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This work will look at the atrocities and violence perpetrated in Guatemala by military, state and guerrilla forces over thirty years of civil war. 
Guatemala was taken over and established as a Spanish colony in 1523 which resulted in resources and land being owned by immigrants from Europe. 
In more recent history during the 1960’s to 1996 civil war raged in the country for over thirty six years a peace agreement was signed between the government and rebels. During this time of conflict Guatemalan citizens lived under the threat of fear, violence and disappearance as daily occurrences in the lives of ordinary people. Thanks to the United Nations the Accord of Oslo established the Commission for Historical Clarification (CEH) on 23 June 1994. The objective of this was to clarify the human rights violations and the violence emanating from armed military, state forces and guerrilla insurgents. The object of the commission was to achieve this with impartiality and objectivity and come to the truth. An analysis of what is the truth and how it is perceived by postmodern philosophers will be included in the essay.  The Commission was not expected to judge individuals or organisations as this was the function of the judicial system. Their mandate was clarification of the events that were behind the civil war perpetrated by fellow citizens on each other. (Anon., 2012, p. 3) The height of the violence against the civilian population occurred in the early eighties. (Hayner, 2011, p. 32) There was an early decision on the mandate of the CEH where they decided not to identify individuals and responsibility would sit with organisations.
The magnitude and horror of what occurred required answers and the most pertinent was why did factions in this society use such violence against their own people to obtain political power?  The guerrilla forces continued to pit themselves against the ruling military forces. (Anon., 2018). The violence used by the State affected civilians including the Mayan people and tragically women and children were not exempt from the perpetrator’s violence.  There is also a need to discuss forgiveness in the context of this horrific situation. Would it be possible for the perpetrators, both individuals and organisations, to be forgiven by the people left behind who lost so much?
The Mayan civilisation flourished between 250 and 900 A.D. Their intellectual and artistic endeavours show them to be a highly evolved culture They formed a large part of the population of Guatemala and had an extremely strong cultural identity. Their skills extended to healing, sciences, music, poetry and literature. In more recent times Guatemalans have been awarded Nobel Laureates for Peace and Literature. (Anon., 2012, p. 2) Their indigenous religion is ancient but in the name of God and Christianity there was an attempt to erase the sons and daughters of Xmukane, their god and grandmother of life and natural creation (Lope, 1994, p. 2) Their unique language further served to isolate and segregate the Mayan people from the Spanish speaking population. (Lope, 1994, p. 2)
The timeline for the ruling political parties shows the turbulence of the government, particularly since the early seventies, and the almost constant power struggles. (BBC News, 2012, p. 1) This served to destabilise society, as a whole, but particularly affected the isolated Mayan communities who represent almost eighty percent of the population of Guatemala. They suffered harassment from the military, chronic health problems and their work conditions were poor. This also served to keep the indigenous people in extreme poverty. The form of racism in central America is still operating in Guatemalan’s society and there is widespread exclusion from any decision-making process. (Lope, 1994, p. 2) These people were caught between the fighting and conflict of military and state forces and the guerrilla leftist, anti-government activists. These were called Unidad Revolucionari  Nacional Guatemalteca (URNG). The Government perceived the Mayan villages and population as a source of the rebels and that they were being harboured and protected by them. This resulted in the Mayan being targeted by the military and police forces and many of the atrocities were perpetrated when state forces tried to flush out the guerrillas.
The remit of the CEH included that no individual would be held accountable by the commission and judgements could not be made by them. It was given a six month timescale and an option of a further six months if required. This situation did not please all parties and the peace talks came close to being halted. 
The CEH commenced its work in February 1997 and a quote from their report included “Reports are what the commissioners leave for history” (Anon., 2012, p. 3) The process cost $10 million dollars and employed two hundred staff. The three part time commissioners, Christian Tomuschat a German Law Professor, Otilia Lux de Cott who is a Mayan scholar and Edgar Alfredo Balsells Tojo a Guatemalan Lawyer. During the operation of the commission there was considerable conflict between judicial processes and social sciences. (Anon., 2012, p. 3)
There was no compulsion to testify but the process did find difficulty with the large amount of time lapsed since the incident and subsequently testimony and was not always reliable. The work of the CEH included 7,200 interviews which were recorded by staff and included in the database for future analysis. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 24) They were conducted as groups of about fifteen at a time and interviews with individuals where appropriate or necessary.
Within the organisation of how testimony could be gathered there were many disagreements. Would it be better to hear the facts of all cases brought before the Commission or should there be a test of hypothesis? The Commission felt there should be a methodology applied to labelling of the event. To be able to call it genocide they needed to be able to look at the numbers killed and to what population groups they belonged. If one group had much higher numbers than others, on the grounds of probability, it could be hypothesised this group would have been specifically targeted and the term genocide could be applied. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 22) Data analysis regarding numbers was used, this also highlighted that in several regions the numbers of Mayan people killed by the state forces was five to eight times higher that non Mayan people thus pointing to genocide (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 28)
Most of the staff employed by the CEH were not qualified in statistics. They employed a full-time analyst to meet the demand for information needing to be extracted. They were able to interrogate the database using precise criteria. This allowed the Commissioners to be informed of patterns emerging from the testimonies. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, pp. 29-30) Interview data was the primary source of information the CEH focused on. The more the database was utilised the more staff complained and vocalised what they wanted or needed it to be able to do. The positive from this is that the database was proving useful and being used often.
Seven years prior to the CEH starting work there were teams of forensic anthropologists conducting exhumations of mass graves. Their methods were able to specify the manner and ultimate cause of death. The information that was gathered from this work directly contradicted the military’s version of events regarding the massacres. It showed that the State forces version was incorrect.This evidence was made available to the CEH for documentation and analysis.
In contrast the data included in the reports of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission (TRC) in South Africa came from very detailed reports. They concluded that violations of human rights were committed by law enforcement and security agencies. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 32)
The CEH report was disseminated widely and was published on 25th February 1999, It’s title is Guatemala Memory Silence. Commission for Historical Clarification.  It is ninety-two pages containing conclusions and recommendations. The report was produced in English and Spanish and 40,000 copies were distributed immediately. It was also made available on the internet. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 32). The conclusion they had come to was that 200,000 people were killed, of which 83% were Mayan. The CEH had documented 42,000 of these killings and also concluded that this violence was directed by the State and was targeted at Mayan people as well as those that were poor and excluded. A secondary group was also identified as people who had fought for justice and social equality. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 32) Looking at the selection of people targeted it could also be said that those that had been part of the UNRG were subjected to elimination.
The format of the TRC In South Africa report compromised of a series of essays by individuals and lengthy discussions about what is the concept of truth. There were specialist reports from consultants and those that had conducted institutional hearings. The CEH report provided consistent messages, strength and unity around the premise the responsibility for the majority of the violence and conflict was the Guatemalan State. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, pp. 33-34) The TRC also further complicated the process by concentrating on protecting the Commission from legal challenges. There was also a failure in the TRC to recognise differing approaches. For example Archbishop Tutu view of reconciliation and forgiveness came from his religious standpoint. This has shaped other work of the TRC. The reports come across as moral and not always analytical and factual. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 34) The contrast with the CEH is shown where they are better at establishing truths. 
Very puzzling events occurred in Guatemala, a few months after the CEH had published and disseminated its report. The elections in November 1999 resulted in a victory for the party of General Efrain Rios Montt. The atrocities committed in the early 1980s were his responsibility as he was the dictator at the time. Only a few months after the report was presented which had firmly laid the responsibility for the genocide with the General. His party was elected although the General Efrain Rios Montt did not personally become the ruling president. This fell to Alfonso Portillo who was sworn in early in 2000. Given this outcome, it is unclear what positive political impact the CEH’s report may have had, no matter how rigorous the report may have been. But the CEH’s lessons should be noted, and shortly a new book by the UN Office of Project Services for Guatemala will be looking at the lessons. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 35)
It has to be clarified that the State and the URNG both used violence in the civil war and as a consequence, whole communities were eliminated. There has also been a long held political culture of confrontation and intolerance and this served to create instability and a weak social order. Powerless communities and individuals found that the state in Guatemala unsympathetic of their plight and the country had and still does have the lowest spend on social care in Central America. (Hayner, 2011, p. 34)
The state resorted to extreme violence and terror as they saw this as a way to maintain control of the population. (Anon., 2012, p. 27) Fear, silence and apathy results in very little participation in politics and there was also portraying victims as criminal by State forces. Democracy cannot flourish in this atmosphere and active participation in processes comes to a halt. Confrontation with armed military is the States main way to establish and maintain control. There was also collaboration with organisations who dominated economic and political sectors (Hayner, 2011, p. 33) Alongside this the judicial systems weakened and became ineffective. 
Violence was encouraged by the State between friends, neighbours and work colleagues. No person could be sure who they could trust and fostered fear and mistrust and isolated people from their support networks. People who lived through this time are still suffering today with Post Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD)  (Anon., 2012, p. 35) This atmosphere extended to Social Organisations and Academia and many were eliminated as a result of in fighting and fear of State reprisals. Thinking critically and voicing opinions was a real threat to the safety of individuals and organisations. (Anon., 2012, p. 37)
There was a definite impression that the media in Guatemala was controlled by the State. The Mayan people also started to conceal their identity by the way they dressed and the language they spoke (Hayner, 2011, p. 25)
Mayan culture and traditions required the living to observe certain rites when relatives die. In their religion they believe in an active and ongoing bond between the living and the dead. In mass graves, disappearances and violence these rites could not happen. In the testimony given to the CEH by individuals many included this concern. On the back page of the CEH report this quotation is always included
‘A witness showed us the remains of one of the victim’s bones. He had these remains wrapped in plastic in a string bag: “It hurts so much to carry them…. It’s like carrying death…..I’m not going to bury them yet….I do so want him to rest, and to rest myself, too. But I can’t, not yet….this is evidence for my testimony…..I’m not going to bury them yet. I want a piece of paper that will say to me ‘they killed him… he had committed no crime, he was innocent’…. And then I will rest” (Anon., 2012, p. 48)
What truth actually means to any commission has been discussed at length, but they are unable to decide with any certainty. The Guatemalan commission did not have clarity of what it means by the truth because they assumed truth would result from them applying their mandate, the legal standards, and consistent methods being used. The CEH report states that in the cases they investigated, there was a violation by the government of human rights or the guerrillas would perpetrate violence.  The Commission used judicial categories from International Human Rights Law and International Humanitarian Law. In Guatemala there were significant differences in approach and tensions between legal and social scientific concepts,30 Commission researchers incorporated history, anthropology, sociology, economics, and military science into the analysis. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 10) 
Post Modern Philosophers have differing ideas of what is the truth. Our choice for what is the truth can be made in several ways. Pragmatic concepts will appeal to some and others will opt for the most coherent. An emotive choice of truth could be based on beauty, but choice can be presented by the dominant culture. If we have too much freedom to choose the truth it can be uncomfortable. (Danaher, 2002, p. 60)  Worryingly the larger and powerful of the group can result in belief if widely held must correspond with reality
Forgiveness as a term is absent from the literature for psychoanalysis. Freud does not have the term in indexes in his work. Terms using other words are included in general texts such as anger, guilt and shame. The terminology used is more like interpersonal difficulties, coming to terms with, letting go of hurt. There is a lack of attention to forgiveness in psychoanalytic texts, surprisingly it may be the complexity and emphasis on interpersonal relationships and social context. When the author of this article completed a search of the University library and in the counselling texts could not find “forgiveness”. (Macaskill, 2004, p. 5)  This may not indicate forgiveness is not dealt with in psychoanalysis just different words are used. The religious concept of forgiveness varies within cultures and religions and the terminology may differ. The balance between victims forgiving to allow themselves to move on or continuing to let perpetrators abuse them. 
In a study completed with 324 undergraduates they considered empathy and it’s link with forgiveness. The results showed that the women scored higher for empathy but men and women scored equally in forgiveness (Macaskill, et al., 2002, p. 664)  Those who have higher empathy scores do find it easier to forgive others but cannot  always easily forgive themselves. This study concludes that people judge themselves harder than they do others.
[bookmark: _Hlk530994727]The title of this essay is Freedom Fighter or Terrorist? and in researching the account of civil war in Guatemala there is very little information about the guerrilla rebels and their relationship with the indigenous people. It may not be surprising that this was not highlighted by the CEH in the report as there may be anxiety this information may be used by future dictators or military forces. The CEH report does not include detailed comments on the operation and organising of the rebels. They are implicated by the CEH in the numbers of people killed but only accounted for three percent of the total deaths recorded. 
The State forces were shown to be responsible for eighty three percent of deaths and these were a majority of Mayan indigenous people. They were predominately farmers living in poverty and were eighty percent of the country’s population. The State had deliberately withheld social aid and the Mayan people not only suffered poverty but chronic ill health and lack of education for their children. Although the State military forces perceived the Mayan villages as safe havens for the guerrillas there was no mention of this connection in the CEH’s report.
Because of the clear mandate of the CEH’s work this could have aided them in collecting information unhindered by political considerations. This could have been easier to get to the truth. They embarked on the enquiry and the remit and mandate stated that no individual could be held accountable for their actions.
There needed to be a recognition that the process to get to the truth was fraught with obstacles. In the United States there was a clear policy to encourage military regimes across the Central American countries. This could be seen as an attempt to discourage communist groups from forming and growing as they could be perceived to be a threat to access of the countries natural resources which included oil deposits. This could have also included Great Britain and the territory of Belize which was connected to the oil deposits. (Anon., 2012, p. 15)
There was further exaggeration from the military about the threat posed by insurgents and the supposed support the Mayan people were giving them. This could be the reason over eighty three percent of the victims of the civil war came from the Mayan community. 
The recommendations from the CEH report are set out in six categories and include measures to preserve the memory of the victims. To set up a national reparation programme to compensate the victims. Foster a culture of mutual respect and human rights observance. There was also a recognition that strengthening of the democratic process would aid the country to heal and guard against further dictatorships. (Anon., 2012, p. 48)
Also looking to favour peace and national harmony and a body to be set up to be responsible for promoting and monitoring the CEH report recommendations. 
They also recommended that exhumation of victim’s remains would continue, particularly to take into account the strong link in Mayan culture between the living and the dead. 
There are also general recommendations stemming from other commissions across the world. They include the importance of a clear mandate and remit of the commission and that legal and scientific best practice should be sought.
The Commissioners should have an advisory role and not participate in the operations of the commission. They should set policy and guide the strategy. They should be few in number and work part time.
The staff in the commission should have the ability to deal with the work asked of them and have a variety of skills
Firstly the Commission should identify organisations, institutions and structures that perpetrated human rights violations. 
The findings should be presented as objective and based on scientific best practice. Should also be victim centred and the narrative able to be the centre of debates about the past and can shape the future. (Chapman & Ball, 2001, p. 43)
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