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Vietnam is a poor country. If you live in the predominantly
rural south, you can expect to live for 35 years, provided you are
not killed by a lazy dog or ‘non-toxic chemicals'. Before the Ame-
ricans invaded, before the French had been driven out, even be-
fore the Japanese had been defeated, the Viectmamese peasants
knew Death very intimately, They lived in hunger, They koew
their powerful cnemies: the absentee landlords who switched
their backers with the flucluations of the intemational balance
of power, but who never for one moment bridled their appetites
or let up on their carnivorous extortion; the usurers who swallow-
ed well over half the harvest either as rent or interest; the imper-
1al entreprencurs who laid down millions of rubber trees across
vast plantations and across the bodies and the sweated labour of
thousands of conseribed coolies: these they knew well; but even
better they knew their police and their soidiers, who had all the
mangling arsenal of civilised disciplinary force at their disposal.!

But the peasants of Indo-China were not the only people to
live in privation: and even today they are by no meang the most
hungry, or the most nakedly oppressed, peoples of the world.
Thoughout South-East Asia, over half the peasants’ income goes
to buy his food, and even then he consumes an average of 2,000
calaries a day against our 3,500. While we are eating 40 or 50
grams of animal protein a day, the Asian peasant gets 5 to 10.
While we burn 10,000 pounds of fuels each, every year, he bums
two or three hundred, much of which is animal dung that could
be vitally useful to him in fertilising his Jand. Fifteen per cent
of Indian babies die before they are one year old, In England,
two die. In Burma, Pakistan, Indonesia. and India. the income
per head of the population, in 1958, was sixty dollars or less.
Formosa and Thailand had a per capita income of between sixty
and one hundred dollars? Yet in the West, every educated
adolescent knows that Vietnam is a desperately poor country,
and that its social problems demand solution. The American
President and the British Prime Minister find it expedient to
talk of extensive programmies of economic aid to Vietnam, after
the war. Much less is heard of the affairs of even poorer count-
ries in the same region. Why should this be so?

The answer is a dismal one, Western statesmen are not in-
terested in hungry people, except when Christmas brings the
season for free publicity on famine relief advertisements, Hunger,
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in the rich countries, has a claim for attention oaly when i pre-
sents a political problem.

This is not entirely a strange condition to British political
cxperience. Aneurin Bevan, in his mwst interesting tract “In
Place of Fear” recounts a strong parallel case:

“One experience remaing vividly in my memory. While
the miners were striking in 1926 a great many people were
moved to listen to their case. Ceriuin high ecclesiastical
dignitaries even went so far as to offer to mediale between
the mine-owners and the miners, They were convinced that
the terms the coal-owners were atlempting o impose on the
miners were unreasonable, and would entail much suffering
and poverty for hundreds of thousands of miners' homes.
Their efforts failed. The miners were beaten and driven back
to work under disgraceful conditifons,

For years these conditiops coniinued. But were thosc
high Church dignitarics moved to intervene then? Mot al
all. For them the problem was solved. It had never consisted
in the suffering of the miners, but in the fact that the miners
were still able Lo strugele and (herefore to create a problem
for the rest of the community, The problem wus not their
suffering but their struggle. Silent pain evokes no resonse.™
Tn South East Asia, now, as in South Wales before the

second world war, silenl pain evokes no response. The suffening
of the poor, in Bevan's compelling words, is ignored “while they
lack the power and status to insist on alleviation.™

The electric fact about Vietnam 1s that the people of that
country have found power and status, in the organs which they
have created in a most ferocious and desperate struggle. The
National Liberation Front, like the South Wales Miners’ Feder-
ation, has taught a whole generation of brutally oppressed people
to stand up, to demand and begin (o create a society in which
they can begin to become persons, and ccasc o be chattels, The
Front takes among the people ideas of direct democracy and
economic reform. In the words of an American reporter, who
asked a Mekong delta peasant why so many people support the
“vietcong .

“They seize the rice fields from the absenl owners and
divide the land among the working farmers™
It is understandable that the American Government, which

Ias vast imperial interests in every continent, which defends the
ownership by American corporations of approximalely 60% of
the world's cconomic resources, and which depends for itg in-
fluence upon the most abject and corrupt politicans drawn from
the most capricious and backward-looking social milieux
of the countries over which it holds sway, should react with
fierce apprehension against movements of land reform and na-
tional independence. It is far less understandable that the Bri-
tish Labour Movement, which has a long history of opposition
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to imperialism, based upon the clear realisation that British
Imperial exploitation centred on the same elite corps of finan-
ciers and businessmen which has inflicted such pain on British
trade unioms, should find itself today hoist with a leadership
propared lo endorse almost every action of President Johnson.

Up to October 1965, 170,000 Vietnamese civilians had been
slaughtered in the President’™s war, 500,000 had been tortured;
5000 had been bummt alive: 100,000 had suffered poisoning by
chemical weapons; while unknown numbers had been disem-
bowelled, castrated, raped, eviscerated.® Ears, strung in a grisly
necklace, swung across the walls of an installation of the
Southern puppet Government which was visited by the New
York Herald Tribune correspondent kast year” The troops which
are responsible for these intrepid and valorous assaolts on Viel-
namese peasanls are paid out of ULS, military appropriations.® 1f
the peasanty kill back, when they can, this is hardly surprising:
but when the tally of camage in this unholy American crusade
is carefully elaborated. on the one side will be found discrimi-
nate casualtics, victims of a war of resistance: on the other will
be piled. in an abysmal hecatomb, the legions of those genocid-
ally exterminated by the most advanced and civilised techniques
available to a race which is totally, devilishly skilled in mecha-
nical killing.” 1n orsder not to see this, anyone even slightly
acquainted with the news from Vietnam would need Lo be steeped
in the vulgar, philistine bigotry of a Michael Stewart, or morally
null, a dollar-neuter like the capricious, ego-centred moral eunuch
upon whom he fawns.!0

For those who are mterested in understanding the astonishing
ahdication of the British Labour Government from the most ele-
mentary pretension to a humane polity, it is important to distin-
guish between the four-square stupidity of the Foreign Secretary,
which is a characteristically honest response shared by a fairly
numerous body of the more narrow-minded functionaries of the
Labour Party, and which could not be less cunning and guileful
than it is; and the truly gargantuan duplicity of the Prime Mi-
nister, for whom a straight line is the shorlest breach between
two promises. Mr Stewart is as incapable of telling a lic as he
is of seeing the plain truth before his nose. Mr. Wilson, on the
contrary. does not tell lies: he lives them, he balances one against
another, he juxtaposes, juggles and transfigures them, he banks
them and trnscends them with more perfect hies, Lies are meat
and drink lo him: or any moment they maybe also raiment, and
all that Engiand will awail is that childish voice from the crowd
lo whisper that the emperor is naked,

1 may seem that these are fairly strong words. By analysing
the record of the premier, however, it can quickly be seen that
they are valid, And nowhere does this become more starkly
apparent than on the record in respect of Vietnam,

Mr. Wilson first became apparent as a man of the left when
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he resigned from the Attlee administration, in 1951, together with
Nye Bevan and Jobn Freeman. In a pamphlet entitled “One
Way Only"” which was published by Tribune, the ihree introduced
a five-point programme for the Labour Party. This demunded
a ‘supreme effort to megotiate a settlement with Russia in the
next two years’; asserted the right of the “wnderprivileged colo-
nial people” to complete “their social revolutions™ and the duty
of British socialists to assisy these; insisted that the rearmament
of the Atlantic powers should “be subordinate to a World Plan
for Mutual Aid™; urged the financing of rearmament in Brilain
not by inflation “but under a system of socialist controls™; and
stood firm on the principle that it was “not only possible, but
desirable and necessary, to embark upon a series of measures
designed to carry us forward towards the establishment of 2
Socialist society in Britain.” Although this programme was Cofl-
ceived in the heart of the cold war, when Stalin’s rule in Russia
struck not only loathing, but also fear and irrational suspicion
into the calculations of western liberals and socialists, so that it
was predicated on the assumption of a possible Russian
attack.!! which retrospectively can be easily seen to have been
absurd: nonetheless it maintained one very clear commitment
which today seems entirely subversive, honest and commendable.
The colonial revolution, for the co-authors of this pamphilet,
required unstinting support and solidarity,

“Is the aim”, they asked the western politicians, “to fight
poverty, or a plan to purchase mercenaries in another kind of
war? Is the aim to destroy malaria and provide tractors or 1o
protect the landlords and prop up feudal regimes? Chiang Kai
Shek on Formosa, saved by American guns and subsidies, is a
symbol of all Asia. His mere presence there could destroy the
effectiveness of America’s aid plans cven if they were ten times
larger.™!2

“Against the background of world poverty” Mr, Wilson and
his co-thinkers contimued, “and the surging discontent which it
is now producing among more than half the peoples of the world,
the Western nations have so far produced no policy to match the
magnitude of events. That discontent, and the revoll or revolo-
tion which it brings in its train, are as natural as the revolt of
Englishmen in the seventeeth century agninst the claims of
Charles I, or the revolt of Frenchmen in the eighteenth century
against the luxury of King Louis’ court, or the revolt of the Ame-
rican colonists against the blind tvranny of George IIL It is born
of the same spirit which insired the Chartists and the early
Socialist Movement in Britain. Tt will not be put down.”!3

“The only reputable policy for socialists”, they concluded.
“is to allv ourselves with the forces of social revolution, and to
prove by our deeds that our aim is not dominion but honour-
able partnership.™!

It is not difficalt for socialists to endorse these words. They
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are both realistic and morally sound, They represent, in the
Frime Minister’s words, “the spirit of the imperishable philosophy
of Nye Bevan"P Alas, they also represent the letter of the
rather mote transicnt philosophy of Harold Wilson.

What was Bevan’s philosophy, to which the British Premier
finds it expedient to defer? It was above all a socialist philosophy,
Bevan was not a utopian, and he could compromise in order to
make what he considered to be worthwhile gains for his view-
point. Some of his compromises caused apprehension on the left:
but his basic commitment can easily be shown to have seperated
him by a gulf of lightyears from the lotally unscrupulous oppor-
tunism of his epigone in Downing Strect. Here, for instance, is
his assessment of the overall background to the cold war, spoken
at the Labour Party Coaference immediately after his resignation:

“l am now 53 years of age. [ was coming to adult life
at the end of the 1914—]8 war. I remember so well what
happened when the Russiun Revolution occured. 1 remem-
ber the miners. when they read that the Crarist tyranny had
been overthrown, rushing to meet each other with tears strea-
ming down their cheeks, shaking hands and saying: “At last
it has happened,” Let us remember in 1951 that the revo-
lution of 1917 came to the working class of Great Britain,
not a5 a social disaster. but as one of the most emancipating
evenis in the history of mankind, Let us also remember that
the Soviet revolution would not have beem so distorted,
would not have ended in a tyranny, would not have resulted
in & dictatorship, would not now be threatening the peace
of mankind, had it not been for the behaviour of Churchill
and the Tories of that time. Do not forget that in the early
days when that great mass of backward people were trying
to find their way to the light, were trying to lify themself
from age-long penury and oppression, they were diverted
from their objeclives and thrown back into the darkness
not by the malignancy of Stalin at first, bul the action and
the malignancy of Churchill, the City of London, New York
and all the rest of the capitalist world,

The reasons for fear in the world at the moment have
never come from the poor people. whenever they are trying
to improve their lot. They have always come from those
who are trying to hold them down... That is why, now that
the Orient is in the same kind of ferment, we do not want
China, we do not want Indonesia and we do nol want the
middle east to be driven into the same kind of totalitarian
tyranny that the Tories drove the Soviet revolution into
1997
Bevan was misiaken about the predatory nature of Stalin's

government.'” but even this mistake did not blind him to the
essential truth about the colonial upheaval which 1s the major
social fact of our time: where hungry people found ‘the power



and the status’ lo resist the anti-social groupings whose control
of their resources engendered hunger, Bevan knew only ome im-
pulse, which was that of the South Wales Miners who rushed
out on to the grey street in tears of joy at the news of the greal
Russian Revolotion. In his morality, this was a primary res-
ponse, For this reason, he embraced as his own the cause of the
Chinese Revolution, in words which today sound as sharp as
they were when he uttered them.

“Everyone here knows” he told the House of Commons

“at least every miner, railwayman and agricultural wor-

ker knows very well that if he were in China he would be
a communist peasant. He would not be a Chiang Kai Shek,
he would be a communist. Anyone who had lived under the
regime of Chiang Kai Shek would become a communist, He
would not be foreed to be a communist, because everybody
knows that when the People’s Armies marched, they occu-
picd a country where people received them willingly.!s

It is probably fair to say that as a result of his clear and
completely unequivocal response to the Chinese revolution, the
whole Labour Movement in Britain was pulled back from its
evolution into move and more aggravated cold war positions.
The pressure generated by Bevan helped to persuade Attlee and
the rest of the leadership that it was expedient, in 1954, to dis-
patch a delegation to China 1o discuss with the Chinesa leaders.
With these words Bevan broke the news to his constiluents:

“If you South Wales Miners were in China, you would
be communists, of course you would, T know you would.
The Labour Party delegation is going to China, because
they have been bottom dogs for a long time. We are going
because we believe that the only people who can talk the
langirage of the peasants and workers of China are the re-
presentatives of the peasants and workers of Great Bri-
taim."

It was in the debate which arose during the events leading
up to this delegation that the problem of Indo-China began to find
stirdents in British Leftwing politics. By the time he returned from
Peking, Mr Attlee had been converted to at least a part of the
Bevanile case, He reported to the Labour Party:

“The Chinese Revolutgon is essentially part of that
rising of the Asiatic people that has been going on intensely
for more than fifty years.. you can see that same spirit in
Indo-China. You can see it throughout the East, but |
think it came through particularly strongly in China, ™
In spite of his conviction that the Chinese “have for the first

time got an honest government” Mr. Attlee still found it exped-
ient to support the creation of SEATO, the Pacific version of the
Aglantic alliance. A great row on the matter took place at the
Parly Conference, after Bevan had resigned from the Shadow
Cabinet in protest. The Bevanites took every opportunity to
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oppose this policy. In a motion by Harold Davies against
SEATO® Jennic l.ce, seconding. utlered a torrential indict-
ment:

“I say a vole for SBEATQO is a vole to exclude China; a
vode to exclude China is a vote that cuts us off from our own
best comrades in India, in Indonesia, in Burma and else-
where.., I hope this great conference will be lrue to our own
inlernational socialist principles, that we will not play small
politics, that we are not going to fight ideologies on the
battlefield, we are going to make a stand against aggres-
sigt,.. "=
James Callaghan joined in the condemnation:

“no-one can cffectively offer a guarantee to anyone o
South-East Asia unleéss vou have bBoth Tndia and Ching con-
caring in an agreement. T must say if it is a question of who
is [rightened of whom, 1 think on the whole the Chinese
have most to be Imghtened of al the present time, There are,
as far as 1 know, nol any Chinese attacking Los Angeles or
even an island off the border Lhers.."™
Among other red Taces which might be provoked by a re-

reading, today, of that Conference Report, would be that of
Anthony Greenwood, who sturdily paraphrased the sentiments
of *‘one Way Cnly’,

“In the Labour Movement we rose to power because we
were on the side of the ‘have-nots” of this country, We must
never lose our community of interest and our identity with
the ‘have-nots’ of the world. we have got to convince the
masses of Asia that we are on their side in their struggle,
and that their strugele against exploitation and foreign do-
miznation is exaclly the same struggle that we have carried on
in thig country,”

These speeches all reflect, directly, Bevan's influence It is,
as Mr, Wilson rightly indicates. ‘imperishable’. However, thig
spirit can be detatehesd from the earthly clay through which, from
time {o lime, it speaks. 1f one wishes to discover ii again in 1963
or 1966, one may find many echoes of Bevan's words in the
British socialist press. One cannot {ind even the slightest memory
of them among the ministerial team which includes the Right
Homorable Anthony Greenwood, After grafting minority rule on
British Guiana, this spokesman of the masses of Asia convinced
them of his unlimited goodwill by gassing their children in the
colony of Bahrein.®® He is sill, of course, on the side of the
have-nots. Formerly, he embraced those who havernot wealth:
today, less immoderately, he aligns with those who have-not
conscience;

On the broad issues of foreign policy and opposition to
Imperialism, the philosophy of Nye Bevan can obviously not in
any degree suffer reconciliation with the actions of the Wilson
administration. But even on the immediate issue of Vietnam the
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Prime Minister has no more right to the mantle he is so con-
cerned to faunt.

The whole British left approached the struggle of the Viet-
namese against French rule with a sharply critical eye for French
colonialism. In 1953 there was a debate on Foreign Affairs in
the Commons, in which this attitude was nog only clearly expres-
ed, but in which the impact of the growing sympathy with the
Chinese Revolution became very plain. The Labour team led off
with a statement by Mr. Attlee, in a similar vein to the later one
already quoted:

“It would be quite contrary to the whole history of that
part of the world o assume that the Indo-Chinese wanl to
be satellites of the Chinese. I cannot help thinking that there
was a possibility at one time, that this business might have
been settled and that Ho Chi Minh might have been Prime
Minister in a part of Indo-China, Vietnam, just as some other
people with whom we have disagreed in the past arc now
Prime Ministérs m the British Commonwealth, It is essen-
tial that the French understand the logic of events.,, Colo-
inalism belongs to a past age It undoubtedly does in
Asgia "

Through this breach fanned out other attackers, Mr Cross-
man, in strong form, echoed:

“T was delighted to hear Mr, Attlee say what we all
know is troe, that Ho Chi Minh leads the real national move-
ment in Indo-China. Do not let us be hypocritical about it
It is time to tell the French and the Americans that they are
fighting an unjust war in Indo-China. If the French had done
the right thing, IndoChina today would stand alongside
Indonesia and Burma. Ho Chi Minh and his rebels are not
communists by nature but by compulsion. They are driven
to be communists in order to get national liberation. If we
accept the Chinese Revolution we must accept the Indo-
Chinese Revolution, and (el our friends not to waste millions
of dollars om preserving a few square miles round Saigon."?"
The dollars do not seem quite so important in 1966 as the

lives which have been added to this grotesque bonfire; but Mr.
Crossman has been too busy researching into the economic him-
itations which may not permit the rehousing of the British
people to find time in which to continue to urge these very desir-
able economies upon the Americans. However, back in 1953 there
were other voices from Mr Wilson's present administration which
other voices from Mr. Wilson's present administration which
were not afraid to offer even stronger advice and criticism to the
Americans. Mrs. Castle, for instance:

“The foreign policy of the United States of America is
to destroy comununism... That is a policy which does two
things. First it says that the nationalist movemenis in Asia
are all Moscow-inspired, Kremlin-financed, part of a greal
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Russian plot. It fails completely to understand what is
happening in Asia, the revolution which is taking place
over large parts of the carth’s surface — which, as hon mem-
bers on this side of the House have shown quite clearly,
springs from the natural seeds and indigenous demands
of the peoples themselves,

Responsible crgans of opinion in this country, discus-
sing the problem of Indo-China, are complaining that the
trouble is that we cannot get the people of Indo-China to
resist the Communist Movement, because the desire to resist
is not there. That is because the resislance movement reflects
needs which are local and national.™*

Possibly today. in the light of the intelligence which Mr
Wilson has been able lo offer about the origing and motivation
of the English Seamans’ strike, Mrs Castle has revised her opin-
ion about the effect of natural needs and indigenous demands.
In 1953, Labour MPs were not prone to such speculations as
those of the later Mr Wilson on the effects of subversion, A cer-
tain scepticism infected them, arising possibly from a fairly
healthy appreciation of the physical difficulties involved in sub-
verting the restored conservative administration, apainst which
all their bitter and justified reproaches scemed to bend like rubber
knives or buckle like cardboard swords. For this reason, strong
attacks were made upon the Government, which stubbornly re-
fused to accept the logic of Messrs Attlee, Crossman and
Castle. Among these was that of Jennie Lee, whose elogquence
today seems stunningly appropriate:

“There are liberal Americans who are anxious to see
Indo-China liberated from what they call old-fashioned
colonialism.
We cannoy talk Lo those Americans, when at the same
time, we approach Washington with a begging-bow] held
out, because money tulks louder than words, T am grieved
and shamed when | hear that the contribution which our
country can make to international affairs is lost because of
the clatter of the dollars falling into the begming bowl ™
Miss Lee is only panly right about this. Money does not
necessarily talk Jouder than words: it depends who is listening.
Her own past testifics to the truth of this cavil, For those in
authority today, though, there can be little doubt that money
talks very loudly indeed. Tt is not known for certain whether this
still grieves Miss Lee. It does, without any doubt whatever, most
surely still shame us all

Where was Mr Wilson during all this time? He did not take
part in this particular debate. But this does not mean that he
did not share the opinions of his future ministerial colleagues:
even a man of his agility cannot be everywhere at once. He did
not break the line, though, In May, 1934, he did two Mayday
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meetings, one in Liverpool and the other in Manchester, First,
the Liverpool one:

“not a man, not a gun, must be sent from this country o
defend French colonisation in Indo-China_. we must not join
0T In any way encourage an anti-communist crusade in Asia
under the leadership of the Americans or anyone else...”™
In case this might ke thought ambiguous, the next day, in

Manchester, was added this;

“It was right lo issue a warning to the Governmeni not
to go any further in the subordination of British policies to
the United States., I belicve at the moment the danger lo
a megotiated settlement in Asia is provided by a lunatic
fringe in the American Senate.. Asia, like other parts of
the world, is in revolution, and what we have to learn today
in this country is to march on the side of the peoples in that
revolution and not on the side of their oppressors.”3
Mr Wilson had always a good eye for the winning side. By

the beginning of 1954 iL had become clear that the French were
being routed by the forces of the Viet Minh, Even while he was
speaking at Manchester and Liverpool, the final heroic 55-day
battle of Dien Bien Phu was in progress. The French had had
enough. For a race of empiricists, the British have been much
slower than the schematising Freach to understand the facts of
imperial collapse: and by May 1954 the French knew that their
day in Indo-Chitta was over. But four-fifths of their military
bills were at that time already being met by the Americans; and
the pragmatic empire-builders of Washington were ready at any
time to make this five fifths of a very much larger total. President
Eisenhower pondered on the feasability of a 500-bomber strike
against the Vietnamese forces at Dien Bien Phu. Indeed, the use
of atomic weapons was carefully discussed. Less than a week
before the Wilson declarations, the Americans were to have
made their decisive intervenlion. We have it on the authority of
Pierre Mendes France:

“The United Siates iniervention was to have taken
place on the request of France, April 28th. The warships
carming atomic aviation material were loaded and on route.
President Eisenhower was to have asked Congress April 26th
for authorisation. Luckily the project of the US intervention
wiis set aside by Britain and public opinion in the US."%
Britain, in this context, was the Britain of the conservative

restoration. Fortunately for the people of Vietnam and the peace
of the world, the conservative leadership were less deafencd by
the clatter of dollars into the begzing bowl in 1954 than Mr
Wilson's own leam in 1964, To be fair, it must be admitted
that the clatter of the dollars has taken on a neurotic significance
for Mr Wilson, during the months since his October victory.
It remains true that befoc the American bombers were
unleashed, the British Government of 1954 had intervened. Mr
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Wilson did not then instruct his supporters o “carry the banner
then, but you do not need to carry it here: the right place 10
take that banner is to the Chinese Embassy.”™ In those days
he marched “on the side of the peoples™ in the Vielnamese Re-
volution, and “not on the side of their oppressors.”

What accounts, then, for this singular change of front? The
most obvious single answer is precisely, of course, the clatter of
dollars, or, to be still more precise, the feur of the failure of that
clatter. This was made perfectly plain al the famous speech in
September 1964 to the Trades Union Congress.

*You can get into pawn. but don’t then talk of an in-
dependent foreign policy, or an independent defence policy...
if you borrow from some of the worlds' bankers, you will
quickly find that you lose another kind of independence
because of the deflationary policies and the cuts in social
services that will be imposed on a Government that has
got ilself into thal position.’

If not a handful, then ai any rate for several planeloads of
sitver he left us.

This explanation is, of course, rather strongly coatested by
the Prime Minister himself. A the 1965 Labour Pary Confe-
rence, the South Nottingham delegate, Peter Price, put the matter
in a nutshell:

“l know the pound is important; 1 know the American
loan 13 important; bul so are the lives of Vietmamesc
people.” 3
This stung Mr Wilson. He exploded into a John Bull re-

buttal:
“T am surprised that this question can even have been put,

Al no time—and T say this calegorically- has there been any

altempt to link economic co-operation with any aspect of

foreign policy. Patrick Gordon Walker, Michael Stewart and

I can confirm that there have never been, whether in White

House talks, in telegrams, in ambassadorial approaches, or

even on the hot line, any attempts to link Vietnam with any

aspect of economic or moneiary co-operation, and (o sugmest
that there have been is g libel first on the President of the

United States; second, on Britain and the British Govern-

ment, If 1 may quote Nyve again, we are ot gigolos. "8

A number of questions arise out of this denial. First, are
we in pawn, or not? If we are nol, than why all the hesitation
about implimenting Labour’s domestic policy, why the trans-
formation of the incomes policy imo a machinery for wage
restraint, why the retreat from taming property, why the assaunlis
on trade onionism? Tf we are, was the warning to the TUC merely
a rhetorical flovrsh? Which Wilson are we to believe: the solida-
rist with social revolution in Asin who excoriates pawnbrokers,
or the statesman who never mixes business with foreign policy?
Second, as cynics were already whispering before the premier
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had sat down, assuming that his chaims about the virginal inno-
cence of every syllable on the hot line were completely true, did
that not make the whele matter worse? If we had moved from
“the side of the peopies™ to that of their oppressors for nothing
was that in some sinister sense not worse than to have at any
rate saved the pound at their expense? Of course, no ooe in his
right mind could accuse her majesty’s first minister of being a
gigolo: he has hardly the appearance which is required for the
job. Although he cuts a snazzy figure, it is fairly difficult to
imagine even such a battered dowager as LBJ actually expending
money for his embraces. To be utterly frank, none of those of
us who had been listening to Mr Wilson during this speech had
even the faintest reason lo suspect his sexual conformity: it was
his policies which we were concerned about. The premier was
aware of this. and it was presumably for this reason that he felt
the need for a warm quotation from Nye® in which to wrap him-
self from the frigid blasts of disquiet which had been gusting up
through the Labour Movement. as the killing accelerated and the
Government’s indifference solidified into open contempt.

If there ever were any doubt as to which Mr Wilson spoke
the truth on this matter, it was finally settled when Mr Frank
Cousins resigned from the cabinet on the issue of the legislation
which was designed to buttress the entirely inequitable and re-
trogressive incomes policy. In his letler of resignation, Mr Cou-
sins, with a characteristic openness which makes a sharp and fit-
ling contrast o the ultdrances of the prime minister, squarely
states the plain fact:

“We have slipped back (o the usual position of Treasury
control of our approach 1o to questions of investment.
spending and planning.

That attitude cannot help us in a drive towards ex-
pansion of demaad and has obviously driven us to the
position where our international monetary transactions have
been based on assurances of our intention to restrict inter-
nal demand. This is a wrong attitude and a contradiction of
the philosophy upon which our party is based and so it must
be opposed.

Much of cur domestic and external policy has been
determined by the acceptance of that principle.”

We are in fact in pawn, in short: and for that reason,
whether the American Government bombs, rapes, poisons or
exterminates the people of Vietnam, the most that will ever come
from the British Gevernmen( by way of a gesture to humanity will
be the type of ‘dissociation” uttered up on the day after the bomb-
ing of Hanei and Haiphong. That this sanctimonious sesture 1s up-
held in the House of Commons by a speech (from the Foreign
Secretary) aboul 4 ‘long list of merciless cruelties by the Viet-
cong™ is entirely to be expecied. Mr Stewart has becun to
gather a developed experience on how to dissociate himself while
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moving closer all the lime to his dissociated mentor. Ay the
Blackpool Labour Party Conference, he even went to the length
of appealing for a cessation of the bombing raids by US forces
on the very eve of the rainy season, which made them opera-
tionally impossible.

The same pressures which bring aboul the need for such
manovuevres as these are of course felt here st home, as wel] as
in the Mekong deita. The trade unions find themselves hodst
with a severs system of wage control under the slogan of *a
planned growth of incomes’. Elementary trade union freedoms
are placed in jeopardy. All the apparatus of the witch-hunt be-
comes involved in defence against the inevitable strikes which
result from this,

Within this dreadful story there isx one hopetul prospect.
When people begin to fecl the weight of these commitments,
dragging at their own frecdoms, unease will turn to anger. But how
long will this inevitable reaction take? While Labour’s authentic
spokesmen, in the unions andd in the party, are groping for some
answer to the disturbing problems of which they are becoming
increasingly aware, how many peasants must be incinerated?

Labour’s past contains many vital lessons which may help
to ensure that 1t has a future, Mot least of these is the lesson
spelt out in detail by the actions of the old Labour left, mow the
establishment, in the dawvs in which principle still counted for
something in the Labour Movement. The idea of solidarity with
the colomial revolution, spelt out by the young Wilson and his
ane-time menter, far from signifying only a romantic attachment,
is at the very heart of the solution to Britain's present problems.
Only when the day of empire, including American empire, is
past, can there be cither peace or planpned social development. If
Labour in Britain will not embrace the future, it will be smother-
ed in the past. And primitive, fierce, and infinitely brave as they
are, the people of Vietnam, from their warrened dug-outs and
carthen battle emplacements, embody in their desperate fight
more of the undying liberal hope of mankind, more of the great
and unexplored potential in humane culture, than has ever been
forgotten by their most sophisticaled tormentors.

Ken Coates
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cf Ellen Hammer : “The Struggle for Indo China,” Stanford UP, 1954
cf Michael Barratt Brown : “After Imperialism ™ Heinemann, 1963,
Mr. Barratt Brown, besides documenting the lepacy of imperialism,
sets out proposals for a strategy to replace it by a world-wide system
of planned cconomic relations, A Labour Government might, once,
have been expected to be interested in his proposals.

™ In Place of Fear,” Heinemann, 1952, pp, 4-5,

Thid, pd.

1. A Rose in the New York Times Magazine Section, quoted in
Russell D. Stetler Jr.: * War and Atrocily in Vietnam,” BRPE 1964,
MNew York Times, October 3rd 1965,

July 21 1965, For a terrifving dossicr on American atrocities, sce
Eric Morden : “American Atrocities in Vietnam.” in Africa and the
World, July, 1966,

Currently the Americans are spending £4.500,000.000 a vear on the
destruction of Vietnam, On 14 Aoril 1966 the Sunday Times carried
these figures: 235000 US personnel cost £51Tm in pay. Support
Torces (50,000} cost £110m: B52s costing £425 an hour fly daily ten
hour sorties to the North; the consumption of air-delivered muni-
tions last Feb. was 24 times the average monthly rate in the Korean war,
itsell proportionately the bloodiest war in previous history: US ground
forces use £35m worth of ammunition a month: their air forees use
£38 m. In 1965 the Americans [nst 475 major planes costing £640.000
each, 165 lesser craft costing £70,000 each, and 320 helicopters at
£90.000 cach; which totals £345000,000. The Americans give
E3S0000,000 in military 2id to their Saigon puppets, and spend the
same amount again in South-East Asian bases * associated with their
operations in South Vietnam ™ As Pat Jordan commented in the May
edition of Vietnam Voice : “ Think what this would mean in aid to
the Third World for its development plans.”

The dead are not the only sufferers, Also the grotezque moral effect
of the occupation upon the hapless town-dwellers of South Vietnam
;I;ESS to be understood. Sec * Vielnam—The Dirty War,” Housmans,
In his speech to the Commons on July & 1966, Mr. Stewart showed
his arithmetical dullness as well as his moral blindness, * As Far
back as 1960 the number of people, apart from the operation of the
battle (sic) being murdered or ahducted by the WVietconz was
running at 6,000 per vear; in 1965 it was 9000 and in the first
half of this year it was 5000 he said. Bven il one nssumed
an even esealation between 1960 and the prosent day, this would
yield a figure arommd 450000 killed smd abdwcted. In  other
words, the Foreign secretary accuses the NLF of killing and capiuring
a total of something over a quarler of the total killed alone by the
puppet governments. But in his speech he continued, * These vie-
tims were not only civilians. but people who held any kind of
governmental position or position of aothority in the villages.” By
this he means that they were civilian functionaries - in fact, they were
the usurers, landlords and oppressors of the villapes. How many of
them died. and how many were capturéd, and how many were
reformed and integrated into the forces of the MNLF, Mr. Stewart
did not say. Nor did he say anything about the one million plos
civilizn casnalties scored by the offorts of his allics, Mye Bevan once
described Mr. Gaitskell as o dessicated caloulating machine.” Dies-
sicated, Mr, Stewart most certninly is. But in disrenir, into the
bargain. Truly we have the worst of both worlds,

If anvone doubts this, they should read David Horowits oraphic
account of American Foreign Poliey “ The Free World Colossus
MacGibbon and Kee, 1965

One Way Only ; a Tribune Pamphlet, 1951, p6.
Ibid, p7.
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Ihid.
Report of the Labour Party Conference, Blackpool 1965, p 1535,
Report of the Lahour Party Conference, Scarborough 1931, pi2l.
He was not mistaken about its tyranny : but it was a defensive
tyranny, not an expansive one, The fact that Stalin advised both the
Chinese and the Yugoslav Communists against revolutionary action
(see Dedijer's biography: Tito Speaks) is only the best known instance
of his general caption.” All the cold war mythology of the aggressive
Russian Empire has been effectively shaltered by Fleming's work, and
Horowitz, op cif,
Hansard CDXCVI (1952) col 98%.
1. P. O'Connell ® Can Britain's Restless Rebel Take Over?”
Saturday Evening Post, December 18 1954, p 82, cited in Krug:
“Aneurin Bevan—Cautious Rebel,” Yoseloff 1961, p 207,
Labour Party Annpual Conference Report, Scarborough 1954, p7i.
This is the Same Harold Davies, MP, who was starred to appear at
the 1965 Blackpool Conference as an apologist for Mr. Wilson's
Vietnam policy. In the play “ Waiting for Godot,” which Samuel
Beckett must have written for the Labour Party, there is a stout
character, determined and powerful, called Pozzo, who has a porter-
slave. mute and demoralised, who goes by the name of Locky., Lucky
is tethered, broken and frequently ill-used. He carries heavy bags for
his master and remains quicl. But at the high point of the drama
Lucky is licensed to burst into speech.  Adl the lost hopes and deva-
stated ideals of the poor creaturs come [ooding out of him, but
fragmented, in shattermg cuscade of gibberish. Ewverything is jumbled
up, The sight of this slave, humiliated cven in his one moment that
might have been glory, brings one to tears. The sight of Pozzo-
Wilson at Blackpeol Iast September, beaming from his eminence
while Lucky Davies was payed oul along his rope to the rostrum
and then set up to babble through his tormented lines, was one of the
most tragic, heart-breaking moments of recent Labour politics. It
should not be forgiven,  Thus men are broken, and i1t 15 not talerable.
Laboor Party Conference Report, Scarborough 1954, p77.
ibid. ps4
Thid, p7s.
On the 28 March 1965 the Observer reported :
“The angry young men of Muharrag huve been on strike for
nearly three weeks. Armed with stones and Pepsi Cola bottles,
they have braved riol puns and instani-vomit gas to stage the
first major disturbance in the Persinn Gulf since Suez.”
The report went on Lo desceibe British helicopters * looking for
... the fiying shapes of schootboy demonstrators.”
Houge of Commons, Hansard, Mal 11th 1953,
Ibhid col 1122
Ibid col 1000.
Ibid col 1090-1091.
Reported in the Daily Worker. May Sth 1954, reprinted in The Week
Sth May 1966.
Iad
Speech in the Mational Assembly on Junc 10th 1954, quoted in
Douglas Jenness : “War and Revolution in Vietnam.” Young Socialist
Pamphlet, Mew York, 1965 pll.
Labour Party Annual Conference Reporl, Blackpool 1965, pl99,
Mr. Wilson has repeated this endearing smear al every possible
opportunity. Tt would be pleasant if someone would inform him
{a) that the Chinese are not employed: in this war; (b) that far from
being a Chinese puppet, there is every evidence that Ho Chi Minh is
much more independent of his allies than Mr. Wilson has ever been.
{c) That in any case the Mational Liberation Front, unlike Wilson's
Britain, runs under its own steam.
TUC Report, 1964, p3gl,
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id plgy,

Perhaps the cvents of 1966 will have persuaded the premier that it

is no longer judicious lo continoe calling upon the shade of Aneurin

Bevan for this purpose. The discrepancies between utterance and per-

formance are becoming more and more glaring. In case anvone still

takes these genuflections of Doctor Jekyl to Mr, Hyde seriously,

though, it may be proper to recall the memoirs of the late Hugh

Dalton, = High Tide and After” Dalton acidly describes Bevan's

1954 resignation from the Shadow Cabinet, following a public clash

with Attlee on the question of SEATO. (Sec abave. page 8),
" Bevan's action, taken on the spur of the moment and without
consultation with hiz friends, disconcerted many of them. The
vacancy on the Shadow Cabinet, due o his resignation, was filled
under the rules by Harold Wilson, the runner-up in the ballot . _ .
at the beginning of the session. Wilson was maturally anxiouws
to accept this promotion. Otherwise he too would have heen
compelled to resign from the Shadow Cabinet, before he had
even: taken his seat in it. But he wished to be able 1o state
publicly that he only accepted with Bevan's full approval. Cross-
man went to Bevan to seck his approval. But Bevan replied that
he would regard it as an act of personal disloyalty to himself if
Wilson accepted. * S0 you regard Harold s expendahla?” snid
Crossman. * Yes, and you toa,” Bevan replicd,” (Dalton, pp 408-
9.

The Times, July dth 1966, A red-letter day for freedom!

The Times. July Bth 1966,




JOIN THE VIETNAM SOLIDARITY CAMPAIGN

The Vietnam Solidarity Campaign brings together representa-
tives of those in Britain who have consistently and energetically
combatied successive governments' support of American agores-
sion.

Our President is Berfrand Russell; and our Chairman, Ralph
Schoenman. The members of the National Council include Ken
Coates, Chris Farley, Quintin Hoare, David Horowitz, Pat Jordan,
Ted Knight, John La Reose, Ian Millar, John Palmer, Ralph Rosen-
baum, Jim Scott, Ernie Tate, Tony Topham and Barbara Wilson.

IF you wish to support the struggle of the Vietnamese people,
your place is in the Vieinam Solidarity Campaign. If you are not
ulreacr},r a member, fill in the form below and either hand it to
the person distributing this leaflet or send it to our office. (Please use
block capitals.)

To VIETNAM SOLIDARITY CAMPAIGN,

8§ Roland Gardens, London, S.W.7

| support the Vietnam Solidarity Campaign and wish to become o
member.®

I enclose 10/- subscription for one year,

1 would like further information about the Vietnam Solidarit,
Campaign,*

= Belete as applicable

Printed by St. Martin’s Printers (TU) 86d Lillie Rd. S.W.6
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