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International News  

THE TIMES  

Should Amnesty Be Cancelled?   
 

 2325 DA 

 Why are there SNAGS in what The Times says about the charity’s report? 

1 AMNESTY International, the human rights charity, is under fire.  People are 
very angry about a report it published recently on Ukraine.  But WHY are so 
many people cancelling AMNESTY – or at least - hoping it cancels itself? 
 

 I don’t know whether AMNESTY International are right or wrong in the report 
that has enraged so many people about the danger to Ukrainian civilians.  
This article is effectively a narrated “Snagging List” for an article in The Times 
about AMNESTY International’s report on Ukraine that also expresses the 
view of many other media platforms and commentators. 
   

  

 

 
  

2 The article, on The Times’ website, is called The Times view on AMNESTY 
International’s Ukraine report: Putin’s Propagandists. 
 
The title of the article alone makes it extremely plain that The Times doesn’t 
like AMNESTY International’s report Ukrainian fighting tactics endanger 
civilians.  But what, exactly, does The Times say is wrong with the report? 
 
The report said that the Ukrainian military is placing Ukrainian civilians at risk 
from Russian attacks because of where the military is located.  AMNESTY 
International in their Statement on publication of press release on Ukrainian 
fighting tactics said they “deeply regret” the “distress and anger” and the 
“pain” the report caused.    I’ll return briefly to these emotions at the end. 
 
AMNESTY however fully stand by their findings.  In all 19 of the towns and 
villages they visited, they found instances where Ukrainian forces had 
located themselves right next to where civilians were living, potentially 

https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/1a05d628-14e3-11ed-b5dc-213f5c972cc4?shareToken=8af946147c24c8852336ad0388d0ab99
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/1a05d628-14e3-11ed-b5dc-213f5c972cc4?shareToken=8af946147c24c8852336ad0388d0ab99
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/08/ukraine-ukrainian-fighting-tactics-endanger-civilians/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/08/ukraine-ukrainian-fighting-tactics-endanger-civilians/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/08/statement-on-publication-of-press-release-on-ukrainian-fighting-tactics/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/08/statement-on-publication-of-press-release-on-ukrainian-fighting-tactics/
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putting them at risk from Russian fire.  They made their assessment based on 
the rules of international humanitarian law.  AMNESTY sent this information 
to the Ukrainian government. 
 
Moving swiftly on - I’ll present some extracts from The Times article – and list 
some snags with what The Times has said.  The snags are my questions 
about what The Times says – or doesn’t say.  Incidentally, I have no loyalty to 
AMNESTY, I’m simply seeking clarity – and as always – the truth.   
 

3 The Times says: 
“Campaigners who declare their humanitarian concerns can sometimes 
fail to gasp [sic] the basic moral distinction between a just cause and an 
evil one.  A case of comparable obtuseness is provided by AMNESTY 
International, the human rights charity.  Originally devoted to publicising 
cases of “prisoners of conscience”, AMNESTY has this week determinedly 
set about shredding its credibility by serving as a megaphone for the 
propaganda of the Putin regime.” 
 

HERE’S A SNAG: 
If The Times is accusing AMNESTY in the last sentence of working with Putin, 
that is one heck of an allegation to make against the charity.  It might even be 
an accusation of treason – I’m not a legal expert - but doesn’t working with a 
foreign power represent treason? 
 
Since the Times article only makes one further and glancing reference to this 
suggestion, however, it seems unlikely they ARE making such an allegation.   
 
HERE’S ANOTHER SNAG: 
So, if The Times is not making an allegation against the charity, what else 
might that last sentence mean?  That sentence being: 

“AMNESTY has this week determinedly set about shredding its credibility 
by serving as a megaphone for the propaganda of the Putin regime.” 

 
Could it mean that AMNESTY’s expressed view in its report is consistent with 
certain things Putin has said? 
 
If so, it seems that people should be concerned about The Times, its writers 
and editors – the people who allowed this fallacy to be included in the 
article.  The suggestion that AMNESTY is publishing propaganda for the Putin 
regime because AMNESTY’s findings align with Putin’s claims, is an 
association fallacy.  An association fallacy is a type of fallacy – something 
that looks logical but is not logical.  It is explained by Rational Wiki’s article 
Association Fallacy.   
 
To put it another way, The Times’ article is saying that: 
        Person A is in agreement with Person B about subject X.   
        Person B is a criminal.   
        Person A, therefore, is a “megaphone for Person B’s criminal propaganda.” 
 
How can The Times be so wrong in their reasoning? 
 

https://rationalwiki.org/wiki/Association_fallacy
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4 The Times article continues: 
…The organisation issued a report accusing Ukraine’s armed forces of 
endangering civilians by basing themselves and their weapons in 
residential areas, including schools and hospitals.  AMNESTY says: “Such 
tactics violate international humanitarian law and endanger civilians, as 
they turn civilian objects into military targets.” 
 
AMNESTY’s intervention has elicited widespread fury.  President Zelensky 
of Ukraine accused the group of “shifting the responsibility from the 
aggressor to the victim”. He is absolutely right.” 
 

The Times goes on to refer to AMNESTY,  
“blaming and defaming the victims of aggression.” 

 
HERE’S ANOTHER SNAG: 
Why does The Times not comment on the accuracy of AMNESTY’s report?  
Why does it not say that AMNESTY is wrong because of X, Y and Z?   
 
Instead, the article refers to people being furious.  Does that make AMNESTY 
wrong?  These furious people include President Zelensky, who is of course – 
no pun intended – under fire from AMNESTY.  How does the fact that 
Zelensky is reacting badly to criticism, mean that the criticism is invalid? 
 

5 ANOTHER SNAG: 
Why does The Times say that AMNESTY is  

“blaming and defaming the victims of aggression?” 
AMNESTY’s report blames – defames, if you want to put it that way - 
Ukraine’s armed forces, not Ukraine’s civilians. 
 

6 The Times says: 
“It is little wonder the group’s Ukraine office, which was not consulted, 
condemned these purported findings, while the Russian embassy in 
London eagerly reproduced them.” 

 
AND ANOTHER SNAG: 
As I said above – why did The Times publish an article that includes this 
fallacy?  The fallacy being, that AMNESTY reporting on something and Putin 
claiming the same something means AMNESTY are guilty – of something. 
 

7 The Times also says, that there is a good reason why Ukrainian armed forces 
are based in civilian areas.   
 
YET ANOTHER SNAG: 
Why hasn’t The Times - instead of publishing a hit piece about not only the 
charity’s report but the charity itself - explained why AMNESTY are wrong? 
 

8 The Times ends its article by saying that AMNESTY’s secretary general 
should resign – but even if she does, nothing can salvage AMNESTY’s 
reputation.  Oh, by the way, if you give money or time to AMNESTY 
International – The Times says you MUST STOP NOW.  The Times also says 
AMNESTY should cancel itself.   
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Why does The Times think people need it to tell them how to spend their 
money and their time? 
Why does The Times also think that, because a lot of people are upset about 
the findings of a human rights organisation, that organisation should close 
down?  Especially as one of those upset people - the head honcho in Ukraine 
- has been criticised.  Why does The Times not see the obvious conflict of 
interest here? 
 
Why is nobody - except AMNESTY International - prepared to make any 
criticism of the Ukrainian military? 
Why the distress, anger and pain in response to AMNESTY’s report?  Who 
has these feelings?  Aren’t shocked and horrified more appropriate feelings? 
 
Finally, why is AMNESTY suddenly the enemy?  Why the media witch hunt?   
Or could it be that there is nothing sudden about it?  Any human rights 
organisation, after all, is a thorn in the side of government.  AMNESTY 
International has blown the whistle on unlawful and immoral acts, not only by 
governments in other countries but by our own.  They have campaigned 
against surveillance and for free speech.   
The organisation has been in the UK government’s sights for a long time.  In 
2015, the UK government even spied on them, as AMNESTY reported in We 
need to know why the UK government spied on AMNESTY International.   
 
Could the Ukraine report be a convenient excuse for cancelling AMNESTY 
International?  Getting rid of a human rights organisation would be extremely 
helpful to anyone who is planning tyranny.   
 
Funny how a well-established media platform like The Times seems not to 
be concerned about this threat.   
Why might that be, I wonder? 
 
 

 CONNECT’S Maxim and Oath 
Connect is only interested in finding and sharing the TRUTH. 

In search of that TRUTH, we only pose questions – we have no answers. 
 

 By: Helen King 

 Source: CONNECT: Magazine 

2 LINK The Times: The Times view on AMNESTY International’s Ukraine 
report: Putin’s Propagandists 

2 LINK AMNESTY International: Ukraine: Ukrainian fighting tactics endanger 
civilians 

2 LINK Statement on publication of press release on Ukrainian fighting 
tactics 

3 LINK Rational Wiki: Association Fallacy 

8 LINK We need to know why the UK government spied on AMNESTY 
International 
 

https://www.amnesty.org.uk/blogs/yes-minister-it-human-rights-issue/why-uk-government-spying-amnesty-international-surveillance-gchq
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/blogs/yes-minister-it-human-rights-issue/why-uk-government-spying-amnesty-international-surveillance-gchq
https://www.connect-m3.com/magazine
https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/1a05d628-14e3-11ed-b5dc-213f5c972cc4?shareToken=8af946147c24c8852336ad0388d0ab99
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/08/ukraine-ukrainian-fighting-tactics-endanger-civilians/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2022/08/statement-on-publication-of-press-release-on-ukrainian-fighting-tactics/
https://rationalwiki.org/wiki/Association_fallacy
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/blogs/yes-minister-it-human-rights-issue/why-uk-government-spying-amnesty-international-surveillance-gchq
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 FURTHER READING 

 LINK NPR: Experts widely condemn AMNESTY International report alleging 
Ukrainian war crimes 

 LINK Spiked Online: AMNESTY International is victim-blaming Ukraine 

 LINK The Telegraph: AMNESTY is now utterly morally bankrupt 

 LINK AMNESTY International: Free Speech 

 LINK AMNESTY International: UK government Investigatory Powers Bill: 
Mass surveillance by another name 
 

 PLEASE DOWNLOAD AND SHARE THIS ARTICLE 

 

 
 Opportunity to join the CONNECT team and network 

 END 

 

 

 

https://www.npr.org/2022/08/06/1116179764/experts-widely-condemn-amnesty-international-report-alleging-ukrainian-war-crime?t=1660035381260
https://www.spiked-online.com/2022/08/08/amnesty-international-is-victim-blaming-ukraine/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2022/08/06/amnesty-now-utterly-morally-bankrupt/
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/issues/free-speech
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/blogs/ether/mass-surveillance-uk-investigatory-powers-bill-ipb
https://www.tetburyconnect-m3.com/connect-m3

