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Foreword

THE American people have been and are complacently unfamiliar with
Communism’s helpmate, Fabian Socialism. For over fifty years but
especially since the middle nineteen-thirties there have been insinuated
into high places in our government at Washington men whose collabor-
ation in this socialistic movement has been greatly responsible for
breaking down our constitutional form of government and substituting
therefor the Socialist idea of centralized government.

Every loyal American should read this book. It is well documented,
and proves beyond doubt that those who have wielded such vast in-
fluence upon successive Presidents, especially since Franklin Roose-
velt, do not have a desire to retain the freedom of the individual and
the free enterprise system, but rather seek to establish the very coer-
cion from which our forefathers fled.

The reader will be shocked when he comprehends that there are
those in high places in government who are dedicated to this Socialist
movement. The ultimate objective of the Fabian Socialist movement is
no different than the ultimate objective of the Communist movement.
The gangsters in the Kremlin tell us they will bury us. George Bernard
Shaw, one of the originators of the Fabian movement, puts it another
way. He states in effect, “When we come to power, you will do what
we tell you or we will shoot you.”

To those who have an inquiring mind, and to those who wish to
understand the tragedy of abandoning our form of government under
which we prospered and under which our people have freedoms never
enjoyed before in the history of the world, this book is a “must.” It will
enlighten the American people, and it is hoped that a reaction will set
in demanding that the Walter Lippmanns, the Schlesingers, the Ros-
tows and a vast number of others disclosed in the book as Fabians, be
exposed for what they are so that their influence on government will
terminate.

vii



viii FOREWORD

The author has rendered a great public service. Whether you agree
or disagree with the philosophies enunciated herein, you cannot close
your eyes to the documentation of the progress of this evil movement.

Loyd Wright



Everything Has A Beginning...

EVERYTHING has a beginning. This book tells how the Fabian
Socialist movement, which exists under many names in many places,
began and grew in Britain; and how, under the guise of an innocent-
looking reform movement, it became a ruling force in the United
States as well.

Started by a small group of middle class revolutionaries in nine-
teenth century England, its respectable influence now pervades the
English-speaking world which is still largely unaware such a move-
ment exists.

In Britain its present-day leaders control the Parliament and the
Ministries, in the name of the Labour Party.

In the United States, where its identity has been even more care-
fully concealed and where its practitioners are usually known as
liberals rather than Socialists, it has very nearly succeeded in reversing
that movement of national independence which began in 1776.

Originally advancing with the slow but steady gait of a tortoise on
a country road, Fabian Socialism has now adapted itself comfortably
to a high speed age and attempts to lead the Free World with un-
precedented velocity towards a financial, military and moral break-
down, of which World Communism is the only logical beneficiary.

Still carefully restricted in size and as shy of inspection as the
keepers of the Soviet missile sites, the parent Fabian Society of
London is today what it has always been: a revolutionary secret
society, behind a beguiling false front of benevolence and learning.
One of the traits of a secret society is that a handful of its officers and
publicists may be known, while the majority of its followers remain as
hidden as its operations.

Let no one tell you the Fabian Society has faded or is only a pale
relic of a bygone day. Let no one tell you it is mild, gentle or harmless.
Here is the evidence that it has neither declined nor passed away, even
if it sometimes chooses to play dead.

ix



X EVERYTHING HAS A BEGINNING . .

It is not that the Fabian Society is dead, but that our own world
is threatened with death. Nearly all the conditions necessary for such
demise have been set up, including the barefaced announcement that
God is “dead.”

In spite of outward semblances of prosperity and freedom, the
America we have known and think we still possess lies gasping—its
constitutional separation of powers blurred; its wealth expended in
the vain hope of nourishing a largely hostile world; its military
security endangered by invisible civilian planners and irresponsible
brokers of disarmament; its union, which was its strength, crumbled
into a powder of racial minorities and special interest groups.

Altogether this no longer spells creeping Socialism but onrushing
Socialism, of which Communism is merely the final stage. Incredible?
Not to those who have kept their eyes open and their senses alert,
instead of being anesthetized by slogans or lulled by promises of per-
petual affluence.

If the tortoise was once an appropriate symbol, a speedier and
deadlier device would be suitable for today’s faster moving Fabian
Socialism, effective leader of the Socialist International. And if the
turtle’s obscure trail once seemed the proper path, the multi-lane
highway or freeway is the avenue today.

Indeed, executive-type socialist errand-boys, diplomats and hatchet
men in a hurry, range modern America’s freeways, impatiently car-
rying out the schemes of unseen Fabian master planners, redeveloping
American cities, reorganizing local governments along regional lines,
keeping the farmer relatively happy despite the trend towards a col-
lectivized agriculture. So instead of the tortoise and its tortuous trail,
we have the fast car and the freeway.

How did all this come about? To understand, we must go back to
New York’s Turtle Bay of the nineteen-twenties and then back a
greater number of years to a certain modest parlor in one of London’s
less fashionable streets, where a few brash young people met on a
certain evening to plan a New Life—and then we must follow through
from there!

Rose L. Martin
Los Angeles, 1966
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Make Haste Slowly!

Introduction

AS A very young college graduate, searching for literary employment
in the New York City of the middle nineteen-twenties, the author of
this book happened to discover a colony called Turtle Bay. It included
about a dozen remodeled town houses on East Forty-eighth and
Forty-ninth Streets, arranged for gracious living before the phrase
was current. One of the first modermn restorations in the Forties and
Fifties near the East River, it bloomed unexpectedly in a neighbor-
hood of tenements and abandoned breweries. Evidently its builders
were versed in the colonial history of Manhattan Island, when the
entire region consisting of a few large farms had been known as
Turtle Bay. For its twentieth century revivalists, the name had a double
meaning.

The colony was planned by Mrs. Jobn W. Martin (the former
Prestonia Mann), wife of a British Fabian Socialist who had trans-
ferred his activities to the United States before the turn of the cen-
tury. Founded as a quiet haven for a little group of serious thinkers,
the Turtle Bay restoration listed among its early settlers the Pulitzer
prize winning novelist, Ernest Poole, and several editors of the New
Republic.

There was Philip Littell, whose family once owned the Living Age
in Boston; Francis Hackett, popular Anglo-Irish biographer and book
critic; and a perennial summer and fall tenant on leave from the
University of Chicago English Department, Robert Morss Lovett.
Some had permanent summer cottages and others were recurrent
weekend guests at Cornish, New Hampshire, in the White Mountains,

1



2 FABIAN FREEWAY

where they fraternized annually with Harvard alumni Edward Bur-
ling, Sr. and George M. Rublee, members of the same prosperous
Washington law firm to which a future Secretary of State, Dean
Acheson, belonged.

All were charming, witty, well-bred, industrious, solvent: clearly
superior persons and all aware of the fact. The Harvard men among
them typified in one way or another the revolt against New England
Puritanism and utilized the Bible as a prime source of wit and humor.
(Philip Littell named his canary Onan, because it scattered its seed.)
These were the American cousins of-a species commonly cultivated
in England by the Fabian Society, because such individuals made
Socialism appear attractive as well as respectable. Being socially
beyond reproach, it would be difficult to attack them, however dubious
the doctrines they favored.

Turtle Bay colonists of the twenties personally knew and admired
a good many of the English Fabians, a fact frequently reflected in
their writings. Ernest Poole had retired in 1918 from a six-year term
as vice president of the Intercollegiate Socialist Society, which changed
its name in 1921 to the League for Industrial Democracy and was
hailed at its 40th Anniversary dinner as “America’s Fabian Soci-
ety.” 1 The chief activist among Turtle Bay residents was Robert Morss
Lovett, whom the others affected to regard as an enfant terrible
because of his pacifist stand during World War I.

Besides serving as literary editor of the New Republic six months
of the year, Lovett was an official of the American Civil Liberties
Union and the League for Industrial Democracy, the latter occa-
sionally listed in British Fabian Society literature among its overseas
branches. He was also a trustee of the American Fund for Public
Service, known as the Garland Fund, which financed a swarm of
so-called liberal organizations hospitable both to Socialists and covert
Communists, as well as to old-fashioned social reformers. In those
days, the terms “front organization,” and “fellow traveler,” were still
unknown,

A central feature of Turtle Bay was its pleasant Italian-style garden,
shared by all the residents and wonderfully green in spring. Set in
the flagstone walk was a small figure of a turtle in mosaic with the
inscription, Festina lente (“Make haste slowly”). To casual visitors,
the turtle merely added a picturesque touch. Few recognized this

* Forty Years of Education, (New York, League for Industrial Democracy, 1945),
p- 56.



MAKE HASTE SLOWLY! 3

unobtrusive little beast as an emblem of Britain’s Fabian Society,
which, since its formation in 1884, has preached and practiced a
philosophy of achieving Socialism by gradual means. :

Over the years to the present, the Fabian turtle has won a series
of gradual victories that could hardly have been predicted in 1920,
when the possibility of Socialist control in England and the United
States seemed remote to its own leaders. Even now the results are
hardly credible to the great majority of people in this country.

In England the Fabian Society, numbering at most five thousand
listed members, has succeeded in penetrating and permeating organ-
izations, social movements, political parties, until today its influence
pervades the whole fabric of daily life. At one time, with a Labour
Government in power, 10 Cabinet Ministers, including the Prime
Minister, 35 Under Secretaries and other officers of State, and 229
of 394 Labour Party Members of Parliament held membership in the
Fabian Society.? After World War II Fabians presided, as England’s
Winston Churchill ‘declined to do, over the liquidation of Britain’s
colonial empire, and today, through their control of opinion-forming
groups at the highest levels, they play a powerful role in formulating
foreign policy on both sides of the Atlantic.

In the United States the progress of the Fabian pilgrims, though
more difficult to trace, has been impressive. On the whole, United
States Fabians in public office have been more cautious than their
British models about admitting that Socialism is their goal. The grad-
uvalist and freewheeling character of the movement, plus the generally
unsuspicious nature of the American people where gift horses are
concerned, has allowed our native Fabian Socialists to pursue their
goals step by step without disclosing their direction. Their once slow
and cautious pace has been gradually accelerated to a breakneck
speed.

PIn the past, Fabians were more successful in capturing adminis-
trative than legislative posts in the United States. They have left their
mark on three decades of legislation largely through a combination
of Executive pressure and the allure of free spending. The interpre-
tive role of the Judiciary and the power of Executive decree have
assumed new importance for Fabian-inspired officials unable to legis-
late Socialism by more direct methods.

With the multiplication of Federal agencies and employees (2,515,-

2 The General Election and After, Fabian Research Series, No. 102, (London,
The Fabian Society, 1946).
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870 Federal civilian employees in November, 1962, as compared to
605,496 in June, 19323), the progress of Fabianism through govern-
ment channels was further veiled. Not only the general public but
many public officials as well were confused, and still remain so. The
Romans had a word for it—obscurantism—which means the purpose-
ful concealment of one’s ultimate purpose.

By September, 1961, at least thirty-six high officials of the New Fron-
tier Administration were found to be past or present members of an
Anglo-Fabian-inspired organization calling itself Americans for Demo-
cratic Action. The tally included two Cabinet members, three White
House aides, Under Secretaries and Assistant Secretaries in various
departments of government, and holders of other policy-making posts
ranging from ambassadors to the director of the Export-Import Bank.*

Americans sometimes wonder why so many members of a leftist
elite occupy posts of great influence in Washington today. Others ask
why United States spokesmen at home and abroad seem so often
to be following policies counter to our traditional interests as a nation,
and why in Cold War operations we so frequently lose by default to
our declared mortal enemy, international Communism.

We will try to discover the honest answers to such puzzling ques-
tions. First, we will trace the movement represented by Americans
for Democratic Action and related groups from its historic origin in
British Fabianism to the present day. Second, we will make plain,
beyond the shadow of any future doubt, the tactical service rendered
by the Socialist International, with which the Fabian Society is allied,
in advancing the ultimate goals of the Communist International.

A curious thing about our American Fabians—so reticent as public
officials about admitting their Socialist motivation—is that in private
life they tend to express themselves rather freely in signed articles for
publications reaching a limited circle of readers. With research, it
becomes possible to demonstrate their Socialist views in their own
words. However, any attempts to confront them with the evidence or
to interpret their programs in the light of their own confessed philos-
ophy are promptly and vigorously denounced as “unfair,” if not down-
right wicked.

® Figures obtained from Legislative Reference Division, Library of Congress.
(The payroll for Federal civilian employees for the month of November, 1962,
was $1,295,088,000, an annual rate of 15.5 billion dollars. This annual payroll

exceeds the total national budget for 1932.)
4From a list compiled by Robert T. Hartmann, Washington Bureau of the

Los Angeles Times, September, 1961.
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In the past thirty years a whole series of loaded epithets has been
invented for that purpose, beginning with “reactionary” in the early
nineteen-thirties and proceeding through “Fascist” and “McCarthyite”
to “Birchite.” At present, “Right Wing extremist” is the automatic
catchword applied to any person who seeks to expose or oppose the
Socialist advance, and even to persons expressing the mildest sort of
patriotic sentiments.

Still, men must be judged by what they advocate. Arthur M. Schle-
singer, Jr., Pulitzer prize winner and Harvard history professor, writing
on “The Future of Socialism” for the Partisan Review in 1947, said:
“There seems to be no inherent obstacle to the gradual advance of
Socialism in the United States through a series of ‘New Deals.””
Elsewhere he describes the New Deal as “a process of backing into
Socialism.”

In 1949 Schlesinger was advocating “liberal Socialism” and calling
on a powerful state “to expend its main strength in determining the
broad levels and conditions of economic activity.” Three years later
he insisted that those who called him a Socialist were seeking to smear
him; but he still asserted that he was a “New Dealer.”® In 1954 he
contributed what the Fabian News described as “an important article
on foreign policy” to the Fabian International Review.

From 1961 to 1964 Arthur Schlesinger, Jr. was Administrative As-
sistant to the President of the United States. Since his case is by no
means an isolated one, and since we have the example of England
to show us what a well-placed group of dedicated Socialists can ac-
complish in transforming the economic and political life of a nation,
it would seem reasonable to inquire where all this is leading us.

Where, indeed? In a rare moment of candor Gus Hall, General
Secretary of the Communist Party of the United States, told us just
where. Addressing a capacity audience of University of California
students at the off-campus YMCA in January, 1962, Hall announced
that the trend in the United States is towards Socialism, “not like
in other countries but based on America’s background, and still
Socialism.” And he predicted that “the United States will move grad-
ually from Socialism to the higher state of Communism.”

Though he was then under criminal indictment for refusing to
register as a foreign agent, pursuant to provisions of the McCarran
Act, Hall seemed to consider this no more than a passing annoyance.

® Peter Minot, “Inside Schlesinger . . . Slingshot of the New Frontier,” Wash-
ington World, (January 17, 1962).
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With Socialists of established respectability sitting in high places
today in many countries, the Communists evidently feel they can
afford to parry with a smile attacks on their own visible party organs.
The Kremlin agents are unconcerned as long as an untouchable So-
cialist elite continues with increasing speed to prepare this nation
and others for what Communists believe will be their own final victory.,

Military men will recognize the procedure as an elementary tactic
in warfare. An infantry commander only orders his front line troops
into action after the territory to be occupied has been properly, sof-
tened up by artillery and airpower based behind the lines. In the
world-wide theater where Marxists wage class war, the Communists
can be regarded as front line troops; while the Socialists serve as the
big guns in the rear, firing over the heads of the men in forward
positions and enabling them at a well-chosen moment to seize their
objective rapidly.

It is a simple pattern, which any GI can recognize. Politically, it
was the pattern of events in Czechoslovakia, in the Hungary of Bela
Kun, even in Russia itself, where Socialist governments prepared the
ground for a Communist seizure of power. Seen in this light, the value
of the Socialist International to the Communist International becomes
plain.

Popular confusion on the subject has given rise to a dangerous
myth; namely, that a basic and irreconcilable enmity exists between
Socialists and Communists. This is by no means true. Though super-
ficially different and sometimes at odds about methods or timing, both
are admittedly followers of the doctrines of Karl Marx or “Social
Democracy” and they go together like a horse and carriage. In every
country not yet under Communist control, the Socialists remain Com-
munism’s most potent and necessary allies. In fact, if they did not
exist, the Communists would have had to invent them.

When Khrushchev insulted British Fabians, his insult was in all
likelihood a calculated one. His gesture only heightened their re-
spectability and enhanced their ability to promote Marxist programs
piecemeal. A survey of the Fabian record will disclose how often
Fabian policies have had the effect of serving Communist objectives.
It will show not only that Fabian tolerance for what was once called
“the Soviet experiment” insured its survival and expansion, but also
that avowed Communists have been personally tolerated in Fabian
circles. Finally, it will reveal how often founders and leaders of the
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Fabian Society have, in their later years, openly traveled the road to
Moscow.

This survey of Fabian Socialism is offered for people who feel they
need to know where this country is heading and why. Since the move-
ment is one about which many Americans are confused, and since an
understanding and a healthy distrust of its activities seems vital to our
survival as a nation, clarity is the prime objective.

As to why this writer feels called upon to undertake a task so apt
to invite abuse and reprisals from persons who may feel themselves
touched by it, the laconic last words of a New York newspaper editor
at the turn of the century can be cited. He had killed his wife, and,
asked why he did it, replied: “Somebody had to do it!”
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Sowing The Wind

ONE chilly October evening in 1883—the same year a Prussian-
born war correspondent, free-lance economist and lifelong conspirator
named Karl Marx died obscurely in London lodgings—sixteen young
Britishers met for a parlor discussion of the higher things of life. They
were guests of a twenty-six year old junior stockbroker, Edward R.
Pease, who was bored with his job and with typical Victorian rectitude
sought grounds for condemning it as immoral.

All were young, earnest, ambitious, of middle class origins and
decent if by no means glamorous ancestry. All were groping for some
sort of secular faith to replace the old God-given certainties as a basis
for living and shaping their future careers. Like many restless young
people of our own day, they hoped to find it in an atmosphere of
mingled culture and social change. About half were personal friends
of Pease and the rest were members of a budding cultural group
called the Nuova Vita.

They had come to hear Thomas Davidson, a Scottish-born American
and itinerant schoolmaster then visiting England, give a talk on “The
New Life.” Known as the Wandering Scholar, Davidson was a man
of considerable learning and personal magnetism. He had toyed with
the philosophy of Rosmini, an Italian priest who tried to fuse the
systems of St. Thomas Aquinas and Hegel. At the moment, he was
also flirting with a species of Utopian Socialism in the manner of
Robert Owen, who favored setting up ideal communities of choice and
noble souls.! (With Owen, an Englishman who visited America, the
term “Socialist” first came into general use in 1835.)

; *In a letter written some years afterwards to Morris R. Cohen, eventually to
occupy a chair of Philosophy at City College of New York, Davidson said: “That
11
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When Davidson returned to the New World to preside at various
impromptu summer schools and to found the Educational Alliance on
New York City’s lower East Side, he had left behind him in London
a lasting monument to his visit. From that casual gathering on Octo-
ber 24, at 17 Osnaburgh Street, the Fabian Society of London was
born. Its character, however, was not immediately apparent. After a
few meetings, at which the possibility of forming a religious-type
community without benefit of religion was discussed, the group voted
to remain in the world.

Within a few years the more bohemian elements from the Nuova
Vita drifted away. Among them were Edward Carpenter, the future
poet laureate of British Socialism, and Havelock Ellis, harbinger of
free love and forthright sexual discussion, whose impact on the
morals of young intellectuals in his own time would prove similar to
that of Freud after World War I. Leaders of the Fabian Society at a
later date viewed Ellis uneasily as a threat to that image of respecta-
bility which was to prove their most highly prized asset. An examina-
tion of the early minutes book of the Fabian Society suggests that the
name of Havelock Ellis has been carefully removed from the list of
original signers of its credo. Scandals provoked by the unconventional
love-life of certain early Socialist leaders evidently convinced the
Fabian high command that an appearance of prudery was preferable.

From the outset, the nine young men and women who remained to
found the Fabian Society had grandiose plans. Quite simply, they
wanted to change the world through a species of propaganda termed
“education,” which would lead to political action. To a rather astonish-
ing degree they have been successful. For over three generations,
members and friends of the Fabian Society have dedicated themselves
to promoting an anglicized version of Marxism. Started as a dis-
cussion club, the Society has become the most important and long-
lived Socialist organization in England. Without advertising the fact,
it has also assumed leadership of a world-wide Socialist movement
and is today the dominant influence in the Socialist International. Its
originality lies in the techniques it has developed for permeating estab-
lished institutions and penetrating political parties in order to win
you are attached to Socialism neither surprises nor disappoints me. I once came
near being a Socialist myself and in that frame of mind founded what after-
wards became the Fabian Society. But I soon found out the limitations of
Socialism. . . . I have not found any deep social insight or any high moral ideals

among the many Socialists I know.” Memorials of Thomas Davidson, William
Knight, ed., (Boston and London, Ginn and Company, 1907), p. 142.
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command of the machinery of power. Historically speaking, perhaps
its most remarkable feat has been to endow social revolution with an
aura of lofty respectability.

The hole-and-corner beginnings of the Fabian Society offered no
clue to its destiny. In the tranquil and prosperous British Empire of
the early eighteen-eighties, the future of Socialism appeared dim. The
working classes were docile and churchgoing, the landed aristocracy
was firmly entrenched. Only the middle class seemed apt for the
Socialist bait, particularly the younger intellectuals and professionals.
Lacking any profound group loyalties, their religious convictions
shaken by popularized versions of Darwinism and scientific material-
ism, many yearned for some new creed to make life worth living. All
over London discussion clubs, debating clubs, study clubs sprang up
and bloomed ephemerally. Movements like Psychical Research, Vege-
tarianism, Spiritism and Theosophy flourished for a decade or two
and declined.

Edward Pease, who in due time became the perennial general
secretary and chronicler of the Fabian Society, had dabbled in such
diversions and found them disappointing. During a Psychical Re-
search expedition to a haunted house in Hampstead, where he tried
and failed to locate a ghost, he struck up a friendship with Frank
Podmore, the man who subsequently provided the Fabian Society with
a name and a motto. The name was symbolic and, like that of the con-
servative John Birch Society? today, had no reference to the actual
founders. But it lent a touch of classical elegance to a tiny left wing
organization, few of whose original members had attended England’s
better public schools and universities.

The Fabian Society was named for Quintus Fabius Maximus, a
Roman general and dictator who lived in the third century B.c. In his
lifetime Fabius was nicknamed “Cunctator™—the Delayer—because
of his delaying tactics against Hannibal in the second Punic War. By
avoiding pitched battles at a time when Rome was weak, he won
time for the Republic to build up its military strength. Though Fabius
eventually met and defeated Hannibal at the Battle of Tarantum, he
was not, in spite of what is often said today, “the patient vanquisher
of Hannibal.” In fact, he died before Hannibal was decisively van-

2The John Birch Society, is an American membership group of dedicated
anti-Communists/anti-Socialists who call themselves Americanists. It is described
in a book by Robert Welch, The Bluebook of the John Birch Society, (Belmont, The
John Birch Society, 1966), fifth edition.
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quished and Carthage destroyed. The final blow was dealt by a more
aggressive and ruthless Roman, Scipio Africanus, a detail omitted
from references to Fabius in the Society’s literature. In this respect,
also, Fabius’ strategic role resembles that of the Society which has
borrowed his name. (One cannot help wondering how the Roman
patriot would have responded to the far from patriotic question posed
by a well-known early Fabian, Graham Wallas: “When a man dies
for his country, what does he die for?”)

The motto of the Fabian Society, published on page 1 of Fabian
Tract No. 1, stressed the value of delayed action. It stated: “For the
right moment you must wait, as Fabius did most patiently when
warring against Hannibal, though many censured his delays; but
when the time comes, you must strike hard, as Fabius did, or your
waiting will be in vain and fruitless.” Time and repetition have given
this motto a spurious patina of antiquity, but no one has ever been
able to cite a Latin text as its source. On the cover of many a Fabian
publication it was shortened to read, “I wait long, but when I strike,
I strike hard.” Usually it accompanied a sketch of an angry tortoise
by the Fabian artist, Walter Crane, which first appeared on a Fabian
Christmas card and has since been reproduced on literally millions of
Fabian tracts and pamphlets distributed throughout the English-
speaking world. So the tortoise became the heraldic device of the
Society—emblem of persistence, longevity, slow and guarded progress
towards a (revolutionary) goal. Not until the nineteen-sixties, for
reasons best known to the Fabians themselves, did this tell-tale em-
blem abruptly cease to appear on the covers of most official Fabian
publications.

Both name and motto were adopted on January 4, 1884, which may
be presumed to be the actual founding date of the Society. It was half
a dozen years before the program and leadership assumed definitive
shape. Meanwhile, the deliberate tempo and very British complexion
of the new Society distinguished it from the numerous small groups of
foreign revolutionaries who took refuge in London throughout the
nineteenth century and which invited surveillance by the police of
several countries. Clever young Englishmen with a world to win obvi-
ously could not afford to be identified with foreign radicals, not if
they hoped to attract any substantial following in Britain.

And yet, contrary to general belief, the gradualist policy of the
Fabians did not conflict essentially with the doctrines of the lately
deceased leader of world Socialism, Karl Marx. Had not Marx himself
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told German Communists in 1850 that it would take years “of civil
strife and foreign wars not only to change existing conditions, but to
change yourselves and make yourselves worthy of world power”? At
an open meeting in Amsterdam reported by the Leipzig Volkstaat of
October 2, 1872, Marx also said, “We know that we must take into
consideration the institutions, the habits and the customs of different
regions, and we do not deny that there are countries like America,
England and—if I knew your institutions better I would perhaps add
Holland—where the workers can attain their objectives by peaceful
means. But such is not the case in all other countries.”

At least one original leader of the Fabian movement had been defi-
nitely exposed to Marxist doctrines before joining the Society. In
May, 1884, when the organization was still in its infancy, there
appeared at its meetings an impertinent young Irishman with flame-
red hair and beard, of whom nobody had yet heard. The name of this
apparition was George Bernard Shaw, and he claimed to be looking
for a debate. In September of the same year he was admitted to mem-
bership and the following January was elected to the Fabian Execu-
tive.

Shaw was then twenty-eight years old, a free-lance journalist living
on an occasional stipend. For nine years he had drifted from one
leftist group and radical colony in London to another. In later life
he was fond of telling how he was suddenly converted to Socialism in
1882 as the result of hearing a London lecture by Henry George, the
American single-taxer and foe of “landlords.” Obviously, Shaw’s ex-
periences as a penniless youth in the metropolis had not disposed him
to love landlords, but he was stretching the truth when he dated his
interest in Socialism from that lecture.

As early as 1879 he had joined the Zetetical Society, an offshoot of
the Dialectical Society formed to explore the dialectical materialism
of Karl Marx, though its alleged purpose was to discuss the works of
John Stuart Mill. Before coming to the Fabians, Shaw had also
belonged to a Marxist reading circle, politely called the Hampstead
Historical Club, and had been at least a candidate member of the
militantly Marxist Social Democratic Federation whose leader, Henry
Mayers Hyndman, trailing clouds of costly cigar smoke, often visited
Karl Marx at home.

Thereafter Shaw proceeded to school himself and others by making
speeches on all the current issues about which he wished to be in-
formed. For twelve years after joining the Society, he spoke as often
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as three times a week to audiences small and large, ranging from
soapbox speeches on street corners to public debates in crowded halls,
from formal papers before the nascent British Economic Association
to four-hour addresses at large open-air meetings. As his mentors, he
preferred to cite Henry George, or John Stuart Mill, the British Utili-
tarian; Professor W. S. Jevons, or David Ricardo, the early nineteenth
century English economist from whom Marx derived his theory of
surplus value.

Whether Shaw was ever personally acquainted with Karl Marx is
not recorded. He could hardly have failed to see the ponderous
Prussian in the reading room of the British Museum, where Marx was
a fixture for nearly thirty years. Before and after joining the Fabians,
Shaw, too, frequented the British Museum almost daily. There he
read the first volume of Das Kapital in French and was vastly im-
pressed by it; and there he became friendly with Marx’s daughter
Eleanor, a dark, rather striking young Socialist, working as a copyist
in the reading room for eighteen pence a day. It is hard to see how
he could have avoided meeting her father—the more so because,
throughout his long career, Shaw never displayed the least reticence
about introducing himself to anyone he wished to know.

Failure to mention meeting or even seeing a man whose work had
impressed him so profoundly is a significant omission, especially on
the part of a notorious name-dropper like Shaw. He refers casually
to having once met Frederick Engels, Marx’s alter ego who remained
in London to edit the posthumous portions of Das Kapital until his
own death in 1892,

The possibility has been raised—and remains an interesting subject
for speculation—that George Bernard Shaw, the self-styled mounte-
bank with his Mephistophelian eyebrows and carefully cultivated air
of diabolism, who in his later writings equated Jesus and Lenin, as
spiritual leaders,® was commissioned by the fathers of Marxian Social-
ists to help found a select company for the propagation and defense of
their Socialist views. Early in the game, Shaw confided to the German
Socialist, Eduard Bernstein, that he wanted the Fabians to be “the
Jesuits of Socialism.” 4

Any serious consideration of Fabian Socialism must allow for the

® George Bernard Shaw, “Preface on Bosses,” Complete Plays. With Prefaces,
(New York, Dodd, Mead and Company, 1962), Vol. VI, p. 202. (Dated August
28, 1935.)

* Eduard Bernstein, My Years of Exile, (New York, Harcourt & Co., 1921), p.
226.
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very real possibility that Communists early saw their opportunity to
introduce Communism into America through the Anglo-Saxon tradi-
tion: enter at stage Left, the Fabian Society!

In any event, Shaw came into the Fabian Society as if propelled;
promptly pushed himself into a position of leadership where he re-
mained for decades; and to the end of his days retained a paternal and
financial interest in its affairs. This was true even after his meteoric
success as a playwright and propagandist prevented him from partici-
pating in its day-to-day activities. The average American of today,
who knows Shaw chiefly as the author of Pygmalion, on which the
libretto of My Fair Lady is based, may be surprised to learn that
Socialism was the consuming passion of his rather anemic, vegetarian
life.

Acidly outspoken on some matters, frankly blasphemous on others,
the one subject on which he ever waxed sentimental was the Fabian
Society. As a speaker, playwright and essayist, Shaw did more than
any other human being to establish the fiction that the polite con-
spiracy called Fabian Socialism is a “peaceful, constitutional, moral
and economical movement,” needing nothing for its “bloodless and
benevolent realization except that the English people should under-
stand and approve of it.” 3

In January, 1885, Shaw introduced a friend into the Society whose
contribution was to be as fateful as his own. This was Sidney Webb,
a squat, dark, determined young clerk in the Colonial Office, with a
photographic memory, a gift for assembling statistical data and a taste
for political manipulation. Because his father, a bookkeeper from
Westminster, had once served as a committeeman for John Stuart
Mill, Webb claimed to have unique knowledge that Mill had died a
Socialist.

As a boy Sidney Webb attended schools in Germany and Switzer-
land and presumably read German as fluently as English; yet he
always took pains to disclaim any knowledge of or interest in the
works of Karl Marx—although Shaw noted in his diary that in August,
1885, he and Webb together read the second volume of Das Kapital,
just published in German. Webb’s disclaimer can therefore be doubted,
especially in view of his monumental, if masked, contribution to the
practical advancement of Marxist programs in England during his
lifetime and the fact that his final work (written jointly with Mrs.

® George Bernard Shaw, “The Revolutionist’s Handbook,” Seven Plays. With
Prefaces and Notes, (New York, Dodd, Mead and Company, 1951), p. 710.
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Webb and the Soviet Foreign Office®) was a paean to the “new civili-
zation” of the Soviet Union. Even his lovmg wife in her Dumes has
charged Sidney with possessing a most “robust conscience.”

Shaw and Webb had met in 1879 at -the Zetetical Society, when
both were exploring the uses of Marxian dialectic as a weapon in
debate. As Fabians, they formed a two-man team pacing each other
like a pair of well-gaited carriage horses. They collaborated smoothly
in the production of pamphlets, essays, and reports, drafted plans for
political activity, and formulated internal and external policies of the
Society in advance of executive meetings. Sidney Webb supplied the
direction, George Bernard Shaw, the literary style.

Soon they were joined by a third friend, Sydney Olivier (after-
wards Lord Olivier), also a clerk in the Colonial Office, who, many
years later, was to become the Fabian-inspired Secretary of State for
India. Like Sidney Webb, Olivier proved to be a fertile source of con-
fidential information gleaned from official contacts in government
service.” With the advent the next year of Graham Wallas, M.A.—
future missionary-in-chief of Fabian-type Socialism in the United
States—the first Fabian high command was complete.

The facility with which that oddly assorted quartet captured and
retained the Society’s top leadership bears séme resemblance to the
methods of Marxist-Leninist factions in front organizations of the
nineteen-thirties. It suggests that the Fabian Society may, in fact, have
been the first Marxist innocent front in history. True, members of the
Fabian Executive did not hesitate to damn the ghost of Karl Marx as
they saw fit. With equal impunity they “damned each other’s eyes
twelve months of the year,” yet remained loyal to the Society and its
secrets.® Differences of opinion and verbal battles between individual
Fabians were routine, yet did not preclude the factor of Fabian dis-
cipline. The half-humorous insults they tossed back and forth so lightly
only served to veil the deadly seriousness of their common objectives.

These objectives were broadly outlined in the Basis, a credo to
which every member from 1887 on was obliged to subscribe. With a
single change it survived until 1938, when it was recast to become the
constitution of the Society. All three versions began by announcing,

® Hearings of the Subcommittee on Internal Security of the United States Senate
Committee on the Judiciary. Testimony of Col. I. M. Bogolepov, April 7, 1952.

"Cf. S. G. Hobson, Pilgrim to the Left, (London, Longmans, Green & Co.,
Ltd., 1938). (See Chap. VIIL.)

8 Ibid.
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“The Fabian Society consists of Socialists.” The original Basis went on
to say:

It [the Fabian Society] therefore aims at the reorganisation of society by the
emancipation of land and Industrial Capital from -individual and class
ownership, and the vesting of them in the community for the general bene-
fit. . . . The Society accordingly works for the extinction of private property
in land. . . . The Society further works for the transfer to the Community
of such Industrial Capital as can conveniently be handled socially. For the
attainment of these ends the Fabian Society looks to the spread of Socialist
opinions, and the social and political changes consequent thereon. .

It seeks to achieve these ends by the general dissemination of knowledge
as to the relation between the individual and Society in its economic, ethical
and political aspects.? :

Like other movements small in their beginnings but destined to
cast a long shadow, the Fabian Socialist movement, which was called
a Society, has never strayed from its original objectives. What the
Basis proposed was nothing less than social revolution, to be achieved
by devious means over a period of time rather than by direct action.
Violence as an ultimate measure was not renounced—it simply was
not mentioned. Religion was not attacked—it was merely ignored.

Cautiously phrased to disarm the unwary and to reassure any who
might consider the term “social revolution” indiscreet, the Basis was
probably the most genteel war cry ever uttered—but it was a war cry
for all that! Propaganda and political action were the twin weapons
by which Great Britain’s unwritten constitution was to be subverted
and the traditional liberties of Englishmen exchanged for a system
of State Socialism. More precise instructions for putting into effect
the Fabian scheme for nationalization-by-installments were issued
many years later in a volume by Sidney and Beatrice Webb boldly
entitled A Constitution for the Socialist Commonwealth of Great
Britain. ‘

For so ambitious a plan to be launched by so small a group must
have seemed slightly absurd at the start. Certainly it caused no alarm
in 1887 among authorized spokesmen of an Empire on which the
sun never set. How could a few conceited young people hope to
overturn the basis of England’s mercantile power and, in fact, of
civilization itself? And yet, less than twenty years before, an equally
obscure group of assorted radicals had contrived to set up the Com-
mune and ended by delivering Paris into the hands of the invading

® (Italics added.)
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Prussian armies. That happened in France, however, a notoriously
excitable country. Englishmen did things in a quite different fashion.

From the start, Fabian leaders were fully aware of the stamina
of the system they hoped to abolish. They did not imagine, any more
than Karl Marx or Lenin did, that Socialism could be achieved at one
bound in a nation as strong as nineteenth century England. They did
believe, however, that with some help, the people of Great Britain,
and eventually the world, could be persuaded psychologically to
accept Socialism as inevitable. It might take a long while, a full fifty
years or more, but Fabians were willing to work and wait. Their time
to strike, and strike hard, would come later.

In their first years the Fabians displayed as much irritation as the
bearded Prussian, Karl Marx, had displayed towards some of his more
impatient followers. They were furious at Henry Mayers Hyndman
and his openly Marxist Social Democratic Federation for predicting
so positively that the world-wide social revolution would take place
on July 14th, 1889, the hundredth anniversary of the fall of the Bastille.

Failure of this widely advertised event to occur proved indirectly
helpful to the early Fabian Society by bringing a number of embar-
rassed radicals and nervous liberals into the gradualist camp. Just
before Christmas, the first edition of Fabian Essays, edited by Shaw
and written by members of the Fabian inner circle, was published.
On the strength of favorable book reviews by Fabian journalists'® in
such respected publications as the London Star, the Chronicle and the
Edinburgh Review, the Essays attracted readers and stimulated some
interest in Socialism. By 1890 the Fabian Society was definitely on its
way, and it has never stopped since.

* Hubert Bland, H. W. Massingham, and Harold Cox, M.P.
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The Dangerous Fabians

THAT year, in the flush of his first faint triumph, Sidney Webb began
courting Beatrice Potter, a statuesque and well-heeled bluestocking.
The contrast between them, both in station and stature, was acute.
Beatrice was one of eight daughters of a Canadian-railway magnate;
while the mother of her pint-sized suitor had been a London hair-
dresser. Beatrice once dreamed of a quite different future, but an
carlier romance with Joseph Chamberlain, the great reformist Mayor
of Birmingham, proved ill-starred. Sidney would channel her pent-up
intellectual energies and resentments into a lifelong attack against the
social class which had wounded her pride.

In 1892 this formidable couple—"“very clever, very conceited,” as an
acquaintance remarked—agreed to merge their differences. The mar-
riage was something of a milestone in Fabian history. It was not only
because Beatrice, by a fortunate coincidence, had inherited an income
of one thousand pounds a year in Canadian railway stocks, which
relieved Sidney of the necessity of earning a living and enabled him
to concentrate with quiet intensity on undermining the system that
sustained him. Their union was also the prototype of a ménage soon to
become characteristic of the Fabian set—the husband-and-wife “part-
nership” that applied itself with peculiar devotion to shattering the
existing scheme of things and remolding it nearer to the (Fabian)
heart’s desire. It permitted a pattern of radical feminism combined
with domesticity, and it proved appealing to ladies of strong views.
The Fabian movement always emphasized the importance of female
support, both personal and financial—though it alienated some by

21



22 FABIAN FREEWAY

its insistence that all but the most prominent women should do their
own housework.

With the publication of their History of Trades Unionism (which
Lenin translated into Russian for his followers) the names of Sidney
and Beatrice Webb began to appear jointly on a series of ponderous
volumes intended to conduct the English-speaking world along the
road to Socialism. Their intellectual progeny were numerous, and the
effect on their own and succeeding generations was considerable. In
addition, Beatrice Webb was closely identified with the development
of a product known as Fabian Research. Organized fact-finding de-
signed to lend weight to predetermined opinions was to provide the
basis for Fabian propaganda, educational and political.

Fabian “research” as practiced by Beatrice Webb and her school
combined the turgid German type of scholarship, noted for massive
detail and much admired by nineteenth century intellectuals, with a
kind of airy legerdemain. It specialized in reaching conclusions on
social and economic topics which were quite unrelated to the facts
themselves. These dangerous non sequiturs escaped challenge because
the preliminary facts were often obtained from unimpeachable official
sources and because they were so voluminous.

The Fabian way was to bury an opponent, when possible, under
mountains of exhaustive detail. Fabian research supplied the content
for the “educational” material distributed by the Society, a good deal
of it in the form of tracts and pamphlets presenting the Fabian stand
on successive issues of the day. At a later date Beatrice Webb was
made formally responsible for setting up the Fabian Research Depart-
ment, which in due time became infiltrated by Communists and in the
end was abandoned to them.

The decade of the eighteen-nineties has been poetically referred to
as the period of the Society’s “first blooming.” The phrase is apt if
one recognizes the movement to be a species of deadly nightshade
rather than a wholesome growth. It is true that provincial affiliates of
the Society sprang up all over England and Scotland, and general
membership soon exceeded two hundred—not a very impressive
figure. In 1891, the Society began publishing the Fabian News, “for
members only,” which is still published today.

A scattering of Fabians sat on town councils where, as “gas and
water Socialists,” they agitated for municipal control of public utili-
ties. They got themselves named to local school boards, where they
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did their bit towards steering the education of the common-school
masses into Socialist channels. In London, Sidney Webb became a
member of the County Council and Graham Wallas headed the School
Management Committee of the School Board.

In those years Fabian lecturers roamed the hinterland. Book boxes
and tracts were shipped in bulk from the newly-opened headquarters
at Clement’s Inn. All that bleak superficial bustle helped to create an
impression, still carefully fostered in the general press, that the Fabian
Society was no more than a small, rather harmless, busybody organi-
zation chiefly involved in fraternal squabbles. Nothing could be fur-
ther from the truth.

In reality, the Society took only a passing interest in the new
members who had drifted rather aimlessly into its ranks, and soon
released many of them to other radical organizations of lesser status.!
While it was concerned at all times with creating a favorable climate
for Socialist opinion, the particular mission of the Fabian Society was
to develop a Socialist elite—in short, to discover and mold the leaders
of an evolving Socialist world.

It is on this point, rather than on their gradualist procedure, that
the Fabians appear to differ most obviously from classic Marxists,
though the difference may be more apparent than real. Fabians have
insisted from the start that in advanced capitalist countries like Eng-
land and the United States, Socialism must begin at the top and meet
the industrial masses half way.

Hence, the Fabians’ emphasis on leadership, and their solicitude
for higher education through which the leaders of the future were to
be formed. The Fabian Society, which ceased publishing membership
lists in 1945 to “assure privacy” to its many notables, has always con-
tained the elite of left wing society, open and covert. It was no coinci-
dence that when the Labour Party finally came to power in England,
figures like Ramsay MacDonald and Clement Attlee, Sir Stafford
Cripps, Herbert Morrison and a host of equal and lesser luminaries
were found to have been Fabian-trained.

There was jubilation at Fabian headquarters when the first—
though by no means the last—student group at Oxford was formed

* By 1893, in addition to the mother society in London, there were about 1,500
members organised in over seventy societies. But on its formation the Independ-
ent Labour Party absorbed most of these and by 1897 only eleven local groups
remained. Fabian News, (September, 1959).
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back in 1895. This one small chick caused more rejoicing than the
whole brood of new provincial societies, since England’s great umi-
versities were traditionally the hatcheries for Members of Parliament
and the Civil Service. By 1900 there were three more university
groups, and as one academic generation followed another, quite a
number of England’s future rulers submitted to brainwashing by
Socialist tutors. In 1912, university students accounted for more than
one-fifth of the Society’s membership,? with the Cambridge group led
by such obviously coming young men as Hugh Dalton, a future chair-
man of the Labour Party, and Clifford Allen, later chairman of the
Independent Labour Party. The priority which the Fabian Society
gave to this proselytizing is evident from the fact that such leading
members as R. H. Tawney, G. D. H. Cole, afterwards president of
the Society, former Foreign Secretary Patrick Gordon Walker and
Prime Minister Harold Wilson taught for years at Oxford, shaping the
young mind to the Socialist idea.

Another pilot operation begun in the nineties and steadily expanded
to the present day is the London School of Economics. The circum-
stances of its founding are worth examining because they furnish so
clear an example of Fabian duplicity at work.

A benefactor of the Fabian Society, Henry Hutchinson, M.P., had
committed suicide in the summer of 1894, leaving a hastily drawn will
in which he bequeathed a trust of nine thousand pounds to further
the “propaganda and other purposes of the Society.” As chairman of
the Society, Sidney Webb was to be chairman of the Trust, but the
will did not specifically authorize him to administer outlays. Without
informing his colleagues of the precise terms of the will, Sidney pro-
ceeded to use the bulk of the money to establish the London School
of Economics and Political Science. Nominally, the school was not
established under the auspices of the Society, which, however, retained
indirect control.

Before taking this step, Sidney privately consulted the well-known
legal authority R. B. Haldane, @.c. Haldane asked Webb pointblank
if he was still a Socialist, and if the new school would really advance
the cause of Socialism. On getting an affirmative answer to both ques-
tions, Haldane advised going ahead.
~ Nevertheless, the first Director of the School, who had been selected
by Webb, solemnly assured the London Chamber of Commerce that
“the School would not deal with political matters and nothing of a

? One-third of the present-day membership is composed of university students,
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socialistic tendency would be introduced.”3 That this pledge was
honored chiefly in the breach is evident from an entry in Beatrice
Webb’s Diary of March, 1898. “The London School of Economics,” *
she confided, “is growing silently but surely into a center of collectiv-
ist-tempered research and establishing itself as the English school of
economic and political science.” 8
Since the Webbs themselves taught at the London School, it can be
assumed that Beatrice knew the facts. Many other prominent Fabians
have since served on its staff, including such leading lights of Social-
ism as Harold Laski, chairman of the Fabian Society from 1946 to
1948. Among Professor Laski’s students at the London School were
two sons of a United States Ambassador to the Court of St. James:
Joseph P. Kennedy, Jr. in 1933-34 and John F. Kennedy in 1935-36.
Like the Catholic Society of Jesus—which the Fabian Society, being
secular and materialistic in its approach, does not otherwise resemble
—the basis for future action was so firmly defined in its first years that
its subsequent growth was assured. A contemporary once said of Igna-
tius of Loyola, “When Ignatius drives a nail, no one can pull it out!”
Without attributing supernatural motives to the freethinking authors
of the Fabian Society, it can be noted that the essential elements of
purpose, organization and method on which the development of the
Fabian movement depended were defined in its first decades, primarily
by those two profane zealots, Sidney Webb and George Bernard
Shaw. Despite the increased tempo and range of its present-day activi-
ties, the Fabian Society has not deviated in any essential way from the
patterns initially devised for it. It remains today, as it was at its incep-
tion, a dangerously subtle conspiracy beneath a cloak of social reform.
Organizationally, the movement operated in ever-widening circles,
like ripples in a pond. The Fabian Society of London was the mother
society, source of programs, directives and propaganda which were
handed down to the more variable local societies. The Executive Com-
mittee of the London Society constituted an inner circle with which
the general membership enjoyed only fleeting contacts, at lectures,
meetings, Easter, New Year’s, and Summer Schools or weekend semi-

® Minutes of the Chamber’s Commercial Education Committee: Janet, Lady
Beveridge, An Epic of Clare Market, (London, Bell Publishers, 1960), p. 27.
(Italics added.)

* Shortened form, in popular usage for London School of Economics and Po-
litical Science.

® Beatrice Webb, Our Partnership, (New York, Longmans, Green & Co., Ltd,,
1948), p. 145.
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nars. Then came the handpicked membership. And finally, there was
a very much larger and continually expanding ring of sympathizers,
who supported immediate or long-range programs of the Society, in
whole or in part.

The influence of the Fabian movement, which has always been
more real than apparent, cannot be measured by the Society’s limited
membership, but must be gauged by other factors. Such factors, for
instance, as the practical influence each member was able to exert in
his chosen profession or field of action. Even during the days when
membership lists were published, the Society already operated to a
large extent as an invisible and toxic force. As the Machiavellian Webb
so often said, with an air of candid innocence, “the work of the Fabian
Society is the sum of its members’ activities.”

At the heart of those concentric circles, ringed around and shielded
from scrutiny, was the small, hard core of the Fabian leadership,
which acknowledged no responsibility for the sometimes contradictory
acts of individual members—even after stimulating such action. For
almost fifty years Sidney Webb remained the guiding force of the
Society, discreetly controlling its rather loose organizational reins and
seldom letting his right hand know what the left was doing. Edward R.
Pease, who replaced Sydney Olivier as general secretary from 1890
to 1924, remained Webb’s faithful watchdog, enforcing the authority
and masking the often devious maneuvers of his small master.

The Society’s function from its earliest years coincided perfectly
with the formula of Wilhelm Liebknecht, nineteenth century German
Marxist: “to forecast a practical program for the intermediate period;
to formulate and justify measures that shall be applicable at once and
that will serve as aids to the new Socialist birth.” Grafting itself on
the century-old British reform movement, the Fabian Society com-
bined sociology with politics in an effort to propel its members into
positions of national influence.

Unlike their European Socialist comrades, the Fabians established
themselves as a private Society of limited membership rather than a
political party. The Society was neither doctrinaire nor given to philo-
sophical hairsplitting. All it exacted was a broad pledge of allegiance
to Socialist goals, leaving each member free to justify them by any
logic or philosophy he preferred. He was also free to join any political
party he chose, provided he utilized every possible opportunity to
further the Fabian cause. In fact, he was encouraged to do so, for
political activity was only second to education on the Fabian agenda.
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The practice of joining a political party for the sake of advancing
Fabian programs, and of placing Fabians in elective and appointive
posts, became known as “penetration.” Since the first loyalty of Fabians
was to the Society, rather than to any party, their motives were some-
times suspect. Thus, Edward R. Pease was almost ejected from the
Bradford Conference of 1893, when the Independent Labour Party
was formed. He managed to remain and some years later was able to
report that two-thirds of the Fabian Society belonged to the Inde-
pendent Labour Party.®

After 1919 Fabians transferred their allegiance en bloc to the British
Labour Party, at whose foundation other Fabians had assisted—and
for all practical purposes the Independent Labour Party was no more.
It remained a mere wandering voice on the far Left, calling for mili-
tant action when more “peaceful” Fabian programs seemed in danger
of bogging down and, in effect, winning liberal support for the Fabian
way as being “less dangerous.”

Fabian penetration of the Liberal Party of Great Britain, though
less extensive, proved no less lethal. From 1903 Sir L. G. Chiozza-
Money, a member of the Fabian Executive, went to Parliament as a
Liberal. When Liberals came to power in the elections of 1906,
twenty-nine seats in Parliament were held by Fabians. By 1911,
forty-two Fabian Socialists sat on the Liberal-Labour benches. Even-
tually their intimate knowledge of Liberal constituencies enabled
Fabians to divert a number of election districts to the upcoming
Labour Party, and to aid the Labour Party in detaching trade union
support from the Liberals. Penetration created new political align-
ments more profitable to the cause of Socialism.

What George Dangerfield called the strange death of liberal Eng-
land™ was hastened by the fact that the Fabian Society—on the
strength of “tips” from its members in the Liberal Party, as well as
gossip leaked from government offices—was able to release a steady
barrage of printed matter politically damaging to Liberalism and its
leaders. The intention and the effect was to build up the Fabian-
dominated Labour Party that emerged full-blown after World War 1.

A twin to “penetration” was the time-honored Fabian practice
called “permeation.” Much favored by the ladies—Beatrice Webb
actually believed she had invented it!—Fabian permeation dates from

¢Edward R. Pease, The History of the Fabian Society, (London, A C. Fifield,
1916), p. 208.
7 Also the title of his book.
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an era before women could vote. Permeation meant getting the ear
of important or key persons and inducing them to push through some
action desired by Fabians. It was not considered necessary that such
persons be Fabians. Often it was preferable that they should be out-
siders. The important thing was that they should act on the advice
and instructions of Fabians. The rather startling appointment of
Beatrice Webb to the Royal Commission on the Poor Law from 1905
to 1909 was an example of something achieved at second hand by
permeation; for the unhappy official who named her to that post was
neither aware of the lady’s Socialist bias nor her forceful nature.
Permeation failed at this time to get her recommendations written into
law, but the unauthorized printing of her Minority Report was a
propaganda coup for the Society. Interestingly enough, the copy that
went to the printer was in Sidney’s handwriting.®

One advantage of permeation, developed to a fine art by the
Fabians, was that it could be practiced almost anywhere—at teas,
dinners and weekend house parties, as well as in committee and
board meetings. Doubtless the same black art was known under other
names to the Medes and Persians, and was old in Cleopatra’s day. It
has even been seen to rear its head along the social circuit in modern
Washington. The Fabian Society, however, appears to have been the
first organization ever to advocate this technique openly as an instru-
ment of political policy.

A final pattern for the future, established by those two long-lived
patriarchs of the Fabian Society, Sidney Webb and George Bernard
Shaw, solved the problem of where Socialism is going. When all is
said and done, where could it go? With many of the preliminary
steps accomplished and the end plainly in sight, only one road would
be open to the Socialists and it would lead inexorably to the Left.
After the Directory, the Terror. After July, October. That is the his-
toric pattern, and to date it has never varied.

Shaw and Webb, both hardened professionals, pointed out the way
to their followers. It was no accident of old age that led them sepa-
rately in 1931-32 to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and to
full-throated capitulation. After some earlier expressions of distaste
for Communist violence and the iron hand of Communist Party dis-
cipline, they could no longer restrain themselves from making public
professions of their allegiance.

Perhaps they had always known what the journey’s end must be.

8 Pease, op. cit., p. 213, ~
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Perhaps in their secret hearts they had been there all the time. At the
turn of the century, Joseph Fels, a soap magnate from Philadelphia
and an early member of the Fabian Society,® had, in 1907, loaned
money to Russian revolutionaries at the time when Lenin quarreled
with the majority of Russia’s Social Democrats and formed the “Bolshe-
vik” wing of the party. In those struggling early days there had seemed
to the Fabians to be no enemies on the left, and perhaps it has re-
mained so.

Weighted with years and honors, the Webbs and George Bernard
Shaw traveled royally to Moscow to announce their full support for
the Soviet system of rationalized barbarism. Shaw, by then the dean
of English letters, told Stalin that the words “the inevitability of
gradualness” should be engraved on Lenin’s tomb. Webb, now Baron
Passfield, exchanged ideas on colonial policy with Stalin, who had
launched his own public career with a study of subject nationalities.
In 1929-30 Webb had served as Britains Secretary of State for the
Dominions and Colonies, and in 1930-31 as Secretary of State for the
Colonies.

Among the poisoned fruits of the Webbs™ sojourn in the Socialist
Fatherland was a two-volume work entitled Soviet Socialism—A New
Civilisation? ('The question mark was dropped in later editions.) Even
before publication, portions of the manuscript placed in the right
hands helped to spark a movement leading to United States recogni-
tion of the Soviet Union in 1933. The Webbs had known Maxim
Litvinoff, the Soviet Foreign Minister, and his British-born wife, the
former Ivy Low, during that couple’s years of “exile” in London.

Like the character in Stendhal’s historical novel who rode through
the Battle of Waterloo without being aware of it, the Webbs were
present at a wholesale slaughter and did not see or choose to see it.
Their visit to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in 1932 coincided
with the huge man-made famine that swept the Ukraine and Crimea,
where a minimum of two to three million persons was deliberately
starved to death in order to hasten the Soviet program of farm con-
fiscations. Such horrors were handily omitted from the Webbs’ ency-
clopedic volumes, whose publication was withheld until after the 1935
British elections. Their index refers to “famine, alleged.”

The actual sources of this book were revealed some years later, in
testimony given to the Internal Security Subcommittee of the United
States Senate Committee on the Judiciary. Appearing before that

° Listed as a Fabian in Fabian News, (March, 1905).
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body on April 7, 1952, Colonel 1. M. Bogolepov, a former Soviet Army
officer who had been attached from 1930 to 1936 to the Soviet Foreign
Office, recalled his dealings with the Webbs. He stated bluntly that
the entire text of the Webbs book had been prepared in the Soviet
Foreign Office. Material for the chapter on Soviet prison camps, stress-
ing the “humane” methods employed in those factories of death and
minimizing the vast scale of their operations, was specially compiled
by the Secret Police and also delivered through the Foreign Office to
the learned couple. The Colonel happened to know these things
because, as he explained with some amusement, he had done most of
the ghostwriting himself in the line of duty.

Colonel Bogolepov added that after fleeing to the West he read
the Webbs” book with much interest and found they had used his
prepared material almost verbatim. “Just a few changes for the Eng-
lish text, just a little bit criticizing!” he remarked ironically. Which is
almost, but not quite, the last word on Fabian Research!

For some reason, their gyrations did not estrange the Webbs from
the Fabian Society, or vice versa. When Sidney died in 1947, a few
years after Beatrice, he left their joint estate of thirty thousand pounds
to the Fabian Society and the London School of Economics. For serv-
ices rendered, a grateful Labour Government interred the ashes of
Sidney and Beatrice Webb, who had been practicing atheists most
of their lives, in the hallowed precincts of Westminster Abbey. Con-
cerning the final disposition of Beatrice, who once wrote that “the
character of Jesus has never appealed to me,” Shaw commented on a
postcard to her niece, Barbara Drake: “B. must be sizzling to hear
the name Jesus spoken over her!” Shaw,' carrying his defiance of
everything holy into the hereafter, ordered his ashes to be scattered
in the garden of his home at Ayot St. Lawrence “to make the soil of
England more fertile for the growth of Socialism.”

At the Beatrice Webb House in Surrey, used today for Fabian Sum-
mer Schools and weekend conferences, there is a rather grotesque
stained glass window ordered by Shaw in 1910. It depicts himself and
Webb smashing the world with workingmen’s hammers. Among the
Fabians kneeling below in attitudes of mock adoration is the novelist
H. G. Wells, thumbing his nose irreverently but still close to the old

“In a letter dated January 14, 1948, and written just a few years before his
death to Miss Fanny Holtzmann, a New York attorney, Shaw stated: “My dear
Fanny: I am not a Cobdenite Liberal, but the very opposite, a Communist,
though not a member of the so-called Communist Party.” Washington Post,
(February 3, 1948).
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gang. On a streamer overhead is the legend, “REMOULD IT
NEARER TO THE HEARTS DESIRE.” That much-quoted line
comes, of course, from a quatrain in Edward Fitzgerald’s translation of
Omar Khayyam:

Dear Love, couldst thou and I with fate conspire
To grasp this sorry scheme of things entire,

Would we not shatter it to bits, and then

Remould it nearer to the heart’s desire!

To an outsider those verses might seem no more than a quaintly Vic-
torian literary relic, but to the Fabians they are still a literal state-
ment of destructive intent.



4

A Chosen Instrument

THE demonic spirits of the Fabian Society, Shaw and Webb, lived
long enough to see a number of their destructive hopes fulfilled.
Progress of their brainchild in the twentieth century far outstripped
its fin de siécle promise. Still guarded in its movements and as nearly
invisible as possible, the Society became the directing force of Social-
ism not only in Britain but throughout the Empire it schemed to
dissolve. Leading Fabians had been making world tours since 1898,
and since that time colonial units of the Society had multiplied and
prospered. When the colonial administrators departed, native Fabians,
educated at the London School of Economics, were ready and all too
willing to take a hand in shaping Socialist-oriented Commonwealth
governments.

In Britain the influence of the Society had grown steadily, if imper-
ceptibly, until it dominated a major political party—a far cry from its
small beginnings. Even in its fledgling years, however, the Society
had been able to obtain cooperation whenever required from all
domestic Socialist factions, because individual Fabians were active in
each of these splinter groups. At one time or another, Fabian projects
and candidates had received support from the Radical Clubs, the
Progressives, the Cooperative Union, the National Reform League, the
Social Democratic Federation, the Independent Labour Party, and
other left wing bodies. By refusing to identify itself with any of them,
the Fabian Society survived them all and went on to larger things.

An exception to this rule was eventually made in the case of the
Labour Party, founded and directed throughout its history by top-
echelon Fabians. (Today, members of the Fabian Society must be

32
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eligible for membership in the Labour Party, though the reverse is
not the case.) As Fabians gradually moved into positions of power
with the support of British Labour, they have utilized that power for
the advancement of Socialism abroad as well as at home.

It is not surprising that their first decisive action in foreign affairs
was undertaken for the benefit of their brothers-under-the-skin in
Moscow. The sweeping threat by British trade unions to “down tools”
in 1920 was instigated by an arch-Fabian, Arthur Henderson. This
threat effectively ended British military intervention in Russia and
enabled the Bolsheviks to capture large stores of British-made muni-
tions—a decisive factor in the survival of Bolshevik armed rule, as
Joseph Stalin suggested in an interview with George Bernard Shaw
and the Liberal Party leader, Lord Lothian,! later Ambassador to
Washington.

Throughout the nineteen-twenties, Fabian-instructed Labour groups
and Fabian Members of Parliament pressed for renewal of trade rela-
tions by Great Britain and other nations with Soviet Russia. Their
pretext was that such trade would provide more employment for
British workers and more votes for the Labour Party—though it is
hard to see how revived commerce between the Soviet Union and
Weimar Germany could have aided the British working man. What
the Fabians aimed at was a three-cornered interchange between them-
selves, their Social Democrat confréres in Germany and the Soviet
Socialist Republics, all leading, as Shaw remarked, “to Socialist con-
trol of trade at the consular level.”

Arthur Henderson, long a member of the Fabian Executive, was the
Foreign Minister, who in 1929 engineered British diplomatic recogni-
tion of Bolshevik Russia and paved the way for similar recognition
by the United States, in a period when the Soviets” internal economy
and external prestige were perilously low. Little was said or even
hinted as to just how far such “cooperation” advanced the various
Communist five-year plans and permitted the Soviet Union, with its
technique of bloodbaths, intrigue, sedition, and guerilla warfare, to
acquire the imperial status abandoned after World War II by Eng-
land. It is noteworthy that Fabian publicists today no longer refer to
Great Britain, but simply to Britain.

The once-imperial island, which no foreign force for a thousand
years could violate, finally succumbed to Fabian guile. What Phillip’s

* Hesketh Pearson, Bernard Shaw, (London, Methuen & Co., Ltd., 1961), p.
358.
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Spain, Napoleon’s France, the Kaiser’s and Hitler’s Germany had all
failed to achieve, a small band of home-grown Socialists peacefully
accomplished. How Fabians performed this feat in approximately
three-quarters of a century is a mystery that the Society would now
prefer to dismiss as fiction. A glance at the record, however, confirms
the facts and provides a neat object-lesson for other nations where
allegedly “gentle” and “humane” Socialists aspire to power.

From the beginning, the destructive nature of Fabian Socialism
was never made sufficiently clear to the British public. The good man-
ners of the Fabians tended to veil their revolutionary purpose and
render it improbable to all but the initiate. To gain popular sympathy,
the Society concealed its will-to-power behind a series of apparently
benign social welfare programs and preached the brotherhood of man
for the attainment of purely material ends. Whenever possible, its
members attached themselves to existing reform movements which
in the long run gained prominence and preferment for Fabian leaders.
In every decade of the twentieth century, Fabians have claimed the
credit for every Liberal reform. '

Thus, gradual and penetrating Socialism came to be accepted as
mere reformism, and its practitioners escaped the censure directed at
Socialists of the catastrophic school. As George Bernard Shaw an-
nounced in 1948, the Fabian Society was “still alive and doing its
work, which is to rescue Socialism and Communism from the bar-
ricades.” One no longer even needed to read Marx and Engels in
order to advance their programs. Cunningly, Fabian Socialism rep-
resented itself as “a constitutional movement in which the most re-
spected citizens and families may enlist, without forfeiting the least
scrap of their social or spiritual (sic) standing.” % To emphasize the
Society’s regard for family ties, a single membership sufficed for both
husband and wife. Their children, instructed in Fabian nurseries for
adolescents, grew up into revolution without ever realizing there was
any other way.

In the course of nearly four generations, some highly respected
names in modern British letters and learning have been connected
with the Fabian Society, either as dues-paying members or willing
collaborators.? In the field of history, there were such gifted individ-

? George ' Bernard Shaw, “Sixty Years of Fabianism,” Fabian Essays, Jubilee
Edition, (London, The Fabian Society and Allen and Unwin, 1945), p. 287.

% All the names which follow are listed by official Fabian historians, Edward R.
Pease and Margbaret Cole, or recur frequently in the pages of the official Fabian
publications, Fabian News and the Fabian Annual Reports.
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uals as G. M. Trevelyan, Philip Guedalla, Arnold Toynbee. Philoso-
pher-statesman Lord Haldane also belonged to the Society, according
to a Fabian News obituary. There was R. H. Tawney, economist, social
historian and long time member of the Fabian Executive, known for his
personal piety, devotion to the Virgin Mary and bitter anti-capitalist
bias. A whole series of Fabians held membership in the Royal Eco-
nomic Society, which George Bernard Shaw and a few fellow Social
Democrats had helped to launch many years before, and contributed
regularly to its Journal edited for a time by John Maynard Keynes.

In science, the Society claimed Sir Julian Huxley as well as a num-
ber of Nobel prize winners, more noted for their scientific attainments
than their political acumen. University tutors and professors were
legion—among them such venerated figures as A. D. Lindsay, the
Master of Balliol, and Sidney Ball, don of St. John’s, Oxford, until
his death in 1918, and founder of the Oxford Social Club that spon-
sored Fabian lecturers. Military opinion was represented by the late
Brigadier General C. B. Thomson, and Captain B. H. Liddell Hart,
military correspondent for the Times and proponent of the theory of
defensive warfare, who, in recent years, has addressed official Fabian
Society gatherings.

Fabian poets included Maurice Hewlett and Rupert Brooke, the
Cambridge undergraduate who died in military service during World
War I. Among editors holding membership in the Society were Harold
Cox, M.P., of the Edinburgh Review, A. J. Orage of the New Age,
and S. K. Ratcliffe of the New Statesman, who also served as London
representative of the New Republic. The publishing fraternity was
represented by Raymond Unwin, of the firm of Allen and Unwin,
whose books were reprinted in America by Macmillan; Leonard
Woolf, husband of the well-known writer Virginia Woolf, and himself
the author of a Fabian document, International Government, which
was an early blueprint for the League of Nations; and Victor Gollancz
of Left Book Club notoriety, who also published the Fabian News.

So many successful writers and publicists have been aligned with
the Fabian Society that an innocent observer might easily have mis-
taken it for a kind of logrolling literary society. Among them were
Arnold Bennett, H. G. Wells, Rebecca West, John Galsworthy, Gran-
ville Barker, Harold Nicolson, St. John Ervine, Constance Garnett,*
Francis Hackett, Jerome K. Jerome, Robert Dell, E. M. Forster, Aldous

“Constance Garnett was a translator of Tolstoi and other pre-revolutionary
Russian novelists.
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Huxley, J. B. Priestley, J. C. Squire, Desmond McCarthy, Naomi
Mitchison, and a host of others. They have ranged from the frankly
Marxist John Strachey to the neo-Catholic Barbara Ward, propagandist
for African nationalism. Even Monsignor Ronald Knox confessed to
having joined the Oxford Fabian Society and G. K. Chesterton was
once a Fabian, but both withdrew from the movement following
their conversion to the Catholic faith.

As an authority on the subject has remarked, “Fabians appeared in
so many desirable liberal (and cultural) connections that they could
scarcely be believed to be subversive of private property or of lib-
erty.”® The London School of Economics, aided by grants from the
Rockefeller Foundation, was growing to world renown as “the Empire
on which the concrete never sets.” Scant attention was paid to the
fact that its lecturers in economics and the so-called political and
social “sciences” were almost invariably Fabian Socialists or their
bedfellows. Many persons who disagreed with its politics relished the
good style and literary flair of the New Statesman—a weekly “journal
of opinion” founded by the Webbs in 1913, financed, edited and
written largely by Fabians though nominally independent of the
Society.

In their mannerly, welfare-bent, cultivated and studious fashion,
Fabian Socialists were progressively undermining the foundations of
the British Empire and the age-old liberties of Englishmen as a more
stridently revolutionary movement could hardly have succeeded in
doing. “As much freedom as possible consistent with public control
of the means of production” became their slogan: a formula that
denies liberty itself as a basic human right, and begs the question
as to how much of it is possible under State control of private initia-
tive. Only Shaw, in his old age, warned that a great deal more regu-
lation than most people anticipated, including stern restriction of
trade union activity, would be inevitable in the elite-ruled Socialist
state; but his realistic view of the promised land was dismissed as
just another tired, Shavian paradox.

While the Fabian Society consists chiefly of middle class intellec-
tuals, it has never been intolerant of affluence or noble birth if they
furthered the Fabian cause. Peers like Lord Parmoor and Lord Henry
Bentinck, offshoot of a famous Liberal family, graced the membership
lists of the Society even before a Labour Party Government created

®M. P. McCarran, Fabianism in the Political Life of Britain, 1919-1931,
(Chicago, Heritage Foundation, 1954), p. 439.
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its own non-hereditary peerage. One of the earliest aristocratic con-
verts to Socialism had been the Countess of Warwick, young, beau-
tiful and a friend of King Edward VII. The Countess was so much
impressed by what her new-found friends were doing to “help the
poor” that she donated her country house, Easton Lodge, to the
Fabians for a perpetual weekend haven and conference center.

Earlier still, Charlotte Payne-Townshend, an Anglo-Irish convert
to Socialism known as “the millionairess,” had been induced by Bea-
trice Webb to contribute a thousand pounds to the London School
of Economics. As a reward, Beatrice Webb introduced her to the
indigent Fabian, George Bernard Shaw, whose poverty was soon
abolished by marriage to Charlotte Payne-Townshend. Before wed-
ding her in a civil ceremony, Shaw insisted on extracting a marriage
settlement from his Charlotte—a somewhat cold-blooded procedure,
but a clear indication of how highly prized by Fabians was personal
solvency. Shaw later earned substantial sums from his propagandizing
plays and essays; but fortunately for him and many another Fabian,
royalties and dowries were never a form of wealth marked for na-
tionalization by the Society.

It was the wily Shaw who also perceived the possibility of utilizing
the poor to finance the political advancement of Socialists. As early
as 1893 he had been the first to propose using trade union funds to
elect Socialists to Parliament—a scheme whose vast potential was not
fully apparent in an era when only a small segment of British labor
was organized. As the trade unions grew in numbers and wealth
under Fabian-tutored leaders, the method suggested by Shaw would
propel Fabian Socialists into positions of national control. Much slow,
painstaking political and educational work by Fabians, culminating
in a brand-new alignment of political parties in Great Britain, was
necessary to bring those hopes to fruition.

When Fabian Essays was published in 1889, only a little over 10
per cent of Great Britain’s industrial workers belonged to trade unions.
It was understandable—though not quite pardonable—that the Essays
should have failed to include any mention whatever of the subject.
This omission was hastily repaired with the publication in 1894 of a
History of Trades Unionism by the Webbs, who saw the light in ample
time to take advantage of it. As a practical step towards political
power, the Labour Representation Committee was formed at Sidney
Webb’s suggestion in 1899.

Despite its resounding title, that committee was at first no more
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than a representative collection of Socialist splinter groups, convoked
to find ways and means of obtaining parliamentary seats for Socialists
in the name of Labour. Discreetly, the Fabian Society sent only one
delegate, the mole-like Edward R. Pease. A well-disciplined commit-
teeman, Pease avoided controversy and in a shadowy way exerted
much influence on organization through the years. The Society, as
such, remained in the background.

One reason why the Fabian Society preferred to avoid the limelight
was in order to avert any direct challenge to its leadership role in the
Socialist movement. Another was the harsh fact that some Labour
men, then as now, regarded the Society as being almost too high-
toned for comfort. For a good many years its sole working-class mem-
ber was a London house painter, W. L. Phillips, author of Fabian
Tract No. 1, Why Are the Many Poor? As late as 1923 there was not
one “proletarian” on the Fabian Executive; and even today there are
still Divisional Labour Party leaders and agents in Great Britain to
whom the term Fabian merely implies “that snob Society.”

Anonymity in the Labour Representation Committee involved no
real sacrifice for the Society, because individual Fabians wearing other
hats were on hand to defend its interests. Keir Hardie was there as
head of the Independent Labour Party, at that early date the leading
Socialist political party in Great Britain. Hardie was a member of
the Fabian Society, though some called him undisciplined. Similarly,
Ramsay MacDonald, who was chairman of the Committee and also
headed the new Labour Party, belonged for some years to the Society.
Arthur Henderson, a former Wesleyan minister and an admitted
Fabian from 1912, was permanent treasurer of the Committee as
well as MacDonald’s chief personal aide. Originally the British Labour
Party, which grew out of this committee, was just another Socialist
splinter group.

It was a strange masquerade, which deceived no one except the
public, but in the end it served its purpose—namely, to decoy or-
ganized labor into the Fabian Socialist trap. Results were not im-
mediately apparent, and patience was recommended. Though trade
unions were urged to affiliate with the Committee, and the Independ-
ent Labour Party worked to infiltrate the trade unions, the first accept-
ance did not come until 1903, from the Gasworkers’ Union. Fabian
historians complain that the initial fee for union affiliation was fixed
much too low, provoking some difficulties when the Committee found
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itself obliged to raise the tariff. Socialists were finding that it cost
more money to win elections than they had supposed.

The rather modest success of this committee in gaining seats for
Socialists in the parliamentary elections of 1906 and 1911 justified its
existence. During those years the Labour group in Parliament operated
chiefly as a pressure bloc within the Liberal Party, and due to its
relative weakness it was neither disliked nor feared. As yet, no one
except its Fabian mentors could be sure whether the little Labour
Party was an advance guard of Socialism or a mere appendage of
Liberalism. It was the outbreak of war in 1914 that offered Fabian
Socialism its big opportunity to organize a mass Labour Party on the
home front, while the flower of old England was dying on the first
traditional, thin, red battle lines.

Many years before, Karl Marx had predicted that a general Euro-
pean war would give Socialists an opening to capture power. That
proved to be the case in Russia, and to a more limited extent in other
parts of Europe. In England, the country where the capitalism of our
era was born and originally demonstrated its dynamic force, the ad-
vance of Socialism was more deliberate. Not one, but two World
Wars were needed to reduce that island fortress. Nevertheless, the
Fabian tortoise, as if guided by Marxian precepts, moved during
World War I to strike its first major blow. The men most responsible
for inciting it were Sidney Webb and Arthur Henderson, who com-
bined their treacherous efforts in a period of political truce to form a
new-style Labour Party quite unlike the old semi-pressure group.

On August 6, 1914, the War Emergency Workers’ Committee was
born and proved to be the most influential single event in the creation
of the revised Labour Party. The Emergency Committee’s chairman,
until he joined the Government, was Arthur Henderson; and its secre-
tary was J. S. Middleton, Assistant Secretary of the Labour Party.
Both were members and tools of the Fabian Society. While Sidney
Webb held no official position on the War Emergency Workers” Com-
mittee, his skill in drafting statements and bringing unlikely groups
together under one roof assured him a leading role.

Looking more than ever like a tintype of Napoleon III, the aging
but agile Sidney was cast for the role which suited him best—that
of a mastermind behind the scenes, exerting influence without respon-
sibility, the Gray Eminence of a Socialist mass party to be manipu-
lated in Labour’s name. Within a week after the wartime Committee
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was set up, Webb had prepared and issued Fabian Tract No. 176,
The War and the Workers, for distribution throughout the country.
This tract urged branches of all participating groups to set up local
Emergency Committees, presumably to defend the wartime and post-
war living standards of labor and to help keep the working force on
the production lines. It is noteworthy that a series of conferences on
“Restoring Trade Union Conditions after the War” was held in Fabian
Hall, and the audiences heard Beatrice Webb and other Fabian So-
cialists reject the Whitley Council System of capital-labor-government
cooperation.

The War Emergency Workers’ Committee, in effect, delivered or-
ganized British labor into Socialist hands. It embraced The Trades
Union Congress and the General Federation of Trades Unions; the
powerful Miners’, Railwaymen and Transport Workers’ Unions; the
Cooperative Movement and Wholesale Society; the Women’s Labour
League and Cooperative Guild; the London Trade Council; the Na-
tional Union of Teachers—in addition to the Labour Party and the
Socialist Societies. Joint local committees of all these organizations
would provide the base for a new national party to include “workers
of hand and brain.”

Not even the urgencies of wartime can explain why the Cabinet of
Lloyd George was so incautious as to present the Labour Party and
the Fabian Society with virtually unlimited access to future working-
class votes. Obviously, both groups were considered innocuous, a
public impression the Party and the Society had taken pains to foster.
As far as the War Government was concerned, the Emergency Com-
mittee proved quite useful in the summer of 1915 when the penalty
clause of the Munitions of War Act was found inapplicable to a
large-scale work stoppage. Since Lloyd George could not jail 200,000
striking Welsh coal miners whose output was badly needed, he wel-
comed the Committee’s diplomatic intervention.

In December, 1915, Sidney Webb was named the Fabian Society’s
official representative on the Labour Party Executive and his collabora-
tion with Arthur Henderson became still closer. By war’s end the
Labour Party had a skeleton network of local units reaching from
the Shetlands to Land’s End. It also boasted a new constitution and
an overall program, both the work of Fabians.

The circumstances that produced the Labour Party’s constitution
should be remembered because they illustrate so plainly the emo-
tional effect of the Russian Revolution on British Fabians. The 1917
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Revolution was hailed as a victory by Socialists of every stripe
throughout the world—even though it cost Allied lives by releasing
a number of German Army Divisions for service on the Western
Front! In his enthusiasm, Arthur Henderson asked permission for
British Labour representatives to visit Sweden along with other Allied
Socialists and confer with the Russian revolutionaries. When the War
Cabinet bluntly refused such facilities, Henderson was so outraged
that he sat down and, with Sidney Webb’s help, wrote the new
constitution for the British Labour Party.

Promptly adopted in February, 1918, it established the Labour
Party as a federation of affiliated bodies to include the trade unions,
the Royal Arsenal Cooperative Society, the Socialist Societies and local
Labour Party units. Only delegates of these constituent groups were
entitled to sit on the Party Executive or vote at its congresses—a pro-
vision that forever excluded the mere Labour Party sympathizer and
independent voter from any voice or influence in Party affairs. At
the same time, its Fabian architects cleverly managed to identify the
Labour Party with labor as such; so that anyone opposed to its
Socialist program appeared by inference to be a foe of the working
man.

It is interesting to note that a similar trick of language was ex-
ploited at a later date by the authors of Franklin D. Roosevelt's New
Deal, who contrived to equate the Democratic Party in the United
States with the idea of democracy, thereby implying that all oppo-
nents of Roosevelt’s policies were enemies of democracy itself—a
prime example of false logic purveyed through mass suggestion.

The new Labour Party constitution accomplished the long-hoped-
for Fabian fusion of trade unionists, who furnished the votes and the
money, and Socialists who dictated policy. It was an unnatural creation
resembling the two-faced pagan god Janus, with, in this case, one face
looking to labor for power and the other looking to Socialism for
heaven on earth. To bind labor more effectively to Socialism, Sidney
Webb had organized his first “tutorial class” in 1916 at the London
School of Economics. There he lectured on Fabian economics and
“doctrineless” Socialism to Britain’s future trade union leaders—as
G. D. H. Cole and Harold Laski did after him.

This so-called adult education movement, designed to bring the
Socialist-oriented university professor and the labor movement to-
gether, had been initiated at Oxford in 1906 under the sponsorship
of the Workers’ Educational Association. Sometimes described as the
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fruit of Edwardian liberalism, it was supported from the start by such
eminent Fabian Socialist dons as A. D. Lindsay, R. H. Tawney and
Sidney Ball.® Fabian Society locals at Oxford and Cambridge sent
their most promising young men and women to teach at Workers’
Educational Association evening courses in nearby working class
centers. It was while teaching at such a school that Lord Pakenham,
the Catholic Fabian, met his future bride, a niece of Lord Curzon.

Through the Adult School and the “Labour Church,” Socialist
intellectuals were able in a single generation to shape the minds
and politics of those who were to bring the trade unions into the
Labour Party. Such men as Ernest Bevin, who headed the Transport
and General Workers” Union representing 4,000,000 electoral votes,
and Emanuel Shinwell, who succeeded Ramsay MacDonald as the
idol of the radical Clydesiders, had known only four or five years of
grammar school education.”

While Shinwell claimed to have educated himself through reading
at public libraries, Bevin supplemented his formal schooling, or the
lack of it, by attending the Fabian-backed Adult School classes of
the Bristol Town Council.® In after years, as Britain’s Foreign Minister,
Bevin paid tribute to the Adult School movement and especially to
his teacher, H. B. Lees-Smith, a Fabian Socialist labor theoretician
who later served in the MacDonald government of 1929 and for a
time during World War II was Acting Leader of the Parliamentary
Labour Party. A good many Labour M.P.’s of 1945 owed their “univer-
sity education” to the Workers’ Educational Association and its off-
shoots.?

Fabians estimated that only 5 per cent of the working class was
worthy of being groomed for leadership; but every member of their
own handpicked Society was regarded as a potential leader in his
chosen field. After 1918, Fabians wishing to enter politics would do
so through the Labour Party. At the same time, the Society continued
to disclaim responsibility for the political views or activities of its

¢J. F. C. Harrison, Learning and Living, A Study in the History of the English
Adult Education Movement, (London, Routledge and Kegan Paul, Ltd., 1961),

. 264.
P "Emanuel Shinwell, Conflict Without Malice, An Autobiography. (London,
Odhams Press, Ltd., 1955), pp. 18-19. )

¢ Francis Williams, Ernest Bevin, Introduction by the Rt. Hon. Clement Attlee,
OM., CH., M.P. (London, Hutchinson & Co., Ltd., 1952), pp. 15-22.

® Margaret Cole, The Story of Fabian Socialism, (London, Heinemann Educa-
tional Books, Ltd., 1961), p. 208 (footnote).
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members—just as it also disclaimed responsibility for the tracts pub-
lished under its imprint—asserting that the world movement towards
Socialism was above and beyond mere individual or Party bias. This
delicate distinction puzzled and sometimes irritated the more forth-
right trade union men.

The revolutionary program of the reborn Labour Party, which in
essence has not changed to this day, was primarily the work of one
Fabian, the durable Sidney Webb. In 1916 Sidney had published a
series of “studies” on How to Pay for the War. There he proposed
nationalizing mines and mineral production, railways and canals. He
advocated a State Insurance Department, and a revolution in income
taxes and inheritance taxes (in England called “death duties”). It was
the first public announcement of what Fabian Socialism had in store
for postwar Britain—and nearly all of its proposals have since been
put into practice.

Less than two years later a special committee of the Labour Party
Executive issued a report entitled “Labour and the New Social Order.”
While embodying the suggestions previously made by Webb, it went
a great deal further. Everyone familiar with Sidney’s cast of mind
and style of writing recognized it as a product of his peculiar genius
—even to the characteristic parade of capital letters. A subsequent
president of the Fabian Society, the widow of G. D. H. Cole, has
described this egregious document as being “purest milk of the Fabian
word.”

It began by announcing cheerfully that, as a result of World War I,
“the individualist system of capitalist production has received a death-
blow.” And it continued:

We of the Labour Party . . . must insure that what is to be built up is a
new social order—based not on fighting but on fraternity—not on the com-
petitive struggle for a means of bare life, but on a deliberately planned
cooperation in production and distribution for the benefit of all who partici-

pate by hand and brain . . . not on an enforced domination over subject
nations, subject races, subject colonies, subject classes or a subject sex . . . .

The Four Pillars of the House that we propose to erect, resting upon the
common foundation of the Democratic control of Society in all its activities,
may be termed respectively:

(a) The Universal Enforcement of the National Minimum
(b) The Democratic Control of Industry
(¢) The Revolution in National Finance
(d) The Surplus Wealth for the Common Good.10
1 (Ttalics added.)
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Under those four discreetly phrased headings (Pillars), the in-
tention of Fabian Socialists to destroy the competitive system of
production, strip the Empire of its overseas possessions and vest
control of all domestic activities in the State was spelled out with
precision. The first Pillar covered most of the proposals for State-
financed social “welfare” that Fabians had supported from time to
time. The second Pillar advocated women’s suffrage, whose vote-
getting potential the Fabians had been somewhat slow to recognize;
abolition of the House of Lords; nationalization of land ownership,
electric power, maritime and railway transport, and the mining and
metals industries; and “elimination of private profit” from insurance
and from the liquor trade.

The third Pillar supported confiscatory increases in taxation (in-
cluding the capital levy) which in time would abolish private savings
as well as private investment. The fourth Pillar foreshadowed the
transformation of the British Empire into the British Commonwealth;
limitation of armaments and abolition of profit in the munitions indus-
try; an international court; international economic controls; interna-
tional legislation on social matters—and finally, a supranational or
“one world” authority. Many of the objectives listed under the fourth
or final heading had appeared in a Fabian-prepared Labour Party
pamphlet published in 1917 under the title Labour's War Aims,
which antedated and supplied the basis for Woodrow Wilson’s Four-
teen Points,11

Labour and the New Social Order was a sweeping Fabian pros-
pectus for the gradual and orderly achievement of Socialism in the
Empire and the world—so thoroughly revolutionary in what it pro-
posed to do that more sober Englishmen, if they knew of it at all,
must have dismissed it as mere campaign verbiage. It is a document
that deserves to rank with Mein Kampf or the Communist Manifesto
as one of the most plain-spoken announcements of destructive intent
ever framed. In June, 1918, it was adopted as the official program of
the British Labour Party, and except in details, such as the temporary
inclusion of a birth control plank in 1927, it has never been really
changed.

Strangely enough, when the program was concocted, there were
labor groups in Britain who favored an even speedier rate of nation-
alization. To please them, Arthur Henderson in September, 1919,

2 To be treated in a later chapter.
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asked Sidney Webb to submit a plan for nationalizing the whole of
British industry. Arthur explained that it “would be better for elec-
tioneering,” but Sidney declined to oblige. Already Webb perceived,
as some others did not, that by nationalizing certain key industries and
at the same time securing State control of both finance and social
welfare, total nationalization could be achieved in fact, if not in name.

The irony of it is that a majority of British labor today, after some
unhappy experiences with State-administered industry and some snub-
bing at the hands of State-appointed managers, no longer demands
speedy nationalization but, on the contrary, mistrusts and fears it. As
a result, the late Leader of the Parliamentary Labour Party and vet-
eran member of the Fabian Executive, Hugh Gaitskell, M.P., was
forced to take the alternate route conveniently left open by Webb
and to stress the more oblique methods of attaining State capitalism,
as foreseen in general, if not always in detail, by the Fabian master
planner.’? For this, Gaitskell was unfairly criticized as being a luke-
warm Socialist by more impetuous elements among his own followers.
The question of how to satisfy both Right and Left wings of the
Labour Party, while presenting a bland non-Socialist face to the Lib-
erals and Independent voters, is a dilemma he has bequeathed to his
successor, Harold Wilson.

In origin, policy and leadership, the British Labour Party was defi-
nitely a creature and a creation of the Fabian Society, and remains
so today. Guided by Fabian Socialist politicians, whose ties with the
Society were seldom noted outside of official Fabian publications,
that Party became the Society’s chosen instrument for wrecking the
national economic structure and dismantling the overseas Empire.

“Hugh Gaitskell, M.P., “Socialism and Nationalisation,” Fabian Tract No. 300,
(London, The Fabian Society, 1956).
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Sedition Between Two Wars

IN 1918 a revitalized Labour Party marched to the polls in the
“khaki election” and was spankingly defeated in a first test of strength.
Confidently it plugged organizational loopholes and intensified its
propaganda in labor and Liberal as well as university circles, where
Fabian groups were transformed into “Labour Clubs.” Following the
initial defeat, Sidney Webb in 1919 openly took charge of affairs as
head of the Labour Party Executive, which sent him to Parliament in
1920 and 1922.

One of the industrious minor characters who went to the House of
Commons with Webb was Harry Snell, offspring of agricultural labor-
ers. Long a member of both the Fabian and Labour Party Executives,
he had represented the Society many years before on the board of the
London School of Economics. Besides being a dyed-in-the-wool Social-
ist, Snell was also a prime mover in American as well as British
Ethical Culture Societies of the day, having long since abandoned
the Protestant faith of his boyhood. His biography in Who's Who
contains the grim notation: “Recreations: None.”

Suddenly in January, 1924, to the surprise of almost everyone, the
Labour Party was called to power as the better half of a Labour-
Liberal coalition. The circumstances were peculiar and have never
been satisfactorily explained. As against 258 Conservatives sent to
Parliament, there were 191 Labourites and 158 Liberals. Over the
protests of Lloyd George, the old war-horse, the Liberal Party chose
to throw its votes to Labour instead of to the Conservatives. Some
interpreted this move as an expedient on the part of the Liberals to

46
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rid themselves of Lloyd George. Others like Lord Grey, the former
Foreign Minister who had seen the lamps go out in 1914, described
it as a well-calculated risk.

Years of Fabian penetration and permeation of Liberal circles,
including the long, close friendship of George Bernard Shaw with the
Liberal Party leader, Lord Asquith, may also help to explain this
curious domestic application of the balance-of-power theory, that is,
throwing one’s weight behind the second strongest power. The vola-
tile Lady Asquith, as well as Lord Lothian, accompanied Shaw in
1931 on his triumphal trek to Moscow; and in Shaw’s final years as a
nonagenarian, the ever-loyal Margot Asquith was among the few
surviving intimates who visited and cared for him.

The decision to back the Labour Party in 1924 proved suicidal for
British Liberals of the day, recalling those gifted patricians of Im-
perial Rome who at the most unexpected moments chose to open their
veins and watch their lifeblood ebb away. From its self-inflicted death-
blow the Liberal Party has not yet recovered, growing more and more
feeble until by 1945 it could muster only twelve seats in Parliament
and no more than six in 1959.! Following World War I the Labour
Party under Socialist tutelage usurped the Liberals’ reformist role,
and thereafter every social reform introduced by the Fabian-steered
Labour Party was carefully contrived to weaken one sector or another
of the national economy.

Ramsay MacDonald, an ex-Fabian surrounded by Fabian advisers,
became the first “Labour” Prime Minister in England’s history. His
twenty-five man Cabinet contained at least five “old” Fabians of the
London Society, and there were many more in lesser posts. Sir Sydney
Olivier became Secretary of State for India. Sidney Webb—who
with Beatrice had recently published a long essay entitled,
The Decay of Capitalist Civilisation, in which they declared that
Karl Marx and John Maynard Keynes had “called the moral bluff of
Capitalism” 2—became, of all things, President of the Board of Trade!

Climax to years of Socialist effort and scheming, the new admin-
istration proved premature and short-lived. MacDonald’s first go-round
at 10 Downing Street lasted less than a year, owing largely to an
indiscretion on the part of his supposed Soviet friends. By October

* “Election Guide,” Socialist Commentary, (October, 1964), p. 20.
% Sidney and Beatrice Webb, The Decay of Capitalist Civilisation, (London,
The Fabian Society and Allen and Unwin, 1923), p. 177.
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his government had crashed spectacularly, in an atmosphere of popu-
lar excitement and fear, stirred by publication of the Zinoviev “Red
Letter.”

So many shock waves have assailed the world’s nerves since then
that people have almost forgotten the impact of the notorious Red
Letter found in a Secret Service raid on the offices of Arcos, the Soviet
Trade Bureau in London. Apparently the Zinoviev Letter was a di-
rective from the Third International in Moscow, advising British
Communists how to seize power from the “weak” government of
MacDonald. Their coup was to be effected by disarmament and cor-
rupting the allegiance of British military forces, as well as by arming
the workingmen in key areas. Action was to be taken when the
MacDonald-sponsored trade treaties with Russia were signed, possibly
because Soviet merchant vessels could then more readily transport
munitions for an insurrection.

Promptly denounced as a forgery by Communists, the Red Letter
was considered genuine by the British public and by MacDonald
himself, whose Foreign Office penned a protest to Rakovsky, the un-
official Soviet representative in London. Few Englishmen believed
the time-honored British Secret Service to be guilty either of com-
mitting or abetting a public forgery. Although the contents of the
Letter appeared fantastic, only the year before Germany had nar-
rowly escaped a Moscow-planned Communist revolution—called off
at the eleventh hour everywhere but in Hamburg, where the stop
order arrived too late! Events of 1923 in Germany supplied a pretext
for the emergence of Adolf Hitler, who staged his first National
Socialist demonstration that year in Munich. In Great Britain, publi-
cation of the ill-fated Zinoviev Letter merely insured the electoral
defeat of Ramsay MacDonald, whose subsequent attitude towards
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics appeared to be no less com-
pounded of “love and pity” than before.

The consensus of sober opinion is that publication of the Red Letter
just three days before the election was purposefully timed by Opposi-
tion elements in the Civil Service; but that the document itself was
authentic. The Fabian historian, C. Delisle Burns, asserted it was and
said the Secret Service furnished a copy.? The former Fabian solicitor,
Henry Slesser, confirmed this view.* George Bernard Shaw himself

*C. Delisle Burns, A Short History of the World, 1918-1928, (New York, Pay-
son and Clark, 1928), pp. 186-188.

“Henry Slesser, Judgment Reserved, (London, Hutchinson & Co., Ltd., 1941),
pp. 96-98.
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accepted the missive at face value, for in December, 1924, he pub-
lished an open letter simultaneously in the Labourite Daily Herald
of London and Izvestia of Moscow, informing the Russian comrades
that British Socialists were quite capable of handling their own show
and would appreciate not being embarrassed in future.

Shaw asked the Soviet Government “to tell Mr. Zinoviev plainly
that he must choose definitely between serious statesmanship and
cinematographic schoolboy nonsense if the Soviet Government is to
be responsible for his proceedings, which will otherwise make Mr.
Rakovsky’s position here almost impossible.” And he added, “From
the point of view of English Socialists, the members of the Third
International do not know even the beginnings of their business as
Socialists.” Plain language from an old revolutionary to his fellows,
and the fact that it was printed verbatim in the official newspaper
Izvestia suggests that Shaw was already persona grata in the very
highest circles in Moscow. Zinoviev at a later date paid with his life
for this and other miscalculations.

The same puzzling ambivalence—a combination of love and occa-
sional hatred which psychologists assert is characteristic of all true
affairs of the heart—marked the attitude of Fabian Socialists towards
Moscow throughout the nineteen-twenties and thirties, and exists
today. Following the Russian Revolution, a wing of British industrial
labor pressed increasingly for “Socialism Now,” threatening to upset
the somewhat more gradual program envisioned by Webb.

Soviet agents were active and hospitably received in Labour as well
as Fabian circles. One of the more conspicuous was Rajani Palme
Dutt, a half-caste of mixed East Indian and Scandinavian parentage,
who after perfecting his dialectic in Moscow worked from 1923 to
1926 with Fabians G. D. H. and Margaret Cole in the Labour Re-
search Bureau, formerly the Fabian Research Department. The Bu-
reau printed a monthly circular, a kind of leftist Ministry of Labour
Gazette, intended to furnish factual ammunition for Socialists in their
day-to-day political battles. Eventually Dutt ousted his Fabian hosts
at which point Communists brazenly took over the Labour Research
Bureau. Rajani Palme Dutt became editor of the Communist Labour
Monthly and was listed in 1962 as vice president of the Communist
Party of Britain; yet former Fabian colleagues refer to him without
rancor as “that cuckoo in the Fabian nest.”

The General Strike of 1926 was touched off at Communist instiga-
tion by direct actionists in the Trades Union Council.® Once more

® Margaret Cole, Beatrice Webb, (New York, Harcourt, Brace, 1946), p. 157.
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Fabians yielded easily to pressure from the catastrophic Left. This
revolutionary strike, which Fabians had not provoked but found it
necessary to support, placed them in the same situation as a citizen
of the French Revolution who was once seen racing down a Paris
street in the wake of a milling crowd. When asked where he was
going, he replied breathlessly, “I am their leader—I must follow
them!”

During the strike emergency the Fabian editors of the Daily Herald,
George Lansbury and William Mellor (an erstwhile nonconformist
preacher), published the official strike newspaper, the Workers’ Ga-
zette. Other Fabian publicists tried painfully to justify the very doubt-
ful legality of a revolutionary general strike. When Cardinal Bourne,
the Roman Catholic primate of England, expressed the view that the
General Strike was unconstitutional and violated the Trade Union
Act of 1906, he was publicly rebuked by Socialist Members of Parlia-
ment led by the nominally Catholic Fabian, John Scurr.

With the collapse of the strike movement, the emphasis shifted once
more to politics, and there Fabians were in their element. Working-
class groups, discouraged by the failure of direct action, and middle-
class liberals, alarmed at what had seemed to be the first hot breath
of revolution, turned to the Labour Party for salvation. Forgetting
the debacle of 1924, the electorate was even prepared to approve the
Labour Party’s Soviet-oriented foreign policy that still promised to
provide full employment at home. In a few short years the Fabian
Socialist tail was again in position to wag the trade-union dog.

By the summer of 1929 the Labour Party returned to power with
the largest number of seats in the House of Commons, though still
something less than a majority. Forty-seven seats were won by Fabians,
of the forty-nine Fabians who ran.® Among them were such clever
and ambitious younger men as Hugh Dalton, Herbert Morrison and
Sir Stafford Cripps, a nephew of Beatrice Webb, who was to serve as
president of the Fabian Society from 1950 to 1952.

The Fabian News for July, 1929, reported eight Fabians in the
Cabinet and eleven Fabian Under Secretaries in the Government.
Eleven out of seventeen new Labour peers, created to block possible
veto of Labour Party measures in the Upper House, were veteran
members of the London Fabian Society. They included the solemn
Lord Henry Snell who assisted Sidney Webb, by then Lord Passfield,
at the Colonial Office. That year also saw the publication of Fabian

¢ Fabian News, (July, 1929).
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Tract No. 230, entitled Imperial Trusteeship. Signed by Lord Sydney
Olivier, who had served in the West Indies and India, it advocated
release of the colonies to independent native governments under So-
cialist tutelage and looked forward to eventual Socialist world control
of raw materials. Owing to a relatively brief term in office, however,
the Labour Party was compelled to postpone dismemberment of the
Empire until a later date.

A feature of the 1929 elections was the part played for the first
time by British women. Some seven hundred thousand new women
voters joined the Labour Party, lured by the promise of jobs for their
men and by various social benefits to be bestowed free of charge—ex-
cept, of course, for the eventual tax bill which was not mentioned.
The Labour Party had been late in announcing support for women’s
suffrage, even though a number of early suffragists like Inez Milhol-
land and Annie Besant had been Fabians; yet it managed somehow to
reap the benefits of the Liberal Party’s record in that field, as it did
on the freedom-for-Ireland issue.

Among the first three Labour women to be elected to Parliament
was the redoubtable A. Susan Lawrence, who had just written a novel,
Clash, purporting to tell the inside story of the General Strike. Like
her friend Ellen Wilkinson, later head of Preparatory Commission
for UNESCO, “our Susan” was typical of those Fabian lady politicos
with iron in their souls and a bright red bee in their bonnets, to whom
secular Marxism was a substitute for religious profession. For thirty-
three years of her life she sat on the Executive of the London Fabian
Society. Long a member of the Labour Party Executive and active in
garnering the women’s vote, she served as its chairman in 1930, gazing
absently through her lorgnette at unruly males as in her youth she
had disconcerted her professors at Newnham College. To a colleague
Susan remarked significantly, “I don’t preach the Class War, I live it.” 7

The common philosophical basis of Socialism and Communism was
more evident to observers in 1929 and succeeding years than it had
been before. All that distinguished many a Fabian Socialist from the
local Communist gentry was the lack of a Communist party card and
a preference for indirect over direct action. If a few like Ellen Wilkin-
son in 1929 & or Ivor Montague in 1941° admitted to carrying the

?* Fabian Quarterly, (Summer, 1948), p. 23.

8 M. P. McCarran, Fabianism in the Political Life of Britain, (Chicago, Heritage
Foundation, 1954), p. 439.

® Margaret Cole, The Story of Fabian Sociclism, (London, Heinemann Edu-
cational Books, Ltd., 1961), p. 277.
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Communist party card as well, this was held to be their privilege, and
an understanding Fabian Executive did not reprimand them.

Arthur Henderson, the Fabian politician, stage-managed the Labour
Party’s return engagement of 1929. In the process he angled for Com-
munist votes and placated the British Communist Party leader Harry
Pollitt, who demanded “Socialism in every sentence” of the program.
Henderson came to the Foreign Office pledged to European disarma-
ment and recognition of Soviet Russia, as outlined in the Geneva
protocol written by Fabian Socialist R. H. Tawney. Sharply reduced
appropriations for the British armed services (shades of the Zinoviev
Letter!) were advocated in 1928-29 as a means of paying for State-
financed social welfare benefits, and a strange new type of interna-
tionalism that demanded “the sacrifice of national self-interest” was
propounded.

For many months prior to becoming Foreign Minister the sonorous
voiced Henderson, with other traveling Fabians, had been active in
rebuilding the Socialist International—which, despite Ramsay Mac-
Donald’s verbal sparring matches with the “giants of the Communist
International, Radek and Bukharin,” displayed unwavering loyalty
towards the Soviet Union in practical matters of trade and diplomacy.
Even the Soviet Union’s wholesale dumping of commodities was
defended by Sidney Webb, who described it as being “no more than
the competition of cheaper commodities.”

Britain’s second Labour Government, like the first, was undone by
its own contradictions. Caught in the grip of a world-wide depression,
its Socialist leaders moved to cut the dole and raise taxes on the poor
as well as the rich. Ramsay MacDonald resigned in 1931 only to join
over his Party’s protest, a new disaster coalition composed of un-
frocked Labourites, Conservatives and Liberals.

The Monarch who at Conservative Leader Stanley Baldwin’s request
formally invited MacDonald to return to the Government—although
his former party had just been virtually annihilated at the polls—was
denounced by the Left Wing for “interference.” For the first but by
no means the last time, Fabian Socialists like Professor Harold Laski
attacked the throne as an institution, calling it a “dignified hiero-
glyphic” and warning that future interference would be grounds for
revolution. During the next few years Fabian faith in constitutional
action waned visibly, as symbolized by the visits of the Webbs and
Shaw to Moscow.

Organizationally, the Fabian Society could not help but suffer from
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the crushing defeat of the Labour Party with which it had allied itself
so closely; yet like the Party it preserved the spark of life. Though its
financial resources appeared to shrivel and provincial Fabian Societies
in Britain—most of which had been turned into Labour Clubs—de-
clined from 120 in the middle twenties to a mere six in the late
thirties, the London Society and its Executive brain trust were far
from extinct.

Like the tortoise, the Fabian Society had withdrawn temporarily
into its shell, to emerge at a more favorable moment. The Fabian
News still published notices of meetings, lectures, municipal and over-
seas Socialist activities; A. Emil Davies of the Fabian Executive con-
tinued to rally the morale and retain the support of hard-core Fabians;
the individual members devoted themselves as assiduously as ever to
world travel and a variety of left wing causes chiefly identified with
the Popular Front activities of the thirties.

There was always a Fabian in the person of W. Stephen San-
ders or Philip Noel-Baker at the International Labour Office in Geneva,
and Fabian voices were prominent at the annual International Socialist
congresses. A Fabian idol who had penetrated the Liberal Party years
before and never resigned from it, the economist John Maynard
Keynes, acquired immense prestige as a financial oracle. By turns he
terrorized financiers with predictions of doom and induced his own
and foreign governments to adopt policies of deficit spending calcu-
lated to assure the long-range destruction of the capitalist system he
pretended to “save.” Fabian mischief makers of Marxist inspiration
were by no means lacking during the Society’s apparent quiescence.

In the field of popular education, sometimes termed propaganda,
individual members of the Society were never more dangerously
active than during the years leading up to World War II. The Left
Book Club—an enterprise similar to book clubs in the United States,
in that it furnished pre-selected popular reading at cut-rate prices—
proved a most profitable venture, both financially and propaganda-
wise. Its political bias was plain from the fact that its first literary
offering was a volume by Maurice Thorez, secretary of the Communist
Party of France. So faithfully did its output follow the Stalinist line
that in the Daily Worker of London for May 9, 1936, Harry Pollitt,
secretary of the British Section of the Communist Party, praised the
Left Book Club as a project “worthy of support.”

In a few years its membership exceeded fifty thousand and its an-
nual income neared $400,000—proof of a substantial following in
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Britain. Actually the circle reached by the Club was much wider,
since subscribers were urged through the Left News to organize Left
Book Groups in their neighborhoods for purposes of reading and
discussion. In March, 1938, the Left News announced that 831 such
groups had been formed under the wing of the Left Book Club.
Whether Communist- or Socialist-led, their trend was frankly Marxist
and clearly catastrophic. The fine lines of demarcation between one
brand of Marxism and another were blurred in those days of the
Popular Front.

What is interesting for purposes of this study is that the Selection
Committee of the Left Book Club was controlled by three well-known
members of the Fabian Executive. They were Victor Gollancz, pub-
lisher of Left Books who also published Left News and the Fabian
News; Professor Harold Laski of the London School of Economics,
who from 1946 to 1948 was chairman of the Fabian Society and in
1945 served as chairman of the Labour Party; and John Strachey, a
frequent Labour Member of Parliament who became Minister of
Food and Supply in the post-World War II Labour Government.

Concerning Strachey, the admiring Left News for March, 1938,
wrote, “In American newspaper jargon John Strachey would be de-
scribed as ‘Marxist No. 1’ and the title would be deserved.” His claim
to that title might well have been challenged by Professor Harold
Laski, whose revolutionary influence on the youth of many nations
has proved so decisive a factor in our times. Laski is quoted by his
personal friend and biographer, Fabian and late New Statesman edi-
tor Kingsley Martin, as saying to a questioner at one of his lectures:
“My friend, we are both Marxists—you in your way and I in Marx’s!”

Both the late John Strachey and Professor Laski had occasion to
deny under oath that they ever held membership in the Communist
Party, and it may be inferred they spoke the truth. Such a technicality
as a party card would merely have restricted the broad range of their
privileged activities. When asked by a reporter for The New York
Times 1° whether he preferred Socialism or Communism, Fabian John
Strachey replied, “Like all Socialists, I believe that the Socialist So-
ciety evolves in time into the Communist society.” With this statement
—which was echoed in 1962 by the American Communist, Gus Hall—
most Fabians would feel compelled to agree.

Closely linked with the Left Book Club was a still more impudent
contrivance known as the Christian Book Club, whose sole publisher

1 The New York Times, (October 11, 1938).
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was Fabian Victor Gollancz. Its general editor was the Dean of Canter-
bury, Dr. Hewlett Johnson, often referred to as the “Red Dean.” The
first book this Club recommended for Christian readers was Soviet
Socialism, A New Civilisation, by Sidney and Beatrice Webb—the
same work which had been prepared with the aid of the Soviet Secret
Police and which announced the Soviets’ fabled policy of tolerance
towards religion. Members of the so-called Christian Book Club were
also privileged to purchase virtually the whole list of the Left Book
Club selections at the reduced prices.

The inference seemed to be that, since Christians were not overly
bright, they could easily be led down the garden path to Socialism by
a false appeal to ideals of brotherhood and social justice. In the Fabian
Socialist movement, as in Soviet Marxism, there was always a strong
element of political messianism, diametrically opposed to the religious
messianism of One who proclaimed: “My Kingdom is not of this
world.” Both Socialist and Communist literature stressed the sup-
posedly communal character of early Christianity, undetectable to
anyone familiar with the Epistles of St. Paul. Revolutionary Marxism,
open or disguised, was presented as being the “Christianity of today.”
Voluntary charity and renunciation of one’s own goods were confused
with the forcible confiscation of other people’s property, as illustrated
in the phrase of John Maynard Keynes, “the euthanasia of the rentier,”
that is, the mercy-killing or painless extinction of those who live on
income from invested capital.

From the beginning, the personal coolness of many Fabian leaders
towards religion—ranging from polite agnosticism
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2 Bernard Shaw, “Report on Fabian Policy,” Fabian Tract No. 70, 1896. “The
Fabian Society endeavors to pursue its Socialist and Democratic objects with
complete singleness of aim. For example: it has no distinctive opinions on the
Marriage Question, Religion, Art, Abstract Economics, Historic Evolution, Cur-
rency or any other subject than its own special business of practical Democracy
and Socialism.”
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From that day to this, a good many nonconformist ministers of the
Gospel have deserted their pulpits to pursue political careers under
the auspices of the Fabian Society, one of the most notable being
Arthur Henderson who negotiated Britain’s recognition of Soviet
Russia. :

It was not accidental that the endless series of pamphlets launched
by the Fabian Society were piously called “tracts,” like the earlier
publications of the “Christian Socialists” in England. With the forma-
tion of the Labour Party, even Catholic workingmen could vote for
Socialist programs without subscribing directly to a Socialist philos-
ophy. Catholic Members of Parliament on the Labour benches were
permitted to “vote their conscience” on such matters as birth control
and aid to Catholic schools, which to most Fabians seemed of minor
importance. Though the Fabian Graham Wallas differed with Webb
on the school issue and found an early audience for his views in the
United States, Sidney Webb and his successors were understandably
reluctant to provoke any controversy that might block their route to
power by popular consent.

In this connection, however, it must be emphasized that Karl Marx
is the natural father of all modern Social Democracy, not excluding
those groups which for reasons of propriety choose to deny or dissem-
ble the relationship. As the writings of Marx disclose, that herald of
“the new social order” hated all religions with impartial fervor. Marx
visualized the Class War—since his time a basic concept in both So-
cialist and Communist philosophy—as being essentially an inverted
crusade against the Deity whose existence he denied. Non serviam
(“I will not serve”), the phrase of Lucifer before the Fall, is innate
in the dogmas of Marx.

The blasphemous slogan, “Religion is the opium of the people,”
was emblazoned for years on a billboard overlooking Red Square.
A fellow Georgian and boon companion of Stalin, Orjonokidze, headed
the official Soviet Society of the Godless and fomented militant action
against religion at home and abroad. Until his death he was a member
of the Politburo, superior organ of Soviet policies which Christian
Book Club readers in Britain were invited to approve.

Napoleon Bonaparte, product of an earlier revolution, reached some-
what different conclusions on the subject of religious faith. “Without
religion, France would be a nation of highwaymen,” remarked Napo-
leon, who had retained few illusions about the perfectibility of human
nature by government decree. Not yet arrived at that pinnacle of
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power, the Fabian Society viewed religion less from the angle of the
Public Prosecutor and more from the standpoint of the aspiring
politician and social propagandist. For the most part its spokesmen
prudently avoided outraging the beliefs of religious-minded persons,
while soliciting their support for Socialist candidates and projects.
The Christian Book Club was a unique but significant venture for
which the Society, as usual, disclaimed any official responsibility.

The vogue of the Left Book and Christian Book Clubs in Great
Britain declined with the announcement of the Nazi-Soviet Pact, which
plunged the world into war and ended the diversions of the Popular
Front. More exacting tasks lay ahead for the Fabians, who organized,
planned and plotted unceasingly during the whole of World War II
to put a Labour Party Government into office at war’s end with Fabian
Socialists at the helm. Harold Laski’s death a few years after the war
was ascribed by his biographer, Kingsley Martin, to the fatigue in-
duced by his intensive noncombat activities in a wartime era of politi-
cal truce.



6

Dirge For An Empire

1.

SHORTLY after the atom bomb burst upon a war-weary world, the
Labour Party swept to power in Britain by an overwhelming majority.
Both events illustrated vividly the destructive possibilities of long-
range research, a type of activity commonly regarded as harmless and
benign. Conducted in relays by anonymous teams and applied with
explosive effect at a psychological moment, modern Fabian Research
more than any other factor assured the comeback of the Labour
Party—which had been the third, then the second and was suddenly
the first political party in England.

For a number of years prior to that disruptive climax, “research”
had been the prime point of Fabian concentration. It flowed from the
New Fabian Research Bureau® where the rejuvenated leadership and
direction of the movement were centered. This source not only sup-
plied a Socialist elite and its allies with tactical guidance on the climb
to power, but also produced a series of strategic plans and programs
that became the basis for public policy. Thus Fabian Socialists head-
ing the victorious Labour Party in 1945 became the first government
leaders in British history to employ privately controlled research as
an official weapon for wrecking the economy of the nation and dis-
solving its far-flung system of Empire.

The process leading to such tragic results began unobtrusively in
the summer of 1930. At that time a group of hard-core Socialists, rep-

1 “Our research department has not yet discovered (though success is hourly
expected) how to produce any virtue.” C. S. Lewis, The Screwtape Letters, (New
York, The Macmillan Co., 1960), 1960 ed., p. 146, Letter XXIX.
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resenting many fields of Fabian endeavor, met in rustic privacy as
guests of the Socialist Countess of Warwick at Easton Lodge in Essex,
the idyllic setting for many a Fabian policy meeting until the spacious
old building was finally torn down in 1948. There the cry of peacocks
on well-tended lawns mingled with the insistent call of a neighboring
cuckoo. Easton Lodge was just next door to East Glebe, country estate
of the novelist and errant Fabian, H. G. Wells, where representatives
of the Soviet Government were frequently entertained over the years?
and where Maxim Gorki’s agent and common-law wife, Baroness
Boudberg, a mysterious character who wore three wedding rings, was
a regular visitor.

Before the house party at Easton Lodge ended, its busy guests had
formed a Society for Socialist Inquiry and Propaganda with Ernest
Bevin as chairman. The Society was known to its familiars as ZIP—
a quality it tried unsuccessfully to instill into the flagging and badly
split Labour Party Government of the moment. When that govern-
ment fell in 1931, ZIP was transformed into the New Fabian Research
Bureau which would plot the future course of Fabian fortunes at
home and abroad.

Both organizations were initiated by G. D. H. and Margaret Cole,
an energetic husband-and-wife team aspiring to the mantle of the
superannuated Webbs. Like so many Fabians of the new generation,
G. D. H. Cole did not scruple to call himself a Marxist and an atheist.
He proclaimed that the main effort of a Socialist government should
be “to destroy confidence . . . in the prospect of sustained profits”
by removing “the very foundations on which the opportunities for
capitalist profit-making rest.” As a tutor at Oxford and the London
School of Economics, Cole recruited a number of promising young
disciples—one of whom, Hugh Gaitskell, M.P., became Leader of the
Parliamentary Labour Party as well as a top figure in the Socialist
International.

An academic charmer, handsome, petulant and adored by Fabian
women who gladly expended themselves in volunteer political work
at his request, the alphabetical Cole was less ponderous but also less
patient than Sidney Webb. Prolific in print, Cole was credited with
having written ninety-one published books before his death in 1959.
Some Socialist leaders, including Beatrice Webb, privately regarded
his pert wife Margaret as the more able and tenacious member of the

*Kingsley Martin, Harold Laski: A Biographical Memoir, (New York, The
Viking Press, Inc., 1953 ), pp. 52-53.
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family team, and not wholly on the theory that the female of the
Fabian species is deadlier than the male. The Cole household could
have served as a model for the three-child family, which Fabian social
theorists seek to popularize today—and which Professor Richard M.
Titmuss, of the University of London faculty, recommends be encour-
aged by special family allowances in the far-off and primeval island
of Mauritius.?

According to G. D. H. Cole, the collective leadership of the New
Fabian Research Bureau included the most outstanding figures in the
Fabian Socialist movement, some already well-known, others marked
for future prominence.* Its first chairman was Clement Attlee, a
member of the Fabian Society since 1909, who succeeded Ramsay
MacDonald as Parliamentary Leader of the Labour Party and be-
came Prime Minister of Britain. The vice chairman was C. M. Lloyd
of the New Statesman, for the benefit of whose knowledgeable con-
tributors the Bureau often collected material and even ghosted entire
articles. G. D. H. Cole was honorary secretary, and his active assistant
was young Hugh Gaitskell, whose labor of love for the Bureau was
only briefly interrupted when he went to Austria in 1933-34 on a
Rockefeller Foundation scholarship. Professor Harold Laski and Leon-
ard Woolf, who headed its international committee, joined the Bu-
reau’s Executive the following year.?

The New Fabian Research Bureau proved to be another of those
mysterious hybrids so dear to Fabian organizers and so difficult for
outsiders to fathom. For eight years it led a nominally independent
life as an affiliate but not a unit of the Fabian Society. Founded to
perpetuate the tradition of Fabian “research” after the old Labour
Research Bureau had been conveniently captured by Communists,
it was the true repository of Fabian leadership during a period of
transition and political reverses in Britain. Its modest offices staffed
by pretty young volunteers sheltered a top-level Socialist brain trust
seeking immunity from Labour Party discipline.

This arrangement offered continuity and privacy for the general
staff of the Fabian Socialist movement, self-designated apostle to the
gentiles of the English-speaking world. Subservient neither to the

3 Richard M. Titmuss and Brian Abel-Smith assisted by Tony Lynes, Social
Policies and Population Growth in Mauritius. A report to the Governor of Mau-
ritius. (London, Methuen & Co., Ltd., no date).

“*G. D. H. Cole, “Remembering the New Fabian Research Bureau,” Fabian
Journal, No. 19, (July, 1956), pp. 2-5, (Newsletter).

& Ibid.
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Labour Party nor the Fabian Society itself, the Research Bureau oper-
ated as a remote-control unit and planning body for both. Control
was maintained through a system of interlocking memberships on the
Executives of all three organizations, a system still faithfully copied
by Fabian-inspired groups in the United States. Top authority, how-
ever, resided in the Research Bureau which issued its Executive-
approved directives in the form of personal briefings, as well as custom
tailored material for speeches, reports, resolutions, articles and books.
For publicists and politicians too busy to do their homework or lacking
literary skills, it was a most opportune arrangement. Few were aware
how closely the functions of the Research Bureau’s Executive resem-
bled those of a master-control unit like the Soviet Politburo, with
which one leading Fabian or another usually maintained cordial rela-
tions.

With the blessing of the Webbs, Shaw, Henderson and the rest of
the Fabian old guard, the New Fabian Research Bureau was formally
launched at a House of Commons dinner on March 2, 1931. Senti-
mentalists noted that the founders’ group numbered about one hundred
persons, approximately the size of the Fabian Society in 1889 when
the first Fabian Essays had been published. Without a qualm, the
new Bureau pledged itself not to engage in direct propaganda, nor to
take part in political or electoral activities. Subsequently it published
pamphlets on such “nonpolitical” and “nonpropagandist” topics as
How to Win a Labour Majority, Labour Propaganda and Class Favor-
itism in the Armed Services.

Displaying the usual eagerness of Fabians to forgive past Com-
munist aggression, the first field project sponsored by the new
Research Bureau was a study of Soviet Russia, the land of full em-
ployment and forced labor by forgotten men. A select investigating
team trailed the Webb cortége to Moscow in the summer of 1932.
After being led around for six weeks by official guides, the team re-
turned to write Twelve Studies in Soviet Russia. Like the Webbs’
book it included a lyric account of “Soviet justice,” evidently derived
from similar official sources. As for the famine in the Ukraine, the
team’s agricultural “expert,” John Morgan, perceived that dietary
conditions on collective farms in the South left something to be
desired; but he did not ascribe them to bad weather.®

¢ As late as 1946, Margaret Cole stated cold-bloodedly: “It was not until after
the experiences of the winter of 1932-33 that the Soviet collective farming really
got on its feet.” Margaret Cole, Beatrice Webb, (New York, Harcourt Brace,
1946), p. 195.
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One and all were uplifted at discovering among the Soviets “that
sense of collective purpose and planning so notably lacking in England
and the United States in 1932.”7 A less publicized effect of the trip
was to establish channels of communication between the Socialist
Fatherland and the new Fabian leadership. Informed circles in Britain
also aver that in the course of this visit arrangements were made for
the return of the old Fabian-Labour Research Bureau files, purloined
by the Soviet agent Rajani Palme Dutt and containing names, records
and statistical data of special value to Socialists.

By 1934 the Fabian Society had turned over all its research activities
and most of its propaganda work to the New Fabian Research Bureau.
With the “nonpolitical” help of the Bureau, a number of Fabian intel-
lectuals won parliamentary seats in the 1935 elections. That year the
Labour Party formally renounced the slogan, “No Arms for a Tory
Government,” but as a matter of practical politics the Party’s spokes-
men and allies still contrived to delay every effort by patriotic Britons
to rearm their country swiftly in the face of Hitler’s mounting military
might. How much the Labour Party politicking and Fabian-fabricated
propaganda in educational, trade union and social circles weakened
the position of British diplomats and speeded the drift to war is a
chapter Fabian historians prefer to pass over lightly. Those pacifist
intrigues were calculated to transcend party lines and to enlist con-
fused individuals at all levels of society.

Most people today have forgotten that Sir Oswald Mosley and his
wife, the former Cynthia Curzon, were ardent Fabian Socialists in the
nineteen-twenties and early nineteen-thirties. A wing of the Society
shared their misplaced admiration for Hitler, who also called himself
a Socialist. Even George Bernard Shaw—more intimately informed
than some on Soviet trends, and possibly anticipating the Nazi-Soviet
Pact—uttered warm words in favor of the former Austrian house
painter. In the years leading up to World War II the Mosley faction,
due in part to Sir Oswald’s elegant antecedents, succeeded in per-
meating certain upper-class circles and inducing them to oppose arms
appropriations by Parliament.

As leader of a neo-Fascist Party in Britain today—a noise-making
fringe organization which gives no evidence of mass support—Sir
Oswald still appears to serve Fabian ends by indirection. His fre-
quent rowdy weekend demonstrations tend to alarm moderate ele-

" Margaret Cole, The Story of Fabian Socialism, (London, Heinemann Educa-
tional Books, Ltd., 1961), pp. 228-229.
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ments among British voters and give Socialists an opportunity to
picture themselves as the desirable happy medium between a largely
fictitious right-extremism and a very real left-extremism that Fabians
at no time have seriously opposed.

With the announcement of the Munich Pact, dictated as much by
Britain’s military weakness as by the visible strength of the Nazi war
machine, it became obvious to almost everyone that a general Euro-
pean war was imminent. Though Fabians have invariably depicted
themselves as the world’s greatest peace lovers, their political philos-
ophy obliged them to welcome the coming cataclysm as a priceless
opportunity for Socialist expansion. Here was the long-awaited con-
flict which (as Karl Marx had foretold, and as every Socialist devoutly
hoped) would at last destroy the capitalist system and lead straight
to social revolution in even the most persistently capitalist countries!
In a mood of preparedness which they had notably failed to display
in their country’s defense, Britain’s Fabian Socialists closed ranks and
regrouped their forces in expectation of a postwar takeover.

After some preliminary palaver, the New Fabian Research Bureau
and the Fabian Society agreed in 1938 to amalgamate, thus making a
long-standing liaison official. The fifty-five year old Basis was scrapped
in favor of a new constitution with more modern phrasing but identical
aims, which remains the present constitution of the Society. After an-
nouncing as usual that “The Fabian Society consists of Socialists,” the
revised document stated:

It therefore aims at the establishment of a society in which . . . the eco-
nomic power of individuals and classes (shall be) abolished through the
collective ownership and democratic control of the economic resources of -
the community. It seeks to secure these ends by the methods of political
democracy.®

The new constitution also specified:’

The [Fabian] Society shall be affiliated to the Labour Party. Its activities
shall be the furtherance of Socialism and the education of the public along
socialist lines by the holding of meetings, lectures, discussion groups, con-
ferences and summer schools; the promotion of research into political, eco-
nomic and social problems, national and international; the publication of
books, pamphlets and periodicals; and by any other appropriate means.®

8 (Italics added.)

®As a condition for full membership, the Fabian Society required that ap-
plicants be eligible for membership in the Labour Party. Associate memberships.
in the Society were provided for “members of other radical parties,” including
the Communist Party. (Italics added.)



64 FABIAN FREEWAY

In self-defense, the rules of the modernized Society included the
same “self-denying ordinance” adopted by the Research Bureau. No
resolution of a political nature, taking a stand or calling for action,
was to be issued in the name of the Society. Delegates to the Labour
Party and other conferences were to be nominally uninstructed. Thus
the Fabian Society retained freedom from Labour Party discipline,
while its informally coached members could exert their influence sep-
arately or in concert within the Labour Party and other outside organ-
izations.

The Research Bureau still remained supreme, being authorized to
name nine members to the joint Executive “by co-option,” that is,
without the formality of election by the Society’s general member-
ship—a strange example of political democracy at work. It continued,
as before, to transmit Executive-approved material to allegedly “inde-
pendent” persons and organizations that might or might not be known
as Socialist: a classic subterfuge reminiscent of that old master of the
political black arts, Sidney Webb.

Though the total listed membership of the Fabian Society then
numbered fewer than two thousand, every one was a hard-core Social-
ist, frequently boasting a personal following and a well-established
reputation in the political, labor, education or communication fields.
As a symbol of the Society’s longevity, the elderly Beatrice Webb was
invited to serve as first president of the reconstituted body. Despite
the rigged Moscow treason trials and blood-purges, the Nazi-Soviet
Pact that triggered World War II, the rape of Finland, the seizure of
Poland and the Baltic States, the old lady’s devotion to the Soviet
Fatherland never wavered.

Other Fabians, who sometimes found such vagaries hard to explain,
were almost indecently prompt in condoning them when the Nazis
invaded Russia in June, 1941, and the Soviet Union became a war-
time Ally of Britain. While Winston Churchill remarked wryly, “If the
devil declared war on Hitler, I should feel obliged to mention him
favorably in the House of Commons,” members of the Fabian Society
took a more cordial view. Communist treachery and brutalities were
forgotten in their delight at feeling together again.® Hastily the
Research Bureau assembled a volume of essays entitled Our Soviet
Ally and issued a best-seller pamphlet. Fabian lecturers, following the
example of Victor Gollancz, stirred intellectual and trade union audi-
ences by telling them that as allies of the “noble Socialist State” it

** Cole, op. cit., p. 270.



DIRGE FOR AN EMPIRE 65

now became their duty to achieve Socialism in Britain as rapidly as
possible!

“Leave the conduct of the war to the Tory politicians, and prepare
yourselves to take over at war’s end,” Fabian insiders were coolly
instructed. Obviously, the advice was not meant to deter Fabian stal-
warts from securing the best available civilian openings for them-
selves in the wartime Ministries and Civil Service; it rather urged
them to utilize such positions for advancing postwar aims, as formu-
lated by the Society’s War Aims Research Committee.

With the fall of the Chamberlain government in 1940, four veteran
Fabians had already been named to the War Cabinet—Clement
Attlee, Hugh Dalton, Arthur Greenwood * and Herbert Morrison.
Four junior Ministers were Fabians, and more than a dozen others
served as parliamentary private secretaries. As wartime Ambassador
to Moscow, Beatrice Webb’s favorite nephew, Sir Stafford Cripps,
labored to ensure the survival of the Socialist Fatherland. Cold-
shouldered in public by the Russians, he continued to treat them with
loving kindness.

While the war lasted, Fabians of Cabinet rank were obliged to
render lip service to the War Government, which they did in a bland
and superficially correct manner. At the same time, they were able to
open many official doors to Fabians of secondary rank, who pursued
their Socialist objectives freely. Various members of the Society, in-
cluding Hugh Gaitskell and E. F. M. Durbin, climbed happily in the
wartime Civil Service; while other Fabian Socialist nominees were
planted in key spots on special commissions and investigative bodies.
Sir William Beveridge, a protégé of the Webbs for over thirty years,
bluntly asked Ernest Bevin, Minister of Labour, to put him in charge
of a manpower survey for the United Kingdom, including colonial
manpower. When his request was granted in 1940, the liberal Sir
William quickly enlisted the services of G. D. H. Cole and a whole
crew of Fabian researchers, who familiarized themselves at first hand
with a wealth of current data relating to the working-class electorate.

In 1940, while the rest of the country was mourning the disaster at
Dunkirk, the fertile planners of the Fabian War Aims Research Com-
mittee spawned a sinister offshoot—their own private Colonial Bureau!
It was set up to deal directly with the colonial territories, then

% Arthur Greenwood’s son, Anthony Greenwood, M.P., became the Fabian
Socialist Secretary of State for Colonies in the Labour Party Government of

October, 1964.
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becoming increasingly involved in the war. Under cover of war’s con-
fusion and Great Britain’s desperate need for support, this conspira-
torial Bureau devoted itself to fostering nationalist movements in
colonial areas—chiefly, but not exclusively, British. The Fabian Colonial
Bureau (since renamed the Fabian Commonwealth Bureau) was
established in October, 1940, as a separate section of the Society, with
the globe-trotting Arthur Creech-Jones as chairman and Rita Hinden,
Ph.D., as permanent secretary.

Although questions relating to India and Palestine were still routed
to the Fabian Society’s Executive, the rest of the colonial world was
the Bureau’s oyster and Africa its particular pearl. The first research
pamphlet published by the Fabian Colonial Bureau, Labour and the
Colonies, gave a Socialist twist to material obtained from the man-
power survey. Its first book-length offering was Rita Hinden’s Plan
for Africa; and it printed at least one pamphlet, America’s.Colonial
Record, by John Collier who headed the United States Government’s
(American) Indian Bureau under Harold Ickes!

Flagrantly anti-imperialist, the Fabian Colonial Bureau fanned the
sparks of discontent by publicizing every controversial aspect of
British colonial rule—through parliamentary questions, briefing of
M.P’s for debate, letters to the press and a monthly journal, Empire.1?
During the war and after, it maintained personal contacts with a
network of chosen native politicians, many already versed in Socialist
doctrines derived from Fabian professors at English universities—in-
cluding Kwame Nkrumah of Ghana, Tom Mboya, Secretary of Kenya’s
KANU Party and Jomo Kenyatta,'® leader of postwar Mau Mau atroci-
ties in Kenya. While Great Britain battled for survival against the
most efficient war machine in history, this strictly unauthorized, pri-
vate Bureau had the hardihood to draft postwar plans for separating
the colonies from the mother country, according to a gradualist Fabian
timetable. :

When a Labour Party Government was acclaimed in 1945, the chair-
man of the Fabian Colonial Bureau, Arthur Creech-Jones, was
promptly posted to the Government’s Colonial Bureau—first as Assistant
Secretary for the Colonies, then as Secretary. There he was at liberty
to translate Socialist programs, privately concocted by Fabian re-
searchers, into official action by the British Government. In a remark-
ably short time one jewel after another was plucked from the Imperial

12 “The Fabian Commonwealth Bureau,” Fabian News, (April, 1958).
» Nkrumah and Kenyatta also studied in Moscow.
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Crown, sometimes to the accompaniment of native turmoil and blood-
shed—India first, then a succession of territories step by step. What
the various colonial demands for independence, presented by a hand-
ful of highly articulate native leaders skilled at arousing the primitive
masses, owed to Fabian tutelage and prodding is a question that still
merits research. Certainly Great Britain’s postwar decision to divest
herself progressively of her colonies (as the Fabian News proudly
proclaimed) “owes more than can yet be properly assessed to pains-
taking Fabian work which permeated, in true Fabian tradition, the
thinking, not only of the Labour Movement, but gradually of wider
circles as well.” 14

With the creation of the Fabian International Bureau in December,
1941, the structure of the mid-century Fabian Society was complete.
Nominally, the International Bureau was organized as a secretariat
and clearing house for Socialists in exile, who had found asylum in
wartime London and dreamed of heading postwar governments in
their homelands after liberation. Actually, it became the directing
force of the Socialist International in which German Social Demo-
crats had once played the leading role. Due to its interest in the politi-
cal aspects of the various liberation movements and its connections
with underground groups in the occupied countries, the Fabian Inter-
national Bureau operated from the start under rules of extreme secrecy.
No membership lists or details of its activities were ever published,
although the names of its officers and Advisory Committee were
always public property.

The first chairman of the International Bureau, which like the
Colonial Bureau operated as a separate section of the Society with its
own membership lists and affiliates, was Philip Noel-Baker, M.P.—a
future Nobel peace prize winner like Dr. Martin Luther King and a
Minister in the 1945-51 Labour Governments. This particular Bureau
combined underground work with research in international matters;
ran a lecture bureau that scheduled propaganda tours for selected
publicists; and drafted plans for Britain’s postwar foreign policy, which
it proposed to dovetail with an international Socialist policy in foreign
affairs. Failing to take into account factors of power-politics, the
Fabian International Bureau looked forward starry-eyed to an era of
mutual trust and reciprocity between the Soviet Union and Britain
after the war. For the United States, the Bureau advocated the
scheme of Federal Union with Britain as a prelude to Socialist World

 “The Fabian Commonwealth Bureau,” Fabian News, (April, 1958).
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Government—a Fabian doctrine promoted even before America entered
the war by R. W. G. Mackay, member of the International Bureau’s
first Advisory Committee, together with the well-known Anglo-
American publicist, Clarence K. Streit.

2.

The Labour Party’s return to power at war's end was virtually
assured three years earlier, as the result of a shrewdly planned and
carefully stage-managed propaganda coup that bypassed the political
truce which all parties in Britain had pledged themselves to respect
during the war. On December 9, 1941, just two days after Pearl
Harbor, the very social-minded Sir William Beveridge celebrated the
ending of his War Manpower Committee with a cocktail party—-the
high point,” as he remarked frivolously, “of a day which included a
thirty-five minute personal interview with H. M. the King.”*® On
December 11, he submitted a basic memorandum to the Government
regarding the cause and cure of poverty. Within a month, at the
instigation of two Fabian Cabinet Ministers, Arthur Greenwood and
Ermest Bevin, Sir William was appointed a one-man comimittee to
report on the possibilities of ending poverty through a system of
State-financed social insurance.

Since his youth, Fabian patronage had molded the career of Sir
William (later Lord) Beveridge. Back in 1909, when Fabians were
busily penetrating the Liberal Party, Sidney and Beatrice Webb had
recommended “the boy Beveridge” to Winston Churchill, himself an
active Liberal at the time. Ten years later Beveridge was the Webbs’
chosen candidate for director of their beloved London School of Eco-
nomics. Before assuming that position, which he held from 1919 to
1937, Sir William recalls that Sidney Webb was the only trustee with
whom he conferred. In 1923 Beveridge received a postcard from
Graham Wallas—one of the original Big Four of the Fabian Society—
informing him that Beardsley Ruml, a director of the Laura Spelman
Rockefeller Fund, was en route to England and would make a special
trip to Liverpool to confer with him. As a result of that meeting and
the contacts ensuing from it, Sir William eventually extracted some
millions of dollars from private foundations in the United States to

% Lord Beveridge, Power and Influence, (New York, The Beechhurst Press,
Inc., 1955), pp. 306 ff.
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endow chairs in the social sciences, as well as to erect the new build-
ings in Bloomsbury now occupied by the leftist school.

Sir William was something of a social lion in his later years. His
Olympian dignity, conversational gifts and talent for moving in high
society made him a priceless tool of Fabian permeation on both sides
of the Atlantic. Always one of Beatrice Webb’s “obedient young men,”
his reputation for profundity was assured by a succession of Fabian
researchers and ghostwriters—who at one time included Harold Wil-
son, M.P.?® Through the agency of this synthetic but imposing per-
sonage, the Fabian turtle struck—and struck hard enough to assure
the political defeat three years later of the noblest Briton of them
all, Sir Winston Churchill!

Early in the war, a subcommittee of the Fabian Society had pre-
pared a volume of essays on Social Security, edited by W. A. Robson of
New Fabian Research but not published until 1943. All the material
contained in those essays was presented to Beveridge in the form of
“collective evidence” when the authors “testified” before Sir William
and a group of interdepartmental employees called in for appear-
ance’s sake to “assist” him. Such testimony formed the basis for a
report signed and submitted by Sir William alone—“one man dis-
guised as a Committee,” he noted gleefully, a situation without
precedent in British Government circles.!” Published in December,
1942, the widely-touted Beveridge Report had repercussions which in
the opinion of Sir William and his friends quite eclipsed the painful
war news of the day from North Africa.

In his effort to muster the virtually unarmed British people for the
battles and sacrifices ahead, all that Winston Churchill had honestly
been able to promise was blood, toil, tears and sweat. Unless and
until the war was won, there was no security on earth; and in Decem-
ber, 1942, the outcome of the war was still problematical. Yet here
was Sir William Beveridge offering everyone paradise unlimited, as
if victory were already assured. He announced that poverty could and
should be abolished through a species of State-administered insurance
extending from the womb to the tomb. To a bomb-shattered, blitz-
shocked nation and to the anxious troops overseas, his message was
enticing. That was precisely what the Fabians, with their cynical grasp
of mass psychology, had planned.

** Beveridge, op. cit., p. 260.
¥ Ibid., pp. 317-318.
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If the Beveridge Report had been shelved until after the war, as
at first seemed likely, it might have caused little commotion. Fabian
Socialists had no intention, however, of allowing their master stroke
to be quietly deflected. Somehow, word of the Reports “exciting”
contents was leaked in advance to news correspondents, not by Sir
William in person, but by a “friendly Embassy” to which he had sub-
mitted a preliminary draft. It was the friendly American Embassy,
headed by John G. Winant—whose appointment as an “ideal Ambas-
sador” to the Court of St. James had been suggested to President
Roosevelt by the arch-Fabian, Harold Laski'® For several weeks fol-
lowing the news leak, Sir William was in disgrace and ignored by his
government.

All at once, Beveridge was summoned to a press conference at
which the Minister of Information, Brendan Bracken, presided. The
same evening he was invited to discuss his report over a world-wide
British Broadcasting Company hook up that reached the fighting troops
abroad. Brendan Bracken, who had served as Winston Churchill’s
private secretary, did not act in this instance without authorization.
Pressure had been exerted by highly placed “friends” in America to
insure the widest possible publicity for the Beveridge Report—pres-
sure which Prime Minister Churchill, as a suppliant for United States
war aid, was in no position to resist and to which he yielded without
comment.

As Sir William himself confided, in a memoir modestly entitled
Power and Influence: “My friend Mrs. Eugene Meyer of the Washing-
ton Post, when at last I did manage to get a copy to her by the Em-
bassy bag, cabled to me on December 9 that the effect over there was
electrifying. Professor A. D. Lindsay, just returned from a visit to
America, wrote me on December 24 that he had found universal
interest in the report all over the United States, and that President
Roosevelt had talked of getting it made into a congressional document
and having a million copies distributed. Though this did not happen,
the British Government [sic] arranged with Macmillan’s in New York
for an American edition to be printed at top speed and netted $5,000
for the [British] Treasury.” *

In Britain, the public boom of the report was fantastic—partly due
to skillful briefing of the press, partly because the report itself played

8 Letter from Harold Laski to Felix Frankfurter, quoted by Kingsley Martin,
op. cit., p. 139.
* Beveridge, op. cit., p. 320. (Italics added.)
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so shamelessly on the deep-rooted hopes and fears of ordinary Eng-
lishmen. Lord Pakenham, the Fabian peer and absentee Irish land-
lord who served as Sir William’s aide, admits to having been “ex-
tremely active” in his contacts with the newspaper world. Describing
the effect of those news stories on the British housewife, His Lord-
ship tells how, early in the morning after the Beveridge Report was
made public, he stopped at a newspaper shop to see the headlines
he had helped to plant.2

“Papers?” said the old lady in charge. “You don'’t think I've got any
left. It’s that Sir William Beveridge!”

“What’s he done now?” asked Lord Pakenham, pretending inno-
cence as usual.

“If's what he’s going to do!” answered the poor old lady. “HE’S
GOING TO ABOLISH WANT!”

In retrospect the whole performance seems a cruel farce, perpetrated
for the shabbiest reasons of political advantage on a hungry and hope-
ful nation at war. Within a few weeks Sir William was the best-known
character in England, more conspicuous for the moment than Sir
Winston Churchill himself. A Gallup Poll showed that nineteen of
every twenty adults in Britain had heard of his report, and the average
Briton was dazzled by that picture of a bright, new world. Such
results were not casually achieved. Lord Pakenham confesses that he
alone made 250 speeches to help sell the Beveridge Report to the
public; and other Fabian propagandists swung simultaneously into
action throughout the land.

Shortly after its publication, the National Council of Labour (rep-
resenting all trade unions), the Cooperative Union and the Labour
Party unanimously approved the report, and called on the Govern-
ment to introduce the necessary legislation for an overall program of
cradle-to-grave “security”—literally, an impossibility in time of war
or peace! Generously, the Fabian Society loaned its research secretary,
Joan Clarke, to the Labour Party to aid in organizing a nationwide
Social Security League and in keeping the issue alive among the
voters. Whenever the agitation seemed in danger of subsiding, Fabian
Members of Parliament on the Labour benches revived it by needling
the War Government for an official statement of postwar intentions,
and by demanding proof that government leaders could be “trusted”

in that regard. Socialism was never mentioned—only social benefits.

*Lord Pakenham, Born fo Believe, An Autobiography, (London, Jonathan
Cape, 1953), pp. 125 ff.
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Most Englishmen were unaware that the blessings so freely promised
must be paid for in time, not merely out of earnings but at the price
of total dependence on a bureaucratic State.

On February 3, 1945, Arthur Creech-Jones, M.P., member of the
Executive of the British Labour Party and chairman of the Fabian
Colonial Bureau, addressed the 40th Anniversary dinner event of the
League for Industrial Democracy at the Hotel Astor in New York
City. There he announced brazenly: “We anticipate before long that
our movement will be in power . . . . We believe that the time will
not be very far after making of peace in Europe . . . . The movement
is preparing for this great opportunity.” 2

Before the year ended, his prediction had become a reality. To the
astonishment of most of the world, the British people renounced
their wartime leader, Winston Churchill. Instead, they voted into
office a Labour Party government dominated by a secret society of
Fabian Socialist intellectuals who were pledged to dissolve the Empire
and the economic structure sustaining it. Only the Fabians and their
friends showed no surprise. That little band of prophets knew in
advance what the election returns would be. Through a combination
of long-term “research,” a coldly calculated appeal to mass psychology
and a deep-dyed duplicity, Socialism had achieved full power in Brit-
ain by “constitutional” means. While congratulating themselves on
exploiting the methods of political democracy, Englishmen overlooked
the fact that only a few years earlier the late Adolf Hitler's party
had been elected no less legally and democratically—and with equally
firm intentions of subverting the constitution that made possible its
rise to power.

So Britannia won the war and abandoned her symbol of victory.
In doing so, she moved to release colonies which promptly developed
into pensioners instead of assets—and of which many have since
signed separate trade and “technical aid” treaties with Soviet Russia
or its satellites. At the same time, Britons voted themselves quite
cheerfully into Socialist bondage at home, transposing the major
strains of “Rule Britannia” into a plaintive minor key. What had
once been a stirring victory march became, for the time being, a dirge.
So Britons never, never, never shall be slaves? Never? Well, hardly
ever!

2 Forty Years of Education. (New York, League for Industrial Democracy,
1945), p. 31.
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Trial By Ordeal

L

“A THOUSAND years of English history went out the window”
between 1945 and 1951—to borrow a phrase from Harold Wilson,
M.P., chairman of the Labour Party in 1962. Wilson was subse-
quently Fabian leader of the Labour Party in Parliament in 1963, and
Prime Minister from 1964. That headlong dissipation of national
glories and personal liberties was effected by strictly lawful means.
Indeed, this was accomplished by a whole series of parliamentary acts
drafted well ahead of time by the ebullient pioneers of the New
Fabian Research Bureau.

Over a decade before, in 1934, the Bureau had published a study
on what it termed Parliamentary Reform, over the signature of Sir
Ivor Jennings. Little noticed at the time, it later proved to be quite
significant; for it prescribed certain changes in established parliamen-
tary procedure, by means of which a Socialist government could
work its will “democratically” on a trusting people. In 1945, most
of those suggested changes were hastily adopted by the newly elected
Labour Party majority in the House of Commons, over two-thirds of
whom belonged to the Fabian Society. No legal or moral barriers
remained to block the rush of the prefabricated Socialist legislation
that followed. Within a few short years a Labour Party government,
manned at every key point by Fabian Socialists, had, for all practical
and impractical purposes, socialized the economy of Britain. This was
done by nationalizing about one-quarter of the island’s economic
processes outright and socializing the rest indirectly through an over-

73



74 FABIAN FREEWAY

all system of government planning that controlled both production
and credit.

Basic industries and services commandeered by the State included:
the Bank of England (finance and credit); utilities (gas and elec-
tricity, which furnished the power for industry); coal mines (which
supplied the basis for electrical power); internal transport (railways,
bus, truck and inland waterways); civil aviation (both domestic and
overseas); cables, wireless and broadcasting (which afforded control
of propaganda channels as well as communications). In 1949, the
Fabian-packed House of Commons finally voted to nationalize the
iron and steel industry.

The inconvenience resulting from these State-run enterprises was
only exceeded by their inefficiency. Former stockholders, who were
paid off in bonds, proved to be the sole beneficiaries,! since the bonds
drew interest when dividends were unwarranted. Could the Fabians
have failed to foresee that unless nationalized industry was operated
at a profit, either the British taxpayer or Uncle Sam would be called
upon to make up the losses? The railroads ran at a deficit. Each ticket
sold on British Overseas Airways cost the government, on the average,
$250 more than was taken in. While production and export figures in
most sectors of industry showed a monetary paper increase, the rise
was in terms of inflated postwar values but obscured a decline in the
real amount of goods and services.

Under political management, British coal production in 1947 fell
seven million tons below the output of privately owned mines ten
years earlier, even though several hundred million dollars had been
spent to modernize the mines and increase their output! That year
Emanuel Shinwell, Fabian-trained Minister of Fuel and Power, was
obliged by the coal shortage to cut off industrial electricity in the
London and Midlands areas for a three-week period. The effect was
to close down 75 per cent of British industry, put two million working-
class families on the dole, and lose Britain over three-quarters of a
billion dollars in much needed export orders.

Moreover, it appeared that national planning involved other arbi-
trary features for which the public was unprepared. Planned produc-
tion, while failing visibly to produce abundance, had certain other
unavoidable corollaries. It demanded wage controls, price controls,
rationing at home; currency control and export control in foreign

* Permission was secured from the U. S. Commission to use some 80 million
dollars in United States funds advanced to Britain, to pay interest on these bonds.
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trade. Though such measures might be accepted as necessary during
a war, in time of peace they proved as oppressive as they were €co-
nomically unsound.

At a moment when other victorious nations were moving as quickly
as possible to lift war-imposed restrictions, Britain’s Fabian Socialist
Government acted to prolong them. In addition to being continued,
their effects were multiplied, almost beyond the capacity of the people
to endure, by a swarm of subsidiary regulations. Daily the press
announced new decrees affecting not only the management of busi-
ness and industry but the lives of every householder and small shop-
keeper as well. The earthly paradise Labour Party spokesmen had
promised the common man still glimmered beyond the horizon, more
distant than ever. But even the glimmer was imaginary.

Far from ending wage slavery, the Fabian Socialist leaders of
Britain gave literal meaning to what had formerly been a figure of
speech. Ignoring trade union protests, they actually decreed a job
freeze in 1946. Their Control of Engagements Order enabled the
Ministry of Labour to compel workingmen and women to take and
hold specific jobs at a fixed wage. Rules, permits and excessive paper
work not only killed personal initiative but poisoned the daily life of
the average citizen. In cases of dispute, which were frequent, some
indifferent bureaucrat in London always enjoyed the final word.

In February, 1947, as Fabian Prime Minister Attlee admitted in the
Commons, seventeen Government Ministries were free to enter private
homes without search warrants. Ten thousand officials had authority
to invade the Englishman’s traditional castle for purposes of inspec-
tion. Due process was abandoned as farmers and workingmen became
subject to arrest or eviction by official order. In a single year, over
thirty thousand prosecutions for violating routine regulations were
recorded—an impossible burden on the law courts as well as the tax-
paying public.

For all the boasts of Labour Party propagandists about new hous-
ing provided for the masses, progress in that department was slow and
extremely dear. The Government constructed 134,000 fewer houses
per year at a much higher per unit cost than were built in either of
the two years preceding the war. The Government was consciously
building Socialism into the community structure of its dreary New
Towns. As late as 1949, in one Midlands industrial city alone, nearly
fitty thousand families were still on the waiting list for unfinished
public housing,
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While wages were frozen at wartime levels, prices soared as stocks
of food declined—a fact hardly improved by the government’s dona-
tion of $2.50 per week to each householder’s grocery bill. Premiums
for social insurance were a further drain on the income of employed
persons and pensioners. Failure to make these payments was punish-
able by fine and/or jail. Yet the cost to the Government of such social
services far exceeded the sums collected annually for the purpose.

Although the widely touted Beveridge Plan was in effect, it had by
no means succeeded in abolishing want. As one left wing American
commentator noted,? the plan merely furnished a thin cushion against
total disaster for the most impoverished third of the population. True,
every citizen (whether or not he needed it) was entitled to prenatal
care, a birth subsidy, hospitalization and medical care of sorts, un-
employment insurance, an old-age pension, funeral costs, and an
allowance for his widow and dependent orphans. The subsidies and
allowances were tiny, and, with mounting inflation, barely sufficed
for the poorest—sixteen dollars at birth and eighty dollars for a pauper
burial. Medical services were spread so thin that even at the price of
nationalizing the existing medical profession, it was impossible to
guarantee first-rate care. With food rations hovering near the starva-
tion level, sickness became more frequent and national production
fell still Iower.

So poverty was not eliminated but increased to plague proportions,
and life was a nightmare for everyone but the most dedicated bureau-
crats. A man might have “social security,” yet he could not go out
and buy a dozen eggs. After four years of Socialist government, he
was only entitled to an egg and a half per week, as decreed by
Marxist No. 1, John Strachey, Fabian Minister of Food and Supply.

A vacation in Ireland where food was plentiful became the dream
of every famished Briton. In those years an Irish-American writer for
the New Yorker magazine described his stay at a seaside resort in
Ireland, once known as a land of famine. He marveled at the huge
breakfasts being consumed by an English family sitting near him in
the hotel dining room, and was touched by the concern of the Irish
waiter who remarked: “T'll just run and get some more eggs for the
children. They still look a little hungry to mel”

- Inadequate as the British social services were, their overall costs,
added to deficits in nationalized industries and to swollen administra-

?John W. Vandercook, “Good News Out of England,” Harper's Magazine,
(March, 1947).
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tive payrolls, created a condition verging on national bankruptcy.
This would have been evident much sooner, except for the fact that a
free-handed administration in Washington had been paying most of
the bills for Britain’s Fabian Socialist experiments at home and in
the dwindling colonies. In 1947 alone, the Labour Party used over
two and three-quarter billion dollars from funds voted by the United
States Congress. During the same year British planners drew an
impromptu one-quarter billion dollars from the International Mone-
tary Fund, of which the late Harry Dexter White was chief architect?
and first Executive Director from the United States.

As Under Secretary of the United States Treasury from 1934 to
1946, wielding powers far beyond public knowledge and beyond his
nominal title,* White had personally engineered arrangements for the
multi-billion dollar American loans to Britain’s postwar Socialist Gov-
ernment. Negotiations for the first of these so-called loans—all han-
dled independently of the Marshall Plan—began even before the
Labour Party assumed office, but at a time when informed British
Fabians like Arthur Creech-Jones and Harold Laski already felt
assured of the election results. Without the active connivance of
Harry Dexter White, it would have been impossible for Britain’s
spendthrift planners to carry on as long as they did. A crony of Lord
Keynes, who fathered the theory of deficit spending, White was also
a warm admirer of Professor Harold Laski, whose Marxist views he
once extolled in an hour-long interview with a United States Treasury
Department publicist, Jonathan Mitchell.®

Shortly after Harry Dexter White’s mysterious death, documentary
evidence in White’s own handwriting was introduced on the floor of
the United States House of Representatives. This document, made
public January 26, 1950, proved conclusively that, in addition to his

® Post War Foreign Policy Preparation. U.S. Department of State, (Washington,
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1949), p. 142.

¢ United States Treasury Department Order No. 43, dated December 15, 1941,
and signed by the Secretary of the Treasury, gave Harry Dexter White “full re-
sponsibility for all matters with which the Treasury had to deal having a bearing
on foreign relations.” Pursuant to a further Order of February 25, 1943, White
became the official Treasury representative on all interdepartmental and inter-
national bodies. Cited in the Report of the Subcommittee on Internal Security
to the Committee on the Judiciary, U.S. Senate, 83rd Congress, First Session,
(Washington, U.S. Government Printing Office, July 30, 1953), pp. 29-30.

S Hearings of the Subcommittee on Internal Security of the Committee on the
Judiciary, U.S. Senate, 83rd Congress, Interlocking Subversion in Government
Departments, (Washington, U.S. Government Printing Office, March 25 and
April 6, 1954), Part 19, pp. 1933 ff.
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other key functions, the late Under Secretary of the Treasury had also
acted as a Soviet agent and informer.® So for several years the Labour
Party Government owed its survival as much to undercover Soviet
favor as to American largesse! Were British support of Soviet policy in
Asia and recognition of Red China the favors exacted in return?

When the United States Congress finally served notice that it would
no longer finance the Socialist fiasco in London, there was consterna-
tion in the Fabian Executive now meeting for convenience’s sake at
the House of Commons, because so many members of that Executive
held seats in Parliament.” As a final expedient, Fabian Chancellor of
the Exchequer, Sir Stafford Cripps, was reduced to telling the British
people the truth: that future costs of Socialism in Britain must come
from the taxes, production and privations of the British workingman.
Attempting to prolong the agony a little further, he submitted his
notorious budget of “taxation and tears.”

Socialism in practice, unlike its glowing predictions, was turning
out to be a dreary treadmill for the great majority of the British peo-
ple. Confiscatory taxes on land, inheritance and income, coupled with
the restrictions on productive investment, had driven into flight what-
ever capital was left, or forced it to remain idle. By 1949, according to
statistics cited by a sympathetic reporter, there were just forty-five
individuals in Britain with incomes of $24,000 a year or more after
taxes, and only thirty-five thousand with incomes from $8,000 to
$16,000. Yet the disappearance of affluence for the few did not insure
it for the many. Future government payrolls, even under a pattern of
deficit financing, could only be met by imposing still heavier taxes on
the common man, by limiting food imports still more rigidly and
increasing per man production for export.

Though the best brains of the Fabian Society were engaged in the
futile effort to make Socialism work, it was becoming obvious that the
new system of improvisation and promises simply could not deliver
the goods. Socialist theory in action was wrecking the economy of
Britain, which for several centuries had prospered from the profitable
sale and brokerage of goods and services around the world. If per-
sisted in, the new policy would end by reducing the once tight little

® Report of the Subcommittee on Internal Security of the Committee on the
Judiciary, U.S. Senate, 83rd Congress, (Washington, U.S. Government Printing
Office, July 30, 1953, p. 32.

" Margaret Cole, The Story of Fabian Socialism, (London, Heinemann Educa-

tional Books, Ltd., p. 309. Of the twenty-five members of the Fabian Executive,
at least ten held seats in the Commons, 1945-1951.
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island to a status no more impressive than some Caribbean isle like
Cuba. Several Socialist Members of Parliament and Labour Peers®
openly announced their disillusionment in 1949 and resigned from the
Labour Party. The bright slogan, “Fair Shares for Everyone,” on
which that Party rode to victory four years earlier, turned out to mean
ever smaller shares in a contracting and top-heavy economy.

To the mounting chorus of popular complaints, the Labour Party
Conference at Blackpool retorted by approving an expanded program
of nationalization and public spending. Defiantly, it proposed to take
over cement manufacture, sugar refining, cold storage and meat pack-
ing, much of the chemical industry, and, most controversial of all,
industrial and marine insurance. Fortunately for British consumers
and their commercial creditors overseas, more pressing problems inter-
vened before this plan could be put into effect. Faced by labor unrest,
vanished gold reserves and the threat of total fiscal collapse, Britain’s
Labour Party Government was booted out of office a year later by
a popular vote of no confidence.

Repudiated in the General Elections, the Party was forced to post-
pone new nationalization schemes for a future day. It retired in con-
fusion, leaving behind it a truncated Empire, a bankrupt economy,
and as many Socialist officials as it had been able to blanket with
permanent Civil Service. No wonder that the Fabian Society declined
responsibility and chose to minimize its controlling interest in the
discredited Labour Party Government of 1945-51. More than ever the
Society’s “self-denying ordinance” proved to be a self-serving device.

The Society’s preference for the shadows was dictated by instincts
of preservation rather than modesty. While incoming Conservatives
were left to repair as far as possible the damage caused by their
predecessors, Fabians (starting with Lord Attlee) who had served in
the defeated Administration sat down comfortably and dictated their
memoirs. In that avalanche of ghostwritten prose, it is noteworthy

8John T. Flynn, The Road Ahead, (New York, The Devin-Adair Company,
1949), p. 58. In July, 1949, Lord Milverton, Labour Whip in the Lords, who had
been created a peer by the Labour Party in 1947, renounced his party affiliation
during the debate on steel. In a speech on the floor, quoted in the Times of
London, he declared that “he had certain aims and ideals, and he had thought
the Labor Party could ‘deliver the goods’.” Previously, Albert Edwards, M.P.
had stated in the Commons, “I have spent years discoursing on the defects of
the capitalist system. I do not withdraw those criticisms. But we have seen the
two systems side by side. And the man who would still argue for socialism as the
means of ridding our country of the defects of capitalism is blind indeed. Social-
ism just does not work.”
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that even veteran and dedicated Fabians mention the Society in the
briefest, most fugitive manner, if at alll Confirmation of such long-
standing ties can be more readily obtained from the files of the
Fabian News and Fabian Journal, from the information sheets of the
Socialist International, and from official histories of the Society all
destined for more or less limited circulation.

Though the enthusiasm with which rank-and-file labor had spurned
them was a slight shock to Fabian Socialist chiefs of the Labour
Party, outwardly they accepted it calmly as no more than a battle lost
in the long-range struggle for power. In a sense, they could hardly
help but count it a blessing in disguise. Defeat saved them, after all,
from having to cope with the consequences of their own folly and
provided a timely exit from the house of cards they had erected.
They did not foresee that it would be a full thirteen years before
they returned to power in Britain.

2,

As they had done after previous political reverses at home, British
Fabians promptly consoled themselves with adventures abroad.
Among other projects, they moved to reorganize the old Labor and
Socialist International, where they occupied the lordly position once
held by the German Social Democrats. The Fabian Society’s hand-
writing was plain in the International's 1951 Frankfurt manifesto
which declared “democratic planning” to be the basic condition for
achieving Socialism.® Statism and the welfare state, as demonstrated
by the British Socialists during their spell of majority Labour Party
Government, were being packaged deceptively for export around the
‘world.

Gilded with the prestige of the high offices they had recently held
and the patents of nobility conferred on them, top Fabians now
applied themselves discreetly to promoting the same system in other
lands that had just failed so dismally in Britain. Their plans provided
for leveling the wealth of nations as well as individuals—with the
United States the prime target and natural victim. The barbarian

°C. A, R. Crosland, “The Transition from Capitalism,” New Fabian Essays,
edited by R. H. S. Crossman, (London, Turnstile Press, 1952), pp. 59-60. Cros-
land, a long time member of the Fabian Executive, became Economic Secretary
to the Treasury with rank of Minister in the Fabian-dominated Labour Party
Government of October, 1964.
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practice of stripping the more developed nations to satisfy the primi-
tive hordes of Asia and Africa had been advocated centuries before
in less polite accents by the Tartars, Huns and Moors. It was urged
again in September, 1962, by Fabian Socialist Hugh Gaitskell, M.P.,
writing in Socialist International Information on “The British Labour
Party’s Foreign Policy.” Calling for a “mobilisation of our Western
resources for the crusade against world poverty,” that none-too-
Christian soldier concluded:

The British Labour movement dedicated to equality and the ending of the
divisions between the haves and have-nots in these islands, recognises that
a Socialism which stops at our own shores is a hypocrisy; that the coexistence
of the privileged with the under-privileged is as indefensible between na-
tions as it is within nations.10

Coexistence with the Soviet Union and its satellites, however, was
defensible, and remained a basic point of Fabian foreign policy. It
was echoed by the Socialist International, whose forty-two member
and “observer” parties claim to speak for 11.8 million persons and to
control 64.5 million votes around the world;! it was echoed by a suc-
cession of Fabian Socialist Ministers in the Commonwealth countries,
typified by Prime Minister Walter Nash of New Zealand.!? In August,
1954, Morgan Phillips of the Fabian International Bureau, a former
chairman of both the British Labour Party and the Committee of the
International Socialist Conference (COMISCO), had led a British
Labour delegation that included Lord Attlee on a junket to Moscow
and Red China. En route, the group also visited Stockholm, Helsinki,
Singapore, Beirut and Tokyo; met representatives from Malaya and
Burma; and “exchanged views with many Socialist Parties at these
places.” As a result, the Asian Socialist Conference met for the first
time in a joint congress with the Socialist International in July, 1955.

Before departing on that global tour, Morgan Phillips had a warm
and animated meeting in Geneva with Chou En-lai, Red China’s For-
eign Minister. The Chinese Communist leader, “wearing his simple
blue-gray uniform,” came in hurriedly and announced through an
interpreter that he had just seen Charlie Chaplin, so much admired
and touted by Fabians in other years. After a further exchange of
civilities, Phillips “reflected that a great new age was now dawning
for Asia, an age that the Labour Government in Britain had helped

1 (Ttalics added.)
 Socialist International Information, Vol. XIII, No. 34-35, (August 24, 1963).

2 Fabian News, (March, 1958).
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to usher in when it granted independence to India, Pakistan and
Burma.” And he reflected, too, “that Chou En-lai must inevitably play
one of the leading roles in guiding the newly-awakened Asia.” 12

Fabian lenience towards Communist movements and leaders was
held to be justified not only by their joint Socialist heritage, but by
their common purpose of achieving Socialism throughout the world.
In the lead essay of the New Fabian Essays, published in 1952 as a
“restatement” in modern terms of unchanging Fabian objectives,
R. H. S. Crossman'* of the Fabian Executive noted that Communist
movements are often the most effective way of introducing Socialism
into backward countries which lack parliamentary experience.

By inference, “Democratic Socialism” as preached by Fabians is
designed primarily to captivate advanced industrial nations, where
the more direct Communist methods of attack do not appeal and can-
not so easily penetrate. Plainly the two movements supplement each
other, even if their vocabulary is different and their tasks are divided.
Thus Crossman urged coexistence with the Communists; though he
protested almost too emphatically that coexistence did not mean
cooperation.

Evidently Fabian Socialists still preferred to retain their separate
identity and their perennial “right to criticize,” which is the Fabian
definition of freedom. A critical attitude towards friend and foe alike
has characterized the movement from its earliest days, and confirmed
in its practitioners a satisfying sense of being superior persons. At
times, that habit makes it difficult for an outsider to distinguish the
Fabians’ friends from their foes. Anyone reading the critical “tributes”
to G. D. H. Cole in the Fabian Journal, following his death in 1959,
finds it hard to believe they were penned by some of his warmest
friends and admirers. Similarly, Fabian Socialist criticism of Com-
munist behavior cannot be interpreted as pure hostility.

Outspoken cooperation with the Communists, Crossman implied,
must be reserved for a future day when every country on earth should
be either Communist- or Socialist-ruled; and the two kindred move-
ments could finally merge their differences on the basis of some higher
dialectic not yet apparent. Meanwhile, Fabian contacts with Com-
munist leaders were cultivated at the uppermost level; and the vice

8 Socialist International Information, (August 21, 1954).
* Named Minister of Housing and Local Government with Cabinet rank in the
British Labour Party Government after the October, 1964 elections.
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president of the British Communist Party, Rajani Palme Dutt, was
invited to speak at the Fabian Society’s Autumn Lectures in 1956.

The Fabian-steered Socialist International continued, through its
socially acceptable friends and individually respected leaders, to put
pressure on its various home governments in support of Soviet foreign
policy goals in Asia, Africa and Latin America. Thus the Socialist
International, which takes precedence historically over the Communist
International, presented itself as a kind of Third Force, maintaining
and manipulating the balance between the two major world powers,
the United States and the Soviet Union, but somehow always leaning
towards the latter.

Among the North Atlantic Treaty nations already joined in a mili-
tary defense pact, British Socialists promoted the cause of Atlantic
Union and continue to do so today. This high-flown scheme was
merely an enlargement of Federal Union, the scale model engineered
at the outbreak of World War II by a key member of the Fabian
International Bureau, R. W. G. Mackay, aided by the Fabian-
approved Rhodes Scholars, Clarence K. Streit and Herbert Agar.!®
~ Federal Union calls among other things for the Government of the
United States to reunite with Britain, while Atlantic Union marshals
European support for the same plan. Both in its original and expanded
forms, Federal Union has appropriated the secret dream of nine-
teenth century Empire builder Cecil Rhodes and remolded it along
lines more adapted to the schemes of the Socialist International. Such
eminent personages of the International as Foreign Minister Paul-
Henri Spaak of Belgium have lent the luster of their names to Atlantic
Union.

What it proposes is that the world’s most advanced Christian
nations should revise their idea of national sovereignty and pool their
economic as well as their military resources. Its Fabian framers at-
tempt to justify the plan by quoting copiously from the writings of
early American Federalists, although the new type of union projected
is very far from anything James Madison or Alexander Hamilton had
in mind. Atlantic Union, or Atlantica, would embrace a group of
fifteen highly industrialized welfare states on both sides of the North
Atlantic and culminate in one World Government. The Socialist
character of that eventual World State is not emphasized in the
smoothly written propaganda and even smoother social functions

'S Both have been cited favorably in Fabian News.
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designed to attract industrialists, financiers, educators, statesmen and
military figures of the several NATO nations. Many no doubt believe
they are merely helping to further the cause of mutual defense.

Seeking to permeate the upper crust of the North Atlantic com-
munity, Atlantic Union has made membership on its 538-man inter-
national council a status symbol, and, in some instances, a spring-
board to higher business and professional opportunity. By indirection
its authors also aim to weaken resistance among the socially elite to
the adoption of Socialist-sponsored programs in their homelands and
in the world. Significantly, a number of British peers who achieved
nobility by the grace of the Labour Party have been active in Federal
Union and related enterprises. Prominent among them was that well-
known international bleeding heart, Sir William (later Lord) Bever-
idge, the much-publicized “father” of the Welfare State.

After the collapse of Britain’s Socialist Government of 1945-1951
(which in 1949 named him chairman of the British Broadcasting
Corporation), Lord Beveridge says he “returned to Federal Union
across national boundaries, as a necessary step towards World Gov-
ernment and substitution of world justice for war.” 16 Previously, he
had been a charter member of the Inter-Parliamentary Committee for
World Government. Indeed, he headed a coterie of economists who
actually undertook to draft a “practical” plan for Atlantic Union
merger'” and to apportion the wealth of nations on an “equitable”
basis. Reports prepared by his committee on the economic aspects of
federation, though perhaps a trifle dated, would no doubt prove edi-
fying to members of the United States Congress today.

While striving to render patriotism outmoded and to discredit the
concept of national sovereignty in the more literate countries, British
Fabians at the same time speeded up their efforts to promote national-
ist movements in so-called backward areas of the globe. At first glance,
this might seem a contradiction. Closer scrutiny reveals that Fabian
aid to national independence movements in colonial and semi-colonial
lands stems from theories advanced as long ago as 1902 by the early
Fabian, John Atkinson Hobson, in his book Imperialism, which ante-
dated and influenced Lenin’s writings on the subject.

Among latter-day Fabians such aid has assumed two principal

® Beveridge, Power and Influence, (New York, The Beechhurst Press, Ltd.,
1955), p. 356.

¥ George Catlin, The Atlantic Community, (London, Coram, Ltd., 1959),
p- 82.
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forms. First, education of native leaders under Fabian tutelage. In
1951 the Labour Party Government had four thousand colonial stu-
dents in England,'® most of them being carefully schooled in the
“social sciences” by Socialist professors. And second, the promotion of
trade unions in colonial territories, not simply to raise standards of
living for native labor, but as organs of mass pressure for independ-
ence. It is planned that ex-colonial nations shall eventually form re-
gional federations under Socialist leadership.

In 1949 Sir Stafford Cripps, then a Minister of the Crown, made
the remarkable announcement that “The liquidation of the British
Empire is essential to Socialism.” This statement appeared in the
March, 1949, issue of Venture, published by the Fabian Colonial
Bureau (renamed the Fabian Commonwealth Bureau in 1958). Dur-
ing the same year the International Confederation of Free Trade
Unions (ICFTU) was formed, as an adjunct of the Fabian-led Social-
ist International, to speed colonial liquidation not only in British
territories but in other regions as well—excluding, of course, the
Soviet Empire! Making certain that the coolies of Asia and the tribes-
men of Africa would not suspect it of being pro-Christian, the Con-
federation refused to accept the Christian Trade Unions of Europe as
affiliates.

After the fall of the Labour Party Administration, Fabian spokes-
men continued to urge Empire liquidation from the Opposition
benches. Since their ranks in the Commons were thinner, they were
obliged to lean more heavily than ever on outside sources of support
and agitation in order to complete this unfinished business. In 1953
the mild-mannered Sir Stafford—who had just completed a term as
president of the Fabian Society—urged the need for exerting all
possible pressure on Britain’s Conservative Government to carry out
the Fabian-planned schedule of Empire dissolution.

By that time, the ICFTU boasted one hundred affiliated organiza-
tions in seventy-five countries, including Poland and Yugoslavia. It
claimed the support of fifty-four million trade unionists throughout
the world, many of whom had certainly never heard of that body
as such.® As a “labor-minded” international pressure group oriented
towards Socialism, the Confederation maintained close and cordial

8 Socialist International Information, (October 16, 1954).

®Ten years later, in a press release of May 20, 1963, from its world head-
quarters at 37-47 Rue Montagne aux Herbes Potageres, Brussels, the ICFTU
claimed over fifty-seven million members in 108 countries.
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relations with the “political-minded” Socialist International. It also
worked closely with the Fabian Colonial Bureau, much of whose
own globe-girdling activity was financed by donations from the large
British trade unions.?®

The ramifications of Fabian Socialism in Africa, Asia, Latin America
and the West Indies, during the nineteen-fifties and after, can be
traced in the pages of Venture. Here Fabian ties with international
unionism are plainly revealed, as well as the drive to use the trade
unions as mere stepping stones to Socialism.

The methods and aims of those fantastically widespread operations
were summarized with perfect clarity by Fabian Socialist Arthur
Skeffington?! in a speech delivered before the Commonwealth Section
at Transport House, headquarters of the British Labour Party. His
speech was reprinted in Socialist International Information for Octo-
ber 16, 1954, under the title, “From Crown Colony to Commonwealth,”
and it is by way of being a historic document.

First of all, Skeffington noted “the fine practical cooperation of the
British Trades Union movement in sending out colonial trade union
officers, assisting the budding trade unions in the colonies, bringing
their officials over here for training and advice, and now agreeing to
a levy of 2d. per member on their whole [British] membership to
increase their colonial activities.” In the next breath he praised the
initiative of the defunct Labour Party Government in promoting colo-
nial independence, saying, “We introduced no less than forty new
colonial constitutions—bringing Nigeria and the Gold Coast to the
doorstep of self-government, besides giving independence to 400 mil-
lion people in Asia.”

While admitting that the same Administration had freed India
with no assurance or evidence of “democratic” government except the
Socialism of Nehru, on the whole Skeffington opposed self-govern-
ment in colonial countries unless it was sure to be “democratic”—
that is, socialistic. “We must be certain,” he continued blandly,
“that all the people have the machinery and the ability to express
their own will before self-government is accorded.” Then, in a burst
of frankness, he concluded: “We must take the opportunity, indeed,
we must create the opportunities to associate them with our move-
ment, for, as Socialists, we surely believe that the only future healthy

2 Cole, op. cit., p. 318.
% Named Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry of Land and National Re-
sources in the Labour Party Government of October, 1964.
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development [sic] in the colonial territories must be based on the
principles of Socialism.”

This speech, which gives every indication of having been prepared
in the New Fabian Research Bureau, unquestionably reflects the
policy of the Fabian Society which named Skeffington its chairman
three years later. Trade unions around the world were to be inocu-
lated with Socialism and to press for the political independence of
colonial regions. Such pressure was employed to spur the further
dismemberment of the British Empire. It strengthened the hand of
the enfeebled Labour Party Opposition in the Commons, and even-
tually helped to win acceptance for such Communist-trained and
Fabian-approved native leaders as Jomo Kenyatta in Kenya. (As
Crossman remarked in the New Fabian Essays, the success of Com-
munist methods in backward countries must be recognized!)

More feverishly than ever before in the history of the Society,
overseas contacts and affiliations were cultivated under the personal
supervision of leading British Fabians. New front organizations and
their offspring in the political, educational and cultural fields sprang
up all over the map, usually based on plans originating in the fertile
New Fabian Research Bureau. There seemed to be Fabians every-
where, Rita Hinden of the Colonial Bureau reported in 1957.22 In
Tokyo she and Arthur Lewis were feted, together with Fabians from
India and Yugoslavia, by the Fabian Institute of Japan—a body “quite
independent of the British Society, but performing a similar function.”

Delegations from Poland, Germany, Scandinavia and all the Com-
monwealth countries visited London, to be entertained graciously at
Lord Faringdon’s town house in Brompton Square and to confer with
representatives of the Fabian International and Commonwealth Bu-
reaus on matters of peculiar interest to Socialists. Members of Amer-
icans for Democratic Action from the United States were welcomed
regularly at Fabian Summer Schools.2?

In recent years top British Fabians, taking advantage of jet-age
facilities and, at times, of their own privileged positions as Members
of Parliament, have become world commuters on a grand scale. Typi-
cal of the breed was Kenneth Younger, Minister of State at the Foreign

# “Fabians in a Japanese Tea House,” Fabian News, (July, 1957).

= “Invitation,” Fabian News, (July, 1957). This item states: “The Society has
often welcomed to summer schools members of Americans for Democratic Ac-
tion . . . . Now A.D.A. is offering places at its summer school at half-rates to

visitors from Britain . . . . Lecturers will include Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt, and
the school is to be held in Dutchess County overlooking the Hudson River . o
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Office in 1950-51, whose schedule of arrivals and departures would
have exhausted a diplomatic courier—though his colleague on the
International Bureau’s Advisory Committee, Denis Healey, seemed
to be a close runner-up for the title of Most Traveled Fabian. In the
space of a week or two, Younger might be reported flitting in and out
of half a dozen countries, and he slipped through the Iron Curtain
as if by osmosis.

On his travels Kenneth Younger wore a variety of hats. He was
billed as a Member of Parliament; as a representative of the Fabian
Executive; as the chairman of the British-Asian and Overseas Fellow-
ship, an organization set up to establish residential centers in Britain
for “overseas comrades”; or as director general of the august Royal
Institute of International Affairs (British counterpart of the American
Council on Foreign Relations), with headquarters at Chatham House,
10 St. James Square, London. Whatever title he might have used at
a given moment, there is little doubt that he ranked for many years
as Fabian Socialism’s foremost flying salesman.

In the summer of 1962, just a fortnight after it had been announced
that Kenneth Younger was in Saudi Arabia, the world press carried
a pronouncement in favor of Socialism by a younger member of that
oil-rich country’s royal family. Prince Talal, challenging the rule of
his brother, King Ibn Saud, in the age-old Middle Eastern tradition,
had discovered a new approach. “I am a Fabian Socialist,” he told
reporters.2*

Combining infiltration and propaganda with ceremonial duties, the
globe-trotting routine merely confirmed the leadership role of British
Fabians in world Socialist affairs. Almost any issue of Fabian News,
selected at random, contained items like these:

Arthur Skeffington, the Society’s Chairman, is spending a very busy Parlia-
mentary recess. He returned from a visit to East Germany to direct the
Summer School at Oxford, and then left on a Parliamentary delegation to
Tanganyika. He will return for the Labour Party Conference at the end of

September.

Another Fabian with a tight schedule is T. E. M. McKitterick, who is at
present commuting between France, Turkey, British Guiana and New York.

Colin Jackson is again visiting the Middle East, and James MacColl is
visiting Virginia for Tercentenary Celebrations.2

* Fabian News, ( November, 1962).
% “Busy Chairman,” Fabian News, (September, 1957).
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Or this:

Travellers.

There were probably some eminent Fabians still left in the UK [United
Kingdom] during the summer [of 1963] but not very many. Robert Heild
has been in India studying India’s economic problems under the auspices of
the M.LT. Center for International Studies; Thomas Balogh has been in
Algeria on behalf of a U.N. agency; Anthony Crosland was lecturing in
Australia, and Brian Abel-Smith was last heard of in the Congo; John
Parker and Tom Ponsonby are leading lots of other Fabians around Russia.26

Returning to England, eager voyagers regaled the more earthbound
and anonymous majority of the Society’s members with eyewitness
accounts of “conditions” in other lands. Their reports were featured
events at Fabian Summer Schools and weekend conferences, giving
audiences the vicarious and cost-free pleasure of foreign travel as
well as the feeling of being directly involved in exciting events abroad.
All of which stimulated the rank-and-file in the local societies to
carry on the more pedestrian work of home research, propaganda and
organization needed to prepare for a Labour Party comeback in
Britain.

In July, 1952, a weekend school headed by Kenneth Younger and
sponsored by the Fabian International Bureau was announced in
Fabian News. Lectures were devoted to various aspects of Anglo-
American relations. Among others attending it were a French Senator
belonging to the left-of-left NRP; a representative of the Yugoslav
Embassy in London; and an unnamed United States Embassy attaché.
Although Younger, in answer to an inquiry from a non-Fabian, con-
ceded that other Americans were present as well, he firmly declined
to identify them.

Occasionally, there were “reports” from other foreign friends
of the Society which suggested a deeper degree of involvement
in foreign intrigue than the Fabian Society officially admits. Dur-
ing a 1962 Easter Weekend School held at Beatrice Webb House,
Dorking, the young unofficial Algerian envoy to London, Cherif
Guellal, foretold with uncanny accuracy the role an independent
Algeria would play in international affairs. He not only predicted
that his country would range itself after “liberation” with the
“non-aligned”—neutralist and pro-Soviet—nations; but made it
clear that on the domestic front Algeria would pursue a So-

» “Travellers,” Fabian News, (September, 1963).
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cialist policy. 2™ This prophetic declaration was made several months
before the rest of the world had heard of Ahmed Ben Bella or could
guess he was plotting a left wing coup to seize power in Algeria.

While accelerating its movements and expanding its influence out-
side the British Isles, the Fabian Society is never idle at home. True,
its listed membership (which rose to an all-time peak after 1945,
when many people regarded the Society as a means of entry into
politics and government) was cut back to the usual serviceable hard-
core following the defeat of 1951. Much of that trusted membership
has proved to be hereditary. It includes children and grandchildren,
nephews and nieces of bygone Fabians—an ironic touch, since the
Society objects so vigorously to the hereditary principle in other areas,
especially in the House of Lords. Its present (unpublished) list of
dues-paying members, which the Society estimates at about five thou-
sand,?8 gives no inkling of the uncounted thousands who quietly follow
the Fabian line in Britain. Long before Communists adopted the
practice, the Fabian Society found it convenient, in the main, to
abolish card-carrying memberships.

# “Easter School,” Fabian News, (June, 1962).

# According to the Fabian Society Annual Report, national membership figures
were listed at 2,692 full members and 91 associate members as of June 30, 1963.
These figures are somewhat misleading, since the national membership figures
include subscribing bodies and organizations which are listed as individual mem-
bers. As of June 30, 1963, subscribing bodies numbered 137 Labor Parties,
Cooperatives and Trades Unions, and 92 libraries. On the same date the Com-
monwealth Bureau claimed 167 members and the International Bureau 57; but
these apparently modest figures also included subscribing bodies. Since that time
the Commonwealth and International Bureaus have merged to form a single

bureau. Membership of local societies as of March 31, 1963, was listed at 1,848,
organized into 76 societies. Total: 4,855.
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Tomorrow, The World?

1.

TODAY, as ever, the Fabian Society of London together with its
affiliated provincial societies consists of several hundred well-known
publicists and politicians whose connections with the Society can
readily be confirmed, although the general public seldom identifies
them as Fabians; plus a larger number of unknown and unsung ad-
herents, engaged in a wide variety of more or less obscure tasks. Fre-
quently, their long and faithful services are recorded only by a brief
death notice in Fabian News or the Fabian Society Annual Report.
On the whole, it is a case of “join for five years, join for fifty, and
Fabians are notoriously long-lived.”

As always, the Society is composed mainly of middle class profes-
sionals, many engaged in writing, teaching and various types of “re-
search.” Leading symbol of Fabian Research in 1963 was a lean,
hollow-eyed pundit from the London School of Economics, with a
name reminiscent of the Mad Hatter’s tea party: Professor Richard
Titmuss. More and more, the Society seeks to enlist engineers, tech-
nicians and managerial personnel; and a special effort has been made
to penetrate the modern communications industries—radio, television

1“Fabians Old and New,” Fabian News, (May, 1958). As an example of that
longevity, Fabian News, (May, 1960) reported that Percival Chubb, who at-
tended the first meeting of the Fabian Society at 17 Osnaburgh Street, Regent’s
Park, on January 4, 1884, died on February 10, 1960 in St. Louis, Missouri at
the age of 99.

91



92 FABIAN FREEWAY

and motion pictures>—with an eye to their “educational,” that is,
propagandist value for Socialism.

There is a firm nucleus of Fabian civil servants in every gov-
ernment department, and Fabian Socialists have been regularly ap-
pointed as Opposition members on government Advisory Boards,
notably Labor, Commonwealth Affairs and Immigration—as well as
to key posts in the United Nations. A. D. K. Owen, better known
as David Owen, who served as personal assistant to Sir Stafford Cripps
in 1941-43, has been a fixture at the United Nations since its incep-
tion.? As director of the Office of Technological Services in the UN
Secretariat, he has been for years in a position to dispense patronage
to Fabian Socialists on a world-wide basis.

Though the terminology has changed with the times, the Fabian
Society remains a secret society of Socialists, dedicated to transform-
ing the existing world order by methods necessarily devious and not
always short of sedition. Despite its nominal emphasis on “demo-
cratic” practices and parliamentary means to accomplish its ends;
despite its respectable front of good manners, charm and learning;
despite the fact that its Summer Schools stress such sources of inno-
cent merriment as croquet, table tennis and country dancing—in es-
sence, the goals of the Fabian Society parallel those of the Com-
munists and at some point short of infinity find a common meeting
place.

Rosa Luxemburg, the Left Wing Polish Social Democrat who was
“executed” under mysterious circumstances in Germany following the
abortive Spartacus revolt of 1919, long ago noted a disturbing like-
ness between the British Fabian Society and Lenin’s Bolshevik Party.
Each, she pointed out, was a secret society of intellectuals grasping
for power through control of the working-class—and she feared and
distrusted them both.*

It is true that methods of discipline governing the two organiza-
tions vary—the Bolshevik parties being operated along quasi-military
lines, while the Fabian Society appears to impose little or no control

? Fabian News, (May, 1958). “The Chairman and Vice Chairman [of the

Society] share a serious interest in the Cinema: Roy Jenkins as a Governor of
the British Film Institute, and Eirene White as a member of the Cinematograph
Film Council.”

® An alumnus of Leeds University, David Owen flew from New York to attend
the memorial service honoring the late Hugh Gaitskell, M.P., at Westminster
Abbey on January 31, 1963. The Times of London, (February 1, 1963).

¢ Robert Hunter, Revolution, Committee for Constitutional Government, (New
York, Harper & Brothers, 1940), p. 350.
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over its members. Inquiry reveals, however, that major policy deci-
sions of the Fabian Executive are binding; and that virtually all im-
portant speeches or publications by Fabians are prepared and/or
cleared by the New Fabian Research Bureau, even when they appear
for tactical reasons to be mutually contradictory. The Society’s bylaws
provide that members or associates may be dropped for “want of
confidence,” and in some cases, individuals condemned to that silent
treatment have been known to drop completely from political sight.
Except in the strictly superficial give-and-take of conversation and
debate, the boasted Fabian tolerance is a myth, and Fabians are by
no means the “gentle people” they claim to be.

During a prolonged period of political Opposition in Britain, Fabian
Socialists nursed their strength at the municipal level, while gradually
increasing the number of their seats in Parliament. For instance, on
the London County Council, Sidney Webb’s old stronghold from
which he moved into national politics, Fabians still retain a majority
(including the chairmanship) that assures them control of local edu-
cational institutions. In September, 1956, Fabian News announced
that “the new leader of the Labour Group (majority) on the Leeds
County Council, Frank O’Donnell, is a member of the Leeds Fabian
Society” and that “all four sitting M.P.’s” (including Hugh Gaitskell,
M.P. and Denis Healey, M.P.) are “members of the Leeds Society.”

This item was interesting in the light of an Associated Press dis-
patch of November 12, 1962, announcing that Owen Lattimore, the
former Johns Hopkins University professor, had just been appointed
to a teaching post at Leeds University, a public institution. Many
Americans will recall that Owen Lattimore, author of books on Com-
munist Asia and alleged secret agent of the Soviet Foreign Office,
was indicted for perjury for his testimony before a United States
Senate Subcommittee investigating the notorious Institute of Pacific
Relations case. Fabian writers and publicists in England rallied volu-
bly to his defense at the time—though the same circles later professed
to be shocked by reports that Soviet spies and informers had succeeded
in filching some British Government secrets.

From 1956 to his sudden death in January, 1963, Hugh Gaitskell
of the Leeds Fabian Society was Parliamentary Leader of the British
Labour Party. As a member of the Leeds County Council, he could
scarcely have failed to be aware of Lattimore’s appointment to Leeds
University. Yet Gaitskell was the man slated to become Britain’s next
Prime Minister, in the event of a Labour Governments return to
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power! While publicly mourned, his demise may have proved provi-
dential for British Socialism. At least the Labour Party was able to
present a new, youthful and relatively noncontroversial face to the
world, at a time when aggressive new tactics were urgently needed.

Gaitskell’s successor, Harold Wilson, M.P., was named on St. Valen-
tine’s Day, 1963. A Fabian victory in the mock contest for the post
was a foregone conclusion, following an “election” in which all three
candidates for the Opposition leadership turned out to be long-stand-
ing members of the Fabian Society. Harold Wilson, a former chairman
of the Society who more recently headed its Local Societies section,
had been an active Fabian Socialist since his undergraduate days at
Oxford. Somehow, that pertinent fact was not featured in general
press and television accounts, which heralded his “election” as Opposi-
tion Leader as respectfully as if he were already the effective Prime
Minister.

Like his “rivals,” George Brown, M.P., and James Callaghan, M.P.,
Wilson belonged to the Opposition’s Shadow Cabinet chosen to man
a future Labour Government. His place as “Shadow” Foreign Min-
ister was promptly filled by Denis Healey, M.P., member of the Ad-
visory Council of the Fabian International Bureau as well as a stalwart
of the Leeds Fabian Society. Of the twelve Labourites named to the
Gaitskell Shadow Cabinet in 1959, nine belonged to the Fabian So-
ciety.® If and when they became Cabinet Ministers in substance, it
was certain beyond the shadow of a doubt that plans and programs
prepared in advance by New Fabian Research would once more
become the official policies of the British Government.

In February, 1957, the official Fabian News reported: “Fabians are
playing a major part in the preparation of Labour policy documents.
The Party’s National Executive has recently set up working parties
to report to the Party Conferences in 1957 and 1958 on the Ownership
of Industry, Control of Industry, Public Industries, Agriculture and
Education. The first working party is composed entirely of Fabians,
and there are several Fabians on each of the others.”

Whatever the Fabian Society had in mind for Britain, the privations,
indignities and follies from 1945 to 1951 were merely a foretaste of
things to come. Enlarged schemes, glimpsed in publications of the

5 “Shadow Fabians,” Fabian News, (November-December, 1959). Cited as
Fabians in the Shadow Cabinet were: Harold Wilson, James Callaghan, Anthony
Greenwood, Tom Fraser, George Brown, Patrick Gordon Walker, G. R. Mitchi-
son, Fred Willey and Denis Healey. Two peers on the Parliamentary Committee,
Lord Faringdon and Lord Lucan, were also described as Fabians.
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Socialist International, seemed to include a coolly calculated timetable
for synchronizing “peaceful social revolution” in England with simul-
taneous developments in the other nations of Atlantica. Even emigra-
tion would no longer afford an escape for the regimented Britons of
the future.

Domestic plans for a Socialist Britain were outlined in the flood of
publications which the Society continued to issue on virtually every
subject under the sun. Over the signature of John Hughes, a basic
plan to renationalize the steel industry was distributed to all members
of the Society in 1962 as Document No. 198 of the Fabian Research
Series. Other happy suggestions, guaranteed to finish off the free en-
terprise system by more indirect methods, have been announced since
1956. They propose to control existing industrial and business cor-
porations via government purchase of shares (stocks); to set up new
plants with government funds, plants that will work towards the
gradual extinction of competitive private industry; to “decentralize”
the management of nationalized industries® and to require govern-
ment-owned enterprises to show a profit (along lines remarkably
similar to those proposed in Soviet Russia as of November, 1962).

There were political plans for “reforming” the House of Lords and
for downgrading and humiliating the Monarchy, approved by Eirene
White, M.P., a chairman of the Fabian Society.” In fact, more out-
spokenly radical elements of the Society—typified by Hugh Gaitskell's
teacher, the late G. D. H. Cole, and until recently by Harold Wilson
himself—had long urged complete abolition of the Monarchy and the
watchdog House of Lords. A favorite pupil of the departed G. D. H.
Cole tells how the latter, after freely describing the various revolu-
tionary changes he hoped to see the next Labour Party Government
make, suddenly realized he had failed to mention a particular reform
dear to his heart. As the students to whom Cole had imparted his
plans were leaving, he exclaimed: “Why, I forgot to include the aboli-
tion of God!” 8

Since the day when that graceless quip was uttered more in earnest
than in jest, G. D. H. Cole has gone to his reward. He died in 1959
as president of the Fabian Society, a post awarded to his widow in

®Hugh Gaitskell, M.P., “Socialism and Nationalisation,” Fabian Tract No. 300,
(London, The Fabian Society, 1956).

" Eirene White, “Noble Lords and Others,” Fabian News, (May, 1958). Eirene
White, M.P., was named Parliamentary Under Secretary of State for Colonies in
the Labour Party Government of October, 1964,

8 “Tribute to G. D. H. Cole,” Fabian Journal, ( April, 1959).
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1962; but his destructive ideas still survive among his numerous dis-
ciples in Britain and the Commonwealth countries. G. D. H. Cole’s
influence on the current crop of Fabian Socialist leaders has been
profound, however obliquely it was sometimes expressed in statements
from the Opposition benches. When Hugh Gaitskell and Harold Wil-
son opposed Britain’s entry into the Common Market in 1962, even
Socialists seemed puzzled by the unaccustomed strain of patriotism
in their arguments. Yet, on closer inspection, their stand was neither
surprising nor prompted by abnormal respect for tradition.

For any Cole-tutored Marxist, the obvious if unspoken complaint
against the Common Market was quite simply that it did not “destroy
confidence in the prospect of sustained profits,” but on the contrary
seemed to produce general prosperity by a capitalist formula. If So-
cialist administrations held office simultaneously in France, Holland,
Italy, West Germany, Belgium and England, as they have long been
striving to do, opposition to the Common Market by British Fabians
might be expected to subside. Gaitskell and Wilson left the door open
against that eventuality; but General de Gaulle,® for reasons best
known to himself, slammed it shut.

The imminence of a Labour Party victory in England was somberly
underscored by the tribute paid to the departed Fabian Socialist,
Hugh Gaitskell. On January 31, 1963, memorial services for him were
held in Westminster Abbey, an honor usually reserved for a Prime
Minister. The Queen, so often derided from the Labour benches, was
courteously represented in the Abbey by the Earl of Eldon; the Duke
of Edinburgh by Rear Admiral D. C. Bonham-Carter; and Sir Winston
Churchill by Lady Churchill.

Prime Minister Harold Macmillan and his colleagues in the Govern-
ment shared the choir stalls with the Shadow Cabinet of the Opposi-
tion. In the procession to the sanctuary, the Archbishop of Canterbury
was accompanied by the Moderator of the Free Church Council. At
the close of the service, spectators seated in the nave and standing in
the cloisters joined with mixed emotions in singing William Blake’s
hymn which envisages the building of Jerusalem in England’s green
and pleasant land.1

® Margaret Cole states that in the early years of World War II the Fabian Inter-
national Bureau, after “receiving de Gaulle at first with caution, then backed him
strongly . . . . returning after the Liberation to more strongly expressed doubts
of his political intentions . . . .” Margaret Cole, The Story of Fabian Socialism,

(London, Heinemann Educational Books, Ltd., 1961), p. 288.
* The Times of London, (February 1, 1963).
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In that overflow congregation of diplomats, nobles, civil servants,
parliamentarians and trade unionists, the Socialist International was
well represented. The Prime Minister of Denmark, J. O. Krag, head
of the Danish Social Democratic Party; Willy Brandt, Socialist Mayor
of West Berlin; and D. Segall, of the Social Democratic Party of West
Germany, flew to London for the occasion. Other representatives of
foreign Socialist groups who were present remained discreetly name-
less, including a delegation from the United States. Gaitskell’s step-
son, Raymond Frost, who came from Washington for the funeral,
could not attend the Abbey tribute because he had to leave England
on a World Bank mission to Colombia.lt

The obsequies over, Britain’s Fabian Socialists applied themselves
hastily to transmuting Gaitskell’s cold-eyed successor into what they
fondly hoped would be the irresistible image of a future Prime Min-
ister. In this alchemy they were assisted by the British version of a
Madison Avenue advertising agency, which distributed photographs
of Harold Wilson in several unlikely attitudes. One showed the forty-
seven year old Opposition Leader with eyes downcast, hands prayer-
fully raised as in the Duerer etching—and a pipe clamped between
his teeth! Another was a photomontage of Harold Wilson at the age
of eight, posed outside the door of 10 Downing Street.

Such primitive publicity stills made older and more sophisticated
Fabians shudder, and were frowned upon by trade unionists who paid
the bills. Soon it was announced that a new group of assorted image-
makers, resembling the Advertising Council in the United States, had
volunteered to promote Harold Wilson’s campaign gratis. They would
use billboards, buttons, stickers and other visual aids to which the
frugal British electorate was still unaccustomed. Names of advertising
men involved and the amounts of money to be spent were not re-
vealed. Labour Party spokesmen at Transport House, however, were
quoted as saying their early-bird campaign would be styled along the
lines of the 1960 campaign that put John F. Kennedy into the White
House, with Theodore H. White’s book, The Making of the President,
1960, serving as a text.!?

It was a neat compliment to those “democratic” Americans who,
after having been initially trained and cued by British Fabians (as
we shall subsequently see), were now in a position to furnish aid and
comfort to their tutors. Returning from a visit to Washington in April,

2 1hid.
2 United Press International dispatch from London, (May 19, 1963).
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1963, Harold Wilson wrote ecstatically: “. . . for sheer quality, the
United States Government from President Kennedy downward, is
without equal in any administration in any country.”'® The harsh
treatment accorded Prime Minister Macmillan in the Skybolt affair,
followed by the exquisite kindness shown to visiting Opposition Leader
Harold Wilson in upper echelons of the New Frontier, helped to
convey the notion that Conservative Party leaders could not “deal
effectively” with Washington.

In England the shopworn promises of “a new dynamism” to “get the
country moving again,” heard during the 1960 Kennedy-Johnson cam-
paign in America, were dusted off by Fabian orators and presented
as fresh merchandise to the British electorate. Wilson was billed as the
only leader capable of “mobilizing the energies of Britain in the
sixties.” One advantage of such rousing generalities was that they
sounded vigorous and bold, without obliging the speaker to commit
himself to any particular philosophy of action. They tended to reas-
sure moderates, and to head off discussion of specific methods by
which Harold Wilson and his associates planned to impose full-scale
Socialism in Britain and the Commonwealth, once they succeeded in
recapturing power.

If any doubted this to be Wilson’s intention, his answer to Sir
Gerald Nabarro’s query on the floor of the Commons was plain
enough to dispel uncertainty. Brusquely, the newly chosen Opposi-
tion Leader reaffirmed his Party’s Socialist pledge to work without
qualification for public control of the means of production, disiribu-
tion and exchange. Wilson has long been identified with the irrecon-
cilable or Jacobin wing of the British Labour Party, which views
taxation more as a means of “ensuring social justice” than of raising
revenue. His Party’s program of “tax reform” disclosed on February
26, 1963—extracts from which were proudly published in Socialist
International Information**—included a scaled increase in Social
Security contributions obtained via payroll deductions; a steep rise in
corporation taxes; and an annual capital levy on all wealth exceeding
twenty thousand pounds. Personally, Wilson has favored retributive

® From an article signed by Harold Wilson and distributed by North American
Newspaper Alliance. It appeared on April 14, 1963, in the San Francisco Chroni-
cle under the headline, “Future British Premier.”

% Socialist International Information, (March 9, 1963), Vol. XII, No. 10.

“British Labor Party Proposals for Tax Reform”, by James Callaghan, M.P., British
Labor Party Spokesman for Economic and Financial Affairs.
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taxes ever since he decided, as a precociously embittered schoolboy
in Huddersfield, to become Chancellor of the Exchequer someday and
to tax phonograph records because his family did not own a phono-
graph! This bit of prophetic nonsense was related in campaign biog-
raphies of Wilson, and may or may not be true. Eventually, of course,
he would decide to serve as First Lord of the Treasury rather than
Chancellor of the Exchequer, the better to negotiate funds for his
government in the course of discreet periodic visits to Washington.

Another Fabian Socialist spokesman for the Labour Party, James
Callaghan, M.P., explained mildly that the proposed capital levy
would not affect more than one voter out of a hundred.’® He failed
to mention, however, that confiscatory taxation, by sharply reducing
the area of private investment, could affect the employment of mil-
lions, and within a relatively short time make them wholly dependent
on government bounty. To cope with unemployment—or “redun-
dancy,” as it is quaintly called by present-day Fabian economists—
Harold Wilson proposed that new factories be built, equipped,
financed and run by the State. “We have to have State factories,” said
Wilson brightly, “to provide some of the goods the Commonwealth is
going to want.” 16

The plump, prematurely silver-haired Oxonian, whose formal
speeches and occasional witticisms are handily supplied by Fabian
Research, was described by news correspondents as a Socialist in a
gray flannel suit. He might just as well have been called a wolf in
sheep’s clothing—the Aesopian symbol, which George Bernard Shaw
long ago suggested was more appropriate than the tortoise as a
heraldic device for the Fabian Society—and which appears in the
Shavian stained-glass window at Beatrice Webb House in Dorking.
It is not the outer apparel, but the inner nature of the Fabian Society
that has made Harold Wilson what he is today.

As a scholarship student at Oxford during the middle nineteen-
thirties, he attached himself to the Society in an era when Marxist
doctrines were openly professed by its leaders, and when Socialist and
Communist undergraduates merged in the activities of the Popular
Front. The pacificism of the Oxford movement was perpetuated in
Wilson’s prolonged association with the extreme left wing Fabian,

% Ibid.
¥ Harold Wilson, M.P., “The Labour Party’s Plan for Britain’s Future,” So-
cialist International Information, (February 23, 1963), Vol. XIII, No. 8.



100 FABIAN FREEWAY

Aneurin Bevan.!” It persists today in Harold Wilson’s frank opposi-
tion to nuclear deterrents for Britain,'® and his advocacy of conven-
tional military forces for Western Europe to confront the Soviet
hordes. He is committed to abandoning Formosa and to procuring a
seat for Red China in the United Nations.** Though no trace of tradi-
tional Marxian phraseology appears today in the cautiously stated
Aesopian programs of Harold Wilson and his Fabian associates, to
paraphrase Napoleon: Scratch a Fabian, and find a Marxist.

Wilson succeeded to the political leadership of Britain’s Labour
Party at a moment when International Socialism appeared more con-
fident of being able to move into a position of world-wide control,
than at any time since the Russian Revolution. With left wing Social
Democratic administrations in office or on the verge of it in a majority
of countries throughout the so-called Free World, few Socialists doubt
that they can readily establish a modus vivendi with the economically
embarrassed Socialist Fatherland and its satellites. As in the nineteen-
twenties—though on a far more imposing scale—world trade once
more becomes the medium by which Socialist governments plan to
aid each other to retain power at home, as well as to strengthen the
strained Communist economies. Production surpluses are to be si-
phoned off without counting the cost, to build or bolster Socialism in
other lands.

Having served at the age of thirty-one as president of the Board of
Trade in Britain’s former Labour Party Government—he was the
youngest member of any British Cabinet since William Pitt!l—Harold
Wilson was the logical candidate to promote Socialist world hegemony
via foreign-trade channels. He envisaged Socialist control, not only of
raw materials but of manufactured goods as well, through price-fixing
commodity agreements and foreign-exchange control. The ever gener-
ous United States would be expected to supply the “monetary lubrica-
tion.”

“Now, for the first time,” exulted Harold Wilson on February 11,
1963, “we have an American government in active sympathy!” What

" Bevan’s widow, Jennie Lee, M.P., a frequent guest speaker over the years
before Socialist and left wing labor bodies in the United States, was appointed
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Public Buildings and Works in the
Wilson Cabinet of October, 1964.

8 Article written by Harold Wilson for the North American Newspaper Al-
liance, (April, 1963).

* Ibid.
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Wilson meant was that the United States now had a program of
international commodity agreements. He went on to say:

Commodity agreements for temperate foodstuffs must provide the ma-
chinery for channelling the overspill of our advanced countries into the
hungry countries. But why food only? There is a surplus of steel in many
advanced countries, and in this country the steel mills are working at 60 per
cent capacity. We all want to help India and a score of other developing
countries. Why not send them a million tons of ingot steel®? We might go
further . . 20

We might, indeed, go further! The world giveaway program pro-
jected by Harold Wilson and his colleagues of the Socialist Inter-
national has endless possibilities, limited only by the resources of the
donor countries. Launched by an international cartel of Socialist
rulers and administered by a supranational authority,?! it might well
go on and on—until the advanced nations of the earth are drained,
exhausted and reduced to a common level of weakness and confusion.
At that point, the sole military power still permitted to retain its
independence, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, can move to
take over, with hardly a struggle, its progressively enfeebled bene-
factors.

Initially, the Fabians propose to maneuver within the “mixed econ-
omy,” part nationalized and part seemingly free, but in fact wholly
controlled by government fiat, punitive taxation, and negotiated price-
fixing arrangements inside and outside the British Commonwealth. By
such means they hope to disarm preliminary opposition and to accom-
plish their ends more adroitly than by outright confiscation. The
more extreme dangers and discomforts of a manipulated world econ-
omy, based on international agreements between all-powerful Socialist
planners, still remain to be experienced. As with other attempts to
subject living creatures to a totally controlled environment, unpre-
dictable malignancies and painful side effects can be expected to
result.

Still, as Harold Wilson points out, “the sacrifices, if sacrifices there
must be, will at least be fairly shared”?2—that is, by the captive
industrialists and the helpless, security-drugged population. Only the

* Harold Wilson, M.P., “The Labour Party’s Plan for Britain’s Future,” Socialist
International Information, (February 23, 1963), Vol. XIII, No. 8.

* Harold Wilson, North American Newspaper Alliance, (April, 1963).

* Harold Wilson, M.P., “The Labour Party’s Plan for Britain’s Future,” Socialist
International Information, (February 23, 1963), Vol. XIII, No. 8.



102 FABIAN FREEWAY

salaried bureaucrats of the Fabian-approved inner circle can hope
to better themselves individually. For the rest, we are led to believe,
there will at least be freedom of discussion, if not of decision. In
the New Britain, the Go-Ahead Britain, as planned by the fertile
brain trusters of Fabian Research, men will learn to bear with docility
the yoke of public happiness!

2.

A new generation of voters had grown to manhood and woman-
hood since a previous Labour Party Government ruled the United
Kingdom. Children of a Fabian-permeated educational system, they
were exposed from infancy to a barrage of direct and indirect Fabian
Socialist propaganda, not only in the schools and universities, but
also through the popular news and entertainment media. Those
young people never knew that virtually every key post in the Govern-
ment between 1945 and 1951 was filled for some time at least by a
Fabian.?® As for their elders, the painful memories of postwar scarcity
had dimmed, and many were prepared to gamble that Labour would
do better next time.

Among nearly thirty-six million Britons who went to the polls in
October, 1964, few realized that Fabian Socialists invariably framed
the policies and supplied the top personnel for the so-called Labour
Party. In 1964 (as in the 1959 General Election) over one-third of all
Labour Party candidates belonged to the Fabian Society;?® but they
refrained from mentioning that interesting fact in their campaign
speeches and literature. Of 220 Fabians seeking election to Parlia-
ment, 120 were successful.?* Blandly the Fabian News assured its
own limited circle of readers that the proportion of Fabians in the
Executive branch of the new government would be very much higher.

So, for the fourth time in precisely forty years, the Fabian-
controlled Labour Party came to power in England. It received only
a plurality of the total vote, winning by a frail majority of six par-
liamentary seats. Immigrants of color moving to Britain from Com-
monwealth countries reputedly furnished the margin of victory—
even though popular feeling against the newcomers in some localities
led to the defeat of several old Fabians. Prominent among the casual-
ties was Patrick Gordon Walker, who lost the Smethwick seat he had
held since 1945.

2 Fabian News. General Election Supplement. (December, 1959).
% Fabian News. (November-December, 1964 ).
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As a student and teacher at Christ Church College, Oxford, Gordon
Walker was a contemporary of Dean Rusk, Walt Whitman Rostow
and other liberally disposed Rhodes Scholars who attained high office
in Washington under the Kennedy-Johnson Administration. After
World War II he served as parliamentary private secretary for a year
to Harold Laski’s great friend and ally, Herbert Morrison. Appointed
Under Secretary of State for Commonwealth Relations in 1947, Gor-
don Walker was properly helpful in “solving the Palestine question.”
As Commonwealth Secretary in 1950-51, he speeded the dissolution of
the British Empire: a process initiated by his former chief, the late
Arthur Creech-Jones, an early chairman of the Fabian Colonial
Bureau.?s

Following an American visit in 1947, Gordon Walker had played
host in London to moving spirits of Americans for Democratic
Action,?® a group whose outlook on world affairs closely resembled
his own. Members and friends of that organization were frequently
in a position to exert decisive influence in Washington. Like them,
Gordon Walker was an enthusiastic advocate of the Socialist Inter-
national’s plan for aid to underdeveloped countries:*? a plan whereby,
among other things the United States was induced to assume the
major burden of financial support for Britain’s orphaned ex-colonies.

When a debate on foreign affairs was held in the British Parliament
on June 16-17, 1964, it was Gordon Walker who spoke for the Labour
Party, expressing views shortly to become the official policy of Her
Majesty’s Government. It happened to be the occasion of Winston
Churchill’s final appearance in the House of Commons. For that old
warrior the debate must have stirred painful memories of the arms
limitation arguments of the nineteen-thirties, which encouraged
Adolf Hitler to plunge the world into war.

Like a voice from the tragic past, tinged again with overtones of
disaster, Patrick Gordon Walker declared: “The supreme objective of
foreign affairs must be the achievement of disarmament . . .. The

#R. W. Sorenson, “Obituary: Arthur Creech-Jones,” Venture, (London, The
Fabian Society, Vol. XIV, No. 12, December, 1964), p. 5.

® Fabian Society 67th Annual Report. (July, 1949-]une 1950).

* “Socialist Policy for the Underdeveloped Territories. A Declaration of Prin-
ciples Adopted by the Second Congress of the Socialist International,” Milan
17-21 October, 1951. Yearbook of the International Socialist Labour Movement
1956-1957. Edited by Julius Braunthal, Secretary of the Socialist International.
Under the Auspices of the Socialist International and the Asian Socialist Con-
ference, (London, Lincolns-Prager, 1957), pp. 47-52.
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most important hope of advance lies, I think, in the idea of a minimum
deterrent.” Naively, he continued, “The Soviet Union seems genuinely
interested in this.” And well it might be, since a minimum deterrent
is as good as none at alll Persons seated near Churchill saw his eyes
flash as in the past, and heard the old patriot growl quietly under his
breath. The speaker concluded by saying hopefully that “when the
British and United States elections are over there may be a real chance
of a breakthrough in disarmament.” 28

Considering Gordon Walker’s failure at the polls in October, 1964,
Prime Minister Wilson must have had strong personal reasons for
appointing him to the post of Foreign Secretary. In the normal course
of events, that place would have gone to Denis Healey, M.P., an
equally devout Fabian Socialist and a past chairman, like Gordon
Walker, of the Fabian International Bureau. As a consolation prize
Healey was named Secretary of Defense in a government pledged to
the gradual erosion of Britain’s military defenses.

Such assurance was given by Prime Minister Wilson himself, who
told the House of Commons on November 23: “A Defense policy
which does not contain within itself the seeds of further progress
towards disarmament is one which in the present state of the world
we can no longer regard as appropriate”? He did not deign to
explain how it is possible to arm and disarm at the same time. Appar-
ently Healey knew the answer without being told.

Nevertheless, it was evident to Fabian insiders that with Gaitskell’s
death Denis Healey lost his best friend at Court. He, too, knew a
number of important people in America, and in 1962 had been a
featured speaker before a Council of World Affairs seminar at Asi-
lomar in California. But what John Freeman of the New Statesman
charitably described as Healey’s “offbeat sense of humor” almost
proved his undoing. In 1958, for instance, a political journalist from
West Germany interviewed various prominent Britons on the tech-
nical question of the Bonn Government’s reluctance to accept the
Oder-Neisse boundary for a united Germany. They were asked:
“Would the British nation, in a similar situation . . . ever accept the
loss of one-quarter of the United Kingdom, including the complete
denationalization of those territories by the mass expulsion of their

# Patrick Gordon Walker, “Foreign Policy in a Changing World,” Socialist
International Information, (July 4, 1964 ), Vol. XIV, No. 14.

® Official text supplied by British Information Services, References and Library
Division, T 48, New York, ( November 24, 1964 ).
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>

inhabitants?” With one exception they replied, “No, of course not.
The exception was Denis Healey, M.P., who said, “Certainly, we
would agree.” 30

There is some question as to whether Healey’s famous sense of
humor might not again betray him and his associates. His answer in
1964 to the question, “Why are we still fighting overseas?” contained
statements that could prove lethal to multitudes, if taken seriously in
high quarters. “The idea that international Communism is the prob-
lem which we face in Africa and Asia is a nonsense from the start,”
declared Healey, “because Communism is no longer as it once was, a
single monolithic bloc.” 8 Did he, with typical Fabian conceit, regard
himself as more than a match for the wily Russians and wilier Chi-
nese?

Like his colleagues of the Socialist International at home and
abroad, Denis Healey accepted at face value the Communist world’s
amoeba-like application of the ancient adage, Divide and Conquer.
In a fine-spun argument that undoubtedly caused some mirth in
Moscow and Peking, Healey pointed out that it was Britain’s duty to
seek agreements with other world powers, and above all with the
Soviet Union, for achieving stability in Asia and Africa. Ever mindful
of the “necessity” for being fair to the Red Chinese, he explained:

. . in those parts of Asia where Communism is clearly at work subverting
institutions of the non-Communist world, it would be a mistake to assume
without evidence that Communism is centrally directed from Moscow or
even from China. There is much evidence to suggest that even the Vietnam-
ese Communist Party, although it holds heavy responsibility for Laos and
South Vietnam, is not acting as a satellite of Peking.32

The names of Denis Healey and Patrick Gordon Walker appeared
on an unusually long list of official appointments marking the advent
of the Labour Party Government in Britain. A number of brand new
departments had been created, sometimes with functions that over-
lapped the old. More than ever veteran Fabians predominated. Ac-
cording to the Fabian News of November-December, 1964, which
printed a list of government appointments and conveniently marked
with a cross the names of members of the Society, they filled nearly

® Bolko von Richthofen, “All Out of Step But Healey.” Sudeten Bulletin. A
Central European Review. (Munich, December, 1958), Vol. VI, No. 12, p. 266.

® Denis Healey, “Why Are We Still Fighting Overseas?” Socialist International
Information, (July 4, 1964), Vol. XIV, No. 14.

* Ibid.
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two-thirds of all ranking government posts.3® The cross mark was
inadvertently omitted from some well-known old Fabian names, such
as Lord Gardiner, a former member of the Fabian Executive, Jennie
Lee, Alice Bacon and others, who may have allowed their formal
memberships to lapse. So the actual count was probably higher. Far
from being a composite picture of youthful vigor, the Cabinet repre-
sented the unchangeable old guard of the Society. Practically all had
served in one capacity or another in the Labour Government from
1945 to 1951, and their average age was fifty-seven years.

On the authority of Fabian News, nineteen of twenty-three Cabinet
Members could be counted as belonging to the “National Fabian
Society”—a term not hitherto used.®* The others (such as Sir Frank
Soskice, the new Home Secretary, or Frank Cousins of the Transport
Workers Union, appointed to head the new Ministry of Technology
and Science) were almost equally well-known and trusted in Fabian
circles. Yet no whisper of that open secret reached the air waves or
percolated into the general press.

So strictly was Fabian security maintained, that the informed New
Statesman felt free to indulge in a little discreet private fun on the
subject. “Most of the reformist movements,” remarked a columnist on
that Fabian-controlled weekly, “seem to have lost to the Government
either a chairman or a valued committee member. Flourishing limbs
have thus been lopped off the National Campaign for the Abolition
of Capital Punishment, the Howard League, the Albany Trust, the
New Bridge, the Josephine Butler Society and the Prison Reform
Council, to name only a few. Letters of congratulatory regret have
been flowing into ministers’ offices.” 35

Unmentioned, of course, was the fact that names of five past chair-
men of the Fabian Society turned up on the revised roster of Her
Majesty’s Government,®® released by British Information Services in
November, 1964. Or that nine Cabinet Members and at least five
Ministers outside the Cabinet had seen service on the Fabian Execu-

3 “The General Election,” “The Labor Government,” Fabian News, { November-
December, 1964 ). See Appendix I, pp. xxxix-xli.

* Ibid. See Appendix I, p. xxxix.

* Quoted in the National Review Bulletin, (January 5, 1965), p. 7.

® Cf. Fabian Society Annual Reports, 1954-55 through 1961-62. (The five
former chairmen were: Prime Minister Harold Wilson, chairman of the Society,
1954-55; Arthur Skeffington, Parliamentary Secretary to the Ministry of Land and
National Resources, chairman of the Society, 1956-57; Roy Jenkins, Minister of
Aviation, chairman of the Society, 1957-58; Eirene White, Under Secretary of
State at the Colonial Office, chairman of the Society, 1958-59; C. A. R. Crosland,
Economic Secretary to the Treasury, chairman of the Society, 1961-62.
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tive.®” These statistics were already known to delighted members and
friends of the Fabian Society (sometimes referred to by Communists
as a “reformist movement”), which had also relinquished most of its
current officers and committee heads to the Government.

Chief Secretary of the Treasury with rank of Minister was John
Diamond, a longtime honorary treasurer of the Society. Postmaster
General Anthony Wedgwood Benn was the Fabian Society’s current
vice chairman, as well as the chairman of its combined International
and Commonwealth Bureau. William Rodgers, general secretary of
the Fabian Society, went to the Ministry of Economic Affairs as a
parliamentary Under Secretary. Few, indeed, of that suddenly exalted
company saw fit to record in Who's Who their lifelong organizational
ties with Britain’s oldest and boldest Socialist Society, bellwether of
the world-wide Socialist International.

Dedicated for years to the idea of social revolution and the
gradual but total extinction of private enterprise, they now preferred
for publicity purposes to be described as “moderate” Socialists. In
reality, there is no such breed. There are only patient and impatient
Socialists—just as Dorothy Day, a left wing Catholic newspaper editor
in New York, suggested long ago that there are patient and impatient
virgins.38

So the same dreary old programs that had proved incapable once
before of producing a brave new world were freshened up and given
a new look by Fabian Research. Like rabbits pulled from a magician’s
hat, they were presented with an air of proud discovery and some
variations in the patter designed to divert attention from the timeworn
routine. The new Minister of Economic Affairs, George Brown, M.P.,
might talk ever so brightly about “the development and implementa-
tion of a national incomes policy covering all forms of income and
related to productivity.” But in the end, it still meant wage controls,
price controls, export-import controls, and a capital levy.

Management and unions were invited to collaborate in the “plan,”
with government holding the whiphand and deciding just “where the

* Ibid., p. 2. Cabinet members formerly on the Fabian Executive were: IHarold
Wilson, Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury; Lord Gardiner, Lord High
Chancellor; Patrick Gordon Walker, Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs; Denis
Healey, Secretary of Defense; James Grifliths, Secretary of State for Wales; The
Earl of Longford, Lord Privy Seal and Leader of the House of Lords; Douglas
Houghton, Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster; Michael Stewart, Secretary of
State for Education and Science; R. H. S. Crossman, Minister of Housing and
Local Government.

% Cf., Dorothy Day, The Eleventh Virgin, (New York, A. & C. Boni, 1924).
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behavior of prices or wages, salaries or other money incomes is in the
national interest.” 3 The bureaucrats still had the last word, and for
the average Briton there could be no escape and no hiding place from
the government’s all-seeing computers.

True, there seemed to be something different about Her Majesty’s
opening address to the Parliament on November 3. She no longer
spoke in the first person plural, but referred instead to “My Armies,
My Ministers, My Government.” Grammatically, at least, the Queen
had been stripped of the royal prerogative in an apparent move to
belittle the Monarchy. Reading the text prepared by Labour Party
Ministers, she likewise found herself compelled to say: “My Govern-
ment will initiate early action to reestablish the necessary ownership
and control of the Iron and Steel Industry . . . >4

Harrying the throne had been for some time an approved left wing
blood sport in England, and there is no question that it was Fabian-
instigated. During the fifties Malcolm Muggeridge, a privileged scion
of Fabian Socialism’s first family, specialized in taking potshots at
royalty. He was a nephew of the autocratic Beatrice Webb and a
former Moscow correspondent. He was also a former editor of Punch
and a contributor to the New Statesman as well as more highly paid
weeklies in Britain and America. While he denied being a Fabian, he
was frequently advertised in Fabian News as a speaker at the Society’s
meetings and weekend schools.*!

In the sixties the Queen and her circle became the target of two
sharply critical Fabian tracts.*?> With that intellectual snobbery so
characteristic of the Socialist elite, it was asserted that the Court
lacked appreciation of the finer things of life. Somehow those attacks
on the Establishment culminated in a scheme for “integrating” the
historic public schools of England into the State-controlled educa-

® British Record, Political and Economic Notes Issued by British Information
Services. Supplement to British Record No. 19, ( December 22, 1964 ).

“ Text of Her Majesty’s Most Gracious Speech to Both Houses of Parliament,
(November 3, 1964 ), British Information Services.

“ Fabian News, (April, 1963), reported that Malcolm Muggeridge, son of
H. T. Muggeridge, a leading early Fabian, had contributed an article to Lon-
don’s Sunday Times entitled “Follies of the Fabians.” There he stated that:
“the Fabians’ aloof benevolence and sublime certainties have worked on the
corrupt minds of demagogic politicians to produce the telly-watching, bingo-
playing, hire-purchasing democracy we have today.” Nevertheless, in the same
ear he also contributed an article of amiable reminiscences about his family to
the fiftieth anniversary issue of the New Statesman.

“John Vaizey, Education in a Class Society. The Queen and Her Horses
Reign, Fabian Tract No. 342, (London, The Fabian Society, January, 1962).

Howard Glennerster and Richard Pryke, The Public Schools, Young Fabian
Pamphlet, No. 7, (London, The Fabian Society, November, 1964).
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tional system, at an estimated cost to public funds of 15 million
pounds. The project was eagerly seconded by the incoming Labour
Party Government and promised high priority on its schedule of things
to come.

Britain’s so-called public schools were, of course, private and inde-
pendently financed boarding schools, where many of the men who
contributed to England’s past greatness had received their early train-
ing. If it was true, as the Duke of Wellington remarked, that the
Battle of Waterloo was won on the playing fields of Eton, a future
Red Napoleon should have nothing to fear from coming generations
of English schoolboys. What a leading Fabian educator calls the “bad
characteristics” of such schools—namely, their “emphasis on leader-
ship and character” ¥*—will presumably be eliminated by making
them tuition-free and by offering their admittedly superior classroom
facilities to “children who have had the least opportunities in life.” 44

According to John Vaizey of the Fabian Executive and the London
School of Economics, entry to the better schools where places are
scarce must be distributed on the same principle as food rationing.
And he asked significantly, “Is not this the better English tradition?” 45
So despite all predictions of plenty made by Fabian orators in the
1964 election campaign, the principle of rationed scarcity was elevated
to the status of an enduring tradition!

Undismayed by the slimness of his parliamentary majority, the
Right Honorable Harold Wilson, M.P., Prime Minister, First Lord of
the Treasury and Vice Chairman of the Socialist International,*® an-
nounced he would proceed without delay to implant full-scale Social-
ism in Britain—and eventually in the world. If anyone misunderstood
him, it really was not Wilson’s fault.

Like his predecessors of the postwar era, Wilson’s initial move was
to raise four billion dollars abroad, nominally to strengthen the British
pound but, in fact, to finance his government’s elusive schemes for
what it termed the “social democratic revolution.” The first billion
came from the International Monetary Fund, providentially set up
twenty years earlier by Lord Keynes and described by a Socialist
International spokesman as being “in essence a Socialist conception.” 47

* Vaizey, op. cit.

“ Glennerster and Pryke, op. cit.

“ Vaizey, op. cit.

“ Another Vice Chairman of the Socialist International, former Foreign Minister
Giuseppe Saragat, was elected President of Italy in December, 1964,

“ Hilary Marquand, “The Theory and Practice of Planning,” Economic Develop-

ment and Social Change, (London, Socialist International Publication, no date—
1962 or 1963), p. 28.
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The remaining sum was contributed by eleven sympathetically minded
governments, chief among them being the United States which prof-
fered a cool billion.

Visiting Washington to confer with the newly elected President
Johnson, Wilson solemnly told White House correspondents that the
theme of these discussions was “interdependence.” What at first blush
might have seemed no more than a classic bit of Fabian impudence,
was spoken in deadly earnest. For the route of “interdependence,”
taken in the literal sense and pursued to its logical conclusion, leads
in the end to World Government: a goal to which Harold Wilson
and his colleagues are profoundly pledged.

In that centennial year of the Socialist International, a Fabian
Socialist clique had assumed control of the Mother of Parliaments,
whether briefly or enduringly. The Labour Party Platform, which
Fabians drafted and on which they stood, stated clearly: “For us
World Government is the final objective . . . .” *8 It was no coincidence
that the platform of the Socialist International, approved two years
before in Oslo, proclaimed the same objective and designated the
United Nations as an interim medium for achieving it. Nor was it
purely wishful rhetoric when Socialist International Information de-
clared that the British Labour Party’s victory marked “a renaissance of
the power and influence of democratic Socialism throughout the
world.” 4 The nineteenth century dream of Socialist World Govern-
ment, which some called a specter, seemed closer to becoming a
reality than ever before.

From the first, the strongest obstacles to fulfillment of that con-
spirators’ dream had been the two great English-speaking nations.
It was to capture those twin citadels of personal liberty and private
initiative that the Fabian Socialist movement had originally been
founded, seeking to accomplish by patient indirection what quite
obviously could not be done by frontal attack. After eighty years, with
Britain apparently won, all that remained was to persuade the might-
iest of her erstwhile colonies to renounce independence without a
struggle. And then .

What deterred the Fabian tortoise from striking, and striking hard,
was the slight matter of a parliamentary majority—and the abiding

* The New Britain. The Labour Party’s Manifesto for the 1964 General Elec-
tion. (London, The Labour Party, Transport House, 1964), p. 22. (Italics added.)

“ “The Significance of the Labour Party’s Victory,” Socialist International In-
formation, (October 24, 1964 ), Vol. XIV, No. 23.
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common sense of the British people. With Churchill lingering on his
deathbed, Englishmen were moved somehow to remember their fight-
ing heritage and to ignore the counsels of submission. They may also
have been influenced by the fact that in less than one hundred days
of the Wilson government, the price of virtually every household
article had soared—due in part to the new 15 per cent tax on imports,
in part to the weakness of the pound sterling. Capital was in flight,
and who could blame it?

Thus when Patrick Gordon Walker stood again for a presumably
safe seat in Parliament, for the second time he suffered an inglorious
defeat. The Labour Party’s margin in Parliament was by then reduced
to three, with four safe Conservative seats yet to be filled. Nine Lib-
erals in the House had already served notice that they would not
vote with Labour on the issue of steel nationalization. Unless a miracle
occurred, or unless Wilson could manage to sidestep every contro-
versial issue, it looked very much as if he would be forced to call
another general election in a matter of weeks—or months.

Meanwhile, Patrick Gordon Walker resigned as Foreign Secretary.
The post went to Michael Stewart, recent Secretary of State for Educa-
tion and Science—another professor, like Wilson and Gordon Walker.
Young Anthony Crosland of the Fabian Executive moved up from a
lesser spot in the Treasury to be Secretary of State for Education.
And for the first time since October there was gloom at 10 Downing
Street. The Prime Minister no longer whistled as he polished his boots.

In the face of all the portents, however, Wilson was grimly deter-
mined to hang on. The appointment of Michael Stewart as Foreign
Secretary was further proof that the Prime Minister did not propose
to trim his Socialist sails. Though Stewart was described by press
correspondents as a relative unknown, this only meant his background
was relatively unknown to the public. In Fabian Socialist circles he
was very well-known indeed.

Ten years older than Wilson, Michael Stewart began his career as
a young Fabian Socialist official in the Royal Household during 1931.
Some years later he stood for the House of Commons, becoming a
parliamentary secretary in the Labour Government from 1945 to
1951. He and his wife Mary were another of those high-level Fabian
husband-and-wife teams, comparable in spirit if not in productivity
to the Webbs or the Coles. In 1962-63 Mary Stewart served as chair-
man of the Fabian Executive; while Michael owed his ideas on foreign
affairs to years of service with the Fabian International Bureau and
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its important directing committee.’® He was the author of Fabian
Tract No. 296, published in 1955 by the International Bureau: Policy
and Weapons in the Nuclear Age.5*

In January, 1958, Michael Stewart approvingly reviewed Professor
Blackett’s book, Atomic Weapons and East-West Relations,?? in which
the theory of the “minimum deterrent” was advanced. “It is hard to
dispute the main contention,” wrote the future Foreign Secretary in
a properly defeatist vein, “that an attempt to keep world peace by
striving for a permanent Western superiority in science and technique
is bound to fail . . ..

Whether or not the Fabian-packed Labour Party Government was
able to hang on, Britain’s Fabian Socialist movement would remain
a formidable and destructive power in the future as it had proved to
be in the past. Its connections and its influence are world-wide; it has
demonstrated more than once that it can be as dangerous in defeat
as in victory. Following a political failure at home in 1931, it pro-
ceeded to develop really effective plans and means for the greatest
coup of its history: the penetration and transformation of the United
States of America. And with the help of American admirers, Fabians
were returned to office some years later in England. The wealth and
power of the largely unsuspecting United States is still the Fabian
Society’s trump card.

Certainly no tears were detected in official circles in Washington
when Wilson’s Labour Party was handily reelected on March 30,
1966, winning a substantial parliamentary majority. This victory em-
powered Wilson to move forward along Socialist lines as rapidly as
he could do so without alienating the Commonwealth countries or
embarrassing his American friends. It also seemed to assure Fabian
control in Britain for a full five years to come. By the end of that
time, who knows? In the words of an old, sad song, “It may be for
years, or it may be forever.”

® Fabian Society 75th Annual Report, 1957-58, p. 20. Under the heading,
“Members of Main Committees,” Michael Stewart is listed as a member of the

International Bureau Committee. Fabian Society 80th Annual Repori, 1962-63,
p- 4, announces the election of Mary Stewart as chairman of the Fabian Execu-
tive.

% With Rex Winsbury, a past chairman of the Young Fabian Group, Michael
Stewart was also the author in October, 1963 of Fabian Tract No. 350, An In-
comes Policy for Labour. Stewart was described as “an economist and prospec-
tive parliamentary candidate for Folkestone and Hythe.”

5 “Grim but Enthralling,” Fabian News, ( January, 1958).
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The Fabian Turtle Discovers America

SHORTLY after the New Year in 1888, a shy, frail and previously
undiscovered young American awoke to a new life. For the next ten
years—until his death at the age of forty-eight—he was not only to
experience the rewards of literary success but to be acclaimed as the
lay prophet of a new and fashionable political cult. His name, Edward
Bel};a_g;y,;&mﬂd_snon be known from Massachusetts to Cﬂﬁfb“"rma, and/
even in such world capitals as London, Paris and Berlin. The reason?
Onemnmmmpmrecewed by Benjar
. Ficknor of the Boston’}msflﬁg‘ﬁrm‘tee—miﬁ@hﬁfhad jus
/ ‘been Pubhshed’ over- s signature, and it proved to be the best-

selling American novel since Uncle
“Edward Bell former editorial Wnter and book reviewer
' wM&n something of a drifter. Soii 6fa -New
England minister; Ti¢ had studied for a few terms at Union College l/
in Schenectady and then spent a year inm Dresder;—Germany, w

he pursued an alr akened interest in Socialism.! Everything he
started seemed to be cut short ei er by 1 ess or his own restless

that plague of early America:r—"

Returmng from Europe Bellamy prepared for the bar, but practiced
only briefly. Instead he went to New York City with a letter of recom-|
mendation from Colonel Thomas Wentworth Higginson, the well-

known_Aholitionfst—amd—tatter-day—Socialist, and began writing for
the New York Evening Post. was only twenty-two, Bellam

! Sylvia E Bowman, The Year 2000—A. Critical Biography of Edwarcl _Bellamy,
(New York; Bookman-Assoriares T953 ), pp. 97-98.
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delivered a lyceum address on the “barbarism” of competitive 1ndustry
and the beauties of a socialized system, which apparently resulted in
his lmlg New York and joining the staff of the Springfield Union.

Poor hea early ';fetu};exﬂ
brought Bellamy the fame that had so far escaped him:~ThHough he
< had published some—twodozenm short stories in respected American
,,Way, his circle of admirers was small. Settling down

in-the little cotfon-mili¥own where he was born and fortifying himself
_ with generous infusions of whiskey and black coffee, he produced

several novels that gained him but slight attention, At last he wrote
) Lookmg Backward, the tale o _an_Amm:manmtopm and"‘_ 1ngularly

classic. By now it remains httle more than a hterary curiosity, buried
in libraries throughout the world and resurrected only occasionally.
A briefer edition, reprinted in the nineteen-thirties,? gives hardly a clue

to its origifal impact. When the book first appeated, however, it was
noted Tor its novelty and for the fact that it was a socialist romance
which never once mentioned Socialism.

A book review of March 29, 1888, in The Nation (then owned by
the New York Evening Post, where Bellamy had been a contributor)
did not hesitate to mention the proscribed word. Hailing the work as
a “glowing prophecy and gospel of peace,” the anonymous critic added
that even if Bellamy’s schemes for solving the land question “ought
theoretically to have restored the society of ancient Peru instead of
bringing about the millennium, . . . Mr. George himself would rejoice
in a realized ideal of Socialism such as this.”

The “Mr. George” referred to was, of course, Henry George, author
of Progress and Poverty, who had run unsuccessfully for mayor of
New York City less than two years before and polled the surprising
total of 67,000 votes—7,000 more than a muscular young Republican
named Theodore Roosevelt. As The Nation's rcviewer noted, the brand
of Socialism offered in fiction-coated form by Bellamy was stronger
medicine than any prescribed by Henry George, who urged a Single
Tax on land as the remedy for humanity’s ills. Looking Backward
predicted that America’s golden age would be achieved not merely

2 Modern Library Edition, New York, Random House, no date, with a foreword
by Heywood Broun. A new British edition of Lookmg Backward was published
in 1948 and advertised in Fabian News, shortly after the Communist Party is-
sued a directive on reviving “native Communism.”
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by making real estate unprofitable, but by making all other invest-
ments equally unprofitable.

This marvel was to be wrought, presumably by peaceful means,
through “the national organization of labor under a single direction.”
For like its predecessor, Uncle Tom’s Cabin, which had sparked anti-
slavery agitation in New England, Looking Backward was Abolition-
ist in spirit. In the most polite and indirect way, it preached to the
questing Puritan conscience the abolition of “wage slavery.”

There was nothing accidental about it, as some biographers assert
today. In the same year that Edward Bellamy began writing his long-
projected utopian novel, Karl Marx’s daughter Eleanor—George Ber-
nard Shaw’s Dark Lady®—toured the United States, noticed a great
deal of “unconscious Socialism,” and announced that some day “the
Uncle Tom’s Cabin of Capitalism would be written.” * A mutual friend,
Laurence Gronlund, transmitted the word to Bellamy, with a further
specﬂicatlon that the book should be désigned t6 attract persons of
dgement and culture Five other - utopian novels ‘were published i

ough its popularity waned as fashions in fiction changed, the long-
rangWMemi;g_@unoh has persisted-in- vamQus related
forms£ arters of a century. "

Julian West, the hero of Looking Backward, was a properly well-
to-do Bostonian of the type Bellamy and Gronlund hoped to reach.
In 2000 A.p. Julian awoke from a long, hypnotic sleep to find that
the United States had evolved painlessly into something called the
Cooperative Commonwealth, where everyone was happy, comfortable
and behaved like an angel. Looking backward, he was able to detect..
many vae that they hafl
all been corrected by the new collectvist system:-Jt-was;-as-the™ it

1 1sh—see1awl—evaﬁgé’lf§f““ William Morris, rather snobbishly remarked, “a
"\ cockmey—Paradise”which he personally would not care to inhabit.®
i Sweetened by a sentimental love-interest, this optlmlstlc fantasy
appealed To-Amrerica’s—kindly;—eulture-hungry-middle class, in an era
when the-Toatme-ol_daily life was brightened by the Lend-a-Hand
Clubs and the Chatauqua Circles. For a time Looking Backward sold-

*Heésketh Pearson, Bernard Shaw, (London, Methuen & Co., Ltd., 1961), p

120.
* Bowman, op. cit., pp. 116-117.
SE. B-——'Phemmnn “William Morris.” Monthly Press Review, (New York,

1961), p. 632. Letter from Morris to Gla51er, May 13, 1889.
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at the then fantastic rate of a thousand copies a day. Total sales in
the United States eventually topped half a million and in England
reached nearly half that amount. As a result, Edward Bellamy became
~the Bguiehiead and symbol of an American E&hﬁ?mement
whose future pattern_of growth-he-could not for e in detail. British
Fabians, however, and their disciples in the United States were avail-
" able to guide its development, from the eager }Egimngs to the grim
conclusion which a veteran American Socialist, Upton Smclaur assures
\Mu*ﬁﬁt‘flﬂel?was never closer than it is today. e
Leeand Shepherd, original publishers of Lookmg Backward, were
promptly besieged with questions about its unknown author. Among
others, Frances E. Willard, then heading the very respectable National
Council of~Womenl in Washington,-B-Gs-wrote t6 a friend employed
%mn reading Edward Bellamy’s Looking Back-
ward and think it’s a revelation and an Evangel. Who and where is
he? . What manner of man is he in private?” To which she
ly—“We~do mot know, except that his letters are
mailed from Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts.” ” Three weeks later
Framces Willard, ever an ardent advocate of women’s causes, wrote
[ to Say, “Some of us think that Edward Bellamy must b Edwardina

/ —that a big-hearted, big-braineéd Woman wrote t F“book Wont t you
please ﬁmLout'r’”

“As the moving spirit of the Internatio
perance Union, Frances E. Willard )
temperance leader Tady Henry Somerset and a perennial house guest
at her country estite. Like a number of early American feminists and
reformers, Frances Willard also joined-the-FabtanSociety of London.?
Though disappointed to learn that the author of Looking Buckward
was no female, her enthusiasm for the novel ‘was not dimmished.

1 Frances Willard quickly brought it to the attention of British friends
- and claimed credit for introducing the book_to students at Oxford,
besides commending it to her many lecture audiences in America. In
\ a face- to-face dlscussmn Bellamy even persuaded her that references

Womens Chr1st1an Tem-

e

°In a telev151on interview with Upton Sinclair by Paul Coates, originating at
Station KTTV, Los Angeles, May, 1962.

" Frances E. Willard, “An Interview with Edward Bellamy,” Our Day, Vol. 1V,
1889.

® William A. Clarke, “The Fabian Society,” New England Magazine, (March,
1894), p. 91.
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since by then the curse of intemperance would have been safely
removed. )
In private life, Edward Be beverages
/than wine;® but his freq i r in public was usually a[
g\ascnbed to “dyspepsia.” He was no-tess-guarded-about 1 revealmg the /
origins of WS Socialist creed. In a letter to William Dean Howells, the
silver-haired New England poet and essayist, he stated: “I have never
been a student of ‘Socialist literature, or have known more of Socialist
schemes than any reader.of newspapers_might” This careful denial
ay be doubted for Bellamy was a voracious reader of “German-as
wellas English-books—Trrhis Tyceunr-address-of-3872-he-had already
shown_more than a bowing acquainfannp with.-Socialist.doctrines.
- To others, he “confessed” that he learned all he knew of “scientific
'Socialism”‘"Tf?)"n‘l“a“ﬁttle*"wlume‘mbjf“"ﬁaurence Gronlund, 2" Danish- / /

- American-lawyer-then tiving-in-Philadelphia..lt-was. called The Co-

operative Commonwealth——a term_that modern Sacialists._still use
?Ate; hangeably with - erm_“industrial democracy,” given currency
ome years later by Sldney and Beatrice Webb. Published in 1884;
also by Lee and Shepherd, The Cooperative Commonwealth was the

first book deliberately to present the doctrmes-of Marx1an Socialism [ }
m non—Marxmt terms for A”mencan readers Four years Tlater Gronlund

«-QQX?_I_ZE rare example of }lAJ,M

hterary altruism. J
i ated in Eurone Laurence Gronlund was already a full-blown )
MarxiSt when he emigrated to the United States. As a lawyer, teacher

, -and-would=be Tabor organizer j ) he had come to the con-
clugion that neither European methods nor an ahen e gy could f//

ever_succeed in making Socialism acceptable to the gteat majority o
Amerjcans.® Social revolution must be d1sgulsed It must be a
Tua

gradu hst.m%?%'t_ for_social reform. Perhaps it was not purely by
coincidence a similar idea occurred at precisely the same time to

the foundersof the London Fabian Society. This idea coincided with

the long-term-planfor England and America of the two tireless arch- i
conspirators, Karl Marx_and Frederick Engels, from whom modery | . ¢
Social Democracy stems.

As eaily a5 1872 Karl Nlarx speakmg in Amsterdam, had 1nt1mated

° Bowman,-ep--eitpp. 149-150.
“Richard T. Ely, Socialism and Social Reform, (Boston T. Y. Crowell & Co.,
18947, p 102"
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that social revolution might be accomplished by peaceful means in

England and America—that is, by_taking advanta¥e of Tiz

Eltlons and free institutions to subvert them. Bbth countries ywere
EllL

Tnown To Marx and had treated him kindly. London was his
irst International,

ome during years of exile:
known as the-Workingmen's Tnternational Assoc1at1on “on September
28, 1864 at a public meeting in St. Martin’s Hall, Long Acre. While
niever visited the United States, the weekly five dollars which

he receﬁéﬂ’ﬁs‘ﬁp‘eﬁai"amesp‘mdmt‘fm.ihﬂ_]w%k Tmbune was

Crlmean War to that newspaper, whose edltor, Horace Greeley, like-
wise called himself a Socialist—although Greeley seems to have per-
ceived Tittle_ difference between the utopian farm colonies inspired in
Qltebellum America by Charles Fourier and Robert Owen_and the

“scientific socialism™ of a Karl Marx.

) moaem Social Democracy believed that in certain
respec States held the key to world revolution. In the
reface to Volume I of Das Kapital, Marx wrote: “As in the eight-

eenth century, the American War of Independence sounded the tocsin
for the European middle class, the American Civil War sounded it
for the European working class.”

Following the collapse of the Paris Commune which he had backed

after its formation, Marx ordered the headquarters of his First Inter-
natlmm%ﬁm—ijw direction of
-a-trusted aide Friedrich Adolph Sorge. Seventy years later a grandson
of that selfsame Sorge headed a Communist spy ring in T okyo, whose

© intrigues precipitated the Japanese decision to striké southward at
earl Harbor and brought the United States 1nto World War II in
imQ to say,
 In his lifetime, Karl Marx free y deplored the fact that his Socialist
Hollowers in the Umted States were no more than a displacéd group
of angry trade uni —refugees from the revolutions of 1848 and
1870. Their meetings were held and minutes-were writterr in German.
" Socially, pohtlcally and psychologlcauy, they-were not only isolated
from the main cuirent of Americam 1ife; but for years they rebuffed
attempts by English-speaking Socialists to join them. Laurence Gron-
k lund; his friend Charles Southeran, the biographer of Horace Greeley;
" and Florence Kelley, who translated Engels” Condition of the Work-

“ John Spargo, Socialism, A Summary and Interpretation of Socialist Principles,
(New York, The Macmillan Company, 1913), p. 210.
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ing Class in England in 1844 (pristine Marxists, all), were expelled

in turn from America’s Socialist Labor Party for being unorthodox—
erica s docatist Lab

and non-German.

A’ British Fabian Socialist and charter member of the London
Fabian Society, Edward- B Pease-once-observed tartly that the earl
Social Democrats in the United- States- resembledW

1

matic sect whose everv action requlred a Marxian téxt to sanc

orar headyyay
in centers of immigrant populatlon-—notably New York City, where
the slogan "Dowi with-German—Soeialisin _and German lager’” be--

to Sorge that the alsappearance of the stubborn, unruly old German
comrades would be a_healthy thing f6r_the Socialist movement in
America. Révolutions and barricades, dynamite and rifles were all the
talk among the German-American Marxists of the eighties, and any-
body who suggested anything else was unworthy of the name of So-
cialist.

The decade had been a stormy one for the comrades. In Russia,
social revolutiomaries—tomspired to kill grand dukes and ministers of
state, and in 1882 had actually succeeded in assassinating the Czar.
In Chicago three German-American Anarchists and one native Ameri-
can, Albert Parsons, were hanged in 1887 for complicity in the Hay-
market Square bombings the year before. Socialist protests against
these executions had led the American public to believe that Socialists
and Anarchists were identical—and in some instances, they were, as
persistent Anarchist infiltration of the First International and the
Socialist Labor Party demonstrated.

To the average American of the eighties, as Edward Bellamy said,
the very word Socialisin brought to mind ideas of atheism, revolution
and sexual novelties. Visits to._the-United States” “’“‘1884*75)7 Frederlck
Engels and in 1886 by “Wilhelim Tiebknecht; & co-founder of Germany’s /
Social ocratic Party, did nothing to dispel that 1mpressmn

Engels’ godless views on” religion and marriage;—as-expressed in his

Origin of the Family, were wi icized. Wilhelm Liebknecht,

who prophe51ed the future triumph of Socialism in the United States

* Edward R. Pease, History of Socialism, (London, A. & C. Black, 1913), p.
339. S
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one Sunday afternoon at Brommer’s Park in New York City,'® was
accompanied by Eleanor Marx and her common-law husband, Edward
Avelgngﬁanslawr ot Das Kapital into English. Dutp-a fifteen week
lecture tour as guests of the Socialist Labor Party, the couple’s un-
conventional union provoked a public scandal. Here, it seemed, was
llvmg proof that Socialists favored free love and flouted family ties;
~ and the topic was revived at intervals long after the » unhappy Eleanor
Marx, in England, had committed suicide as a result of Avglégs
d-é;rtlon
"Abhorred by native Amencan workingmen and members of the
urban middle class ist ideas-nevertheless began in m"t‘l%‘rmd/ye
ighties to exert a certain fascination in learned circies. They were
spread by professors and students of a new, somewhat occult science
known as Political Economy. Foremost among these campus 5o6th-
sayers was Professor Richard T. Ely of Johns Hopkins University—
later of the Un1vers1ty of Wisconsin, where, notably, he influenced

tor, Robert M LaF
Zifigthe Amer1can Economic Association,, .
onvened for the first time on September Q‘T@Lﬁjhe fashionable
United States Hotel I Saratoga, New York.l
Minutesof this_ historic meeting show that “the Socialist-minded
element at_once captured a majority of the_ Assoviation’s elective
offices. Professor Ely,” who served as chairman, was vas voted general
secretary of the Organizatlon TWo like-minded colleagues, Professors
. C. Adams of Cornell and E. J. James of Pennsylvania, Were elected
st and second v ; E. W. Bemis (lagér on
ge aculty of the University of Chicago) attended as secretary of the
nnecticut branch. Included-among the several hundred charter
members, not yet a recognized authority, was the futuré Professori
John R. Commons of Indiana and Michigan Universities, whose out-
Hin¢~of political economy became a standard textbook>for several

generations—of toltege students throughoutthe countrys '

¢ socialism,’® which

in their day cast a shadow no larger tha - argued
‘:privefteiy"aﬁﬁl' SO icly, for the munlcu;ml al_or national owner-

B The New York szes, (September 21 1886)

inutes of the American Economic Association, Vol. 1.
- QQIMB”‘P" 1SS, an ondon, Sonnenschein, 1895), p

146,
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ship of what they termed “natural monopolies,” but for the time being
did not profess to the full Socialist program of nationalizing all land
and capital.’® The new learned society provided a dignified sounding
board for their doctrines, as it does for their modern counterparts. It
is interesting to note that the American Economic Association very
soon published over its imprint two essays by an amateur economist
who also happened to be the chairman of the London Fabian Society
—the emerging Sidney Webb.

Lending the authority of the cloth to the Association’s original meet-
ing were the Reverend Lyman Abhott and the Reverend Washington

Gladden, hoth“to become prominent in the Christian Socialist move>

ment. There was also Dr. E. R. A. Seligman of Columbia, the Assc:%i/
ation’s-first treasurerwho-became something of a power behind

scene§ In national politics as well as in the aeademic world. Member

[ ="

of T-weslthy German-American banking family in New York-and- pri—///:;_ )

vately tutored as a lad by Horatio Alger of the rags-to-riches precepts,
Dr. Seligman was usually regarded as a_conservative; _yet throughout
a long Tifetime he condoned every heterodoxy in the name of academic

freedom. The Reverend Abbott (a future editor of The Outlook) and—

Dr. Sellgrpfiwere promptly named to the council of the Anierican
Economic Association together with a reserved;-lantern-jawed young

Associgte professer. from Bryn Mawr College, Dr. Woodrow Wilsop,
/who nonp_s_ﬂﬁpﬁét’éﬁ”ﬁvou one day be President o i ates.

Appointed to the Labor Committee was Woodrow Wilsons good
friend, Wﬁm editor of the Tribune in Minneapolis
With its trongly German-Socialist population' and later chosen to

iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii Revters Dr. Shaw's personal contacts
with British Fabians were established in the nineties, when he pub-
lished a book entitled Municipal Government in Great Britain.

Other characters of incidental interest attending the founders’ meet-
ing of the American Economic Association were Thomas Davidson,
who had inadvertently helped to found the Fabian Society of London,
and F. H. Giddings, editor of the Springfield Union, where Edward
Bellamy was employed for five years. It must be recorded that repre-
sentation from the New England colleges was slight and not a single
professor from Harvard was elected to office that year—an omission
long since rectified. In those post Civil War years education was mov-
ing westward, along with the expanding economy.

At its annual meeting three years later, members of the same Asso-

* Ibid.

”
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ciation listened to a paper by a solemn, bearded little Englishman
wearing a beribboned pince-nez. It was Sldney Webb in person, ap-
pearing as an emissary of the-Biitish tion (after-

/ wards the Royal Econom1c Society) which a téltey-Fabian, George

Bernard Sha instrumental in foundm by his
| faighfu] lieutenant, Edward R. P e-to America for the

first time in Septem ~1888—and- edfor-a-full three months.1?

In his portmanteau he carned the manuscrlpt of an essay, “The His-

tqui cialism”—shortly to h"é\pﬂbhshed as
“Sacialism-in-England” over the imprint of the American Economic

/ Assoc1at1omumter included in -the— Fabe%&w for whose
\\

American.editi 4 Edward Bellamy wrote a forewbrd.
In Amenca of the late eighte € cocksure young Lon-

~doner found—a—strange new Workl_ pulsatimg—and_throbbing with

gigantic economic forces that were producing fresh forms of wealth
undreamed of by even the most utopian imagination;'® but his con-
ceit was equal to the challenge. He had no scruples in recommending
the same gradualist tactics of revolution which he felt were destined
to conquer England for Socialism. To Webb’s calculating eye, it was
plain that any frontal attack against the vast new citadel of capitalism
was doomed to failure. In fact, owing to the furor already created by
a handful of Anarchists and militant Socialists, the little Socialist
movement in the United States faced the possibility of being outlawed
by act of Congress unless it could speedily muster the support of a
large bo