
From the Daily Telegraph 

Investigation to be launched into who knew about Royal Marine Taliban murder 

Ministry of Defence investigation expected to probe who in the Royal 

Marines knew about the murder of Taliban insurgent  

 
Sgt Alexander Blackman pictured in 2001, when he was a Lance Corporal Photo: PA 

By Martin Evans, Crime Correspondent 

3:45PM GMT 05 Dec 2013 

A Ministry of Defence inquiry is expected to be launched to determine whether the murder of a Taliban 

insurgent by a Royal Marine sergeant, was known about by senior officers.  

Last week Sergeant Alexander Blackman, 39, was sentenced to life imprisonment after being convicted of 

shooting a badly wounded Taliban fighter in an incident that was captured on video.  

Two other marines, who were present at the time, were acquitted of the murder, but now an investigation is 

likely to be launched to find out if more military personnel knew about the incident before it came to light.  

Footage of the killing, which took place in Afghanistan in September 2011, was uncovered by civilian police 

officers investigating an unrelated crime.  

The MoD are now keen to establish whether other Royal Marines, including senior officers were aware of, or 

had viewed the video, before it was seized and whether there was any attempt to cover it up.  

Following Sgt Blackman’s conviction last month, the head of the Royal Marines, Major-General Ed Davis, sent 

an internal message to all those under his command which stated: “We will leave no stone unturned in 

identifying and learning the lessons of why, at the moment that mattered, the judgment of a Royal Marine failed 

him in his application of the Rules of Engagement.”  

A defence source refused to confirm that an inquiry had been launched, insisting no decision had yet been taken, 

but it is understood it was on hold until the sentencing had been completed. 

 

 



 

From the Daily Telegraph 

Marine A: poll finds 47% want a lenient 

sentence 

Half of public want leniency for Marine A as MPs and 

military commanders say battlefield horrors must be 

taken into account in sentencing  

 
The Royal Marines from 3 Commando Brigade in Afghanistan  

By Tim Ross, Political Correspondent 

9:15PM GMT 16 Nov 2013 

More people believe that Marine A should be shown leniency when he is sentenced for murdering a Taliban 

fighter than want him to receive a full life sentence, a poll for The Telegraph reveals.  

The Royal Marine is facing life imprisonment when a military court passes sentence next month after being 

found guilty of shooting dead a wounded captive at point-blank range in Afghanistan in 2011.  

A number of distinguished figures have called for clemency in his case, while condemning the crime itself.  

The ICM/Sunday Telegraph poll found that almost half - 47 per cent – agree that Marine A should be given a 

lesser sentence, saying that “the law should make an exception for a soldier serving on the front line”.  

However, in a sign of the moral complexity of the case, a significant minority - 35 per cent - believe the marine 

should receive a full life sentence for his crime, while 19 per cent did not express a view.  

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/journalists/tim-ross/


Support for a more lenient sentence was highest among the over 55s, with more than half of those aged 55-64 

saying that the law should make an exception for a serving soldier. Among the over 65s, some 55 per cent 

would support leniency.  

Younger respondents were more likely to want a punitive sentence although across all age groups more people 

would prefer the court to show leniency than to impose a full life term.  

The findings come as senior MPs warn that soldiers who have been scarred by the horrors of war should not be 

treated as if they were civilians guilty of crimes at home.  

Bernard Jenkin, a senior Conservative MP, and vice-president of Combat Stress, veterans’ mental health charity, 

said that Marine A’s crime was “inexcusable and has to be punished”.  

However, he urged the court to take account of the sergeant’s “true mental state”.  

“If it turns out that actually he is now in post-traumatic stress disorder and probably was at the time, then the 

law of diminished responsibility applies and that would mitigate his sentence,” Mr Jenkin said.  

“Counter-insurgency warfare takes a relentless toll on the psychology of combatants because the danger is 

imminent and constant. The threat of a roadside bomb or an ambush is unremitting. We know little about the 

real effects of this on people’s psychology.”  

Sir Gerald Howarth, a Conservative MP and former defence minister, condemned the actions of Marine A but 

warned that the Afghan campaign had taken “a heavy toll” on British troops.  

"No one can do other than condemn the actions of Marine A," he said. "Her Majesty's Armed Forces have a 

reputation for applying the highest standards even in the heat of battle.  

"However, the Afghan campaign, which has seen British soldiers killed by the Afghans they were mentoring, 

has taken a heavy toll.  

"We do not know what Marine A experienced during his tours, but the court should take into account when 

determining the sentence the cumulative effect on him of his battlefield experiences," Sir Gerald said.  

Field Marshall Lord Bramall, the former Chief of the Defence Staff, called for a review of the law, suggesting 

judges should have greater discretionary powers when sentencing such cases.  

Soldiers and police officers “have to take instant decisions under tremendous pressure” and this should be taken 

into account if they make the wrong decisions in the heat of the moment, he said. There “should not be a 

mandatory life sentence” in these cases, Lord Bramall added.  

The sergeant, identified only as ‘A’, was found guilty by a court martial of shooting dead a badly wounded 

Taliban captive at point blank range in Helmand Province, Afghanistan, in 2011.  

He was the first serviceman to be convicted of murder during the Iraq and Afghan conflicts, and faces life 

imprisonment when he is sentenced next month.  

The court martial will have to decide the minimum term he will required to serve before becoming eligible for 

parole.  

:: ICM Research questioned 2,059 adults from across Britain in an online survey between November 13 and 15.  

 

 



From the Daily Telegraph 

Killer marine given special protection in jail 

amid Islamist attack fears 

Sgt Alexander Blackman, the Royal Marine jailed for 

murdering a Taliban insurgent, is segregated from other 

inmates as senior ex-Royal Navy figure urges protection 

for family  

By David Barrett, Home Affairs Correspondent 

9:02PM GMT 07 Dec 2013 

The Royal Marine who executed an injured Taliban insurgent is being placed under special protection measures 

in prison amid fears he will face revenge attacks from Islamist inmates.  

Sergeant Alexander Blackman, who was known as Marine A until an anonymity order was lifted last week, will 

be segregated from the rest of the prison population under measures normally used to protect paedophiles or 

corrupt ex-police officers, it is understood.  

He is likely to remain on the special measures indefinitely.  

The Royal Marine was named for the first time before being sentenced, despite warnings he would be at risk of 

attack. Last week he was told he will have to spend 10 years in prison before being considered for release.  

However, there was mounting concern last night over the safety of Blackman and his family.  

A former First Sea Lord last night criticised the decision to reveal Blackman’s identity was “dangerous” and 

warned that it could place the marine’s family at risk.  

Lord West, who was head of the Royal Navy from 2002 to 2006 before becoming a Labour counter-terrorism 

minister, said Blackman’s next of kin should receive “full protection”.  

He added that it would be a “coup” for Islamist extremists if they succeeded in capturing, injuring or killing 

relatives of Blackman in retaliation for murdering the unnamed Taliban fighter in Afghanistan’s Helmand 

province in September 2011.  

Lord West said: “I am very nervous about the naming. By releasing his name, it is dangerous not just for the 

marine in prison but also his family.  

“I hope somebody is talking to his family and is keeping an eye out. These are the sorts of things terrorists like 

to do. What a coup for them [to target his family].  

“I hope the security services are making sure we are doing the necessary things to look after his family. Any 

suggestion they are under threat and they should get full protection.”  

Lord West also echoed the views of some other commentators and military figures who have suggested that 

Blackman should receive a more lenient term because of the extraordinary circumstances of the battlefield 

murder.  

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/journalists/david-barrett/
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/defence/10500133/Killer-Marine-told-he-increased-risk-of-revenge-attacks-and-sentenced-to-minimum-10-years.html
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/10479455/Marine-A-faces-attack-by-radicals-if-named.html


A petition on Telegraph.co.uk calling for Blackman to be freed and his conviction quashed has attracted more 

than 10,000 names while a second on the official Government website pulled in another 18,000 signatures.  

Lord West said: “I do feel 10 years is quite a lot. It is a horrible crime. He should not have done it. But this man 

was under enormous pressure.  

“As a soldier you have a reservoir of courage and capability but that gets drained away. I am not sure the court 

has taken that into account.”  

The murder was inadvertently captured on helmet video camera. The recording showed Blackman shoot the 

insurgent in the chest, telling him to “shuffle off this mortal coil, you c***. It’s nothing you wouldn’t do to us.”  

He then told the rest of his patrol to keep quiet because he had broken the Geneva Convention.  

The case is unprecedented in modern times, with no other serviceman having been convicted of murder on a 

foreign battlefield since at least the Second World War.  

However, Col Richard Kemp, a former commander of British troops in Afghanistan, also condemned the 

decision to name Blackman.  

“I felt it was the wrong thing to do. It would have been quite difficult in the long term to keep his name quiet, 

but I don’t think it was right for the court to give permission for him to be named for the simple reason that it 

endangers him and his family,” he said.  

“The fact that he and his family are high profile now and that the extremists would get quite a lot of publicity if 

they were able to attack him or his family, would make them an attractive target to terrorism.  

“If we look at it in the context of the Lee Rigby attack, they have now shown quite graphically their interest in 

attacking and killing British soldiers in the UK.  

“That, together with the recent release of a video by al-Shabbab encouraging British Muslims to attack members 

of the Government and military.  

“Looking at it in the context of those things there is probably quite a serious risk to Blackman and his family.”  

Sir Gerald Howarth, a Conservative MP and former defence minister, said the decision to name Blackman was 

“fundamentally wrong”.  

He said: “Islamic fundamentalism is a major threat to this country. These people do not play by the Marquess of 

Queensberry rules.  

“There is nothing that you can do about it now because his name is out there. But the minister of defence had 

better look very carefully to make sure his family are safe.  

“I believe that the minister of defence owes his family a very strong duty of care.”  

Gary Streeter, a Conservative MP, said the strain Blackman was under should have been given more weight by 

the court.  

He said: “No one can condone this crime but I think we have to take into account all the pressures and I would 

like to see that more reflected in the sentence, personally.  

“There is a lot of anger about the naming of him, and I share that. It does mean that he and his loved ones are 

now potential targets and I think that is wrong.”  

 



From the Daily Telegraph 

 

Afghanistan: filmmaker's experience 

embedding with soldiers in 'living hell' 

Chris Terrill 

6:00AM GMT 02 Dec 2013 

Anthropologist and filmmaker Chris Terrill, the only civilian to have won a Royal Marines 

green beret, was on the front line in Afghanistan at the same time as the Marine A incident 

took place.  

Not only that, he was embedded with the marines at the same place as it occurred – a remote 

patrol base deep in the Helmand valleys and set in what was described at the time as “the 

most dangerous square mile in the world”.  

Riddled with IEDs (improvised explosive devises) and crawling with Taliban insurgents, the 

patrol base was nicknamed “Rorke’s Drift” and its setting was dubbed “IED Central”.  

Four marines were to die here with dozens seriously injured. Chris Terrill speaks of his time 

with the Royal Marines serving in this “living hell”.  

Video at http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/afghanistan/10483702/Afghanistan-filmmakers-

experience-embedding-with-soldiers-in-living-hell.html 
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From The Guardian 

The legal arguments behind the naming of 

Marine A 

Media organisations including Guardian argued that naming Alexander Blackman was in 

interests of open justice 

 

A still from footage which emerged during the court martial of Alexander Blackman, known 

as Marine A. Photograph: MoD/PA 

It has taken more than a year for the courts to agree that the man previously known as Marine 

A should be named. 

The Guardian first wrote to Jeff Blackett, the judge advocate general, in October 2012 

questioning whether Alexander Blackman – and two other marines charged but cleared of 

murder – should be identified. During the trial at Bulford military courts centre in Wiltshire 

they were known only as Marines A, B and C and at all times were hidden behind a screen, 

the sort of protection usually afforded to members of the special forces. 

At the end of the trial, however, following more representations from the Guardian and other 

media organisations, Blackett changed his position and said he was not convinced there was a 

real and immediate threat to the men. The prosecution supported the media's position while 

the Ministry of Defence remained neutral. Blackett said he felt they should be named in the 

interests of open justice but gave them leave to argue at the court martial appeal court that 

they should retain their anonymity. 

During the appeal hearing in London, Blackman's barrister, Hugh Tomlinson QC, said the 

unique and historic nature of his client's conviction meant his identity should be kept secret. 

He argued that he would be in danger even while in prison and said his family would also be 

targeted. The Guardian, Associated Newspapers, News Group, the Independent and BSkyB 

countered that because the case was of such "unusual interest and importance" Blackman 

ought to be identified. Finally three of the most senior judges in the country, including the 

lord chief justice, Lord Thomas, agreed he should be named 
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From the British national Party Website 

Alexander 'Marine A' Blackman 

has been betrayed by his Country, by his Government, by the Judicial System – and by the very 

Military he has served loyally for 15 years. 

 

Described by his peers as a “fit, highly motivated, well-decorated, career Royal Marine” with an 

“exemplary record”. 

 

This 6’3” finely-honed fighting-machine served and saw heavy fighting in the Iraq war, and served in 

Northern Ireland before being sent on two ‘tours’ in Afghanistan. 

 

Demanding a severe sentence one (un-named, naturally) senior figure in the military claimed that to 

do otherwise would “risk British military personnel being executed or mistreated by insurgents”. 

 

It might what? 

 

Does he think they might start hanging dead and maimed soldiers' body-parts on trees ‘for fun’ as 

well? 

 

Our soldiers are dealing, daily, with murderous fanatics who laugh at the Geneva Convention – and 

at the chinless cretins citing it. 

 

Now convicted of murder and sentenced to life in prison for doing his job and dispatching an enemy 

combatant, Marine A has had his identity and the address of his wife and family publicised courtesy 

of Lord Chief Justice Lord Thomas – that’s Roger John Laugharne Thomas, Baron Thomas of 

http://www.bnp.org.uk/free-marine-a


Cwmgiedd in the County of Powys, who has never confronted anything more fearsome than his 

pointless wife, ‘Lady’ Dinah Agnes Thomas in the garden of his home. 

 

Judges are particularly anal about disclosing where they live – 

but this one still has family in Ystradgynlais in the Swansea Valley where he grew up. 

 

We’ll see how much he likes going ‘Public’. 

 

Marine A is an exemplary soldier. Marine A is a Hero of wars started by the very back-room-johnnies 

who have condemned him and left him abandoned behind enemy lines. 

 

The BNP is OUTRAGED at the treatment dished out to this loyal servant of our Nation and is 

campaigning to have his OUTRAGEOUS sentence overturned. 

 

We did it for Lee Clegg – we’ll do it for Alexander 'Marine A' Blackman. 

 

Sign the online petition and demand that they Free Marine A NOW. 

 

==> SIGN THE PETITION HERE <== 

 

Let's get justice for British Heroes! 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 
Nick Griffin MEP 

BNP Chairman 

  

http://www.bnp.org.uk/free-marine-a


P.S. The BNP is campaigning to get justice for British troops betrayed by the same rotten political 

Establishment that sent them to fight their illegal war. Sign the petition to demand freedom for 

'Marine A' who has scandalously been sentenced to life imprisonment for his action in Afghanistan. 

Sign the petition now. 

  

    

From The Guardian      

Why it was right to name Marine A as 

Alexander Blackman 

It weighs heavily on me to say it, but however much of a hero Blackman was, at the point of killing the 

insurgent he acted like a coward 

'Granting anonymity would be to protect [Alexander Blackman] from becoming a target, while … making every 

one of his fellow soldiers more of a target.' Photograph: Andrew Parsons/PA Archive 

Today a panel of senior judges, led by the lord chief justice, Lord Thomas, decided that the identity of the 

marine convicted of murdering a Taliban insurgent in 2011 while on tour in Afghanistan could be revealed. 

Social media users, as social media users so often do, knew better. Not having heard any of the relevant legal 

argument, not having seen the full reasoning for the decision, not understanding the legal principles in question 

or having studied the relevant precedent, they disagreed. They took to their keyboards and have overwhelmingly 

condemned the decision, some even saying Alexander Blackman is a hero and should be given a medal. 

Looking at Blackman's career, there is no doubt that he has spent the majority of his adult life being a hero. 

Listening to the audio from that terrible day, there can also be no doubt that at the moment when he shot an 

already incapacitated and disarmed enemy combatant, he acted like a coward. Anyone full of admiration for a 

life spent serving us, in the face of unimaginable danger, is absolutely right. Anyone, however, attempting to 

excuse his actions during that horrific minute is absolutely wrong. 

Chief of the defence staff, General Nicholas Houghton, seems to understand this. "Murder is murder," he said. 

"[Our armed forces] are not above the law of the country, or the law of armed conflict." We should demand 

special dispensation in all sorts of ways for former military personnel: for their pensions, for their rehabilitation, 

for support after they leave the forces, so that they never end up discarded by the very society they sought to 

protect. 

Asking for special dispensation, however, in the way any aspect of this crime is treated – and this includes 

anonymity – is to blur the line of admiration for a soldier's impossibly difficult job with condonation for this 

terrible act. It is to extend "I could never do his job" to include support for when he does his job catastrophically 

badly. It is to accept that he fired that bullet on our behalf. It is to value one life above another. 

It is easy, on an emotional level, to have sympathy for the horror-filled path that led Blackman the hero to that 

moment of cruelty. To think how easy it would be to step over the line. But his job was precisely not to step 

over that line. It is easy to think that the man he killed would have done the same thing. But his job was 

precisely to be better than that. Our stated mission in Afghanistan is to train their forces to our standard. Such a 

http://www.bnp.org.uk/free-marine-a
http://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2013/dec/05/royal-marine-alexander-blackman-murdered-taliban-anonymous
http://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2013/dec/05/royal-marine-alexander-blackman-murdered-taliban-anonymous
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/defence/10453527/Soldiers-who-kill-in-line-of-duty-should-not-get-mandatory-life-sentences-peer-says.html
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2013/nov/11/ex-servicemen-women-homeless-remembrance
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2013/nov/11/ex-servicemen-women-homeless-remembrance


calamitous lapse of those standards sets that mission back and puts every one of his fellow soldiers in an even 

higher degree of mortal peril. 

Preserving his anonymity is to coalesce around him as a society and grant our protection. It weighs heavily on 

me to say this, but I believe he lost the benefit of our protection the moment he fired that bullet. Granting 

anonymity would be to protect him from becoming a target, while diffusing the blame and making every one of 

his fellow soldiers more of a target. It is up to the state to protect him and his family now. I demand that they do 

so. I hope that his flawless record and past acts of bravery are taken into account in his sentencing, as they 

would for anyone else. I hope he is not made a scapegoat and is treated fairly. 

But I also understand that we cannot bang our fist on the UN table demanding missile strikes against dictators 

who break international law, while our soldiers mock the Geneva convention on the battlefield. It is not possible 

to teach others that our democracy is better, that our legal system works, while circumventing and undermining 

it. 

From The Huffington Post 

Army Chiefs Call For Leniency For Marine 

Who 'Executed' Injured Afghan Insurgent  

Major-General Julian Thompson refused to condemn the marine, who was convicted on 

Friday of murdering the seriously wounded prisoner in Helmand Province two years ago. 

Maj Gen Thompson, who led 3 Commando Brigade during the Falklands War, told The 

Times that a five-year prison term would be more suitable than life imprisonment. 

But Bill Dunham, Deputy Commandant General Royal Marines, called the incident "truly 

shocking and appalling". 

The serviceman, a sergeant known as Marine A, was found guilty of murder following a two-  

Two others, known only as Marines B and C, were cleared of the same charge. 

Maj Gen Thompson said the shorter prison term was more appropriate for a crime committed 

under the unique pressures of war. 

He said that "obviously it was wrong and everyone in the Royal Marines is quite clear about 

that". 

But he added: "The Royal Marines are a family and it feels as though a member of the family 

has transgressed. 

"I am sad for the man who did it, in that he probably had a moment of stupidity. I feel for him 

as I would my own son who might do something stupid." 

He said it that accepting an enemy's surrender on the battlefield was "a very, very dangerous 

time", and told the Daily Mail: "I have no sympathy for the man who was killed but Marine 

A did the wrong thing by shooting him. 

http://www.thetimes.co.uk/tto/news/uk/defence/article3917533.ece
http://www.thetimes.co.uk/tto/news/uk/defence/article3917533.ece
http://www.mirror.co.uk/news/uk-news/royal-marine-found-guilty-taliban-2711958
http://www.mirror.co.uk/news/uk-news/royal-marine-found-guilty-taliban-2711958


"But I'm not going to stand around bad-mouthing him. I won't condemn him. It is like a 

member of the family who has broke the law - you don't reject them, but you support them." 

Marine A was convicted after footage emerged of him shooting the insurgent at close range 

in the centre of his chest. 

As the man convulsed on the ground, Marine A told him: "There you are. Shuffle off this 

mortal coil, you c***. It's nothing you wouldn't do to us." 

He then turned to comrades and said: "Obviously this doesn't go anywhere, fellas. I just broke 

the Geneva Convention." 

During the trial, the court heard the marines were on patrol in a "kinetic" area of Afghanistan 

on September 15, 2011 when they discovered the insurgent lying seriously injured in a field 

following an attack by an Apache helicopter. 

Superiors were informed the man had died from wounds sustained in the gunship attack, in 

which 139 30mm anti-tank rounds were fired at him. 

But a year later, footage of the murder - taken from a camera mounted on the helmet of 

Marine B - was discovered on a laptop by military police investigating unrelated matters. 

The recording revealed a conversation between the marines before the insurgent was shot. 

Marine A was overheard asking "Anyone want to give first aid to this idiot?" before Marine 

B replies loudly "No". 

Marine C, standing over the insurgent pointing a pistol at his head, is asked Marine A if he 

should shoot the man in the head, a request which is refused as "that would be f****** 

obvious". 

They marines pretend to give him first aid, he is kicked in the torso by servicemen and soon 

after shot by Marine A. 

During the trial, David Perry QC, prosecuting, told the court martial: "It was not a killing in 

the heat and exercise of any armed conflict. The prosecution case is that it amounted to an 

execution, a field execution. 

Marine A told the court martial he thought the insurgent was already dead when he shot him, 

and said he did so out of anger, calling it a "stupid, lack of self-control, (a) momentary lapse 

in my judgment". 

Marine B admitted members of the patrol lied during interviews to protect their comrade. 

"We all protected him by telling lies," Marine B said. "In my opinion, he had shot an alive, 

injured insurgent." 

Marine A was remanded in custody to be sentenced on December 6. Marines B and C were 

freed and returned to normal duties. 



After the verdict, Brigadier Dunham said: "It is a matter of profound regret in this isolated 

incident that one marine failed to apply his training and discharge his responsibilities. 

"What we have heard over the last two weeks is not consistent with the ethos, values and 

standards of the Royal Marines. 

"It was a truly shocking and appalling aberration. It should not have happened and it should 

never happen again." 

He added: "It is now for the Royal Marines to consider any impact from this case on the 

training given to our people as we seek to uphold the very highest standards that we 

constantly strive to instill and perpetuate." 

Sir Mike Jackson, a former head of the Army, told The Times: "The fact that due process of 

law has been carried out I hope demonstrates very clearly that nobody is above the law." 

Military commentator Colonel Mike Dewar said he was "horrified" by Marine A's actions, 

but echoed calls for clemency. 

He told BBC Breakfast: "I think we do need to understand there are fine margins on the 

battlefield. 

"These soldiers have had their officer killed - their platoon commander, a very fine young 

man - they had seen their friends brutalised, - lost legs - they had been under the pressures of 

battle for weeks and months. 

"I think you have to understand this is a completely different environment to a cold-blooded 

murder in normal circumstances. 

"This was murder - have no doubt about it, and I make no excuses - but I think society does 

have to make some exceptions for soldiers in these extraordinary circumstances." 

Maj Gen Thompson said he believed the sentence should be between five and 10 years. 

While the action was "totally unforgivable", it was important to understand the sort of 

pressure a battle-hardened soldier could find himself under, he told BBC Radio 4's Today. 

Dismissing the argument that there should be less understanding for an experienced soldier 

doing such a thing, he said: "The more times you do tours in that filthy war, the more 

pressure there is on you. 

"We don't know what sort of pressure he was under, however cool he may have sounded on 

that tape and how pre-meditated it may have sounded. 

"He certainly shouldn't serve any less than five years, maybe 10." 

He said he expected the Marine to be looked after by the military community. 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-24873543


"He shouldn't be treated as a pariah. He should not be kicked out of the community as it were. 

I hope and I'm sure the Marines will support him and particularly his family through the years 

ahead," he said. 

"I don't mean that he should be kept in the Royal Marines; what I am saying is that he should 

not just be rejected and flung to the wolves as it were. 

"I do not mean that he's forgiven and allowed back in. What I mean is that he shouldn't just 

be spat on and rejected." 

 

 

Letters to the Guardian Newspaper: 

Marine A, morality and the military 

Footage captured by a camera mounted on the helmet of a Royal Marine on a patrol in 

Afghanistan during which Marine A killed a wounded Afghan, for which the soldier has been 

found guilty of murder. Photo: Ministry of Defence/PA Wire. 

As a former soldier who served in Afghanistan, Joe Glenton speaks with some authority 

(Humans, not heroes, 9 November). In Glenton's opinion, to understand why Marine A 

callously "executed" the wounded Afghan, consideration must be given to the "overarching 

political context" as well as the traumatising horrors encountered by frontline soldiers. 

Marine A had completed six tours of duty in Afghanistan. Laudably, Glenton prefers rational 

understanding to condemnation. 

An understanding of a less rational kind for the marine's predicament is already to be 

discerned in sections of the media. This will grow, inevitably evolving into mitigation, ending 

with a plea for leniency. Not an unfamiliar trajectory. 

Understanding, however, is not being extended to the murdered Afghan, to the insurgent or 

terrorist as he is referred to, the bad guy in this narrative. To understand him, consideration 

must be given to the overarching context of his and of his community's existence; the traumas 

of invasion and occupation; of military repression and collateral damage; of disruption and 

poverty. A continuing context that guarantees resistance and perhaps further callous killings. 

John Lloyd 
London 

• Those of us who remember the execution of three unarmed IRA members in Gibraltar will 

realise that double standards are being applied in the current court martial (Marine faces life 

for murder, 9 November). Sean Savage was shot 16 times at close quarters, in the back and in 

the head, but there was never any question of even bringing charges against those 

responsible. 

In addition to unarmed combatants, multiple non-combatants have been killed by the British 

army and the RAF, from Derry to Basra, and from Aleksinac to Sirte. The conviction of this 

http://www.theguardian.com/world/afghanistan
http://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2013/nov/08/soldier-worship-royal-marine-murder-afghan
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singular marine sergeant appears to be a politically driven set-piece, staged to persuade 

people that he is, as General Mike Jackson points out, one in 100,000. 

It is also another indicator that the British establishment, along with its allies, has again made 

its "peace" with Saudi-sponsored Wahhabism in Afghanistan. 

Peter McKenna 
Liverpool 

• Joe Glenton's article was a welcome alternative to the endless "hero worship" of soldiers he 

describes. As he says, "when a political decision is taken that puts men primed for violence 

into a war, bad things will happen". Arguably it should have been on your front page rather 

than the more predictable comments from General Mike Jackson and his claim that "whoever 

we are, we are subject to the law". Captain Mike Jackson, as he was then, was with the 

paratroopers when they shot dead 14 demonstrators in Derry in January 1972. It took him 

over 30 years to finally admit the victims were innocent and; I hope it doesn't take him a 

similar amount of time to reach a "sense of perspective" on Afghanistan. 

Declan O'Neill 
Oldham 

• The shooting dead of a badly wounded Afghan enemy soldier by a British one seemed 

horribly callous; but when men are trained and employed to kill on a nation's behalf and 

brutalised and traumatised by doing so, we cannot be surprised that sometimes the brutality 

of killing wounded and unwounded men loses its distinction. The dynamic of violence is hard 

to break, and incarcerating one man won't break it. If we stop trying to compartmentalise 

slaughter, we can face up to the fact that war itself is a crime against humanity. 

Diana Francis 
Bath 

• While not condoning for a moment the actions of Marine A, at least that was an action 

against an actual enemy combatant on the field of battle. I am struggling to understand the 

moral difference between this and a targeted drone-strike murder of a potential enemy 

combatant sitting quietly at home with his family. Is it the size of the missile used that makes 

all the difference? 

Mark Wilson 
Elmgate, Cornwall 

• Just imagine, in remembrance, if that marine had killed the same man a little earlier, in 

battle, we would have called him a hero and perhaps have given him a medal! Rest in peace. 

John Pottinger 
Middlesbrough 

 

 


