over the genuine self-determination of the local peoples. This
paternalistic approach, coupled with the ongoing imposition of Western
political models, contributed to a persistent sense of alienation and
resentment among the populations who felt their destinies were still being
dictated by external forces. The legacy of the Mandate system, therefore, is
deeply intertwined with the enduring challenges to stability and national
cohesion in the post-colonial Middle East.

British and French Colonial Policies in Practice

David Fromkin’s analysis of the mandate system highlights the differing, yet
ultimately convergent, colonial policies pursued by Britain and France in
their respective territories. Britain, for example, administered Iraq,
Palestine, and Transjordan. Its policies in Iraq, as Fromkin details,
involved establishing a monarchy and attempting to balance the interests of
its various ethnic and sectarian groups, a task fraught with difficulty due
to the artificiality of the state's composition. In Palestine, British policy
became increasingly entangled with the conflicting promises made to both Arab
and Zionist movements, leading to escalating tensions and violence that
Fromkin argues were exacerbated by ambiguous and contradictory British
actions.

France, meanwhile, administered Syria and Lebanon. French policy in these
territories was characterized by a more direct form of rule, often
emphasizing administrative divisions that solidified existing sectarian
differences, particularly in the creation of Greater Lebanon, which
incorporated a significant Christian population alongside Muslims. Fromkin



argues that these policies, while appearing to manage existing diversity,
often served to fragment potential national unity and ensure continued
dependence on French authority. Across both spheres, the fundamental aim was
to maintain control, exploit resources, and prevent the emergence of a
unified, powerful Arab entity that could challenge their influence. The
ultimate outcome was a region characterized by internal divisions and a deep-
seated suspicion of Western intentions.

Fromkin's Critique of Western Interventionism

A central and powerful thread running through "A Peace to End All Peace" is
David Fromkin's scathing critique of Western interventionism in the Middle
East. He argues that the interventions of the Great Powers, from the late
Ottoman period through the post-World War I settlements, were driven by self-
interest, a profound ignorance of the region's complexities, and a
condescending belief in their own ability to reshape societies according to
their own designs. Fromkin contends that the architects of the post-Ottoman
order fundamentally misjudged the forces at play in the Middle East,
particularly the burgeoning Arab nationalist sentiments and the deep-seated
identities that existed independent of Western-imposed state structures.

Fromkin’s analysis exposes the hypocrisy of the Allied powers, who espoused
ideals of self-determination and liberation while simultaneously engaging in
cynical power politics and the division of territories for their own
strategic and economic gain. He posits that the interventions were not aimed
at fostering genuine peace or stability, but rather at creating a new
geopolitical order that served Western imperial interests. This
interventionist approach, characterized by the imposition of artificial
borders and the manipulation of local populations, is presented by Fromkin as
the root cause of many of the region’s enduring conflicts, a legacy of the
"peace" that ultimately failed to achieve its stated, or even its implied,
goals.

The Unintended Consequences of Imperial Ambition

David Fromkin meticulously details how the imperial ambitions of the Great
Powers, particularly Britain and France, led to a cascade of unintended
consequences that continue to shape the Middle East today. The division of
the Ottoman Empire, driven by a desire to secure spheres of influence,
control trade routes, and access resources like o0il, created states that were
inherently unstable due to their artificiality. These states often
encompassed diverse and sometimes conflicting ethnic, religious, and tribal
groups, leading to internal tensions and power struggles. Fromkin highlights
that the very act of carving up the region on paper, with little regard for
the human geography, was the primary catalyst for future conflict.



The imposition of Western-style political institutions and the manipulation
of local leadership further compounded these issues. The mandatory powers
often favored certain groups or individuals, exacerbating existing divisions
and creating resentments. The failure to foster genuine national unity within
the new states meant that when colonial powers eventually withdrew, they left
behind fragile entities vulnerable to internal strife and external
interference. Fromkin’s work underscores that the pursuit of imperial
advantage, rather than genuine concern for the well-being of the region's
inhabitants, was the driving force behind these interventions, and the
resulting fragmentation and instability were the direct, albeit unintended,
outcomes of this short-sighted and self-serving approach.

The Enduring Relevance of "A Peace to End All
Peace"”

The enduring relevance of David Fromkin's "A Peace to End All Peace" lies in
its prescient analysis of how the decisions made in the aftermath of World
War I continue to resonate in the contemporary Middle East. Fromkin's
meticulously researched account of the Great Powers' partitioning of the
Ottoman Empire provides a foundational understanding of the historical roots
of many of the region's persistent conflicts and instabilities. His argument
that the artificial borders imposed on the Middle East sowed the seeds of
future discord remains a powerful and widely cited explanation for the
region's complex geopolitical landscape.

In an era marked by ongoing conflicts, the rise of non-state actors, and
recurring calls for external intervention in the Middle East, Fromkin's
insights offer a critical historical perspective. His work serves as a potent
reminder of the unintended consequences of imperial ambition and the dangers
of imposing external solutions on complex societies without genuine regard
for local realities. Understanding Fromkin's thesis is not merely an academic
exercise; it is essential for anyone seeking to comprehend the origins of
present-day challenges and the elusive quest for lasting peace and stability
in the Middle East. The book’s examination of the diplomatic maneuvering, the
contradictory promises, and the ultimate disregard for the self-determination
of the peoples of the Levant and Mesopotamia continues to illuminate the
historical trajectory of the region.

Key Themes and Arguments in David Fromkin's
Work

David Fromkin's "A Peace to End All Peace" is built upon several key themes
and arguments that provide a cohesive and compelling narrative about the
transformation of the Middle East. Central to his thesis is the idea that the



"peace" established after World War I was inherently flawed due to the self-
serving actions of the Great Powers. He emphasizes the profound impact of the
Sykes-Picot Agreement and the subsequent creation of artificial states with
borders that ignored the existing ethnic, religious, and tribal makeup of the
region. This act of cartographic imposition, driven by colonial ambition
rather than a genuine desire for regional self-determination, is presented as
the primary catalyst for a century of instability and conflict.

Fromkin also highlights the cynical nature of the diplomatic agreements made
during and after the war, particularly the conflicting promises extended to
various groups, such as the Arabs and the Zionists. He scrutinizes the
mandate system, arguing that it served as a continuation of colonial control
under a different guise, further entrenching the artificial divisions and
hindering the development of genuine national identities. His critique
extends to the Western powers' fundamental misunderstanding of the region,
their imposition of foreign political models, and their prioritization of
strategic and economic interests over the aspirations of the local
populations. Ultimately, Fromkin argues that the very attempt to establish a
lasting peace in the Middle East through these means was, paradoxically, the
act that ensured the region would be plagued by conflict for generations to
come.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is the central argument of David Fromkin's 'A
Peace to End All Peace'?

Fromkin's central argument is that the peacemaking process following World
War I, particularly the decisions made by the Allied powers, created the
conditions for future conflict and instability in the Middle East, rather
than securing lasting peace.

Which key historical period does 'A Peace to End All
Peace' focus on?

The book primarily focuses on the period from the late 19th century through
the aftermath of World War I, specifically examining the collapse of the
Ottoman Empire and the subsequent redrawing of the Middle East.

What major geopolitical shifts does Fromkin
highlight as consequences of the post-WWI
settlement?

Fromkin highlights the artificial creation of new states with arbitrary
borders, the imposition of European colonial rule, the suppression of nascent
Arab nationalisms, and the seeds of the Arab-Israeli conflict as major



geopolitical shifts.

According to Fromkin, who were the primary
architects of the post-WWI Middle East order?

The primary architects were the leaders of the victorious Allied powers,
particularly Britain (represented by figures like Sykes and Churchill) and
France, who made decisions with limited understanding of local dynamics and
often conflicting interests.

What does Fromkin suggest was the fundamental flaw
in the Allied peacemaking approach?

The fundamental flaw, according to Fromkin, was the Allied powers' pursuit of
their own imperial interests and strategic ambitions in the region, rather
than genuinely considering the aspirations and self-determination of the Arab
peoples.

How does 'A Peace to End All Peace' connect the
events of WWI to contemporary Middle Eastern issues?

The book argues that the artificial borders, the political structures
imposed, and the unresolved grievances stemming from the post-WWI settlement
are direct precursors to many of the ongoing conflicts and political
challenges in the modern Middle East.

What was the role of the Sykes-Picot Agreement in
the context of Fromkin's analysis?

The Sykes-Picot Agreement, a secret 1916 pact between Britain and France to
divide Ottoman territories, is presented by Fromkin as a prime example of the
arbitrary and self-serving nature of the Allied peacemaking, laying the
groundwork for future instability.

What is the enduring relevance of 'A Peace to End
All Peace' today?

Its enduring relevance lies in its powerful analysis of how decisions made by
external powers can have long-lasting and destabilizing consequences in the
regions they affect, offering critical insights into the roots of
contemporary Middle Eastern politics.

Additional Resources

Here are 9 book titles related to David Fromkin's A Peace to End All Peace,
with descriptions:



1. The Legacy of Empire: From Rome to the Modern World

This book explores the long-term impact of imperial structures on global
politics and the formation of national identities. It examines how the rise
and fall of empires have shaped international relations and contributed to
ongoing conflicts. The author likely traces a historical arc, demonstrating
how imperial ambitions and their eventual dissolution create lasting
challenges.

2. The Great War and the Shaping of the Middle East

Focusing specifically on the First World War's impact, this title delves into
the intricate geopolitical realignments that occurred in the Middle East. It
likely discusses the Sykes-Picot Agreement and other secret treaties that
carved up Ottoman territories, laying the groundwork for future instability.
The book would analyze the unintended consequences of these decisions on the
region's development.

3. The Arbitrary Lines: Borders and the Modern Nation-State

This work scrutinizes the artificial nature of many modern national borders,
particularly those established in the post-WWI era. It argues that these
borders often disregarded existing ethnic, religious, and cultural
affiliations, leading to internal dissent and inter-state conflict. The book
likely highlights how such imposed boundaries continue to fuel nationalist
movements and territorial disputes.

4. The Collapse of Empires: From Byzantium to the Ottomans

This historical account investigates the multifaceted reasons behind the
decline and fall of major empires throughout history. It likely draws
parallels between the dissolution of empires like Byzantium and the Ottoman
Empire and the subsequent power vacuums they left. The author probably
examines the internal weaknesses and external pressures that ultimately led
to their disintegration.

5. The Seeds of Conflict: Nationalism and Imperialism in the Age of World
Wars

This book analyzes the potent forces of nationalism and imperialism that
intertwined and propelled the world into global conflict. It likely explores
how imperial powers manipulated nationalist sentiments for their own gain,
ultimately sowing the seeds of future wars. The author might argue that the
unchecked pursuit of imperial dominance, fueled by nationalist fervor, was a
primary driver of the era.

6. The Unmaking of the Ottoman Empire: Decline and Division

This title offers a detailed examination of the gradual disintegration of the
Ottoman Empire. It likely covers the internal reforms, economic challenges,
and growing nationalist movements within the empire's diverse territories.
The book would explore how external powers exploited these weaknesses,
ultimately leading to its partition after World War I.

7. The Treaty of Versailles: A Fragile Peace
This book critically assesses the terms and consequences of the Treaty of
Versailles, which formally ended World War I. It likely argues that the



treaty's punitive measures and its failure to adequately address the
underlying causes of the war ultimately contributed to future conflicts. The
author probably highlights the resentment it fostered among defeated nations
and the new geopolitical tensions it created.

8. The Arab Revolt: Promises and Betrayals

This work focuses on the complex and often contradictory nature of the Arab
Revolt during World War I and its aftermath. It likely examines the promises
made by the British to Arab leaders and the subsequent betrayals that shaped
the region's political landscape. The book would analyze how these broken
pledges contributed to ongoing Arab grievances and resistance.

9. The Architects of the Middle East: Power, Politics, and Partition

This book investigates the individuals and decisions that led to the
reshaping of the Middle East following the collapse of the Ottoman Empire. It
likely profiles key figures like Sykes, Picot, and Balfour, examining their
motivations and the impact of their agreements. The author would argue that
the choices made by these external powers profoundly and enduringly
influenced the region's trajectory.

David Fromkin A Peace To End All Peace

David Fromkin A Peace To End All Peace

Related Articles

e detection of signals in noise 1
¢ disciplines for the inner life

e dialysis technician training davita

Back to Home


https://photoshow.duluthhomegrown.com/textbook-ga-24-2-05/david-fromkin-a-peace-to-end-all-peace.pdf
https://photoshow.duluthhomegrown.com/textbook-ga-24-2-05/detection-of-signals-in-noise-1.pdf
https://photoshow.duluthhomegrown.com/textbook-ga-24-2-05/disciplines-for-the-inner-life.pdf
https://photoshow.duluthhomegrown.com/textbook-ga-24-2-05/dialysis-technician-training-davita.pdf
https://photoshow.duluthhomegrown.com

