
 

 

Jallianwala Bagh (Amritsar) Massacre, 13th April, 1919 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

British soldiers shot and killed hundreds of unarmed people in India during a peaceful protest. 
The attack shocked the world, and many saw it as an act of cruelty. Britain has expressed regret 
but has never officially apologised. Some people think an apology would help acknowledge the 
injustice. The massacre led to stronger calls for India's independence. Today, it is remembered 
as one of the worst colonial atrocities. The protesters had gathered at Jallianwala Bagh, a 
public garden, to peacefully oppose British rule. The British officer, General Dyer, ordered 
soldiers to block the only exit and fire at the crowd without warning. Over 1,000 people were 
wounded or killed in less than 10 minutes, making it one of the bloodiest events in India's 
history. 

Campaign for a British Government Apology 

The campaign to secure a formal apology from the British government for the Amritsar Massacre 
has spanned decades and involved a range of people and approaches: 

• Indian Government & Diaspora Advocacy: Indian leaders and members of the British-
Indian diaspora (Indians living across the world) have consistently called for a formal 
apology. These calls intensified around centennial commemorations in 2019.  

• Parliamentary Debates: Some British MPs have raised the issue in Parliament. While 
Prime Ministers like Theresa May and David Cameron expressed "regret" and called the 
massacre a "shameful scar," they stopped short of issuing a formal apology. 

• Royal Visits: Queen Elizabeth II visited the Jallianwala Bagh memorial in 1997 and laid a 
wreath, which was seen as a symbolic gesture but not an apology.  

• Public Petitions: Campaigns online have gathered public support to pressure the UK 
government into acknowledging the atrocity with a formal apology.  

• Media & Academic Pressure: Several newspapers and magazines have kept the issue 
public, emphasizing the massacre’s brutality and its impact on India’s independence 
movement. 

The campaign remains ongoing, with many arguing that a formal apology would be a meaningful 
step toward historical justice and reconciliation. Some UK officials claim an apology could lead 
to demands for financial compensation. Others argue that a past government, not the current 
one, were responsible. 

 



 

 

Mau Mau Uprising (1950s) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

The Mau Mau rebellion was a fight against British rule in Kenya. The British army tortured and 
killed many people to stop the uprising. British forces set up detention camps, where Mau Mau 
fighters were starved, beaten, and tortured. Thousands of Kenyan villagers were forced into 
"protected villages", which were more like prison camps. Many innocent people were caught in 
the violence, as the British tried to crush the uprising. For years, the UK denied what happened, 
but later admitted some abuses. However, it has never given a full apology. Some survivors and 
historians still call for one. The events led to Kenya gaining independence in 1963. 

Campaign for a British Government Apology 

The campaign for justice and a formal apology for abuses during the Mau Mau Uprising was long 
and complex, involving legal, historical, and grassroots efforts: 

• Legal Action by Survivors: In 2009, the UK law firm Leigh Day filed claims on behalf of 
five elderly Kenyan survivors who had been tortured during the uprising. These test 
cases led to a broader campaign involving over 5,000 victims.  

• Historic Legal Victory: In 2012, the UK High Court ruled that the claims could proceed 
despite being decades old, rejecting arguments that responsibility lay with the Kenyan 
government.  

• Government Response: In 2013, UK Foreign Secretary William Hague issued a 
statement expressing regret and acknowledging the abuses. The UK agreed to pay £19.9 
million in compensation and fund a memorial in Nairobi, but stopped short of a full 
formal apology.  

• Role of Historians: Scholars like Caroline Elkins and David Anderson played a crucial 
role by uncovering hidden colonial records and providing evidence of systematic torture 
and abuse.  

• Public and Media Pressure: The case received widespread media coverage, and public 
opinion in both the UK and Kenya supported the survivors’ calls for justice. 

While the UK government acknowledged wrongdoing and provided compensation, many still 
argue that a full apology is necessary to truly recognize the scale and severity of colonial 
violence. The UK government has argued that colonial-era events are too distant to warrant an 
apology, and some officials fear an apology could lead to legal claims for reparations. 

 



 

 

Irish Famine (1845-1852) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

An 1849 depiction of Bridget O'Donnell and her two children during the famine                      
(Kilrush Poor Law Union) 



 

 

Millions of people in Ireland died or had to leave their country because of a terrible famine. The 
British government-controlled Ireland at the time but did very little to help. Some historians 
believe Britain could have saved many lives. Even today, people argue over whether Britain 
should apologise. The famine caused lasting pain for Irish people. It is remembered as a tragedy 
that changed Ireland forever. The famine was caused by potato blight, which ruined Ireland’s 
main food crop. While millions of Irish people starved, Britain continued exporting food from 
Ireland to England. The famine led to mass emigration, with many Irish families leaving for the 
US and Canada. 

Campaign for a British Government Apology 

Efforts to secure a formal apology from the British government for its role in the Irish Famine 
have been ongoing, with varying degrees of recognition and political sensitivity: 

• Tony Blair’s 1997 Statement: In June 1997, then-Prime Minister Tony Blair issued a 
statement expressing remorse for the British government's inaction during the famine. 
While not a full apology, it was widely interpreted in Ireland as a symbolic gesture of 
reconciliation, especially in the context of the Northern Ireland peace process.  

• Public and Scholarly Pressure: Historians and Irish political figures have long argued 
that British policies—particularly the adherence to laissez-faire economics and 
continued food exports from Ireland—exacerbated the famine. These arguments have 
fuelled calls for a more explicit apology.  

• Cultural and Memorial Campaigns: Irish diaspora communities, especially in the U.S. 
and Canada, have supported memorials and educational initiatives to raise awareness 
of the famine and Britain's role in it. These efforts often include calls for formal 
recognition and apology. 

• Debate Over Intent: Some British commentators and officials have resisted a full 
apology, arguing that the famine was a natural disaster worsened by poor governance 
rather than deliberate neglect. This has made the issue politically sensitive and 
unresolved  

• Symbolic Importance: For many in Ireland and the diaspora, a formal apology would 
serve as a powerful acknowledgment of historical suffering and a step toward healing 
long-standing wounds in Anglo-Irish relations. Others claim an apology could reopen 
historical tensions between Britain and Ireland. 



 

 

 


