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ANALYSIS

Peace or Prosperity?

IT has been the paradox of modern civilisation that peace and 
prosperity do not go together. A long spell of peace has usually 

meant unemployment, and sometimes falling wages to the mass 
of the people; while war,, or its immediate aftermath, has twice 
brought them a general improvement in the standard of life despite
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The EUROPEAN

the immense wastage of material. This situation is the main1 indict
ment of things as they, are which has evoked several forms of 
Socialist thought and challenge. It now seems likely that our 
present rulers may soon be faced with another such test. The 
Russian peace offensive as the English call it, or peace defensive 
as the Americans call it, is now in full swing. It may be interrupted 
by rough incidents if the West exults too much, just to show that 
the Soviets are not on the run, but it seems fairly certain that a 
permanent change has occurred in the long trend of Soviet policy. 
The only surprise is that it has been so long delayed; economic 
disintegration of the West was always such a much better card than 
economic integration by threat of a war which could only mean the 
final defeat of the Soviets if it ever occurred. Up to a certain 
point this protracted menace could have a practical purpose; the 
Soviets might well reckon that the “ internal contradictions of 
capitalism” would be assisted and accelerated if the customary 
shape of Western industry were twisted and deformed by an arma
ment programme which a sudden relaxation of tension could 
abruptly curtail. But the game was continued beyond reasonable 
calculation and has only ended after the elimination of an obstinate 
old man whose political life was packed with errors; Stalin’s post
war reputation was largely created by the timorous eulogies of his 
more weak minded opponents, and has now vanished with an 
unprecedented and even unjustified rapidity. As a result the real 
Soviet policy begins to be deployed, and the West is faced in many 
practical ways with the question posed in our first issue of March 
last: “ What happens if Russia abandons pressure in the West?”

The Economics of Peace

It is more than evident that no firm answer to that question yet 
exists; it is therefore the task of those with opportunities for 
thought to question those with the duty to act until clarity informs 
and inspires action. The only guidance yet given by the British 
Government came from the Chancellor introducing his budget, 
“ our economy, like our island climate is always exposed to changes 
in the world economic weather.” We reject utterly the weak and 
facile assumption that England and Europe must always be the 
helpless victims of outside forces—“ external factors ”—as Mr. 
Attlee used to call them—and that we can never win by skill and 
will the command of our own destiny in economic affairs. But at
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this stage we will confine ourselves to the first question, what 
guidance comes from the transatlantic weather god before which 
we prostrate ourselves? President Eisenhower vigorously probed 
the intentions of the Soviets and has to some extent wrested the 
diplomatic initiative from them, but even less economic light has 
so far come from America than the faint glint of the new British 
hope for a higher price of gold from the deity which controls both 
the weather and the money. This imposing power itself seems to 
be thrown into a considerable confusion by recent events, which 
goes far deeper than “ peace scares ” on Wall Street, and touches 
the long term plan of government.

The most reliable American commentators suggest that the 
United States administration is really surprised by the turn of events 
and has so far scarcely considered any policy to meet them. The 
evidence indicates that the American authorities expected a state 
of near war to continue indefinitely, with- the consequence that a 
permanent economic boom could be secured by necessary military 
expenditure, dirct and indirect. It is almost incredible that able men 
should so fail to read the mind and foresee the tactic of opponents, 
but miscalculation and lack of preparation for a new turn of events 
are always less surprising to anyone who has seen the working of 
governments. It seems further that the United States Government 
has miscalculated even within the limits of the basic assumption 
that Russian pressure would continue, because just as armament 
expenditure begins to reach its peak deflationary symptoms for the 
first time seriously impinge on the inflation which the Administra
tion was still preparing to fight; American production appears so 
great that it can carry armaments and yet produce sufficient surplus 
to initiate the classic depression. What happens then, if armament 
cuts are added to a slump which may already be developing? The 
new Republican majority was already pressing for reductions in 
military expenditure in a traditional drive for economy and lower 
taxes; the urge to reduce state expenditure, and consequently 
general purchasing power in a deflationary, situation, will draw 
greater impetus from a Russian move which was well designed, and 
is now well timed, to produce just this position. In these circum
stances President Eisenhower clutched at the straw of President 
Truman’s fourth point in his only reference to economics which 
approached the definite. How much of that tentative programme of 
world charity would survive in a Congress bent on economy and tax 
reduction and, also, freed from the immediate threat of war? Has
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the American administration yet considered even these elementary 
questions, concerning the practical effect of America thus equipping 
Russia’s allies or potential allies, which were expressed in our recent 
article on Bevanism? It is surprising if they have not, but odder 
things happen in politics; it would be stranger still if that pro
gramme long survived when such questions were asked during 
debate in the American Congress. Pending this decisive discussion 
Mr. Aneurin Bevan might be well advised to read the writings of 
Mr. Harold Wilson before announcing again that “ it is a humilia
tion for the British nation to continue in economic dependence on 
the U.S. ” as .this is precisely what the latter has proposed in yet 
greater degree as we showed in our study of this subject. It is 
perhaps too much to expect a “ coming Prime Minister ” any longer 
to incur the fatigue of examining the policy which his prospective 
Chancellor is busy working out for him.

The Budget: “ Sporting Knock” or £  Devaluation

It is against this sombre economic background that Mr. Butler 
went in for the “ sporting knock ” of his cricketing budget. He 
took risks because his budget is in essence inflationary. Seldom 
were even the comments of the daily press so directly at variance 
with the:.facts; the Daily Express, for instance, in a joyous front 
page long cartoon depicted a carefree Mr. Butler using his cricket 
bat to hit “ Mr. Rising Price ” pn the head. Whatever may be said 
for or against Mr. Butler’s budget it is not a blow at rising prices; 
it is the reverse because it is inflationary.

The inflationary element in the budget may. have been well cal
culated, and a strong case exists for the view on which it rests. But 
the fact must be faced that government borrowing and a remission 
of taxation are inflationary and therefore tend to raise prices and 
not to depress them. Prices may fall despite the budget on account 
of the world trend; that is clearly the opinion o f the Treasury with 
which it justifies the risk of an inflationary, or at any rate counter 
deflationary, budget. But to the exetent that it has any effect at 
all in face of he world movement the budget must incline rather to 
hold prices up than to allow them to fall. A glance at the figures 
shows this at once; Mr. Butler is budgetting for an overall deficit of 
£440 million. This sum will have to be borrowed by the govern
ment, and the process can only have an inflationary effect unless it is 
again balanced by the unlikely event of proportionate personal
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savings in a less favourable economic situation. In addition the 
reduction of taxation places the power to spend more in the hands 
of consumers; the Economist calculates that “ broadly speaking only 
one-third of Mr. Butler’s concession of actual revenue go to industry 
and to thrift and the other two-thirds to consumption.” It is there
fore a remarkable feat even for the daily press to recommend the 
budget on the grounds that it was a blow at rising prices. In fact 
the Chancellor has taken a gamble on world deflation setting in 
severely and an inflationary budget correcting its ill effects to some 
degree in these islands. If his figures are as badly calculated as 
they were last year he may get more inflation than he has bargained 
for, because this would mean a budget deficit of £900 million which 
would be remarkable even in these days of the Treasury spree which 
must turn Mr. Gladstone in his grave with a monotonous regularity. 
But such figures are trivial in relation to questions concerning the 
trend of trade; the export situation rather than budget figures will 
settle more than the political life of Mr. Butler and his government. 
If the terms of trade do not change substantially Mr. Butler’s cal
culation of a mildly inflationary budget with incentives to higher 
production may turn out to be quite shrewd; the only criticism then 
would be that the incentives were not very well designed or directed. 
But such matters are scarcely worth discussing in relation to the major 
risk that he is running. If Britain develops a considerable adverse 
balance of payments on top of an internal inflation a disaster might 
occur quite rapidly. It is precisely this danger which may arise 
quickly in a world deflationary, movement, because the chief pro
ducing countries will be impelled to dump on international markets 
the surpluses they can no longer absorb at home. In such conditions 
Britain is in the most vulnerable position, because she is chiefly 
dependent on foreign markets and cannot cut costs in that com
petition to the extent of countries which have a smaller margin of 
total production for disposal abroad. In these circumstances a bud
get in England Which inflated costs while others were deflating costs 
might assist catastrophe; as Professor Paish not long ago observed: 
“ to continue in inflation after the rest of the world has stopped is 
the surest way of having an adverse balance of payment.” We start 
this period with the March trade returns printed by the Financial 
Times under the heading “ Exports still stagnant ” and a long list 
of bank reviews of increasing export difficulties. The Banker before 
the budget expressed the hope that the government would not be 
persuaded “ to misuse the present breathing space, and to leave the
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economy in such an unhealthy state that it would be unable to ride 
out the dangers of even a slight recession in America.” It added that 
a recession in America “ may be nearer than most observers like to 
think ” and adduced detailed evidence for this conclusion. As the 
“ world economic weather ” to which Mr. Butler feels himself so 
subject depends almost entirely upon the economic state of 
America, many normal opponents of banking opinion may find 
themselves in agreement with this view so long as we are compelled 
to live in a system which exposes us to these tempests.

It is a moment for caution, when the Russian peace drive and 
the prospect of armament cuts are added to the incipient tendencies 
of American depression which already existed. It is not an occasion 
to inflate British costs when competitive costs may shortly suffer a 
sudden and extreme deflation. To be caught in that position by 
such a development might make inevitable a considerable devalua
tion of the pound. The bat of Butler would not then be judged 
quite so straight in county circles.

Soviet Objectives: Economic and Diplomatic

The scene changes from war to power economics and dynamic 
diplomacy in a new form of struggle. It seems clear that the Soviets 
will now play their strongest cards. What are they? We believe 
that they are not only a relaxation of pressure in the west, but, also, 
an increase of pressure in the east as we suggested in our first 
number of March last. The reason is that the first move disintegrates 
Western power and the second move integrates Soviet power. The 
disintegration of Western power is to be achieved by the break up 
of the economic system of America and the winning of sympathy, in 
the key countries of Western Europe; the diplomatic even precedes 
the economic consequence of peace because it is more immediate 
and can, also, be decisive.

Russian-American Contest for Germany

We make no apology for continually introducing the subject of 
Germany, because the question whether the German people turn to 
the West or to Russia may decide the fate of the world. It is only 
in Britain that this fact appears to be ignored by deliberate policy; 
both the struggling giants of America and Russia are fully conscious 
of i t  The Americans are aware of it because they possess a  practical
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business sense which can weigh and appraise realities: the Russians 
have a tradition of trained and directed thinking which Lenin long 
ago concentrated on the decisive importance of Germany. The 
French for clear historical reasons are oppressed by the presence of 
Germany to a point which is almost obsessive. The British Foreign 
Office alone touches this question in a mood of irresponsible pre
judice which has no more sense of the relation between matches 
and gunpowder than has a petulant child. The coming situation, 
like the approach of death to Dr. Johnson, may “ concentrate the 
mind there is no doubt that the loss of Germany can mean death, 
but there is a well founded doubt whether a mind at present exists 
in British official circles. (This deficiency was to a large extent made 
good by the Prime Minister when he recently observed, in a clash 
with Shinwell and company pn the question of Germany, that if 
hate continued the peace would be lost.) Hitherto, the struggle 
for the life and soul of Germany lhas been left to the two non- 
European powers of Russia and America; while Britain, the des
tined mediator in European differences, stood aside in a  position 
which was at best negative, and at worst destructive of European 
unity.

The relevant question is whether America or Russia is likely to 
prevail in a decisive struggle which has passed from the military to 
the political sphere. Each side has a strength and a weakness: 
Russia wants the neutrality of Germany within the Oder-Niesse line, 
while America wants the integration of Germany into the Western 
defence system but appears ready to support some restoration of 
her true frontiers. The majority of Germans on the whole prefer to be 
neutral and to avoid fighting in a Russian-American quarrel, at any 
rate until they see ini -that clash something nearer to their own hearts. 
On the other hand no Germans outside the tiny Communist Party 
are prepared to accept for ever the present frontiers. Russia cannot 
permit German expansion in the east without risking the whole 
structure of her satellite powers; America cannot leave Germany 
outside the fighting line unless America and the rest of the West 
are ready to make a greater effort in a possible war than has yet 
been envisaged. It is intrinsically harder for Russia to make Poland 
accept a  new German frontier than it is for the combined West to 
contribute sufficient armoured divisions for their defence without 
German participation. But there is a danger that the concentrated 
power of the Soviets will get most results when necessity urges. 
In such conditions, the firm refusal of Mr. Dulles to accept the
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present enslavement of East,Germany and Central Europe is the 
strongest factor in winning the political struggle; this is, perhaps, 
the reason why he has been attacked with such special venom. 
Certain Europeans may find his hand heavy on various occasions, 
but it seems on the whole to be a straight and honest hand which is 
not afraid to grip the nettle of reality. At a time when there is 
more than' a suspicion that some European statesmen are prepared 
for a sell out in Central Europe, it is fortunate that an American 
statesman is pressing the Soviets for necessary concessions in return 
for what they ask. The Western hurry; to repudiate another “ un
conditional surrender ” is a welcome but belated recognition of past 
follies, but it can go to the other extreme of giving everything and 
asking nothing. We are all prepared to give a lot for peace, but 
we demand in return the full freedom of all our European peoples. 
We will not betray them and, if we did, we should deserve the 
traitor’s fate of losing our European life in the despair of the Ger
man and Central European peoples, which could only result in the 
final victory of Communism.

European Army or German Neutrality

The eastern lands can now be regained for Europe without any 
question of war by a strong and skilful political direction. We 
are faced with a period of peace but of acute political struggle. The 
moral position of the Soviets before the peoples of the world will 
become indefensible in peace conditions if they resist reiterated 
demands for political freedom and free elections throughout these 
areas. Success without war requires only, a modicum of political 
skill on the part of the West, but it would be assisted by the partici
pation of some who have experience of beating the Communists on 
their own ground. To prevail in the struggle for European free
dom may not be so difficult as at first appears because it might 
even suit the Soviets to establish between themselves and Western 
power a large buffer area which was controlled by neither side; 
particularly if it were neutral and disarmed as they are sure to 
propose. Firstly this would obviate a military clash in the West 
which they know they would lose in the end. Secondly such a 
neutral region could constitute a great economic threat to the West, 
because its competitive production on world markets would not 
be burdened by armament costs. Stalin’s last writings would to 
some extent be implemented; after the loss of Russia, China and
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other world markets, he desired Western capitalism to be exposed 
to an intense competition on the remaining markets which, he 
suggested, might even be organised by Russia herself. No better 
instrument could exist for this purpose than a liberated and unified 
Germany, within a central European system which had some com
mercial contact with Russia in barter arrangements, but would dump 
its surplus industrial production unburdened by armament charges 
on the remaining markets of world capitalism. The Russian 
economy is insulated from such shocks and has only internal back
wardness and lack of productive power to fear: it has a vested 
interest in external chaos. Many German business men might also 
be tempted by the prospect of a unified central European economy 
which could enter world markets without the burdens of their com
petitors. Timid minds in the West may shrink from such prospects 
of freedom and prefer that Eastern Europe should remain the slave 
of Russia rather than become the competitor of America. Such 
lack of decision and creative power would deserve the doom which 
it would incur. These dangers are not reasons for frustrating the 
natural ambitions of the German people for union, freedom and 
prosperity, because such negation would only increase the danger 
by driving them body and soul to Communism. On the contrary 
they are reasons for wresting the initiative from Russia and per
suading the German people to integrate themselves into a European 
system within which they can win the place which their abilities 
and service could deserve. Such a system, based on a Euro- 
African economy, could contain within its own borders both the 
raw materials and the markets which are requisite to free not only 
Germany but the whole of Europe from the necessity of becoming 
a competitive menace to the American economy. With such 
measures we could give the Germans something to fight for if war 
occurred; and the fact that America,wanted Germans in a European 
army would not then be an argument for Russia but an attraction 
towards the West. It is not a crime for a German or anyone else to 
ask the question: if I  am to fight, what am I to fight for?

Which Germans Can Be Trusted ?

The paradox in this matter is that the most trustworthy are at 
present least trusted in either political or military battle with Com
munism. The only serious argument for this standpoint is that the 
rank and file of Fascism and Communism have proved very easily
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interchangeable. In particular, many, of the best street leaders of 
the pre-war Fascist and National Socialist Movements were gained 
from the ranks of Communism and very few of them ever reverted; 
it was mostly a one-way traffic. The reasons were that both these 
creeds appealed to the more dynamic characters among the working 
class who desire drastic change, but in Western Europe it was a 
matter of historic experience that the black or brown proved 
stronger than the red. In the absence of any more vigorous alter
native than the present leadership of the West, Communism now 
tends sooner or later to recruit all such types. In  the hierarchy of 
leadership, on the contrary, there was never any interchange between 
Fascism and Communism; we are unaware of a single proved 
example. The interchange of fairly prominent figures occurred 
between Democracy, and Communism, e.g. Mr. Whitaker Chambers 
on the one hand and members of the British Foreign Office Staff 
and Mr. Alger Hiss on the other. In terms of proved experience the 
excluded leaders of National Socialist and Fascist movements (we 
refer to those who were relatively young and free from accusations 
of war crimes) have turned out to be the most reliable people when 
it comes to a political or military struggle against Communism, and 
they certainly have by far the greatest political experience of that 
strife. The pursuit of this argument may lead us to the disturbing 
conclusion- that in a long political tussle with Bolshevism it will be 
necessary largely to empty both the British Foreign- Office and the 
gaols of Germany, if we are to rely on those who have provided 
some evidence of their faith by fighting and suffering for it. Such 
a proposal in its entirety may be considered top radical, and is cer
tainly premature, but we should start thinking in terms of reality; 
there may not be much time left.

The Habit of Humbug

The unfortunate impression of foreigners that ,the British capacity 
for humbug is inexhaustible was not dissipated by a Parliamentary 
reply on 1 April last. The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs was reported in the D aly Telegraph as saying that a certain 
Captain Navarro was visited on 5 March in a Persian goal by a 
member of the Swiss Legation, after the Persian authorities had 
detained him for several months and “ had not indicated when the 
preliminary investigation would be completed.” Representations 
were then forwarded through the Swiss “ that this lengthy detention
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without trial was contrary to the generally accepted practices of 
civilised states.” . . .  As Dr. Naumann was at that time not only 
held in prison without trial but incommunicado by the Foreign 
Office, he could not solicit Swiss aid to inquire in what particular 
the practices and civilisation of the Foreign Office at present differ 
from those prevailing in Persia. The habit of humbug in official 
circles, and the appearance of seeking the advantages but avoiding 
the responsibilities of European union, incur an odium on the Con
tinent of Europe which is neither deserved nor understood by the 
British people.

Pressure in the East

The Soviet relaxation of pressure in the West is working rapidly; 
what are the prospects of increasing pressure in the East? The 
recent warning of Mr. Chester Bowles, American Ambassador to 
India, throws some light on this question; British newspaper readers 
have not been permitted to read much of it. If the general line of 
the Soviets is peace and the political disintegration of their 
opponents, we may expect that small overt wars like that in Korea 
will be terminated in favour of the relaxation of military tension 
and consequent economic and political opportunity for Com
munism. At what point in the East would the new political pressure 
then be applied? India was the old dream of the Czars and remains 
the easiest and most desirable objective of Russian Communism. 
This conclusion is reinforced by the American Ambassador’s 
report: “ Indian Communists and fellow travellers and Chinese 
visitors are doing a disturbingly effective job of selling China as a  
new land of milk and honey . . .  Soviet Russia, temporarily blocked 
in Europe, is likely to concentrate heavily on Asia in the next few 
years, with India as the logical number one target” He stated also 
that the “ Indian chances for survival as an independent country 
friendly to the United States are only slightly better than fifty-fifty.” 
[As we go to press Mr. Foster Dulles journeys to the danger point.] 
The reasons for this situation were clearly set out by Mr. Malcolm 
MacDonald who has long held office as Commissioner-General in 
South-East Asia, in a pamphlet with the most soothing title which 
has calmed and re-assured the British people since his father Mr. 
Ramsay. MacDonald used to address the House of Commons in the 
happy days of “ up and u p ”; it is called “ Healing Thoughts”. 
Mr. MacDonald writes: “ The British Government in particular
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teach Colonial peoples the same philosophy taught at home. In 
India and elsewhere Britain has spread Western ideas of Liberalism, 
of political freedom and democracy; in fact she has spread the very 
doctrines which eventually caused the present revolution.” Exactly 
—and the rest is Communism. How brief a period has elapsed 
between the completion of that policy and the American Am
bassador’s report that the Indian chances <jf surviving Communism 
are only slightly better than fifty-fifty. It has not taken long to 
reap the harvest of the Attlee-Mountbatten sowing.

Is India Going Communist?

What will America and Britain do in this contingency? Will 
they fight for India who will not fight for them? They are unlikely 
to be given the opportunity for such a clear cut decision. It is 
very unlikely that the Communists will operate in India in the style 
of the Korean war; tactics so crude are unlikely to be necessary. 
They will reckon that India will fall into their hands by internal 
revolution as the Indian Government fails to meet its economic 
problems. Military intervention by Britain or America will then be 
represented as a brutal aggression of external imperialists to 
suppress the people’s will. America may try an early application 
of President Truman’s “ fourth point” doctrine to forestall India’s 
collapse into Communism. If this aid to an incompetent govern
ment fails to have the desired effect, it will merely equip better a 
Communist India as an ally of Soviet Russia. Such are the 
dilemmas with which the betrayal of India by Britain’s old parties 
have confronted the Western world. It is only fair to add that the 
present Prime Minister at least resisted this insanity until he became 
the prisoner of the Conservative party machine.

Pakistan and the Arab World

In this situation, will the British government continue to support 
India against Pakistan, the unreliable against the faithful, and the 
doomed against the vital? Shall we continue to alienate the whole 
Moslem and Arab world for the sake of Mr. Nehru?. That 
champion of freedom and democracy has subjected Pakistan to an 
inhuman pressure in the joint water arrangements which the Mount- 
batten scuttle left in a state of indecision and confusion. Britain’s 
influence has been almost entirely on Nehru’s side by reason of the
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powerful political friendships he commands in this country. Are 
we now ready to throw the good of Arabia after the bad of 
Hinduism into the bankruptcy of Communism? If so, the reper
cussions will be endless, because they can touch not only Pakistan 
but the whole of the Middle and Near East. We contend that 
England cannot afford so to lose the sympathy of the Arabs; they 
are a sister people and on moral and material grounds should be 
assisted as natural allies of the West in the struggle for independence 
against Communism. At no point do Arab and European interests 
clash except in North Africa, where French, Spanish and potential 
Italian interests are concerned. If the choice were forced upon us 
in that region- we should unhesitatingly support the French position 
because we believe that this bridge between Europe and Africa must 
be held firmly in European hands, and in- general principle we place 
European solidarity before everything else. But over the whole of 
the rest of this great area Europeans should be prepared to support 
Arab freedom and independence with their whole strength; in that 
event surely accommodation could be reached at a relatively restric
ted point when, goodwill is restored with a sister people.

Europeans need the Arabs and the Arabs need us. We would 
not sell them and the heritage of our common civilization for a mess 
of Nehru pottage, even if that statesman were a good deal firmer in 
his friendship to the British and European peoples. Still less are 
we disposed to antagonise friends in order to propitiate Mr. Nehru 
when we read that he has recently been entertaining “ Mr. Joseph 
Nurumbi, Secretary-General of the Kenya African Union, whose 
President, Mr. Jomo Kenyetta has just been sentenced, along with 
six other members of the Union, to seven years’ penal servitude.” 
We are further informed in the press that Mr. Nurumbi is now “ the 
official guest of the Indian Government, his purpose being to find 
out how much help and guidance India can give to Africans in their 
fight against the whites.” Nehru’s interventions in South Africa’s 
affairs are well known; he may do real damage before he himself 
succumbs—to Communism. It is no surprise that Mr. Bevan 
recently journeyed to India to contribute his little quota of mischief. 
The British statesmen and functionaries who created the Kerensky 
position in India performed a singular disservice to their country, 
Europe, and the world.
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Africa: Do we want a Second India?

In Africa too, the process described by Mr. Malcolm MacDonald 
goes apace: “ Britain has spread the very doctrines which caused 
the present revolution.” The British press shows a certain modesty 
in reporting the results in Africa: perhaps it is now understood in 
some quarters that the loss of these raw material producing terri
tories, which are now our chief dollar earners, can bring the crash 
of the sterling area in present conditions. We have to study the 
American press for any serious account of what is going on in this 
region apart from the .paeans of thanksgiving in such papers as 
The New Statesman and Nation at further progress in the liquida
tion of British Empire. This journal and the New York Herald 
Tribune have lately supplied most information on this process in 
West Africa. Referring to the resignation of four members from 
the Nigerian Central Government in its issue of 11 April the New 
Statesman and Nation reported “ Chief Thomas ” as saying, “ It 
is no longer necessary for us to stay, and work with people whose 
intentions are to be guided by those who have vested interests in 
the prolongation of British rule.” This weekly added with apparent 
admiration “ behind these resignations—the sense of which is that 
Nigeria Should have self-government by 1956—there is visible the 
brain of Mr. Obafemi Awolowo, leader of the action group in the 
western region.” The New York Herald Tribune threw further 
light on the subject in its issue of 20 April 1953. It reported Mr. 
Kwamo Nkrumah, Prime Minister of the Gold Coast, as saying: 
“ He would not be satisfied until he had attained complete self rule 
within the British Commonwealth” : he had long “ favoured a 
scheme for a united states of West Africa.” The New York Herald 
Tribune also contained the following passage: “ Although super
ficially most of the ferment in Africa seems to be in British terri
tories, Mr. Kwamo Nkrumah said, other colonies contained more 
nationalism than appears on the surface. ‘ You will be surprised,’ 
he remarked, ‘ at die number of Africans who come and go from 
other countries. They come here, take a  quiet look and go home 
with new ideas to spread among their people . . . ’ Mr. Nkrumah 
believes that once a few African colonies have gained their inde
pendence there will be no stopping the African upsurge.” So, 
British rule in Africa is proving not only a blessing to itself but to 
all other European countries who have interest in neighbouring 
territories; at this rate our general European popularity will go 
from strength to strength.
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In the search for an elementary, clarity of thought we do not 
at this stage ask for agreement or disagreement, we only ask if 
the consequences of this policy are realised. Is it understood that 
the raw materials already being produced in these colonies alone 
enable the British economy to continue without an immediate 
crash. The reason is that even in boom conditions we find it diffi
cult to sell sufficient British manufactures in open competition on 
the world markets to pay for essential imports, and in slump con
ditions we may find it quite impossible. On the other hand it is 
relatively easy to sell colonial raw materials on foreign markets in 
present boom conditions, and in any circumstances of the forsee- 
able future there will be some demand for them, even if it be 
reduced below the present level. In fact the production of the 
colonies is now carrying Britain on its back. We are not for the 
moment discussing whether this is right or wrong; we are only 
asking for a fact to be faced. If anyone is further interested in this 
subject we would ask him to study the trade figures for himself and, 
also, Professor Mead’s letter to the Times, quoted in our last issue, 
which showed the ease with which this area could desert the sterling 
and join the dollar system. We would add that it is a great deal 
more likely in practice that it would join the Communist system 
instead, because the Communists have much more experience of 
propaganda among backward peoples and owing to the errors of 
recent administration these regions are already “ ripe”. Are 
Britain and America then to intervene and re-enter these countries 
by force; thus tearing to shreds every principle on which British 
policy is supposed to rest? We shall ask that these principles be 
tom up now while there is time, and a sane and constructive policy 
designed which can be a workable and humane alternative to a 
policy which any study of the facts will reveal to be madness.

Apartheid and the Archbishop

We have already suggested that two alternative and constructive 
policies are available to the peoples of the West. The first is for a 
union of the European people, in the full sense of Europe a 
Nation, which will apply something like the French system through
out Africa. This would give the Negro minority in a combined 
Euro-African political system full equality of citizenship, while 
reserving by natural right of superior numbers full control to the 
white majority. The other policy is a real division of the white and
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black peoples in Africa by a true concept of apartheid. We do not 
mean the distortion of the apartheid policy which involves residen
tial segregation and economic exploitation of black by white: black 
ghettos under white bosses. We mean the real apartheid policy 
which has been much associated with the name of Mr. Pirow and 
involves the division of the peoples into two independent but 
friendly nations. The intervention of the Archbishop of Canter
bury in this dispute was particularly happy when he said: “ if 
it were entire separation—two separate countries with separate cul
tures and customs and government, there would be much to be said 
for it.” This is exactly what is meant by the real protagonists of 
apartheid. Where are the difficulties apart from such squalid little 
obstacles as the desire of various vested interests for cheap black 
labour instead of expensive white labour? When we begin to 
break down the problem statistically, the enterprise seems tiny in 
relation to our potential resources; as usual it is only the will and 
unity which is lacking to the sleeping giant of Europe. At a very 
rough preliminary estimate a three to four per cent emigration 
from Western Europe alone could entirely replace the Negro labour 
force of South Africa, provided the government of that country 
were ready to accept sufficient approved immigrants. If they were 
assisted by capital equipment and machinery it is conceivable that 
one skilled white could at least do the work of three blacks who 
have no comparable mechanical aid. In that case the emigration of 
one per cent should be sufficient. Another one per cent of white 
emigration should go a long way. to found the economy of the 
pooled colonies of European Africa in mechanised raw material 
production. Many problems would still remain; mass migration 
of white and black; initial construction such as housing; failures 
when risks had to be taken owing to the urgency of action; the 
probable necessity, to retain joint control of some tropical zones 
where the whites could not do without some black labour and the 
blacks could not produce without white help: (a lesser problem if 
the independence and dignity of two nations were first established): 
of course there will be problems; there is no life without problems: 
and at present no survival without surmounting great difficulties. 
But what are they in relation to such efforts of the European will as 
the last war evoked on both sides? If we put one fraction of the 
effort into unity and peace that was put into war, the African 
problem could be solved, and with it the relatively trivial question 
of the European balance of payments. The flood of new raw
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materials supply, and the answering demand for capital equipment 
and manufactured goods could wash the artificialities of this age 
of failure into an insignificant backwater of history. Easier said 
than done will say. the critics—and with some force; but has inertia 
always reason?

We are well aware that we are dealing simply with the initial 
crudities of a new policy. Time and resources for close considera
tion are required before we can bring it to detailed debate. We can 
then challenge our opponents to  show whether this matter is more 
difficult than all the complex exertions of war. In any case it is 
evident already that the amount of material required is not so great. 
When we begin again to speak of surplus production is it not clear 
that will and energy alone are lacking to this achievement? In this 
enterprise there is no foreign enemy to stop us—only man’s old 
enemy the force of nature over which his victory has been progres
sive, and now accelerates. The fault really lies in nothing except 
ourselves that we are not only “ underlings ” but very possibly 
doomed. Give to our lost continent will, union and spirit, and our 
Europe can yet win this new world. If Europe is really too old, 
tired, prejudiced and bitter to consider such action, let us at least 
question what is now happening until we get the truth. If we 
refuse to live, let us at least face the facts of death.

EUROPEAN.

THE KREMLIN BETRAYED BY ITS OWN

A SPECIAL chapter in The Principles o f Leninism by Stalin 
explains what a communist party is. Several convergent 

definitions are given : ‘ vanguard of the working class’, * detach
ment of the working class’, ‘ higher form of proletariat class 
organisation ’ . . .

These definitions are theoretical. How, for instance, can the 
communist parties of China, Mongolia, Uzbekistan, Kazakhistan 
or Albania be the vanguard of an urban proletariat that does not 
exist ?
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There is good reason therefore to think that the theoretical 
definitions propounded by Stalin twenty years ago are now out of 
date. These old formulae are best replaced by a new one more 
consistent with the history of the various communist parties under 
stalinist direction — the history of these parties as they themselves 
record it. Every communist party, on the evidence supplied by 
itself, is essentially an institution o f permanent self-betrayal.

This does not mean betrayal in the national and traditional 
sense of the word. Every communist party, as a faithful tool 
of Moscow, has to execute orders that run counter to the interests 
of the country in which it works. The unconditional obedience 
due to the Kremlin constantly obliges militant communists to 
betray the ‘ land of their birth ’ for the benefit of the ‘ workers’ 
fatherland ’. But this is not the aspect of Stalinism to be discussed 
here.

If it is true that the bourgeois system produces the greatest 
communist heroes, it is even truer that the stalinist system perverts 
these heroes and turns them into traitors.

There is no exception to this rule. No matter where the com
munist party may be, whether in Russia, Brazil, Albania or Germany, 
the ‘ traitors ’ in it must be ‘ unmasked,’ and as long as there are 
communist parties there will be communist traitors. No position 
in the stalinist hierarchy is secure from contamination, and the 
higher the position, the greater the treason and the more exemplary 
the punishment. The death sentence is the recognition awarded 
by the stalinist system to those who have directed the setting up 
of communist rule in a country. The example of the ‘ people’s 
democracies’ proves that this is a constant phenomenon. Far 
from attenuating the phenomenon, the developing stalinist system 
only extends and accelerates it.

Although this phenomenon seems paradoxical at first sight, 
closer examination reveals it as the most characteristic and the 
most important of all the paradoxes inherent in the functioning 
of the stalinist machine. Here we have the very kernel of the system 
in which, according to Stalin, ‘ man is the most valuable capital ’. 
This aphorism, now reapplied and used in communist propaganda, 
should be restored to its first and authentic meaning. The ‘ man - 
whom Stalin identified as ‘ the most valuable capital,’ was commun’ 
ist man and in particular members of the organisation, responsible 
militants and the Party cadres. Now, this ‘ most valuable capital ’ 
is the capital that deteriorates most quickly and most constantly,
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squandered by the system in its endless purges, purifications, 
convictions and liquidations.

This is the gravest of all the insurmountable contradictions 
inherent in Stalinism ; it is well worth detailed examination.

I.
In the U.S.S.R.

The life of every communist leader has two phases :
1. He is first lauded as one of the most valiant of fighters in 

the world revolution.
2. He is denounced as a traitor and liquidated.
This is not an interpretation ; it is explicit in the official 

documents of stalinist history and politics. The same evolution 
can be seen in the various branches of the ruling group in the 
U.S.S.R., as could be seen outside Russia before the war in the 
Komintern and can be seen to-day in the Kominform.

This same evolutionary process can be observed in the case of 
every communist leader. Those who have not yet reached the 
second phase, have no guarantee that they will not become traitors 
in due course ; on the contrary, the example of their predecessors 
shows all too clearly that no one — whatever his position, his 
attitude of mind, his services to the stalinist cause and the honours 
conferred on him by the Kremlin — is exempt from this trans
formation. Experts and cretins, machiavels and enthusiasts, all 
fall victim at last without distinction of person. It happens all 
the time. Stalin alone was the exception to the rule.

In the Soviet Politburo

The name of Zinoviev used to be the very symbol of the struggle 
for world revolution ; he was the first President of the Communist 
International during Lenin’s lifetime.

This is what was said of him in the Complete Works of Lenin, 
published in 1921 by the Russian Bolshevik Party :

“  G. Zinoviev, bom in 1883 in the province of Poltava. Studied 
at the University of Berne where in 1904 he organised a bolshevik 
group. After the revolution of 1905, returned to Russia and 
was intensely active in the organisation of the Party in Petrograd. 
Took part in the Party Congress in London in 1907 where he 
joined the Central Committee, of which he remains a member
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to-day. After the Congress, continued political work in Petro- 
grad, where he was arrested in 1908. Escaped abroad, where 
in close collaboration with Lenin, he took part in the direction 
of the Party, while engaged in editing the Social-Democrat, 
the central organ of the Party. At the beginning of April 1917, 
returned with Lenin to Russia and after the July insurrections 
went underground on the orders of the Party. Now President 
of the Soviet of Petersburg and President of the Executive Com
mittee of the Communist International.” (vol. XIV, p. 501.)

Such was Zinoviev while Lenin was alive.
Now Zinoviev has become a traitor.
Everyone in the Communist International is agreed on the 

matter, including . Zinoviev himself who confessed at his tr ia l :

“ We have betrayed the Party to which we belong-----  I
wish to repeat that I confess my guilt completely and without 
reservation.. . .  My deficient Bolshevism turned to anti- Bolshe- 
ism and, via Trotskyism, I  have come to Fascism.”*

In the official History o f the Communist Party (b) o f  the U.S.S.R. 
(Moscow 1949) compiled under the direction of Stalin, we find, 
on the subject of Zinoviev and his friends :

“ Moral decadence, monstrous policy, cowardice and the 
vilest treachery masked under hypocritical protestations of 
loyalty to the Party — that is what the Moscow trial of 1936 
revealed among these men. They had become the agents and 
contemptible lackeys of Germano-Japanese fascists.”

Bukharin, in the same edition of the Complete Works of Lenin 
(vol. XIV, p. 513), appeared thus :

“ Born in 1889. Studied at the University of Moscow, worked 
in the organisation of the Party and became member of the 
local Committee. In 1911, was deported to the province of 
Arkangelsk having been sentenced to three years’ imprisonment.
But escaped abroad. Worked with Lenin in Cracow___  During
the imperialist war, arrested and expelled from Switzerland, 
he went to America, whence he returned to Russia and became 
while in exile in 1917 a member of the Committee for the Moscow 
region. At the Sixth Party Congress, in July 1917, joined the 
Central Committee of which he remains a member. Editor-in- 
chief of Pravda and member of the Executive Committee of the 
Komintem.”

In the 1938 trial, Bukharin claims that he is a traitor :

* Trial of the Trotskyite-Zinovievite terrorist group, Moscow, 1936.
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“ Comrade President and comrade judges, I fully agree with 
the comrade prosecutor as to the importance of this trial, un
veiling as it does our villainous crimes, crimes perpetrated by the 
block of rightists and trotskyites of which I was a leader and for 
all of whose activity I claim responsibility.. . .  This trial, which 
is the culmination of a series of other trials, unveils all the 
crimes, the treacherous activity, historical meaning and root of 
our struggle against the Party and the Soviet Government.. . .
I should receive the maximum penalty, and I  agree with the 
comrade Prosecutor who has frequently repeated that I  am on 
the threshold of death.” (Trial, pp. 814-815.)

The speech for the prosecution, made by Vishinsky, Prosecutor 
General of the Supreme Tribunal of the U.S.S.R., did no more 
than repeat the accusations that Bukharin levelled against himself. 
They are to be found in the stalinist History o f the Communist 
Party (b) o f the V.S.S.R. (pp. 384-85).

“ The trials establish that these sweepings of the human 
race (Bukharin and Rykov) had, from the first days of the 
October Revolution, been plotting with the enemies of the 
people Trotsky, Zinoviev and Kamenev against Lenin, against
the Party, against the Soviet State___  All these crimes and
those that spring from them had been perpetrated over a period 
of twenty years, as now becomes apparent, with the complicity 
and under the direction of Trotsky, Zinoviev, Kamenev, Bukharin, 
Rykov and their agents, on the orders of foreign bourgeois 
espionage services. The trials reveal that the Bukharinite 
monsters, on the orders of their patrons, the bourgeois espionage 
services, had made it their aim to destroy the Party and the 
Soviet State, undermine the security of the country, facilitate 
foreign military intervention, prepare the defeat of the Red 
Army, dismember the U.S.S.R., hand over the Soviet Far Eastern 
military province to the Japanese, Soviet Bielorussia to the Poles, 
the Soviet Ukraine to the Germans, to blot out the conquests 
of the industrial and kolkhoz workers, and to restore capitalist
slavery in the U.S.S.R___  These pitiful lackeys of Fascism
had forgotten that the Soviet people need only to move a little 
finger for all trace of them to vanish ! The Soviet Tribunal 
condemned the Bukharinite and Trotskyite monsters to be shot. 
The People’s Commissariat of the Interior executed the sentence. 
The Soviet people approved the crushing of the Bukharinite 
Trotskyite gang and passed to other business.”

Other members of Lenin’s Politburo disappeared in similar 
disgrace : Kamenev, who during Lenin’s lifetime was President 
of the Soviet of Moscow, was condemned to death with Zinoviev 
in 1936, Vishinsky prosecuting ; Rykov, Lenin’s Vice-President of
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the Council for Labour and Defence and a member of the Central 
Committee from 1906, perished with Bukharin ; Trotsky, accused 
of every variety of treason and a fugitive outside the U.S.S.R., 
was constantly hounded by bolshevik killers who finally succeeded 
in murdering him in Mexico in 1940 ; Tomsky killed himself in 
1937 while held in the prisons of the Soviet State.

Stalin alone survived of all the members of the Politburo set 
up by Lenin in 1919. Apart from Lenin, who died of illness, 
all the members of the first Politburo were turned into traitors 
and murdered by Stalin.

This is the most important and most characteristic phenomenon 
in the evolution of the leaders of the Bolshevik Party since 1919.

In the Soviet Central Committee
The Politburo did not exist until 1919. Before that, and theo

retically even now, the guiding organ of the Party was the Central 
Committee, renewed at each Congress. During Lenin’s lifetime 
the Congress met more or less regularly once a  year.

The first election of a Central Committee to take place on Russian 
soil and not clandestinely was held at the National Party Con
ference (with congressional powers) in April 1917, after the 
overthrow of the Imperial Government. It consisted of nine 
members: three died of apparently natural causes (Lenin, Sverdlov 
and Volguine) : five were liquidated as traitors : Milioutine, 
Modowi, Smilga, Zinoviev and Kamenev. Only one survived : 
Stalin.

*  *  *

The first Party Congress to meet freely on Russian soil, in July 
1919, ‘ elected ’ administrative and assistant members to the 
Central Committee. Of them, five died of apparently natural 
causes; two were murdered by terrorists ; fifteen were liquidated 
as traitors; Stalin alone survived.

* * *

Of the Committee ‘ elected ’ in March 1918 by the Vllth Congress, 
seven died of apparently natural causes or accident and twelve 
were liquidated as traitors. Stalin was the sole survivor of the 
Central Committee of 1918.

The VQIth Congress met in March 1919. The principal speakers

24



THE KREMLIN BETRAYED B Y  ITS OW N

were Lenin, Zinoviev, Bukharin and Sokolnikov : the three last 
were liquidated as traitors. Of the nineteen members of the Central 
Committee elected by this Congress, fourteen were executed for 
treason. Stalin alone survived of the Central Committee of 1919.

• *  *

A new Central Committee was elected by the IXth Congress 
in 1920. Only two members survived : Stalin and Andreiev, 
which latter was seconded in 1952 from the new Soviet Praesidium.

*  *  *

As these founders of the Bolshevik Party, these organisers of the 
October Revolution, these companions of Lenin, were successively 
executed for treason, the Party organ Pravda described them in 
terms as follows :

“ Criminal spies, bandits, crooks, blackguards, gangsters, 
thieves, bribed saboteurs, agitators, fascists, ordures, jesuits, 
degenerates, scum, debauchees, liars, bankrupts, vile traitors, 
hired assassins, enemies of the people, lackeys of capitalism, 
feudal rabble, agents of the Gestapo, wretched defeatists, filthy 
relics, vile by-blows, mad dogs, bloody beasts, poisonous snakes, 
band of brigands, dregs, traffickers in the people’s blood, lowest 
of low fascist agents, crawling slippery serpents, worms in the 
mighty oak of the Soviet State, abominable monster, bloodthirsty 
maniacs, contemptible dogs, super-bandits, bloodthirsty buffoons, 
conscienceless criminals,”

and so forth.
Looked at from this angle, Maurice Thorez’s remark that “ the 

Communist Party is not a party like other parties ” becomes self- 
evidently true. Never, in any political party, in any country or 
under any regime, have the party leaders in a body been taxed 
with such epithets.

In the Soviet G overnment

In the executive posts of the Government the same phenomenon 
of generally pervasive treason is to be found, and it is worth noting 
that official Soviet documents, from the History o f  the Communist 
Party (b) o f the V.S.S.R., edited under the direction of Stalin, 
onwards, systematically avoid giving the names of those who
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composed the guiding groups in the U.S.S.R. The reason for this 
silence is obvious. Those who led the Bolshevik Party and Soviet 
Russia for the first fifteen or twenty years of the communist regime 
have practically all been executed for treason. For the same reason 
stalinist history, as communist parties teach it throughout the world 
to-day, gives no detailed account of the first government formed 
at the time of the October Revolution. It confines itself to saying 
that the Revolution was the work of Lenin and Stalin and that both 
were in this first revolutionary government. All alone ? — Of 
course ; they were the only people in the government. No other 
names are given any more.

On the thirty-fifth anniversary of the October Revolution the 
panegyric in stalinist style, pronounced before the Moscow Academy, 
spoke of this revolution as though it had never resulted in the 
seizure of power and the formation of a new government. The 
speech never mentions which men seized power nor who composed 
the new government; not surprisingly, for only one answer would 
be possible : they were, quasi-unanimously, traitors.

*  *  *

The government setup on 7th November, 1917 consisted of fifteen 
People’s Commissars. Four only, of whom Lenin was one, died 
what would seem to have been natural deaths. The Commissar 
for the Interior, Rykov, was condemned to death for treason in 
1938. The Commissar for External Affairs was Trotsky, branded 
as a traitor and finally murdered by the bolsheviks in 1940. The 
other nine, with the exception of Stalin ? All traitors too. 
Milioutine (Agriculture), traitor : Chliapnikov (Labour), traitor : 
Lomov (Justice), idem : Teodorovitch (Food), idem : Avilov (Com
munications), idem : Antonov-Ovseienko (Army), idem : Kryl
enko, generalissimo on the morrow of the Revolution ? He too 
a traitor. Dybenko, the revolutionary sailor, who with Krylenko 
and Antonov-Ovseienko formed the triumvirate (troika) responsible 
for military affairs ? Traitor.

All vanished in the course of the treason trials of 1936-1938. 
The rule is infallible. All communist leaders begin by being 
honoured as heroes and end dishonoured and executed as traitors.

Only one was not a traito r; Stalin.
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In  the L ast Bolshevik Congress

The last Bolshevik Congress, held in October 1952, shows once 
again that the Communist Party is a machine of permanent self- 
destruction for its leaders. In the preparatory period before the 
Congress a significant number of the highest officials of State and 
Party in the various Soviet republics fell from power : notably in 
Estonia, Bielorussia, Karelia, Armenia, Tadjikistan and Turk
menistan. But the Congress itself gives a clear indication of the 
extent of the purge that had just taken place. Of the seventy-one 
members of the Central Committee of 1939, only thirty-four had 
been allowed to retain their position. The relegated thirty-seven 
may be divided as follows : six seconded to the position of assistant 
member, one appointed to a central commission, nine dead from 
seemingly natural causes, and all the rest vanished.

Among those unaccounted for are several people of the highest 
rank :

Abakumov, general of the N.K.V.D. and Beria’s assistant;
A. D. Krutikov, assistant Minister for. External Trade ;
J. Shikin, general in command of the political administration of 

the Red Army ;
Rodionov, president of the government of the Soviet Republic 

of Russia ;
Manouilsky, vice-president and Minister of Foreign Affairs for 

the U kraine;
Lozovsky, assistant Minister for Foreign Affairs of the U.S.S.R.
The case of Manouilsky is particularly interesting; before 

holding the above-mentioned posts, he was for many years 
Secretary of the Communist International, that is, one of the most 
important and the most often seen of the leaders of the “general 
staff of the world revolution” . Nearly all the communist leaders 
in the world knew him personally before the last world war. He 
too has vanished in his turn, without trial or explanation.

II.
In thb Komintern

Legal status and nationality o f communist leaders are o f no 
importance. Foreigners, just as much as Russians, have been 
turned into traitors by the Communist Party, the only difference 
being that Stalin was not always in a position to eliminate foreign 
communist leaders less directly within the reach of bolshevik
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assassins. All the same it is worth examining the fate in store 
for foreign communists who take refuge in the Soviet Union : 
the massacres in their ranks are proportionately as significant 
as the massacres of Russian communists, and conducted without 
distinction of national origin.

*  *  *

The first communist revolution to fail after 1917 took place 
in Finland. The pioneers of Finnish bolshevism who had fled 
to the U.S.S.R. were received with the respect and friendliness 
due to comrades in misfortune. Stalin later had them all liquidated, 
with the exception of a single survivor (Kuusinen) :

Kullervo Manner, one of the founders of the Finnish Communist 
Party, was arrested in 1936 and died in the concentration camp 
at Karhumaki;

Edvard Gylling, another of the founders, was liquidated without 
trial in 1937 ;

Jukka Letosar, another co-founder and later professor in a 
Komintem higher institute, was also liquidated in 1937 ;

Eero Haapalainen, commander of the Red Guard during the 
Finnish Revolution, met the same fate ; and with them all those 
who had led the Communist Revolution in Finland.

When the revolution failed in Hungary, the Hungarian com
munist leaders sought asylum in the U.S.S.R. They were received 
with great honour. They have been liquidated since.

Rakosi was lucky enough to be in one of the Regent’s prisons 
at the time — which saved his life much more effectively than the 
hospitality granted the exiled revolutionaries by the “fatherland 
of the proletariat”. Bela Kun, who led the Hungarian Revolution 
was arrested by the Stalinist police in 1936 and later deported to 
Siberia, never to be heard of again. Poganny, one of his aides — 
who, from 1923 to 1927, under the pseudonym of Pepper led the 
Communist Party in the U.S.A. — also disappeared into the 
oubliettes of the U.S.S.R. and the greater part o f his Hungarian 
comrades with him. The same thing happened to the Polish 
communist leaders who fled to Russia after the Russo-Polish War 
of 1920, and after Pilsudski established his authoritarian regime 
in 1927. Stalin’s massacre of the Polish communists was so 
extensive that the Polish Communist Party was entirely liquidated. 
Having virtually ceased to exist for lack of survivors, it was officially 
dissolved in 1938 and was not reinstituted until 1942.
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In Germany the Communist Party went underground after Hitler 
took power in 1933, and its leaders also took refuge in the U.S.S.R. 
The German Communist Party had always been singled out for 
special honours in the Communist International, for Lenin, and 
after him Stalin, had always held that the bolshevisation of Germany 
would constitute the Soviets’ most important step towards world 
domination. When the Komintern was founded, it was specifically 
stated that Moscow was only to be its provisional headquarters 
and that it would move to Berlin as soon as the German com
munists should take power.. . .  This did not prevent German 
communist leaders who had fled to the U.S.S.R. from being turned 
into traitors and liquidated :

Eberlein, founder of the German Communist Party, one of the 
three presidents of the foundation Congress of the Komintern, 
was liquidated in the U.S.S.R. and so was his son ;

Roemele, president of the communist group in the Reichstag 
and party delegate to the Komintern, was taken one night from his 
hotel room in the ‘ Lux ’ in Moscow by a bolshevik death-squad 
and vanished without trace ;

Heinz Neumann discharged many missions for the underground 
organisation of the Komintern (particularly in China) and was a 
member of the triumvirate leading the German Communist Party 
before Hitler came to power ; while a refugee in the U.S.S.R., 
he was arrested by the stalinist police and disappeared for good ;

Hans Kiepengerger, communist deputy in the Reichstag and 
Soviet espionage agent in Germany, was arrested and executed 
in the U.S.S.R. as ‘ an agent of the Gestapo ’ ;

Max Hoelz, German communist hero of the years 1920-21, 
solemnly saluted by the IHrd Congress of the Komintern, was 
also liquidated in the U.S.S.R.

■ *  *  *

As far as the leaders of the Komintern were concerned it was the 
same story. The three presidents of the foundation Congress of 
the Komintern, or Communist International, were Lenin, Eberlein 
(German) and Platten (Swiss) : Platten and Eberlein were both 
liquidated in the U.S.S.R. by the stalinist police.

III.
In the K ominform

The Komintern had theoretically been suppressed in 1943 as a 
formal concession by Stalin to Roosevelt to convince him of the
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‘ democratic ’ evolution of Bolshevism and to ‘ deserve ’ American 
military and economic aid, of which he stood in great need. In 
the autumn of 1947 the Kominform was set up ; it was the old 
Komintern under a new name and only modified to the extent 
that it was more authoritarian and centralised. It no longer even 
looked democratic, as the World Congresses and public debates 
of the Communist International had speciously seemed in the 
pre-war period.

The first traitor of the Kominform was precisely the man who 
had risen the highest and been praised the most in the post-war 
communist world : Tito.

It is irrelevant to discuss here whether the rupture originated 
on the side of Tito or of Stalin ; whether in other words it was 
Stalin who first thought of liquidating Tito, or Tito who decided 
to turn his back on Stalin. In either case the fundamental sociological 
law o f the communist machine is amply demonstrated : the hero 
of communism becomes, either automatically or fatally, the traitor 
to communism.

From 1945 to 1948 Tito was acclaimed by the world-stalinist 
press as the perfect example of the communist hero. By 1949 
the organ of the Kominform was calling him traitor, murderer, 
criminal, degenerate, fascist spy, terrorist, liar, bloodthirsty clique- 
master, Gestapo agent, fascist renegade, lowest of bandits, Titoist 
dreg of the human race, base chauvinist, hysterical lackey of Wall 
Street, American gauleiter, capitalist lackey, fascist spearhead, 
crook, adventurer, and so forth.

It is the same stalinist vocabulary as was used in the liquidations 
of 1936-1938, only * Germany ’ has been replaced by ‘ America ’

* * *

Tito was denounced as traitor in 1948 ; the next year saw the 
denunciation of two other communist leaders, Rajk (Hungary) 
and Kostov (Bulgaria) ; Slansky followed in 1951.

At the time that Kostov and Rjak were being hanged, Slansky 
was wielding absolute power in Czechoslovakia, by the will of 
Stalin and with the support of the Red Army. As leader of the 
Czech Communist Party, Slansky had been present at three different 
reunions of the Kominform, each as public as it had been solemn : 
in 1947 for the inauguration ceremony : in 1948, when Tito’s 
treachery had been ‘ unmasked ’ : in 1949, when the ‘ peace
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campaign ’ had been launched as stratagem number-one of stalinist 
propaganda. In the same year he received the title of Secretary 
General of the Czech Communist Party.

As late as 25th May 1951 the organ of the Kominform was 
writing, in a report on a meeting of the Czech Central Committee :

“ In the course of the session, Comrade Slansky, Secretary 
General of the Party, presented an important report on the 
glorious historical progress of the Party. He showed how the 
Czech Communist Party, born under the direct influence of the 
great socialist October Revolution, has been united and con
solidated on the basis of Marxism-Leninism, by the revolutionary 
tactics and strategy, under the direction of Comrade Gottwald 
and the Gottwaldian Central Committee, vanquisher of the 
liquidators.. . .  The speaker showed the considerable im
portance of the victory won in 1948 on the reactions of the 
workers and the Party. The orator emphasised that the Com
munist Party of Czechoslovakia is indebted for its success to the 
inestimable help of the glorious Communist Party of the U.S.S.R., 
and to the wise counsels of Lenin and Stalin.”
The same year (14th December) the same organ of the Kominform 

reported another session of the Czech Central Committee :

“ Clement Gottwald made a statement on the treason of 
Rudolf Slansky in the plot against the Party and the State. 
Twenty-two members took part in the discussion. They de
nounced Slansky’s criminal activities. The Central Committee 
unanimously approved the measures taken with regard to Rudolf 
Slansky who had been leading the plot from inside the Party 
and who wittingly favoured the sabotage activity of a number 
of enemy criminal cells.”
The end of the story is always the same ; the last act is always 

bloody. The organ of the Kominform (28th November 1952) 
reports that Slansky in his turn, after so many others, has confessed 
to being a traitor :

“ After the reading o f the indictment by the Prosecutor General, 
the tribunal passed to cross-examination o f the principal accused, 
R. Slansky.

The President.—Do you plead guilty to the four crimes o f which 
you stand accused in the indictment ?

Accused.— Yes.
The President—To the first crime: espionage, Yes?
Accused.— Yes.
The President.—Next, high treason ?
Accused.— Yes.
The President.—Sabotage ?
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Accused.—Yes.
The President.—Military treason ?
Accused.—Yes.”

And on 3rd December 1952, like so many others before him, 
Slansky, the former Secretary General of the Czech Communist 
Party and former communist hero, was hanged as a traitor to 
Communism.

The case of Anna Pauker, Secretary of the Rumanian Communist 
Party, is pending ; 'it remains to be seen whether her transformation 
into a traitress will be arrested by Comrade Malenkov.

Such are the works of the Kominform : an instrument without 
peer for the making of traitors.

*  *  *

This then is the fundamental characteristic by which a Leninist- 
Stalinist communist party may be recognised. Such a party is 
governed, at any given point of its development, by a team of 
leaders which will ultimately be unmasked as a team of traitors 
to communism.

The cases of individual traitors vary according to psychological 
and historical factors. The traitor confesses or does not confess ; 
he is liquidated despite himself, or with his consent, or even at his 
own request; some perish because they have grown inconvenient, 
others are selected as scapegoats; a few betray by leaving a Com
munist Party that has no wish to release them .. . .  This variation 
is merely accidental. The important thing is that the ideology 
and functioning of the communist machine bring all its leaders 
at last to the same p o in t: treason, officially proclaimed and 
ratified.

The Communist Party is a machine for destroying man. The 
internal logic of this machine causes it, first and foremost, to destroy 
communist man, to invest him with utter obloquy vis-a-vis the 
scale of communist values. Can a machine so ruthless to its own 
be anything but ruthless to those outside ?
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IS THERE an Irish problem and, if so, is it important ? The 
majority of Irish men and women certainly regard the partition 

of their country, with all its material and psychological disadvant
ages, as of vital import. They view with hatred the “ iron curtain” 
which divides their country and it is pertinent to examine in some 
detail the exact nature of the “ two Irelands” thus created-. It 
is common to refer to these as “ Northern Ireland ” and “ Southern 
Ireland,” but a glance at the map reveals that a large area on the 
north-west coast is in “ Southern Ireland ” while an area lying 
much further to the south is in “ Northern Ireland ”,

“ Northern Ireland ” is often referred to as “ Ulster,” but the 
historical province of Ulster consists of nine counties and three of 
these (including Donegal, the largest), lie outside this so-called 
“ Northern Ireland ” .

The partitioned area defies definition and can be described only 
as the “ Six Counties”, arbitrarily chosen for separation from the 
remaining “ Twenty-Six Counties ” of Ireland because they represent 
the only area where there was any possibility of a majority of the 
people agreeing to partition. At the time of partition the Ulster 
leader Sir Edward Carson had himself opposed the incorporation 
of the other three Ulster counties in the artificial state. “ I f  the 
whole o f Ulster were included,” said Carson, “ you would have no 
chance o f successfully starting a Parliament in Belfast 

The whole length of Ireland from north to south is only 300 
miles, yet the artificial border of the Six Counties twists and turns 
for 270 miles, crossing mountains and rivers and dividing farms, 
villages, streets and even houses in half. (We recall the story 
of the old man who sleeps with his head in the Six Counties and his 
feet in the Twenty-Six : he has called his dog Mixer.)

The natural resources of the island respect no such border, which 
for the economic stability of both areas would require a fair 
distribution of industry between the two. In fact, the bulk of the 
island’s agricultural resources are to be found in the Twenty-Six 
Counties while industry is largely concentrated in the Six Counties. 
The engineering and shipbuilding products of the latter, under the 
present system of economic integration within the British financial
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system, must be sold in world markets. To-day, they must face 
intense competition in the struggle for diminishing markets and the 
proceeds of this languishing trade must be devoted to the purchase 
of foreign foodstuffs — while across the border food is plentiful, 
but beyond the means of a population lacking the purchasing power 
which only industrial development could provide. Consequently, 
unemployment in the Six Counties is proportionally higher than 
in any other part of Great Britain, while it is now (after a wartime 
and immediately post-war boom) rising rapidly in the Twenty-Six 
Counties.

The removal of the border would create a natural entity, rich 
in both agricultural and industrial resources, the solid basis upon 
which economic stability and prosperity might be established.

If the economic effects of partition are disturbing, the political 
repercussions are disastrous. Memories of the repressive acts 
of successive British governments in their attempts to crush the 
age-long struggle of the Irish people for independence and self- 
government have left behind a legacy of resentment and suspicion. 
The Irish Government has made it clear that it will not participate 
in a European Army or play any part in European defence as long 
as British troops are stationed upon Irish soil. The Easter Rising 
of 1916 had no counterpart in the second World War, when Ireland 
preserved a strict neutrality. But the quite natural refusal of the 
Irish Government to grant the British Government the use of Irish 
ports seriously hampered the defence of the Western Approaches 
and the protection of Atlantic convoys. The ever-present possibility 
of a German air-borne invasion of Ireland as a preliminary to landings 
upon the Welsh and West of England coasts made necessary the 
costly defence of areas which would otherwise have been neglected.

This is an effective answer to the oft-repeated argument that 
the maintenance of British forces in the Six Counties and the control 
of the port of Belfast are essential for the defence of Britain. In 
any future war Britain can cling to its outpost in an Ireland, at 
best neutral, at worst hostile, or, by an act of wise and generous 
statesmanship, she could win the whole-hearted co-operation of 
Ireland by the granting of immediate union and independence.

The partition of Ireland is not a purely Irish affair, already 
settled by the democratic vote of the Irish people. Common 
knowledge of the true nature of elections in the Six Counties has 
turned to cynicism any enthusiasm in Europe and America for the 
British brand of democracy. The democratic world remembers
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that when Britain partitioned Ireland she established proportional 
representation as the system of election in the Six Counties. Under 
this system the Nationalist minority would, of course, have been 
represented in the Belfast Parliament in proportion to their 
numbers. But the Belfast Government abolished proportional 
representation and substituted the British system of election on 
a constituency basis. It then proceeded to “ rearrange ” the 
constituency boundaries to its own advantage and based the 
allocation of M.P.s to these constituencies upon the same principle.

Examples of this principle in practice are so numerous that space 
forbids quotation of more than a few instances selected at random. 
In County Antrim at a recent election, 22,486 Unionists secured 
an M.P. but 39,861 Nationalists have no representative. In County 
Fermanagh 30,196 Nationalists have one representative but 24,373 
Unionists have two. Even in Belfast City itself the Opposition 
parties polled much more than the Government, but the most 
flagrant example of injustice is provided by the second city, Derry. 
It has been estimated that there are 29,000 Nationalists and 18,000 

' Unionists in this city. It therefore required the most skilful 
arrangements to ensure a Unionist majority in the General Election 
of February 1950. Firstly, one-third of the city was excluded 
from the constituency. Secondly, the constituency boundary 
crossed the River Foyle and went out eight miles into the country 
in search of good Unionists. Thirdly, the boundary was distorted 
into the most fantastic shapes in order to exclude from the country 
area those districts known to be Nationalist. The result was the 
“ Derry City Division,” described by David O’Neill in his booklet 
The Partition o f  Ireland as having a shape “ like the shadow of a 
prehistoric monster”.

By such methods of election and by the maintenance of the 
only police state this side of the Iron Curtain partition is upheld 
in a country where originally no-one desired i t  (Partition is, of 
course, fiercely defended to-day by those British-created vested 
interests so “  loyal to the Crown”, or, as the Nationalists cynically 
observe, loyal to the half-crown!)

Is there any serious objection to the ending of Irish partition ? 
Racially, it is true that many inhabitants of the Six Counties are 
not Irish, but descendants o f lowland Scots (nearer to the English 
than to the Celts of the highlands or of Ireland). But such trivial 
differences have not prevented the union of England (with its Celtic 
population in Cornwall) nor of Scotland, where lowlander and high-
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lander have sunk their racial differences in the cause of Scottish 
union. May we not assume that similar racial differences present 
no effective obstacle to Irish union ? Religiously, the partitioned 
area is often referred to as “ the Protestant North ” as distinct 
from “ the Catholic South This is misleading, as although the 
majority of the people of the Six Counties are Protestants, the 
largest single denominational group are Catholics. It is of course 
true that if partition were ended the Protestants would form a 
very small proportion of the population of united Ireland and it is 
sometimes suggested that this would result in their persecution at 
the hands of the Catholics. It is interesting to note that in the 
Twenty-Six Counties, where Protestants form only six per cent 
of the population, they hold thirty-seven per cent of Government 
appointments. On 12th December 1945 the Protestant Irish Times 
said, “ So far, the Government of Eire has had an exemplary record 
in religious affairs. It has never discriminated in any way between 
the sects.. . . ” Imaginary religious and racial differences present 
no obstacle to the union of Ireland, where Catholics and Protestants 
will respect religious freedom and toleration, in a joint defence 
of their common Christian faith.

If Europe is to survive she must throw down all her racial, religious 
and political barriers, and become one powerful unit, strong enough 
to win back her independence. The union of Ireland is one step 
along the road which leads to the union of all Europe.

G.V.
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AN APPROACH BY ALAN. NEAME

THE FIRST 16 Cantos of Mr. Ezra Pound’s hitherto title-less 
“ poem of some length ” were published in 1925. Over the 

following fifteen years instalments of the poem appeared at 
irregular intervals* until in 1940 the number of Cantos in print 
had reached the total of 71. Successive volumes bore the 
qualification on the title page that the Cantos were in draft form: 
being by implication subject to revision or even cancellation, if 
later developments of the work so demanded,

The Pisan Cantos (LXXIV-LXXXVT), published in America 
in 1948 (Eng. ed. 1949), are the most recent to date. The title to 
this latest sequence suggests that the text is definitive.

It will be noticed that the series of Cantos has been broken at 
Canto 71 and that Cantos 72 and 73 have been withheld from 
publication. No reason is available for this omission.

*  *  *

At the outbreak of war in 1939 the poet was living in Rapallo 
He began a series of broadcast talks on Rome Radio addressed 
to the United States and continued to speak after Italy and America 
had entered the war. The broadcasts dealt with literary and 
political topics. The contents of the literary talks were un
exceptionable ; the political speeches however were bitterly critical 
of the Roosevelt government, its corruption and its attitude to the

* 1927 : A  D raft o f  Cantos 17-87. 
1930 : A  Draft o f  Thirty Cantos. 
1934 : A  D raft o f  Cantos 31 -41. 
1937 : The F ifth D ecad o f  Cantos. 
1940 : Cantos 52-71
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war. As a result of these broadcasts he was in 1942 indicted as 
a traitor.

When the Allies occupied Northern Italy in the spring of 1945 
Mr. Pound gave himself up to advance units of the U.S. Army, 
was taken to Genoa for interrogation and later held in a 
Disciplinary Training Centre near Pisa. There, confined at 
the age of sixty in a cage made of welded metalling from a disused 
airstrip and subjected to the vagaries of the weather, he suffered 
great hardship. When his health began to fail after six weeks 
of this treatment he was removed to a hospital tent where during 
his convalescence; he wrote The Pisan Cantos.

*  *  *

The Pisan Cantos are a  selective transcription of the stream oj 
consciousness of an active and extraordinary mind cut off from the 
world of action. In these thought-sequences the argument some
times proceeds by logical development but more often by association. 
The connecting links between tableau and tableau have to be in
ferred. It is not that the links do not exist, but that they have been 
suppressed. Nor are the tableaux fortuitously or capriciously 
arranged but, as in dreams, symbolically related and governed 
by a system that is subliminal or poetic rather than logical. The 
poet’s mind seizes on some object, examines it, illuminates one 
facet leaving the rest obscure, rejects it for another, passes on, 
resumes, breaks o ff ; proceeding by aposiopesis and ellipsis, 
reprise, apostrophe, echo, parody and startling juxtaposition to 
produce a kaleidoscopic but subtly ordered whole.

The Pisan Cantos, written under presumptive sentence of death, 
develop and at the same time sum up the many themes of the 
earlier Cantos, combining them into three major themes of special 
relevance to the poet-prisoner : the loss of a  familiar world ; the 
frustration of an ideal world ; and the imperishability o f once- 
apprehended beauty. The complex structure makes it impossible 
to isolate and analyse these dominant themes, since they in turn 
combine with each other. The personal world of Paris with Henry 
James, London with Ford Madox Ford, Rapallo with Yeats, 
modulates into the ideal world of a truly realised Italian Fascism, 
of the ideal dries of Dioce (beauty) and Wagadu (virtue). With 
the contemplation of these ideal states now made inaccessible by 
wickedness or folly the third theme is inextricably engaged ; that
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even though the eye has seen “ stone after stone of beauty cast 
down”, beauty once apprehended remains for ever “ in the mind 
indestructible” .

The imagery of The Pisan Cantos is based on the immediate 
experience of the poet in his prison. The camp and its inmates 
constantly intrude upon the poet’s reflections. Roll-calls, the 
summons to cookhouse fatigue (Kitchen Police), the songs of the 
prisoners in the hospital tent, fragments of military conversation, 
recall him to sharp awareness of his predicament. His eye focuses 
for an instant on the struts supporting a look-out post, on the 
angle of a guard’s cap, on the sanitary-cart, on the barbed wire ; 
then again sweeps beyond the wire to oxen ploughing, peasants trudg
ing and young girls herding swine on the Pisan plain, and beyond 
to the Leaning Tower and the distant Appenines, and up to the 
clouds and the sky. At times he sweats under the blast of the 
Sirocco ; at times shivers in the hoarfrost. Through weeks of 
enforced idleness he observes the smaller denizens of the natural 
world that pass unperturbed in and out of the man-made 
desolation ; birds, a stray mongrel, wasps, grasshoppers, ants.

Two lines from Canto 83 embody the contrast between, and the 
function of, these images of human disorder and natural order:

When the mind swings by a grass-blade 
he writes on the verge of a nervous breakdown

an ant's forefoot shall save you.

*  *  *

In 1949 The Pisan Cantos received the Bollingen Award — a 
prize in the gift of “ The Fellows o f  the Library o f Congress in 
American Letters” for the highest poetic achievement o f an 
American citizen in any one year. The election committee which
made the award consisted o f the following s

1. Conrad Aiken 8. Allen Tate
2. W. H. Auden . 9. Wiiliard Thorp
3. T. S. Eliot 10. Robert Penn Warren
4. Robert Lowell 11. Louise Bogan
5. Katherine Anne Porter 12. Katherine Garrison Chapin
6. Paul Green 13. Leonie Adams
7 Karl Shapiro : 14. Theodore Spencer.
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The dissentients from the committee’s decision were : Paul Green, 
•Karl Shapiro and one other.

In making the award the Fellows recognised the following 
qualities in Mr. Pound’s work : originality, learning, sharpness of 
image, purity of phrase and strict literary conscience.

The Bollingen Award provoked a furious controversy. The 
leader of the attack on the Fellows, Mr. Pound and The Pisan 
Cantos, was Robert Hillyer, himself a poet and Pullitzer Prizeman. 
Writing in The Saturday Review o f Literature, he denounced the 
poetry as a tissue of “ broken memories, jagged bits of spite, 
splinters of a distorting glass wherein the world is seen as it is not, 
a hodge-podge of private symbols, weary epigrams, anecdotes, 
resentments, chuckles, and the polyglot malapropisms that pass 
for erudition among the elite ” ; the poet as an anti-American, 
pro-Fascist, anti-Semitic expatriate parading a “ ruthless mockery 
of our Christian war dead ” ; the Fellows as having acted in 
bad faith ; and Mr. Eliot, their doyen, of having successfully led 
a Fasfcist plot.

The Fellows replied that their judgment was based upon literary 
criteria alone.

Hillyer’s general criticism of the poetry was a repetition of what 
other critics had been saying in less emotional terms since 1925 : 
that they did not like the fragmentated presentation of the Cantos 
and found them hard to understand.

For particular disapproval Hillyer singled out the opening passage 
of Canto LXXTV, dubbing it “ a tearful elegy for Mussolini and 
his mistress ” and suggesting that it was discreditable for the poet 
to have memorialised the fallen tyrant. In the sense in which the 
old dramatists and critics used the word great, however, Mussolini 
was a great man. The circumstances of his rise and fall fulfil 
the requirements of the definition : tragoedia est heroicae fortunae 
in adversis comprehensio. The reversal of his fortune is as fit a 
subject for a poet as the death of a Tamberlain or a Coriolanus.

In attacking the poet for his political opinions, Hillyer weakened 
the force of his strongest argument. Though unpopular politics 
can produce hysterical reactions when the issues are still fresh in 
the mind, the politics of a poet are in fact the most perishable of 
his attributes. The British Crown and Commonwealth bear no 
grudge against Shelley for his anti-monarchical tirades ; we should 
read Mayakovski if we knew Russian ; the works of D ’Annunzio 
were never banned from university libraries even when the
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regime was at its most belligerent.
As for the unmasking of Fascist plots, that is better left to the 

Communists, or to professional politicians with the tact o f Mr. 
Eden and Sir Ivone Kirkpatrick.

*  *  *

IN THE following commentary no attempt has been made to 
explain the meaning of the text, but rather, by providing an 

apparatus of reference, to show the scope and continuity of the 
thought underlying the elliptical manner of the poem.

As far as possible, abbreviations have been avoided in the notes; 
the following however have been adopted :—E.P. — Ezra Pound ;
K. — Dr. Hugh Kenner, author of The Poetry o f  Ezra Pound (1951) ; 
Pa. — D. D. Paige, editor of The Letters o f  Ezra Pound; D.S. — 
Desmond Stewart, Poundian scholar.

Line references throughout are to the English edition of 1949. 
One emendation has been made to the text at line 6. Authority 

for the corrected reading reposes in Mr. Pound himself. “ There 
wam’t any lexicons in the D. T. C.,” he remarked by way of 
explanation. He or his publishers were making the same slip 
not later than 1937 (see Canto XLVIIT).

The extract from the Odyssey for the note to line 24 is given in 
the version of Alexander Pope, partly for the sake of contrast, 
partly in approval of Mr. Pound’s dictum : “ Out of fashion though 
he (Pope) is, he has at least the merit o f translating Homer into 
something.”

Acknowledgements are due to Messrs. Faber, who are the pub
lishers of the poetic text, and to Messrs. Loeb for the extract from 
A. D. Godley’s elegant translation of Herodotus.
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CANTO LXXIV

The enormous tragedy of the dream in the peasant’s 
bent shoulders

Manes ! Manes was tanned and stuffed,
Thus Ben and la Clara a Milano

by the heels at Milano (5)
That maggots shd/ eat the dead bullock 
DIGONOS, SiYovoy, but the twice crucified

where in history will you find it ? 
yet say this to the Possum : a bang, not with a whimper,

Line I. The dream of land reform and an improved standard of living.
line 3. Manes or Mani : third century heresiarch who maintained the 

dualistic system of light/matter, enlightenment/ignorance. 
He began Ids preaching at Ctesiphon in Mesopotamia in A.D. 
242, and was martyred at Gundeshapur in south-west Persia 
in A.D. 276. The doctrines of Mani, transmitted to Europe 
through the Faulicians and Bogomils, flourished openly in 
Provence under the name of Catharism at the time of the 
Troubadours (for whose exploits see Cantos TV - VI and XVI).

Line 4. Benito Mussolini and his mistress Clara Petacci were murdered 
by Italian partisans at Lake Como on 28 April, 1945. Their 
bodies were hung by the heels in the Piazzale Loreto, Milan. 
The body of Mani was tanned, stuffed and exposed to public 
view over one of the city gates of Gundeshapur. A parallel 
is pointed between the fates of the creative ruler and the 
creative philosopher, who in intellectual stature overtopped 
their executioners.

Line 6. The twice-born(Eng.ed. var. DIGENES) a term common to 
mystery religions, denoting the initiate as against the uninitiate. 
Perhaps there is some recollection here of the Catharist-Manichee 
distinction between credentes (mere Believers) and Christiani 
(the Perfect).
The twice crucified recalls the fate of Mussolini who was first 
shot and then hanged.

line 9. This line is addressed to T. S. Eliot under the sobriquet of 
Possum (Old Possum's Book/of Practical Cats). The inversion 
of the concluding line of Eliot’s poem The Hollow Men:— 

“ This is the way the world ends 
Not with a bang but a whimper ”— 

refutes that poet’s dominant and often expressed no-to-life. 
Whatever may be the end of the hollow man, the passing of 
the great is attended with drama.
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With a  bang not with a  whimper
To build the city of Dioce whose terraces are the colour of

stars
The suave eyes, quiet, not scornful,

rain also is of the process.
What you depart from is not the way (15)
and olive tree blown white in the wind

Line 11. Deioces, King of Media (B.C. 709-656). The city of Deioces 
is described by Herodotus—“ So he built the great and mighty 
circle of walls within walls, which are now called Agbatana. 
This fortress is so planned that each circle of walls is higher 
than the next outer circle of walls by no more than the height 
of its battlements ; to which end the site itself, being a hill 
upon a plain, somewhat helped, but chiefly it was accomplished 
by art. There were seven circles in a l l ; within the inmost 
circle of all are the king’s dwellings and the treasuries ; and 
the longest wall is about the length of the wall that surrounds 
the city of Athens. The battlements of the first circle are white, 
of the second black, of the third circle purple, of the fourth 
blue, and of the fifth orange : thus the battlements of five 
circles are painted with colours ; and the battlements of the 
last two circles are coated, these with silver and those with 
gold.” (Bk I, 98 — tr. A. D. Godley.)

Line 14. “ The rising of wind, the gathering of clouds — all are neces
sities ; the rolling of thunder and the fall of rain alike must 
be." ( Yih King.)

Line 15. “ What heaven has disposed and sealed is called the inborn 
nature., The realisation of this nature is called the process. 
The clarification of this process is called education. You do 
not depart from this process even for an instant. What you 
depart from is not the process. Hence the man who keeps 
rein on himself looks straight into his own heart at the things 
wherewith there is no trifling; he attends seriously to things 
unheard.” (Chung Yung I-i-1, 2 — tr. E.P.)
E.P. has no time for the quietist doctrines of Taoism. Wherever 
the way or the process are mentioned they are used in their 
Confucian sense of the fruitful wedding, of the energetic 
intellect with nature.
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washed in the Kiang and Han
what whiteness will you add to this whiteness,

what candour ?
‘the great periplum brings in the stars to our shore.’ (20)
You who have passed the pillars and outward from Herakles 
when Lucifer fell in N. Carolina.

Line 17. “ Long ago, when three years had elapsed after the death of 
Confucius, his disciples packed their baggage and prepared 
to return home. First, however, they went in to take leave of 
Tzu Kung, and all wailed in unison until they lost their voices. 
Then they returned to their homes, but Tzu Kung went back 
and built himself a hut within the burial-ground where he dwelt 
alone for three years before going home. Another time, 
Tzu Hsia, Tzu Chang and Tzu Yu, thinking that Yu Jo 
resembled the departed sage, wished to do him formal service 
even as they had served Confucius. They urged Tzu Kung 
to do the like, but he said :

‘ No ; what has been washed in the Great River and the 
Han, and bleached in the autumn sun, is so dazzlingly white 
that it cannot be made whiter (.Mencius Bk HI—tr Giles) 

Tzu Kung had acted as master of ceremonies at the funeral 
of Confucius.

Line 20. HEPLHAOOS : the account of a coasting voyage.
“ periplum, not as land looks on a map/but as sea bord seen 
by men sailing” (Canto LIX). “ Things disparate in space 
and time are united by the experiencing mind. The poet-as- 
Odysseus persona strong once more,, specifically Odysseus on 
his raft, after shipwreck, driven ‘ as the winds veer —K.
The use of the hybrid accusative form has been noted by many 
critics.

Line 21. The Pillars of Hercules : the Straits of Gibraltar. Com
mentators are divided on the significance of this line ; some 
read it to refer to the last voyage of Odysseus, for which Dante 
is our authority (Inf XXVI) ; others adduce the quatrain of 
Nostradamus :

“ La gente de Dace, d’Angleterre, Polonne . '
Et de Bo6sme feront nouvelle ligue,
Pour passer outre d’Hercules la colonne,
Barcins, Tyrrens dresser cruelle ligue.”

(Centuries V.51.)

W. B. Yeats, whose interest in the occult was notorious, may 
have brought the prophecies of Nostradamus to the notice 
of E.P. in Rapallo, but apart from the textual similarity, there 
is no evidence for such an assumption. We prefer the view 
that E.P. is addressing himself on his travels in 1900, and refer 
Lucifer forward to Charlie Sung (infra : line 35).
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if the suave air give way to scirocco 
OY TIS, OY TIS ? Odysseus

the name of my family. (25)
the wind also is of the process,

sorella la luna
Fear god and the stupidity of the populace, 
but a precise definition

transmitted thus Sigismundo (30)
thus Duccio, thus Zuan Beilin, or trastevere with La Sposa 

Sponsa Cristi in mosaic till our time / deification of emperors

Line 23. Sirocco : a hot and disagreeable wind rising from the deserts 
of North Africa andjjblowing across the Mediterranean to the 
coastal plains of Italy. D.S. suggests that the “ suave eyes ” 
(line 13) are those of Mussolini, or of the statuary of the Fascist 
Era, which with its “ suave eyes, quiet, not scornful ” gives 
an impression of gentleness springing from great strength; 
and that the “ suave air ” stands for Mussolini’s Italy, invaded 
by the sirocco of sandy and disagreeable American soldiers 
from N. Africa, but this interpretation is open to question.

Line 24. No man : E.P. identifies himself held prisoner in a Disciplinary 
Training Center on the plain of Pisa with the wanderer Odysseus 
trapped in the Cave of Polyphemus.

“ . . .  Noman is my name.
By that distinguished from my tender years,
’Tis what my parents call me, and my peers.”

(Odyssey Bk XI — tr. Pope)

Line 27. My sister Moon : there is a faint echo here of the invocations 
in the poetry of S. Francis of Assisi, a recognition that the 
moon and the wind, even the sirocco, are o f the process, and 
that their effects, whether soothing or baneful, needs must be.

Line 28. A fine example of Empsonian ambiguity. <
Against the crassness of mass thinking and mass-produced 
art E.P. opposes the resolute life of Sigismundo Malatesta, 
Lord of Rimini (see Cantos VIII-XI) ; the lineal precision of 
the sculptures of Agostino di Duccio (fifteenth century) ; the 
paintings of Giovanni Bellini (1422-1512) ; and the mosaics 
(twelfth and thirteenth centuries) depicting the life of the Bride 
of Christ in the apse of the church of S. Maria in Trastevere, 
Rome. The Tempio Malatestiano in Rimini, erected by order 
of Sigismundo Malatesta in 1450 and incorporating the old 
church of S. Francesco, contained work by L. B. Alberti, 
Matteo de’ Fasti, Piero della Francesca, Agostino di Duccio 
and Giovanni Bellini. It was badly damaged during the war.
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but a snotty barbarian ignorant of T’ang history need not
deceive one

nor Charley Sung’s money on loan from anonimo (35)
that is, we suppose Charlie had some 
and in India the rate down to 18 per hundred 
but the local loan lice provided from imported bankers 
so the total interest sweated out of the Indian farmers

rose in Churchillian grandeur (40)
as when, and plus when, he returned to the putrid gold

standard
as was about 1925

Line 33. Roosevelt ? The T’ang Dynasty (A.D. 618 - 905) : China’s 
Golden Age (see Cantos LTV, LV). The earliest recorded 
government note (state ticket, not bank note) was issued between 
A.D. 841 - 847 in the reign of the T’ang Emperor Wu-Tsung. 
A photograph of the note forms the frontispiece of E.P.’s 
pamphlet A Visiting Card (1952). This governmental control 
of the empire’s finances marked a high degree of economic 
enlightenment and is contrasted with the activities of Charles 
Jones Soong a little more than a thousand years later.

Line 35. Charles Jones Soong, magnate: a native of'the Island of 
Hainan, he came to the U.S.A. in 1900, became a Christian 
at Wilmington, North Carolina, taking the baptismal names 
Charles Jones after an American sea-captain who befriended 
him, and was educated at Vanderbilt University. He returned 
to China as a Southern Methodist Episcopalian Missionary 
and made a fortune by manufacturing and marketing bibles. 
Two of his daughters married Sun Yat Sen and Chiang Kai-shek 
respectively.

Line 41. In this curious construction Pa. detects an imitation of Catullus: 
“ Ola Lesbia, quam Catullus unam 

plus quam se atque suos amavit omnes.”
(Carmina LVIII)
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A LA REINE ” AND “ PRINCESSE ”

BEFORE DISCUSSING the practical side of the two topical 
garnitures, I would explain that, had*this series of dissertations 

gastronomiques commenced in any month save June 1953, I  should 
have started with a few rules and aphorisms forming the basis, 
the foundation, o f what Montaigne would call my “ Policy of the 
Table.” Perhaps we can do that next time.

But it would be almost churlish to discuss good food and wine 
without reference to the many festive meals which are being planned 
and enjoyed just now, the leit m otif o f such gatherings being the 
Coronation.

A comparison between the two Elizabethan periods seems to 
be inevitable, and since my interest is confined solely to  les moeurs 
in general and in particular to their bearing upon what takes place 
in kitchens and in dining-rooms, my vote is cast unhesitatingly 
for the reign of Elizabeth II.

The most cursory, superficial investigation reveals that the 
bon vivant of to-day can enjoy, whether as host or as guest, a  very 
perfection of raffinement quite unattainable by his sixteenth century 
predecessor — if  ever there were, in those days of incredible gross
ness, such figures as gourmets. The coarseness and gluttony were 
indescribable ; the “ table manners ” suiting the food. Only the 
ladies, I  think, were permitted to make some attempt a t fastidious
ness although few o f them had the courage to  make use o f that 
recent innovation, the table fork — “an affected refinement” .

The food and drinks of those “  good old days ”  were certainly 
robust and abundant but only the glutton could be envious. 
Sucking pig, boar’s head, even neats’ tongues. Very well. But 
surely we could achieve them now if we insisted ; and how very 
much better they would be cooked and served. The rarity, if not 
total absence of sturgeon on our tables is to be regretted and one 
wonders why this noble “  Royal ”  fish, still quite an ordinary affair
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in Paris, would become “ front-page news ” if served in London. 
How good it is with a delicious, cream-laced puree d'Oseille or with 
an icy-cold, horse-radish sauce. As for their Tansies, Mehate, 
Metheglin and Hydromel. . . .

In France, it is difficult to realise, much the same standards of 
grossness prevailed. After the comparatively civilising influence 
of the Medicis had waned, les moeurs degenerated and even linen, 
both on the table and on the body, was reserved for the highest 
in the land, used only, we learn from Alexandre Dumas, by “ Kings 
and Princes ”.

Dumas also relates th a t. . . "  La France etait fort arrieree a 
1’endroit de la cuisine. . . .  Le tinge, surtout le beau linge, ne fi t  
que tres-tard son apparition.. . .  Alors s'etablit en France un 
usage singulier, celui de couper la nappe devant ceux qu'on voulait 
defier a qui on voulait faire un reproche de bassesse ou de Idcheti.

The cost of linen being what it is to-day, modern French hostesses 
have, happily, other means of paying old scores.

Although at the fabulous Versailles Palace of Louis XIV the 
“ table appointments ” had reached an apogee of splendour, a 
mere description of the food would be nauseating, flavoured as it 
was with whatever perfume was in fashion. Musk and ambergris 
were greatly favoured ; and to ensure that the poultry was 
sufficiently seasoned pellets of these were forced down the 
throats of the selected birds before their slaughter. What the 
cooks did to the birds after their arrival in the kitchens is nobody’s 
business. Certainly not ours for, to match the slang I have 
reluctantly used, I would infinitely prefer my birds to be impregnated 
with garlic.

Once started on the right track, however, it did not take very 
long for France to attain, and retain, the cordon bleu. If we 
remember the comparatively recent occasion of a banquet, offered 
at the same Versailles, in the Salle des Glaces on 21st July 1938, 
the sumptuous menu “ set before a King ” — George VI and his 
Consort — was a triumph of good taste and typical of La Grande 
Cuisine as we know it to-day. The wines —  quoting only the 
Champagnes served ; 1911, 1904, 1900 and a Pommery 1895 — 
were perfect. Another Royal occasion, one of the dinners in 
London (22nd March 1939), “ offert d I’Ambassade de France par 
le President de la Rdpublique a Lews Majestes le Roi George VI 
et la Reine Elizabeth,” stands out, unique, as the perfect example 
of what such a meal should be. Completely formal but composed
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of dishes which any good cook could achieve ; all of them, 
however, exquisitely served, meant to be eaten and not just “ ad
mired The wines, of course, were magnificent:—

Meursault 1929 
Lafite-Rothscbild 1923 
Romanee St. Vivant 1923 
Chateau Yquem 1928 
Champagne Pommery Brut 1929

And so we come finally to the two garnitures which may figure 
on one of our own celebration menus.

A la Reine. This means, automatically, a mixture of breast of 
chicken and truffles, en julienne, that is to say cut in about inch 
long, terribly thin strips. They could be in dark, rich consomme 
or, in a white “ thick ” but very creamy soup. Or in a vol au vent 
or other creamy entrie.

Princesse — aux pointes d ’asperges. Here again the garnish of 
tiny asparagus tips could be in soups or entrees. A perfect luncheon 
dish is Cripes de Volatile Princesse. Thin pancakes are spread 
with cooked white of chicken, diced and bound with a  Mornay 
(white, grated cheese, yolk of egg, sauce). Rolled up, placed flat 
and not overlapping in a fire-proof dish. More of this sauce is 
placed over, after we have generously finished with asparagus tips— 
cooked of course. The dish is gently browned under a hot grill.

THE PASSING OF THE DEATH-MAN

MONG the obvious, though minor, results of the suspension
of Capital Punishment would be die suspension o f one of 

the grimmest and (in the eyes of some of us, one o f the most 
grotesque) o f government officials. The existence of a Public 
Executioner or Death-Man is automatically bound up with the 
existence of a Death-Penalty.

ROBIN ADAIR
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Lacking an official supply of persons to be hanged, the official 
hangman must needs become a superfluous figure in the social 
landscape and when those who illegally destroy their fellow 
creatures are no longer condemned to be legally destroyed, the 
gruesome occupation of their destroyer will be, like Othello’s, 
definitely gone.

A Public Executioner of modem times, may quite well contrive 
to be, in private life, a harmless and even an estimable individual; 
but his present-day personality remains overshadowed by dark 
traditions from the more famous — and more infamous — past. 
In Ancient Rome, the Public Executioner was an object of such 
universal detestation that he was rarely permitted to dwell within 
the city-boundary and had to be domiciled at a safe distance, 
outside the walls. In the Middle Ages executions were usually 
carried out by a convicted criminal (one, it is supposed, who had 
shown some aptitude for that kind of work) ; fetched out of gaol 
to perform the unpopular duty, in reward for which he would be 
granted his freedom and then, as a rule, summarily banished from 
the place.

Sometimes, however, it might happen that he achieved his task 
to general satisfaction and would be invited to stay and take it on 
for good. So the office of executioner — who might have to be 
headsman, hangman or even burner-alive, according to the particular 
brand of offender or offence in question and the particular form of 
penalty in vogue — materialised by degrees, gained sufficient 
importance to be handed down from experienced sire to promising 
offspring and shows a survival-value to this day.

It has had a chequered history.
In exciting periods of our rough Island’s story, the executioner’s 

life has proved correspondingly exciting. Richard Brandon for 
instance, public executioner during our King and Parliament 
troubles, found himself, after having beheaded two of the Monarch’s 
closest friends, Earl Strafford and Archbishop Laud, called upon 
to do the same office on the Monarch himself. Despite his previous 
record, the prospect seems to have staggered the unfortunate 
headsman, who at first flatly refused to lift his axe against the 
Lord’s Anointed. But his employers were in no mood for such 
trifling unpatriotic scruples. Early on the dark chill morning of 
Ihe fatal thirtieth of January, the inhabitants o f Rosemary Lane, 
where Brandon resided, were thrilled by the clattering arrival of 
“ a troop of horse ” and by the fascinatingly fearful spectacle of
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their important neighbour fetched out o f bed and taken off, by 
his formidable escort, to the portentous job that awaited him at 
Whitehall.

Of course, the unpleasant affair was not without its substantial 
profits. A fee of thirty pounds — counted out in two hundred 
and forty half-crown pieces — was handed to Brandon in a purse 
within an hour of the tragedy, and though he is supposed never to 
have recovered from the dreadful experience and to have sickened 
and died, of remorse, in the course of the year, we are not told 
that he refused the honorarium. In any case, he is to be con
gratulated on having contrived, either by remorse or other means, 
to quit this mortal coil before the return of his royal victim’s son 
and heir and the subsequent drastic disposal of such Regicides as 
had been imprudent enough to remain above ground till that happy 
event. His successor, Howlett, had a very narrow escape, being 
actually arrested as the alleged killer of the King and only released 
on the oath of several witnesses that Brandon had been the actual 
culprit.

Of Howlett we know little more, but in 1662 — two years after 
the Restoration — the office of executioner was bestowed on the 
notorious John, or Jack, Ketch, of whom we know more than we 
could wish. While the degraded careers o f so many of his degrading 
profession are shrouded in merciful obscurity, the name of this man 
is surrounded by a  positive aura of ill-fame and has, as we know, 
survived, in popular parlance, as a cant synonym for a judicial 
butcher. Yet, even from the lowest professional viewpoint, Ketch 
can hardly be regarded as a success. Two, at least, of his distin
guished victims — the Duke of Monmouth and Lord William 
Russell — are known to have had their sufferings unofficially pro
longed by his bungling brutality, and the fate o f humbler subjects 
at his unhandy hands is better left to gloomy imagination. Ketch, 
like his predecessors, was both headsman and hangman. For 
what we may call the class-conscious factor in capital punishment 
— beheading for the highly-born and hanging for the lowly 
offender — lasted well into the eighteenth century — at least for 
high political crimes, such as Jacobitism.

A common, though titled, murderer, like the half-crazed Earl 
Ferrers (who, in 1760, being requested by his steward to  pay a 
sufficient maintenance to  the ill-used Lady Ferrers, responded by 
attacking and fatally shooting his too-consdentious employee) was 
denied the dignity of decapitation, though the story goes, that the
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hangman was required to hang this high-born ruffian with a silken 
rope.

In 1820, " the  Cato Street Conspirator” Arthur Thistlewood — 
whose zeal for a change of government may be regarded as ex
cessive and whose agreeable inclusive plan of assassinating all the 
Cabinet Ministers at once, on their way to dine out in Grosvenor 
Square, was not unnaturally discovered and defeated — received, 
for some obscure reason full medieval honours — the headsman 
even wearing the regulation black mask. But after that there seem 
to have been no more of these melodramatic scenes in Great 
Britain, though the last headsman of the Tower (whose post had 
become merely nominal) did not pass away till 1861.

By that time, some of the more spectacular features had dis
appeared from the drama of judicial slaying.* For instance, 
the protagonist was no longer conveyed to execution in an open 
cart nor surrounded in death by that crowd of spectators which, 
Dr. Johnson stoutly maintained, were a moral support to the 
unhappy creature. And the mechanism of trap-door and ex
peditious drop was superseding the ghastly humour of that “ dance 
on nothing ” which followed on the driving off of the death-cart. 
In other words, executions were becoming “ humane ” and, thanks 
to the persistent efforts of various unpopular but undaunted 
“ cranks,” becoming also strictly limited in their scope.

Those sixty-odd capital crimes — sheep-stealing, burglary, for
gery and the rest — which had kept the Death-Man both well- 
employed and well-remunerated, had been steadily reduced in 
number, till, by the middle of the Victorian Age, he could rarely 
count on doing his office or collecting his fees for any less 
occasion than a wilful homicide.

In recent years, as we know, he has again been able to count 
on rather more than this, our late troubles having provided him 
with a mixed bag of war-criminals and political offenders and even 
occasionally extended the demand for his services beyond his native 
land.

But now such vistas of abnormal activity are closed or closing 
and it seems highly improbable that the duties of the Death-Man 
of the future will be either very important or very remunerative. 
Even if, now and then, we still consider ourselves compelled to 
exact the extreme penalty and still require a practitioner — the

• Judicial slaying by decapitation bas been obsolete for a hundred years or so
in this country
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undignified deputy, be it remembered, of the dignified Sheriff whose 
business the execution of offenders once actually was, and still 
nominally is — to exact it for us, the prospects in such a casual 
and uncertain employment cannot greatly allure a really practical 
man.

That queue of enthusiastic applicants which, we are given to 
understand, invariably lines up, on the occurrence of a vacancy 
in the Death Man’s Office, seems fated to dwindle and, finally, 
to disappear.

And the Death-Man himself — with all his dismal paraphernalia 
and grotesque inheritance of mingled ostracism and awed fascination 
— could we wish him anything better than to disappear likewise 
and to find occupation for his proved mechanical talents and 
presumed passion for justice in some more truly serviceable sort 
of service to our Commonwealth ?

HE Arab World is Europe’s sister. Stretching from Morocco
to the borders o f Persia, it looks inwards to the same * white 

inland sea,’ it has its roots, as we have ours, in Babylon, Greece 
and Rome. With Europeans, Arabs believe in an active religion, 
of a personal Almighty who sends prophets from age to age to 
explain His purposes. Their history is as intermingled with ours 
as the history o f China with Japan. They have given us words, 
and have taken some o f ours in return. In our dogmatic Middle 
Age Arabian Spain kept alive for us the scientific thought o f Greece. 
There has been a kind o f historical seesaw : in one period the 
Arabs have been up and we down, in another we have lent and they 
have borrowed.

G. M. HORT

EUROPE AND THE ARABS

MAX BELOFF CRIES STREICHER 

IN CHATHAM HOUSE

THE REVIEW OF A  REVIEW
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To-day nothing is more important than that the two areas under
stand one another. Indeed, if  Europe is to become the Third 
Way, between America and Russia, it can only do so with the 
intimate collaboration of the Arabs. (And with their collaboration 
secured, one could be more hopeful of the collaboration of those 
yet more numerous regions with Moslem populations, such as 
Pakistan and Indonesia.)

For Englishmen it is particularly important to understand the 
Arabs, since till the present Englishmen have played the dominant 
role, of all the European peoples, in relations with the Arab World. 
That, in general, the English are loathed and the Germans admired 
in this important region has not been due to deficiencies in individual 
Englishmen, so much as to the continuing absurdities of British 
officials, who for thirty years have shown themselves the willing 
marionettes of certain pressure groups. The ordinary Englishman 
imagines Arabia as a chivalrous filmset, where Lawrence cast his 
spell and where the people bow to Englishmen as to friends. He 
is shocked and pained on his arrival in Baghdad or Cairo to find 
that the people, while invariably polite, regard his Government as 
the incarnation of machiavellian devilry. This is not the English
man’s ‘ fault,’ any more than it was the ‘ fault ’ of the ordinary 
Germans that there were gas-chambers at Auschwitz, or that it 
was the ‘fault’ of the Americans that their Government dropped two 
atomic bombs on a nation already suing for peace. But if the 
English wish to save themselves from the hatred the Germans 
earned in Poland, or the Americans in Asia, they would be wise 
to examine rather more carefully than in the past the bases on which 
their Government acts in the Near East.

That it is not made any too easy to get a  clear view of the subject 
is shown by a recent case. Chatham House have published a  book 
entitled The Middle East in the War 1939-1946 by an expert on this 
subject, George Kirk. Unfortunately, it is the kind of book whose 
price (42s.) and topic keep it out o f the ken of ordinary readers. 
For every one who reads the book, a hundred will read the resume 
of it in The Spectator, a  newspaper found in clubs and sent by post 
to all comers of the world. Unextreme, this weekly institution 
is often taken as expressing the mild, middle of the road position 
most truly symbolical of twentieth century England. Its r£sum£ 
will be taken seriously, will only be questioned by a few.

The reviewer selected by the newspaper for this important work 
was a Mr. Max Beloff. Mr. Beloff concedes that the book contains
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information of a fundamental importance. He also concedes that 
Mr. Kirk’s belief that the forty million Arabs are more important 
to the West than the one million * ingathered ’ Jews is permissible, 
even if the tone of his review implies that it is also rather absurd. 
But for Mr. Kirk’s strictures on the Jewish State he compares this 
mild author to 4 the late Julius Streicher ’.

Such remarks as that Roosevelt was “ surrounded by Jewish 
advisers,” talk of the “ Eastern European ghetto-inheritance 
of the Zionist movement ” as being responsible for its “ lack of 
candour,” the trick of writing “ Moshe ” after the name of a 
Jew who chooses to call himself Maurice, or giving in brackets 
the irrelevant information that the eminent American Rabbis 
Wise and Silver were bom in Hungary and Lithuania respectively, 
are of course the habitual small change of anti-Jewish agitators, 
and have been from the days of the Tsarist pogroms until their 
recent revival in  Communist Eastern Europe. But when, in 
his indignation against Gentile sympathisers with the Jewish 
plight, Mr. Kirk can bring himself, after noting the impression 
made by the present Prime Minister of Israel on Mr. R. H. S. 
Crossman, to write that “ one is reminded mutatis mutandis of 
how some of Crossman’s fellow Socialists were to be beguiled 
by Sidney Stanley (alias Solomon Wulkan),” all a reviewer can 
do is to suggest that, mutatis mutandis, of course, this remark 
is not unworthy of the late Julius Streicher.

This quotation is more preposterous than at first it seems : not 
only for its assault on the mild Mr. Kirk, but more for its implication 
that any criticism of Jews, or Israelis, is tantamount to anti- 
Semitism.

First, the facts : the state of Israel to-day occupies a stretch 
of Palestine from Galilee in the north to Aqaba in the south which 
a generation ago was owned by Arabs, with the Jews less than a 
seven per cent, minority. The million Arabs who were the legal 
owners of ninety per cent, of this land until they were expelled 
by force in 1948 are refugees, scattered without means of livelihood 
into the territories of Jordan, Syria, Lebanon and Iraq, countries 
with enough problems of their own not to be able to afford them 
much relief. Instead of an honest living from their own land 
they receive from the United Nations a dole of about one dollar 
a head a month. The result, and this is a simple fact, verifiable 
by anyone who lives in this area, is that the governments of England 
and America are detested from Morocco to Iraq, suspected far 
further afield, wherever the Dome of the Rock is a revered shrine. 
Russia, meanwhile, not anti-Semitic in principle, profits from this
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situation to win popularity among the Arabs.
Now to state this, and to state further that at all costs Britain, 

and Europe, must cement afresh their relationship with the Arabs 
is not to be anti-Jewish : it is to be sensible. No country has 
helped the Jews more than England. In England, as nowhere else, 
they have found roads open to them, doors unshut. As a common 
heir with the rest of Christendom to the Middle Ages, England did 
right to atone for centuries of barbaric usage. (The sceptical 
reader, if such exist, should ask some publisher to print Rabbi 
Finkelstein’s The Devil and the Jews, a book widely known in 
America, whose account of Jewish persecution in medieval Europe 
is both factual and horrifying.) But it is one thing to atone for 
past fanaticism. It is another to let this sense of guilt erode reason 
and undermine the self-evident bases of policy.

What do Mr. Beloff and his friends advocate anyway ? That 
Britain’s one reliable friend in the Near East is Israel ? Despite 
what it owes to Balfour, Israel has already shown that England 
has few friends there. After the war, in England’s gravest economic 
crisis, the Zionist agencies of New York whipped up a boycott of 
British goods, forgetful that England’s dire need was a  direct result 
of fighting the war to save the Jews from Hitler. If  Britain were 
willing to support a policy of Jewish expansionism, the Jews might 
return a quid or two pro quo. But not even a ‘ life-long Zionist ’ 
like Mr. Churchill would contemplate such folly : bringing as its 
immediate result the secession of the whole Moslem world to 
Russia.

Assuming, even, that Israel were the devoted friend of Britain, 
what has she to offer ? The port of Haifa ? What use is that 
without a hinterland to serve ? The Arabs have Latakia, Beirut, 
Port Said, Basra and Alexandria. Israel can offer airfields ? 
In one small corner, most liable to attack. The Arabs control 
an area the size of India and Europe put together. A trained 
labour force ? Egypt and Lebanon, to say nothing of Iraq and 
Syria, are developing rapidly towards industrialisation. Raw 
materials ? Israel is dependent on foreign sources for oil, food, 
and all the necessities of modern life. The West can find oranges 
and nitrates in abundance elsewhere.

If  with her small territory, and smaller resources, Israel .cannot 
outweigh the Arab World, then it is surely reasonable for Britain 
to malm real friends, not half friends, with the Arabs. To have 
created an Israel (in the tradition of Divide et Impera) might have
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been machievellian once ; with the Soviet Union to the north, 
and the example of Communist China to the east, it is insane. 
(It is also pointlessly immoral. Even in her own colonies, with 
indigenous peoples far less evolved than the Arabs, Britain has 
never evicted on the scale that was practised by the Jews in 
Palestine.)

This insanity has already cost us dear. Before it costs us the whole 
stakes, a clean examination of the steps that led to it is required. 
In that examination one will have to use the word Jew whatever 
Mr. Beloff implies. By creating Israel the Jews have made them
selves a nation. The reasons why Zionism found friends in the 
West needs probing. Is it because many westerners have been 
brought up on the Old Testament, and find the idea of Hebrews 
in the Philistine plain attractive ? Is it because private individuals 
need loans, or presents ? (Sidney Stanley is not as irrelevant a 
figure as Mr. Beloff would suggest.) Or is it because Jewish pressure- 
groups exerted undue influence over certain governments ? These 
questions are no more to be ruled out of court than similar questions 
about the victory of Mao Tse Tung in China.

Israel is not the first state to inject itself into the Levant. There 
have been many, short-lived predecessors. None lasted more than 
a century ; others of the crusading states lasted only a decade or 
two. Israel may or may not prove viable. The Zionists still 
believe it will last. The Syrian Government, on the other hand, 
has already prophesied that the United Nations will shortly appoint 
a committee to plan the resettlement of the Israelis somewhere 
else. However this may be, Europeans must consider the main 
problem : the winning, and the retention, of Arab friendship. 
The survival, or non-survival, of the state of Israel is, simply and 
precisely, no concern of theirs. And if to state this is to be like 
Julius Streicher, then Herr Streicher must have been a very 
maligned man.
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GHOSTS WITHOUT SHADOWS

The routine, familiar voice of the broadcaster announces : 
“ Damascus Calling ! The next item in our programme, Ladies 
and Gentlemen, consists of ‘ Letters from the Refugees \  ”

A delicate, braceleted wrist swivels the knob to another station, 
until this programme be over.

In Camp Mesopotamia No. 3 feeble, starving shadows in filthy 
rags listen for their parents and relations.

There are noises in the Damascus Radio Station. The an
nouncer, like the prompter in a theatre, is telling a young girl 
what to say. Pushed before the microphone, her voice is tired, 
without much expression.

“ I am Zaynab, my health is good, I hope yours is the same.”

Silence overwhelms the weary faces in the camp. It is the voice 
of Zaynab. Her mother weeps because she does not understand 
from this sentence anything except that Zaynab is alive. How is 
her food ? How does she sleep ? How does she live ? Zaynab 
is her only daughter, and this sentence does not give her a single 
idea of her condition. Yet as she hears her voice, the images of 
the past crowd into her b ra in ; she knows these tones so well.

The same sentence is repeated from the Radio by different voices, 
in varying tones.

“ I am Muhammad, my health is good, and I  am happy. Don’t 
worry about me. I  hope you are a ll.. .  ”

The announcer prompts the same old sentences that have become 
tedious through repetition. He looks at his watch. A young girl 
of sixteen stands before the microphone, not knowing what is 
expected of her.

“ You must say, I  am So-and-So, the daughter of So-and-So.”
The girl in mechanical accents : “ I am So-and-So, the daughter 

of So-and-So.”

Laughing, “ No, no — say your name and your father’s.”
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“ I am Ameena Malhass, my health is good,” and before she 
could finish she burst into tears.

The announcer faded her out, intensely embarrassed.

“ What do you mean by this ? Who told you to cry ? ”

Everyone in the studio blames Ameena. “ You shouldn’t  have 
done that. What will our families think, and our people ? ”

Ameena apologises like a guilty thing. “ I couldn’t stop myself 
crying, I pictured my mother, and my family, and my brother who 
remained there,” by there she means in Palestine.

“ Cheer up, we’ll go back soon.”

The announcer signals to the sound director through the wide 
glass panel that separates him from the studio. A red light glows. 
The announcer continues with the next item on the programme. 
“ We are now going to give you the text of the Protest sent by the 
Arab League.”

Thousands of Protests.. . .  And the cigar-filled faces, the 
fingers tapping irritably on conference tables.. . .  ‘ Gentlemen,
we have to find a right solution for this comedy___ ’ Hands are
lifted in assent; heads shake in meaningless, diplomatic gestures. 
Missions, congresses, thousands of energetic societies lavishly 
devise by-laws for their own inner working, so as later to help the 
refugees. And the exhausted faces vanish from the radio, mere 
ghosts without shadows. In the darkness of the camp, one has 
heard from a relative, another has not.

“ Why did Ameena c r y ? ” -
“  Why shouldn’t she ? ”
“ But what are we to understand from this ? ”
There is the sound of a baby wailing for hunger, and an old 

woman hastens to put him on his mother’s knee, and the mother 
takes out her withered breast, like an empty sack, and puts it to 
his mouth. Then the mother smiles, thankfully,'leaning her head 
against the wall, supporting herself with her arms, one deformed, 
the other an amputated stump, and her son smiles too, enfeebled 
though he is, looking at her with blue eyes, his blond hair is filthy 
and his body is swathed in rags. She is the mother of Ameena 
Malhass, in Camp Mesopotamia No. 3. .
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Ameena walks out of the building of the Syrian Broadcasting 
Corporation. Her father is buried under the ruins of his house 
in Palestine. The cup overflows with each gold coin that settles 
at its base. The world is indifferent to the drops that overflow 
from the glass, so long as the gold coins in the bottom go on 
increasing. Gold bewitches the eyes of the world, charms its ears 
with its clink. Ameena walks out alone. Her mother sobs in the 
camp, her baby’s eyes upon her as he sucks. Happier far is he 
who under his ruined house has on his face the scent of his own 
earth, the earth that carries with it his memories and his past. 
Ameena drags her skirt in the dust as she walks, distracted, 
murmuring repeatedly like a parrot, “ I am Ameena, my health
is good, I hope that yours is the same----- la m  well, I am Ameena,
the daughter of Malhass. I  am the daughter of Malhass.”

She comes now to the banks of the Barada, she meanders by its
side. “ I am Almeena Malhass, my health is good___ ” The
people who pass by stare at her pityingly. Why do they stare at 
her in this pitying way ? The pity shown in their faces rekindles 
the embers of her pride. “ Why am I here ? These people all 
have homes and a country.” While she, the daughter of Malhass, 
why is she here ? She held her hand to her breast, and one of the 
passers thought she was begging. He walked off, shouting, “ Work ! 
Why don’t  you get to work?” She the daughter of Malhass, to 
work in the way he m eant! The same pictures force their way 
back into her mind, as a man who is not thinking of any particular 
thing, but of everything at one and the same moment. “ My 
health is good, I  am Ameena, daughter of Malhass.” She went 
on until she came to a distant place by the Barada’s edge, where she 
sat down to rest and to remember. The sky was now coloured a 
pale pink, beams of the setting sun were falling on the summits o f 
the surrounding hills.. . .  The sun had been setting in their land 
too, when the big trucks came grinding to a  halt, to take them 
away from their land, to take them to an unknown country where 
they have no past and no memories, a new land to which they have 
nodes. The village roared with the sound of motors. “ You must 
get out at once — they are coming.”

“ Who ? ”

“ The Jews;”

And she remembered the voice of her brother, shouting, “  We
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will not leave our land.”

“ You can’t stay here alone, Muhammad. We have done 
nothing wrong.”

“ Here my father died, and I will die by his side, on the same 
soil that covers his face.”

And she remembers the voice of her betrothed, Ahmed. He 
said, “ And I  too will never go. I have ploughed this land with 
my uncle. Look — that is the very hoe, and those long furrows 
on the tilled land are mine. They have no right to drive us away 
from our past.”

“ You will die if you stay.”

“ We will not leave this place.”

Muhammad smiled, “ We will wait for you here.”  The trucks 
drove olf in haste, leaving the two boys like ghosts in a  graveyard.

“ I am Ameena, my health is good___  I hope yours is the
same___ ”

NAZAR SALEEM.

{Translated from jhe Arabic by Desmond Stewart and Faroulc Yusif)
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LETTERS

To the Editor of The European.

Sir,

Monsignor Ronald Knox has recently stated that all the identity 
discs in Heaven are marked R.C. (The Hidden Stream). This 
belief is every bit as radical as the Marxist belief that every citizen 
of the New Society has ‘ proletariat ’ on his internal passport. 
Catholicism is a proselytising religion commanding the allegiance 
of all men ; nor has it ever denied this. No more intransigent 
manifesto exists in history than the Quicunque vult of S. Athanasius, 
a document whose maintenance by Catholics alarms Pagans and 
disturbs those Protestants who have long since explained it away.

A Catholic novelist who recurs again and again to specifically 
Catholic themes can no more expect to be judged as neutral, as a 
mere observer of life, free from propagandist motive, than could a 
Marxist writer in whose evety novel the wickedness of Titoist 
deviationism provided the main mechanism and plot. ,

This must be the point of departure for the neutral critic ; it 
so happens that I am not one. But although my own sympathies 
are entirely with the Catholic cause in the struggle for the human 
soul, the mere fact that Mr. Greene chooses the Operation of 
Grace for the mechanism of his novels, does not for me place him 
beyond criticism. Indeed it seems absurd that any Catholic 
novelist, on the score of his religion, should be elevated to the 
status of ‘ sacred cow \  Most particularly now that Catholic 
theologians and philosophers have abandoned the nineteenth 
century non possumus for a positive programme to meet the 
philosophical, social and political problems of our own day, these 
novels seem to me pathetically unworthy of the Church that for 
close on two thousand years has been the tutor o f the Western 
mind.

Yours, etc.,

A. J. N eame.
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Sir,
Mr. Mosley’s suggestion that it is Mr. Neame, with his love for 

the beautiful, the valorous and the strong who is snobbish, and not 
Mr. Waugh, is grotesque. Snobbery is something specific : the 
valuing of a man or woman, by the snob, not for that person’s 
intrinsic merit, but for his accidental position in a  social hierarchy. 
Mr. Neame’s valuation could be described as admiration, not 
snobbery. And it is as historically certain that Christianity upset 
the natural faculty of admiration, by giving it new, transvalued 
objects, as it is verifiable that communism does the same to-day. 
Muhammad’s assertion, “ In Islam no asceticism ! ” was the 
reaction of a deeply religious man against that inwoven thread in 
the Christian religion which, for the Hellenic harmony, substituted 
the post-Christian schism between flesh and spirit. It is not arro
gance, fascism, boy-scoutism, snobbery, puritanism or any other 
of Mr. Mosley’s pejoratives, to assert that there are men and 
women more beautiful, more valorous and more strong than the 
rest of us, and that to admire such people is beneficial for ourselves 
and for society, valour and strength being understood morally 
and intellectually, as well as physically. ‘ The admiration of the 
noble draws us upwards ’. It is also the reverse of ‘ puritanism ’ 
to attack certain aspects of Christianity : Pope Sylvester closing 
the public baths of Rome ; St. Francis exalting lice as the pearls 
of poverty ; St. Francis Borgia asking the consumptive, ‘ Into my 
mouth spit — there’s no fitter receptacle ’ ; St. Paul advising 
Christians not to use their sexual faculties, allowing marriage only 
as an alternative to burning ; St. Clement of Alexandria declaring, 
‘ When you embrace a woman, remember, you embrace a  saccum 
stercoris ’ ; the authorities in Demochristian Rome covering 
certain portions of Mussolini’s statuary with metal underwear. 
Mr. Mosley’s references to Nietzsche show equal misunderstanding. 
No one was personally more compassionate or more gentle than the 
philosopher of the Superman, who gave us two pictures of the 
goal towards which he wished man to advance : ‘ the Roman 
Caesar with the soul of Christ’ ; and the imitation of Goethe. 
Nietzsche realised, what the pagans knew before him, that only 
the strong are either generous or compassionate ; and that behind, 
the mystique of pity invented by the early Church lay a deep resent
ment at all that was most noble in the pagan world.

Yours, etc.,

D esmond Stewart.
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